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In this very. bill one tribe of Indians receives annually, I believe, 
$1,000 for each member of the tribe. This money is taken from 
the taxes imposed on the people of the country to carry out an 
alleged treaty. How long would a court of equity stand that sort 


of thing? 

Mr. HOPKINS. These treaties, many of them, were negotiated 
in the time of St. Jefferson, were they not? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I donot care when or where they were 
negotiated. Iam simply talking about conditions as they exist and 
which I wish with all my soul could be understood by gentlemen 
here who are trying honestly to represent their constituents and 
to meet this question properly. To shed tears over these Indians 
is nonsense. They must work up through the same processes by 
which all humanity has progressed. What is the use of talking 
about the higher education of a person who does not know what 
the word ‘“‘God” means any more than a Chinaman does? What 
is the use of educating such a person to sing hymns or recite Scrip- 
ture, while you leave him absolutely unable to shoe a horse in a 
country where he has got to ride, unable to raise a tree in a coun- 
try where he has got to have fruit, unable to reapan acre of grain 
in a country where he must have bread? 

This whole Indian policy isa mistake. You are throwing money 
away. The ap oe in this bill, amounting to more than 
two million oat a half of dollars, are worse than wasted. Thisis 
not the fault of the committee; it is the fault of this House. It 
results from a of the condition of the Indians. I protest 
here—and I file my protest with all the force of which I am capa- 
ble—that every dollar you spend upon the Indians under the pol- 
icy you are now pursuing, whether the money be derived from 
the charitable contributions of the people of the country or 
from the taxation of our citizens at large—every dollar expended 
merely for teaching the Indians book learning is worse than 
thrown away. I repeat, that every item in this bill making appro- 
priation for the maintenance of Indian schools away from the res- 
ervations should be struck out. In accordance with that view, I 
move to strike out the aph just read. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I should be 
unwilling to vote at the present time to strike out this paragraph, 
for I think we should d in this matter with the same cau- 
tion and deliberation that we have exercised in the matter of con- 
tractschools. But, Mr. Chairman, carrying still further thepropo- 
sition made by the gentleman from Arizona [Mr. Smiru], and 
holding myse ible for my own words only, I want to say 
that in educating the Indians we are proceeding upon a principle 
which has proved illogical, unsatisfactory, and impracticable 
wherever it been applied on the face of the earth. 

The societies that send missionaries to Mexico to take Mexican 
children and educate them require that the children shall do their 
own cooking; that they shall sleep on the ground on mats; that 
they shall live in every way as they would have lived in their own 
homes. Why? Becauseif they do not they can not again content- 
edly live in t old homes. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. That is perfectly true, especially as 

the Indians. 

. WALKER of Massachusetts. And they become isolated 
from their people—isolated from their own people—and are citi- 
zens without a country. 

That is the fact. e send missionaries to foreign countries to 

read the 1 and educate the people in those countries under 
their own conditions and under their own customs in their own 
homes. That, of course, is very different from taking the people 
away to a foreign region, as we bring the Indians, and trying to 
educate a few of them isolated from their people. You can not 
raise the level of a people by beginning with the single individual 
alone, taking him off, and a few at a time, for the purpose of in- 


on, 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. If the gentleman will allow an inter- 
ruption, is it not a fact—and I want to say without taking his 
time that it is a fact, and it isa fact that I failed to suggest when 
on the floor—that the conditions he speaks of are absolutely true 
in regard to the Indians? The man who comes back educated 
makes a “better Indian” than he was before. And God have 
mercy on the girls! 

Mr. W. of Massachusetts. I do not know the facts, of 


course, with respect to what the gentleman speaks of. But the 
policy is contrary to the policy that has been pursued in this 
country from the first. 


Why, the negro in the South is claiming his share of positions 
and 0! under the Government; claiming this, that, and the other 
thing asa right. In the district that I represent, if I can have 
the time of the committee for a few moments—and I think it will 
pay to tell the story—in the district I represent there is a condi- 

on of affairs existing that will pay to consider. The colored 
people in my district, when I first ran for Congress, supported me. 
- An enthusiastic little colored friend who was running an elevator 


in one of my buildings organized the ‘Walker Club” amongst 
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the colored people, and about every colored man in the vicinity 
joined, 

After election, and after I had been successful, they, of course, 
wanted to come up and meet me, and I met them in my own hotne 
and treated them as I would any other a And when they 


wanted I should say something to them, I did not refuse, but con- 
sented, and what I said was right in the line ef what I have said 
in this discussion. I said, ‘‘Boys, you have grown up under my 
eyes. When I came to Worcester there was not one colored man 
where there are now fifty. There were but few of you at that 
time, fifteen or twenty in all, but, as a matter of fact, the colored 
people in the city had more taxable property, although so few in 
numbers, than you have to-day.” And when they came into my 
house or into my factory to wash the windows, or do other work 
of that character, I asked them, ‘‘ Why do you not go and take a 
job in thefactory?” But they positively refuse, and say that they 
enjoy life better outside and they do not propose to be ‘“‘ confined 
to any ten hours and to a bell,” as the men in the factory neces- 
sarily were. 

I said, ‘‘ Well, that condition exists, and you can not exject to 
be exempted from it. If you do not choose to better your condi- 
tion, you can not expect to be respected by the people. The white 
man has grown up from a condition of villanage and slavery only 
after the lapse of centuries of hard labor and suffering and effort 
on his part. You boys will have to walk the same path; and until 
you have savings in the savings banks, and own houses—the 
homes to live in—and pay taxes equal to the taxes paid by the 
white men here, you can not expect to be respected as the white 
man is respected.” I naturally expected, of course, that they 
would hate me for telling them the truth, but on the contrary 
they respected me all the more, as any man is respected who dares 
tell the truth. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I ask to be permitted to pro- 
ceed for a few minutes longer. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I yield to the gentleman a few minutes. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. You can not educate a peo- 
ple uniess you educate them as children in the family, not out of 
it, and when you educate the child in the family he or she edu- 
cates the whole family. 

Every moment that this education of the child is progressing it 

rmeates the entire household. But if you take out from the 

amily one of the children and educate it outside and then thrust 
it back into the family of five or six in number they will degrade 
the one, instead of the one educating and improving the others. 
This is particularly true with reference to the Indians. The only 
way to educate a people is to educate the family in the home. 
This is true in all cases, except with reference to the very few ex- 
ceptions of those who are made of the stuff masters are made of 
and will sacrifice hope of preferment and life itself knowingly and 
willingly for the benefit of their people. [Applause. | 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to correct one mis- 
statement of the gentleman from Arizona [Mr. Smiru], which I 
am sure is an inadvertence on his part. He said that there were 
certain Indians who annually received $1,000 per capita, That 
statement is incorrect. The Osages receive $211 per capita every 
year, and that is the largest sum that is received by the members 
of any Indian tribe anywhere in the United States. To-morrow 
morning I shall desire some little time to speak in opposition to 
the remarks of the gentleman in reference to the Carlisle school. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. If the gentleman will allow me, I did 
not intend to be positive in that statement. I received the infor- 
mation this afternoon and stated it as it was stated to me, with- 
out examining the bill. I am glad that the chairman of the 
committee has made the correction, for I do not wish to make a 
misstatement before the House. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I knewthe gentleman did not desire to make 
a misstatement. 

I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, Mr. FITZGERALD, who is unavoidably absent, may print 
remarks in the Recorp in reference to this school question. He 
has asked me to make this request for him. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. FirzGeraLp] be authorized to 
print certain remarks in the Recorp upon this bill. Is there ob- 
jection? 

There was no objection. 

On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, the committee rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Hepsurn, Chairman of the 

mmittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported 
that that committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
6896) rhaking appropriations for the current and contingent ex- 
penses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipula- 
tions with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 
- 1899, and for other purposes, and had come to no resolution 

ereon. 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of the fol- 
lowing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 5516. An act to amend and reenact section 5 of an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the mayor and city council of Mon- 
roe and the police jury of the parish of Ouachita, La., toconstruct 
a traffic bridge across the Ouachita River opposite said city,” ap- 
proved February 8, 1897. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled joint reso- 
lution and bill of the following titles: 

S. 3053. An act to provide an American register for the steamer 
Navahoe; and 

5. R. 82. Joint resolution providing for the printing of the report 
of the governor of Alaska, 1897. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
STEVENS, of Minnesota, for ten days, on account of important 
business, 

And then, on motion of Mr. SHERMAN (at 5 o’clock and 15 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Superintendent of the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey submitting revised estimates for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1899—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Postmaster-General 
submitting estimates of deficiencies in the appropriation for con- 
tingent expenses, Post-Office Department. for telegraphing for sev- 
eral years—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, submitting 
estimate of deficiencies in appropriations in connection with cer- 
tain public buildings—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a state- 
ment of expenditures under the head of contingent appropriations 
for the Navy Department—to the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Navy Department. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
= Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 

ollows: 

Mr. BENNETT. from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 78) 
providing for the construction of a steam revenue cutter for serv- 
ice on the Atlantic coast of the United States, with headquarters 
at the port of New York, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 238); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. LOW, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1788) to 
provide an American register for the barkentine Sharpshooter, of 
San Francisco, Cal., reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 246); which said bill and report were 
ae gg to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Printirig, to which was 
referred the concurrent resolution of the Senate (Senate Con. Res. 
No. 19) concerning the printing of the report of the special com- 
missioner of the United States to the International E ition to 
be held at Paris, 1900, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 247); which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. BARNEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3) to approve a com- 
promise and settlement between the United States and the State of 
Arkansas, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 251); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. STURTEVANT, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4525) for the relief of 
John M, Guyton, late postmaster at Blacksburg, 8. C., reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 242); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BENNETT, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
97) to restore Lieut. Samuel Howard to his proper rank, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 248); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRUMM, from the Committee on Claims,to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5079) to reimburse Charlotte 
E. Brennan, widow of D. D. Brennan, deceased, for expenses in- 
curred in travel from Yokohoma, Japan, to Haverstraw, N. Y., 
after the summary discharge of said D. D. Brennan as paymas- 
ter's clerk in the United States Navy, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 249); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CLARDY, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2413) for the relief of T. R. 
Mason, of Adairville, Ky., reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 250); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RIXEY, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the Senate (S. 438) for the relief of the estate of 
Charles M. Roberts, deceased, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 252); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred House bill 3392, reported in lieu thereof a 
resolution (House Res. No. 177) for the relief of Mrs. Minnie 
Andrews, accompanied by a report (No. 253); which said resolu- 
tion and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DAVISON of Kentucky, from the Committee on War 
Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 915) 
for the relief of Leo L. Johnson, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 254); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRENNER of Ohio, from the Committee on War Claims, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4321) for the 
relief of the legal representatives of A. L. H. Crenshaw, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 255); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred House bill 4487, reported in lieu thereof a resolution 
(House Res. No. 178) for the relief of Richard P. Blackistone, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 256); which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 1036) for the relief of George J. Camp- 
bell, reported the same without amendment, nn by a 
report (No. 257); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. WEAVER, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1287) for the relief of 
Dr. John R. Hall, of Louisville, Ky., reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No, 258); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1982) for the relief of 
Col. Jesse H. Strickland, Eighth Tennessee Cavalry, United States 
Volunteers, ns the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 259); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3733) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Merrick, Merrick & Cope, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 260); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 3801) for the relief of heirs of Mrs. Tellisse 
W. Wilson, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 261); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1960) for the relief of Dr. 
Thomas J. Coward, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 262); which said bill and report were 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
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rred House bill 2569, reported in lieu thereof a resolution 
(Hous Res. No. 179) for the relief of the heirs 





of ns 
d, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 263); which sai 
eae and report pon nace wt to the Private Calendar. _ 

Mr. WEAVER, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 253) to permit Anna M. 
Colman, a widow, to prosecute a claim, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 264); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1478) for the relief of James and Emma 8. 
Cameron for occupation of property and for fuel taken and used 
by the United States Army during the war, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 265); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. — 

Mr. COOPER of Texas, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5221) for the re- 
lief of the owner or owners of the schooner Bergen, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 266); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred House bill 4690, reported in lieu thereof a resolution 
(House Res. No. 180) for the relief of W. B. Horner, accompanied 
by a report (No. 267); which said resolution and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BELKNAP, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3608) removing 
the charge of desertion from the record of Sylvester H. Mase, a 
musician, Fifty-sixth New York Infantry, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 268); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. , 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2272) granting an 
increase of pension to John N. Bruce, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 269); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 639) for increase of pen- 
sion of Charles B. Eades, Hopkinsville, Ky., reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 270); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MEVER of Louisiana, from the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 101) to | 
correct the naval record of and grant an honorable discharge | 
to Thomas H. Holden, of Pawtucket, R. I., reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 271); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 820) for the relief of Charles Winters, a 
quartermaster, United States Navy, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 272); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 








ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to 
the Clerk, and laid on the table, as follows: 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6773) for the relief of | 
J. Floyd Johnston, administrator of John Floyd Johnston, de- | 
ceased, and for other purposes, reported the same adversely, accom- 


panied by a report (No. 239); which said bill and report were laid | 


on the table. 

Mr. BRENNER of Ohio, from the Committee on War Claims, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5684) for the 
relief of Mrs. Ann E. Heiskell, reported the same adversely, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 240); which said bill and report were 
laid on the table. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey, from the Committee on War 
Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3273) 
for the relief of Secor & Co., Perine, Secor & Co., and the execu- 
tors of Zeno Secor, reported the same adversely, accompanied by 
s peacet (No. 241); which said bill and report were laid on the 

e. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 4971) to confer jurisdiction upon the 
Court of Claims to adjudicate the claim of Milton S. Cabell, ex- 
ecutor, and to remove the bar of the statute of limitations there- 
from, reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 
7 which said bill and report were laid on the table. 

© also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 3466) for the relief of Martha A. Murphy, 
— the same adversely, accompanied by‘a report (No. 244); 
which said bill and report were laid on the table. 

He also, from the same comm ttee, to which was referred the 


bill of the Senate (S. 1559) for the relief of Martha A. Bagwell, 
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executrix of Sally Hardmond, deceased, reported the same ad- 
versely, accompanied by a report (No. 245); which said bill and 
report were laid on the table. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5233) for the relief of R. D. Hay—Committee on 
War Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 4188) granting an increase of pension to Anna 
B. 8S. Phillips, widow of Col. William A. Phillips—Committee on 
Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5723) to pay Jesse P. York and Tabitha Hanks, 
only surviving children of Shubal York, late surgeon of the Fifty- 
fourth Illinois, the sum of $377.50—Committee on Claims dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 7067) for the relief of Gideon Holton—Committee 
on Claims discharged, and referred to Committee on War Claims. 








PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
‘ INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa (by request): A bill (H. R. 7199) to 
authorize the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Company, 
District of Columbia, to change its motive power, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. TONGUE: A bill (H. R. 7200) reserving from the pub- 
lic lands in the State of Oregon, as a public park for the benefit 
of the people of the United States, and for protection and preser- 
vation of the game, fish, timber, and all other natural objects 
therein, a tract of land therein described, and so forth—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MAXWELL: A bill (H. R. 7201) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to provide for the adjudication and payment of 
claims arising from Indian depredations,” approved March 3, 
1891—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. , 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7202) to author- 
ize the Secretary of the Treasury to acquire square 574 for the 
erection thereon of a building to be used as a bureau of archives 
and for a Census Office, Indian Office, Civil Service Commission, 
Geological Survey, Bureau of Education, Pension Office agency, 
and for the storage of documents and Patent Office models, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 7203) extending the time 
within which the Pittsburg and Mansfield Reilroad Company is 
authorized to construct a bridge across the Mor-angahela River— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Comerce. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 7204) to carry iato effect the 
recommendations of the International American Conference by 
the incorporation of the International American I'ank—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. LOVE: A bill (H. R. 7205) making an appre priation for 
the purpose of dredging and deepening Horn Island P.«s, in Mis- 
sissippi—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7206) making an appropriation -for the pur- 


| pose of dredging and deepening Pascagoula River, in Missi-sippi— 


to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CLARK of Iowa: A bill (H. R.7207) to amend section 
17, chapter 180, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relat- 
ing to postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H.R. 7208) providing for the entry free 
of customs duties of certain bells presented by the Emperor of 
Russia to the Orthodox Russian Church, of Bridgeport, Conn.— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas (by request): A bill (H.R. 7209) to 
amend an act granting to the St. Louis, Oklahoma and Southern 
Railway Company a right of way through the Indian Territvry 
and Oklahoma Territory, and for other purposes—to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H.R.7210) to organize the Hos- 
pital Corps of the Navy of the United States, to define its duties, 
and regulate its pay—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H. R. 7211) for the purchase of a site 
for a hall of records—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 7258) to prevent the return of 

il matter to sender without full prepayment of postage—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
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By Mr. BABCOCK (by request): A bill (H. R. 7259) to provide 
for completing the system of sewage disposal and protection against 
floods in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN: A bill (H. R. 7263) providing for the pub- 
lication of the pension roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DORR: A joint resolution (H. Res. 132) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to make a preliminary survey of Coal River, 
West Virginia, and prepare estimates of the cost thereof—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By the COMMITTEE ON WAR CLAIMS: A resolution (House 
Res. No. 178) for the relief of Richard P. Blackistone—to the 
Private Calendar. 

Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 177) for the relief of Mrs. 
Minnie Andrews—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 179) for the relief of the 
heirs of Alexander Poland, deceased—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 180) for the relief of W. B. 
Horner—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. LOVE: A memorial of the legislature of the State of 
Mississippi, favoring the intervention by the United States Gov- 
ernment in the war between Spain and Cuba—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. ° 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 7212) granting an increase 
of pension to Sarah B. Howe—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sious, 

By Mr. BENNETT: A bill (H. R. 7213) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the record of William L. Cornwell—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 7214) granting a pension 
to Forrester L. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DORR: A bill (H. R. 7215) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Curtis B. McIntosh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7216) granting a pension to William Nich- 
olas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 7217) authorizing the adjustment 
and payment of the claim for longevity service of Capt. James 
Halloran, of the Twelfth Infantry, United States Army—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK: A bill (H. R. 7218) for the relief of 
James M. Kirk, deceased—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7219) for the relief of Allen Farler—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7220) ns military record to Granville 
Hali—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7221) giving military record to Allen Daniel— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7222) placing on the muster rolls of the 
United States Army the First Regiment Kentucky Capital State 
Guards, Big Sandy Volunteer Battalion—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7223) for the relief of Green Clay Gardner, 
Thirty-ninth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Mounted Infantry— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 7224) for the allowance of cer- 
tain claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of Claims 
under the provisions of the acts approved March 3, 1883, and March 
8, 1887, andcommonly known asthe Bowman Act and the Tuckei 
Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 7225) granting a pension to 
oe Wettrick, of Madison, Ind.—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7226) to remove the charge of desertion stand- 
ing against Patrick Sweeney, of Letts, Decatur County, Ind.—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr, HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 7227) to amend the record 
of Eli A. Griffin—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. HARMER: A Dill (H. R. 7228) for the relief of Jabez 
Burchard—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 7229) for the relief of Brannon 
— of Frederick County, Va.—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 7230) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Mary Paul—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 7231) for the relief of Robert M. 
Gardner—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KULP: A bill (H. R. 7232) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of Capt. Robert T. Bucher, of 
Sunbury, Pa.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7233) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Israel Wertz, of Mount Carmel, Pa.—to the 
Cammittee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. McINTIRE: A bill (H. R. 7234) to remove charges of 
desertion against William Harig, late Company C, Thirty-fourth 
Kentucky Regiment—tothe Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7235) to grant a pen- 
sion to Peter Ballenger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7236) to t a pension to Mary M. Burch— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 7237) for the relief of Austin 
A. Yates—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7238) to remove the 
charge of desertion from military record of W. T. Akridge and 
— him an honorable discharge—to the Commitiee on Military 

airs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7239) to amend and correct the military rec- 
ord of Thomas Etherton, of Hart County, Ky.—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7240) for the relief of William W. Davis, of 
Green County, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7241) for the relief of Henry C. peetoe, 
of Hart County, Ky.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7242) for the relief of Squire Stinson, of 
Grayson County, Ky.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7248) for the relief of the minor children of 
Alice Evans, deceased—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7244) granting an increase of pension to 
Napoleon McDowell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7245) granting a pension to Lucy B. Culver, 
of Hart County, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7246) granting a pension to Rebecca Lewis, of 
neem County, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7247) ting pension to Richard West—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7248) granting a pension to Harvey Langham, 
of Hardin County, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. ne a pension to Jacob D. Will- 
iams, of Marion County, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 7250) granting a 
pension to Huldah A. Bowen—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7251) ous a pension to James N. Wil- 
letts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7252) granting a pension to Enos 8. Law- 
rence—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7253) for the relief of Franklin E. Roberts— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

— VEHSLAGE: A bill (H. R. 7254) for the relief of Mary 
A. Fitzsimmons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7255) for 
_ relief of Spencer D. Hunt—to the Committee on Military Af- 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7256) for the relief of Mary B. Douglass, widow 
of the late Col. Henry Douglass, Tenth United States Infantry— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7257) for the relief of Rachel T. Abbott, of 
Wilkesbarre, Pa.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLET of New York: A bill (H. R. 7260) nting a 


pension to James E. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bili (H. R. 7261) for the relief of Rich- 
ard C. Arnold—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 7262) for the relief 
of Calvin R. Rutherford and to grant him a pension of $12 per 
month—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC, 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following —_ and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Petition of the Maritime Ex of Phila- 
delphia, in favor of a department of commerce and industries—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the German Society, of Pennsylvania, against 
the further restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

y Mr. BARRETT: Protest of numerous citizens, embracin: 
principally prominent business firms of Boston, Mass., aga 
any reduction of postal deliveries—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BELKNAP: Petitions of the Journeymen Tailors’ Union 
No. 5, Amalgamated Woodworkers’ Union No. 7, and Bricklayers 
and Masons’ Union No. 21, all of Chicago, Ill., in opposition to 
the so-called anti-scalping bill or any similar measure—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BLAND: Petitions of Journeymen Tailors’ Lodge No. 64, 
National Brotherhood of Electrical Workers, Local Labor Union 
No. 18, and Retail Clerks’ National Protective Association No. 18, 
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Kansas City, Mo., in opposition to the so-called anti-scalp- 

= Cat the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
b Mr. BURKE: Petition of the Helen d Woman’s 
Christia n Temperance Union, of —— ss Ter for the passage of a 


Foreign Commerce. ; as 
By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
ce Union of Winterport, Me., for the passage of a bill to for- 
bid interstate transmission of lottery and other gambling matter 
by telegraph—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


merce. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem: unions of 
Winterport and Swanville, Me., asking for the passage of the bill 
to raise the of ion of girls to 18 years in the District of 
Columbia—to the ttee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petitions of the Woman's Christian Temperance unions of 
Winterport and Swanville, Me., for the of a bill to prohibit 
the sale of liquors in Government gs—to the Committes on 
Public Build and Grounds. . ; 

Also, petitions of the Woman's Christian Temperance unions of 
Winterport and Swanville, Me., favoring the passage of a Sabbath 
law for the national capital—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance unions of 
Winterport and Swanville, Me., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by — that cig- 
arettes imported in original packages on entering any State shall 
become subject to its laws—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Winterport, Me., protesting nst the admission of illiterate, 

criminal classes to the United States—to the Com- 


pauper, and 2 
mittee on ee and Naturalization. 

By Mr. C KE of New ire: Petition of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Warner, N. H., praying for the 


ding that clgaretts tes imported in original kk te 
tha’ packages on enter- 
any State shall become subject to its laws—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. . 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: ae ee unins 
a@ pension to Forresta L. Taylor—to the i on Invali 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Petition of 200 or more prominent 
citizens of Da Iowa, in opposition to the Lodge immigra- 
tion bill—to the ttee on ane ye and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of the city council of the city of Davenport, 
Towa, sympathy with suffering Cuba—to the Commit- 
tee on Fore ffairs. 

By Mr. D : Petition of the Philadelphia Maritime Ex- 
change, favoring the creation of a department of commerce and 
industry—to the Committee on the eee 

Also. of the Bloomfield Liederstofel, a st further re- 

migration and 


striction of immigration—to the Committee qn 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
— Union of Auburn, Me., g for the enactment of 
egislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Gov- 
a buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

rounds, 


By Mr. DOCKERY: Petitions of the congregations and Sunday 
schools of the Methodist Episcopal and Baptist churches of Mays- 
ville, Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation raising the age 
of protection for girls to 18 years in the of Columbia and 
the Te: to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petitions of the tions and Sunday schools of the 
Baptist and Methodist Ep churches of Maysville, Mo., pray- 

for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxi- 
ca liquors in all Government woldings—t0 the Committee on 
Public and Grounds. 


Buildings 
the congregations and Sunday schools of the 
churches of Maysville, Mo., and 


the W oman’s Christian Union of Jameson, Mo., pray- 
a the enactment of legislation tq protect — ae canes 
that cigarettes imported in origina 

on catalie aus ibate shall become subject to its ewe tee 
[ = or and Forei ee 

Also, on of various people ysville, Mo., in support of 
certain now pending in the House—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. : Affidavits and 


oO. , or — 


Ts. 
By Mr. ATRICKE: Papers relating to the claim of Green 
Clay Gardner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


to accompany House 








Also, papers relating to the claim of Allen Daniel—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FOSS: "Basctetione of the Amalgamated Wood Workers’ 
Union, Bricklayers and Masons’ Union, and Journeymen Tailors’ 
Union, all of Chicago, Ill., in opposition to the so-called anti- 
scalping bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, ——— of German Catholic societies of the State of Hli- 
nois, and editors of German newspapers, remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation restricting immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on a and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Papers to accompany House bill granting 
a pension to Rosina Wettrick, of Madison, Ind.—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill to remove the charge of 
a against Patrick Sweeney—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. HAGER: Petition of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of Dunlap, Iowa, for the passage of a bill for- 
bidding the sale of liquor in all Government buildings—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to more effectually re- 
strict immigration and prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, 
and criminal classes to the United States—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HICKS: Protest of 54 members of St. Joseph’s Benefi- 
cial Society of Altoona, Pa., against the further restriction of 
immigration, and urging that the laws now in force are sufficient 
to meet all demands—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

By Mr. HURLEY: Petition of the Union League Cinub of Brook- 
lyn, N. Y., in favor of the enactment of such currency legislation 
as will strengthen the position of the Treasury and maintain invio- 
late the gold standard—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

By Mr. JOY: Papers to accompany House bill relating to the 
case of Robert M. Gardner, of Marion, Ind.-—-to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. KLEBERG: Petition of citizens of Rockport, Aransas 
County, Tex., requesting Congress to assume control and secure 
oe water at Aransas Pass—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 

rs. 

By Mr. KULP: Petition of the Presbyterian Church and the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Mount Carmel, Pa., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to protect State an“- 
cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in original 
packages on entering any State shall become subject to its laws— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Presbyterian Church and the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Mount Carmel, Pa., remonstrating 
against the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government build- 
ings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Mount Carmel, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation 
raising the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the District 
of Columbia and Territories—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. McCLEARY: Protests of the Minnesota Academy of 
M Dr. R. O. Beard, A and the Minnesota State 
Veterinary Medical Association, Dr. L. Hay, secretary, protesting 
against the passage of the bill known as the anti-vivisection bill 
for the prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MERCER: Petition of Helen T. Clarke, of New York 
City, against the passage of the Loud postal bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of 21 citizens of Omaha, Nebr., in favor of the 
passage of a more restrictive immigration bill—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. PARKER of New Jersey: Petition of S. H. Grey, at- 
torney-general of the State of New Jersey, and other members of 
the bar of New Je , asking for an additional United States 
circuit judge for the Third circuit, to accompany House bill No. 
7094—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of Harmon O. Coombs and 102 other 
citizens, residing in the counties of Cumberland and Sagadahoc, 
in the State of Maine, asking for the improvement of Wills Straits, 
at Orr and Bailey islands—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. ROBB (by request): Petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union Foreign Missionary Society, teachers of pub- 
lic schools, Ministerial Association, and citizens, all of Frederick- 
town, Mo.; also petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Mount Grove, Mo., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that 
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cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any State 
shall become subject to its laws; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Paper to accompany House bill 
granting a pension to Lucy B. Culver—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
Rebecca Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
Richard West—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
Jacob D. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
Harvey Langham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of minor 
children of Alice Evans, deceased—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of Squire 
Stinson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of Henry C. 
Bumgardner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 3685, for the relief of 
Samuel Bartlett—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 4896, for the relief of 
James Braden—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Resolutions adopted by the Chamber of Com- 
merce of New Haven, Conn., favoring liberal appropriations for 
the adequate representation of the United States at the Paris Ex- 
position of 1900; also favoring an increase in the United States 
artillery force—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. STARK: Petition of the Business Men’s Association of 
Wymore, Nebr., favoring the passage of a bankruptcy bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Petition of the Young People’s 
Society of the First Presbyterian Church, of El Paso, Tex., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxi- 
cating liquors in all Government buildings—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Petitions of the St. Clemens 
Roman Cotholic Society and the Verein Deutscher Krieger, all of 
St. Paul, Minn.; Bernard Werst and many other German-Ameri- 
cans of the State of Minnesota, in opposition to the Lodge bill for 
the further restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska: Petition of Rev. T. H. Worley, 
of Tablerock, Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation 
=. the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government 

uildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of Rev. T. H. Worley, of Tablerock, Nebr., in 
favor of the passage of the Broderick bill to raise the age of pro- 
tection for girls to 18 in the District of Columbia and the Terri- 
tories—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, oo of Rev. T. H. Worley, of Tablerock, Nebr., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation prohibiting interstate gambling 
by telegraph, telephone, or otherwise—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of S. M. Benedict, of Lincoln, Nebr., in favor of 
Cuban belligerency—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of S. M. Benedict, of Lincoln, Nebr., favoring the 
annexation of Hawaii—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition of Hall & Jenkins and 25 
other banking and mercantile firms of Waukon, Iowa, protesting 
against the passage of a general bankruptcy bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of the Philadelphia Maritime Ex- 
change, of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the establishment of a 
department of commerce and industries—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WEYMOUTH: Papers to accompany House bill No. 
2870, for the relief of Carlton A. Trundy—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Philadel- 
phia Maritime Exchange, favoring the creation of a department 
= commerce and industries—to the Committee on Revision of the 

aws. ' 

By Mr. WHITE of Illinois (by request): Circular of committee 
on river improvements of the Association of Business Men of the 
West Division of Chicago, Ill., asking for the improvement of the 
Chicago River—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also (by request), circular of committee on riyer improvements 
of the Association of Business Men of the West Division of Chi- 
cago, in relation to making the Chicago River navigable—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Petitionof Charles W. Hayes, 
to accompany House bill No. 7207—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, January 26, 1898. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Minzurny, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. Haz, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. “ 
Mr. HALE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the di eeing votes of the two Houses 
on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6251) to ny urgent 
deficiencies in the epercesiotions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, and 
for prior years, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free con- 
ference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House to the amendment of the Senate numbered 9, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 7, 8, and 10, and to the same. 

That the House recede from its d ment to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 4, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 

“All of the first floor, including the mezzanine floors, and so much of the 
basement as may be necessary and convenient, in the opinion of the Post- 
master-General, by the city post-office, and any space in said basement not 
necessary therefor shall be used for the purposes of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment; the second, third, and fourth floors, with the exceptions hereinafter 
provinen, by the Post-Office Department; the fifth floor by the executive of- 

cers of the Post-Office Department and of the Auditor for the Post-Office 
Department; the sixth and seventh floors by the Auditor for the Post-Office 
Department, and 4,000 square feet of office floor s: on the fourth floor, to 
be assigned by the Postmaster-General; and theentire force of the Post-Office 
Department and of the Auditor for the Post-Office a shall be, on the 
completion of said building, removed thereto. That all the space in said build- 
ing above the first floor so provided for, other than the fifth floor, shall be as- 
signed as aforesaid on the basis of an average of not exceeding 100 square feet 
of floor s to each clerk, which space is also to accommodate current files. 
All — on the fourth floor not needed after the assignments herein pro- 
vided for, upon the basis fixed therefor, shall hereafter be utilized under as- 
signments made by the Postmaster-General to cover the increase of clerical 
Sores in _ Post-Office Department and the Auditor for the Post-Office De- 
partment. 

“ The ninth floor of said building shall be used, under the direction of the 
Postmaster-General, for the storing of files for the Post-Office Department 
and the Auditor for the Post-Office rtment. All the office floor space in 
the eighth floor of said building shall be assigned by the Secretary of the 
Treasury to clerical force of offices or bureaus of the Government now occu- 
pying rented quarters in the city of Washington, on the same basis as to 
square feet of space indicated above as applied to the Post-Office Department 
and Auditor's Office; and said building, immediately upon its occupation as 
— eee, shall be under the custody and control of the Postmaster- 

eneral.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

EUGENE HALE, 

W. B. ALLISON 

F. M. COCKR ' 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

J.G. CANNON 

S$. A. NORTHWAY 

JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. HALE. L[ask that the report be concurred in. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine if 
the clause in the bill which provided that the bullion owners shall 
pay the expense of shipping bullion to the mints has been stricken 
out 


ut. 

Mr. HALE. The committee on the part of the Senate reported 
in favor of striking it out. The Senate adopted that action when 
the bill was here considered, and when it went to the House the 
House concurred in the Senate amendment striking it out, so that 
it is not in the bill at all. 

Mr. ALLEN. That provision is eliminated? 

Mr. HALE. It is left out. 

The report was concurred in. 


DISTRICT WATER SUPPLY, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a resolu- 
tion of the 10th instant, a report on the subject of the filtration of 
the water supply of the District of Columbia from the Surgeon- 
General of the Army and Capt. D. D. Gaillard, Corps of Engineers, 
the officer in charge of the Washington Aqueduct; also an extract 
from the annual report for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, of 
Col. George H. Elliot, Corps of Engineers, formerly in charge of 
the Washington Aqueduct, containing a carefully prepared paper 
by him upon the subject of filtration in connection with the water 
supply of Washington, D. C.; which, with the accompanying pa- 
pers, was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ROCK CREEK BRIDGE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, transmitting, 
in pursuance of a provision in the District appropriation act of 
March 3, 1897, a report on the ae by competition for a bridge 
or viaduct across Rock Creek on the line of the extension of Con- 
necticut avenue; which, with the ee oi papers, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 








1898. 







ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. H. ¥. 
ovine one of its clerks, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; 
and they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 
A bill (S. 3058) to provide an American register for the steamer 


‘avahoe; 

A bill (H. R. 5516) to amend and reenact section 5 of an act en- 
titled ‘‘ An act to authorize the mayor and city council of Monroe 
and the police jury of the parish of Ouachita, La., to construct a 
traffic bridge ae —_ —- River opposite said city,” ap- 

roved February 8, ; an 
. A joint resolution (S. R. 82) for the printing of the report of the 
governor of Alaska, 1897. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HOAR presented a memorial of Local Union No.7, Steam 
Engineers of America, of Boston, Mass., remonstrating against the 
of the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill; which was referred 

the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 4 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Woman’s Chris- 

tian Temperance Union of East Manchester, N. H., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by 
providing that cigarettes imported in —- packages on enter- 
ing any State shall become subject to its laws; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
_ Mr. HALE presented the memorial of B. L. Call and 20 other 
citizens of Dexter, Me., remonstrating against the passage of the 
so-called aottenen Sere bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Amos W. Felker, of North 
Carmel, Me., praying that he be ted a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. _ as 

He also presented a petition of the Indian Association and sun- 
dry citizens of Bangor, Me., praying for a continuance of the ap- 
propriation for the expenses of the Board of Indian Commissioners 
and for the needs of Florida Seminoles; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. . 

Mr. PENROSE presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Mount Carmel; of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Mount Carmel; of the Christian 
Endeavor Society of Livermore; of the congregation of St. Au- 
drews Reformed Church of Reading; of the Christian Endeavor 
Society of Grace Chapel, Bryn Mawr; of the Christian Endeavor 
Society of Crooked Creek, and of the congregation of the Presby- 
terian Church of Mount Carmel, all in the State of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings; which were 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Auxiliary of the Woman's 
National Indian Association, of Bethlehem, Pa., praying for a 
continuance of the appropriation for the expenses of the Board of 
Indian Commissioners and for the needs of the Florida Seminoles; 
which was referred to the Committee on a maser 

He also presented a memorial of the Press League of Bucks and 
Montgomery Counties, in the State of Pennsylvania, remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second- 
class mail matter, unless it be amended so as to eliminate the 
features detrimental to meen which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Grocers and Importers’ 
Exchange of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the pro- 
posed curtailment of the free-delivery postal system; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Central Labor Union of 
Wilkesbarre, Pa., praying for the passage of the postal savings 
bank bill; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 


He also presented a petition of the Economic Circle of Johns- | 


town, Pa., praying that in the preparation of statistics of real 
estate in the next census the Superintendent of the Census shall 
be required to make clear distinction, by separate columns, be- 
tween land values and improvement values, etc.; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Census. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Mount Carmel, Pa., and a petition of the congrega- 
tion of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Mount Carmel, Pa., 
praying for the enactment of legislation raising the age of protec- 
tion for girls to 18 years in the District of Columbia and the 
Territories; which were referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of Division No. 1, Ancient Order 
of Hibernians, of Erie, Pa., remonstrating against the ratification 
of the arbitration treaty between the United States and Great 
Britain; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 


ons. 
He also presented a petition of the Maritime Exchange of Phila- 
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delphia, Pa., praying for the establishment of a department of 
commerce and industries; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the United Labor League of 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 95, 
to man the laws relating to American seamen, for the protec- 
tion of such seamen, and to promote commerce; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the memorial of Young, Smyth, Field & Co. 
and 53 other citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against 
the passage of the so-called anti-scalping ticket biil or any simi- 
lar measure; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Trades League of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., praying for the passage of the so-called anti-scalping 
ticket bill, in conformity with the repeated recommendations of 
the Interstate Commerce Commission; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Scranton, 
Pa., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 624, to establish a 
department of commerce and industries, and remonstrating against 
the passage of House bill No. 5854, to modify an act entitled ‘“‘An 
act to regulate and improve the civil service of the United States, 
approved January 16, 1883, and for other purposes;” which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WETMORE presented 46 petitions from officers and em- 
ployees of the various Department in the city of Washington; a 
petition of sundry citizens of Takoma Park, D. C., and a petition 
of 335 members of Oriental Council, No. 312, Royal Arcanum, of 
Washington, D. C., praying that the Library of Congress be 
opened to the — at night; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

He also presented a petition of the American Scial Science As- 
sociation, praying Congress to grant them a chuirter of incorpo- 
ration; which was referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. WELLINGTON presented a petition from the State officers 
of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union and sundry citizens 
of Baltimore, Md., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
hibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings, 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 





Mr. QUAY. I en a memorial of the German Society of 
Pennsylvania, probably the oldest German organization in the 
United States, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 


Lodse immigration bill. The bill has passed. 
affect the action of the Senate. The memorial can only be lad 
upon the table. But I should be very glad, as it expresses the 
sentiment of this organization, to lay it before the country, and I 
ask that the memorial may be read. 

Mr. HALE. Let it be printed without reading. 

Mr. aes: I want it to go into the Recorp. 

Mr. LE. Letit be printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. QUAY. Yes; let it be printed in the Recorp without 
reading. 

There being no objection, the memorial was ordered to lie on 
the table, and to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


To the honorable the members of the United States Senate 
and House of Representatives: 

The German Society of Pennsylvania, the oldest German organization in 
America, whose origin dates back twelve years before the Declaration of In- 
dependence, having been founded in 1764, an organization for charitable and 
educational purposes which ever since its foundation has counted many emi- 
nent statesmen, soldiers, divines, jurists, and scholars among its members, 
the famous Gen. P. Muhlenberg and his no less famous brother, F. A. Muhlen- 
berg, the statesman, having been among its presidents, begs leave to submit 
to your honorable body in teenth but earnest protest against the passage of 
a bill, commonly known as the Lodge bill, the object of which is to restrict 
the landing of immigrants from foreign countries. 

The German Society of Pennsylvania, with a membership of nearly 1,000 
citizens or residents of Philadelphia, protests against the passage of said bill 
on the following grounds: 

1. Because it would prevent from landing in American ports a multitude 
of honest and worthy immigrants who would make Detaekhe citizens of the 
United States, their sole misfortune being their inability to read or write 

2. Because it does not prevent from landing another class of immigrants 
who, though well educated, would be anything but desirable acquisitions to 
this country, viz, the foreign-born forgers, embezzlers, swindlers, murder- 
ers, and other criminals, and especially those turbulent spirits who wage 
open or secret war against all law and order, against all government and 


It is too late to 


society, and who do not shrink from the most detestable means to accomplish 
their wild, visionary schemes. Such undesirable immigrants as these can 
not be prevented from landing on our shores by a law requiring the “ ability 


to read or write twenty-five words of the Constitution o 
in the English or any other language.” 

3. Because the proposed law is unnecessary if its object be to exclude cheap 
foreign labor from this country. We have laws purposely framed to do 
away with the importation under contract of foreign laborers, and if these 
laws do not fully meet their intended object they can readily be amended so 
as to protect American labor from cheap foreign competition. 

4. ause the proposed law, like all repressive and prohibitory measures 
is antagonistic to the spirit of our liberal institutions, under which this 
country has attained toits commanding position among the nations of the 
world, and because immigration has, from the foundation of this Republic, 
nay even from the first settlements in the original colonies, to this very day, 
aided very materially in the agricultural, industrial, and intellectual devel- 


the United States 


opment of the country. 
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5. Because the oftea-heard assertion that this country is already sufferi 
from the evils of over-population is utterly untenable in view of the f 
that vast tracts of land in the West and South are still waiting for the plow 
and ax of the settler—tracts large enough to sustain a population equal to 
that of the entire United States at the present day. 

6. Because the proposed law, if enacted, would be sure to lead to additional 
legislation, placing still greater restriction on immigration—a restriction 
which would almost amount to prohibition, the evil results of which would 
soon become manifest in various ways. 

7. Because the proposed educational test, if rigorously applied, would sub- 
ject the immigrants, as well as their relatives and friends who are now citi- 
zens or residents of this country, to the greatest hardships, detaining the 
former as prisoners for weeks, and compelling the latter to md much time 
and money before they can be united with their families. To impose such 
noes upon the immigrants and their friends must be regarded as illib- 
eral and ungenerous, to say the least. ; 

8. Because the proposed educational test, if applied to female immigrants, 


would be unjust and entirely unnecessary, inasmuch as women can be very 


good servants, cooks, washerwomen, or housewives without being able to 
‘read or write twenty-five words of the Constitution.” 

9. Because the. proposed educational test would frequently lead to cruel 
separations of families in case one or another of the members were unable to 
pass the examination. . 

Fully aware of the fact that the enactment of the Lodge bill, so called, 
would affect but a very small percentage of German immigration, the Ger- 
man Society of Feanasionats nevertheless raises its protest nst it, con- 
vinced that its provisions would do grievous injustice to avery number 
of worthy and desirable immigrants of other European nationalities. 

At a meeting of the board of managers of the German Society of Pennsyl- 
vania, held at their hall at Marshall and Spring Garden streets, Philadelphia, 
on Thursday, January 20, 1898, the foregoing memorial was adopted, and the 
officers of the society were instructed to sign it, to affix the seal of the cor- 
poration, and to forward it to the honorable the Senate and House of Repre- 
ee of the United States of North America in session at Washington, 

Cc. 


LOUIS W. DENT, President. 
J. B. MAYERS, Secretary. 
PHILADELPHIA, PA., January 24, 1898. 


Mr. QUAY presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying for the passage of the so-called anti-scalping 
ticket bill; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of the Star Epworth League, 
of Bloomfield, Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government build- 
ings; which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance unions of Unity, Hookset, Portsmouth, Wolfboro, 
Colebrook, Berry, Warner, and East Manchester, all in the State 
of New Hampshire, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes im- 
ported in original packages on entering any State shall become 
subject to its laws; which were referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. VEST presented a memorial of Carpenters’ Union No. 160, 
of Kansas City, Mo., a the passage of the 
so-called anti-scalping ticket bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Rocheport, Mo., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol 
and all Government buildings; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented the memorial of J. W. Harrison and sundry 
other citizens of Missouri, remonstrating against the enactment of 
a general bankruptcy law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

e also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Rocheport, Mo., and a petition of sundry citizens 
of Monett, Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation to protect 
State anti-cigarette laws by providing that ci imported in 
original packages on entering any State become subject to 
its laws; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Iron Molders’ Union No. 162, of 
Kansas City, Mo., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 95, 
to amend the laws relating to American seamen, for the protection 
of such seamen, and to promote commerce; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BATE presented the memorial of W. A. of Chatta- 
nooga, Tenn., and sundry other citizens of the United States, re- 
monstrating against the passage of the so-called anti-scalping 
ticket bill; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. ; 

Mr. CULLOM presented the petition of S. M. Ellwood, of Nash- 
ville, Ill, praying for the enactment of legislation to furnish arti- 
ficial limbs to maimed soldiers; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also presented the memorial of W. A. Bolles, publisher of 
the Orion Times, of Orion, IIL, remonstrating against the passage 
of the so-called Lond bill, relating to second-class mail matter; 
which vas referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


He also presented memorials of Emrick & Owsley, of Aledo, of 
sundry citizens of Watseka, and of sundry citizens of Auburn, all 


in the State of Illinois, remonstrating against the enactment of a 
general bankruptcy law; which were ordered to lie on the table, 

He also peenenaan the memorials of Dr. N. N. Vance, of Bement; 
of Dr. J. ot of Rushville; of Dr. Frank eae of Mor- 
rison; of Dr. W. K. Newcomb, of Champaign; of Dr. R. H. Main, 
of Barry, and of Dr. C, G. Craig, of Rock d, all in the State 
of Illinois, remonstrating against the of Senate bill No. 
1063, for the further — of cruelty to animals in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of ao peenaienene Union No. 265, 
of Ottawa, Ill., anda memorial of the gamated Wood W ork- 
ers’ International Union, No. 7, of es Ill., remonstratin, 
against the passage of the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill; w 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the American Association of Gen- 
eral Passenger and Ticket Agents; of the New England Passen- 
ger Association; of the Southeastern Passenger Association; of 
the Phil Sheridan Commandery, No. 26, Union Veteran Union; 
of the Commandery of the State of New York, Grand Army of 
the Republic; of the Commercial Club of Omaha, Nebr.; of the 
Society of the Army of the Potomac; of the Western Merchants 
and Mecetnsiasur Association, of Peoria, Ill.; of the Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Engineers, Firemen, Trainmen, Conductors 
and Telegraphers; of the National Association of Merchants and 
Travelers, of Chi , Ill.; of the Board of Trade of New Orleans 
La.; of the National Board of Trade of Rochester; of the National 
Association of Freight Commissioners; of the Merchants’ Associa- 
tion of New York; of the Jobbers and Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion of Fort Dodge, Iowa; of the New York Board of Trade; of 
the National Association of State Railroad Commissioners; of the 
National Educational Association; of the Baptist Yo People’s 
Union of America; of the United Society of Christian Endeavor; 
of the Mechanics, Dealers, and Lumbermen’s Exchange of Indian- 
apolis, Ind.; of the Chamber of Commerce of Louisiana; of the 

otel Men’s Association of California; of the Board of Trade of 
Columbus, Ga., and of the Coal Dealers’ Association of Ohio, 
praying for the passage of the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate erce. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS ted the memorial of J. P. & H.C. 
Allen and 29 other citizens of Greencastle, Ind., remonstrating 
against the enactment of a general bankruptcy law; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a petition of the Our Union, of 
Niagara, N. Dak., pra; for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
tect anti-cigarette laws by er that ci po in 
original packages on entering any State become subject to 
its laws; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 


POSTAL SAVINGS BANKS, 


Mr. WOLCOTT. I present a communication from the Post- 
master-General, addressed to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, containing certain information relative to Senate bill 
No. 2369, to establish postal savings banks for es savings 
at interest with the security of the Government for repayment 
thereof, and for other purposes. I move that the communication 
be printed as a document and referred to the Committee on Post- 

ces and Post-Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. RAWLINS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill -. ie rovide for the 
oe of sites for public buildings in the ci of Hastings and 

orfolk, in the State of Nebraska, and for other purposes, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2479) for the relief of James Q. Shirley and the 
estate of Francis De Long, deceased, reported it without amend. 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Public Buil and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. os) vide for 
the ——- of a site and the erection of a public ding thereon 
at en in the State of Missouri, reported it without amend- 
men . 

He also, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 4760) authorizing the construction of two 
bridges across the Choctawhatchee River, a navigable stream in 
Dale County, Ala., reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. B. 5982) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act declaring a cer- 
tain bridge across the Taliahatchie River, in Tallahatchie County, 
State of Mississippi, a lawful structure, and for other purposes, 
approved May 28, 1896, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 3130) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act d a certain 
bridge across the Tallahatchie River, in T. County, 








— 
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of Mississippi, a lawful structure, and for other p a 
a May 2B 1806, arenes adversely thereon; and bill 
im . 
ae MORGAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, re- 
ported an amendment intended to be pro to the diplomatic 
and consular appropriation bill, and asked that it be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was 
Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2543) to provide for 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Newcastle, in the State of Pennsylvania, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. : 
Mr. HAWLEY, frcm the Committee on Mili Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1737) to correct the i record 
of Patrick Hanley, reported it without amendment, and submitted 


a — thereon. : 

. ALLEN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2495) for the relief of Margaret Kennedy, 
5 it without amen t, and submitted a report thereon. 

tr. WARREN, from the Committee on Agriculture and For- 

, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by himself 
on the 2ist instant, intended to be proposed to the Agricultural 
appropriation bill, the amendment providing for a division of 
irrigation and reclamation of arid lands, reported favorably 
thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment ae by ben on the —_ oe —— - 
be proposed to the Agricultural appropriation bill, the amend- 
onal providing for irrigation investigations, division of irriga- 
tion and reclamation of arid lands, Pas rted favorably thereon, 
and moved that it be referred to the ttee on Appropria- 
tions and printed; which was agreed to. 

POSTAL TELEGRAPHS, TELEPHONES, AND SAVINGS BANKS, 


Mr. GALLINGER. Iam directed by the Committee to Andit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was 
referred the resolution submitted yesterday by the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. BuTLER] to print certain documents and to 
employ a translator to translate certain works that are to be re- 
ferred to that committee, to report it favorably without amend- 
ment. I ask unanimous consent for its consideration, as it is im- 
portant that the work shall be conducted immediately. 

eee consent, and agreed 
to, as : 


December see i tine te oe eee d postal ao 
Te! an sa 
banks, and twenty-five replies from our diplomatic representatives re- 
ferred to in said message, the original copies of which are now on file in the 
Committee on Printing and have not been printed, together with Senate 
resolution No. 150, Fifty-fifth Congress, first —— passed on July 8, 1897, 
directing the of State to send out circular letter to our diplomatic 
asking for information on the above subjects, and 
circular letter of instructions sent by the pomeary of State, under date 
of July 17, 1897, be printed as a Senate ee oe 
mittee and Post-Roads. And the 


on - 
Offices and Post-Roads is hereby authorized and directed to secure the serv- 
ices of a competent translator and to have translated into English such of 
said replies from our diplomatic eee 
before said document is ted, that the expenses incurred from 
eee mat Senate upon vouchers approved by the chairman 


representatives a 


SENATOR FROM OREGON. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I desire to present a oat oe report. Iam 
directed by the Committee on Privileges and Elections to make 
the report which I send to the desk, and which I ask to have read 
and lie on the table. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Mr. President, has the report been received? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ManTLz in the chair). The 


— is received. 
. COCKRELL. Let it be printed in the Recorp. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I only desire to say that it is a majority re- 
from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, and that 


minority dissent. The views of the minority will be filed on 
another 


da > 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Louisi- 


ana desire to have the read? 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be printed in the Recorp without 
Mr. ©. Y. Very well; let it be printed in the Recorp. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered, in the ab- 


sence of objection. 
The report referred to is as follows: 
[Senate Report No. 505, Fifty-fifth Congress, second session. ] 


The Committee on Pri and Elections, to whom ferred the 
qusentials of Ww. Gorbete bett, claiming a seat in the Senate from the State 
Trogon. : 
1897. The 


Mitchell, Senator from Oregon, ended March 3, 

* biennial session of the legislature of m, under the 

constitution and laws of that State, was to convene at the ca: on the llth 
of January, 1897. 











On that day the senate met and effected a permanent organization. The 
house met on the omer effected a Seengeenty organization, and at a later 
day effected a permanent organization. There was no yocegustaan of the 
house by the executive branch of the government or by the coordinate 
branch of the legislature, the senate. 

The members of the senate and house dispersed and returned to their 
homes without having transacted any business of a legislative character. I+ 
thus appears that the | ture of Oregon deliberately refused to perform 
any of the functions with which they were charged, one of the most impor- 
tant being the election of a Senator to succeed John H. Mitchell. 

We are of the opinion that a series of decisions by this body on the point 
involved in this case forms the rule of stare decisis. 

The point of the case of Mr. Corbett is whether the executive of a State 
can appoint a Senator to fill a vacancy caused by the expiration of the regu- 
lar term of a Senator when the legislature chosen next preceding the expira- 
tion of the term elects a Senator to fill such vacancy. 

In the Lee Mantle case, decided by this body in 1593, the legislature of 
Montana adjourned the day before the vacancy occurred vy the.expiration 
of the term of Mr. Sanders, after having ineffectually balloted to elect his 
successor. 

In the case of Mr. Corbett the legislature did not even make the attempt 
—- In the case of Mr. MANTLE the legislature made the attempt and 
e 

Your committee are of the opinion that there is no essential difference be- 
tween the two cases. In both cases opportunity was afforded to the respec- 
tive legislatures to perform their constitutional duty. They did not perform 
that a. Whether because of failure to organize, as is alleged, but not 
substantiated, or because after organizing they failed to agree on a choice, 
dovs not affect the fact that opportunity was given in both cases to elect, of 
which they did no: avail themselves. 

The case of Kensey Johns, of Delaware, decided in 1794: of James Lanman, 
of Connecticut, decided in 1825, and of LEE MANTLE, of Montana, decided in 
1898, are on all fours with the case of Mr. Corbett. They were decided after 
full presentation and exhaustive argument. They decide that an executive 
appointment can not be made when the legislature had opportunity to elect 
and failed to elect. y 

There is no precedent of any weight against the authority of these cases. 
There bave been appointments by governors when the legislature had not 
the opportunity to elect, and when the apparent hardship of depriving tke 
State of a Senator operated to their admission, but your committee do not 
= that they have any weight in the solution of the question presented by 


case. 

Going outside of precedent, and interpreting the Constitution according 
to the accepted rule that the primary meaning of words is to be followed 
when there is nothing in the context to show that a secondary meaning is in- 
tended, and that general words take on the meaning of the special words, we 
are of the opinion that the “ vacancies * mentioned in Article I, section 3, of 
the Constitution are those occurring in like manner as “resignation,” i. e., 
by fortuitous event. : 

We are of the opinion that it would be a dangerous usurpation of power for 
a governor toappoint to fill a vacancy occurring by the expiration of a regu- 
lar term in this body; one not sanctioned by the Constitution and aot sup- 
ported by controlling precedent or convincing reason. 

We therefore recommend the adoption of the following resolution: 

* Resolved, That the Hon. Henry W. Corbett is not entitled to take his seat 
in this body as a Senator from the State of Oregon.” 

D. CAFFERY 
WM. V. ALLEN. 
J. C. BURROWS. 

I concur in the conclusion of the majority of the committee, antl submit 

herewith my opinion. 


E. W. PETTUS. 


IN THE MATTER OF MR. HENRY W. CORBETT’S CLAIM TO A SEAT AS SENATOR 
FROM THE STATE OF OREGON. 


I prefer to put my concurrence in the conclusion of the majority of the 
committee squarely and entirely on the ground that the question of law 
involved in t case was settled in the Mantle case, and ought to remain 
settled forever. 

In the great debate in the Mantle case, which extended at intervals from 
March to Au 1893, the senior Senator from Massachusetts said: 

“Tam gratified that this question now arises under circumstances where 
it can be settled without any thought orimputation of partisanship upon any 
Senator delivering his judgment; use, although it happens there are two 

blicans and one Democrat affected by these reports, there is a Senator 
in body, who took his seat on the 4th of March without question, wh se 
title de upon virtually the same thing.” —25 Congressionai Record, part 


» page 

And in the same debate the then junior Senator from Indiana, in the same 
line of conservative wisdom, said: J 

“Tt would be perhaps as fair a way as any to treat this as a case of first 
instance, the same as if no decision had been made upon it, and to remit the 

resent court, the members of this body sitting in judgment, to the text of 

he Constitution itself, to the letter of the passage relating to the appointing 
power, and the spirit of the context in which it is found, and the tenor and 
Pp of the whole instrument.” (Ib., 68.) 

e courts of England for centuries and the United States for one centary 
declared it far better that the law should be settled and known than that it 
should be decided with technical accuracy. Those who have studied the 
judicial legislation enacted during the last forty years, the overthrow of 
principles long deemed settled, will appreciate the wisdom of the maxim 
stare decisis. s 

I think the question in this case was settled in the Mantle case, and should 
remain settled. 

E. W. PETTUS. 
VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 

The undersigned respectfully dissent from the opinion of the majority, 
and briefly state their reasons. 

The term of John H. Mitchell, Senator from the State of Oregon, expired 
at noon on the 4th day of March, 1897. The members of the legislature who 
were entitled to elect a successor assembled on the llth day of January, 1897. 
The senate completed a lawful permanent organization. That day the House 
attem such an organization, but its validity was in dispute and for a 
time there were two bodies, each claiming to be the lawful house. 

There was never any election of a Senator by concurrent vote. What was 
claimed to be a lawful joint assembly was held; but that joint assembly 
never elected a Senator, and adjourned without day on the 2th of February, 
13897. There were certain proceedings under which it was claimed that there 
was a due organization of the house. During the last week of February, 
1897, both senate and house, whichever body be treated as the lawful house, 
7 ; —_ were declared by their respective presiding officers adjonrned 
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Thereafter, on the 6th day of March, 1897, Mr. Corbett was appointed to 
the vacancy by the governor. It seems clear that there was a recess of the 
legislature of Oregon on the 3d of March, 1897, and that there has been one 
ever since. The only question is of the power of the governor tomake atem- 
porary appointment. 

It is clear, whatever may have been the nature of the organization of the 
legislature, that it had dispersed and come toan end before the 3d day of 

arch, 1897, when the vacancy in the office of Senator took place by the limit 
of the term to which Mr. Mitchell had been chosen, and which he had held 
for six years. 

Any choice or appointment made after that time must be a choice or ap- 
pointment for less than six years. The constitutional provision for the 
choice of Senators is as follows: 

“Art. I, Szc.3. The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two 
Senators from each State, chosen by the legislature thereof, for six years; 
* * * if vacancies happen, by resignation or otherwise, during the recess 
of the legislature of any State, the executive thereof may make temporar 
appointments until the next meeting of the legislature, which shall then fill 
such vacancies.” 

It is well settled by a practice which has existed from the foundation of 
the Government that vacancies so occurring after the beginning of a consti- 
tutional term may be filled by the legislature. If that be true, they aang be 
filled by the executive of the State during the recess of the legislature. he 
legislature is only authorized by the Constitution to fill such vacancies as 
might be filled by the executive by temporary ns until the next 
meeting of the legislature. Soif the executive have no power, the legisla- 
ture has no power. 

The executive may lawfully make a temporary appointment and the legis- 
lature fill that vacancy when it assembles, or the office must remain vacant 
for the rest of the six years. It has been said that a vacancy does not happen 
when it occurs by reason of the expiration of a certain term or when the 
oftice has never been filled; but the Constitution uses the same lan e in 
* When vacancies happen in the representation fromany State, the executive 
eae: thereof shall issue writs of election to fill such vacancies.” (Article 

section 2.) 

When the term of a Representative expires and the people have failed to 
elect a successor beforehand, which occurred very often when a ority 
was required for an election, the executive has always issued a writ of elec- 
tion to such vacancy as of course. 

The provision as to executive offices is as follows: 

“The President shall have power to fill up all vacancies that may happen 
during the recess of the Senate, by granting commissions, which shall expire 
at the end of the next session.”’ (Article II, section 2.) 

It is now well settled by long and uniform practice that this power exists 
when a vacancy happens in the constitutional sense, if the term of office 
limited by law expires during the recess of the Senate, or if a new office has 
been created which has never been filled, and the President makes the ap- 
pointment in such case. 

We think, therefore, that the governor of Oregon was entitled to make 
the appointment and that Mr. Corbett is entitled to the seat. 

GEO. F. HOAR. 

WM. E. CHANDLER, 
J.C. PRITCHARD. 
JOHN C. SPOONER. 


Mr. HOAR subsequently said: I present a report on a privi- 
leged question, being the views of the minority of the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections in relation to the right of Mr. Corbett 
to a seat in the Senate from the State of Oregon; which I ask to 
have printed in connection with the views of the majority. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, it will 
be so ordered. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HALE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3404) to increase 
the efficiency of the naval service by combining the line and 
Engineer Corps; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HALE. Iask thatthe bill be referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and that the letter of the Assistant Secretary of the 
Navy accompanying it beprinted asadocument. There isa large 
demand from naval officers and others for such papers, and there- 
fore I ask for the printing of the letter as a document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will besoreferred. Is there 
any objection to printing the letter as a public document? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator from Maine to have the 
proposed bill printed with the letter of the Secretary in the docu- 
ment. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; that is a very good suggestion. In addition 
to the printing of the bill in the ordinary bill form, let the bill itself 
be printed with the letter as a document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There being no objection, that will 
be the order. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 3405) for the relief of certain 
enlisted men of the United States Navy and Marine Corps; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 3406) to provide for a clock 
for the tower of the public building at Reading, Pa.; which was 
read twice by its title,and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. ; 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3407) to correct the record of Isaac 
Kase, late Company G, Forty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Infantry, by removing the charge of desertion from the 
same; which was read twice by its title,and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3408) to amend section 2743 of the 
Revised Statutes, concerning the examination of drugs; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
a read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions: 

A bill (S. 3409) to increase the pension of David R. Ellis; 





A bill (S. 3410) granting a pension to Samuel Dorner; 

A bill (S. 3411) granting a pension to Melvina Greenawalt, 
widow of Abraham Greenawalt; and 

A bill (8. 3412) for the relief of Robert B. Paul, late private 
Battery B, Second Pennsylvania Heavy Artillery. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 3413) to authorize the Presi- 
dent to place the name of Archibald K. Eddowes on the retired 


list of the United States Navy with the rank of acting chief engi- 
neer, United States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


a 
Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (8. 3414) to carry into effect 


the recommendations of the International American Conference 
by the incorporation of the International American Bank; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 


Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 3415) to provide for licenses 


to certain officers of soars steam vessels; which was read twice 
by its title, and referr 


to the Committee on Commerce. 
Mr. CARTER introduced a bill (S. 3416) to remove the charge 


of desertion from the military record of William T. Dawe, alias 


William Clark; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 


the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 3417) to amend section 
1176 of the Revised Statutesof the United States; which was read 


twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. VEST. Lintroduce a bill for the benefit of the ‘‘ Interstate 


Land Company, of Colorado,” and ask its reference to the Com- 
mittee on 


ivate Land Claims. I know nothing about the facts, 
and introduce it by request. 

The bill (S. 3418) for the benefit of the Interstate Land Com- 
pany, of Colorado, and Robert L. Lindsay, of the State of Mis- 
souri, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
—s read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

aims: 

A bill (S. 3419) for the relief of Mrs. Sophia H. Fitts, of Tusca- 


loosa County, Ala.; 


A bill (8. 3420) for the relief of Mary Ann Jackson, of Selma, 


Ala.; 

A bill (S. 3421) for the relief of William J. Wilcoxon, of Lanu- 
derdale County, Ala.; and 

A bill (8. 3422) for the relief of William Fowler, administrator 
de bonis non of Hickman Fowler, deceased, late of Bermuda, 
Conecuh County, State of Alabama (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 3423) to grant 
a right of way through the naval station at New London, in the 
State of Connecticut, to the Norwich and Worcester Railroad 
Company; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. CULLOM submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HALE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


SIOUX INDIANS. 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 82) restoring the Santee Sioux Indians 
of Nebraska and the Flandreau Sioux Indians of South Dakota, 
formerly known as and being a confederacy of the Medawakanton 
and Wapakoota Sioux Indians, to all rights, privileges, and bene- 
fits enjoyed by them and their ancestors under the treaties of 1887 
and 1851, and for other purposes; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CAPT, JEFFERSON DICKERSON, 


Mr. TURPIE (by request) submitted the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims: 


Resolved by the Senate of the United States, That Senate bill No. 3199, entitled 
‘*A bill for the relief of Capt. Jefferson Dickerson, of Fort Wayne, Ind.,”’ be, 
and is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims of the United States under the 
act of March 5, 1887, known as the Tucker Act, for a finding of the facts as 


provided by the act of March 3, 1883, designated as the Bowman Act. 
SENATE ELECTION CASES, 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following concurrent resolu- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed and _ bound in muslin, in one volume, 3,000 copies of the Senate 
lianeous Document No. 67, Fifty-second Con, second session, ae 
the compilation of Senate election cases from 1789 to 1893, and the append 
thereto, prepared under the concurrent resolution of March 21, 1894, cov: 
Senate election cases from 897; 1,500 copies for the use of the 
and 1,500 copies for the use of the House of Representatives. 
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SERVICE ON JURIES IN LOUISIANA. 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

, That the Attorney-General be directed to inform the Senate 
cele es not the records oe the Department of Justice show that in the 
uisiana there have been recent violations of the Constitution of 
the exclusion from service on juries in the United States 
courts of duly q citizens on account of color, and, if so, what action 
has been taken or is in contemplation by the Department. 


>. THE LAKE PAVEMENT. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I submit a resolution for which I ask 
immediate consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be instructed to 
make a careful inquiry into the advisability of having a block of pavement, 
known as the “ @ pavement,” on which letters patent have been granted, 

Ne ee eee er eeered wine tha pavenent of extemente Bow in Use in 
com 
oe yu result of said inquiry to be reported to the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. HOAR. I have no objection tothe present consideration of 
the resolution, but I should like to have the Senator from New 
Hampshire explain why it is that the Senate should be called upon 
to take action in regard to the construction of pavements in Wash- 
ington City. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution is before the Senate, 
without objection. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The resolution simply proposes to instruct 
the Senate committee to make inquiry concerning public works 
connected with the administration of the government of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. It seems to me it isentirely competent that we 
should do that. 

Mr. HOAR. Ihaveno doubtas to the competency, but I thought 
it was a direction to the Commissioners. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is directed to the committee. 

Mr. HOAR. I understood when I heard the resolution read 
that it was a direction to the Commissioners to lay down a par- 
ticular pavement as an ns If the Senator asks for an 
inquiry, of course that is a different thing. 

e resolution was agreed to. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 25th instant approved and signed the following acts and 
joint resolution: 

An act (S. 357) for the relief of William S. Grant; 

An act (S. 467) for the regulation of cemeteries and the disposal 
of dead bodies in the District of Columbia; 

Aa act (5S. 468) authorizing the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia to accept the uest of the late Peter Von Essen for 
the use of the public white schools of that portion of said District 
formerly known as Georgetown and distribute the same among 
the heirs of Peter Von Essen, deceased; 

An act (S. 1258) to regulate, in the District of Columbia, the 
disposal of certain refuse, and for other purposes; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 75) accepting the invitation of the Gov- 
ernment of Norway to take part in an international fisheries ex- 

ition to be held at the city of Bergen, Norway, from May to 

ptember, A. D. 1898. 


KILLING OF FRANK EPPS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate of the United States: 
I transmit herewith, in response to the resolution of the Senate of J. 
18, 1898, a report from the Secretary of State, with accompanying ome 
‘ting the killing at Nagasaki, Japan, of Frank Epps, a sailor of the 
U.8. 8. Olympia. 
WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, January 2%, 1898. 


CLAIM OF CAPT. B, TELLEFSEN, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Congress: 


I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State and accompany- 
papers presenting the claim of Capt. B. Tellefsen, of the Norwegian 
steamer Albert, t the Government of the United States, for $998.96, be. 
ing the expenses incurred by him in consequence of a violation of article 13 
of the treaty of commerce and navigation of 1827 between the United States 


Sweden and Norway. 
I . 
Executive Mansion, WILLIAM McKINLEY. 


Washington, January 26, 1398. 


PAYMENT OF BONDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. There being no further morning 
business, the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. The Secre- 
tary will announce the first bill on the Calendar. 

r. VEST. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
what is known as the Teller resolution. A number of speeches 
are to be made. I think the resolution had better be taken up 


ow. 

Mr. TELLER. Thereis so much noise here we can not hear 
what is going on. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senate be in order? 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate now proceed to the consid- 
eration of the resolution that was pending yesterday after the 
morning hour. It would come up at 2 o’clock as the unfinished 
business, but there are a number of speeches to be made, and I 
suggest that instead of going to the Calendar we proceed with the 
consideration of the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri moves 
that concurrent resolution No. 22, offered by the Senator from 
Colorado, be now proceeded with. Is there any objection? The 
Chair hears none. The Chair lays the unfinished business before 
the Senate. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution, by Mr. TELLER, declaring that 
all the bonds of the United States issued or authorized to be 
issued under certain acts of Congress are payable, principal and 
interest, at the option of the Government of the United States in 
silver dollars of the coinage of the United States containing 412} 
grains each of standard silver. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Colorado permit me? 
to a question of personal privilege. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. My attention has been called to a matter here. It 
will be remembered that on yesterday I asked for the reading of 
the amendment offered by the junior Senator from Massachusetts 

Mr. LopGeE], which I have in my hands as printed. I findin the 

ECORD a copy of the same amendment, which I will ask the Sec- 
retary to read. I do not understand how this discrepancy has oc- 
curred—whether the printed copy is correct or the RECORD. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. LopGe to the concurrent 
resolution No. 22. 


I rise 


Strike out all after the resolving clause and insert in lieu thereof the *ol- 


ums: : p 

“That all the bonds of the United States issued or authorized to be issued 
under the said acts of Congress hereinbefore recited are payable, principal 
and interest, in gold coin or its equivalent; and that any other payment, 
without the consent of the creditor, would be in violation of the public faith 
and in derogation of his rights,” 

Mr. WOLCOTT. May Iinterrupt the Senator from Missouri 
for a moment? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I call the attention of the Senator from Mis- 
souri to the fact that not only the amendment which the Secretary 
has just read, but the other amendment to which reference ismade 
has been printed, so that the junior Senator from Massachusetts 
has two amendments pending before the Senate, both of which 
are printed and upon the tables of Senators. 

Mr. VEST. I do not understand the Senator from Colorado. 
Does he say that there is not another amendment? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. There are two amendments offered by the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts. not only the amendment 
which is printed in the REcorD, but the other amendment to 
which the Senator has referred, and of which he has undoubtedly 
seen a copy in the public print. They are both before the Senate 
and both have been printed. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from Missouri will permit me, I 
will call his attention to the difference between the two amend- 
ments. 

Mr. VEST. 
amendment. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. There are two amendments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There are two amendments offered 
by the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopae}. 

Mr. TELLER. I will read for the benefit of the Senator from 
Missouri the other amendment offered by the junior Senator from 
Massachusetts. It is as follows: 

That all the bonds of the United States issued or authorized to be issued 
under the said acts of Congress hereinbefore recited are payable, principal 
and interest, in the money that is the highest money of the world, in gold or 
its equivalent in gold, whether that be silver or paper. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Now read the other amendment, too. 

Mr. TELLER. The other amendment offered by the junior 
Senator from Massachusetts is as follows: 

That all the bonds of the United States issued or authorized to be issued 
under the said acts of Congress hereinbefore recited are payable, principal 


I see the difference. I supposed it was the same 
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and interest, in gold coin or its equivalent; and that any other peymnee. 
without the consent of the creditor, would be in violation of the public faith 
and in derogation of his rights. 

Those are the amendments offered by the junior Senator from 
Massachusetts on yesterday, and on which I suppose the Senate 
will ultimately vote. 

Mr. VEST. I understand it now. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do notintend to indulge in any 
vituperation or to use any harsh language, but I will resent, I al- 
ways have resented here and elsewhere in a proper manner, any 
imputation upon my integrity as a man or as a public officer. I 
would not give much for a man who does not do that. Iwill not 
submit here or anywhere else without resentment to a charge 
that I am less careful of the public honor, that I am less sensitive 
to the high credit and character of the United States, than any 
other member of this body or anyone else. 

The senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] oer 
depicted what he said would be the condition if the theories whic 
I and many others in this Chamber advocate should be crystal- 
lized into law, and then he substantially charged that the evils 
which he says would flow from them are intended and desired by 
me and my associates. 

In the first place, as to what will be the result of a return to the 
condition existing in 1873, it is a question that I will admit there 
may be some doubt about. But there is no doubt in the mind of 
the Senator from Massachusetts. TheSenator speaks ex cathedra; 
he speaks from the pulpit, and what he says must be true. What 
does he say? That if we rehabilitate silver by opening our mints, 
we will have a 44-cent dollar; that I and my associates desire and 
intend, and are anxious, I suppose, or else we would not be so 
— to bring about that condition of affairs, and that the 

aborers of the country will be paid for their daily toil in a 44-cent 
dollar. 

Mr. President, I deny that any such thing would exist or that 
any such thing can exist. When this question was being debated 
in this body Mr. Thurman said if he could say it without being 
offensive, he would say the statement that there would be a cheap 
dollar by the rehabilitation of silver was absolutely absurd. So I 
say. I put my opinion against that of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, and I have as much right to follow my ju ent on 
these questions as he has to follow his. I do not quarrel with the 
Senator when he believes that such a result would follow. Ionly 
insist that he shall not claim that I am seeking to bring about a 
state of affairs that he says will be disgraceful in the extreme. 

I do not desire to do the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
an injustice. He said: 

I wish simply to point out where the Senator from Colorado, so full of 
attack and misrepresentation of other people, has landed himself. He says 
that the question of paying a ay creditor is a question of law, of legal 
power, not of honor or of good faith. He os that we have the legal power 
to make the copper cent a legal tender for $10. 

Then he bases an argument upon that assumption to show that 
Iam in favor of paying the public debt in a disgracefully low 
money metal. Mr. President, what the power of the Government 
is over its money has been settled by the Supreme Court. What- 
ever might have been the opinion of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts as a lawyer—and I will venture to say it was not in ac- 
cord perhaps with the opinion of the court—— 

Mr. HOAR. I will venture to say it was. I said so yesterday. 

Mr. TELLER. Iwill accept his statement that he believes the 
opinion that the Government can make a legal tender out of 

per and is not confined to gold and silver is correct law. But 
it was gravely doubted, it was doubted by a portion of the court, 
and it was doubted by a great many good lawyers in the land. 
A great many asserted that the Government of the United States 
could make nothing but silver and gold legal tender. 

The Supreme Court said the Government might make paper 
legal tender, and if it could, it probably could make a copper 
cent legal tender. It could make a ten-dollar bill out of copper 
just as well as out of paper, and there would be no more miscon- 
duct whatever for doing the one than the other, if they were to 
be absolute dollars without redemption. What difference does it 
make what the dollar is made of, if it is not made of the constitu- 
tional metals, gold and silver? That is a question I am not going 
to discuss, but I do not believe the suggestion to be out of place. 
I am free to say here, and I am going to say it, not because it is a 
matter of great consequence, but that my position may be under- 
stood, that [am one of those who believed, until the Supreme Court 
held that doctrine, that the only constitutional legal-tender mone 
that could be made in this country was gold and silver. I yielded. 
as every good citizen must, when the Supreme Court of the United 
States laid down a different doctrine, when the Supreme Court of 
the United States said in substance, ‘‘ You may make a legal- 
tender dollar out of anything you choose, paper, cloth, copper, 
or anything else.” 

But the Senator has now sought to make it a that I was 
in favor cf taking a single copper cent and g it into $10. 


There are some things that a nation has the power to do that it 
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that proposition, or he has got to - witha 
ing off all the public and private obligations at 1 cent on the dollar witha 
commer cent or at 40 cents on the dollar withasilver coin. That is a question 
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ought not todo. I agree to that; and a proposition to make a 
cent a dollar I think would not find much support anywhere, 
although the power might not be denied. 


I do not regard an argument of that kind worthy of taking the 


time of the Senate to answer. Everybody knows that such a 
consequence would follow from the doctrine enunciated by the 
—— Court. 


© quote further from the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 


Hoar] (after saying that I agree that you may make $10 out of a 
cent, which I do not sup 
deny probably the justice and the propriety of using it in that 
way), he said: 


the Senator will deny, though he will 


The Senator has either got to march straight up to the cannon’s mouth on 
int out a difference in logic betwee 


ifference in degree and not of kind. 
Mr. President, I have not uttered one word in this debate that 


justifies the Senator from Massachusetts in saying that I want to 
pay in cheap money. There is no cheap money in this country; 
and according to my theory, when you open the mints there will 
be no more cheap money than there is now. The Senator says he 
believes there will be. I do not believe it. My judgment may 
not be as good as his, but I shall not submit my judgment to the 
judgment of the Senator from Massachusetts either on a question 
of finance or on a question of morals. Then he goes on to say: 


Well, the laboring man, and the blistered hand, and he undertakes to make 


a distinction between the class of citizens who fight the battles of the country 
and do its work and the class of citizens to whom the Government made its 
promises and pledged its faith. 


Now, sir, there is not a single word that I have uttered, either 


now or at any other time, which justifies that charge. It is an 
absolute charge without any foundation whatever. I want to 
repeat that I resent the suggestion that I am engaged in bringing 
about class hostilities. I will admit here and everywhere that 
have infinitely more interest in the man who blisters his hand 
than I have in the man who holds the funds and the debts of the 
United States. I have known a great many more of the former 
class, and I know how much more valuable they are, not only to 
this Government but to the world. 


But, Mr. President, what is complained of is just the reverse. 


I said the Senator from Massachusetts and his associates were for 
creating a distinction. I said, ‘You say that the paper dollar, 
now at a — with gold, as it is, is good enough for the hand 
that is bliste b 

holder,” and the Senator repeated that it was not good enough for 
the bondholder. He will repeat, when he gets the floor again, 
that the bondholder is entitled, as his colleague says, ‘‘ to payment 
in the money that is the highest money of the world.” That he 
will prove that, I have not the slightest doubt. 


with toil, but it is not good enough for a bond- 


Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator allow me to ask if he approves 


that lan, e? 


Mr. T R. Ido not want to be catechised. If the Senator 
wants to ask me a fair question he may. 

Now, Mr. President, what is the vice that the Senator com- 
plains of on our part? We have proposed to take the silver money 


in the Treasury, where it was when the Government needed it, to 
pay debts, instead of leaving it there, and to pay it out. On the 
contrary, when the Government had an abundance of silver, as 
the Senator from Nevada-[Mr. STEWART] said, it sold bonds and 


bought gold. We propose that when the Government of the 
United States has in its coffers money payable under the contract 
it shall pay it out, or it shall come here and get permission from 
the legislative department of the Government to do something else. 

Then the Senator says, in substance, that I want to pay the pen- 
sioner in a 44-cent dollar. I have repeated again and again on this 
floor for nearly the last twenty years that, in my judgment, if you 
rehabilitated silver and opened your mints to its coinage — gold 
coin and your silvercoin would be ataparity. Wehavethe experi- 
ence of hundreds of years for that statement. When I say we can 
maintain the parity of these two metals, we are not g any- 
body to engage in speculation. It has been done. A great a 
lish com on, composed of men who believe in the gold stand- 
ard, declared that it could be done, and the consensus of the 
opinion of men of the highest inteiligence is that it can be done. 

I do not mean to say that there is no question of doubt regard- 
ing it. There may be; but there is no ground for the Senator 
from Massachusetts, or any other Senator, to say ‘‘the Senator 
from Colorado or any one who with him is trying to put 
upon the “semnarar or into the hand of toila waethions 
coin.” There are often things which would better be left unsaid 
than said. I think I have said enough, perhaps, on that subject, 
though I might say a great deal more and keep, I think, within 
the bounds permissible in debate. 

Mr. President, we who did not believe in the gold standard, and 
do not believe in it now, have submitted for many years toa great 
deal of misrepresentation on this subject. When we makeastate- 
ment of what our belief is, a Senator rises on the other side and 
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immediately cg ius we are in favor of something else which 
is very different what we propose. s 

If I have said once here, I have said it a hundred times, that I 
am a bimetallist and not a monometallist, and I have as many 
times said that monometallism was not good, whether it should be 
monometallism of silver or of gold, but that if we were compelled 
to have either I should, in the interest of my country, fer sil- 
ver monometallism. But every effort that I have made here for 
twenty years and more has been to secure bimetallism. I have 
welcomed every effort which has been made for international bi- 
metallism. I have encouraged in every ible way the securing 
of the coo’ ion of the great nations of the world, and, as I said 
the other , [should be willing—nay, I should be delighted—to 
go out of public life to-day if I could see an international agree- 
ment secured between the t nations of the world which would 
open our mints and the mints of the other countries of the world, 
or a great number of them, to the free coinage of silver—not be- 
cause we produce silver in Colorado, but because I believe the 
interest of mankind is wrapped up in a solution of this question in 
a way that shall give to the world at all times a proper amount of 
what the world recognizes as world’s money. 

Yesterday, aie debate was somewhat mixed, the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. Hatz] rose and said, ‘*‘ Now, itis demonstrated 
that thisresolution means silver monometallism.” Mr. President, 
did it mean silver monometallism in 1878 when it had the support 
of 42 men in this Chamber and the support of 189 men in the 
Houseof Representatives, including the present Chief Executive 
of the nation? 

There are now in this Chamber some men who voted for that 
resolution. There are the Senator from Iowa |Mr. ALLIson] who 
has announced that he will not vote for it now, the Senator from 
Nevada who is not present [Mr. Jones], the Senator from Ala- 
bama who sits nearest to me . MORGAN], and myself. The sen- 
ior Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] was in favor of the reso- 
lution, but he was paired, as I recollect, with the senior Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], who was against it. There are 
only two Senators here now who were opposed to that resolution 
in 1878—the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorrILt]} and 
the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. I believe I 
do not mistake in that statement. 

Stanley Matthews, the author of this resolution, was a great 
lawyer, &@ lawyer who had but few equals on this continent; a 
man of great learning and ability; a man who graced a place on 
the Supreme Bench as few men have ever graced it; a man who 
went on the bench with some prejudice in the public mind against 
him, and who until his death occupied that position with the 
acclaim and ion of everybody who had observed the 
course of that great court. 

There was sitting on the other side of the Chamber when that 
resolution was passed Allen G. Thurman, a Senator from Ohio. I 
do not disparage any man here nor any man who hasever been here 
when I say that he was one of the greatest men who eversatin this 
Chamber during the twenty-one years I have been acquainted with 
it. He was a thorough lawyer, a great judge, a man of absolute 
purity of life, and as honest as any man who ever lived or whoever 
came into this Chamber. He voted for the Matthews resolution. 
He proclaimed that it was in accordance with existing law; that it 
Was not in derogation of the Government’s honor or a violation 
of — faith to pay in silver or to open our mints to the free 
and unlimited coinage of silver; and yet twenty years after we 
who voted for that resolution are arraigned, the dead and the liv- 
ing alike, and told that it is an act of dishonor that we are seek- 
ing to put upon the country! 

r Bresi mt, in the interest of those who are gone—the great 
lawyers and statesmen who stood here and advocated that resolu- 
tion—I resent, I repeat, the insinuation that we have any ulterior 
purpose and that we are not moved by as high motives and 
principles as is the Senator from Massachusetts or any other man, 
no matter where he may come from. 

The Senator from Massachusetts — that I have spoken with 
contempt of the East and of New York. That, like the other 
assertions of the Senator, is without any foundation. I spoke of 
the fact that the representatives of the East and of New York had 
= a certain policy which I believe to be detrimental and 

gerous to the interests of the country. I use no words of con- 
tempt, Mr. President, as to any portion of the country. I was 
born in the State of New York, I was educated there, and studied 
Sees there. That is the State in which my people had 
lived for two hundred and fifty years, and I am as closely allied 
to New England by birth and family ties as any man on this floor 
who was not born in New England, and I have never, in the 
twenty-one years I have been here, brought an accusation against 
any section of my common country. I endeavor to have my 
patriotism and what little sta p I possess broad enough to 
cover the whole country. I hope this is true of all my associates. 

Now, Mr. President, what is there in this question? The Sena- 

usetts says the law is with us, but decency and 
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order and justice are with the opposition. Very frequently, and 
almost always, you will find righteousness and equity with the 
law if you have an intelligent lawmaking power. If you have 
now a law upon the statute book the execution of which would 
be a disgrace to the Government, it ought to be repealed; and 
why do not these Senators come forward with a measure for its 
re ? 

What is the law, Mr. President? That we shall pay as we con- 
tracted to pay. I believe it is the highest morality to pay accord- 
ing to the terms of the contract. Whatever individuals in Massa- 
chusetts may do, whatever the railroads in Massachusetts may do, 
as the Senator told us they did, in the payment of their debts in 
gold, we, as the trustees of the people, have no right to be munifi- 


cent. We have no right to give; we are to pay. 

When we come to concern ourselves with new legislation, we 
may consider many questions which we are not entitled to con- 
sider, either in morals or in law, as to the enforcement of existing 

| statutes. A few years ago I was in the neighboring Republic of 


Mexico, and there I saw a very distinguishe:l man who had, in my 
opinion, rendered more service to his country than any other living 
man. Speaking to me of the difficulties to be overcome in Mexico, 
he said: ‘‘Senator, the great trouble with Mexico has been that 
our people have not understood that laws were made to be obeyed.” 
He had stated the true principle, and he was enforcing it as best 
he could in that Republic. 1 say to Senators,the laws are made 
to be obeyed, and I do not know of any authority in any executive 
officer to declare that a contract made by the Government of the 
United States with the men who took the bonds shall not 
executed. 

It may be that that is not according to the morality of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts, but I will stand before the enlightened 
world upon the proposition that when a nation makes a contract, 
the nation should execute it. I will add that there is not any 
authority to change that contract except it be by the legislative 
department with the consent of the party to the contract. I do 
not mean by that to say, and I do not wish to be misrepresented 
later by having it said that I meant to say, that the Government 
can not change the amount of gold in its dollar or the amount of 
silver in its dollar, but I mean to say that if the Government stipu- 
lates to pay a man 412} grains of silver or 25,5, grains of gold, the 
Government can not change that contract, and it is a comtract 
which would be enforced in any court in the worid. 

Mr. President, we are the trustees of the people. If I were the 
guardian of a ward, and I should say, ‘‘ Here is a contract which 
is a hard contract; I will not live up to it; I know it will be in- 
jurious to my ward, and, instead of paying according to the con- 
tract, I will exercise my judgment about it and pay as I thin’: it 
ought to be paid, and I think in this case there should be a large 
bonus paid,” there is not a court of equity in the world which 
would not put its hand upon me and compel me to settle accord- 
ing to the contract. In my own individual affairs I might say, “1 
think it would be a hardship for you to carry out this contract. 
and if I carry it out according to its letter, it may hurt you.” I 
have a right with my own affairs to say I will not do so. 

The Senator from Massachusetts says the Government of the 
United States is not engazed in speculation and that any allusion 
to the fact that the contract stipulates for a particular kind of 
money will not apply. The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry}, 
with great force, said if he had stipulated to pay in barley or in 
oats, it would be an honest transaction to pay in either, although 
barley might not be worth more than half as much as it was at 
the time of the contract. The Senator from Massachusetts says 
that is speculation and that the Government is not engaged in 
speculations. The contract is to be carried out; and, as i said 
yesterday, the honest dollar is the dollar of the contract. 

What is the position of those who say that silver shall not be 


be 


aid? The silver of this country to-day, which Senators deny to 
good enough for the bondholder, is at a parity with gold. I do 


not remember the amount of gold which was exchanged for si ver. 
If the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. CocKRELL] were here, he could 
tell me. 

Mr. COCKRELL entered the Chamber. 

Mr. TELLER. I see the Senator from Missouri has come in. 
Some years ago, when silver was being decried as it is now, the 
men who held gold took it to the Treasury, gave to the Treasury 
their gold, and took silver certificates. Will the Senator from 
| Missouri tell me the amount? 

Mr. COCKRELL. About $186,000,000, I think. 

Mr. TELLER. One hundred and eighty-six million dollars of 
gold money went to the Treasury, and it was exchanged for 
silver. But we are told that the Government received god for 


its bonds. The junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopvar] 
called the attention of the Senate to the fact that the last bonds 
issued were paid for in gold, and then he cited what I sa‘d in 
answer to some Senator when I was complaining that the bonds 
| had been sold at a rate which justified me in saying was the most 
disgraceful financial transaction with which this Government Lad 
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ever been concerned. Some said that these bonds were not pay- 


able in gold, and they were taken ona silver basis. I said that 
the purchasers of the bonds had the assurance of the Treasury 
Department that they would be paid in gold; they knew from 
the people who were here maintaining the gold standard that no 
matter what were the terms of the contract they were to be paid 
in gold; that if the contract had been specifically to pay the bonds 
in silver, the Treasury would still pay them in gold. 

Mr. President, what is the contract as to the payment of silver 
or silver certificates? Weare told by the Secretary of the Treasury 
and by the President of the United States, as we were told by the 
predecessors of both, that there is an obligation to pay the silver 
certificates in gold and that we should redeem the silver dollars in 
gold. If any man will take from his pocket a silver certificate 
and read what appears upon it, he will see that it does not promise 
to pay anything. All it says is that there has been deposited in 
the Treasury of the United States $1, or $5, or $10, as the case may 
be, of silver, which the bearer can haye on demand. There is an 
explicit trust created in the Treasury Department, which holds 
the silver, to deliver it to the man who presents the certificate. 
We are told that the Government of the United States must rush 
over and out through the country to get gold and fill its coffers so 
as to redeem silver certificates and silver dollars. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator permit me to read just a 
few words from the distinguished Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. 
Gage, on that question? 

Mr. TELLER. I will. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I holdin my hand a circular of information 
respecting United States bonds, paper currency, coin production, 
the precious metals, etc., issued July 1, 1897. It is dated ‘‘ Treas- 
ury Department, Washington, D. C., July 1, 1897,” and signed 
“L. J. Gage, Secretary of the Treasury.” The quotations to 
which I refer are found on pages 15 and 16. I first quote from 
page 15, under the head of ‘‘Silver certificates,” where Secretary 
Gage says: 

Neither silver certificates nor silver dollars are redeemed in gold. 

I read a little further on, from page 16: 

Gold coins and standard silver dollars, being standard coins of the United 
States, are noi “redeemable.” 

Subsidiary coins and minor coins may bo presented, in sums or multiples 
of $20, to the Treasurer of the United States or to an assistant treasurer for 
redemption or exchange into lawful money. 

Gold certificates, being receipts for gold coin, are redeemable in such coin 
by the Treasurer and all assistant treasurers of the United States. 

Silver certificates are receipts for standard silver dollars deposited, and 
are redeemable in such dollars only. 

**Coin” obligations of the Government are redeemed in gold coin when 
gold is demanded, and in silver when silver is demanded. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, it would be rather @ifficult to 
follow the erratic utterances of the Secretary of the Treasury. I 
have endeavored to do that since it was announced that he would 
probably be a member of the Cabinet. I do not know whether 
others recollect, but I do, that he pepeese® very prominently in 
the public press of the country, while still in private life, declar- 
ing what financial policy ought to be pursued. He was nearly as 
much in evidence as the Comptroller of the Currency, who was 
prominent in the last Administration. When Mr. Gage came 
into the Cabinet, or soon afterwards, he was frequently inter- 
viewed and expressed his opinions. In his annual report he says: 

The responsibility of the Government in this respect means that in addi- 
tion to its liability for redemption in gold on demand of $316,000,000 of legal- 
tender notes, it must also hold itself in readiness to redeem in like manner 
$114,000,000 of the Treasury notes of 1890, and to maintain through its Treas- 
ury the free interchangeability with gold any part or all of $470,000.000 in 
silver now current with our people. The aggregate of these liabilities 
amounts to $930,000,000. 

His latest appearance was on December 16 before a committee 
of the House of Representatives, when he stated his purposes as to 
the bill which he brought forward. I do not know whether it 
has been introduced into this body in any shape or manner, but 
it is now pending in the House of Representatives. I am told by 
a Senator near me that it has not been introduced here, and I 
agree with my colleague [Mr. WoLcotTT], who said it would reach 
limbo long before it reached this body. Unless it shall be intro- 
duced here as a Senate bill it will not get here very soon. The 
Secretary said: 

The objects I have in mind in the series of provisions offered by me are 
four—to commit the country more thoroughly to the gold standard and re- 
move all possible doubts and fears on that point, and thus strengthen the 
credit of the United States at home and abroad. : 

The Secretary’s other propositions are not particularly important 
now. Inthehearing before the Housecommittee he put the amount 
of currency to be redeemed in gold at nine hundred and thirty 
millions. To get that amount he must include the silver certifi- 
cates or the silver dollars—one or the other. It is not possible 
that he can get it otherwise. There are only three hundred and 
forty-six millions of greenbacks; there are only a little over two 
hundred millions of national-bank notes, which we are not obliged 
to redeem in gold, and there are about four hundred millions of 
silver certificates. The declaration on his part before the com- 


—- then, that the silver certificates were to be redeemable 
in gold. 

I want to call the attention of the Senate to what I think is the 
position of the men who are opposed to this resolution upon the 
ground that the law is properly stated, but that the principle is 
unsound and that it is in derogation of good morals to pay in the 
money that the law and the contract say we may pay in. 

What is the objection to it? To-day silver money is equal to 
gold money in eyery particular. Why should we not pay it out? 
Why, when we had millions of silver in the Treasury, should we 
sell bonds? Nobody has ever made any suggestion that a silver 
dollar would not purchase as much as a gold dollar. The Senator 
from Iowa prided himself that this money is being kept at par, 
and he turned around and inquired of me when speaking whether 
I was favor of keeping it at par. Now, Mr. President, they want 
more than that. Silver money would buy just as much as gold, 
but the bondholders preferred gold, and they preferred it, in my 
judgment, because they intend to make it, and do in fact make it, 
the only measure of value in this country. That is what they 
want. They want to fix prices with gold, making gold the only 
money of ultimate redemption. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I should like toask the Senator a question, 
if he will al!ow me. 

Mr. TELLER. I will. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I wish to ask the Senator whether we are 
to understand from his remarks that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury is now paying out only gold upon the bonded obligations of the 
Government? 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know what he is paying out. Myrela- 
tions with the Administration are such that I have no personal 
knowledge about the matter. I have not the slightest idea, except 
that I know by the utterances of the Administration forces that 
they think the Treasury ought not to pay out anything but gold. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. “I wish to understand from the Senator 
whether he intends to be understood as holding out the belief that 
the present Administration is not exercising proper discretion 
under existing law in paying out gold and silver? 

Mr. TELLER. I have not the slightest reason to suppose that 
the present Administration has paid out a silver dollar or a silver 
certificate or a greenback upon the interest—because there has 
been no principal to be paid—of any bonds, or that, if any of them 
were due to-day, they would pay out silver. I will hear the Sen- 
ator, if he says they are pursuing a different course. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. 1 have information, which is as accessible 
to the Senator as to every other Senator upon this floor, establish- 
ing the fact that the Administration is paying out gold, silver, and 
paper indiscriminately upon the coin obligations of the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. TELLER. What are those coin obligations? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The bonds. 

Mr. TELLER. The interest on the bonds? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Both interest and principal. Nearly $29,- 
000,000 of bonds matured on the Ist of January, and I am informed 
by the Secretary of the Treasury that nearly the entire amount of 
those bonds was paid, notin gold, not in silver, but in the legal- 
tender notes of the Government. 

Mr. TELLER. It seems to me, then, that we might stop this 
discussion and come to a vote on the pending —. We 
were told yesterday that it was the height of dishonor to pay in 
anything but gold. The whole argument was to that effect. The 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] wants to know who 
said it. The Senator himself said that he did not dispute what the 
law was, that we had a right to pay silver; but he never made any 
intimation that he believed that there could be any exercise of dis- 
cretion in that direction or that it would be fair to do it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. So long as the parity between the different 
forms of currency now in existence is maintained, it makes no 
difference to the bondholder or the Secretary of the Treasury 
whether he pays in one kind of coin or one kind of money or the 
other. That has been the policy of this Administration and all 
Administrations, and so long as the parity is maintained that state 
of affairs will continue, and nobody will object to it. 

Mr. TELLER. That is not exactly correct. When Mr. Cleve- 
land made his bond issues he stated himself that he had an abun- 
dance of money to run the Government and that he did not need 
any more, as an examination will show. But with that on hand, 
with an abundance of money that was good for all purposes except 
to redeem the greenbacks, with silver in the Treasury, he issued 
$262,000,000 of bonds. Why did he issue them? He stated to us 
most emphatically and distinctly that he issued them to get gold, 


and for no ea ae 
Mr. ALDRICH. To maintain the parity. 
Mr. TELLER. To maintain the parity? 
‘ os ALDRICH. And toredeem United States notes as required 
y law. 
Mr. TELLER. He is not required by law to redeem in gold. 
Mr. ELKINS. Will the Senator allow me? Did the Senator 
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believe Mr. Cleveland when he stated that it was to maintain the 


PatE TELLER. I mean to treat Mr. Cleveland with that courtesy 


to which any ex-President of the United States is entitled. _ 
Mr. ALDRICH. Does not the Senator from Colorado believe 
that the Government of the United States is bound by every con- 
sideration to maintain now and hereafter the parity in value of all 
its money? : : 
Mr. TELLER. I am not going into that question. rn ; 
Mr. ALDRICH. That is the whole question involved in this 


matter. 

Mr. TELLER. There is no question about that herenow. But 
I will take it up at some other time and discuss it with the Sena- 
tor. He wants to get me off on something else other than the main 
issue now. . 

The Senator said yesterday that nobody denied that we had the 
right by law to pay in silver, and 7S the Senator sitting right in 
front of him made an argument, I think, to show that we could 
not—not legally, but morally—pay in silver. _ 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not go into the question. __ 

Mr. TELLER. I wanes that is the Senator's position. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not go into the question of morals or the 

uestion of policy. I stated that, in my opinion, nobody doubted 

at we had the naked legal right to pay the obligations of the 

Government which are payable in coin either in gold or silver, 
standard coin, at the option of the Government. 

Mr. TELLER, And the Senator further said that he had never 
heard that disputed. The Senator may not have heard it disputed; 
I would not raise a question of veracity here with anybody, but I 
think I shall not exaggerate when I say I have heard a hundred 
times in this Chamber that the law requires us to pay in gold. I 
heard it twenty years ago when this debate was on that because 
the Secretary of the Treasury had given out, contrary to the 
statute, that the payments would be in gold, it bound us; that 
the act of the Secretary bound us to pay in gold. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the Senator from Colorado, of course, will 
admit that between 1873 and February 28, 1878, the passage of the 
Bland-Allison Act, so called, the law was entirely different from 
what it is now. 

Mr. TELLER. I will get to that point after a while. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No such thing as a standard silver dollar was 
in existence. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, yes, there was. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not by law. 

Mr. TELLER. Yes, by law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Coined prior to 1873; but there were no silver 
dollars coinable by law between 1873 and i878. 

Mr. TELLER. That is true. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They had no legal-tender quality. 

Mr. TELLER. The legal-tender quality of the silver dollar ex- 
isted up to the time we passed that act. 

I am going to read the highest possible authority to show that 
somebody believes there is slew which says that the United States 
Government must pay in gold. I want to hear the Senator from 
Rhode Island dispute it, if he will. I will read now from the mes- 
sage of the President of the United States: 

We have $900,000,000 of currency which the Government by solemn enact- 
ment has undertaken to keep at par with gold. Nobody is obliged to redeem 
in gold but the Government. The banks are not reqnirot to redeem in gold. 
The Government is obliged to keep equal with gold all its outstanding cur- 
reaey and coin obligations, while its receipts are not required to be paid in 
goid. 

What is the enactment that requires that payment, will the 
Senator from Rhode Island tell me? 

Mr. ALDRICH. What payment? It is the parity. 

Mr. TELLER (reading): 

Currency which the Government by solemn enactment has undertaken 
to keep at par with gold. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 


Mr. TELLER. Now, to keep that at par with gold, the Senator 


says you must Ray in gold, 
r. ALDRICH. Not necessarily; but ready to give gold, or 
——— it for gold. 
Mr. TELLER. The President further says: 


The Government, without any fixed gold revenue, is pledged to maintain 
gold redemption. 


Gold redemption of what? Of the ,000,000, certainly. That 
includes the ine certificates. _ ? 


The Government, without any fixed gold revenue, is pledged to maintain 
gold redemption, which it has steadily and faithfully done, and which, under 
e authority now given, it will continue to do. 


I will not attempt to go over the Secretary’s somewhat discur- 
sive statement except to say that somewhere here—any Senator 
who will take the report of the proceedings before the House com- 
mittee will find it—the Secretary stipulates that the sum is $930,- 
000,000, and then the Secretary says what I will read. Mr. Joun- 
SON, a member of the committee, says: 

The words “in accordance with the terms of existing law""— 

That is, in his bill— 


I gee in the fourth line of this section. That means, I suppose, the idea 
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that redemption is to bein such coinas the holder may desire; that the option 
shall be with the persons who present the money for redemption rather than 
with the Government. 

Secretary GAGs. The existing law provides in effect, although I would not 
like to undertake to state the exact language, that the holder can have any 
money he pleases. 


Mr. ALLISON. The holder of what? 

Mr. TELLER. The holder of any of the Government obliga- 
tions, I suppose, 

Mr. ALLISON. If it will not interrupt the Senator from Colo- 
rado— 

Mr. TELLER. Not at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ishould be gladto have him state what he re- 
gards as a Government obligation. What, in his judgment, are 
the demand obligations of the Government? Laying aside the 
question whether they are payable in silver or gold, what are the 

emand obligations of the Government that are required to be 
paid by the Government, and what in? 

Mr. TELLER. I will get to that point very soon. I do not 
want to break off here, because I might be charged with doing 
the Secretary an injustice. 

Mr. ALLISON. The reason why I make the inquiry at this 
moment is that I desire to know what the Secretary meant when 
he spoke of redeeming the obligations of the Government. I as- 
sume, without knowing, for I have not read his statement, that 
he meant, of course, the demand notes, greenbacks, and Treas- 
ury notes issued under the act of 1890. Certainly he could not 
mean the silver certificates, because the Government has no re- 
sponsibility about thematall. Hereisasilver certificate. Itcer- 
tifies that A, B, or bearer has deposited ten silver dollars in the 
Treasury, which are to be paid upon demand. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to finish what the Secretary says. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to get at—— 

Mr. TELLER. Let me finish what the Secretary says. I do 
not want to do him an injustice, and I will read it again, so that 
we may have it consecutively: 

The existing law providesin effect, although I would not like to undertake 
to state the exact language, that the holder can have any money he pleases. 
: is es with the Secretary of the Treasury under the law now, is 
1t not? 

That is the Secretary’s statement. 

Let me read the beginning. This is a section in the bill of the 
Secretary that he has put before Congress to establish the gold 
standard: 

That all United States notes, Treasury notes of 1890, and silver certificates 
presented for redemption shali be redeemed from the redemption fund herein 
provided, in accordance with the terms of existing law. 

He did seem to understand that silver certificates were there 
and that the holder of a silver certificate would get any kind of 
money he wanted. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will permit me, the very reverse 
is what is suggested in that section. I have read it, and it is that 
the silver dollars shall be put into the reserve fund and that the 
man who carries silver certificates there shall get silver dollars 
and the man who carries gold certificates there shall get gold dol- 
lars. He is to have that kind of money represented in the reserve 
which the certificate or whatever it is represents. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not care what the Senator understands. 
The Secretary did not so understand it, and he did not so state it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have read it. 

Mr. TELLER. I have read it twice. I will not read it again, 

Mr. ALLISON. He says just what I have stated. 

Mr. TELLER. The Secretary went before the committee with 
this proposition, to reduce the gold demands upon the Treasury 
by the redemptios of $200,000,000 of Treasury notes, by locking 
them up; and then he said he would have but $700.000,000. Will 
somebody who wants to defend the Secretary tell me where he 
got the $700,000,000 of paper money whose redemption can be de- 
manded in gold unless he includes the silver certificates? To do 
that will worry the Senator from Iowa. Now let him try it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. TELLER. I yield. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not wish to discuss the bill of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury —— 

Mr. TELLER. Iam not going to do that, either. 

Mr. ALLISON. Or interfere with the Senator from Colorado: 
but the Secretary of the Treasury distinctly provides in the bill, 
in the section which the Senator has read, that these various ob- 
ligations of the Government shall be redeemed as they were 
created, and silver certificates, by the express terms of that sec- 
tion, are to be redeemed in silver dollars, and the dollars are to 
be held there, and gold certificates are to be redeemed in gold dol- 
lars, which are held there, and of course the greenbacks and 
Treasury notes are redeemed in gold. 

Mr. TELLER. The Secretary of the Treasury before this com- 
mittee made the distinct proposition that he had to redeem the 
silver certificates in gold. 

Mr. ALLISON. Read that. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator knows it as well as I do. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not knowit. Will the Senator read it? 
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Mr. TELLER. It is all there. All the way through he de- 
clared that silver certificates were an obligation that had to be 
redeemed in gold. He could not make $930,000,000 in gold with- 
out it. The Senator can not. Let him take his pencil and figure 
it out. He can not make $700,000,000 after taking $200,000,000 
out. Itis not worth while to misunderstand this thing. I will 
not use any offensive term, but it is clear that the Secretary’s 
proposition is that every obligation of the Government, no matter 
what it is, is redeemable in gold, and that that is to be done in 
order to maintain the parity. 

Mr. ALLISON. Just one word, if the Senator will allow me. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I donot pretend to know what the Secretary’s 
view may be as to redeeming silver certificates in gold. Iwas not 
dealing with his view, and if the Senator can read his view, I 
shall be glad to have him do so, in order that I may know, as he 
does, that he proposes to redeem silver certificates in gold. lIonly 
undertook to say what is in the fourth section, which does not pro- 
vide for the redemption of silver certificates in gold. That is all 
I wanted to say. 

Mr. TELLER. That is the very gist of the whole thing. The 
Secretary declares that is the only way he can maintain the parity, 
by redeeming in gold. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. TELLER. In his annual report to the Congress he takes 
the same position. 

Let us see what he does say here. He got into a controversy 
with Mr. Brosrus, and there seemed to be some controversy as to 
whether the banks should redeem in gold or whether they should 
redeem in something else, and then the chairman [Mr. WALKER] 
came in and said: 

I think I can put a question right there that will perhaps clear this. The 
object of retiring this $200,000,000 is to put it out of the power of anyone to 


use the §200,000,000 to ask for gold redemption. 
Secretary GAGE. That is correct. 


The chairman then said: 
It leaves out incirculation all the silver certificates and the Treasury notes. 


Now, what Mr. Brosivs wants to get at is how he can get gold if 
itis proposed to redeem all these Treasury notes and certificates in 
oak That is what the chairman, who is an experienced banker, 
understood was meant, and the Senator from Iowa and his asso- 
ciates may as well, as the Senator from Massachusetts said, walk up 
to the cannon’s mouth and meet this question. There has been 
enough of sophistical statement and unfair statement in the last 
twenty years as to what the Government was going to do upon 
this question. 

Mr. ALLISON rose. 

Mr. TELLER. You have reached the point where the Govern- 
ment announces through its official organ that it proposes to pay 
everything in gold, and the question now is, Shall we put the 
country upon the gold standard and maintain it there, or shall we 
attempt to maintain a sort of quasi or limping bimetallism, as we 
re been doing heretofore? Now I will hear the Senator from 

owa. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator attributes to me any attempt at 
ee or evasion as respects what I think about this matter-—— 

_Mr. TELLER. I didnot. Iwas referring to the Administra- 


tion. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is no obligation, as I understand, except 
the obligation of the maintenance of the parity as respects silver 
dollars and silver certificates, and that is an obligation we are 
bound to maintain. The question of redemption is a wholly dif- 
ferent one. The Secretary of the Treasury may have one view 
and I may have another. 

Mr. TELLER. The Secretary goes on then, and says: 

That is another question. It makes little difference how they do it. I 


provide how they can do it a great deal easier than now. 
The CHAIRMAN. How? 


Secretary GAGE. There would be $200,000,000 less to take care of. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. Out of the $700,000,000? 

Secretary Gace. Out of the $930,000.000. z 

Mr. Brostvs. If you would take it all out, then you would have nothing to 
redeem. You would then be relieved entirely? 

Then Mr. Gage replies: 


Yes, sir. 


The Senator from Iowa will not find me willingly attempting to 
ee him or to be offensive to him. My long association 
with him has been of such a character that I should very much 
dislike to do that. I realize the embarrassment of the Senator. I 
realize the fact that he led us in 1878, and I followed him, not 
willingly, for I was a believer in the House bill and not in his; 
but I was a new man and the Senator had been long in —- life. 
He announced himself an ardent bimetallist, and I thought he 
was—and I am not going to say he was not—and so with reluc- 
tance I voted for the Bland-Allison bill. Ivoted forthe Matthews 
resolution without any reluctance. I have looked over the de- 
bate on the resolution, and I wish to say to the Senator here that 


I have not been able to find—and if he can find it and give it to me, 
I will read it and withdraw what I have said—a suggestion that 
the resolution had anything to do with then pending legislation. 
I can not find that the Senator made any suggestion of the kind. 

The Senator said yesterday that he had some amendments he 
desired to put in. -If so, I have not found any record of them. I 
have no recollection of them, although i have a vivid recollection 
of the debate. I did not take part in the debate. I was a new 
man in this Chamber, and I listened as I think it becomes a new 
man in this body to listen to those who are older and more ex- 
perienced. There were men here who had had great experience. 
1 heard the question debated by Thurman, and by Conkling, and 
by: Blaine, and by Edmunds, and by Bailey, and by Wallace, and 
by Jones of Florida, and a dozen others, men qualified and capa- 
ble of instructing not only me, but the whole country. I came 
here as a bimetallist. I had never been in public life, and had, 
therefore, never dealt with these great questions, but I had had a 
general — of these matters for many years. I think I 
may say here without egotism that during my whole life I have 
been a student of public questions, and there was scarcely a ques- 
tion which I knew would come before me as a Senator here with 
which I did not attempt to acquaint myself. 

It was said to me the deste by a Senator that of course he 
could understand—I am not quoting his words—why I was for 
bimetallism, or why I was for silver, representing a silver State. 
When I came here the State which I undertook to represent in 
part was not a silver-producing State to any great extent. It was 
a gold-producing State, as it is to-day. I got this morning from 
a broker in Colorado an estimate of the gold produced in the State 
last year. If that estimate is correct, it produced last year nearly 
twice as much gold as silver. My — had no relation what- 
ever to the production of silver in orado or the production of 
silver in this country. I was in favor of the use of silver because 
I believed then, as I believe now, that you can not afford to dis- 
pense with one of these great money metals. 

The Senator from Iowa and the Senator from Rhode Island are 
very sure that there is a very different condition now from what 
there was in 1878. Now, what is the difference? There were 
then some silver dollars in circulation. Mr. Jefferson had, in 
1806, suspended the coinage of silver dollars, not because they 
would not circulate, as has been falsely stated again and again, 
but because, as he said when he made the order, they were being 
exported and taken out of the country; and he said, ** We will now 
put them in half dollars.” There never was an hour in which any 
man could not have gone to the mint and put in his silver and had 
it coined into silver dollars. Mr. Jefferson’s order was never 
modified or changed, and in 1836 somebody who wanted dollars 
went to the mint and had 1,000 silver dollars coined. In 1837 and 
1838 there was no more silver coined, but in 1839 they commenced 
to coin it, and every year, except the year 1858, from that on down 
to the date of the demonetization, silver dollars were coined. 

oo STEWART. Subsidiary coin up to 1853 was full legal 
nder. 

Mr. TELLER. Up to 1853 the half dollar, the quarter dollar 
the 10-cent piece, the 5-cent piece, and the 3-cent piece were 
legal tender for any amount whatever. 

Mr. GEAR. Because they were coined at the same value with 
the dollar. ; 

Mr. TELLER. Because they were coined at the same value 
with the dollar, precisely. There was just as much silver in two 
half dollars as in one dollar, and all this talk and pretense that 
Jefferson demonetized silver is the veriest bosh. 

Mr. GEAR. Silver went out of the country and small chan 
a the act of 1853 was passed reducing the 
value. 

Mr. TELLER. Yes; in order to retain the small silver in circu- 
lation the act of 1853 took out of the silver half dollar a certain 


number AR ger 

Mr. @ . In the country where I lived small change was 
very scarce. That was the reason why the value was chan 

Mr. TELLER. I was starting in to talk about the condition 
when the Matthews resolution was before the Senate twenty years 
ago. What was the condition when we came here? There were 
no silver dollars being coined. were comparatively few 
silver dollars in the country, I will admit. The year before we 
had coined about $1,100,000; we had coined the year before that 
about the same amount, and in the three months between the Ist 
day of January and the day the law became effective to stop the 
coinage, which was some time in the spring--I do not remember, 
but I think in February—there were ,000, practically, a little 
under $300,000. That rate of coinage would have been about the 
rate of what it was the year before. 

The Senator from lowa knows that it was debated here, and it 
was said, ‘‘ You can not now pay in silver, because there is no sil- 
ver to pay it,” and Mr. Benjamin Hill, who made a speech in this 
Chamber on the resolution, declared that if there were silver dol- 
lars that could be paid, he would vote for the resolution, and he 











uld not vote for it because there were not. I repeat, I have 
<a found. in ee the report of the debate, any reference 
pro’ 


eee ee 
en If the Senator from Iowa has, I have overlooked it. _ 

Mr. ALLISON. TheSenator has observed that on one cu- 
lar day of that debate—I think I could refer toit if I had the Rrc- 
ORD here—the question was whether an immediate vote should not 
be taken on the resolution, because the silver bill, so called, im- 
mediately followed it, and that all the debate on the resolution 
would be pertinent to the debate on the silver bill. If this is not 
a contemporaneous discussion of the subject, then I am wholly 
mistaken. E : 

Mr. TELLER. There was a s tion made twice by the 
Senator to call up the bill. I think it was perhaps made the regu- 
lar order, but nobody said, “‘I am going to vote for this resolu- 
tion because we are about to do the other thing.” Nobody inti- 
mated that he was going to do that. 

I desire to call the attention of the Senate to what brought 
about this resolution in 1878, The conditions were exactly the 
same as they are now. The executive department of the Govern- 
ment was denying the right of the = to demand that silver 
should be paid out on the bonded debt. At that time they had 
not reached the point where they denied that it could be paid out 
and exchanged for greenbacks. The only public debts that we 
had that it could be paid on were the greenbacks and the bonds. 

The President called a session of Con in October, and at 
that October session the House passed the free coinage bill and 
sent it to the Senate. It came to the Senate, and, as the Senator 
says, I believe, on the 2ist day of November it was reported from 
the Committee on Finance to the Senate. It was reported some- 
where about that time. . 

Now, while that bill was as the President of the United 
States undertook to say to us, “If you pass this legislation we 
can not refund our bonds as we are trying todo. We are pay- 
ing 6 and 7 per cent on the bonds. e can not refand them if 
this legislation takes place.” I do not know that I need to read 
very much of his utterances. The President took the position the 
present Executive and the Secretary of the Treasury take, that all 
these obligations were gold obligations. The defense made here 
to the President’s — was, as [said before, that the Secretary 
of the Treasury told them that he would pay it in gold 
although the law said it should be paid in silver or gold at the 
option of the Government. The President said: 

The public debt of the United States to the amount of $729,000,000 bears in- 
terest at the rate of 6 per cent, and $708,000,000 at the rate of 5 per cent, and 
the only way in which the country can me sapped Shan Chepaymansiot these 

rates of is by advan refunding the indebtedness. 
ether the debt is ultimately paid in or in silver coin is of but little 
moment compared with oe uction of interest one-third by re- 
funding it at such reduced If the United States had the unquestioned 
right to pay its bonds in silver coin, the little benefit from that process would 
be qreatiy, overbalanced by the injurious effect of such payment, if made or 

the convictions of bli s 

onl a elimnited) eae me os the mae justly = 
able in gold coin or in coin of equal value. . one 

And that was argued here on the floor of the Senate by those 
who opposed the resolution, an idea that the Senator from Iowa 
did not then to, or he would not have voted for the bill. 
Then the President suggests that it isan act of public bad faith to 
pay or make ‘‘any attempt to pay the nati indebtedness in a 

of less commercial value than the money of the world, be- 
cause that would involve a violation of the —_— faith and work 
irreparable injury to the public credit.” ¢ is what Mr. Hayes 
said. There is a page of itthat I need not read. I am referring 
now to Mr. Hayes’s annual message. 

Mr. President, in addition to that we got the rt of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. You should keep in mind that this free- 
coinage House bill, commonly known as the Bland bill, was pend- 
ing, and it was known that it would passthis body as it had passed 
the other. If anybody will take the report of the Secretary of the 
Treas for 1878, he will find the statement he makes on the sub- 
ject. He says that he made a contract for the sale of the bonds, 
and that this is one of the stipulations of the contract: 

It is also that the parties secon 
_of the United States at par and ae — in aaamaskaee pape my 
Sty embrnogd a caeech rs por ot thts taps ro ae publ 
Notice of such subscriptions. = * 

This is the of the | that came to Congress. 

Mr. ALLISON. What is the date of the contract? 

Mr. TELLER. The 9th day of June, 1877: 

entered into a contract with a on of the previously 
associated for the sale at ; 
U alent . par fe titen ee 

The Secretary went on to say that under the conditions he 

¢ it was unwise for us to pass the bill then pending. I 
will not read all he said, because there is so much of it, but he 
said in substance that if the bill were passed it would endanger 
the refunding scheme. I recall-with great distinctness that the 
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senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] declared tous on this 
floor that if we passed the Bland bill we would sell no more bonds 
unless we sold them at a great sacrifice of interest. I recall that 
there were predictions here of disasters dire if we were to pass 
that bill. e Secretary of the Treasury, ina couple of pages here, 
discusses this question. The President, I forgot to say, recom- 
mended to us that if we must rehabilitate silver in any degree we 
should exempt the Government bonds from the provisions of the 
act, which we did not see fit todo. Mr. Sherman in his report to 
Congress said: 

A far greater saving and higher public honor can be secured by the sale of 
4per cent bonds under the refunding act and the payment of outstanding 
bonds in gold coin. 

That was the condition of things here, this being the 3d of De- 
cember, when Mr. Matthews, then a Senator from Ohio, on the 
6th day of December offered his resolution. On the 10th day of 
December Mr. Matthews took it up for discussion and made a 
speech on it. Every fallacy and every sophistry that was pro- 
duced theh and can be produced now against it was absolutely 
annihilated by him. It would not be amiss if we had time to read 
it, but I am not going to read it. I am only going to read one or 
two paragraphs, and will read those only because the Senator 
from Massachusetts says the conditions here are different. I 
want to show what brought up this resolution of 1878. ‘ 

The President’s message and the Secretary’s report antagonized 
the Bland bill. The public interest had been aroused by the intro- 
duction of the bill and its passage through the House. I need not 
say what everybody knows, that that bill received the support of 
the present Executive, then a member of the House. Mr. Mat- 
thews commenced his speech by reading a resolution of the cen- 
eral assembly of the State of Ohio, and I am going to read it soas 
to show the public sentiment then. 

Mr. President, the public sentiment of this country is generally 

retty nearly right. If the great body of the American people 

lieve a thing is honest and just, it is pretty safe to say that it is 
so. It is upon that ground that we maintain a Republic. If the 
time ever comes when the people of this country do not prefer 
righteousness to wickedness, honesty to dishonesty, honor to dis- 
honor, there will be an end of republican institutions. The leg- 
islature of the great State of Ohio, entitled, since the present Pr-si- 
dent has been elected, to be called the mother of Presidents as 
well as Old Virginia, whose people are composed largely of the 
New England element, the settlers of the great Western Reserve 
from Connecticut and Massachusetts—and I do not believe that 
in those days they could be corrupted nor induced to take a posi- 
tion contrary to the dictates of sound and honest morals—the leg- 
islature of that State, I say, passed the following memorial the 
winter before: 

Resolved by the general assembly of the State of Ohio, That common honesty 
to the taxpayers, the letter and the spirit of the contract under which the 

t body of its indebtedness was assumed by the United States, and true 
cial wisdom, each and all, demand the restoration of the silver dollar to 
its former rank as lawful money. 

Let the Senators who bring accusations against us bring them 
against Ohio. If this resolution was in consonance with good 
morals in 1877, it is in consonance with good morals in 1898. 
Moralsand questions of that kind donot change with the necessities 
of party. Theyear before the Republican convention of the State of 
Ohio had made the same declaration except that they had declared 
further, that the bonded debt was payable in the kind of money 
that the Government had received for it—in greenbacks. Now, 
Mr. Matthews said of this resolution: 

This resolution was passed with great unanimity. There were but 3 nega- 
tive votes in the house of representatives and but 1 in the senate. 

I need not waste any further time about that. There was a 

ublic sentiment in the country which produced that vote of 42 
in this Chamber. The public sentiment of this country was in 
favor of just what that declaration said. The people believed 
that to be the law. They believe it to-day. 

Since I have been a member of this body, and within the last 
three years, I have heard it stated in substance by a Senator on 
this floor that you could not trust the American people to main- 
tain the honor of the United States; that that had to be left to the 
executive department of the Government, and that it would not 
do to trust to Congress to maintain the honor and integrity and 
credit of the Government. Mr. Matthews in a very extended ar- 
gument here takes up the question and argues it as a lawyer 
would, and a good lawyer, and I am not going to repeat his argnu- 
ment, to show thg absolute fallacy of the position of those who 
claimed that the law was not with us, and that righteousness and 
justice and decency required that the law should not be obeyed. 

Now, what is the theory upon which the Senators who object 
to paying silver go? Why do you maintain the parity? Why 
have we bought $260,000,000 of gold and why are we paying the 
interest on it for all time to maintain the parity? What is the 
purpose? Is it not that each dollar shall be as good and perform 
the same functions that every other dollar is and does? Very 
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well; then why should you not use one exactly as you use the 
other? 

Mr. HOAR. Whyshould you? What difference does it make? 

Mr. TELLER. It does make a difference. Had the executive 
officials used the silver that was in the Treasury they need not 
have sold the bonds. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What silver in the Treasury? 

Mr. TELLER. There could have been coined a large amount 
of silver. At that time there was $15,000,000 or $20,000,000 of sil- 
ver which was taken as of no account. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That would not have paid the 
demand for two days. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, there was no lack of funds. There was 
more than $50,000,000 of gold in the Treasury at that time. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Gold coin? 

Mr. TELLER. The same thing. I will not say that it was ail 
gold coin, because I do not recall the facts as to that; but when 
you have an open mint for gold a creditor would take the weight 
in bullion just as quickly as he would take the coin—a little 
quicker if he should get the chance. 

Mr. GEAR. The Senator states that $260,000,000 of bonds were 
sold for the express purpose of getting gold. Let me suggest to 
him that $200,000,000 was to redeem the demand on the Treasury. 
Let me suggest to the Senator from Colorado that $200,000,000, or 
about that sum in round numbers, was sold for the purpose of 
meeting a deficit in the Treasury which occurred under the 
administration at that time. 

Mr. TELLER. I deny that. 

Mr. GEAR. You can not deny the statement of the Treasury 
Department. 

Mr. TELLER. There was no time when there was a bond sale 
that there was not an abundance of money in the Treasury to run 
the Government. The time might have come perhaps when that 
would not have been the case, but it was not the case. 

Mr. GEAR. I do not see that the Senator from Colorado can 
make that statement. 

Mr. TELLER. I make it on the statement that was made here 
by the President of the United States in his message tous. If the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEwaRtT] were here, I would ask him 
to turn to it, because he called my attention to it. 

Mr. President, I have some knowledge of these things as well as 
the Senator from Iowa. I have not been an uninterested observer 
of this question of looting the Treasury and imposing on the peo- 
ple burdens that I do not think that they ought to bear. I know 
that there is a debt of $262,300,000, paying interest at 4 per cent, 
that was created for the express purpose of maintaining the gold 
standard in this country, and I believe it could have been main- 
tained just as well by the payment of silver dollars as by the pay- 
ment of gold. I do not believe if the Government of the United 
States now should do as the Senator from Indiana says they are 
doing (and if they are, I am glad to hear it), pay out the money 
that is in the Treasury indiscriminately, that that is going to shat- 
ter and disturb the credit of the United States. 

Mr. GEAR. I think the Senator will find on examination that 
whenever anybody has gone to the Treasury and asked for silver 
he has got it. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, we know that. 

Mr. GEAR. The Senator intimates, I think, that a man could 
not even get silver. 

Mr. TELLER. No, I have not intimated anything of the kind. 
The vivid imagination of the Senator is hardly in place here. I 
have suggested nothing of the kind. 

Mr. GEAR. The Senator’s remarks would bear that construc- 
tion. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not suppose there was ever a time even 
under Mr. Cleveland when a man could not go there and get silver 
if he wanted it. 

Mr. GEAR. If they had it. 

Mr. TELLER. They always have had it, as far as I know. 

Mr. GEAR. I know they have not always had it. 

Mr. TELLER. I believe they did not always have it. The 
Senator is right. There was a time when Mr. Carlisle himself 
said they did not have any silver that he could pay out. Then, 
of course, he could not have paidit. Butthey haveitnow. There 
are several million dollars therenow. There were several millions 
there when the bonds were issued, and the payment of a million 
to those people who were exporting gold would have stopped the 
raid upon the Treasury. 

Why did they not do as Mr. Manning did? Mr. Manning went 
to New York when they were making a raid ipon the Treasury 
under the first Administration of Mr. Cleveland, and said, ‘‘If you 
gentlemen do not quit I will pay you in silver,” and they quit. 
And, Mr. President, it did not disturb that very uncertain thing 
which is called the credit of the United States. I should like to 
know from somebody what this thing is that is called the credit 
that will not bear paying the money of the Constitution according 
to the wording of the contract. 


hey do not always have it. 


_—K— LL 
SE 


Mr. President, the pretense that the credit of the United States is 
in danger has been made longenough. In 1869 there was aquestion 
whether these bonds were payable in greenbacks or in gold. The 
present Secretary of State went on record that they were payable 
in currency and not in gold, and he used harsher terms than most 
of us use when he said that the man who demanded somethin 
else was an extortioner. I do not know but that he used the wor 
‘‘robber.” In any case that was the condition. There was not 
any question about the credit of the United States. The act of 
1869 was to make sure that the bonds which had been bought 
with currency at 40 cents should be paid in gold at 100 cents, and 
as they are now at 200 cents. 

It was said here yesterday that you must pay in gold because 
they got gold, and the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LODGE] has offered an amendment upon which we will have a 
chance to vote, stating that it is our duty to pay in the extreme 
highest money that we have. There isnot any difference between 
the various kinds of money. Then why does he want to pay gold? 
Why does he single out gold when there is no distinction between 
the silver dollar, as he says, and the gold dollar? 

Mr. President, I do not want any cheap money. Ido not want 
any dear money. I want a money that will do justice between 
the creditor and the debtor. I want a money that will do justice 
to the people of the United States as the producers and exporters 
and purchasers of imports. I want a stable money, which you 
have not had and have not now, and can not get with your mono- 
metallic system. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] yesterday fre- 
quently referred to the fact that the Government wanted a stable 
money. I agree with that statement. You can not have any 
money too stable. If you could get a money that did not vary at 
all and maintained absolute equality with the products of the 
country, that would be the very best; but that isimpossible. No- 
body expects that. There will always be a variation in the value 
of money and there will always be slight variations in two kinds of 
money. In my judgment when the Government of the United 
States has coined a silver dollar and put it in circulation the Gov- 
ernment of the United States can let that dollar take care of itself, 
and if the Government does not coin too many of them there will 
not be any trouble. 

Mr. HOAR. Can there be too many silver dollars, in your 
judgment? 

Mr. TELLER. There will not be too many. There could be, 
of course. You can have too many gold dollars for prosperity. 
By a too great abundance of _ you can create speculation and 
get what is called a boom, and then the reaction takes place. You 
might get too much, but you are not likely todo so. I have never 
known of any country that did have too much, or enough. 

Mr. President, the position of Senators who are opposed to the 
—s resolution is that it is the duty, as the President of the 

nited States, Mr. Hayes, said, to maintain the commercial rela- 
tion of the dollar. What does that mean? If it means anything, 
it means that the bondholder has a right to come here and say to 
us, ‘‘ When I took your bonds, wheat could be bought at a certain 
price. Now you must maintain the money that will continue to 
buy at that price.” Is that the law? Do we maintain its relation 
to products? Not at all. The gold dollar to-day will buy twice 
what it would buy when that contract was made. - 

What I ven ee of is that the people who are in favor of the 
gold standard have got an appreciated dollar. You have a dollar 
that is worth 200 cents, and you have made that dollar worth 200 
cents all over the world. It is worth 200 cents in England. The 
—_ sterling is no longer $4.86, as it has been in our money. 

he pound sterling has grown. Its purchasing power over every- 
thing has increased; and that statement is the simple statement 
that everything in the world has gone the other way or that prices 
have gone down. 

On my table here, which I propose some day to putin the Recorp, 
I have the report of the commission appointed by Great Britain and 
reported in July last, I think—I will not stop to look at the date. 
It was a commission appointed to consider the cause and the 
remedy for the depression in agriculture in Great Britain, and 
they took testimony, which I could bring here if I had the time to 
read it, from different counties in Great Britain as to the condition 
of agriculture and as to the cause of the condition. 

Great numbers of witnesses appeared before the commission. 
There was on that commission the greatest statistician of Great 
Britain, Mr. Robert Giffen, a man who probably is more devoted 
to the gold standard than any other man in England, and yet a 
man of absolute honesty, in my judgment. He never shrinks 
from admitting a fact when the fact is established. He never 
shrinks from admitting a conclusion that is properly drawn from 
the factsestablished. He declared with others that the depression 
in agriculture was due in a large degree to the appreciation of 
gold, and he finally said that he hoped they had reached the 
point where the continual sinking had ceased. But as he had 
made the same prophecy in the spring of 1894, hesaid tbat he was 
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compelled to admit that he had been mistaken then, but he hoped 
that now the bottom had been reached. : 

I recall that in 1886 or 1887, when the English commission on the 

ression in business was taking testimony, one of the witnesses 
said, ‘‘ We are not without some benefit.” One of the examiners 
asked, ‘‘ What is the benefit? What is the advantage?” He said, 
‘‘ Prices can not get any lower.” Mr. President, prices have been 
going lower every year both in Great Britain and here and also in 
every gold-standard country in the world. They will continue to 

lower for years to come unless Klondike and other regions of 
that kind shall produce oe in gold to every one which 
there is any hope of their producing. 

It is not > matter of little concern that prices have shrunk stead- 
ily for twenty years, with a little revival now and then, when, by 
some policy of ours, not very wise always and not very stable, we 
have given the a some relief, just a little relief, from the 
downward trend that begins again and goes downward, and will 
continue to go downward until it shall have made hewers of wood 
and drawers of water of all the great mass of productive people in 
this country and throughout the world. 

In Great Britain, that old and settled country, = would sup- 
pose that things ought to be stable, for there the beauties of the 
gold standard have been enjoyed since 1816. In that country, 
since 1875 to 1894, as shown by this report, the shrinkage in the farm 
values has been $5,000,000,000. Previous to that there had been 
a tendency to rise, and then suddenly there was a turn the other 
way. Mr. Everest, formerly a member of the House of Commons, 
dcckeoul that in the county of Suffolk, in England, three-quarters 
of all the yeomen had lost their farms under this system that the 
Senator from Massachusetts says we must maintain that we may 
have honesty here. If the Senator from Massachusetts does not 
use that language, that is what he intends. I might with as 
much propriety say of him that he wants to bring that disaster 
upon the world as he exercises when he says of me that I want 
to put a 40-cent dollar on the pensioners of this country. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator be kind enough to inform me, if, 
_ — I did not use any such language, how he knows what 

intend? 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, Mr. President, I have not said the Senator 
intended that, and he did not. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator knows what he said. The Senator 
said in so many words just now, ‘“‘Although the Senator did not 
use that language, that is what he intends.” 

Mr. TELLER. I meant that the Senator intended to maintain 
the gold standard. I did not mean that he intended to bring 
about a disaster. 

Mr. HOAR. That is what the Senator said. 

Mr. TELLER. I meant to say that the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts intended to maintain the gold standard. I did notmean 
to say that the Senator wants to bring on this country any of the 
disasters of which I have spoken. I would not believe that. I 
shall make no charge of that kind. I agree that the Senator is 
trying to legislate for what he believes to be the interests of the 


country. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator is hardly warranted in saying that I 
intend to maintain the gold standard without stating what I have 
always said, that what I desire is to have the double standard of 
- two metals established by all mankind, and I am serious 
about it. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not intend to bring any charge against 
the Senator, but I think it would be just as fair for me this morn- 
ing to say that the Senator intends those things as it was for him 
to say yesterday that I intended them—just as fair—but I will 
not say it, because I do not believe that he intends anything of 
the kind. Iam sure the Senator from Massachusetts believes that 
the policy he is pursuing is a wise one, or he would not pursue it. 
I believe, as a rule, that the people who are pursuing that policy 
believe it to be a wise one or they would not pursue it. I am not 
making a railing accusation against my associates in this Cham- 
ber, but I am insisting that if they have the right of judgment 
without criticism, 1, too, must have it, unless Iam prepared to 
admit that I am unworthy and unfit to occupy a place in this 
Chamber. Iamacting according to the dictates of my conscience, 
and so are they. It is difference of opinion. 

__ It seems to me we might debate these questions without impugn- 
ing motives, but we have not been able to do so either here or on 
the stump. Iremember that more vicious attacks were never 
made than were made in the campaign in 1896. There never has 
been a campaign—and I can remember all of the campaigns since 
1844—in which there was so much viciousness as in the campai 

of 1896, commencing with the charges made against those who 
believe in the bimetallic standard by the gold-standard men, and 
returned, I will admit, by the other side. I havenow on my table, 
and I am going to read it, an extract which shows the spirit of 
that articular campaign, which is taken from a speech made in 
New York by a gentleman for whom I have consideration, and of 


whom I do not intend to say anything unkind, and yet carried 
away by the occasion, influenced by his surroundings, agitated 
over a question that he thought was important, I have no doubt, 
to maintain the honor of the country—a gentleman who now holds 
a very high position in the Government of the United States— 
made use of the language which I am about to read. It is possi- 
ble that the report of his address may do him injustice, but I do 
not believe it does, for I heard similar statements everywhere 
during the campaign, and I found myself and my associates as- 
sailed as men unfit for decent society. The article is as follows: 
FANATIC ROOSEVELT—CALLS FARMERS THE BASEST SET IN THE LAND AND 
CHICAGO DELEGATES MURDERERS, THIEVES, AND CROOKS. 
[Special to the Post-Dispatch. ] 
New YORK, October 28, 1896. 

A big Republican mass meeting was held down town yesterday under the 
auspices of a business men’s Republican club. Among other speakers was 
Police Commissioner Roosevelt, who said: 

““Mr. Bryan and his adherents have appealed to the basest set in the land, 


the farmers. If they are not so, then why do they believe that he can make 
$1 out of 50 cents?”’ 


Before closing with a second appeal to his hearers for a display of patriot- 
ism on Tuesday next, the commissioner indulged in a repetition of a recent 
statement to the effect that the delegates to the convention which nominated 
Governor Altgeld were made up of murderers, horse thieves, burglars, liber- 
tines, crooks of all kinds—men who had been convicted of crimes ranging 
from pocket picking to arson. 

Mr. President, that report may be exaggerated. I have no 
doubt that it is to some extent, and if Mr. Roosevelt should say 
that it is, I should not deny his statement; but that is not worse 
than was said of a dezen others of the Bryan supporters. It was 
said of men with whom I have associated; but hard things were 
said of all of us, and that was the character of that campaign. I 
admit that there were in return ugly things said on the other side. 
And why should there not be? Strife begets strife. 

The question whether a country would prosper under free coin- 
age or whether it would not is one, I think, of such importance 
and of so much uncertainty that at least it might be debated in 
decency and order, whether it be upon the stump or here. 

I firmly believe that there will be no prosperity in this country 
until we change the financial system. I firmly believe, as I said 
yesterday, that on the rightful solution of this question depends 
the prosperity and freedom of this country. I do not believe that 
wecan maintain a republic upon a debased manhood. If wedeny 
to the laboring men of this country sufficient compensation for 
their toil,so that they may educate their sons and their daughters, 
if we keep them on a pay roll which will not enable themi to give 
to their children proper educational advantages, we shall have 
——_ a blow at the foundation of the Republic and of good 
society. 

Mr. President, I know my devotion to “ blistered hands” will be 
sneeringly commented upon; still I claim the right to stand here 
and speak for the laboring people of thiscountry. I myself know 
what they are doing. I know the people and their distress. I 
know that in New England as elsewhere there is distress and pov- 
erty because of the closing of the mills. I know that the reduc- 
tion of wages by 10 per cent means want and distress in every 
home in those manufacturing towns. It will be a sorry time for 
the Republic when a man can not stand in this high place and 
speak for the great mass of his countrymen and demand for them 
justice and right. It is no answer to me to say, ‘“‘ You can not 
have it, because if you do you will endanger the right of the bond- 
holders,” who are an insignificant and inconsequential crowd, not 
worthy of our attention, compared with the great body of the 
American people. 

Yesterday I spoke of the fact that silver money was good enough 
for the blistered hands of the sons of toil, but not good enough for 
the bondholder, and I was charged with trying to make distinc- 
tions. Mr. President, there isa distinction. There is more merit 
in the hands that produce than in the hands that seize and do not 
produce. There is more merit and there is more hope for the 
country in the men who go hungry to bed than there is in the men 
who give their millions, although they may give them to charitable 
purposes, if those millions have been made by robbery. 

r. President, the silver question and the money question are 
the same. The question to be brought up is simply the logical 
one, Are you for the gold standard or are you for the double 
standard? It is no answer to say that our position is illogical or 
anarchistic, or anything of the kind, unless you can show by 
history or by reason or by argument that our position is fallacious 
and that what we claim will be the result of the adoption of our 
policy can not be hoped for or expected. 

I did not intend to say a tenth part of what I have said. Some 
Senator has laid on my desk an answer to the junior Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. GEAR], who has just stepped out, and who raised a 
question of veracity with me as to the statement that there was 
not money enough in the Treasury at the time the bonds were 
issued, and that the bonds were issued for the purpose of getting 
money to carry on the Government. I did not have the statement 
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then by me, but here itis, In his annual message of December, 
1895, the President said: 

At no time when bonds have been issued has there been any consideration 
of the question of paying the expenses of Government with their proceeds. 
There was no necessity to consider that question. At the time of each bond 
issue we had asafe surplusin the Treasury for ordinary operations, exclu- 
sive of the gold in our reserve. In February, 1894, when the first issue of 
bonds was made, such surplus amounted to eighteen millions. In November, 
when the second issue was made, it amounted to more than forty-two mil- 
lions, and in February, 1895, when the bonds for the third time were issued, 
such surplus amounted to more than one hundred millions. It now amounts 
to $98,072, 428.30. 

I think that will dispose of that question. I know I ought to 
desist at this point; but the Senator from Massachusetts yesterday 
called attention to the great accumulation in the savings banks of 
the country, and he seemed to think that I was willing to cut the 
savings of labor in two; and then he says I still talk about the in- 
terests of the laboring men. Ido not consider the present system 
of savings banks safe for depositors. I should like, if it were pos- 
sible, which I very much doubt, to secure for the people who have 
small holdings governmental savings banks. I should like to 
secure a place where, when they put their money, they will have 
a certainty of its return. I do not believe, with the present exist- 
ing conditions or the conditions that I believe are to follow, there 
being nearly two thousand millions of money in the savings banks, 
that itis in a safe place. I do not believe that the great majority 
of the savings banks of the United States cbuld liquidate and pa 
their holdings. I have never before said this in the Senate; but 1 
believe that is one of the arguments which ought to be made in 
favor of the Government’s coming forward and giving these people 
a safe place into which they can put their money. 

The Comptroller of the Currency tells us that the savings banks 
of this country have $1,066,507,686 of loans; that they have United 
States bonds to the amount of $163,886,928; that they have $772,- 
374,473 of other bonds, and the magnificent sum in cash of $42,507,- 
816. If any Senator will take his pencil and see what that per- 
centage is, he will find that itis a very alarming statement to be 
made. They have, in addition to that, $26,199,430 of capital; they 
have surplus and profits—and nobody can tell what that means— 
amounting to $183,949,578. 

Mr. HOAR. Ican telltheSenator whatitmeans. I know what 
it means. 

Mr. TELLER. I know whatit means in all well-organized and 
well-regulated institutions. I have, however, seen so many insti- 
tutions go down having a surplus and large capital that I am 
not entirely satisfied that ‘“‘surplus” may not sometimes mean 
very bad debts. In some of the States the savings banks are com- 

elled to make loans upon real estate, one-half of their loans, at 
east. I do not think Iam mistaken when I say that the great 
State of New York—although there may have been some amenda- 
tory legislation since I have examined the matter—requires every 
savings bank to put one-half of its money in real estate loans. 
Owing to the great shrinkage in the value of property which I 
have mentioned in Great Britain—and we all know it is the same 
here—an institution which depends upon loans made years ago, 
and these are generally long loans, will find when the time comes 
to liquidate that it can not do so. It will be like the Chestnut 
Street National Bank, in Philadelphia, which seemed to have plenty 
of assets until it went into the hands of a receiver, and it was 
found to have very little then. 

Last year, after the Senate adjourned, I took a trip through the 
region of the State of New York in which I was born and edu- 
cated and commenced my professional life—one of the very best 
sections of that State. hen I was 10 ae old they had no rail- 
roads there, and when I was 21 years old they had only one rail- 
road. They now have several. The farms have not run down; 
they are not abandoned farms, such as we hear of in some other 
sections of the country; they are still occupied by worthy, indus- 
trious, law-abiding, honorable people, largely the descendants of 
New England settlers. . Property that I knew when I was a boy, 
which was then worth $100 an acre, is now sold, with all the 
improvements on it, well kept up, for from $25 to $30 an acre. Mr. 
President, there has been this shri all over that section of 
country, and the shrinkage comes from maintaining the gold 

What difference, it is asked, does it make whether a farm is 
worth $30 an acre, or $40, or $100? It makes this difference: The 
farmer who put a mortgage on his farm a few years ago to make 
improvements or to buy an additional piece of land finds himself 
now unable to pay that mortgage, and the farm is sold at sheriff's 
sale, and the man who was a oe becomes a tenant. 

Mr. President, 1 have heard a great deal in my day about the 
dignity of farm life and its elevating tendency on those who fol- 
low the plow. That is not entire fiction. There is something in 
the farmer’s life, unless he is ground down with poverty, that 
makes him a worthy man. I say that the man who follows the 
plow is as good as the man who has a profession, but the beauty 
of following the plow is only enjoyed when you follow it on your 
own land and it is yourown plow. ‘When the plow belongs to 


somebody else and is on somebody else’s land, then the man be- 
comes a serf. Unless you can maintain independent land owner- 
ship in our country, you have, asI said before, made a step, a great, 
long step, as a a man wrote me once concerning this 
very question, toward the destruction of free government. 

I once received a letter from this gentleman, now dead, who filled 
the public eye and for whom I had great respect and affection 
in which he said to me, “If the gold standard is not a step toward 
barbarism, a great long in that way, I do not know what it 
means.” Iam imbued with that idea. I believe it to mean just 
what we claim it does. I believe thereis an opportunity for us to 
relieve ourselves by giving to the people the use of the two metals 
= the founders of the Constitution intended they should have 

em. 

I remember standing right there where the Senator from W yom- 
ing [Mr. WARREN] sits and hearing Mr. Blaine, that great tribune 
of the people, when the act of 1878 was before the Senate, say, “I 
deny the right of Congress to demonetize silver.” Mr. Webster 
said it, Mr. President, in the other Chamber in the same emphatic 
terms. Soldenyit. But I know we are powerless unless we can 
get relief through the legislative department of the Government. 

Mr. President, the issue is made up, the fight has begun, and it 
will go on until 1900. The question then will be not what shall 
be the tariff, not whether there shall be 40 per cent upon woolens or 
50 per cent, but what shall be the financial system of the United 
States. On the one side, Mr. President, will be the great mass of 
laboring men, the great mass of producing people; on the other 
will be the aggregated wealth, all that class that has fattened on 
the public by an illegal system; on that side will be the syndicates 
and the trusts and the grabbers after that which they have not 
earned. Mr. President, I will not venture to predict how a con- 
test of that kind will terminate. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President—— ; 

Mr. LODGE. I desire to ask the Senator from Colorado a 
question. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Connecticut allow me? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If I have the floor, I will yield 
first to the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE]}. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANTLE in the chair). The 
Senator from Connecticut has the floor and yields to the junior 
Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. LODGE. I want to ask the Senator from Colorado a ques- 
tion which I started to ask him before, but he thought I was inter- 
rupting him unduly, which I did notintend todo. He commented 
on one of the amendments which Lintroduced. LIintroduced two, 
and the Senator commented on the one in which I said, “in the 
money that is the highest money of the world,” and I understood 
him to disa _ of that proposition. 

Mr. T . Lunderstood the Senator by that to mean gold. 

Mr. LODGE. The is, ‘‘the highest money of the 
world, in gold or the equivalent of gold.” 

Mr. TELLER. Does the Senator mean that if silver is higher 
than gold, it should be paid in silver? 

Mr. LODGE. I have read the language as it stands. 

Mr. TELLER. Is that what it means? 

Mr. LODGE. 1 think it plain—‘ the highest money of the 
world, in gold or its equivalent in gold,” whether we pay silver or 

per. . 
re. TELLER. I do not claim that the Government of the 
United States is bound to pay in the highest . The Gov- 
a = “3 — States can pay in 7 of the contract 
if it sees can that under presen a 
dhonang: witheth-eng akinns 02 ollie ne “aaaneies will deal 
—= the question as to what we ought to do when cheap money 


Mr. LODGE. Then I am correct in understanding the Senator 
that he does not of that amendment? 

Mr. TELLER. I will say to the Senator that Ido not intend to 
vote for it. He may be sure of that. 

Mr. LODGE. I want to say a word in explanation of that, and 
one eee I intro- 
duced two amendments. The first one is a repetition of the 
Edmunds amendment offered to the Matthews resolution when it 
was before the Senate twenty ra I think it was sound 
and wise then; I think it is a sound wise amendment now. 

The second amendment, on which the Senator from Colorado 
commented, I introduced because I hoped that it ht receive 
perhaps more votes than an amendment worded as first one 
was, and I took the language exactly from a speech the Senator 
from Colorado made two years ago, in which he said: 

Mr. President, every dollar that this Government owes will be paid. 1 
will in , too, that is the highest of the world. It 
be paid abarivestiaaen Tin cold, whether that silver or paper. 

1 ht that was a very statement, Mr. President, and I 
put it ply as an alternative of the amendment which I origi- 
nally offered. , 

Mr, TELLER, The Senator will allow me, I meant to have 
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called attention to the statement which he read yesterday. The 


Senator knows well—. 

Mr. LODGE. I hid not read this statement yesterday. 

Mr. TELLER. I know it. The statement he made yesterday 
was that I had said that the bonded indebtedness was payable in 
gold. The Senator knows ae well I was not contending that it 
ought to be paid in gold, but I was saying that, contrary to law, 
contrary to ethics, contrary to justice, it would be d in gold, 
and that if the Administration could find anything that was more 
valuable than gold is as money, they would pay it in that. That 
was what I was saying, and the Senator knows as well as he knows 
he is standing there that I never said I approved of the Adminis- 
tration paying the bonded debt in that way. ; 

Mr. LObG . 1 did not say whether the Senator approved it or 
not. He said that is the way it would be done. , 

Mr. TELLER. I said the Department had made a promise to 

y the debt in that ve and that the Department would pay it 
Ea that way unless prohibited by law from so doing. 

Mr. LODGE. It was not in connection with the statement I 
made yesterday that the Senator made this statement. The state- 
ment of the Senator which I read yesterday was made on Febru- 
ary 16, and this was made at a separate time, on February 1. 
merely wish to say that I took the language from that source. 


Mr. TELLER. Very well. The Senator took it, but he knows 
very well now that I did not say that that ouglt to be done, and 
he is attempting to make it appear that I said that that was a 


a ne do. 2 7 
r. LODGE. Iam not attempting to make anything appear. 

Mr. TELLER. I said that would be done in spite of law; that 
it would be done although it was not a proper thing todo. The 
Senator knows that. I am not at all afraid of my record on these 
questions. ; 

Mr. LODGE. I do not wish to misrepresent the Senator. I 
read exactly what he said: 

Mr. President, every dollar that this Government owes will be paid. It will 
be ae in the money, too, that is the highest money of the world. It will be 


in gold or its equivalent in gold, whether that be silver or paper. We 
ve besa econtentiing not that it shall be paid in depreciated money but in 


good money. 
Mr. TELLER. I have alwa or me for that. 
e. 


Mr. LODGE. I merely language. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Senator from Massachusetts 
ey Hoar}, I understand, desires to eg | now to some ere 

t the Senator from Colorado has said. I can have the right 

of way, I will yield to him. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not wish to detain the Senate 
for any great length of time, but I think I ought to restate the 
precise issue which is before the Senate and before the American 
people. Before proceeding to do it, I should like to say in one 
sentence that the persons who heard when it was made that utter- 
ance of the Senator from Colorado quoted by my colleague did not 
understand him to be talking about what some lawless person in a 
De ent would do. 

r. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, I have never said 
that the Government of the United States should pay its debts in 
cheap money. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that. 

Mr. TELLER. I have not said it. I have not asked it. 

Mr. HOAR. They understood the Senator, and they drew a 
breath of relief when he said it at the time, to affirm in substance 
that whatever happened or whatever theory of finance prevailed 
this Government would keep its faith, and neither he nor the 
‘ersons who thought with him and acted with him then expected 

countenance anything different. 

The whole spirit and purpose of that sentence which is em- 

in my colleague’s amendment was an indignant assertion 
hy the Senator from Colorado as he then felt, that this Govern- 
iment would keep its faith. 

Mr. TELLER. I have no hesitation in saying that the Govern- 
ment of the United States will maintain its plighted faith to the 
utmost extent, and that so far as I am concerned, and so far as 
those who are associated with me are concerned, we expect to 
maintain the plighted faith of the Government, but we do not be- 
lieve it is necessary, in order to do that, to pay in gold. 

Mr. HOAR. Then, very well. Will the Senator repeat it for 
— neat mei ee a now, by accepting this which 

e own lan e— 

Mr. TELLER. I will not. ithe 

Mr. HOAR. That all the bonds of the United States, issued or 
authorized to be issued by the said acts of Congress, are payable, 

ar a in the money _ is 14 oop — of 
rid, no we were goi it, but tha ey are 
payable. That is what he a. a : 

Mr, HOAR. That te act | guage lleagu 

r. . is exact lan . My co e has 
read it from the Recorp. ; 

Mr. TELLER. I have not looked at the speech and I do not 
Gare to look at it. I repeat, so that the Senator may understand 
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it, that I never suggested the payment of the public debt in cheap 


money. 

Mr. HOAR. That is what he says. 

Mr. TELLER. I have attempted to make silver money the 
equal of gold, and I have said the way to do it is to use it, to give 
it all the money functions that you give to gold, to give it advent 
to the mint, to give it everything that you give to gold. Then let 
it take care of itself. 

Mr. HOAR. Weare talking about what the United States is 
to do if the Senator does not succeed,if he happen to be wrong in 
making this 44-cent silver equal to gold by one country alone, 
That is what we are talking about now; that is what we were 
talking about then; and the gentlemen who were oppused to the 
Senator from Colorado declared that that would be the result, just 
as we say will be the result of this policy now, and the Senator 
got up and said, with the same indignation that he exhibits now, 
the bonds of the Government are payable in the money of high- 
est value, gold or its equivalent. Thatiswhathesaid. He thinks 
he did not mean it. It is what the people understood him to mean 
at the time. 

Mr. President, to come back for a very few moments. This is 
reduced by the debate to a very simple question, but it is a fun- 
damental question. It is a question at the hinge between the two 
schools of political economy in this country. It is a question 
which I agree is to be debated before the American people in the 

ear 1900, and is to be decided, so far as one election can settle it, 
in the year 1900. 

It is the settled constitutional law of this country that the ques- 
tion of what shall constitute its legal tender is a question of legisla- 
tive power. Some very excellent men, who think that to make 
a worthless material or a depreciated material legal tender is 
wrong and impolitic, think that for that reason the question is not 
within the power of Congress. But those worthy people forget 
that there are a thousand questions of right and wrong which, 
in a free people, must be settled not by courts, but by the people, 
or the men who represent the people. 

Congress has at this moment the right to expend every dollar 
of the appropriations for the year on the Army or on the Navy or 
on pensions, and to let every other object of public interest pass 
without an appropriation. Although that is within the power of 
Congress, and although no court could meddle with its acvion, 
yet everybody will agree that it would be not only impolitic and 
unpatriotic, but a wicked course of conduct upon the part of mem- 
bers of this and the other House. 

The Senator from Colorado, who looks into everybody’s mind 
but his own and who imagines every man’s faults and failings but 
his own, undertook to say that I disapprove that doctrine of the 
Supreme Court. I desire torepeat what I said when I interrupted 
him—that it has my hearty approval and that I do not believe that 
this Republic could live in times of great peril if the Constitution 
had been construed otherwise. Perhaps it will not be indelicate 
or uninteresting if I read to the Senate one piece of historic evi- 
dence, which, so far as I know, has never yet been made public, 
of what was the intention of the framers of the Constitution at 
that time. 

The clause in the Constitution in regard to coining money. and 
prohibiting the States from issuing anything but gold and silver, 
was adopted on motion of Mr. Roger Sherman, of Connecticut. I 
have the motion here in the Madison Papers. Mr. Sherman moved 
to insert after the words ‘‘ coin money ”—speaking of the States 
now—the words “‘ nor emit bills of credit, or make anything but gold 
and silver coin a tender in payment of debts,” making these pro- 
hibitions absolute instead of making the measures allowable, as 
in the thirteenth article, with the consent of the Legislature of 
the United States, which was the proposition then pending. That 
was carried. So I think he perhaps may be reasonably supposed 
to understand what was the object of the framers of that particu- 
lar clause. 

Now, 1 have in my possession, copied from a paper left behind 
him and now in the possession of his family, some propositions in 
his own handwriting, which he took with him to the Convention 
that framed the Constitution, setting forth a scheme of a consti- 
tution which he desired. It is quite curious to see that, I think, 
every one of those eng ay eo was adopted in the Constitution 
and very many of them in hisown language. But I wish to call 
attention to one. It is this: 


That the legislatures of the individual States ought not to possessa right to 


emit bills of credit for a currency, or to make any tender laws for the pay- 
ment or discharge of debts or contracts, in any manner different from the 
agreement of the parties, unless for the payment of the value of the thing 


contracted for, in current money, agreeatle to the standard that shall bo 
allowed by the Legislature of the United States. 

So it is perfectly clear that the author of that language under- 
stood that it was to create a constitutional provision precisely as 
the Supreme Court of the United Statesin the famous Legal-Tender 
Cases have interpreted the instrument. 


Mr. President, it being settled for all of us that the Constitution 
of the United States authorizes Congress to determine what shall 
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be our measure of value and to provide for a currency and to bor- 
row money on the faith of the United States, there is one further 
consideration which we ought to remember, and which, as I said, 
is the very pivotal or turning point in this whole question, as it 


seems tome. That is the distinction between the Government 
and a private contractor. 

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart] the other day, and 
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry] in his impassioned 
speech yesterday (the Senator from Colorado ne TELLER] did 
not say in terms that he agreed with him, but he said, quoting it 
with apparent approbation, that he had put it with great force), 
likened the transaction with which we have to deal to a private 
contractor who should say, ‘“‘I will pay my creditor at some time 
in the future either 500 bushels of barley or 500 bushels of wheat.” 
Of course, nobody doubts that the private contractor has a right 
at the time of payment to exercise the election for which he stipu- 
lated at the time of thecontract. But he is making to that extent 
a speculative contract, a contract by which he expects to gain or 
lose by a possible change in the value of the thing to be paid in 
the future; and although that may mean speculation and be 
injurious in other respects, he has an honest right to abide by his 
contract. 

But what is the Government doing when it borrows money and 
issues bonds on the faith of the United States? Is the Govern- 
ment looking out to see if it has a chance to make something out 
of a possible shrinkage or a possible increase in the value of the 
thing to be paid? Is the Government dealing in options or in 
futures? The Government is endeavoring to say to the creditor, 
‘* We will find out what is the most stable, certain, and permanent 
measure of value, which is to remain precisely the same, so far as 
the lot of humanity will admit, for the six months or the twelve 
months, or the six years or the twelve years for which this con- 
tract has to run, and, so far as you and I know how to measure 
value, the value which you measure out to me twelve years hence 
I will measure out again to you, and for that purpose, acting upon 
an experience time whereof the memory of man runneth not to 
the contrary, we take those articles which have their value deter- 
mined asthe money of the world by the consent of all commercial 
nations and all persons engaged in commercial transactions.” 

Mr. President, the United States has, therefore, in substance, 
whatever language it uses, agreed that “‘ the value which you give 
or which I take I shall receive.” Of course there are times of de- 
pression and danger and war and national disaster, when some 
Government obligations may be at a discount, and the Govern- 
ment may say, ‘‘Gentlemen, you have trusted me in bad credit, 
and the money is now at a discount. I will agree either to make 
it good or to pay in the money of the world when the payment 
comes to be made.” Therefore I hold that this is not a question 
between a couple of speculators dealing in futures. It is a ques- 
tion of a government keeping its faith. 

There is another consideration that has not been alluded to in 
this debate which touches the question very nearly, and that is, 
that at least the speculator, with his barley and his oats, has 
nothing himself to do with affecting the value of the barley or the 
oats which he is to pay. He would be considered dishonest if, 
having to receive a payment in barley or in oats, he got up by 
artifice and management and secret intrigue a corner in the mar- 
ket to enhance the value of what he was to get, or if he operated 
upon the market so as to reduce the value of what he was to pay. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. HOAR. Ican not make this statement, which is rather a 
close one, and answer questions just at this moment. 

Mr. DANIEL. I do not wish to interrupt the Senator’s dis- 
course. 

Mr. HOAR. Wait until I am through. 

Mr. DANIEL. I am very much interested in the Senator's 
argument. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me. I should like to 
complete it. I am in the middle of a sentence. 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg pardon. I will wait. 

Mr. HOAR. Now, the Government not only makes a contract 
under the circumstances and with the purposes which I have men- 
tioned, butit is the Government, as you say, which determines the 
very value of the thing to be paid. 

These Senators, the Senator from Arkansas and the Senator from 
Colorado, if I understand them, say that this Government, wick- 
edly, by a crime, has caused the depreciation of silver in the mar- 
kets of this country—the crime of ‘73—a phrase which has been 
rung throughout the land and which neither explanation nor his- 
tory has heen sufficient to stifle. 

They undertake to say to us that this Government, by a crime, 
has brought silver down to 44 cents on the dollar of what it was 
worth when it made a contract, and yet good faith, good morals, 
public honor not only permit but demand that you shall take ad- 
vantage of your crime and pay off the public creditor in the article 

which the Government itself has depreciated. That is what my 


honorable friend the Senator from Arkansas thinks a good, hon- 
est, honorable, trusty guardian would do for his ward. That is 
the second distinction. 

First, that the Government is not dealing in options, but is fix- 
ing a standard of value. 

Next, that the Government determines by its own policy, di- 
rectly or indirectly, according to these gentlemen, at least, the 
value of the thing it is to =. 

Mr. DANIEL. Now, will the Senator from Massachusetts 
allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HOAR. I willif the the Senator insists on doing it before 
I get through. I would rather do it at the end of my remarks, 
I will leave it to the Senator’s own courtesy. I will say to the 
Senator that it would disturb me very much. 

Mr. DANIEL. The Senator’s wish is law to me. 

Mr. HOAR. I will be obliged if he will wait. 

Mr. President, the Senators say, Very well; what are you talk- 
ing about; your silver money to-day is worth as much as gold. 
You had the Government of the United States coinit. There was 
a time when men carried their gold to the Treasury and got silver 
in exchange. Thatistrue. I suppose those Senators might have 
added that during the hard times, the panic of 1893, silver money 
was 3 per cent premium above gold in New York. 

That is not what we are talking about. Nobody cares, if we 
maintain our present system with no further coinage of silver 
and simply keep out what we have got, whether we pay in silver 
or in gold. e are talking about the question whether—if we 
get free coinage of silver and, getting free coinage, it should 
happen that these gentlemen are mistaken in supposing that it 
would be restored to its old market value, and it is worth only 40 
cents on the dollar—whether we are then going to pay every pub- 
lic creditor at home and abroad this 40-cent money, and whether 
we are going to establish a law which makes every pensioner, 
every private creditor, every depositor in a savings bank, every 
man who has a life policy or a fire policy, every man who has a 
contract for a dollar to be paid in wages, to be paid off in the 
same ye 

I put that question to the Senator from Arkansas while he was 
speaking forcibly, eloquently, highly commended by the Senator 
from Colorado, listened to with attention and approbation, with- 
out a syllable of dissent from any man on the other side of the 
Chamber who thinks with him, and I used the phrase that dis- 
turbed my friend from Colorado yesterday. The Senator from 
Arkansas, like a frank, brave, honest old Confederate that he is, 
marched right straight up to the cannon’s mouth and said, “‘ Yes; 
that is what I mean to do if you get this thing, if I am mistaken.” 
“If you get this thing down to a 40-cent dollar, and gold goes out 
of the country, and we have silver monometallism,” I ask him, 
‘‘are you going to have all these payments made in this way?” 
“Yes, sir,” he answers; “that is my idea of righteousness and 

ood faith and sound Government policy;” and all the Senator 

rom Colorado has said is, ‘‘ It was a very forcible statement.” 

Now, that is what the people of the United States want to know, 
and I am very glad that these Senators, who are honest and hon- 
orable men, have had the frankness to tell us they do mean and 
are going into the campaign of 1900 meaning that if you get the 
free coinage of silver. and the business men of the Republic and 
the other men who think it will not work, that one nation can not 
have money of her own, but it will take all mankind to make the 
value of money, and you come down to 40 cents on the dollar, you 
are going to — the American people that is righteousness; that 
it is right and honest and good faith to do that thing; and the men 
who do not do it, the men who do not want to doit, are the servants 
of the bondholderand the capitalist and the robber and the grabber. 
All these phrases I am quoting from the remarks of the last speech 
of the honorable Senator who never said anything unkind to any- 
body or used harsh phrases. 

Mr. TELLER. I did not refer to anyone in this body. 

Mr. HOAR. No. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator should be careful about making 
that statement. He would make people think that I was refer- 
ring to my associates in this a 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator only 
them. 

Mr. TELLER. I did not say that. 

Mr. HOAR. If those robbers and Eastern bloated bondholders 
happen to be right in their judgment of what will happen from a 
certain financial policy, then you are going to say to the people 

of the United States, these things are all to be paid off in t 
40-cent money value, although the workingmen of Massachusetts 
alone have got $500,000,000 of what they have saved when they 
| blistered their hands, and I have no doubt it is equally true else- 
where. They do not go to a whisky shop and spend there the 


said we were the servants of 


eee tt CC CN: 


dollar they earn. 

They put a part of it in savings banks for their wives and chil- 
dren, and when we want to save them from having that result, 
that is, $500,000,000 on which the secnrity of these little homes in 
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our part of the world 
‘*the men who are 


depends, they are going to tell them that 

ng to save the value of your savings are the 

servants of robbers and Tg ge and capitalists and bondholders, 
t 


and we are the friends of the poor man. There isa great saint 
out in Colorado who stands up for the poor man. That is to be 
the issue in 1900.” 

Then there is another thing. We have a pension roll, to say 
nothing about life insurance and fire insurance and the private 
debts. Mr. President, the debtors of this country are the rail- 
roads, the great capitalists, the trusts and syndicates, the owners 
of silver mines and gold mines, and the Government and the States. 
The creditors of this country are the prudent, thriving, frugal 
workingmen who have laid up something against a rainy day. 
Then there is another class of direct creditors, in substance, of the 
Government. What is the amount of appropriation for our pen- 
sion roll this moment? Nearly $150,000,000. . 

Mr. TELLER. One hundred and forty-eight million dollars. 

Mr. ALLISON. One hundred and forty-one million dollars. 

Mr. HOAR. One hundred and forty-one million dollars, one 
Senator says, and another $148,000,000. 

Mr. PERKINS. We appropriated yesterday here $140,000,000. 

Mr. HOAR. We appropriated $140,000,000 in the bill just 


Mr. TELLER. It should have been $148,000,000. 

Mr. HOAR. I think it should have been three hundred and 
ninety-six millions, according to the Senator’s notion of what 
ought to be done with the dollar. That is my ideaaboutit. The 
Senator from Colorado spoke about the pensioners who carried 
the of our country. I do not mean to use the phrase, but I 
state the substance of his argument. It is that the men who want 
to save the value of that pension for the soldier or his widow or 
his child to keep them out of the poorhouse are the servants of 
capital and and robbery. It is that the whole public virtue 
of this world is to be found in the owners of a few silver mines in 
the extreme West, allied with a 7 el eager who within fifteen 
or twenty years wanted to pay off all the obligations of the Gov- 
ernment in paper. 

The Senator says, and I with him, that what the Ameri- 
can people want to do on understanding and consideration is 
just. I go further and I say what the American pene will do 
on full consideration is wise and intelligent, and I believe that 
the American le will see — through the Senator from 
Colorado and the Senator from Arkansas and will not be misled. 
When they talk about the bargain which they have made with 
the Government when they invested their little savings in the 
savings banks or at the Government’s agreement for a pension, 
and these Senators undertake to interpret that bargain, they will 
reply—I was going to say—‘‘ Non in hec fcedera veni,” but as I 
a they do not talk Latin, they will tell the Senator from 
Colorado, ‘“‘Sir, we made no such bargain and we stand no such 
nonsense.” 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, is the Senator through? 

Mr. HOAR. No. 

Mr. TELLER. I only wanted to put in the Reconp—— 

Mr. HOAR. Iam not through. 

Mr. TELLER. That the Senator might sony to it. 

Mr. HOAR. Now, Mr. President, I will ask the Senator a ques- 
tion, if he will permit me. I asked the Senator from Arkansas 
whether, if this experiment of the free coinage of silver alone failed 
and the silver dollar of this country drove out the gold dollar and 
was worth but 25 per cent of its present value, whether he would 
still be in favor of having all these debts paid with it, and he said 
he certainly would. Does the Senator from Colorado agree with 
that or not? 

Mr. TELLER. I have so often stated my position here that I 
will not answer that question; but when the Senator gets through 
I will ask leave to put in the Recorp what I have said on another 
occasion. I think that the Senator has misstated from the very 

nning, since he commenced, what I have said. 

r. HOAR. I think there are very few hearers or readers of 
the Senator from Colorado who think I have misstated anything 
that he has said. With all due respect to that Senator, sometimes, 
and peel when he was rebuking some of us for harsh state- 
ments about him and those who thought with him, it seemed as if 
Se must be unconscious of what he was saying when he 

Mr. TELLER. No, I was not. 

ig ae - he was. 

r. . 0 not Want to escape any responsibility for 
what I have said. ee . 

Mr. HOAR. Now, the Senator from Colorado says, ‘‘ Well, 
but what is all this talk about? Your silver money is equal to 
gold now.” And ‘so it is. Your silver money is equal to gold 
now, with the limited coinage and the obligation of the Govern- 
oe ig it be an obligation, to maintain a parity between the two 


That is not what we are talking about. We are undertaking to 


pledge this Government to a policy which is to endure when you 
get, if you can get it, the free coinage of silver. That is what 
you are for, I will not say intentionally, but some Senators are 
for it because they say so. Whether this little scrap compared 
with the world’s coinage of three or four or five hundred million 
of silver is worth gold to-day or not has nothing to do with it. 

Mr. President, the Senator began his speech by rising to resent 
something, and if Iam correct—perhaps 1 do the Senator an injus- 
tice—he is always rising to resent something. One day he will 
bring out an article printed in some obscure newspaper which no 
oneelse here ever heard of, and he will give dignity toit by reading 
to the Senate where somebody in a campaign said that the people 
on the other side of the question thought so and so, and he says 
that of course means him, and he must resent it. 

We were in the middle of the debate on the tariff and anxious to 
get through at the last session when some one said that Mr. Bryan 
was pledged (and he certainly was pledged, if a man could be by 
any public expressions of opinion) to veto a tariff bill. The Sen- 
ator jum up and wanted to resent it. He said it was very 
strange if he did not resent it. Now, what are the words that he 
has used inthisdebate? ‘* Youcannot make that pretense.” That 
is one which I wrote down from his own lips, speaking of the ar- 
gument on the other side as a pretense. 

The Senator charged the other day in his polite fashion as to 
the people who did not want to interfere and who did not favor a 
war in Cuba, and who understood that the Constitution of the 
United States had given them the power to expend money only 
for the welfare of the United States and not for the welfare of 
foreign nations, that that policy was because they were afraid of 
losing their dividends, and he said that it was a disgraceful policy 
for this country to pursue. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow me 
to interrupt him? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say to the Senator that I have 
never suggested and I have never been in favor of the Govern- 
ment of the United States interfering in Cuba. All I have asked 
of the Government of the United States was that it should recog- 
nize an existing state of facts that everybody knew existed. I do 
not expect the Senator to state me correctly, but 1 hope he will 
let me correct him occasionally. 

Mr. HOAR. That is aside from the point. TheSenator is very 
much like a small boy who was asked in the arithmetic lesson 
how much 11 pounds of beef would come to at7 cents a pound. He 
said: ‘‘ You can’t get no beef at no such price.” [{Laughter. |] 
What I am talking about is the Senator’s statement that the 
policy of this country was caused by people being afraid of loging 
their dividends. That is what he said. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator is exactly right. I said I thought 
the Government of the United States ought to recognize the bel- 
ligerency of Cuba. I said that the money interest and the money 
power in this country prevented it. There is no mistake about it. 
But when the Senator says I wanted to interfere 

Mr. HOAR. That is another thine. 

Mr. TELLER. It is only the Administration that has been 
talking about interferring. We have been told for months that 
the Administration was about to interfere. I deny the right of 
the Government to interfere, except that they are ready to goto 
war with Spain. But I said you can settle the Cuban question by 
simply saying there is a state of war; we recognize you as having 
belligerent rights. That is all I said. 

Mr. HOAR. Well, the point I am talking about is the way the 
Senator talks about people who differ with him, his usual speech. 
Whether it was interference or the recognition of belligerency or 
not, he said that those who opposed this policy were governed by 
the money power. 

Mr. TELLER. I believe that. 

Mr. HOAR. Who settles the policy of this country except the 
two Houses of Congress? If the policy of this country is governed 
by the money power, his associates in this Chamber are governed 
by the money power or the Administration at the other end of the 
Avenue is. Then the Senator praised himself and said he was 
sorry he could not say it for all other Senators, but that he was a 
gentleman who was not inthe habit of using harsh phrases. Then 
I wrote down from his lips these two or three sentences: First, 
that something or other was made by robbery. I have heard him 
talk about the crime of 1873 again and again. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will find in the RecorpD any- - 
where that I ever referred to the act of 1873 as the crime of 1873, 
I will give to any charitable institution that he will pick out a 
hundred dollars. 

Mr. HOAR. Will you give it in 44-cent silver or in standard 
money? [Laughter.] I wonder if there is any Senator in this 
body who ever heard the speeches the Senator from Colorado 

e about the venerable John Sherman and his financial policy? 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, I hope so. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, I hope so, too. 
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Now, Mr. President, passing on, for I have only one or two 
observations more to make, the Senator says that he thinks if his 
policy is adopted silver will be equal to its worth when the con- 
tract was made, as I understand him, by which these bonds were 


to be paid. Then, how is this bondholder to oppress anybody, and 
what is the use of making any declarations on the subject? 

If the Senator really believes, in the face of the history of the 
past twenty years and the legislation of foreign countries, includ- 
ing Japan, including now, Il am sorry to say, India, that we can 
get by the free coinage of silver by this country alone silver up to 
its value, its equal to gold at the then ratio when the contract 
was made, how is anybody going to be oppressed, and what is the 
use of passing this resolution, I should like to know? 

You have got either to anticipate a condition of things by which 
in consequence of and under the legislation of the United States 
this depreciation of silver goes on and abides, in which case I say 
that the policy of this resolution is a breach of the faith of the 
Government and will be destructive to all our industries, or you 
have got to face a condition of things where this whole matter is 
of no practical importance whatever. You have got to face one 
or the other. 

How does it hurt the Government or anybody else, if every debt 
in this country is to be paid out hereafter in gold coin, if the silver 
coin in which they say they have a right to be paid costs just as 
much and is of just as much value at the time the payment is 
made? On the other hand, if that is not the case, then you can 
not shrink, and I do the Senators on the other side the justice to 
say that they do not seem to want to shrink, from facing the music 
and marching up to the cannon’s mouth and saying, ‘‘ We will pay 
off this debt with less than the gold value.” 

Mr. STEWART. Will you let me make a statement? We do 
not want to shrink. The value of gold has been doubled. The 
country has been robbed. Wewant to have more money and less 
robbery; that is all. 

Mr. HOAR. That is the silver monometallist’s vocabulary. 

Mr. STEWART. That is not half of it. 

Mr. HOAR. I have heard that before. 

Mr. STEWART. It is not half of it. 

Mr. HOAR. I said nobody did shrink. Certainly the Senator 
from Nevada does not shrink. Why, he is expanding and ex- 
panding 

Mr. STEWART. I donot shrink from denouncing crime and 
never did. I do not shrink from denouncing the crime of 1873. 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly not. 

Mr. STEWART. Ido not shrink from denouncing the lies of 
the Republican party and the Democratic party when they said 
they were in favor of bimetallism and then legislated the other 
way. 

Mr. HOAR. That sounds natural. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not shrink from that. 

Mr. HOAR. Oh, no. 

_ STEWART. I do not shrink from denouncing rascality in 
any form. 

Mr. — That is just what I was saying. All that sounds 
natural. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not shrink from denouncing the gold 
men for robbing the depositors in banks and destroying the 
securities. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I decline to yield further. 

Mr. STEWART. Ido not shrink from any of those things. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not understand that after the defendant has 





pleaded guilt y he is entitled to address the jury in my time. 
Mr. STEWART. I denounce the judgment. I am not the 
guilty party at all. 


Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Colorado has undertaken, I will 
not use the phrase to taunt, but at any rate to call the attention 
of the country to what he describes as the condition of New Eng- 
land industries. All the New England industries of any great 
magnitude or importance are prospering at this moment. We 
hear every day—— 

Mr. TELLER. The cotton mills? 

Mr. HOAR. Let me make my statement. I say they are pros- 
pering, with a single exception. I am going to speak about that 
exception. 

Mr. TELLER. I did not understand the Senator to state an 
exception. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will understand it before I get 
through. The story which comes in the columns of the newspa- 
pers is of new enterprises started, of old mills that have been 
closed since the Democratic tariff was passed opened again, and 
in many cases an increase in the rate of wages. 

Now, there is one single exception, and that is the great cotton 
industry. The greatcottonindustry is the only considerable indus- 
try in regard to which no change was made by the recent yes id 
tariff. It is living under what is known as the Gorman or Wil- 
son tariff act to-day. But Iam bound in all frankness and candor 
to say, what the Senator from Colorado may not know, but other 


Senators undoubtedly do know, that the clause in the Wilson and 
Gorman tariff act was framed in general accordance with the 
desire of the cotton manufacturers. 

Mr. TELLER. I was quite aware of that. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. Itso happens, whatis not an unmixed 
evil, that that great industry is growing up also in the South; 
that the people of the South have discovered what I wish they had 
discovered years ago, that it is not a wise policy for them to raise 
a great agricultural crop and send its product a thousand or fif- 
teen hundred miles to be manufactured, and then bring back the 
manufactured product to be sold to them again at a profit at their 
own doors; that it is not a wise thing for a man who raises cot- 
ton in Georgia or South Carolina ot tiinatosianl or Texas to send 


his own crop 1,500 miles to be manufactured and then have it 
poses a back and sold to him again to wear in the form of a 
garment, 


That is the doctrine in substance of the protective tariff. That 
is exactly what the protectionist has been saying to the English 
workingman. “If you want to make up our American cotton or 
our American wool, we do not want to send it over to you 3,000 
miles across the sea and paya profit for carrying it, and then 
have the English manufacturer make it up and then have him 
send it back and get another profit for bringing it, to be used b 
the farmer of Illinois, when at the same time the farmer of Ilino 
is raising barrels of flour to exchange for a suit of clothes and 
sending that across the water also to feed those very workingmen. 
If you want to manufacture for the American people, if you want 
to make a coat or a pair of shoes for Americans, come over here 
and make them if they are to be made out of American leather, 
wool, or cotton.” 

It is not an altogether bad thing, in my judgment, that the peo- 
ple of the South have found that out; and I am glad, for one, that 
the hum of the spindle, the sound of the loom, and the music of 
the waterfall are being heard on the streams of North Carolina 
and South Carolina and Georgia. We have nothing to complain 
of. If we can not compete with you, we will do something else. 

But what we do complain of is this: That when we have got 
laws for the protection of our workmen, when we say, ‘‘ You shall 
not put the child into a factory unless he has been at least six 
months of the year at school, and you shall not put him intoa 
factory at all unless he has got to a fit age to endure that form of 
labor; you shall not use the power of capital to compel the work- 
man to work more than ten hours a day; and you shall have proper 
heating and ventilating appliances and proper securities against 
fire,” we do not want, if we can help it, to be brought into compe- 
tition with communities where they will not do those things, but 
where they go back to long hours and ill-ventilated buildings and 
childlabor. 

Just put your labor laws where you will, Iam sure—because I 
know that the humane policy will prevail among the statesmen 
of Georgia and of South Carolina—put your labor laws where hu- 
manity and propriety require them to be put, and we shall wel- 
come you to any competition. 

Thank God, our desires and our policies are something larger 
than to be bounded by any State lines or any local interests. We 
are New England men, but above all and beyond all we are 
Americans, and the poor colored laborer of Georgia or South Caro- 
lina, or the poor white,-is an American and is our brother, enti- 
tled to our respect and the fostering care of the Government as 
much as if he were in Maine or in Connecticut or in Massachu- 
setts. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to finish one more sen- 
tence? Then I will yield to him. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Very well. 

Mr. HOAR. Ihave but oneother thing tosay. I hope I donot 
misunderstand the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] in that, 
and I hope he did not misunderstand himself. I understood him 
to say that he did not believe in the sa bank system, and that 
he would rather have it where it would be governed by law and 
not by honor in their contracts. 

Mr. TELLER. I did not say anything of the kind, 

Mr. HOAR. Then, I am mistaken. 

Mr. TELLER. There will be found nothing of that kind in my 
remarks. What I said was that I was in favor of a Government 

are system. I certainly said that I did not believe with 
the inking of values that those banks could liquidate their 
debts, and that made me in favor of a system that would be abso- 
lutely secure to those people. 

Mr. HOAR. Did not the Senator say, in somany words, that he 


did not believe in the present State savings banks? I wrote the 
words down—that he did not believe in the present savings 

Mr. TELLER. Yes; I said that I did not believe in their 
vency. 

Mr. HOAR. He did not believe in them. 
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Mr. TELLER. I did not mean that I was to savings 
banks, but I did not believe that they were safe p for men to 
put their money, and therefore I wanted the United States Gov- 


ernment to come in and do that business. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not like that utterance of the 
Senator from Colorado as to the solvency of those banks. I think 
he is mi en. 

Mr. TELLER. I hope I am. : : 

Mr. HOAR. I hope you are, and I believe you are, knowing 
something about the matter. 

These savings banks, the Senator says, make loans on real estate. 
They do, a certain tage of their loans in my State and, I 
su in other States; but they only loan up to 60 per cent of 
the value of the land without the improvements upon it, and in 
nearly e case where a loan is made, it is made where there is 
a dwelling house or other valuable building upon the land. They 
are examined most carefully by able commissioners, and it is 
almost never, even in the hardest times, that a Massachusetts 
savings bank fails or that a Massachusetts savings bank loses any- 
thing by one of its securities or loans, and I presume my friend 
from Connecticut [Mi, PLatT) will say the same thing about his 
State. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Certainly. ; 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, there is, as I have said, substan- 
tially never a loss, and there is substantially, with little exception, 
never a mismanagement. The people are alive, the legislatures 
are alive, the statesmanship of those States is alive to the impor- 
tance of these institutions to their entire community. But, Mr. 
President, there is something better at the bottom of these savings 
banks even than legal securities and restraints. The bedrock of 
those institutions is in the sentiment of honor and good faith 
which prevails in the communities where they are established. 

You do not find the managers of those institutions saying that 
if they have promised to make payment in a particular commodity, 
and with one hand they can strike down the value of that com- 
modity and make it worthless, honor and good faith and virtue 
allow them still to hold the poor creditor to the bargain he has 
made. 

Mr. President, I do not charge the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER], Ido not charge the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY}, 
I do not charge the Senators on either side of this Chamber wit 
an intentional violation of public faith. What I did charge, and 
what I repeat, is this: That the policy which they have avowed, 
by its logic and in its unquestionable meaning, is a policy which 
counsels this — to dishonor and to a violation of public faith; 
and they are seeking to commend that policy to the prejudices, 
not to the reason, of the people by.seeking to excite class against 
class, section against section, occupation against occupation, the 
poor —- the rich, and the laborer against the employer. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me just to read the con- 
clusion of the paragraph which the Senator from Massachusetts 
read as to a ition? 

Mr. PLA’ T of Connecticut. Allow me to make a ~~ expla- 
nation. I had the floor at the time the Senator from Massachu- 
setts desired to reply to the Senator from Colorado. The Senator 
from Massachusetts has occupied more time than I supposed he 
would, and as there is a Senator who desires to follow me this 
afternoon I can not yield for any further discussion. 

Mr. TELLER. I will not make any discussion if the Senator 
will let me read one paragraph. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. All right. 

Mr. TELLER. It is from a ih made by me in February, 
1895, which the Senator from husetts has done me the 
favor to read in part. I will read what I then said: 

The that up from t+ mone institutions that we are 
about hy A into mptcy, ee eoetees i the nation by not 
meeting eee a false cry and a vicious attempt to alarm the 

——_ lnot be 
t, 


our 
le; but the frightened nor lose confidence in the ability 
of the Governme nm pay its debts according to its contracts. 


every dollar that this Government owes will be paid— , 


I did not say, as the Senator suggested, “‘ payable,” but I said 
“it would be paid ”"— 4. 


It will be paid in the money, too, that is the highest money of the world. 
It will be pala in or its equivalent in gold. whether that be silver or 
paper. e have con! not that it shall be paid in depreciated 
money, but in sane. It is and any man who makes the state- 
ment is untru’ when he says that the Senators who stand for silver want 
to pay in cheap and degraded money. We want to make the silver dollar the 
equal of the gold dollar. Then we yin that. We know the way 
to make it the equal is to use it function that the gold dollar 
has. Give it the same privileges it will be the equal of gold. 


Mr. President, there is considerable more that I said at that time, 


but I will not readit. I ane goon to say that I believe it would 
bring up the price of silver bullion if we could open the mints to it. 
Mr. AN. Mr. President—— 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I beg the Senator that he will 
not detain me further 
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Mr. TILLMAN. I will beas brief as Ican. I merely ask to 
put in as close juxtaposition as ible to the speech of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] a brief statement, which I 
asked the Senator to allow me to make during his speech. He 
courteously said he would prefer for me to wait until he got 
through; but I did not expect to be taken off the floor and kept 
off entirely. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I have had the floor for the last 
two hours, and I should like to say something. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But the Senator has been so courteous to 
others, that I hope he will not refuse a similar courtesy to me, 
and probably what I want to say I can say in three minutes. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Very well; I will give the Sena- 
tor three minutes. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do not want to take three minutes, but I 
will try to be as brief as possible. 

The Senator from Massachusetts alluded to the disparity in the 
laws governing the factories in New England and in the Sonth, 
and he gave that as a reason why South Carolina, North Carolina, 
Georgia, and the other States of the South which are manufactur- 
ing cotton are competing with New England upon conditions that 
are unfair to New England. Now I wish to say that—— 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator misunderstood me. WhatIsaid was 
that if they in those States would make their laws like ours we 
should welcome competition. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Whether you welcome it or not, I suppose 
you will have to stand it, because I do not think the country is 
going to get up any protective tariff within this Union for the 
benefit of New England. You can protect her from outside com- 
petition but not from inside competition. But, however, that is 
not what I was going to say, for that is, of course, apparent to 
everyone. 

The Senator spokeof the fact that we invited foreigners to make 
shoes or anything else they wanted to make and sell! to the Amer- 
ican people, and the inference was inevitable that the protective 
tariff is made to protect American labor. 

Now, I wish to call the Senator’s attention and that of the Sen- 
ate and of the country to the fact that there are not less than 
80,000,000 people in this country who are engaged in agricul- 
ture, whose surplus is exported and sold in the markets ef the 
world upon a gold basis, and there is no protection whatever to 
them. The cotton planter of the South competes with the rice- 
eating East Indian and Egyptian, and the wheat grower of the 
West competes with the pauper labor of Russia, Argentina, and 
of India, and the Southern cotton planter and the Western wheat 
grower have to compete with those pauper laborers in the markets 
of London. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, ever since this 
resolution was introduced by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER] I have been trying to find out what was its purpose and 
what necessity existed for its consideration and passage. Tho 
Senator from Colorado yesterday asked what objection there was 
to the resolution, and 1 said that when I came to make a few re- 
marks I should ask what reason there was that it should be intro- 
duced and pressed at the presenttime. I have listened since then 
to the Senator from Colorado and have utterly failed to hear any 


| reason from him why the time of the Senate should be occupied 
| with the consideration of this resolution, or any statement from 


him as to what was to be gained by its passage. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] said, when he called the 
resolution up, that he had no disposition to thrash over old straw. 

Unless this resolution means something different from what it 
did in 1878, it is very old and very moldy straw; unless it means 
something different from what it meant when it was passed twenty 
years ago, there can not be the slightest reason for asking the Sen- 
ate to reaffirm it. And yet in some way the resolution seems to 
havea mysterious meaning. For those of our friends whoare called 
silver-coinage men it has been made a legal tender whenever there 
has been a discussion of this subject here, as if the passage of this 
resolution in 1878 signified that this body and the other branch of 

Yongress were at that time in favor of the free and unlimited 
coinage of silver. 

It has been shown very clearly, Mr. President, by the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson] that that was not the meaning of this 
resolution at that time; that it was not understood by this body, 
at least when that resolution passed in 1878, that it was to be con- 
strued as a declaration in favor of the unlimited coinage of silver, 
and to attempt to make it do duty asa declaration made twenty 
years ago by this body in favor of the free and unlimited coinage 
of silver is to give it a meaning and construction which it did not 
have at that time. 

If the resolution only means now what it meant in 1878 there is 
no occasion for passing it. Wedo not need to abolish morning 
prayer, Mr. President, and substitute in place of it the reading of 
this resolution every morning. It is twenty years since it passed. 


from making the few remarks I desire to | and the circumstances at that time were entirely different from 


circumstances under which the resolution is now reintroduced 
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and pressed upon the consideration of the Senate. In fact, it had 
no force or effect as law then, and it will have no force or effect as 
law if passed now. 

I said the conditions were different. There were no silver dol- 
lars being coined at that date. There were no standard silver 
dollars of legal-tender quality in the country at that date, practi- 
cally. Whenthecoin of the United States was referred to, it could 
not have been understood even then in popular parlance to mean 
silver coin. The silver dollar at the time of the passage of this 
resolution had a gold value of 90 to92 cents. To-day it has a gold 
value of 44 cents only. At the time of the passage of that resolu- 
tion there was pending in the Senate a bill, which had come here 
from the House of Representatives, providing for the free coinage 
of silver. That bill had been amended in committee and was 
pending in the Senate for a limited coinage of silver. 

It was under those circumstances that the resolution was brought 
forward and passed. If it meant anything with the relation to 
the policy of this Government for the coinage of silver, it meant 
that it would not be in violation of the public faith or in deroga- 
tion of the rights of creditors to order a limited coinage of silver, 
such as was proposed in the bill then pending before the Senate. 
Tt could mean that, and nothing more. Now the circumstances 
are changed. Four hundred and seventy million of silver dollars 
have been coined since that date, and we are still coining them. 
We have coined 10,000,000 of them in the last five or six months 
since this Administration came in. Wehave nearly five thousand 
tons of silver lying in the Treasury of the United States, which 
the law calls for the coinage of, and that law is being executed 
all the while. 

Now, what does this resolution mean when it says: 

And that to restore to its coinage such silver coins as a legal tender in pay- 
ment of said bonds, principal and interest, is not in violation of the public 
faith nor in derogation of the rights of the public creditor. 

If the resolution means anything, Mr. President, it means a 
declaration on the part of the Senate that now, with 450,000,000 
of legal-tender standard silver dollars already coined and with 
from four to five thousand tons of silver bullion in the Treasury 
that is to be coined, we shall declare in the Senate that the cor- 
rect policy of this Government is that it shall embark upon the 
free and unlimited coinage of silver without reference to the as- 
sistance of other countries of the world. 

We were told when this resolution was introduced that it was 
harmless. It has been necessary to question the advocates of the 

resolution and to hold them sharply to the question aimed to 
ascertain what the real meaning of the resolution was, what the 


effect of the resolution might be, what construction the friends | 


of the resolution would put upon it after it was passed, and after 
questioning some of the advocates of the resolution, among them 


the Senator who reported it, they have stated that they under- | 


stand the last clause of the resolution to mean the free and un- 
limited coinage of silver; something that it did not mean when it 
was passed twenty years ago. 

Now, I wish to say, Mr. President, that if that is the meaning 
of this resolution, if, perchance, it shall pass and after that the 


country is to be told that the Senate of the United States has | 


declared that it is now in favor of the free and unlimited coinage 
of silver by the United States alone, it is not fair that the ques- 
tion should be presented by this resolution. The fair thing to do 
is to present a resolution tothateffect. It may be hoped to obtain 
votes for this resolution which could not be obtained for a resolu- 
tion declaring the policy of this country to be the free and unlim- 
ited coinage of silver. I donot believe that a resolution declar- 
ing that it is the policy of the United States, without the coopera- 


tion of other nations, to attempt the free and unlimited coinage | 
of silver can pass this body, and I challenge the advocates and | 


supporters of this resolution, if its meaning is that we are to com- 
mit ourselves asa body to the free and unlimited coinage of silver, 
that they try that issue directly, that they get no votes for this 
resolution upon any pretense that it means something else. 

Let us meet this issuesquarely, Mr. President. If the advocates 
of this resolution, a twenty-year old resolution, passed under dif* 
ferent circumstances and conditions, desire now to give it a con- 
struction, and to tell the country that it means that the Senate is 
in favor of the freeand unlimited coinage of silver, let them make 
that issue squarely, and I tellthem that it is very doubtful whether 
the resolution will pass. 

Mr. President, with the exception of France, the United States 


have to-day practically the only bimetallism in the world. France | 
and the United States are the only two countries in the world | 


where the silver dollar and the gold coin representing a gold dol- 
lar pass current at equal values. For one, I want to maintain 
that condition of our currency. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator pardon me for one moment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Connecti- 
ent yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BACON. 
taken to this extent. 


are over 100,000,000 silver dollars that 

Mr. ALLISON and Mr. CHANDLER. That is true. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Suppose that to be the case; I 
may not have been entirely accurate; I had reference to France 
because France maintains as large a volume of legal-tender silver 
currency as we do, or larger. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Larger. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Perhaps not larger in relation to 
its gold holdings. I think not. I think it is about the same 
amount, about the same proportion, in relation to its gold hold- 
ings, that we maintain. Idesire tocontinue that relation of things. 

I will not speak of this matter from a party standpoint. I believe 
that all men who hold the Government honor dear, who believe that 
character either in man or government is respected and to be re- 
spected, desire that that condition of things shall continue. Since 
this resolution was passed in 1878 that has been the declaration of 
the Congress of the United States, not a partisan declaration, but 
a declaration of a majority of the Congress of the United States, 
without relation or reference to partisanship, and it makes an en- 
tirely different condition at present from what existed at the time 
the resolution was originally passed. 

Four different whereases explain the resolution and the reasons 
for it when it was originally passed. It was recited that whereas 
in the act of 1869, an act to strengthen the public credit, it was 
declared that all the interest-bearing obligations of the Govern- 
ment were payable, principal and interest, in coin; and whereas 
later, in the refunding act of 1870, it was declared that the bonds 
then to be issued were to be redeemable in coin of the standard 
value; and whereas subsequently, in the resumption act, it was 
provided that bonds authorized by the act of 1870 only were to be 
issued; therefore— 

All the bonds of the United States issued or authorized to be issued under 
the said acts of Congress hereinbefore recited are payable, principal and 
interest, at the option of the Government of the United States, in silver dol- 
lars of the coinage of the United States containing 412} grains each of stand- 
ard silver. 

That was the first proposition, and, as I have already said, in 
view of the fact that there were no silver dollars being coined, 
that there was no authority at that time (1878) for the coinage of 
a silver dollar, and that a proposition was pending in the United 
States for the purpose of providing for alimited coinage of the silver 
dollar, it was further resolved— 

That to restore to its coinage such silver coins as a legal tender in pay- 
ment of said bonds, — and interest, is not in violation of the public 
faith nor in derogation of the rights of the public creditor. 

But, Mr. President, after that resolution passed. after the Bland- 
Allison Act followed it immediately, by which, on Government 


at a parity with gold. 


| account, we coined not less than two millions and not more than 


| four millions per month from 1879 up to 1890, and after the pas- 
sage in 1890 of the measure known as the Sherman Act, by which 
the amount to be coined annually was extended to 4,500,000 
ounces per month, or 54,000,000 ounces per year, there sprang up 





I think the Senator from Connecticut is mis- 
If I am not misinformed, in Germany there 


in this country a fear that if the coinage of silver were continued 
| until the coined silver in the country far exceeded the amount of 
gold that could be held in the country, we could not, with its de- 
preciated commercial price, maintain it at a parity with gold. 
That was present in the mind of Congress when it passed the act 
of 1890 extending the coinage of silver from 2,000,000 ounces to 
4,500,000 ounces per month, and this clause was added to the act: 

It being the established poiey of the United States to maintain the two 
metals on a parity with each other upon the present legal ratio, or such ratio 
as may be provided by law. 

That was the declaration of the Government in 1890. I do not 
remember the vote upon it. Ido not remember that there was 
any separate vote upon it; but I undertake to say that without 
distinction of party that declaration commanded the universal 
assent of this body and of the other House. All that since 1878; 
and then when the purchasing clause of the Sherman Act was 
repealed there was another declaration. That was not a political 
declaration. It was reported by the chairman of the Finance 
| Committee, a Democrat, a Democrat of Democrats, Senator Voor- 

hees, of Indiana, and it met, so far as I remember, no adverse criti- 
cism in this body. Let me read it: 

And it is hereby declared to be the policy of the United States to continue 
the use of both gold and silver as standard money, and to coin both gold and 
silver into money of equal intrinsic and exchangeable value, such equality to 
be secured through international agreement or by such safeguards of legis- 
lation as will insure the maintenance of the parity in value of the coins of 
the two metals and the equal power of every dollar at all times in the mar- 
kets and in the payment of debts. And it is hereby further declared that 
the efforts of the Government should be steadily directed to the establish- 
| ment of such a safe system of bimetallism as will maintain at all times the 
equal power of every dollar coined or issued by the United States in the mar- 
kets and in the payment of debts. 
| Both of those declarations are subsequent to the passage of the 
resolution in 1878. 

Mr.STEWART. Ishouldlike to askone or two questions which, 
I hope, will bring us nearer together on this matter. I ask the 
Senator, first, how the Governmentof the United States use money? 


It is hereby declared to be the policy of the United States to continne the 
use of both gold and silver as standard money. 
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Now, how do they use it, I ask. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not know of any way that 
they use money—— 

r. STEWART. Except to pay debts. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Except in the payment of debts. 
If the Senator will permit me—— 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I understand that the use by a 

vernment of money of different metals with legal-tender qual- 
ities at the standard prescribed by law constitutes bimetallism. 

Mr. STEWART. Iam notasking that. Iask how the Govern- 
ment uses it. It uses it to pay debts. That is the only use there 
can be. 

Now, I ask the Senator how it would injure the parity to pay 
out silver for debts? You say we are bound to maintain the par- 
ity. If we pay debts with it, as the declaration says we must, how 
will that destroy the parity? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If the Senator and his friends 
would cease their agitation for the free and unlimited coinage of 
silver, and cease frightening the people of this country as to the 
consequences which would follow that, I will agree with him that 
it would not hurt anyone to pay out the silver which we now have 
on hand. 

Mr. STEWART. We will work on this until we get our rights. 
But the Senator objects to doing with silver just as this same act 
declares. This act says it is the policy of the United States to 
maintain the parity, and declares that it is the policy to pay it 
out, to use it. Why is this law quoted against the resolution 
under consideration? The resolution under consideration pro- 

ses to do exactly what the statute declares it is the policy of the 
Government to do, to use both gold and silver. That is all the 
resolution says. : 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Oh, no; this is not a resolution 
that it is the policy of the Government to use both gold and sil- 
ver. It is a resolution which declares it is the policy of the Goyv- 
ernment to use silver. 

Mr. STEWART. To use either. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; to use either; that they have a right to 
pay out either. There is no doubt about it. The statute is de- 
claratory of that resolution. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
resolution: 

That to restore to its coinage such silver coinsasalegal tender in payment 
of said bonds, principal and interest, is not in violation of the public faith 
nor in derogation of the rights of the public creditor. 

What does the Senator from Nevada understand that means? 

Mr. STEWART. I understand it means just whatit says. I 
understand it means that it is right and proper for the Govern- 
ment of the United States to pay according to contract. I under- 
stand that it means that the people of the United States mean to 
be honest. 

Now, I have heard a good deal said about honesty. I want to 
ask a few questions about it. If your side is honest, why did you 
commit the crime of ’73? If your side is honest, why have you 
told the people ever since, on the stump and in every one of your 
platforms, that you would restore silver and wipe out the crime 
of °73, and have lied about it when you have come to legislate? 
If you are honest, why did you do that? If your side is honest, 
why did you sell $262,000,000 of bonds for $30,000,000 less than 
bre market value? Why did you do all these things if you are 

onest? 


Zhis is the declaration of the 


If your side is honest, why have you doubled the value of money | 


by restricting its volume, and thereby have broken most of the 

— If your side is honest, why do you ruin the savings 

anks 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I really prefer to make my speech. 

Mr. STEWART. Justa word on the question of honesty, while 
we are on it. If your side is honest, why ruin the savings banks? 
They have in round numbers two billions of deposits, and just 
about 30 per cent is on taxation, bonds of various kinds. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Ican not yield to the Senator from 
Nevada to make a speech. 

Mr. STEWART. Ten hundred million dollars on real estate, 
and you have taken one-half of the value of it, depreciated it. 
Your savings banks can not close out now on an average and pay 
25 cents on the dollar on account of your great honesty. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut 
declines to yield further. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator from Connecticut was standing 
there quietly, if the Chair had not said anything. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Senator from Nevada can 
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Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Senator neither hears any- 
thing nor heeds anything. He can not cease interrupting. You 
can notstop him. He will allow no one tomakeaspeech without 
interjections and interpolations and charging dishonesty and im- 
proper motives. 

Mr. STEWART. Why does not the Senator interrupt me? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I have too much respect for my- 
self to interrupt any Senator when he is speaking to charge him 
with dishonest and dishonorable motives and purposes. That is 
the reason why I do not do it. 

Now, the Senator, I think, was asked yesterday—and if he was 
not, his colleague, the Senator from Colorado | Mr. TELLER], was 
asked—whether he would vote to append to the resolution the dec- 
larations made in the act of 1890 and the act of 1893, that itis the 
policy of the United States to maintain the parity of the two met- 
als and so to treat them and so to legislate that each of them shall 
have the same purchasing and the same debt-paying power in the 
United States and in the markets of the world. The answer was 
that he would not. That shows the character of the resolution. 
It is intended to override the declaration which has already been 
made solemnly by Congress, made without party division, made 
without party dissent, that it is the established policy of the Gov- 
ernment to maintain the parity of the metals and to 

Mr. STEWART. When was that declaration made without 
party dissent? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The one in 1890, and in 1893. 

Mr. STEWART. As to the one in 1893, it took three months to 
jamitthrough. The onein 1890 was different from the one in 1893. 
The one in 1890 was a mere recital. After having passed a law to 
more than double the quantity to be purchased, as a reason for 
increasing the purchase of silver, it was declared to be the policy 
to raise silver bullion, not coin, to a parity with gold. That was 
the excuse for more than doubling the purchase. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Senator from Nevada voted 
for the act of 1890 and against the act of 1893, and in the act of 
1890 it was provided, with his assent and approval: 

It being the established policy of the United States to maintain the two 
metals on a parity with each other upon the present legal ratio or such ratio 
as may be provided by law. 

Mr. STEWART. Everybody understood that that was threwn 
in asa reason for doubling the purchase of silver. It was ger- 





mane to it, and the construction that is put upon it is an after- 





thought. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I venture to say if that language 
be proposed as an amendment tothe pending resolution the Sena- 
tor from Nevada will not vote for it as an amendment. 

Mr. STEWART. I will, if you will put ‘‘metals” in and put 
it in as a reason why you doubled the purchase of silver in 1890, 
to bring the metals to a parity. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. This whole question narrows it- 
self down to a single issue—that is, it does with people who fairly 
discuss it—and that issue is this: Can the United States, under 
the present conditions, issue a silver dollar worth only 44 cents 
of gold value, resort to free coinage, and still continue to keep all 
the dollars and all the coins of the United States upon an equality 
as to debt-paying and purchasing power? 

Mr. STEWART. Ido not want to interrupt the Senator, but 
I should like to ask him another question. I want to know if he 
ever heard of a piece of money, whether it was stamped on paper 
or on metal, in any country, in any age, that was full legal tender 
for all purposes, the payment of all debts, public and private, 
which was not as good as any money in circulation in that coun- 
try and at that time? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
about that at all. 

Mr. STEWART. Tell me. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I will, if the Senator will allow 
me to go on a little while before he asks another question. 

I agree that if this Government should, in the exercise of the 
legal-tender power, by action of Congress, agree to coin tin chips 
and stamp them as a dollar, it could, while that coinage was kept 
at a very limited amount, maintain them at an equal debt-paying 
power with the gold dollars or the silver dollars. But everybody 
knows, and the Senator from Nevada knows it as well as anybody 
else, that when that kind of coinage became redundant; when 
there was no demand for it to pay Government dues, the Govern- 
ment having agreed to accept it, then its value would fall to the 
value of tin chips; and that it is as true of silver as it is of tin. 

There is no country in the world in which the coinage of silver 
is free and unlimited where silver does not constitute the only 
money in circulation, all the gold money having been driven out. 
The United States will prove no exception to that rule. When 
the mints are opened, when there is no limit to the coinage of 


Oh, yes; there is not any trouble 


not hear anything when he gets to speaking. I wil! not say he | silver, when its volume largely exceeds the volume of gold in the 


does not know anything. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Nor heed anything. 


ws would have an issue, 


country. then it will fall, as we believe, to its commercial value. 
Mr. STEWART. I hope the United States will form no ex- 


Mr. STEWART. I wish the Senator would say that, and then —— to the ey md resulting from that rule. 





PLATT of Connecticut. But, Mr. President, the Senator 
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from Nevada and his friends talk about misery and disaster and 
distress and enslavement and ruin as the result of what they call 
the maintenance of the gold standard. I want to tell them that 
when this Government has two measures of value, which signify 
different things and measure differently, all the distress pe the 
anguish and the misery and theenslavement which the Senator has 
conjured up in his mind will be as nothing to what will occur when 
that takes place; that for a government to have two measures of 
value at the same time, measuring different amounts, each legal, 
will be found to be worse than pestilence and famine combined. 

That is the question. 

If the Senator from Nevada and the Senator from Colorado and 
the other advocates of free silver coinage can convince me that 
we can open the mints of this country to the unlimited coinage of 
silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, and keep 44 cents’ worth of metal, as 
it is to-day, at the debt-paying and purchasing power of 100 cents, 
I will vote for the free coinage of silver and do it gladly. But the 
experience of the world is against them; the experience of civili- 
zation is against them; all history is against them, and we do not 
believe that it can be done. 

Believing that the inevitable result of the free coinage of silver 
must, as soon as the volume is increased so that it is larger than 
the volume of gold—at least so soon—put gold to a premium, we 
are opposed to the free coinage of silver by the United States 
alone. If that can be accomplished by a consensus and agree- 
ment of the commercial nations of the earth, no man will be hap- 
pier than I. I do not think, however, that when the Senator 
from Nevada and other Senators say gold has appreciated a hun- 
dred per cent in the last twenty years they are correct. The idea 
of the free coinage of silver rests upon two propositions, neither 
of which, in my judgment, is correct. 

The one is that there is not gold enough in the world for the 
money uses of the world, and that there has been a steady appre- 
ciation of gold, marked and evidenced by a coincident depression 
of everything else, and that, therefore, it is perfectly right to pay 
a debt which was made twenty years ago with one-half of the 
gold which the debt signified at that time. 

That is the first proposition on which their contention rests and 
must rest. 

The second is that we can resort to the free and unlimited coin- 
age of silver in this country without destroying the parity of the 
two dollars, without making the silver dollar less inits purchasing 
and debt-paying power than the gold dollar. I do not believe in 
either proposition. 

Mr. President, the debts of this country average about eight and 
one-haif years. The mortgage debts of this country average less 
than eight and one-half years. In my judgment, whatever may 
have been the scarcity of gold until the year 1888, whatever may 
have been its appreciation before that time, there has been none 
since, and within the period when the average debts of this coun- 
try have been contracted there has been not only no appreciation 
of gold, but if there has been any change it has been a deprecia- 
tion of gold. 

Assertion, Mr. President, does not = anything. Byiterating 
and reiterating the statement that gold has appreciated, that every- 
thing else in comparison with it has depreciated in price, no proof 
is made of it. Eighteen hundred and eighty-eight was ten years 
ago. Letus take that asastarting point. The average annual 

yroduction of gold in the world for the three previous years had 
xn $107,378,566. The increase in the ten years since then (I 
estimate for 1898) over the average annual production of gold in 
the world at that time has not been less than $675,000,000. 

Mr. TELLER. In how long? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Inten years. ° 

Mr. STEWART. Where do you get the statistics? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I have them. 

Mr. STEWART. Where? They have not been kept in any 
part of the world. You ought not to give Preston’s guesses. He 
is out of office now and can not guess any more. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Nobody disputes—— 

Mr. STEWART. Ido. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Nobody disputes, I understand, 
the figures of the production of gold in the world. 

Mr. STEWART. Ido. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Government figures as to 
the amount of gold in this country are disputed, but all statisti- 
cians agree that these figures as to the annual production of gold 
in the world are correct. I was not going to trouble the Senate 
with figures, but I believe I willdo so. In 1886 the production was 
$106,163,900; in 1887,$105,774,900; in 1888, $110,196,900. The aver- 
age is $107,378,566. 

The increase in 1889 was $16,110,633; the increase in 1890 over 
the average was $11,470,567: in 1891 it was $23,271,433; in 1892, 
$39,436,533; in 1893, $49,909,033; in 1894, $73,247,533; in 1895, $91,- 
925,567; in 1896, $95,577,433: in 1897, $132,621,433, and in 1898 itis 
estimated at $142,621,433. Thatis an increase of $676,191,598 in 
ten years over the average annual production of the world prior 
to that time. 





Mr. President, I undertake to say that there has been no such 


increased demand for money in the country during the t ten 
years; that there has been no proportionate increase in the busi- 
ness of the world in the past ten years; that there has been no 
such proportionate increase in the population of the world during 
the last ten years, and that is the basis upon which our friends 


say that we must calculate the need of money. 
r. ALDRICH. Will it interfere with the gentleman from 
Connecticut if I make a suggestion? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Not at all. I wish to say one 
thing more. There has been aless need percapita for money than 
there was ten years ago because other forms of exchanges are 
more largely used than they were ten years ago. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to suggest to the Senator from 
Connecticut that if it is true, as claime & the Senator from Ne- 
vada and his friends, that there has been an appreciation in the 
value of gold the same appreciation has taken place in the value 
- — under our existing system, and that in order to get the 

nefit-—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to hear the Senator's 
statement. We can not hear him on this side. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Iwas suggesting to my friend from Connecti- 
cut that if there has been an appreciation in the value of gold, as 
claimed by the Senator from Savede and Senators upon the other 
side of the Chamber, there has also been under our existing sys- 
tem an appreciation in the value of silver and of all our currency. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator means money? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The money of the United States. 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly there is. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Now, in order to get the benefit of exemption 
from this appreciation it-will be necessary to have some cheaper 
currency. 

Mr. STEWART. And more of it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. To havea parting of company,in other words, 
of gold and silver. 

Mr. STEWART. No, no. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is exactly what the gentlemen are al- 
ways for. 

Mr. TELLER. Not at all. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If you shall divorce these two metals, how do 
you expect to have silver given an advantage in the payment of 
debts as compared with gold? 

Mr. STEWART. Let me answer that question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What good does itdo? Iam making the sug- 
gestion to the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator from Connecticut is not going 
to answer it. You do not want it answered on your side. Put 
the question to me and I will answer it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not feel authorized to do that in the time 
of the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. STEWART. I will answer it. If we give both metals 
equal privilege they will be on a parity with each other, as they 
were for four thousand years. 

I will state further, that it will take six thousand million dollars 
of new gold to get at a gold basis. There are $336,000,000 full 
legal-tender silver certificates, $6,000,000 of subsidiary coin, 
twenty-five hundred million dollars of uncovered paper. If you 
are going to get to a gold basis you must have six thousand mil- 
lion dollars, and you have — four thousand million dollars 
now. By making one country after another buy gold, you can put 
it up as — pes it up now, and put down the price of yo 

r. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. 
The rules of the Senate provide that a Senator desiring to inter- 
rupt another shall first address the Chair and obtain the consent 
of the Senator speaking. Now, we bimetallists do not intend to 
take much part in this controversy that has been going on here 
between the gold monometallists and the silver monometallists of 
this wears but I do wish that the debate may be carried on accord- 
ing to the rules of the Senate. Therefore, I ask that the rules 
“2 be observed. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order raised by the 
Senator from New Hampshire is correct. The Chair hopes that 
Senators will address the Chair when they desire to interrupt the 
Senator who is entitled to the floor. The Senator from Connecti- 
cut will proceed. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, in all the kinder- 
garten instruction which has been given us here in the Senate 
there has been an effort made to impress upon our minds the fact 
that it was not the kind of money that was important, that it was 
the quantity of money that was important, and that the volume 
of money being once established, if that volume was increased 
according to the expansion of population and the increase of 
business, eon ag and exact justice was done to all parties. Now, 
I want to apply that rule, which we have had so often dinged in 
our ears—— 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Do not interfere with my appti- 
cation, please. I want to apply that rule to the gold condition. 
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Taking the annual ——- 1d ten years ago, and taking 
the ianuens above the average production forthe ten years of this 
decade, we find an increase of $676,000,000 of gold. uses of 
gold have not largely increased in the last ten years. They are 
about, I imagine, what they were ten oars ago. At any rate, it 
is safe to say that there has an addition of gold to the world’s 
stock of gold money in the last ten years equivalent to$600,000,000, 
as applied to a stock of about thirty-five to thirty-eight hundred 
millions at the beginning of those ten years. I wish to say that 
there has been no such increase in population, that there has been 
no such increase in business, that there has been no increase in 
any of the conditions of life equal to that which require increased 
money. 

Mr BACON. I desire to ask the Senator from Connecticut a 
question, with his oe It is with reference to the direct 
application which he has just made that 1 desire to address the 
question. I understand the deduction which the Senator makes 
is that, by reason of what he considers the extraordin increase 
in the production of gold, there is an ample supply of that metal 
for the money uses of the world. I understand that to be the po- 
sition of the Senator. Am I correct? , ( 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Isay that there is, comparing con- 
ditions to-day with ten years ago, an equal supply of gold required. 

Mr. BACON. And that therefore there is no need of metal for 
money other than gold, the money of ultimate quality. I under- 
stand that to be the position of the Senator. * 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I have not said any such thing. 

Mr. BACON. I understand that to be the Senator's position. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Isaid otherwise, if the Senator had 
done me the honor to listen to me. 

Mr. BACON. I endeavored to do so. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I said if I believed we could en- 

in the free coinage of silver without the aid of other nations 
of the world and keep our silver coins of equal purchasing and 
debt-paying power with our gold coin, I would be most happy to 
do it, though I did not agree to the proposition that gold is appre- 
ciating at the present time. 

Mr. BACON. I understood the Senator, in the figures which 
he gave us, to be presenting the idea that the large increase in the 

uction of gold _— promise of an ample supply of that metal 
for the coinage of all money of ultimate redemption—of all stand- 
ard money. Of course, if that was not his design, then my ques- 
tion is not to the point. I very freely admit that. But I under- 
stood the Senator not only to make the statement, but to make the 
direct application of it by comparing it with the increased busi- 
ness of the country and the increased population of the country. 
Of course, if the application was not intended as I understood it, 
then the question is not pertinent. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I said that the first proposition 
upon which the advocates of free and unlimited coinage must 
stand is that at the present time gold is appreciating in value. I 
undertook to say that I did not believe that it was. If it is not, I 
can see no reason why they should demand the free and unlimited 
coinage of silver. 

The second proposition is that even if there may be at the pres- 
ent time an appreciation of gold in order to justify the free and 
unlimited coinage of silver, its advocates must show, and the bur- 
den of is upon them, that it can be engaged in by this coun- 

wi ¢ serious danger that the silver money have a less 
de paying and purchasing power than gold. 

If that is, as has been stated to-day, the belief of Senators, I can 
not understand the argument which has been made here for the 
last few days. If the Senators who are in favor of the free and 
unlimited of silver believe that they can open the mints of 
this country and permit the bullion owner who has silver which 
is now worth 44 cents of the gold value of a dollar to bring it to 
the mints and have it coined and have it then worth 100 cents 
gold value and keep that up interminably and forever and still 
maintain its debt-paying and aa at a parity with 
gold, I do not enttens what all this talk is about. I do not 
understand why I am interrupted to say that we are dishonest. I 
do not understand why it is said that we have robbed the — 
by doubling the value of gold. I do not understand why thi 
a is made m the bondholder. I do not understand why 
this attack is upon any creditor of the Government. 

If it is the a and the intention of the advocates of the free 
coinage of silver to make what is now 44 cents’ worth of silver 
equal to a hundred cents in gold value, what is the use in ng 
this resolution? What objection have they to the payment of our 
bonds in = Why do they want them paid in silver? Why 
a to the debtor for the free of silver? If we engage 
in and if it should turn out that the silver dollar 
would then have a hundred cents’ debt-paying and purchasing 
wer there would be worse disappointment in the ranks of the 
i agenty than there was when their candidate was defeated 


This is not the appeal that has been made to them. The appeal 


think he can support. 
a man make the ar 


purpose of paying a debt. 
nouncement I ever heard of it. 





that has been made to them is that it is righteous and just that 
they should have a dollar of a kind which would enable them to 

uire the creditor to take half of the face value of his debt in 
gold. That has been the argument that has been made all over 
the country. That is why the bondholder is attacked. That is 
why wealth is attacked. at is why the creditor is attacked, and 
anyone who has anything loaned is called a robber and a grabber. 
What sense is there in this attack unless there is to be a depreci- 
ated value in the silver dollar under free coinage in its debt-paying 


and purchasing power? 


Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Connecticut permit me a 


question? 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I had another idea in mind, but I 


will hear the Senator from Nebraska. 


Mr. ALLEN. The Senator makes a statement which I do not 
I have been pretty closely identified with 
ee coinage of silver and I have never yet beard 

ent that he wanted to take the money that 
y and in exchange value a full dollar for the 
I never heard it. This is the first an- 


the cause of the 


was not intrinsic 


Mr. TILLMAN. We have been accused of it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Over and over again, in the Sen- 
ate, when we have argued that the unlimited coinage of silver 
would put gold to a premium and drive it out of the country, 
we have been told what a blessing it would be to have it go toa 
premium and be driven out of the country and enhance the 
stock of gold in other countries. There can be no other con- 
struction put upon the language of the Senator from Nevada 
when he interrupted me. What is this appeal to the farmer 
who owes debts and mortgages on his farm? Everybody under- 
stands it. It is the hope that is held out to him that if we can 
have the free and unlimited coinage of silver he can pay his 
mortgage in silver when gold will be at a premium, and thereby 
he can in some sense get even with the man who loaned him the 
money. 

Oh, do not let us dodge issues, Mr. President. Thatis the issue. 
That is the issue of the next campaign. Now, we say that if, as 
we fear, that will be the result, if, as the experience of all time 
teaches, that will be the result, then it is not true that to resiore 
the free and unlimited coinage of silver coins and make them legal 
tender in the payment of Government or any other debts is not 
in violation of the public faith and in derogation of the rights of 
creditors. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, things may ba law 
which are not just. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Connecti- 
cut yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I just wanted to direct your attention to this 
phase of the subject, that while you are considering the rights of 
the creditor, who will be paid in a dollar cheaper than the dollar 
he loaned, you are oblivious to the rights of the debtor, who is 
made to pay ina dollar dearer than the dollar he borrowed, and 
whose product, say cotton, from which alone he can receive a dol- 
lar by its sale, has sunk so low that in comparison with the dollar 
which he borrowed he pays two bales of cotton where one would 
have paid the debt. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Now I commend the sentence and 
utterance of the Senator from South Carolina to the Senator from 
Nebraska. If he has never heard the claim made before that free 
coinage was to result in a cheaper dollar than the gold dollar, he 
has heard it now. 

Mr. ALLEN. I never heard that argument made in my life. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Senator has heard it now. 
man TILLMAN. That is not a fair interpretation of what I 
said. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. It misstates our position in every partic- 
ular. I do not say purposely; but it does. It is not a true state- 
ment of our position in this controversy. 

Mr. C DLER. Will the Senator from Connecticut yield to 
me a moment? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, it seems that this would be 
an appropriate place for me to say that the Senator also fails to 
state the position of the bimetallists. The Senator undertook to 
say a while ago that bimetallism was the use of both metals as 
coin money, and he said—— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Having the legal-tender quality. 
Mr. CHANDLER. He said we were a bimetallist country be- 
cause we used both metals as a legal tender. The Senator ought 
to have studied the subject sufficiently to know that it is a part, 
and an essential part, of the definition of the science of bimetal- 
lism that there must be the free coinage of both metals at the 
fixed ratio. There is no bimetallism without it. When the Sen- 
ator undertakes to state what the principle of binietillism is he 
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should state the whole of it and not leave out the fundamental 
part of it. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
shire and his other friends are trying to correct definitions as 


The Senator from New Hamp- 


they have existed for a hundred years. I undertake to say, with- 
out having looked at a dictionary on this subject, that if he will 
take the Century Dictionary, Worcester’s Dictionary, Webster’s 
Dictionary, the Standard Dictionary of the last editions he will 
find that the definition given of bimetallism is the use of two 
metals at a fixed ratio, each having legal-tender quality, and with- 
out reference to the amount of use of the metal. 

Mr.CHANDLER. As tosome of those dictionaries I might say 
as the Senator from Iowa said with reference to these resolutions. 
He said that they have become obsolete; that they were a very 
good principle when they were laid down and voted for. They 
came trom Ohio, the State of great ideas and great men, vieing 
with Virginia as the mother of Presidents; they were the creation 
of that great lawyer, Mr. Stanley Matthews; they were put in 
shape by the aid of the distinguished Senator from Iowa; they 
were adorned by the genius of President McKinley, and they were 
asserted as a principle. 

The Senator from Iowa says that principle is obsolete. I say 
any definition of bimetallism is obsolete, however the Senator 
from Connecticut may understand it, that leaves out of the defi- 
nition the fundamental proposition that there is involved in bimet- 
allism, as it is understood by everybody in modern times, the free 
coinage of both metals at the ratio fixed by law. Itis nota sys- 
tem, as Senator Sherman once said. Senator Sherman said here 
not long ago, having once said that gold and silver were God’s 
money, that it was a system of bimetallism by which we had gold 
as the standard and used silver for 10-cent pieces. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from New Hampshire will allow me 
to correct both Senators by stating that the word ‘ bimetallism ” 
did not occur originally in Webster’s Dictionary. It only appears 
in a later edition. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I can pardon very much to my 
friend from New Hampshire, who, with the zeal of a new convert, 
wishes to state his position, but I must insist that I did not hear 
him say ‘‘ Mr. President” when he interrupted me. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CHANDLER. I said it, and was recognized by the Chair, 
but the Senator was oblivious, being engaged in his own thought. 
[Laughter. \ 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I was going to say 
that things may be law which are not just. The Senator from 
Colorado says that there is nothing in this resolution — two 
propositions of law; that the law is that the bonds may be paid 
in silver, and that a law to restore free and unlimited coinage 
would not be any violation of the public faith nor any derogation 
of the rights of the creditor. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to call the Senator’s attention to the defini- 
tion of the word “‘ bimetallism” in the last edition of Webster’s 
Dictionary. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
self, Mr. President. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator can put it in as an addendum. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, I have not examined dictionaries 
to find the meaning of the word “‘ bimetallism,” but I find the 
definition given in the last edition of Webster’s Dictionary is as 
follows: 


The legalized use of two metals in the currency of a country at a fixed 
relative value. 


Mr. CHANDLER. That is a poor definition. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It may be a poor definition. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is not the whole definition, the Senator 
ought to know. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Senator is not satisfied with 
definitions unless he can make them himself. I venture to say he 
can not find a dictionary in the English language which says it is 
a necessary part of bimetallism that there shall be the free and 
unlimited coinage of both metals. I issue that challenge to him. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Undoubtedly, in a general sense, bimetal- 
lism is the use of both metals. The Senator was not delivering 
himself of a dictionary definition when he undertook to state what 
is bimetallism, and what was the claim of bimetallists when he 
said we had it in this country to-day, when he knew very well 
that the test of bimetallism—which we do not have in this coun- 
try, but which we want—is the free coinage of both metals ata 
ratio fixed by law. Now, the Senator produces a definition fur- 
nished him by the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts, and 
says that is the whole of the meaning of bimetallism. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I am not unaware of the defini- 
tion which the Senator from New Hampshire and his bimetallic 
friends have endeavored to amend the old definition of bimetallism 
into. Iam not insensible of that. What Isaid was not what the 
Senator from New Hampshire says I said, but it was that the 
United States and France have to-day the only possible practical 
bimetallism, and by that 1 meant just this: It is not bimetallism 


I am trying to make a speech my- 


when the coins of one metal do not circulate. The Senator, I 
think, will not disagree with me about that. 

If there is such a difference in value in the debt-purchasing and 
debt-paying power between the two metals so that only one of 
them is used, then there is no bimetallism at all; and if the free 
coinage of silver is to put a premium of 8 per cent on our gold coin- 
age and thereby prevent its circulation, there will be no bimetallism 
in the country where that condition of things exists;. but there 
will then be silver monometallism, and nothing else. I do not 
think I shall be misunderstood in that statement. 

I was remarking when interrupted that many things which 
might be law were not honorable or just; and when men in this 
world want to do a dishonorable and unjust thing what they dois 
to study the statute book and see how they can do it without 
making themselves amenable to the law; and when that is done it 
is the worst kind of injustice. 

It may be true, Mr. President, that the law as it stands to-day, 
technically construed, construed by means of all these four where- 
ases which precede this resolution, makes it legal to pay the bonds 
in silver coin. I do not dispute that. Ido dispute, however, that 
anybody who took any bonds or has ever taken any bonds in this 
country until since the year 1878 ever understood that it would be 
legal to pay them in silver. Neither the Government nor the man 
who purchased the bonds ever understood that that was the law. 

The Government, immediately after the tae ma of the act of 
1869, commenced to pay its interestin gold coin. The Govern- 
ment knew what the act of 1869 meant, and it acted on it. There 
is not a bond now in existence issued by the United States which 
has not been issued and payment made in gold; there has not 
been a dollar of interest paid upon one of these bonds by the Gov- 
ernment which has not been paid in gold; and there was not until 
this recent contention a suspicion on the part of anybody that it 
was not understood at the time the bonds were sold that the coin 
in which they were to be paid, principal and interest, was gold 
coin. There was not any other coin that could be meant in the 
popular estimation, unless the fractional coin. There was frac- 
tional coin in the country, but there was not legal-tender silver 
coin in the country. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say that I think the Senator is 
mistaken in saying that there was no silver legal-tender coin in 
the country. But does not the Senator know that in 1878, when 
the debate went on, it proceeded on the theory that we had the 
right to pay in gold or silver without reference to whether we 
had any then or not? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I know that was the contention 
¢ ene who passed the resolution. I will not deny that that is 

e law. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam not referring to the resolution, but I am 
referring to the discussion which took place on the act of 1878, 
which became a law February 28 of that year, called the Bland- 
Allison Act. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not know about the discus- 
sion of that law. I know when I turn to the Journal containing 
the proceedings when this resolution was I find many 
amendments saying that the bonds were by law payable in gold 
only, and many votes cast to that effect. 

r. President, it could not have been otherwise in the estima- 
tion of the people who took the bonds in view of these laws, up to 
the passage of that resolution at any rate, for whatever the Sena- 
tor from Colorado may say, he does not intend to say that there 
was then any considerable amount of silver. 

There was no silver circulating in the country, neither was there 
gold circulating in the country at that time, for both were at a 
premium. Fractional silver certainly did not circulate in 1869, 
when the statute was passed referring to coin. There was then 
neither gold nor silver circulating; both were at a premium, and 
the only coin obtainable in this country by the Government to 
pay the interest and principal was gold coin, for, as I have said, 
silver coin was not obtainable. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And the Government actually did pay in gold 


coin. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. When the act of 1869 to strengthen 
the public credit was , it was said that the bonds and inter- 
est-bearing notes were payable in coin, and the Government im- 
mediately paid in gold coin. From 1873 to 1878, five years, nearly 
six hundred millions of bonds were issued and gold was = for 
every one of them, and there was not any other legal-tender coin 
in the country except gold coin. 

Now, I say, Mr. President, that whatever the technical construc- 
tion of the law may be—and I do not dispute it—there was no man 
in the country between 1873 and 1878, when nearly $600,000,000 of 
our bonds were issued, whocould have supposed that the Govern- 
ment could pay in anything but gold coin, not but that it had the 
legal right to do so if it could find silver dollars to pay in—I am 
not disputing that—but the point to which I am coming is this: 


When the debtor and the creditor both understood the law to be 
otherwise, as they did, there can be no claim made, because the 
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law is upon interpretation found to be such that the creditor can 


not be paid in what has been called here to-day a cheaper dollar 
than the one which he let the Government have, that there is any 
ight or justice or honor in doing it. _ : 

o, Mr. President, we are not dealing with bondholders; we 
are not dealing with millionaires. It may not be a matter of 
much consequence if we owe a debt to a millionaire or a bond- 
holder whether it is ever paid or not in the estimation of our sil- 
ver friends. What we should have in view is the Government 
and the honor of the Government and the character of this Gov- 
ernment. We appropriate every year about thirty millions of 
interest to benaebaiess we oye every year about $500,- 
000,000 to pay the debts of the Government, and only thirty mil- 
lions of it to the bondholders. 

Something has been said about the pensioners. They are the 
real great bondholding class of this country. Each pension is 
a bond, and the annual payment is the interest the Government 
pays on that bond. We may not have to pay the principal, but 
we pay the interest each year, asif the pensioner held a Govern- 
ment bond. If you capitalize this debt due to the pensioners at 
8 per cent, how much will it be? It will be something like 
$3,500,000,000 or $4,000,000,000. 

Talk about paying $825,000,000 of bonds that are out, which 
Senators assure us it is right to pay in cheaper money than the 
money which was loaned! Did not the soldier loan something to 
the Government? He is the great bondholder, the great Govern- 
ment creditor, and what is to be meted out to the despised bond- 
holder is to be meted out to the soldier, and the mone which the 
Government pays him sabe | debtor of the land is paid in. 

Cheaper money! If you do not mean that, for heaven's sake stop 
using that phrase in the Senate of the United States. Every time 
that phrase is used it means a depreciated silver dollar to result 
from free coinage. Otherwise it no meaning whatever. In 
the year 1900, as the Senator from Colorado says, he is going to 
the people and they are going to believe that as the result of the 
unlimited free coinage of silver they will get some cheaper dollar 
in which to pay their obligations. 

Mr. President, I never yet heard that insolvency was a good 
thing. I never heard it was a benefit to a place to have a man 
fail and pay but 50 cents on the dollar and whether it be a bank; 
or a bondholder or a grabber who fails and settles with his credi- 
tors at 50 cents on the dollar, I have always supposed it was 
thought that it was a calamity in the community where such a 
thing occurred. But here it is held up to us that we would be 
blessed by a universal settlement of all the debts of the ay 
with a cheaper dollar; otherwise there is no meaning to this tal 
of a cheaper dollar. 

Oh, Mr. President, governments, like individuals, have charac- 
ters; and if there is any grander sight in this world to behold than 
the character of an upright, honest man, built up by acts of in- 
tegrity and honesty and uprightness, it is the character of a 

vernment built up from its beginnings by acts of integrity and 

onor and honesty, with no blot on the record; and if there is 
anything sadder in this world than to see a man who has achieved 
such a character throw it to the winds by a single dishonorable 
act, it is to see a great government that has built up a name for 
honesty, integrity, and nobility of character throw it to the 
winds by a single dishonorable act. God grant thatthat blot may 
never be put upon the character of our Government which would 
follow the making of a cheaper dollar in the United States. 

Mr. DANIEL obtained the floor. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I promised the Senator from Vir- 
ginia that I would only speak a short time thisafternoon. He de- 
sires to follow me and speak, and I have occupied more time than 
I desired or expected to. I therefore ask him if he would not 
prefer to go on to-morrow morning? 

Mr. DANIEL. I = gags the situation of the Senate, and I 
prefer to go on to-night. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Very well. 

Mr. DANIEL. Weare told, Mr. President, that we should not 
agitate the money question; we are advised that it unsettles busi- 
ness, that it destroys confidence, and thatit impedes the approach 
of the already belated prosperity. Ido not find that the gentlemen 
who preach this doctrine take any of it unto themselves. On the 
other hand, they are bold, aggressive, clamorous, and insistent that 
they shall be heard to fasten the gold standard upon the country. 
We have assemblages in Indianapolis which manifest no apprecia- 
tion of the ill effects of agitation. We have committees of Con- 
gress who seem to believe that the life of the Republic depends on 
agitation. 

We find in the Presidential message which was laid before this 
body upon its assembling the unfurling of the gold standard. It 
is lifted aloft now by standard bearers who have hitherto borne 
the banner of bimetallism. Weare toldin that document that there 
is nine hundred millions of outstanding paper currency in this 
country, and that the Government alone is obliged to make pay- 
ments of obligations in gold. Is not the cry against us of agita- 


tion simply a new and a gold-plated version of the old fable of the 
wolves ont the sheep? The wolves complained that it was only 
the barking of the dogs that destroyed confidence, stagnated busi- 
ness affairs, and menaced the vulpine brood. The dogs dismissed, 
the sheep departed to that peace which passeth all understanding. 

Neither I, Mr. President, nor any of my political associates make 
war on wealth. They are the great conservators and defenders 
of that wealth of this country out of which all wealth springs; 
they are the defenders of the value of the home; they are the 
defenders of the value of land; they are the defenders of the 
value of the farm upon which the mortgage rests. When they see 
that the bondholders, those with whom we are dealing here, at 
least, have all of their holdings absolutely exempted from any par- 
ticipation in the common burden of taxation, when they see them, 
with all that wealth which the distinguished Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. PLATT] says we are attacking, refusing to permit 
any Federal tax to assessed upon their incomes, we are re- 
minded of that material wealth in houses and land which is ex- 
empted from no taxation, either Federal or State, of that wealth 
which is gradually shrinking away under the burdens which have 
been placed upon it. 

The Senator from Connecticut can draw no ideal of the honor 
of a great republic that will not find a responsive spirit in my 
heart. No republic, however, can form for itself any higher ideal 
of honor than that which is entertained and promulgated by its 
worthy business men in their own affairs. It must get its teach- 
ings of honor from the conduct, from the principles, from the 
practices of those men of keen perceptions and of honorable 
thought and habit who conduct its business in their offices and 
in their homes. 

For my part, sir, I desire no higher model of what constitutes 
the honorable man than that which I find amongst my compan- 
ions in the various walks of life; and when the President of this 
country tells us that only the Government is obliged to pay its 
bonds in gold, that the rest of the people are perfectly free to do 
as they please, I am put upon inquiry to ascertain what honor is, 
and to ask those who may teach me why it is and for what reason 
we shall have a Government better, higher, nobler, and truer to 
principle than the people who created it and who pay taxes to 
support it, who indeed constitute it. For is this not a Govern- 
ment of the people? Should it not be by them and for them? 

There is no standard of morals for one man and another stand- 
ard for another man. There can be no standard of right and 
wrong for the Government and another and a lower standard for 
its people. That which I stand for is the universal honor and 
rectitude of men who make bargains and who expect to redeem 
them according to the terms thereof and the understanding with 
which they were made, and if there can be found in the Book of 
Books, in the codes of any enlightened nation of the world, or in 
the teaching of any man who has preached the moral doctrine of 
a higher model of honor than that, I shall be pleased to be intro- 
duced to it for the first time. 

Mr. President, it is strange, to my mind, that the Senator from 
Connecticut does not seem to be conscious that he himself is at- 
tacking this Government, is attacking the Congress of the country 
and the recognized interpretations of our laws, and is putting a 
deeper smirch upon it than can possibly be put upon it by those 
who correctly interpret the laws, and follow that true interpreta- 
tion. He says, or at least his words imply, that the laws which 
this Government has for the conduct of its public affairs contain 
in themselves some reprehensible and opprobrious creed. 

He contends that the resolutions of the Congress of the United 
States, passed almost unanimously in one body and with weight 
of numbers here, are in themselves open to the criticism of being 
prurient and reprehensible in their morals. What deeper stain 
could be put upon the character of this Government than to con- 
tend that the honorable men who supported those resolutions, 
who spread them upon these records, and who stand here for 
them now, have reproached the Government by passing them and 
are about again to commit the same offense? 

I was about to ask the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
a question or two, had it been his disposition to hear them at the 
time he was speaking, and I regret now to see that he is absent 
from the Chamber. But I shall endeavor to ask those questions 
argumentatively at least, and to answer them as it seems to me 
they should be answered. The Senator from Massachusetts con- 
tends that we should pay to the bondholders the same measure 
that we received from him. He asks, Shall we not measure out 
tothe bondholders that which they measured to us? That sounds 
upon its face as a very just and equitable appeal to fair-minded 
and intelligent men. 

Yet I undertake to say that if the Congress of the United States 
were to propose to do that thing, there is no one in this body who 
would more quickly resent the effort than the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts himself. He would say, if we were to offer to pay back 
to the bondholder exactly what we received from him, ‘‘ The bond- 
holder stands upon his contract.” May I not remind him that 
the great body of the bonds which constituted the public debt of 
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the United States were bought at an average of 60 to 65 per cent 
value in gold? May I not remind him that when this debate first 
occurred in the Congress of the United States twenty years ago, 
an honorable Senator upon this floor, Garrett Davis, of Kentucky, 
offered a resolution declaring that the equitable measure of pay- 
ment in coin was the value receivedin coin? It was voted down. 
It ought to have been voted down. 

I think the Senate was wise in rejecting it. Why? Because 
however hard the contract was, it was a contract, and as the 
creditor stood upon his contract, he had the right to do it and to 
enforce it. And to-day, Mr. President, if any member of this 
body would suggest the thought that you have aright to look be- 
yond the face of the bond for the measure of the payment and 
search for some loose equity that might spring up in the minds 
of men here and there, there is no one who would more quickly 
reject the doctrine which he has preached to us, no one who would 
more quickly rise in his seat and say, ‘“‘ Equity will not do; fair 
return will not do; we stand upon the bond,” than the Senator 
from Massachusetts, 

Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts wants to know 
if we would treat our creditors as if we were speculators. He 
acknowledges the fact, which no man can dispute and which is 
set forth in this statute which we propose to bring again to the 
attention of the country, that we have the option to pay the bonds 
of this country in either gold or silver coin. But he says that 
although the law gives you that option, although that is a part of 
your contract, would you now be so disregardful of these high 
notions of honor which he has been preaching to you as to be will- 
ing to pay the bondholder the cheaper currency and speculate 
upon him? 

There is a manifold answer to the Senator from Massachusetts. 
There is no currency in which we could pay the bondholder in 
which he would not get back as much value as he gave. There is 
no currency extant, nor would there be any currency extant if we 
were to have the free and unlimited coinage of silver money, in 
which he would not get back more in value than he gave. 

But, Mr. President, this is merely casual. There is another an- 
swer that goes to the principle of the case. This option was not 
accorded to us by the bondholder. This was an option inherent 
in a great system of currency established upon philosophical prin- 
ciples and in accordance with the Constitution under which we 
live. It was a feature, a part of a great system necessary to the 
perpetuation, to the preservation, to the effectuation of that sys- 
tem. To resign it is to destroy the system bottomed upon it. 

Furthermore, let me remind the Senator from Massachusetts 
that this option was not a thing either granted to us freely by the 
bondholder or acquired by us without cost. It was a valuable 
consideration paid for in advance, cash down, that gave it us. 
It is our property, as it were, acquired upon full consideration 
and with clear title. If you take the message which the late Pres- 
ident of the United States, Mr. Cleveland, wrote to Congress in 
defense of his first $62,000,000 loan, you will find that in seekin 
to induce the Congress of the United States to allow the wor 
‘‘gold” to be written in the bonds he held out to them, amongst 
other arguments, this one: 

That if the $62,000,000 were made a gold debt instead of a debt 
according to our bimetallic system, redeemable either in gold or 
silver, it would have saved to this country the enormous sum of 
$16,000,000. If you look simply at the debt which was foisted 
upon this country by that Cleveland Administration, a debt of 
$262,000,000, you will perceive that according to the Presidential 
calculation this land would have saved something like $75,000,000 
by agreeing to put in the word “ gold.” 

Now, then, if we have the option to-day to discharge that debt 

either in silver or gold, it is an option which we paid for—paid 
cash down, paid the enormous price of $75,000,000 for. Every 
installment of interest half yearly flowing into the pockets of 
those who conceded it to us, who took it with their eyes open, and 
who named the price which they deemed it was worth, is part of 
the purchase money of that option. 
Now, I will ask the Senator from Massachusetts another ques- 
tion. If he were a trustee of an estate in Massachusetts, and if 
he had bought from anyone dealing with him for his ward a right 
and paid $75,000,000 for it in advance, would he not think the per- 
son he was dealing with a little extortionate if, while in the very 
act of receiving and pocketing the consideration, and while it con- 
tinued from year to year to flow to him, he were tocome to him and 
say, “‘It is true you bought this privilege, but your honor requires 
that you shall not exercise it?” Would not a court enjoin the 
trustee from throwing away what he had paidfor? If that is the 
Massachusetts idea of honor and fair dealing, I must suggest that 
the Senator should get a patent for it, for there is certainly nov- 
elty in the invention. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts is subtle, plausi- 
ble, and specious. With all due respect, I think he is also sophis- 
tical. He is powerful in the statement of half facts. He some- 
times ignores whole ones. It was quite ingenious for him to 

stand before the Senate and say “Congress committed a great 


crime in 1873. It demonetized silver and helped to drive it down 
in price, and now, after itself putting down the price of silver in | 
the market, it tries to take the depreciated metal and put it off 
upon the creditor, when Congress itself is in the wrong.’ 

If that were all of this case, argument might rest in favor of 
the Senator from Massachusetts. It is not a half fact. It is sim- 

ly a chip from a great block of fact, and I must put that block 
fore the Senate that it may realize how partial the Senator is in 
using such an argument here, 

Wedo not pro ,nor does any man whois the advocate of these 
resolutions or of the free and unlimited coinage of silver propose, 
to put upon a creditor any depreciated currency. We do not pro- 
pose to pay him in silver bullion, and surely the Senator has had 
experience enough in public affairs to know that there is a differ- 
ence between discarded, rejected, disinherited silver bullion, with- 
out any capacity to get it into the mint, and a finished dollar 
which has gone to the mint, which has had imparted to it a valu- 
able function, which has a power that does not exist in the silver 
bullion. We do not propose to pay these creditors in bullion at 
all, but first in dollars, sound dollars, dollars which to-day will 
buy in any market of the world just as much of the produce of 
the. world as a gold dollar. 

Then, Mr. President, does not the Senator know—there is not a | 
political economist of accepted reputation in any enlightened nation 
of the world who does not know—that the very moment silver bul- 
lion isafforded the right which now exists in gold bullion there will 
be no more 44-cent bullion, as there is not now any 44-cent dollars? 
Does he not know, further, that to contend for and to practice a 
preference for gold is itself to keep silver continually down, to 
prevent it rising to the gold value? 

I have before me some remarks which were made by the Hon. 
John Sherman, of Ohio, in 1878, before one of the committees of 
Congress, and in those remarks will be found a reason why the 
resolution should be adopted. They show that the resolution per- 
forms a useful function. They show that the principles embodied 
in the resolution have not been and would not be now without a 
most beneficent influence, ’ 

Our mere right to pay in silver— 

Said he— 


would detera great many people from 
would readily do so if they could get the lighter and more portable coin in 
exchange. Besides, gold can be exported, while silver can not be exported, 
because its market value is less than its coin value. 

So astute a financier and so experienced a statesman as the pres- 
ent premier of this Administration has illustrated and impressed 
upon a committee of this honorable body the utility of the princi- 
ple contained in the resolution which we are advocating now; and 
as weare reminded that it has been somewhat overlooked and for- 
— by those who are now in power, I cite this expression of 

r. Sherman, which is an argument in favor of republishing it 
that the world may know the policy that lies behind it and the 
useful functions which it subserves in preventing raids upon the | 
Treasury of the United States and the scooping out of our gold to | 
fill the strong boxes of the autocratic nations of Europe. 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator please state for our in- 
formation what it is hereads from? I know they are the remark® 
of Mr. Sherman, but when and where were they made? { 

Mr. DANIEL. In the proceedings of the Finance Committee | 
of the Senafe on the 19th of March, 1878. I have transcribed 
them. I have not seen the original document, and I do not vouch . 
for them further than to say that I found them in a newspaper; I | 
transcribed them; and I inquired about them; and I was assured | 
by a fellow-Senator who was in Congress at the time that they 
are all right. The date is March 19, 1878. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have no doubt theyare all right. I did not 
make the inquiry for the purpose of contreverting them, but 
merely to get the citation. 

Mr. DANIEL, March 19, 1878, when Mr. Sherman appeared 
before the Finance Committee of the Senate. It is certainly in 
consonance with the opinion which he had previously — 
ee from time time, at convenient seasons, he re- 


vi 

There is another remark, Mr. President, to make about the 
alleged crime of 1873. It is not my purpose to call hard names 
nor to indulge in epithets, but if it were a crime it is not imperti- 
nent to refer to who were the crimi Everyone knows that 
the great bondholding class of this country were the promoters 
and defenders of that act. Furthermore, [ would say that if it 
be wrong for us to be seeking to-day to restore silver to its value 
and to revive the bimetallic eer es this country under which 
we so long and prosperously lived, both the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts and the Senator from Connecticut have set us the example 

It was not dishonorable in their opinion. They had in the year 
1890 none of the sky-scrapipg, ethereal, and somewhat invisible 
principles of honor which they contend for to-day. They then 
voted for, spoke for, and advocated the largest sized silver bill 
that has ever been enacted into law in this country. They were 
not willing at that time simply to allow silver to take its chances 
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a. They insisted that force should be exercised, the force 
itrary enactment and the force of compulsory oo 


with 
of ar : 

force of involuntary expenditure to lift silver up and to put it 
an the currency of this country, and to make those so-called 
cheap dollars which are now looked upon so contemptuously by 
the Senator from Connecticut a legal tender to discharge the 
debts of this country which were not embodied in written con- 
tracts which specified that they should be paid in gold. 

Why do not gentlemen upon the other side who preach to us 
their moral creeds and their extra purified and ethereal senti- 
ments of honor not practicethem? How doesitlie in their mouths, 
after having forced upon the people of this country against 
the protest of the Democratic party a compulsory act making them 
take silver, making them take these dollars for their debts, tocome 
at this late day and tell us that we should be careful about our 
honor, and that a nation of spotless integrity is the great ideal of 
which they dream? I believe them to be honorable men; I know 
them to be honorable men; but I think men of such high honor 
and men of such great intelligence and who value their honor 
should be a little careful in making flings at gentlemen who later 
follow their own most worthy example, only improving upon the 
philosophical method by which they adopt it. 

Mr. Seeiioah we again hear from the Senator from Massachu- 
setts about a 40-cent dollar. I will change places with the Senator 
from Massachusetts and defend this country. I deny that the 
American nation has ever had any 40-cent coined dollar. I will 
put the gentlemen who make the assertion in the loose language 
of the rambling stump speaker to the crucial test. I say, find me 
one of these 40-cent dollars. 

There are over 300,000,000 silver dollars in existence. They are 
in every city and town of the United States if they are any where; 
andsurely if the grave Senator stands up and says we have 40-cent 
dollars and wishes to impugn others because they are in favor of 
40-cent dollars, he ought to be able in some place to find a 40-cent 
—_— in order to prove the corpus delicti before he arraigns the 
offender. 

There is no 40-cent dollar in coin in the United States. There 
never has been a 40-cent dollar coined in the United States. 
There will never be one coined, whether the election of 1900 goes 
one way or another, whether these resolutions are adopted or not, 
whether there be free coi of silver or not. Solomon lived 
many years ago. He said, ‘The thing that hath been is the thing 
that shall be, and thereis nothing new under the sun.” A 40-cent 
dollar would be something new under the sun that hangs over 
this great American Republic. 

People talk about the stamp of the Government giving value to 
money. Itis not the mere stamp of the Government thai gives 
value tomoney. The stamp of the Government is a mere identi- 
fier of the coin. But, Mr. President, there is a power in the 
Government that does not inhere in the stamp, but which law 
attaches to the stamp, and when impressed upon the coin that 
bears it. It is the great power of legal tender. If a man is fined 
for some delinquency, he may tender that which the Government 
has said shall be legal tender and acquit himself of his obligation, 
and make due penance for his sin. 

If arailroad kills a man or breaks his leg, and in all the thousands 
of contingencies which happen in society which do not depend 
upon written contracts, which have no memorial in writing—and 
they constitute, after all, the great mass of the business of the 
ne eh is that legal-tender quality, not for some anterior debt, 

ut for the transactions which spring up in the multifarious, di- 
versified, myriad ways in the association of men for which these 
dollars give quittance. It is the legal-tender quality that puts 
into the coin its great value. It is that which has given and 
which to-day gives value to the gold dollar. If you were to take 
that out of = dollar, deprive it of the law which is behind 
it, it would sink to the bottom of the stream of currency, heavy 
and useless. 

_If you would give it to the silver bullion in like manner, the 
silver bullion would spring up beside the gold bullion, and the 
two dollars would rest equally upon the same foundation. But if 
it chanced otherwise, if the philosophers who have expounded 
the principles of this subject are mistaken, if the great scholars 
and students of the world who have analyzed the principles of 
money are mistaken, then would be the time to correct the mis- 
take, not in advance. We can never make any solvent whatso- 
ever of the silver and —= uestion except upon the principle 
stated by the Senator ew Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] 
to-day. We must first coin the two metals at a fixed ratio in or- 
der to measure how they will compare with each other on the 
No, Mr. President, we do not expect to palm off on the plain 
people of this country, nor give them an opportunity to palm off 
upon ves, nor to pay our bondhol , hor pay anybody, 
in any clipped or in any de ted cuin. We propose to take 
up the mangled work of 1890, which the Senator from Massachu- 
setts engaged in, which the Senator from Connecticut engaged 
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in, which the Republican party engaged in, and of which they 
made a spoiled job, and proceed with that work upon more scien- 
tific and upon more approved principles. There is no difference 
between the sentiments of honor which actuated them in 1890 and 
those which actuate us now. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Connecticut tells us that there 
is less need for money nowadays. He says that business is not 
expanding and advancing in that great ratio which some have 
imagined, and that it is not going ahead of the production of 
money. When I heard that argument from the distinguished and 
able Senator from Connecticut, there floated into my mind a 
reminiscence of Samuel J. Tilden, of New York, as related by an 
eminent lawyer of that State, James C. Carter. Mr. Carter re- 
lates that in the early days of the greenback he heard a conversa- 
tion between Mr. Tilden and one of his friends. 

Mr. Tilden said to him, “If you have any money go now and 
invest in property; there is going to be an increase in the money 
of this country; prices are going to advance; property is going 
up; and the man who knows that beforehand and takes advan- 
tage of his opportunity will make a fortune.” Mr. Tilden was 
right. He understood the science of money. He knew that the 
more money the higher the prico of property. The Senator from 
Connecticut shows in describing how business is not advancing, 
how there is not what many have imagined, a constant pressure 
on advancing lines of enterprise, that we have reached just the 
=o condition in American affairs to that described by Mr. 

.den, 

We have a partyin this country which stands to-day for the fur- 
ther contraction of our money. They have produced a condition 
in this country, and that condition will remain as long as the men- 
ace of their measures hangs over commerce and manufactures, a 
condition in which the wise and prudent man will take the very 
reverse course from that recommended by Mr. Tilden many years 


0. 

Mr. President, this condition operates with equal effect on the 
borrowing class and the lending class. It stagnates both; it 
makes each say to himself, ‘‘I also serve who only stand and 
wait.” Why? “Because if I wait until to-morrow I can buy 
cheaper.” 

Put it to any prudent man to-day in any portion of the United 
States who has capital and whois projecting investments in mives, 
in lands, in any substantial element of property, and what will he 
say to himself? Why, “At Washington there is a proposition to 
withdraw the greenbacks; at Washington there is a proposition to 
build up again a great national debt, which means less money and 
more taxes; at Washington the President and the Administration 
are using all the power of this Government to contract our cur- 
rency. If, then, | borrow money to-day, I will have to pay 20, 25, 
30, or 40 per cent more in property for its return. Therefore, I 
am unwilling to borrow.” 

How, saystheinvestor. If hecan lend on a gilt-edge investment 
of property a third or a fourth of what it is worth, he wants to 
invest in what? In a mortgage, provided he can calculate that 
the property will not altogether shrink out from under the mort- 
gage. But how about his investing inland? How about invest- 
ing in mines? How about putting his money in that substantial 
property which is the fruitful source of all wealth, and which all 
bondholders at last must look to for their redemption? Why, he 
will say to himself, ‘‘I will not buy that land now; look at the 
taxes upon it. I will wait until next year; the mortgagee will 
then sell it out, and I will buy cheaper.” 

So, Mr. President, there are two currents set in force by the 
menace of the financial policy of the Republican party to stagnate 
business, to disturb credit, to destroy confidence, and to make 
the country lie idly upon its oars. These are the borrowing and 
the lending classes. The consequence is that the lender puts his 
money in the bank, the borrower holds back, and the result is to 
produce a phenomenal appearance which is exactly opposite to 
the fact. The banks are crowded with money because the invesi- 
ors can not find a safe place in property to take it, and the bank 
officer, whose eye is limited by the bank vaults and the four cor- 
ners of the building in which he lives, says, ‘‘ There is a super- 
abundance of money, and everything would be ali right in this 
country if only the pernicious Democrats and silver men would 
stop agitating.” He is so superficial in his knowledge of the 
great principles that underly finance, he is so local in the obser- 
vations of the things which simply fall under his eye, that he 
does not appreciate and does not duly weigh the fact that the very 
circumstance of the bank overflowing with money is in itself a 
demonstration that money is not employing iiself in those activi- 
ties, in those enterprises of life which always attend a prosperous 
condition of society. 

There is another misleading circumstance, Mr. President, about 
this condition, which requires that he who contemplates it should 
overlook the individual fact or the causes of it. Lord Coke used to 
say that “‘ he knows not the law who knows not the reason of the 
law;” and so may we say to these interpreters of the signs of the 
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times, that they know not the fact unless they know the reason 
of the fact. 

Why is it that interest is constantly going down? They say 
because there is somuch money. I denyit. I say it is because 
there is so little money. If you had much money, which would 
tempt people to invest, it would set the wheels of enterprise in 
motion. There would be three men wanting to borrow on prop- 
erty security where there is one now, and real property would be 
three times better security than it is now; men would spring up 
who could see profit in business, and would hurry forward to enter 
into business, and would be competitors to borrow the money to 
enter into it; but the noncompetition of the borrowers, the dete- 
rioration of the able, capable borrowing class, has made money 
pile up in the banks; and, as they can not make large profits by 
judicious investment in property, they are content with a smail 
interest coupled with firm security and the absolute assurance of 
its return. 

There are seeming paradoxes, Mr. President, we can only appre- 
ciate when we consider the wide field of facts and the current of 
human history, and when we look not only at the facts but at the 
root, the cause, and the essential spirit that underlie the facts. 

My distinguished friend from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] seems 
afraid of redundant money. Has that Senator considered what 
an enormous debt exists in this country? Has he regarded how 
immense the debts of cities and of towns and of counties and of 
railroads and of banks and of individuals are? 

If we should ever get a redundant currency, there is nothing 
that we can more easily correct; but the lack of sufficient cur- 
rency is a much worse and more difficult disease to cure. Any 
man who has too much can always find somebody near at band 
who has too little. The man who has not enough is the man 
whom a considerate and wise government should contemplate. If 
we get too much, there are many poor countries and poor peoples 
who would gladly borrow from us; and we would stretch the 
lines of our financial power from pole to pole, as Great Britain 
has done, and the wealth of the world would flow to us. 

There was a colloquy some while ago between the Senator from 
Iowa and the Senator from Nevada as to what were the schemes 
and propositions of this Administration. Iwill go to the fountain 
head to ascertain them, and I will ask some of the gentlemen who 
are lecturing upon honor, and who are giving, as it seems to me, 
very fanciful notions thereof, to regard this recommendation of 
the President’s message: 

We have $900,000,000 of currency which the Government HA solemn enact- 
ment has undertaken to keep at par with gold. Nobody is obliged to redeem 
in gold but the Government. The banks are not ene to redeem in gold. 


The Government is obliged to keep equal with gold all its outstanding cur- 
noey and coin obligations, while its receipts are not required to bo paid in 


They are paid in every kind of money but gold, and the only means by 
which the Government can with certainty get gold is by borrowing. It can 
get it in no otner way when it most needs it. he Government, wit out any 

ed gold revenue, is pledged to maintain gold redemption, which it has 
steadily and faithfully done, and which, under the authority now given, it 
will continue to do. 

If we accept literally this transcript from the President's mes- 
gage, it is a most lamentable picture of the pitiable condition to 
which the great financiers of the Republican party have brought 
us. They have a system of taxation based upon bimetallism. 
They are constructing for themselves a system of public indebt- 
edness based not on the system of money practiced by the peo- 
ple, not on the system of money established by law, but a purely 
voluntary, extraordinary, and extra-legal system, in which they 
have attempted to have a silver edifice and a gold steeple. 

Could any country on earth prosper with a financial system 
thus built up in absolute disregard of all governmental and finan- 
cial architecture furnished us by the experiences of any other 
nation that ever existed upon earth? A little chink, it has been 
said, letteth in much light. There are many chinks in this short 
passage of the President’s message from which flow unto us 
much light as to the plans and purposes of the Republican party 
and as to the condition which now surrounds us. The President 
tells us: 


The banks are not required to redeem in gold. 


If it is honorable, and the demand of honor, that this Govern- 
ment shall redeem in gold, how is it that its immediate progeny, 
the national banking system, does not show the lineaments of its 
fatherhood in its constitution? How is it honorable for the Gov- 
ernment to beget these national bank children, as it were, set 
them up in business all over this land, and say, ‘‘ You are not re- 

uired to do that which we deem honorable for us to do?” It 
ows that there is a fallacy in the main eS 

How is it that our taxes are never paid in gold? We are told 
that we have somewhere between six hundred million and seven 
hundred million dollars of gold in circulation. We hear from 
Senators here that there is an abundance of gold; we are told that 

1d is in sufficiency in this country to conduct all its business. 

uld anything more completely refute that statement than this 
declaration of President McKinley that our receipts are not in 


gold, that our taxes are paid in any kind of money but gold, show- 
ing that if there is any of it, or much of it, in circulation, there 
is very little that percolates through the haunts of business and 
very little performing the active work of business in the transac- 
tions of men. 

Then there is another disclosure in this brief paragraph of the 
President’s message. I should like to ask the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, when he gives us another dissertation upon honor, to re- 
veal to us upon what principle of honor we are required to do a 
thing which it is intimated here shalland must bedone. We have 
$387 ,000,000 in silver certificates outstanding. They are silver cer- 
tificates, pure and simple. 

They are not the Treasury notes of the act of July 14, 1890, 

which amount to some one hundred and six millions; but here are 
three hundred and eighty-seven millions of silver certificates, for 
silver specifically, with no option attached to the creditor to de- 
mand anything else than silver, and with no option existing on 
the part of the executive branch of the Government of the United 
States to pay them in anything but silver. There is a close and 
unambiguous contract on our part to pay one identical thing; on 
their part to receive one identical thing; and with no power 
granted by any statute of the United States, expressly or im- 
pliedly, to do anything else than to redeem those particular silver 
certificates in the standard silver dollars of the United States. 
__ I should like to ask the honorable Senator from Massachusetts 
if he thinks our honor requires that we should pay those certifi- 
cates in gold? Will the Senator be kind enough tolet me knowif 
that is his contention? 

Mr. HOAR. I beg the Senator’s pardon. My attention was 
diverted to something else. I did not hear what he said. 

Mr. DANIEL. What I inquired of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts was this: We have three hundred and eighty-seven mil- 
lions of silver certificates, not Sherman gold or silver note cer- 
tificates, or Treasury notes, but certificates given for silver dollars 
held in the Treasury. Does he contend that the honor of this 
Government requires that we shall redeem those particular three 
hundred and eighty-seven millions of silver certificates in gold? 

Mr. HOAR. In the form in which the Senator puts the ques- 
tion, I should like to reflect a little before lanswer. He says, Does 
the honor of the Government require that we shall redeem those 
particular silver certificates in gold? My answer is that I think 
the honor of the Government requires that we shall maintain their 
parity with gold. 

Mr. DANIEL. That is not the question. 

Mr. HOAR. Whether the redemption of the identical currency 
is necessary I will not now undertake to answer. 

Mr. DANIEL. I want to be instructed upon what honor re- 
quires, and if I can ascertain what it is, lam going to vote for 
that thing. Iam surprised to ascertain that amongst those gen- 
tlemen who have been lecturing us all day upon honor there is a 
little confusion of thought and a little desire for reflection upon 
the — questions as to which they have so lectured us to-day. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the Senator is hardly dealing with his 
usual candor. He omits one-half of my answer. 

Mr. DANIEL. I shall be glad to have the correction. 

Mr. HOAR, I will ask the Senator a question, in order that I 
may understand him before I answer him. Does he understand 
that to maintain the parity of thesilver certificates, or the silver dol- 
lars they represent, with gold it is necessary to redeem them in gold? 

Mr. DANIEL. No, sir; I certainly do not. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well, then; in my opinion it is not. 

Mr. DANIEL. If I am right? 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator is right in that respect. We are 
not required by honor to do it if we can maintain the parity in any 
other way. 

Mr. DANIEL. I should like to know if I am right in that re- 
spect. I may be mistaken about it. I should iike to have the 
advice and suggestion of the Senator from Massachusetts, and 
while it is possible that I might differ with him, I need not say to 
him that I should certainly regard his advice with the respect due 
to his learning and ability and to the candor with which he 
always states his = principles, 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Virginia, who is a member of 
the Committee on Finance and is a pretty great authority, cer- 
tainly on his side of the question, says he does not think itis 
necessary in order to maintain the parity that the particular, 
special, individual dollar shall be redeemed in — So I reply 
to his question that if that be true, and I will defer to his great 
authority on that point, then it is not necessary, in order to kee 
the faith of the Government, that the particular, individual dol- 
lar shall be redeemed in gold. But if he is wrong and the parity 
can not be maintained in any other way, then I think we are 
bound to do it. 

Mr. DANIEL. I did not ask the Senator whether two and two 
make four. I have enough ao 

Mr. HOAR. I thought, if the Senator will permit me, that he 
asked me whether forty-four made a hundred. 
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Mr. DANIEL. I did not ask the Senator any mathematical 

nestion that was capable of being answered in as plain a way as 
this is. The Senator says if it is necessary to keep them at a 
parity they must be redeemed in gold. 


I would ask the Senator this question now: Is not the whole 
system of redemption in gold of the other currencies of the coun- 
try a novel and new system, introduced in recent years, and does 
he not believe that the making of both metals a legal tender for 
debt would do more to put them at par than any other single thing 
we could do? : 

Mr. HOAR. If it could be done by all mankind, certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. By all mankind? E 

Mr. HOAR. Doing it by this country alone would not, in my 
——— have any such effect whatever, or tend to have. 

r 


. DANTEL. ould not have any effect whatever? 
Mr. HOAR. ‘Such effect” was the phrase I used. . 
Mr. DANIEL. ‘Such effect.” Very well. Then I will put 


my question in a modified form. If the action of this country 
was not potential to restore the absolute parity between silver 
bullion and gold bullion at the present ratio of 16 to 1, does not 
the Senator Petiove that to freely coin both metals would accom- 
plish much toward filling up the gap of disparity, and leave a 
minimum of difference between them to be cured by the Treasury 
practice and by helpful laws? ; 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not. If the Senator will allow me, it does 
not quite leave a person in the right position to put a question on 
a subject so subtle and complicated to which the answer is to be 
confined by yesorno. If the Senator wants me to state opinion 
on that point, I shall have to make a sentence or two to state it, 
taking not more than thirty seconds, I suppose; but the Senator 
must allow me to answer in my own way. 

Mr. DANIEL. Very well. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not agree with those persons, of whom there 
are a good many, who believe that the action of governments 
does not affect the value of gold and silver. I do not suppose that 
a direct law saying a dollar shall be worth so much has any effect 
whatever; butI do su that establishing a particular use by law 
creates a demand, which demand increases the value. For in- 
stance, if all the nations who are now on a gold standard should 
suddenly demonetize gold and make silver the standard, silver 
would rise to its old relation to gold—at least to its old place—and 
gold would shrink in proportion to its weight to a place below 
silver; that is, far below the old standard. 

But I suppose that one nation undertaking to do that alone 
would pe cause its more valuable metal to flow away from it 
or to lose its place in its currency. Let me make one statement 
further; but Fans afraid I am taking too much time. If, how- 
ever, all mankind were to establish bimetallism, that law—the 
Gresham law, so called—would have no effect whatever, because 
if there is a depreciation in silver that silver would be taken all 
the world over. Being the cheapest metal it would be in de- 
mand, and gold would cease to be in demand until they had fiuc- 
tuated so that they got to be equal again; there would be no 
country in the world for the Gresham law to operate on or to 
which to send the gold. So Iam an international bimetallist. 

Now, to answer the Senator’s question, although it might seem, 
in the first place, that the establishment of silver by one country 
would tend to narrow the gap between them, because there would 
be, of course, just so much less demand for gold and so much 
more demand for silver, I think that would be more than coun- 
teracted by its effect on business and the demand for a healthy 
er in the country which undertakes to do it. 

We should have, if we established silver alone, constantly 
fluctuating the medium of exchange, the standard of value, just 
as our paper money used to fluctuate during the war, and just as 
it fluctuates in all paper and silver countries now. The result 
would be that instead of establishing a steady measure of value 
our business would get deranged and turn into gambling, and 
with such a condition of things the demand for a healthy cur- 
rency would cease very soon and there would not be as much sil- 
ver used in the end, or if it was used it would be in depreciating 
and fluctuating value. That is my answer to the Senator. 

Mr. STEWART. Let me call attention toa fact in this connec- 
tion. The rupee with relation to property maintained its level. 
It maintained its parity with property until it was cited all over 
England by financiers the perverse rupee; it would not fluctuate. 
That is just the case with the Mexican dollar. It is the perverse 
Mexican dollar; it will not fluctuate. 

Mr. HOAR. India seems to have come toa different conclusion, 
I am sorry to say. 

Mr. STEWART. India has nothing to do with it. 

Mr. DANIEL. _ Mr. President, I had not anticipated so inter- 
esting a dissertation from my distinguished friend from Massa- 
chusetts in answer toa simple question. Whatever may be his 
view of the matter, I think he largely concedes in his answer the 
principle and theory that we contend for. I think it must be 
manifest that if we were to have the free and unlimited coinage 


of silver certain inevitable results would flow. In the first place, 
gold would not have after that the monopoly that it almost pos- 
sesses now. It would consequently not be so dear a metal nor so 
difficult to obtain. 

On the other hand, the silver bullion and the silver dollar would 
be put at immediate parity. That is also plain, because the silver 
bullion that makes the dollar would never go below the value of 
the dollar into which it might be freely, easily, and conveniently 
made. The result would be that two currents of influence would 
be set into operation—the gold dollar to a decline, the silver dollar 
toarise. To what extent those influences might operate to bring 
them into exact equivalents of each other must, in the nature of 
things, be conjectural, and no complete test can ever be made 
except by experiment. 

Those of us who advocate making that experiment have the 
assurances of philosophical thought, the assurances of many ex- 
amples in this and in other nations where coinage laws have had 
instantaneous and powerful effect upon the value of the metal. 
We have as our guide the further fact that experiments on other 
lines have altogether failed—that is to say, have failed to restore 
the parity of the metal. The experiment of the Bland Act failed 
to restore the parity of the metal. Theexperimentof the Sherman 
Act of 1890, which was so ably advocated and sustained by the 
honorable Senator from Massachusetts, also fuiled to bring up the 
parity of the metal. 

We at least know when we approach this subject that the ex- 
periments which the Republican party has made, whether in its 
coinage laws, whether in its currency laws or in its Treasury 
practices, have continuously failed, and are to-day here and now 
a monumental failure. The more they have made their experi- 
ments upon silver the more the silver bullion has gone down, so 
that they have never yet treated the subject in the manner that 
the Democratic party has advised, and their own theories are in 
collapse and ruined. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. DANIEL. I will yield to the Senatorinaminute. I want 
to get through one other thought. 

Mr. President, there is another fact which powerfully illustrates 
and impresses the theory which we advocate. Just in so far as 
that theory has been permitted by the Republican party of the 
country to go into effect it has been eminently and completely 
successful; that is to say, in every case in which we have permit- 
ted silver bullion to be transmitted by mint process into a dollar 
and by legal process into legal tender that piece of silver has at 
once sprung up to and maintained its parity with gold. 

In passing between the doctrines which from year to year have 
been expounded in this Chamber by the eminent gentlemen who 
have spoken to-day and those doctrines to which the Democratie 
party adheres we have these object lessons to contemplate, that 
every time their doctrines have been applied they have made the 
patient worse, and that just in so far as we have been permitted 
to practice our doctrines we have restored the patient to perfect 
health, to a parity and equality with gold. 

So I say, Mr. President, as this great question of the science of 
money is largely experimental and as no man can utter arbitrary 
doctrines about it, we at least go into the conflict holding up to 
the world success complete in so far as we have been permitted 
to make our experiment, and lamentably confessed and disastrous 
failure just in so far asthe theories of our opponents have been 
permitted to be practiced upon the country. 

Here I know what will spring up in the minds of gentlemen 
upon the other side. Itis to say that there must be redemption 
of the silver dollars in gold dollars in order to maintain the parity. 
I have in refutation of that doctrine to lay before the Senate a let- 
ter received from Hon. John G. Carlisle, Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, a few years ago, when this argument was made in a cam- 
paign by those who are repeating it now, in which Mr. Carlisle 
stated that up to that time no silver dollars had been redeemed in 
gold, and that there was no legal authority upon the part of the 
Treasury Department to redeem silver dollars in gold. 

I maintain to-day—here and now—that every standard silver 
dollar of the United States which will be operated upon by the 
pending resolution is the peer of every gold dollar in the United 
States; and when Senators upon the other side of the Chamber 
undertake to tell us that we are seeking to put off a depreciated 
and a 40-cent dollar they deny the evidence of their own senses; 
they deny the open, notorious history of the country; they deny a 
fact which they have only to put their hands into their pockets to 
realize; they deny a thing that they see daily; they deny a thing 
that they touch daily; they deny the assurance of the Secretaries 
of the Treasury of all Administrations. Theyare simply drawing 
upon the inexhaustible fountains of their confused imaginations. 

It is not the fact, and there is not a single circumstance in ex- 
istence, nor has there ever been one, to make a man believe that 
itis afact. The Senators whosay now that it is not the fact have 
merely entwined it as a sort of campaign rhetoric into their 
speeches, not intending to be false—for I do not mean to use my 
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language in any offensive sense—but drawing out of their imag- 


other side are so hard strained for argument against these resolu- 


inations as to what may be hereafter and stating them as facts | tions, and are so put to it for devices to refute and defeat them 


which now exist. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHANDLER in the chair). 
ae = Senator from Virginia yield to the Senator from Rhode 

sland? 

Mr. DANIEL. With pleasure. 

Mr. ALDRICH. IpresumeI do noinjustice to thedistinguished 
Senator from Virginia when I say that his argument leads to the 
conclusion that, in his judgment, the only remedy, or the princi- 
pal remedy, for the financial ills of which he has spoken is the 
adoption of an act for the free and unrestricted coinage of silver 
at the ratio of 16 to 1? 

Mr. DANIEL. That is what I believe in, sir. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And I assume further, that when the resolu- 
tion which is now pending before the Senate refers to the restora- 
tlon to its coinage rights of silver, the Senator means, and the 
resolution means, a restoration of the right to coin silver free and 
unrestricted at the ratio of 16 to 1? 

Mr. DANIEL. What I maintain—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is that what the Senator thinks? 

Mr. DANIEL. I will answer one question at a time, if the 
Senator please. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ihave only asked one. 

Mr. DANIEL. I will take my own way to answer it, with the 
Senator’s kind indulgence. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. What I may think is one thing, and what the 
resolution may say is another thing. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What dothe resolutions mean? That is what 
we have been trying to find out for two or three days. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to suggest to the Senator from 
Rhode Island that yesterday the Senator from Iowa {[Mr. ALLIson} 
said a thorough compliance in carrying out the resolution was the 
Bland-Allison Act, which was not free coinage by any means. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Iowa is an opponent of the 
resolution. I was trying to find out what the friends of the reso- 
lution think of it. TheSenator from Iowa is not friendly toit now. 

Mr. TELLER. He was once. 

Mr. ALDRICH. He is not now. 

Mr. DANIEL. So far as I am concerned, I will only undertake 
to answerfor myself. I have been for twenty years and eversince 
I studied this subject of the firm opinion that the free and unlim- 
ited coinage of silver, just as we had it for eighty years of our his- 
tory, was thecorrect policy for this Government; and I voted here 
accordingly. 

While f am answering that question, I will read this letter, dated 
Washington, D. C., October 18, 1894, and signed “ J. G. Carlisle, 
Secretary:” 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., October 18, 1891. 

Str: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 12th 
instant, and to inform you, in reply to the first, second, and third questions 
therein contained, that there is no statute or practice of this Department 
under which _ of the standard silver dollars coined by this Government 
can be converted into gold at the Treasury. 

In answer to your fourth question, as to whether there is any method by 
which gold dollars may be converted into silver dollars at the Treasury, 
have to state that there is no established method, but that the Department 
would not refuse to receive gold dollars in exchange for silver dollars, when 
requested to make the exchange, if at the time of such request there should 


be in the Treasury a sufficient amount of silver dollars above that required 
to be held for silver certificates and Treasury notes outstanding. 


Respectfully, yours, 
J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 
Hon. Jonn W. DANIEL, Lynchburg, Va. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I presume the Senator from Virginia does not 
cone answer my question, and so Ido not wish to interrupt him 
further. 

Mr. DANIEL. One moment. Now, Mr. President, to sum up 
and put distinctly before the mind of the honorable Senator, who 
has done me the honor to listen to my remarks, the point which 
Iam now making I will say this: The Government of the United 
States has to-day 455,000, of standard silver dollars of 412} 
grains. 

These are represented by a large mass of silver dollars in circu- 
lation and by silver certificates, which are no more than silver 
dollars in the form of paper, and neither this paper nor silver 
has behind it to support it anything but what represents silver at 
16 to 1 of gold, and it isa tender for debt. Up to date 
there is no law of the Uni States which provides for the 
redemption of a single one of these silver dollars in a gold dollar. 
Notwithstanding this fact every one of these dollars is now 
and ever has been throughout the history of this country the 
equivalent of gold; and in so far as the pending resolutions be- 
fore the Senate are concerned, they do not involve the proposi- 
tion, they do not hint at the proposition, of palming off upon the 
creditors of this Government anything but a hundred-cent dollar 
which has ever been and is to-day the equivalent of a gold dollar. 

This fact can not be disputed. Nevertheless, gentlemen on the 


that they have gone entirely into the realms of fancy land, and 
have themselves manufactured upon the floor of the Senate the 
specious resemblances of the facts upon which they rely. 

Sir, in any court of justice, before any honest jury, before any 
intelligent judge, men who would make such arguments to mis- 
lead the jury would be condemned by the court, and at the end of 
the trial would be left to wipe their faces with the towel of costs. 
It is not worthy of the great Republican y of this country; it 
is not worthy of the statesmanship which has at times presided 
over its councils; nay, sir, without disrespect to the honorable 
gentlemen with whom I am associated in this body, I beg leave to 
say to them in all kindness that it does not seem to me worthy of 
this forum, or worthy of the high reputation which they enjoy as 
men of honor and character, to try to palm off upon the public 
arguments which, were they rated according to their fanciful 
= of value, would not pass for 1 cent or 1 mill upon the 

ollar. 

One other thought, Mr. President, and.I am done. There are 
$387,000,000 of silver certificates. Ido not wonder that the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts desires time for reflection before he 
answers the question which I propoundedtohim. Ihad presumed 
that gentlemen who were so expert in the science of honor as those 
who have regaled us to-day with their fine dissertations upon that 
subject would be able to answer the question offhand. I ask the 
question if honor ——_ that we should discharge in gold a sil- 
ver contract, solvable in silver, and in silver only, and so nomi- 
nated in the paper which represents it? 

There is another question. Does public policy require that we 
should do it? ile the Senator from usetts is a little 
sensitive in having that question thrust at him, he should re- 
member that if the principles which he has enunciated and the 
doctrines which he has expounded here as possessing the highest 
elements of honor and law be true, we could never contemplate 
paying them in —_ at all, for did he not say that what the 
creditor measured to us we should measure back to him; that 
equity required that we should not look at such a thing asa 
written contract, but, probing beyond the exterior a: ce of 
things, we should get down to the heart of what samt in the con- 
sideration and always measure back as it was measured unto us? 

If this be true, how then could the Senator from Massachusetts 
contend, and how could any gentleman who accepts his doctrine 
contend, that we should ever dream of returning to those who 
gave us silver anything but silver itself? 

Mr. President, considering the late hour of the evening, I will 
cut my remarks off at this period, and will be glad to-morrow to 
resume for a short time, if it be the pleasure of the Senate, 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After six minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 7 o’clock and 10 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, 
January 27, 1898, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 26, 1898. 
SECRETARY OF EMBASSY. 

Richard C. Parsons, jr., of Ohio, to be second secretary of the 
embassy of the United States at Rome, Italy, vice Lewis Morris 
Iddings, appointed first secretary of the embassy. 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT ATTORNEY. 


Abram M. Tillman, of Tennessee, to be attorney of the United 
States for the middle district of Tennessee, vice Tully Brown, 
whose term expired January 22, 1898. 

PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. (Junior Grade) James G. Doyle, to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy, from the 25th day of January, 1898, vice Lient. Lucien 
Flynne, retired. 





CHAPLAIN IN THE NAVY. 


Rev. William T. Helms, a citizen of New Jersey, to be a chaplain 
in the Navy, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 26, 1898, 
DIRECTOR OF THE MINT. 
George E. Roberts, of Iowa, to be Director of the Mint. 
COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


ae of South Carolina, to be collector of in- 
revenue for the district of South Carolina. 

David M. Dunne, of Oregon, to be collector of internai revenue 
for the district of Oregon. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


WEDNESDAY, January 26, 1898. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon, and was called to order by 
the Speaker. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. CoupEN. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 


mnie MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its secretaries, 
amma that the Senate had nonconcurred in the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 471) entitled “‘An 
act relating to the adulteration of foods and drugs in the District 
of Columbia,” had asked a conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had a Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. 
McMI..an, and Mr. FAULKNER as the conferees on the part of the 


ate. 
Sethe message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 4303) making supropre riations for 
the payment of invalid and other pensions of the United States 
for fiscal year ending June 30, 1899, and for other purposes, 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed joint 
resolutions and bill of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested: 

S. R. 94. Joint resolution relating to the undistributed quotas 
of the Official Records of the Union and Confederate Navies in 
the War of the Rebellion; 

S. 1225. An act to indemnify the State of Pennsylvania for 
money expended in 1864 for militia called into the military service 
by the governor under the proclamation of the President of June 
15, 1863; and 

S. R. 92. Joint resolution for the relief of Wilkinson Call, late 
United States Senator from the State of Florida. 

PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. 5 er—— 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Before the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. SHERMAN] is ized, I move that the House non- 
concur in the Senate amendments to the pension appropriation 
bill which has just been received from the Senate and ask for a 


committee of conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WIL- 
LiAM A. STONE] calls u pension appropriation bill and moves 
nonconcurrence in the Senate amendments, which will be read. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

— SAYERS, I move thatthe House concur in the first amend- 
ment. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Will the Speaker have that re- 
ported again. ease? 
TheS TARE. The Clerk will report tho first amendment, 


in which concurrence is moved. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


On page 2, line 7, after the word “ tely,” insert “Provided further, 
That hereafter no —— shall be upon power of attorney from pen- 
sioners residing in foreign countries.” 


Mr. CANNON, Well, how will they be paid? I suggest to 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Savers} that Ido not quite un- 
derstand the scope of that amendment and what its effect would 
be. It seems to mo the safer way is to nonconcur and let it go to 
conference so that it can be looked into. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, then, I shall insist, Mr. Speaker, if the 
House refuses to concur, and the gentleman insists upon the 
course indicated in his motion, that the bill shall to the Com- 
mittee on A iations, so that it may be brought back to the 
House and consi 

Mr.CANNON,. Very well; I think that is the safer way, unless 
you are pr to act on it now. 

Mr. A. STONE. Iam perfectly satisfied to have it 
£° to the Committee on Appropriations. I made the motion which 

did simply for the purpose of saving time. I do not think there 
will be any difficulty about the conferees agreeing. I know noth- 
ss the merits of the amendment. 

. SAYERS. I prefer that the House shall have an oppor- 
tunity to consider the amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Very well; let it go to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. I withdraw my motion. 

The SPE. . Inthe course it would be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate joint resolutions and bills 
of the following titles were taken from the S r’s table and 
referred to their appropriate committees, as indicated below: 

8. R. 94. Joint resolution relating to the undistributed quotas 
of the Official Records of the Union and Confederate Navies in 
the War of the Rebellion—to the Committee on Printing. 

S. R. 92. Joint resolution for the relief of Wilkinson Call, late 


R 
United States Senator i 
onan ey from the State of Florida—to the Commit- 


S. 1225. An act to indemnify the State of Pennsylvania for 
money expended in 1864 for militia called into the military service 
by the governor under the proclamation of the President of June 
15, 1863—to the Committee on War Claims. , 

H. R. 4303. An act making appropriations for the payment of 
invalid and other i of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1899, and for other purposes, with Senate amend- 
ments—to the Committee on Appropriations. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
a for the further consideration of the Indian appropriation 


The motion was to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Hepsurn in the 


chair. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Houseis in Committee of the Whole for 
the consideration of the bill H. R. 6896. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, at the time the committee 
rose last evening there was pending an amendment offered by the 

entleman from Arizona, striking from the bill the appropriation 

or the support of the Indian school at Carlisle, Pa. In discuss- 
ing that amendment, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Arizona 
seemingly, and Iam sure unwittingly, conveyed the impression 
that the Carlisle school was not what is called an industrial school. 
That, Mr. Chairman, is a mistake. The Carlisle school is an in- 
dustrial school—the greatest industrial school, I believe, in this 
country. The gentleman stated among other things: 

You _ have got to teach the Indian to plant and reap and cultivate the 
ground and know how to dispose of the product. 

And in answer to the question of the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. DINGLEY], which was: 

Your idea is to give to Indian youth an industrial education? 

The gentleman from Arizona responded: 

sete ee. And if a send them away to these Indian schools, you rnin 
them. The Carlisle School ought to be abolished; the Hampton School ought 
to be abolished; every school which undertakes to educate Indian chikiren 
away from their reservations ought to be abolished. 

And further on in his remarks the gentleman says: 

What is the use of educating such a person to sing hymns or recite Scrip- 
ture, while you leave him absolutely unable to shoe a horse in a country 
where he has got to ride, unable to raise a tree in a country where he has got 
to have fruit, unable to reap an acre of grain in a country where he must 
have bread? 

Mr. Chairman, nearly every one of the schools for which specific 
ate pre are made in this bill is an industrial school. The 
school at Carlisle, Pa., does teach precisely what the gentleman says 
ought to be taught in order to elevate the Indian race. They do 
teach, Mr. Chairman, at Carlisle, the Indian pupils to shoe a horse. 
They teach them farming. They teach them to make tinware, to 
make harness, to make wagons, tomakesleighs. They teach them 
farming and housekeeping. Theyteachthemsewing. They teach, 
in fact, everything that is necessary to make of an Indian a good 
citizen, able to support himself anywhereinthe world. They teach 
them the same arts, Mr. Chairman, at the Hampton school. They 
teach them in y of the schools down in the section of country 
from which my friend from Arizona comes. I do not agree with 
the gentleman from Arizona that it is essential in order to educate 
Indians to teach them solely upon the reservations. My obser- 
vations prove to my satisfaction that the best education given to 
— — is that obtained in the nonreservation schools, such as 

e. 

Here, Mr. Chairman, they not only teach them the arts of which 
I spoke, but during vacation they send the scholars out into the 
families throughout Pennsylvania, New York, Maryland, and 
other Eastern States, and there put them in contact with the 
highest civilization known in the country and there show them 

ractically how a civilized home is conducted, and in that way, 
Ir. Chairman, do very much, I believe, to elevate the Indians as 
aclass. They send them back from this school, some of them, to 
the reservations; and while it may be true that a man who is 
highly educated is dragged down somewhat by his surroundings, 
it is equally true that a little leaven in part leavens the whole 


ump. 

Mr. LINNEY. Will the gentleman tell me whether it is not a 
fact that a large per cent of the pupils now at Carlisle are of mixed 
blood—half-breed Indians? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I rather suspect that a considerable propor- 
tion of the Indians in this country have some white blood in their 
veins, but just what proportion of the scholars at Carlisle are full 
blood I am unable to state, and I presume that no one else is able 
to state absolutely. 

They teach them, as I am reminded by a remark of my friend 
at my left, not only the arts to which I have referred, but they 
have educated these boys, some of them, so that they meet upon 
the field the representatives of some of the great universities of 
this country; and the eleven representing the Carlisle school at 
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football have shown these highly educated men at Yale and Har- 
vard that it is possible to make a football player of an Indian. 
And, incidentally, I will state that the football eleven of Carlisle 
school last year placed in the treasury of the Carlisle school $7,000 
net. I have before me, Mr. Chairman, a paper—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Iask unanimous consent that the gen- 
tleman be permitted to conclude his remarks. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. STEELE. Iwant to ask the gentleman if he has any infor- 
mation on this subject? From what I know of that school and 
of all other schools, is it not true that many of these young men 
who are educated in these schools when they go back to their 
tribes will have a breechclout on in two weeks? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; I think they will not; I think experience 
demonstrates that such is not the fact. 

Mr. POWERS. DoI understand the gentleman to say that the 
football eleven of the Carlisle school had netted a revenue of 
$7,000 to that school? 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is precisely what I stated. That the 
Teen eleven had, after paying all expenses, made a profit of 

7,000. 
arts POWERS. Why do you not keep them at it throughout 
© year? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well,I believe that fodtball is not played 
during the extire year in the higher institutions for white men. 
I guess that is the only reason that they do not keep them at it. 

Mr. POWERS. I think my friend is somewhat mistaken. I 
think most of these colleges spend a large part of their time in 
that interesting game. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill not undertake to answer the gentleman 
in that respect. The facts will speak for themselves. 

I have a paper, Mr. Chairman, published at Clond Chief, in 
Oklahoma Territory, in which there is an editorial, containing 
among other things, this language: 

A WAGON TRAIN OF WHEAT. 

It is within the remembrance of nearly everyone, and a sight with which 
many have been familiar, that where a train of Indians was seen traversing 
the county that it consisted of a string of ponies, to which were attached in 
@ very primitive fashion, the tepee poles and equipage necessary to an In- 
dian village; but last Saturday was a day on which occurred a scene far dif- 
ferent—a scene which proves the efficiency of our Indian schools and the 
improvement of the race. 


farly Saturday mapas a wagon train of 31 wagons loaded with wheat 
and | wagon with wool and 1 with cotton, 33 wagons in all, over which Washee 
acted as wagon master, entered the town and moved towards the elevator. 
Each team was driven by an Indian, and, contrary to their custom, the women 
were left at home, only two or three accompanying the outfit. 

The wheat, of which there was a thousand bushels, was raised on the Seger 
Indian school farm, and was the result of the work of the pupils, in connec- 
tion with two hired Indians and the school farmer, Ratzlafft, who has charge 
of the farming and stock raising. The wool was also a product of the school 
farm, while the cotton was the property of Creeping Bear and was raised by 
him on his allotment. 

The wheat was unloaded, and the wagons reloaded with oats for the school, 
and the unique wagon train pulled out for the Washita. 

It was hard to tell who was the most pleased over the incident; the citizens 
of Elreno, the elevator man, the Indians, Washee the wagon boss, or Super- 
intendent Seger, who was really at the head of the affair and transacted all 
the business. The event goes to show the benefit of education and the power 
of example among the ‘“‘sons of the forest.” 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. That was not the Carlisle s¢hool. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, sir; that was out in your country, where 
there is an industrial school. ; 

Out in the State of Oregon, where there is a school near Salem, 
which it has been my pleasure to visit, they have added something 
like 100 acres to the school farm, oo for, not by one single cent 
of appropriation by the National Government, but paid for en- 
tirely and voluntarily by the earnings of the Indian children, 
pupils at that school. : ; 

Mr. Chairman, before I depart from the discussion of the Car- 
lisle school I desire to exhibit to the committee a photograph which 
I will pass about for closer scrutiny by membersof the House. It 
is a photograph of an Indian family, and I desire to read what is 
stated on the back of the photograph in reference to them: 

An Apache boy and girl, the boy 12 and the girl 10 years of age, were taken 
from their tribes while they were engaged in celebrating the ghost dance. 

After four years at the Indian school at Carlisle, Pa., they married, and 
employment was secured for the man on a dairy farm near Philadelphia. 
After four years he was continued on said farm as the superintendent of the 


e. 
aeTho picture is that of the family taken several years ago. 

Now, Mr, Chairman, we provide in this bill in sections which 
have been passed for the employment of farmers—practical farm- 
ers, who must be chosen from the section of the country where 
they are to instruct—to instruct these Indians practically how to 
farm. They go upon their farms; they show them how to plow, 
how to plant, how to reap, how to construct buildings, fences, 
and the like; they show them, in fact, everything that is necessary 
to make good agriculturists of them. 

We also provide in the bill for the employment of a number 
of matrons, who go from house to house on the reservations 
teaching the mothers and girls how to sew, how to cook, how 
to we tee house tidy, how, in fact, to run their establishment 
as a white civilized person runs it. We provide, Mr. Chairman, 


all through this bill for the elevation, along practical lines, of the 
Indian as a race, and I believe that the present condition of the 
Indian race as compared to twenty, thirty, or fifty years ago is 
an absolute demonstration of the wisdom of the policy heretofore 
adopted and now continued for their education and for their ad- 
vancement. 

The special proposition under consideration, to strike out the 
appropriation for the Carlisle school, would, in my judgment, be 
@ most unwise amendment to adopt, Mr. Chairman, there 
is no one school in the country where better work is done to-day 
than at that school; and I desire to say here, Mr. Chairman, that 
the annual exercises are to be held the 2d day of March next, and I 
now, on behalf of the school authorities, extend to every member 
of this House who can spare forty-eight hours from his duties 
here an invitation to go there sad see just how things are man- 
aged in such schools, 

It is the most orderly, systematically conducted institution of 
learning that I have ever seen, and I have seen quite a few of them, 
both Indian and whiteschools. Idobelieve that the real solution of 
the Indian problem lies not so much in the reservation schools asin 
the nonreservation schools, and I do believe that it would be the 
height of folly at this time to check in the least degree the solu- 
tion of the problem of elevating and educating and Christian- 
izing and civilizing the Indian race by curtailing the amount of 
practical education given them. It would be the height of folly 
to strike down a single section of this bill which relates to educa- 
tion. I think that is all, Mr. Chairman, that I desire to say at 
the present time, and I am grateful to the House for the extension 
of my time. 

Mr. CANNON rose. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time for debate on this amendment 
has been exhausted. 

Mr. CANNON. I move to strike out the last word for the pur- 

se of saying that I have no doubt the motion of the gentleman 

rom Arizona—I have no doubt that every item of this bill will 
remain substantially asit is. I have no doubt it will continue for 
many years; but when I have said that, I do not by my silence de- 
sire to be considered as acquiescing in the correctness of the policy 
advocated by the gentleman from New York [Mr. SHERMAN]; Ido 
not believe that the Indians are progressive. 

In my judgment—and I am not here to abuse them; there are 
many examples of Indians who make progress in civilization and 
make progress as men—I am not here to speak bitterly of them 
or to abuse them—I think, however, that the race is doomed. 
There are only 250,000 of them in round numbers—perhaps a little 
more than that in the United States—and not much of any place 
for them to go to or much of any place for them to stay. e have 
crowded them out of all the good country and put them in a 
country which to make it good has got to have the highest kind 
of skill. It has got to have the irrigation where most white men 
have failed, let alone the Indians. 

What little good land they occupy we shall soon take from them. 
I know of but one place where on a large scale the Indians are in 
a good condition; and when I say ‘“‘in a good condition,” I speak 
relatively. That is down in the Indian Territory. The situation 
is bad enough there; but the country is pretty good, and the white 
people have gone in there and mixed with the Indians. Fre- 
quently a man will say, ‘I am an Indian,” when you would not 
know it without his telling you; but he has his rights there as an 
Indian. The Indians are there in a pretty good country, holding 
their lands in common. 

There are 300,000 white people directly west of them in Okla- 
homa, and the time has about come for those Indians to get out. 
When I say ‘‘to get out,” Ido not mean to get out literally, but 
to cease to own their lands in common—to take in severalty so 
much as they can actually use and let the balance of the land be 
sold, so that the = body of white people may go in there and 
occupy it. In other words, there must take place there substan- 
tially what has taken place elsewhere from the beginning, com- 
mencing in New England and Virginia and North Carolina, and 
continuing in our Western States and Territories. That is what 
is going to happen. We have already laid the groundwork for it. 

If the civilized tribes, so called, now in the Indian country and 
their descendants could occupy that country for two thousand 
years, as our ancestors occupied Great Britain for two thousand 
years, going back before the time of Julius Cesar and extending 
down to the present time, they could gradually, from one genera- 
tion to another, progress, maintaining what they achieved and 
steadily, though slowly, advancing. But those Indians, instead 
of having two thousand years before them for such a work, have 
less than ten years, and you and I know it; because 70,000,000 of 
people want that land and the Indians at present stand in their 


way. 

That being the actual condition, what do we do? To satisfy 
our consciences and give our philanthropic people who do not 
understand the question something to do and something to think 
about, we go out to the Indian country, capture here and there a 
boy and a girl, and bring them to Carlisle or Hampton or some 
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; her Indian schools of the East; we undertake to train and 
ine those Indian children, to teach them to do this, that, 
and the other, when the condition of their fathers and mothers 
and brothers and sisters in the country from which they come is 
entirely different from the condition in which they are placed in 
these schools. And when those children, having passed through 
this educational process, return to the Indian country, they drop 
back to the condition of the tribe from which they came. They 
do not lift the tribe be the tribe pulls them down. . 

I appreciated the closing remark of the gentleman from Ari- 
zona Mr. SmirH] last evening. Speaking of the Indian girls 
who, after being educated in these boarding schools, are sent back 
to their tribes, he said, ‘‘God help them, for only God can help 
them.” And, unfortunately, we do not have special providences. 

Mr. KELLEY. How do <= know about this? 

Mr. CANNON. Howdol know? It has been my privilege and 
my duty to investigate. How does the gentleman know that it is 
not so? 

Mr. KELLEY. I think the gentleman is in the main right in 
his proposition; but what is his remedy? 

Mr. ANNON. My remedy is this, to let the Indian alone ex- 
cept as you better his conditions upon his reservation. I think 

rhaps the best that can be done is to pursue the policy of allot- 
ting to him his lands. 

A MemsBer. You would break up the tribal relations. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, I would break up the tribal relations, be- 
cause you can not keep up the tribal relations for a thousand or 
two thousand years and let those people work out their own sal- 
vation. If youcould, ne would probably doso; but you can not. 
When you have a hundred white people and near them one Indian 
settled, the one Indian, as an exceptional case, may benefit by the 
example of the whites surrounding him, but under such circum- 
stances many Indians will not ve but will go to the wall. 
If you want me to tell you what | think about this matter, I will 
do so frankly. I think as a practical matter that in fifty years 
from this time there will be no Indians. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. I should like a few minutes more to complete 
what I have to 1 Oy minutes, though I may not use it all. 

The CHAIRMAN. there is no objection, the time of the 
gentleman from Illinois will be extended five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, one gentleman has produced here a pic- 
ture; a gentleman kindly hands it to me at this moment. Itisa 
very interesting picture. It represents an Indian, his wife, and 
two children, educated at Carlisle some years ago. Whether it is 
exceptional or not I do not know; I think it is largely so. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. No; it is not. 

Mr.CANNON. That Indian evidently had some peculiar twist. 
He is now on a dairy farm in Pennsylvania doing well, and I am 
glad of it. But how about the Apaches? The theory is that you 
take these children and educate them at great expense in order 
that they may go back and help to lift up the tribe. This man 
has not gone back, and I am glad of it, because he is now living 
among the people with whom he was educated, and he has a chance 


to live upon the plane on which his education placed him. 
Re SMITH of Arizona. But what is going to become of those 
children? 


Mr. CANNON. I thinkif they continue tolivein Pennsylvania 
on that dairy farm they will grow up good citizens. And let me 
say that whenever you take Indian children from the reservations 
and educate them in these industrial schools it is the highest 
grade of cruelty to send them back to the tribe because when 
they go back they are doomed. They ought to be settled amongst 
our people, and not sent back to the tribes. 

Some years ago when I examined somewhat critically the con- 
dition of the Indians upon the reservations my observation was 
that, without exception, where Indians who had been educated at 
Carlisle and these other schools went back to the tribes they were 
s00N in & worse condition than those who had not been educated, 
except so far as the Government of the United States educated 
them by — them employment about the agency or otherwise. 

Then they did very well; but when they went back to their 
tribes and had to rely upon their own skili, without the protec- 
tion of the Government, they are—and I think I am justified 
in using this expression—as a rule, in a far worse condition than 
before they had the benefit of the so-called ‘‘education.” In other 
words, there is no man or race of men who can accomplish any- 
thing in the direction of p and improvement for another 
raceof men. It must rely uponeachindividual. Eachindividual 
must work out his _own salvation. Why, you have it amongst 
ourselves. We see it every day amongst the white people. 

When you find a manor a boy who has wealth thrust upon him, 
as a rule the parent who agonized to get the wealth and give to 
the boy what he calls ae where the boy has not the 
necessity of doing anything on his own to achieve wealth, 


you , 48 a rule, what the result is. e parent agonizes and 


the boy squanders. 
tion of an isolated Indian here and there—as a remedy for the con- 
ditions that prevail. 





And yet you talk of education—the educa- 


Mr. Chairman, the very best education that we get is that which 
is gotten by sacrifice, by effort on the part of the child, and effort 
on the part of the parent; and that education is the best that can 
be utilized in the various localities where they live. I know that 
some of our people are ‘‘ overeducated,” to use an expression of a 
constituent of mine named Murphy. Speaking of a neighbor’s 
family whose sons had been sent to college, he said one day, 
“Joo "—talking to me—‘‘ you know they have gone to college, 
but what is going to be the good of it when they come out. They 
will be spoilt for farmers; they never can be lawyers, doctors, or 
machinists; they will just be ‘edicated idiots.’” [Laughter.] 

Now there is more or less of that among the white people of 
thiscountry. The very best education, in my judgment, asarule, 
is the common-school education; the education of the common 
people; that education which fits them to work and move and act 
and thrive among the people with whom they are to live. 

Now, I do not know that I desire further to multiply my re- 
marks. This appropriation will doubtless remain in the bill. 
This policy will be followed. But after all, you get no return for 
the expenditure of the money. It is unjust to the Government 
and unjust to the Indians. [Applause.] 

TheCHAIRMAN,. The Chair will regard the pro forma amend- 
ment as withdrawn. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I renew the amendment. 

I have listened in several Congresses to the voice of my friend 
from Arizona _ Sm1TH!, always speaking against the Apaches. 
I know that down in Arizona they have a saying among the 
hunters, ‘“‘If you see Apache signs, look out; if you don’t see 
Apache signs, then look out all the more closely.” 

ey have an idea out there, in some sections of the country, 
that the Apache is a little like the Gila monster—a cross betwoen 
a human being and some prehistoric reptile. 

I was pleased to have had an opportunity of seeing at Carlisle 
some examples of the Apache Indians the other day. Dr. John- 
son had the same prejudice against the Scotch that the gentleman 
from Arizona seems to have against the Apache Indian. But Jr. 
Johnson, who had this strong prejudice, was willing to concede a 

eat deal when he said that ‘‘ very much could be made of a 

otchman if you caught him young.” [Laughter. ] 

I saw an illustration of that the other day where some of tho 
Apaches had been ‘‘caught young,” and what could be done with 
them under such circumstances. They were Apaches of Geroni 
mo’s band. They were taken to Carlisle, and when I visited thas 
school I asked Captain Pratt, in charge of it, to let me see the 
samples of the Apache Indians who were there for the purpose of 
being taught. I wanted to seethat “ Gila monster ” in the school, 
and [can say now that the most pleasing, the most gentle, the 
kindest faces that I saw among the Indians there were upon 
Apache shoulders. 

nthe school each Apache is associated in a room with two 
other Indians. No two Indians who occupy any sleeping room 
are of the same tribe. They are taken when young and edu- 
cated in all of the things that my friend from Illinois [Mr. Can- 
NON] says they ought to be educated in. They are given a good 
common-school education; they are taught how to read and write, 
taught how to work, and taught how to sew and how to farm and 
take care of the dairy. 

We have an example of this in almost every country in the 
world. Who were the janizaries that used to fight the battles of 
the Sultan of Turkey? They were Christian children caught 
young and turned into janizaries, and they were the bravest and 
the best soldiers that fought under the crescent and were rigid 
Mussulmen. It is not entirely a question of environment, but 
more a question of environment than of brains. But both en- 
vironment and blood are involved. Who in Virginia is ashamed 
of the blood of Pocahontas? You find generation after zenera- 
tion rising to political prominence in the Old Dominion and point- 
ing with pride to the original blood that came from the daughter 
of Powhatan. Now, if you take the Indian young and give him 
a chance, you have an Apache such as we see in the photograph 
here. That photograph has been passed around this House, and 
you see what civilization will do. These children were taken 
wild from a ghost dance directly to the Carlisle school, and you 
see the result in the intelligent faces in the photograph before 
you. 

But they say that if a man thus educated is sent back to the 
same bad environments with which he was surrounded in his 
infancy he will surely retrograde. Children have been taken 
from the slums around the Five Points in New York City and sent 
West, and in the last session and the session before we had some 
of them here in Congress—taken from the slums of the Five Points 
and coming back from their new environments as members of 
this House. ‘‘Gila monsters,” if you please, from the very slums 
of the city of New York, right from Tammany, and sent to 
Ohio, and coming back as Congressmen here from that State of 
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intelligence, progress, and prosperity—that State that is not 
afraid to admit its prosperity. 

Mr. KING. Itwas Tammany that raised those boys, was it not? 

Mr. LACEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, it is not necessary to send 
these Indian boys back in all instances tothe hard life from which 
they came. A different —— ought to be adopted. Allotments 
should be given to them, and those Indians should have an oppor- 
tunity to utilize their knowledge of farming, their knowledge of 
reaping and of sowing. Theyare sent out in thesummer from Car- 
lisle to the various farms in the Cumberland Valley and in vari- 
ous — of Pennsylvania, especially among the Quakers. Every 
Quaker home is a proper environment for one of these Apache 
boys. He goes among those disciples of peace and learns the arts 
of peace. It may be that he is thrown into bad surroundings 
afterwards, taken back to Arizona, if you please, and thrown 
into association with the people who are playing chuck-a-luck, 
the gambling bucks of the Apache tribe. Under those conditions 
he may soon become depraved; but it is not necessary that these 
children should be taken back. It is not necessary that the child 
of the slums, taken from New York and sent to Ohio, should, as 
soon as he grows up, be sent back to the Five Points, to begin 
there or in the Bowery where he left off as achild. [Applauseon 
the Republican side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LACEY. I should like a few minutes more. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman have five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the time 
of the gentleman from Iowa be extended five minutes. Is there 
ebjection? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. LACEY. Ido not expect to consume the time so kindly 
given to me by the committee, but I wish to call attention to the 
fact that even among Indians there are two parties. There is the 
“hat” Indian and the “‘ blanket” Indian. The Indian who be- 
lieves in progress, who wears the hat, who wears boots instead of 
moccasins, is called a “‘hat” Indian. The Indian who carries a 
bow and arrow and a tomahawk and wears a blanket is called a 
* blanket ” Indian. 

We have similar examples here in the House. We have gentle- 
men who are always in favor of reaction, who never can see any- 
thing in the present day that is worth anything. They are always 
looking back to the old days. These are the blanket Indians. of 
the House of Representatives. On the other hand, we have men 
in this House who believe in progress, who represent the hat ele- 
ment among the Indians. ithout any reference to which side 
of the House we find the hat Indians upon or which side we find 
the blanket Indians upon, we all recognize the illustration when 
attention is called to it. Indians are like ourselves in this respect. 
Gentlemen make a mistake when they assume that the Indian is 
of an essentially inferior race. He is not. The Indian is a man 
of brains. He is undoubtedlyimproved by a cross with the Anglo- 
Saxon, and that is the ultimate outcome and solution of the whole 
Indian question. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. How about the Anglo-Saxon that is 
crossed with the Indian? 

Mr. LACEY. The Anglo-Saxon improves the race by crossing 
with the Indian. I mean that the outcome is better than the pure 
blood, so far as the Indian isconcerned. My friend’s constituents 
down there are doing their full share to the solution of this part 
of the problem. [Laughter.] Indian marriages with whites are 
very common, icularly in the Indian Territory. 

. SIMPSON of Kansas. Fading out the color line! 

Mr. LACEY. But with this amount of mixing of races, with 
the education that comes along, with the training schools that 
have been created for the benefit of the Indian, we find that a better 
day is dawning for them, and I have no patience with the spirit 
that appears in this. House which says that when =~ educate an 
Indian you simply make him good for a little time, but that if you 
send him back to his native barbarism he is unable there to defend 
or protect himself. 

t is a hard problem; but we commenced it long ago, and Car- 
lisle school is one of the best exponents of what can be done with 
the Indian, Captain Pratt, who is in charge of that school, is an 
enthusiast. His soul is embarked in the effort to elevate the Indian 
race, and the children who come out of that school know how to 
farm, how to milk, how to plow, how tosew; and the very Apaches 
that the gentleman from ona referred to I found there mak- 
ing harness, and the Apache girls I found in the laundry doing as 
fine laundry work as any white woman can do, I found them 
with good faces, evidently -hearted children. 

What they needed was to get away from their environments 
with their tribe; and the worst of all surroundings is one of hate, 
where their next-door neighbor looks on them with hatred,asa| Mr. CALLAHAN. They do come home, and to some extent 
“‘Gila monster,” and where the feeling is that the only good Indian | leaven the whole loaf; but when an Indian youth has reached man- 
is a dead Indian. Wherecan you expect progress with surround- | hood or womanhood, if put out into the world to take his or her 
ings like these? Where a man looks upon every face about him | chances, I would not say that they are able to compete with those 
as the face of a hereditary foe you can not expect progress, sharp New England fellows [laughter] or that they should be left 



















Now, Mr. Chairman, my idea is that if these children were 
at an early enough age and put into the Carlisle and Ham 
schools and the same advantages given them that we do the 
children, will rank well with our own flesh and blood. 

Mr. B. D. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAND. How do they procure these children? 

Mr. LACEY. 7 the — of their parents. 

wa 


Mr. BLAND. ays 
Mr. LACEY. Notalways. But under the law now it must be 
by the written consent of their parents. I am inclined to think 
it would be a charity, a kindness, not to invariably require the 
consent of the parents, because it is better for the dren them- 
selves, even if the parents are not willing to accept the benefits 
furnished by the Government. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does my friend not admit that it will be im- 
possible to educate these Indians unless you take all the children 
and educate them at an Indian school? 

Mr. LACEY. My friend loses sight of the tion that 
aaa begins by littles. You can not educate negro race 
and in a single bound bring them up to the — standard of 
civilization. Look at the splendid example of ker Washing- 
ton, in his school at Tuskegee, where he is educating the negro of 
Alabama and teaching him to farm, teaching him to be the fellow 
citizen and workman alongside the white people. Industrial edu- 
cation along with the common-school elements is the best for the 
masses of both races. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Do not drop off intothe negro question. Con- 
fine your statement to the Indians. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the — has expired. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I ask that the gentleman’s time be extended 
for the ba of answering this question. 

ey HAIRMAN,. The gentleman from Oklahoma is recog- 
nize 


Mr. CALLAHAN, Mr. Chairman, I can not agree with the 
motion of my friend from Ariz —_ Smiru] to strike out this 
section. I think it would be a fatal mistake. tI doagree that 
a very large share of the education of the Indians should be 
industrial education. Those of you who have been in con 
with the Indians from day to day Ss know this to be 
the fact. In the first place, the more thoroughly the Indian is sup- 
plied with industrial education the more widely will his mind 
expand, the more capable he is of gathering ideas; and, conse- 
quently, while I can not agree, as I say, to strike out this section, 

would rather agree to add more to it, that the borders and 
a for giving him industrial education might be in- 
creased. 

Now, another thought, which has been hinted at by almost every 
man, but no one has ventured far enough to make the assertion, 
and I presume the reason was it to some extent appears to be in- 
human. Now, Mr. Chairman, here is the solution of this ques- 
tion. The young Indians when they are taken to school —— 
be kept there until they are men and women, and you sh 
encourage them to marry, and as was the case in the instance re- 
ferred to, of the Indians whose photograph has been exhibited here, 
encourage them to remain away from the tribe, and if it can be 
done by no other means, compel them to remain away, 1 
them to get an allotment and follow some trade or occu 
somewhere where they are far enough away from their old asso- 
ciations. In this way you will solve the problem. Butso longas 
you educate the Indi to read and dy Scri , which I 
very fully approve, and return to tribe life, all tha renal 
to him and work you have accomplished you will have to do 
over . 

— ROMWELL. I should like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
ion. 


Mr. BROMWELL. Ifyou hs any information on the subj 
, , you have ‘orma’ on the su 
i i Indian children will 3s 
other words, what is the number of 
who are educated at the Indian schools compared with the num- 
ber of those who are left upon the reservation to grow up in 
rance? What is the proportion between one and the other? 
Mr. CALLAHAN. I can not tell. It is very small, however. 
Mr. BROMWELL. Let me ask you further, if only a limited 
es ee es ae ann a 
dian schools, will there ever come a time when the tribe or 
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to sink or swim. Let them be and to some extent be 


helped by the Government until they are able to take care of 
ves. ° 

Mr. TONGUE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
? 


Mr. CALLAHAN. Certainly. 4 

Mr. TONGUE. Is it not a fact that in nearly all reservations 
there are schools where branches have been taught and practi- 
cally all the children of Indians have been offered an opportunity 
for some education? 5 

Mr. CALLAHAN. Yes; but is it not a fact that you have the 
same experience with them after they have received this educa- 
tion—that they go back into the tepee and in a few months a 

majority have on the blanket again? 
<i. TONG That is not correct so far as the district in 
which I live is concerned, because I have not seen in the last 
twenty years an Indian wearing a blanket. 

Mr. CALLAHAN, Well, your Indians may be more advanced 
than many others. 

Mr. GREENE. Will the gentleman from Oklahoma allow me 
to ask him one question? 

The CHAIRMAN Does the gentleman from Oklahoma yield 
— 

. Yes. 

Mr. GREENE. While your position is true—that taking the 
Indians from the Carlisle school and educating them and then 
keeping them away would be beneficial to the particular Indians 
you keep away, how is it going to be of any benefit to the rest of 
the Indians that remain on the reservation? 

Mr. CALLAHAN. lIanswered thata whileago. It would be 
no benefit to the old blanket Indians, but the young Indians you 
can make some noes with. 

The CHAIR . The timeof the gentleman from Oklahoma 


has “yee 

Mr. CEY. I ask unanimous consent that his time be ex- 

five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that the gentleman’s time be extended five minutes. Is 
there objection? e Chair hears none. 

Mr. GREENE. You have stated, which we all know is true, 
that a very small number, in fact, an insignificant per cent, of 
the Indians could be taken to this school. Now, if they are kept 
away, the percentage being so exceedingly small, how can any 
benefit accrue to the great bulk of the ians that remain on the 
reservation? 

Mr. CALLAHAN. Well, your question israther broad. Every 
man in the tribe receives more or less benefit even if a small num- 
ber only receive an education. We have already made great ad- 
vancement in that direction. 

Mr. GREENE. How would you keep the Indian from going 
back to his tribe if he wanted to? 

Mr. CALLAHAN. My suggestion is that he be kept in school 
until he is grown up, an then an allotment be selected for him, 
or he select it for himself, and go onto it. 

Mr. LACEY. If the gentleman from Oklahoma will permit 
me, I would like to ask him, because he is from a locality adjoin- 

a large body of Indians, whether his remedy would not be 
ced by the number sent to the school rather than to do 
away with the school altogether? 

Mr. CALLAHAN, Oh, certainly. 

Mr. BARROWS. It has been the policy of the United States 
too often to turn its cannon against the Indians. I do not think, 
however, that the remarks this morning of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Cannon] have been on the whole unfriendly to the 
Indian. I rise not so much to reply to my friend from Illinois 

Mr. Cannon] as to make some comments on the remarks, yester- 

y, of the from Arizona [Mr. Smira]. I am sorry 
the gentleman from Arizona has introduced a little sectional spirit 
into his remarks by referring to the lack of progress of the Indian 
to what he deems the false policy of the ‘‘sentimentalists of the 


Now, I think there is a t deal more accord in this matter 
the East and the West among those who have studied this 
question than really the gentleman is aware of, and some of it has 
been manifested here to-day. Ido not think we have any great 
sectionsi spirit in our Indian Committee. I may refer to one in- 
stance in illustration of this. After the first meeting of the Indian 
Committee, as I was about to leave, Itook up 2 hat which was near 
me, and which seemed to be a very respectable and well-fittin 
hat, and put it on. I wore that hat for four days, and then 
found I had been wearing the hat of the gentleman from Arkan- 
I did not ask any in into the conduct of the gen- 
from Arkansas; it may be a way oe Save out there of 
-] Itmay be that was his interpre- 
act, or that we were to be paired 
political matters; but if so, there was no very sectional spirit 
between us, and I think our i on many of these questions 
would fit as well af our hats, ° 


to the ——— from 
Mr. CALLAHAN 


The gentleman has referred to the treaty system which we have 
been employing as a mistake. I agree with him. Many people 
East also agree with him that it was a mistake in the beginning 
to treat with the Indian tribes. But some of these obligations 
can not be lightly annulled, and it takes time for the Government 
to get out of them in a just and honorable way. In regard to the 
reservation system, I think it is agreed by all intelligent men in 
the East who have stadied this question that this reservation 
system should be given up. Not merely for the sake of letting 

white men in, but for the sake of letting the Indian ont. The 
Indian himself has been corralled in this reservation system, shut 
out from contact with his white brother; we have thrown him 
back and shut him up with his own customs, and I think the civ- 
ilization of the whole tribe would be better subserved by letting 
him out as soon as it can be done with justice and expediency. 

The whole history of the world shows that such an attempt as 
we have made of trying to raise a whole tribe at once outside of 
our civilization must end in failure. We must deal very largely 
with individuals, and we must bring them within the pale of civil- 
izinginfluences. My colleaguefrom Massachusetts {Mr. Waker] 
referred yesterday to the negroes in his own town and the prog- 
ress they had made in civilization. Well, sir, the history of the 
negro race in this country, not only North but also Sonth, is an 
illustration of the fact that to civilize any race you must bring 
them in immediate contact with a superior race; and the fact is 
that the negroes were so far ready for civilization—I do not say 
they were fully ready—because they had come in contact with the 
white man. They had not lived under a tribal system. but had 
acquired the white man’s language, had learned something of his 
arts, and so were enabled to continue their industrial education. 
And what Hampton is doing to-day is taking not merely the In- 
dian but also the negro, and teaching him not only to read and 
write and say his prayers, but, as has been remarked, teaching 
him also how to farm, how to make a wagon, how to plow, how 
to shoe horses, how to do everything that comes within the line 
of arts that will be useful to him. 

I think the gentleman from Arizona [Mr. Suir] makes a great 
mistake in saying that all the Indian schools should be reservation 
schools. In that suggestion he is deserting the very idea which 
he has presented here. I believe with some gentlemen who bave 
spoken, that the proper method of proceeding is to distribute the 
Indians so far as possible throughont the United States. Some 
years ago I took a little Indian boy into my own family. I had 
him there a few years, but the difficulty was as it always is—tae 
difficulty of acclimating the Indian and getting him adjusted to 
the white man’s conditions. It can not be done rapidly. It must 
be done gradually. That boy died after being with me afew 
years. Captain Pratt has maintained that if the Indians of the 
United States were distributed through the country there would 


be scarcely more than nine in acounty. Think of it! Nine In- 
dians to each county throughout the United States. 
Here the hammer fell. ] 
r. SHERMAN. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Barrows] be allowed five minutes 


more. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BARROWS. AsI was remarking, it is not necessary for 
our educational system that these schools should be distributed, 
or that the children should go back. I fully agree on this subject 
with the gentleman from Illinois |Mr. CaNNon] and others who 
have spoken. Let the Indians take up their homes among the 
white people. At Dartmouth College we had an Indian yo 
a full-blooded Indian—who came there right from the woods. He 
stood high in his class through college. He was not only a good 


baseball player, but he led also in playing chess; and he gradu- 


¢ 
1th— 


ated, not only from the college, but from the medical schoo'. He 
is now an accredited doctor and is doing some work here in the 
East, as he has done something for his own tribe. The method 
of Captain Pratt, the head of the Carlisle school, which is attacked 


here, has been thus to distribute these Indians so that they shall 
not be obliged to go back to their reservations. 

I hope, Mr. Chairman, that when the Indian Committee shall 
go to Carlisie the gentleman from Arizona will go with us. and I 
hope he will stay there long enough—I say ‘“‘long enough,” because 
to obtain a proper view of the working of this school may take 
some time, tut { am sure that when he is thoroughly acquainted 
with what that school is doing and what Hampton is doing. he 
will be the first to vote against the proposition he himscif has 
presented. 

Something might be said about the condition of those Indians 
who do go back to the reservation. I have here the report of the 
Superintendent of Indian Schools, which shows that although they 
do go back to their tribes, their education here in the East is not 
lost. Much evidence could be adduced on this — I have here 
simply a copy of a paper on the returned students of Hampton, 
which shows something of what those students are doing: 


Taking these young people just as we find them-—-the naturally good 
and the naturally bad, the Bright and the stupid, the full bloods and the 
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sixty-fourth bloods, those with years of training, and those with only a few 
months—we see that there are far more good than bad, far more living up to 
ad rs pee standard than falling below it—only 50 below to 300 above the 

If we take the testimony of those who have been out in the field 
and have ascertained what can be done there, we shall find the 
work of the matrons in the field among the Indians, as well as 
the work of the teachers, is doing a vast deal of good in educat- 
ing the Indians in the arts of civilization. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I had notintended to speak upon this 
amendment; but I can not agree with gentlemen who have pre- 
ceded me that there has been no advancement among the In- 
dians. I holdin my hand a report showing that twenty years ago 
there were only 3,500 pupils in the Indian schools in this country, 
while in 1896 there were over 19,200. There are only 182,370 In- 
dians in this country outside the Five Tribes. Twenty-one thou- 
sand five hundred Indians own and occupy homes to-day as heads 
of families. Last November I visited a reservation where five 
years ago, out of 2,700 Indians there were not 100 wearing citizen’s 
clothes, and there were not 50 houses on the reservation. To-day 
there are 600 houses there, and but few of the Indians on the res- 
ervation are wearing blankets. On the way to the reservation I 
passed more than 30 loaded wagons. Each was driven by an Indian 
wearing citizen’s clothing, and doing the work that five years ago 
was done mostly by white teamsters. ‘ 

At the reservation, Mr. Chairman, there were over fifty Indians 
engaged in hauling wood to the agency, and this is simply one 
illustration of the progress among the Indians. 

I wish to say that where land is tillable and the Indian educated 
either at Hampton, Carlisle, or Haskell, and has gone back to the 
reservation, there has been a decided advancement. But where 
you send Indians to reservations, such as some found in Arizona 
or Colorado, where they must supply themselves with water from 
water tanks along the railroads, of course you can not expect them 
to raise anything, for even the white om under similar circum- 
stances could do no better. In North Dakota and South Dakota 
and on other Indian reservations houses have been built by the 
Indians who were educated at Carlisle, Haskell, or Hampton. 

I agree with the gentleman heartily that the reservation schools, 
to a certain extent, are the best for the Indians; but I do believe 
that we ought to have a limited number of nonreservation schools 
to educate the advanced Indian pupils. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what are the present conditions? You 
can visit almost any Indian reservation in the Territory of Okla- 
homa—and they have many Indians there—and you will find 
amongst them men competent to do most any work that you 
would find men doingin a white community. You will find black- 
smiths who were educated at Carlisle, Haskell, or Hampton; you 
will find carpenters, you will find bakers, you will find men doing 
work in almost every vocation of life that was done a few years 
ago by the white people. 

It is true, as the gentleman from Arizona [Mr. SMITH] says, 
that there have been a great many treaties made with the In- 
dians. But I make the statement, and I do not believe it will 
be contradicted, that the Congress of the United States has not 
acted fairly with them in regard to these treaties. No commis- 
sion ever entered into a treaty with the Indians that was ratified 
by Congress which has not been violated by Congress. 

You took the Indians, as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] has said; you drove them from the East to the West. 
You have driven them until you can drive them no further. 
When you found a patch of land where you could locate them, 
you said they should have it and hold it as long ‘‘as the water 
flows and grass grows.” Assoon as you found that grass would 
grow on the land, you took it away from them. [Applause. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I withdraw the pro forma amend- 
ment, 


a [Mr. SMITH of Arizona addressed the committee. See Appen- 
ix. ] 


The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
SmirxH of Arizona) there were—ayes 29, noes 65. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support of 350 Indian pupils. at $167 per annum each, at the Indian 
school at Chilocco, Okla., $58,450; for pay of superintendent at said school, 
$1,800; for erection of buildings, $12,000; for sewerage system, $500; for gen- 
eral repairs and improvements, $5,000; in all, $77,750. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last word. We have had alittle digression from the general 
question, and I think we ought to get back. I merely rise to cor- 
rect the statement in the REcorRD on page 951. The other day, 
when I was submitting a few remarks here in regard tothe Presi- 
dent’s interview on immigration, the gentleman from Kansas 
{Mr. Curtis] interrupted me, and I will read from the RECORD 
on page 951: 


Mr. Curtis of Kansas. Did not the Dingley bill do something for Kan- 
gast Was it not responsible for the increase in the price of wool in our State 





from 7 cents to 15 cents a pound? Aa on the Republican side.] Was 
it not responsible for the increase in the value of cattle and sheep—the in- 
crease in the value of sheep a 90 cents to $3.50 a head? 

Mr. Stmpson of Kansas. Oh, the gentleman from Kansas knows just as 
well as I do that there is no great amount of wool raised in Kansas, and hence 


that it was not largely beneficial to the people of the State. It did benefit 
some—— 


Mr. Curtis of Kansas. There are over 2,000,000 sheep in Kansas to-day. 

Mr. Srmpson of Kansas (continuing). But I can tell him, and I will tell this 
House, that for every man who is anges in raising and selling sheep a 
hundred are using the 8 produced from them; and it cortaiabr could 
not be seriously contended that any marked increase in the price of wool, 
woolen goods, would be of any material advantage to them. But that is the 
logic of the gentleman, and that isa sample of the logic that is generally 


used by the other side of the House in connection with questions of this 
character. 


That was a simple statement that there were 2,000,000 sheep in 
Kansas. Now, 2,000,000 sheep are a good many sheep. I hardly 
think that the late statistician from Ohio [Mr. GRosvENoR] would 
agree to that statement. I have here a statement from the secre- 
tary of agriculture of the State of Kansas, Mr. F. E. Coburn, a 
Republican, who will probably be the next Republican governor 
[laughter on the Republican side]—I mean the next Republican 
candidate for governor—— 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. If he is the Republican candidate he 
will be governor. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. And Ihave here his statement of the 
number of sheep in Kansas and I want to read it, because I know 
my colleague from Kansas does not want his statement to go out 
as he made it. The secretary says in this report that there are 
222,703 sheep—222,703 instead of 2,000,000. [Laughter.] 

I make the statement that where 1 person is benefited by the 
increased price of wool through the tariff there are 100 that are not 
benefited, and are in fact injured, by the increased price upon the 
products made out of wool. 

Now, here we have in Kansas a grand total of agricultural 

roducts, including live stock, etc., of $230,000,000 in round num- 
rs, and about half a million dollars of that isin sheep. That is 
all the gentleman from Kansas can point to. He undertakes to 
show that the great agricultural interests in one of the great agri- 
cultural States of the Union are benefited by a tariff on a 
million dollars out of $230,000,000. 

Mr. Curtis of Kansas rose. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas, I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I want to occupy a minute or two in 
my own right. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I thought the gentleman wanted to 
interrupt me. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I still stand by the statement I made, 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Well, I merely quoted the figures 
froma a Commissioner of Agriculture. If my colleague 
is disposed to dispute those figures, he and his Republican friends 
must fight it outamong themselves. But, with all deference tomy 
colleague from Kansas, I am dis to believe the statement of 
the Secretary of Agriculture. e is usually accurate, but in his 
extreme zeal to bolster up the Dingley bill he overstepped the mark 
to the extent of one and three-quarter million sheep. [Laugh- 
— But, Mr. Chairman, if you knew the aver Kansas Re- 
publican as well as I do, you would not be surprised at that; such 
a thing as a million and three-quarters of sheep does not amount 
to much out there when they are making statements in regard to 
the tariff. 

Of course, there are other things in respect to which we out in 
Kansas are largely benefited by the Dingley bill. For instance, 
there is the protective duty of $1.50 a ton on straw. One can 
readily see how, if the “pauper” straw of Europe is kept out of 
this country, the Kansas farmer is going to be benefited! I won- 
der the gentleman did not make that suggestion the other day, 
when he was pointing out the great benefits derived by the Kan- 
sas farmer from the increased tariff duties under the Dingley bill. 

Here the hammer fell. ] , 

r. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, the report from which 
my —— [Mr. Simpson] read was prepared by the Secretary 
of Agriculture, probably from figures presented to his Depart- 
ment early last year—1897. My authority for the statement I 
made was the Kansas City Star, a free-trade paper, that made a 
report of the number of sheep which had been sent from Kansas 
City into Kansas during last fall. It gave the number as 2,000,- 
000. And I say there are to-day in the State of Kansas over 
2,000,000 sheep. Let me say to the gentleman further that in one 
county of the district I represent there were in 1892, 50,000 sheep. 
But the gentleman and every Populist from Kansas voted for the 
Gorman- Wilson bill, which drove out of business the men who 
were engaged in the sh industry in Butler County, and last 
spring there were not 5,000 sheep in that county. 

The gentleman also voted to reduce the dutyon hay. He voted 
to reduce the duty upon ; and in 1892 there were egg depots 
in almost every town in Kansas, where eggs were collected and 
shipped. That is the way the gentleman and his colleagues voted 
in the interest of the Kansas farmer. 

They never have in this Congress or in any other Congress casta 
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vote in the interest of the farmers of this country, and they never 
will do so knowingly. They talk about their interest in the 


farmer, and yet they do nothing for him. <—e talk about their 
interest in Kansas, yet when they come among the people who can 
benefit Kansas they howl about our people being unable to pay 
their debts. 

I did not intend to enter into the discussion to-day; but, as I 
have the floor, I desire to refer to something that was said yester- 
day by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RicHARDSON]. He 
called our attention to a statement in the Washington Post about 
a bank having failed, and he said he guessed it was in the district 
I have the honor to represent. In that he was mistaken. It was 
a bank in Paola, and a very small one at that; and he forgot to 
state to the House that in the announcement to which he referred 
it was asserted that the depositors were to be paid in full. [Deri- 
sive laughter on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. That is what they always say. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Yes; and you believe that they will 
be. If the gentleman has read the papers, he knows that to-day 
in many parts of Kansas the banks are refusing deposits. If he 
has read the report before him, he knows the condition of the 

ple of Kansas. If he has read that report and the papers, he 
ows that the deposits in the banks in Kansas and the money in 


the possession of our people give us a per capita which exceeds 
the Populist dream of 1890. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Will the gentleman permit an inter- 
ruption? 


r. CURTIS of Kansas. Certainly. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Is not that largely because during 
the last four years we have had a Populist bank examiner, and as 
the result of this fact thereare now fewer failures among the State 
banks than have ever before been known inourhistory? Butthis 
bank which failed the other day at Paola was a national bank, over 
which this officer had no control. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 

Me CURTIS of Kansas. It is true that we have a good bank 
examiner, and he is a Populist, but he is the only leading mem- 
ber of that party in Kansas who does not talk Populist doctrine. 
He is continually telling of the prosperity of the citizens of our 
State and defending the institutions of ourCommonwealth. But 
he does not make the deposits in the banks. 

Mr. CANNON, I trust ~~ friend from Kansas [Mr. Curtis] 
will not pursue his present line of remark, because if the facts 
which he states get out the Populists may turn this gentleman 
out of the party. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. They have tried to turn him out, but 
fortunately a lot of gentlemen in his own party who have been 
organized against Mr. Bridenthall have not had the power to de- 
throne him, though I believe they forced him to resign the chair- 
manship of the State committee of his party. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Did not the oo during the 
last administration try to get him out? Did they not try to get 
an investigating committee for the purpose of turning him out, 
but failed to do so? 

Mr. CURTISof Kansas. He held his position as bank examiner 
under a law that permitted him to serve for four years, a law 
a by a Republican legislature, and his term had not ex- 
pired—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For support and education of 200 Indian pupils at Flandreau, 8. Dak., at 

| yl each per annum, $33,400; for general repairs and improvements, $1,(00; 
or pay of superintendent of said school, $1,500; for heating system, $10,000; 
erection of new buildings, $3,000; water rent, $1,000; in all, $49,900. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire at this time to sub- 
mit some remarks to the committee, and ask unanimous consent 
to continue for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Reserving the right to object, I wish to ask 
the gentleman if he desires to submit any remarks in connection 
with the pending bill. If so, I shall not object. I do not object 
to the most exhaustive debate on the bill itself; but taking up the 
time of the committee with other subjects, if that is the intention 
of the gentleman, I shall feel called upon to object at the present 

e. 

Mr.HARTMAN. Idesiresimply to exercise the privilege which 

been accorded to other members of the House, who have dis- 
cussed such questions as in their judgment were proper to be dis- 
cussed in the Committee of the Whole. If I can not have that 
— at this time, I will have to avail myself, of course, of some 
other opportunity. 

a LITTLE. I hope the gentleman from New York will not 

»ject. 

r. SHERMAN. I do not object. But I will state to the gen- 
tleman that later in the day I shall be willing that the privilege 
shall be accorded tohim. The gentleman from Kansas desires to 
leave the city to-day, and there are some matters two or three 
pages further on in the bill to which he wishes to call attention. 


I 
NS 


SS 
ns 


Mr. HARTMAN. In view of the statement of the gentleman 
from New York, I withdraw the request for the present. 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. On yesterday it was stated in the course of the debate 
that the Dingley tariff had greatly increased the value of the 
sheep industry in Kansas and, I believe, Ohio; that the proteci- 
ive feature of that tariff had appreciated the value of the sheep 
industries of these States. That statement has been repeated to- 
day. I desire to read now in connection with that statement an 
extract from the speech of a very distinguished official of this 
country, going to show that the very opposite effect was had 
under the high protective tariff of 1867. 

I read from the RecorD and am glad to see the gentleman from 
Kansas | Mr. Curtis] who made the statement in reference to the 
sheep industry of Kansas present and listening. I now quote: 

Ina single county in the State of Iowa, represented here by my colleague, 
Mr. Loughridge, the county of Poweshiek, between the two years of 1867 


a, 
and 1869 the number of sheep was reduced more than _5,000—from 22,000 and 
And what is true of this 


upward to about 18,000—in a period of two years. 
county is true to a greater or less extent of other counties in lowa; and dur- 
ing this time the price of wool has constantly been depreciating. Now, what 
I a to in this bill is that this injustice in regard to the duty on woolens 
has been repeated. The authors of this bill reindorse the tariff of 1867. 

Who said this? Nota Democrat, Mr. Chairman, nora Populist, 
but one of the most distinguished Republicans in the United States 
Senate, Senator WILLIAM B. ALLISON, from the State of Iowa, 
in this House, March 24 or 25,1870. And yet, in the face of this 
high authority in Republican councils, gentlemen of the Repnb- 
lican party get up here day after day and say that the Dingley.tariff 
has raised the value of the sheep industry of this country and that 
protection always has that effect. If this be true, protective tar- 
iffs act differently in different sections of the country, 

Jus Ss 11S QUOTA v av ust read, Senator 

Just previous to this quotation which I have just 1, Senat 
ALLISON used this language: 

Let me call attention, in the next place, to the wool and woolen goods. 
And I will say with regard tothe duty on wool and woolens that I regard it 
not only as an intentional fraud, but as operating as though it were a fraud 
upon the great body of the people of the United States. I allude tothe woolen 
tariff, so called, of 1867, a law by which the average duty on woolen goods is 
certainly not less than 60 per cent of the value we import; a law the effect of 
which has been to materially injure the sheep hrsbandry of this countrv. 

So, then, Senator ALLISON deliberately said that the effect of 
this protective tariff of 1867 was to ‘‘ materially injure the sheep 
industry of this country,” and yet the Republican party to-day 
contends that protection can not and does not injure our sheep 
industry. 

I will let them reconcile their own opinions with those of Sen- 
ator ALLISON, who aided in the passage of the Dingley as well as 
the McKinley tariff. 

Senator ALLISON opposed this high tariff on wool and gave his 
reasons for the faith that was in him in this same speech. Sena- 
tor ALLISON was asked a question, as follows: 

Mr. LAWRENCE. I should like the gentleman toinform me how a reduction 
of the duties on wool and woolen goods would inure to the advantage of the 
woolgrower? 

Mr. Lawrence, I believe, was from Ohio. Senator ALLISON 
completely answered his question. In substance he said that by 
combining fine imported wool, such as we would import under a 
low tariff, with our coarse home wool, we could then make out of 
this combination a fine goods which we could not otherwise man- 
ufacture. And that the goods thus made supplied a demand in 
this country which we could not otherwise supply; and that this 
demand increased the use of our coarse home wool, which in turn 
caused it to rise in price. Senator ALLISON said: 

Mr. ALLIson. I will tell the gentleman how, in my own judgment, the 
woolgrower will be benefited. As the law now is, the tariff upon fine wools 
of a character not produced in this country is 100 per cent upon their cost. 
The tariff upon woolens of the same class is only about 50 per cent, so that 
the finer woolen goods are imported, and not the coarser fabrics. Before the 
tariff of 1867 our manufacturers of fine goods mixed foreign fine wool with 
our own domestic product, and thus were able to compete successfully with 
the foreign manufacturer of similar articles. But being prohibited from 
importing this class of wools, these fine goods can not now be produced in 
this country so cae as they can be imported. 

Consequently mills that were formerly engaged in producing those goods 
have been compelled to abandon business or manufacture the coarser fabrics. 
If they could afford to manufacture those fine goods, they would make a 
market, which we do not now have, for our fine wools, to be mixed with other 
fine wools of a different character from abroad. This want of a market, as [ 
understand, is the reason why our fine v-ools now command so low a price. 
There is no demand for them at home, and we can not export them in com- 
petition with fine wools grown in other countries. 

I should like to comment on the language of Senator ALLISON 
if I had time; but for the present I commend this and his learned 
speech to the gentlemen on the other side of the Hall. Now, in 
conclusion, let me make another quotation from this same speech. 
He says: 

That tariff was made by certain gentlemen representing the wool mannu- 
turers of this country and certain other gentlemen representing the wool- 

rowers, and was r ded as an equitable adjustment of the differences 
stween the woolgrowers and t wool manufacturers. 

Here, then, is another high protective tariff ‘‘made” by private 
individuals for their private and selfish purposes, inconsiderate of 
the general or public welfare. Thisreminds me of what has been 
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repeatedly stated in this House without successful refutation— 
that the McKinley and the Dingley bills both were prepared by 
the rich manufacturers of this country. Senator ALLIson has 
stated that the one they wane in 1867 destroyed the sheep in- 
dustry and imposed on the people, while we know the McKinley 
and Dingley tariffs too well for me to undertake to repeat what 
“a did and did not do. 

he CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from South Dakota offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Strike out the word “two,” in line 1, page 46, after the word “of,” and in- 
sert the word “three;” and in lines 3 and 4, 46, strike out words 
“thirty-three thousand four hundred dollars” and insert in lieu thereof 
** $50,000." In line 6, page 46, strike out the word “five” and insert in its 
place the word “seven.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. I thought we had passed that, and had had 
debate upon other subjects. — 

The CHAIRMAN, That is the last paragraph that has been 


Mr. SHERMAN. I reserve the point of order, if one is resery- 
able against it. I will hear what the gentleman has to say. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairmen, I have lived among the Indians 
of the West for about twenty years, and I think I know something 
about their customs and their lives and about themselves essen- 
nitially. 

In offering this amendment and in my remarks upon it I have 
no censure whatever for the Committee on Indian Affairs of this 
House. The committee simply acted upon the recommendations 
made by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. Butas to the action 
of that distinguished gentleman I have some criticisms to offer. 
I claim that in his recommendations to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs of this House he has neither acted for the best interests of 
the Indians nor for the best interests of the Government. 

1 presume it is well known to the members of this committee 
that by the last Congress the sum of about $38,000 was appro- 
priated for the erection of buildings at Flandreau in addition to 
the Indian industrial school already in operation at that place. 
These buildings are now rapidly reaching completion. 

The old school that has been established there for three or four 
years past and in operation all the time accommodates only about 
200 pupils. There are over 200 Indians attending the Flandreau 
Industrial School at this time. Now, if this amendment is not 
adopted, the investment of nearly $40,000 appropriated by the last 
Congress for the erection of new buildings to accommodate 300 
Indian pupils instead of 200 will lie idle until you do make an 
appropriation for the maintenance of the extra 100 Indian pupils 
which that school will accommodate. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, Will the gentleman allow me to in- 
terrupt him? 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I see by the report of the Commis- 
sioner there are only 167 pupils in actual attendance. 

Mr. KELLEY. That is not true at this time. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. That is the report. 

Mr. KELLEY. 1 visited that school immediately before com- 
ing to Washington, and I know that the number of pupils en- 
rolled in that school was then about 200. I say it is a plain busi- 
ness proposition that I submit to the members of this committee. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. The report gives the enrollment at 
226, but the average attendance at only 167. 

Mr. KELLEY. Well, that statement of the average attendance 
is too low at this time. I know that more than 200, and if my 
memory serves me right, somewhere about 220, approximately, 
were attending the school when I visited it immediately before 
coming to Washington. Now, I say there is not an individual 
member of this committee who would do business in the manner 
laid down by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, who would in- 
vest $40,000 in the erection of a building and then refuse to 
appropriate the necessary funds to occupy the building. That is 
not good business management, and it is certainly not statesman- 
ship. Now, being somewhat acquainted with the condition of 
the Indian, and knowing something of his habits and customs, I 
am going to answer some objections and some questions that have 
been raised yesterday and to-day upon the floor of this House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. KNOWLES. I ask that the gentleman be allowed to con- 
tinue for five or ten minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the time 
of the gentleman be extended for five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. KELLEY. Certainly; but wait a moment. I should like 
time to finish my remarks. I am willing to answer any question 
that any gentleman of this committee wishes to propound to me, 
ifIcan. I have listened patiently to the members of the commit- 
tee for the last three days and more. 

Mr. ROBBINS. It is just on the point you areon. I wish to 
ask if the matter that you have spoken about, the constructing of 
extra buildings without making an additional appropriation to 


put them in use, has been brought before the Committee on Indian 
Affairs and considered by that committee, and if so, what was 
the result of their deliberations? 
Mr. KELLEY. I do not know what the conclusions of the 
ee find them in this bill, but I bring the 
uestion now before the Committee of the Whole, and I trust that 
e members of the committee and the chairman will not seriously 
— the proposition that I have submitted. 
Tr. 


, the question has been raised here by several 
entlemen as to the advisability of educatin: _——< these In- 
ians. Some tlemen, for I have the highest personal 

regard, make the unwarranted assumption that the Indians who 


are taken from the reservations and sent to the different schools 
throughout the country, one particularly at Carlisle, Pa., are re- 
ceiving no real advantage from their educational training. 

Now, I claim that such a eee is absolutely untenable, 
You may as well maintain that cation is of no material benefit 
to the white man as that it is not a benefit to the Indian. If you 
say that a few of them are taken away from their homes in order 
to educate them and that they go back and return to the condi- 
tion that they formerly occupied, I say that that statement is not 
warranted by the facts. Have you anything to warrant you in 
making such a statement? I want to call your attention to the 
fact that there are not many of these schools located so remotely 
from the Indian reservations as the school at Carlisle. I believe 
it was a mistake to place that school there. It should have been 
in Lae ee a = oe —y _ = 7 is = the Bast, I 
certainly am in favor of its support, and vo or proper a 
propriation to sustain that school. . 

Now, then, I go so far as this: I say that the Indians are prac- 
tically the wards of this Government; that it is the duty of the 
Government to see that its wards are properly cared for. It is 
the intention of the Government of the United States to make 
sovereign citizens out of these Indians sooner or later, and this 
being a recognized and admitted fact, it is the duty of the Gov- 
ernment not only to send a ion of them to school but the 
whole of them. Why, sir, this principle is recognized in every 
State in this Union. Go and examine the constitutions and laws 
of your several States, and you will find that they have compul- 
sory school laws. The power of the State rises over and beyond 
the rights of heads of families and says that these children that 
are to be citizens of the State shall be educated citizens. 

_ This being the recognized principle in the several States, I say 
it is proper for this Government to take these Indians without the 
written consent of their em or any other consent, and force 
them to be educated, so that when they attain their ey — 
will be able to battle for themselves and go out in the d an 
compete successfully with their white b: mn. Now, this bein 
the case, and I take it that no gentleman on this floor will - 
ously controvert that statement, I say why is it not good policy to 
make an appropriation sufficient to maintain to the full capaci 
the Flandreau Industrial School? The tleman from ona, 
who seems to find considerable fault with the manner in which 
the Indians are being educated—and if what he says be true, I 
agree with him, it isan absolute waste of money. I hold it to be 
a fact that the Indians should be educated like anybody else. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman expired. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. r, Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from South Dakota may be 
allowed to conclude his remarks. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the gentleman to fix some limit. 

Mr. KELLEY. I will take but a few minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from North Dakota asks 
unanimous consent that the gentleman from South Dakota be 
permitted to conclude his remarks. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. : 

Mr. LEY. Now, I say, recognizing the fact that educa- 
tion should be the basis of citizenship, why is it not good policy to 
give such an appropriation as will enable the Flandreau us- 
trial School to send 300 of these children and educate them in the 
manner that will make them good citizens? I have lived among 
these Indians, and I want to say this to the question that has been 
raised here as to there no good Indians but dead ones: There 
are more than 300 Indians in Moody County, 8. Dak., and 


they have been there, to my personal knowledge, for the past 
twenty years, and I can also say, to my personal knowledge, not 
one of them has ever yet been ht a court of justice to 


answer for a crime or offense t the laws of the State of 
South Dakota. I do not believe, gentlemen of this committee, 
that the same number of people can be found anywhere on this 
continent that can show a record parallel to that. 

We have heard a great deal about taxation in the interest of the 
Indians; but, tlemen, have you forgotten that there are dues 
that since the landing of the Mayfower paowa to w cumpansiiedly 

since the lan of the own to a compara 
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until he was confronted by the Pacific Ocean on the one side and 
the avaricious and unconquerable white man upon the other, 
until he found nowhere to rest his head and was left at the mercy 
of the winds of heaven or the waves of the —_~ bluesea. Against 
this condition, over which he had no control, he rebelled, he pro- 
tested, he struggled, he made war with such means as were known 
to him, but it was of no avail. ; ae 

His ranks were depleted and his numbers declined till it became 
apparent to this Government and its people that the policy which 
had solong been pursued, if continued, would exterminate the 
{Indians of this country. Now, happily, all this has passed away, 
and the action of this Government toward the Indians for several 
years past, if it can not be characterized as one of magnanimity, 
is certainly one of justice and consideration. But be it remem- 
bered that we have deprived the Indian of his land, and some- 
times by means not fully warranted by honesty and justice. No 
other country under the sun can be found where conquest has 
been made and warfare waged and the vanquished people driven 
indiscriminately from their homes and their lands taken without 
consideration. . 1 admit that in many instances consideration has 
been given to.the Indians and reparation has been made. 

But I say the amounts of money you are paying out annually to 
the Indians of the United States would be a a small figure if 
you were to take into consideration the value of the lands that you 
obtained from those Indians. There is no question about this 
statement. Now, the physical condition of the Indians is simply 
this. The Indian is a peculiar beingin himself. He has inherited 
the traditions of his ancestors for thousands of years, we know not 
for how long. He is not an imitative person, but that does not 
show that he is not apt, that he can not learn, for he positively 
can. ButI believe that the idle Indians who remain on the reserva- 
tion will never become self-supporting. I think, however, that 
the fund in the hands of the Government, being paid annually to 
the Indians, will care for those during their lives. Now, in the 

ractical solution of this question I agree with the gentleman 
enn Towa {Mr. Lacey], and the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
Curtis}, and in some measure with the gentleman from Arizona 
[Mr. SmirH]; I believe the reservations ought to be discontinued 
entirely. 

I ~ every Indian child ought to be taken at the proper age 
for attending school and sent to school, and I believe if you do 
that, when they have arrived at the proper ages to go out into the 
world and care for themselves, they will be able to do it. But 
just so long as you leave the Indians on the reservation, so long 
as you do not exercise absolute control over them, the same as the 
States do over white citizens, just so long will you have the Indians 
on your hands. Increase your schools instead of crippling them. 
Send them to school not only that they may have book learning 
but that they may have industrial learning. It is my understand- 
ing, so far as I am informed, that the great majority of Indian 
schools throughout the country areindustrial schools. The chair- 
man of the committee, the gentleman from New York [Mr. SHER- 
MAN}, says the school at Carlisle is an industrial school, and I can 
assure gentlemen of the committee that the school at Flandreau 
is an industrial school. 

I visited the school shortly before I came here. The superin- 
tendent was not aware of my coming, neither were the classes, 
and I found there as apt scholars as I ever found anywhere in my 
life. They do their own washing, their ownsewing, and their own 
cooking, and I found that they were being trained in all the nec- 
essary occupations of life under the supervision of that splendid 
educator, Professor Davis. Of course, the school has not attained 
that degree ef perfection that we hope it will attain in the future, 
but it is a perfect model of cleanliness and of everything that will 
teach civilization and make good citizens. 

In conclusion, I want to impress on the minds of the members 
of the committee again the necessity of adopting this amendment 
which I have offered. The children are there, and lask you, Why 
should not this Government make a sufficient appropriation to 
allow them to attend the school? It is the only solution of the 
Indian question and I trust the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. NTER, ‘ i , 1 move to strike out the last 
word. It may seem to the chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs that there is a waste of time here in discussing this bill, 
but I contend that this is one of the most important considera- 
tions that can be submitted to this House. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the gentleman will allow me, the chair- 
man of the committee has said that he would not object to the 


extension of the time of any gentleman who wished to discuss the 
bill. It was only those oa wanted to discuss other matters 
foreign to the bj 


Mr. HONTER. Thank you. The consideration of these ques- 
tions brought up by this bi nee: boot vacs Inesince 
to every member on this floor. The amendment offe by the 

tleman from South Dakota to increase the amount of money 
order to build up a better condition of the school system in his 
wee the country, it occurs to me ought to be adopted. I am 
favor of g the facilities of all of our schools that are 
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located where the Indians reside themselves. I am in favor of 
building up those schools and making them as efficient as possi- 
ble, in order that every Indian child in the country can be taken 
into those schools and given a good education under our theory of 
government. 

But as to the school at Carlisle, Pa., this bill contains a provi- 
sion which we have just d over appropriating more than 
$100,000 for the purpose of paying expense of transportation of 
Indian children two and three thousand miles to that school. It 
occurs to me that isa mistake. It is an expense that we ought to 
get rid of as soon as possible. There will never be any effort on 
my part to cripple the school at Carlisle, Pa., but I believe that 
school was created for the sole purpose of receiving young, 
healthy, strong Indian children, educating them, and then send- 
ing them back to their various tribes as an example of the culture 
of our civilization, so that the fathers and mothers and friends of 
those Indian children might be bettered, their tribal relations 
broken up, and civilization advanced in that way. Thus far that 
experiment is an absolute failure. On this point I concur fully 
with my colleague [Mr. CANNON]. As long as these young In- 
dians who are educated in Pennsylvania are sent out to farms in 
the East to work side by side with the civilized white man the 
Indian himself will continue a civilized man; but when you send 
him back to his tribe as an example or monitor for them to look 
up to and be guided by, that feature of the proposed education is 
an absolute failure. 

The only way, in my judgment, to educate the Indian is to open 
up the Indian lands, giving the Indians their land in severalty so 
far as they will accept that arrangement. I would be in favor of 
compelling acceptance, opening up the Indian lands to white set- 
tlement, letting the white people go in there, letting the Indian 
mingle with the white man, observing his methods of cultivating 
the soil and developing the country. At the same time I would 
hold out to the Indian the fostering hand of the Government, 
would lift him up to the highest plane on which he could stand. 
It is a mistaken idea to expect to make in a day from the wild man 
of the forest a citizen who can at once occupy a position in the 
highest ranks. Such an idea is contrary to the history of the hu- 
man race, and the attempt will be a failure wherever tried. 
hope the amendment of the gentleman from South Dakota and 
other amendments of a like character will prevail, thus leok ng 
toward the policy of building up the Indian schools in the far Tar- 
ritories where the Indian tribes reside. 

— the hammer fell. } 

. KNOWLES. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking 
out the last word. I wish to state the facts in regard to ‘this 
amendment offered by my colleague. Heretofore there have been 
about 200 pupils in the Flandreau school. In the last Congress 
an appropriation was made increasing the facilities of that schooi 
so as to accommodate 300 pupils, and we now are merely asking 
an appropriation which will furnish proper accommodations for 
those additional pupils. That is ali there is in the amendment. 
The sum of $40,000 has been expended in furnishing increased fa- 
cilities for 200 pupils, but the committee has made no provision 
for the extra 100. That is all there is in the amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think this amendment ought not to prevail. 
The report of the superintendent of the Indian school at Flandreau 
was before the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs prior to the making of the estimate upon which the 
committee acted. That estimate provided for the support of only 
200 Indians at that school for the coming year. The appropriation 
as it stands is an increase over last year for this particular school. 

Mr. KELLEY. How much? 

Mr. SHERMAN. An increase of $5,000; and I think in this 
bill there is already granted a provision for additional buildings. 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman will understand that in this 
amendment I am not asking for additional buildings. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understand that perfectly well. The gen- 
tleman is asking an appropriation for the support of 100 addi- 
tional pupils at an expense of $16,700. 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes, sir. But if the gentleman supposes that 
my amendment contemplates additional buildings, he is mistaken, 
A little while ago the gentleman from New York or some other 
gentleman said that at the Carlisle Industrial School instruction 
1s now given in all kinds of farming and industrial work, includ- 
ing horseshoeing. Now, asI have stated, we expect the Flandreau 
en School to reach ultimately the same standard as that at 

arlisle. 

Mr. SHERMAN. So far as that subject is concerned, the 
recommendations made to us have been accepted; but so far as 
regards an increased appropriation for the support of scholars for 
the ensuing year, no such recommendation is made by the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs or the Secretary of the Interior. 
Those officers have all the information in reference to the present 
condition of the additional buildings appropriated for last year. 

Mr. KELLEY. Does the gentleman deny that the additional 
buildings were appropriated for? 

Mr. SHERMAN, do not; but I deny the statement of the 
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gentleman as to when they were legislated for. On that point the 
gentleman is absolutely wrong, and if he will look up the bills, he 
will see that he is. 

Mr. KELLEY. When were they legislated for? 

Mr. SHERMAN. A year ago; not last year, as the gentleman 






tated. 

Mr. KELLEY. I accept the gentleman’s correction; but that 
Was merely an oversight which does not affect the merits of the 
question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not at all; I admit that. 

Mr. KELLEY. I thank the gentleman for the correction. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But having, so far as this provision is con- 
cerned, complied with the recommendations of the Secretary of 
the Interior and the Indian Office, and with all of the facts be- 
fore the committee, and having given $5,000 over the amount 
given last year, I think the amendment of the gentleman ought 
not to prevail. 

I ask a vote. 

Mr. CANNON. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. I secthe appropriation is for 200 Indian pupils. 
The report says that last year there was an average attendance of 
1677 

Mr, SHERMAN, That is correct. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, that is for the whole year. This appro- 
priation—and I want to seeif I am correct—is made on an average 
attendance of 167. Now,a part of the year thére may be 250 and 
again only 150. Is that correct? 

Mr.SHERMAN. Certainly. Thisappropriation is made under 
the supposition that there will be such an average attendance, 
nr a at some times in the year there may be 250 or more 

upils. 
’ Mr. CANNON. And this, as I understand it, provides for an 
increase of 33 over and above the average attendance of last year? 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is correct. 

Mr. KNOWLES. The reason we had not more pupils last year 
was because there were no appropriations. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, the gentleman is absolutely in error. 
There was a sufficient appropriation made to accommodate all of 
the pupils who sought admission to the school. 

Mr. KELLEY. I wish to answer a statement of the gentleman 
from Illinois—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not yield for that purpose, Mr. Chair- 
man. The gentleman can ask any question he desires in reference 
to the matter, but I would like to proceed with the consideration 
of this bill. If the gentleman wants to ascertain any facts in con- 
nection with the matter, of course I will yield to him for an 
inquiry. 

Mr. KNOWLES. I desired simply to answer a statement made 
by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON. I only asked a question to guide me in my vote. 

Mr. KELLEY. I wish to state in reply to the gentleman from 
Illinois, as well as in answer to the statement of the chairman of 
the committee, that the appropriation already made could not be 
considered sufficient to provide for 250 pupils instead of 200. This 
would leave the Commissioner of Indian Affairs open to the charge 
of extravagance, or, in other words, that he was using a larger 
fund on this school than was necessary. 

Now, I believe, and it is conceded by all who are familiar with the 
facts, that the appropriation I ask—the increase in this provision— 
is absolutely essential for the pupils who attend that school; and 
the building is there, and about completed, for the reception of 
them when the appropriation is made available. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask a vote, Mr. Chairman. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. KELLEY; and, 
on a division, the amendment was lost. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support and education of 150 Indian pupils, at $167 per annum each, at 
the Indian school at Carson City, Nev., $25,050; for pay of superintendent at 
said school, $1,300; for general repairs and improvements, $3,000; in all, 

Mr. GREENE. Mr. Chairman,I move to strike out the last 
word. 

On the 24th day of the month the gentleman from Nebraska, my 
colleague, Mr. MERCER, in the course of some remarks which he 
delivered to the House, made the following statement: 

But what can be said of the Republicans can not be said of the Populist 

rty in our State. Why, the Populists went and searched with dark lan- 

rns to find anybody with crooked records to — them in nomination for 
county officers, and they did find one man who had been guilty of adultery; 
and they said they thought he would run ahead of the ticket. They nomi- 
nated him, and elected him: and he did run ahead of his ticket. [Laughter 
and applause on the Republican side. ] 

I find in looking over the REcorD that my colleague and friend 
from Nebraska very wisely edited that out of his speech as it ap- 
pears in the Recorp. Undoubtedly he found that it was incor- 
rect; that such a thing had never occurred, and wisely took it out 
of the speech. And I only refer to it now because, in the course 
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of remarks I made in reply to the gentleman, I referred to it. 
With that out of his 5 . 


become wholly unintelligible. 
referring to it at this time. 


my remarks on the subject would 
hat is the only reason I have for 


At the time the gentleman made his remarks I understood him 


to say that this occurred in Saunders County. Now, as a matter 
of fact, Mr. Chairman, such a thing never did occur there. No 
one was ever charged with an offense of the kind running on the 
Populist ticket in Saunders County, as I am informed and believe. 
I speak from information, not of course from personal knowledge; 
and the whole matter was only in the mind of the gentleman 
from Omaha; and Iam glad to see that it was edited out of his 
speech, because the good 
county in Nebraska, would not like to have such a charge as that 
made against them. 


ple of Saunders County, or any other 


And, I want to say further, that if such a thing had occurred, 


and he had run ahead of his ticket, it would have justified my 
remark that the fact must have solicited a good many Republican 
votes. Butthefactissuchathingnever happened. ‘The people of 
my State are an upright, honorable, Christian people, equal toany 
citizens of the United States. 


The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill. read as fol- 


lows: 


For support and education of 500 Indian pupils at the Indian school, Has- 


kell Institute, Lawrence, Kans., at not exceeding $167 per annum each; for 
transportation of pupils to and from said school, and for general repairs and 
improvements, $89,500; for pay of superintendent at said school, §2,000; for 
steam heating plant, $2,500; im all $94,000. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, there seems to be an increase 


in that item of $5,000. 


Mr.SHERMAN. Thegentlemanisright. Thereis an increase 


there for new buildings at the Haskell Institute. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Ihave propounded the inquiry because, ac- 
cording to the statement of the gentleman made yesterday, tho 


— of this bill involves an increase of $95,000 over the current 
aw. 


I had hoped that somewhere along the line of these paragraphs 


the chairman of the committee would be able to make reductions, 
so as to bring the total within the amount appropriated for the 
present year. Hereis an increase of $5,000. I hope the chairman 


will consent to some reduction. 
Mr. SHERMAN. The increase is for a steam-heating i. 
ings 
at Haskell. I hopethatstatementis satisfactory to the gentleman. 
The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 


lows: 


For support and education of 300 pupils at the Indian school, Salem, Oreg., 


at $167 per annum each, $50,100; for pay of superintendent at said school, 
$1,800; to purchase 60 acres of land, at not exceeding $8) per acre, and 11 acres 
of bearing orchard, at not exceeding $1 
school building into dining hall and kitchen, $3,000; for gensral repairs an 


50 per acre, $5,450; for remodelin 
improvements, $5,000; in all, $65,350. 

Mr. TONGUE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Insert in line 7, page 50, after the word “hundred,” the words “‘and fifty.” 
Strike out in line 9, page 50, after the word “fifty,” the words “thousand 
one hundred " and insert the words “ eight thousand four hundredand fifty.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon agreeing to the 
amendment. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope there will be some explanation of this 
amendment. It increases the amount. 

Mr. TONGUE. In the last school year there was an average 
attendance at this school of 316 scholars, an average attendance 
of 16 more than the appropriation for last year. Iam just in re- 
ceipt of a letter from the superintendent of the Indian school 
there, saying that the actual attendance at this time amounts to 
375, and that more scholars are clamoring for admission to the 
school. Appropriations have been made for increased facilities, 
so that the school is capable of taking care of 400 seholars. The 
superintendent asks an appropriation for that number. I have, 
however, reduced this to 350, or 25 less than are now in actual at- 
tendance in the school. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Has this amendment been po Sng by the 
Secretary of the Interior or the Commissioner of Indian Affairs? 

Mr. TONGUE. I am not sure as to that, because a severe 
sickness in my family has prevented my giving the attention to 
the — before the committee that it otherwise would have 
received. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Does the gentleman offer the amendment by 
the consent of the committee? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is not offered as a committee amendment. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Does the chairman of the committee approve 
the amendment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not oppose it, as I did the other amend- 
ment, for the reason that in the other school, while we appro- 
priated for 200 pupils, there was an average attendance last year 
of 167. In this school, where we have appropriated for 300 pu- 
pils, there has been an average attendance of 316, and an actual 
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enrollment of 363. In the other school other matters were asked 
for which increased the appropriation. 


7 Without this amendment, 
ropriation is decreased $5,350. 
tee DOCKERY, Under the current law? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The decrease on this item from the last bill 
is over $5,000, and there being an actual enrollment at the school 
during the last year of 63 greater than the number we appropri- 
ated for. and an actual average attendance of 16 more than we 
appropriated for, I do not oppose the amendment as I opposed the 
other—simply and solely for that reason. , 

Mr. KELLEY. Are a ne for the accommodation of 

extra pupils already erected? 
este. SHERMAN . Yes. They do not ask for any additional 
ilding. 
Oar. ELLEY. They just want the additional appropriation to 
accommodate the extra pupils? 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is all. 

Mr. KELLEY. Iam glad the gentleman can see an injustice 
on that side of the House. Perhaps if it were Danville the gentle- 
man from Illinois could see it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me say to the gentleman that when he 
comes in here and shows from the statistics 

Mr. KELLEY. I have shown it. 

Mr. SHERMAN (continuing). Any such proposition as the 
gentleman from Oregon [Mr. TonGur] shows, I will not oppose 
his amendment; and the aspersion of the gentleman, or the sug- 
gestion of the gentleman that I opposed his amendment because 
it came from that side, is ungracious and untrue. 

Mr. KELLEY. A great injustice has been done. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The statistics show that last year, although 
we appropriated for 200 students at the school referred to by the 
gentleman from South Dakota, there were but 167 in attendance. 

Mr. KELLEY. If, sir, that school had been located at Phila- 
delphia you would have had favorable consideration of the matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the gentleman from South Dakota can by 
some possibility restrain himself, if he possibly has some of that 

wer. he will confer a favor upon me. 

Mr. KELLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the gentleman had offered an amendment 
under the same conditions, supported by statistics as shown by 
the report of the Secretary and superintendent of schools, it 
would not be opposed by me. 

Mr. KELLEY. Perhaps I can not control the Secretary as well 
as the gentleman from New York can. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr.Chairman,justaword. Iamnot familiar 
with the controversy referred to by the gentleman from South 
Dakota. It does occur to me, however, that the general policy of 
the House being to reduce expenditures wherever possible, and 
while the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. TONGUE] seems to make a 
strong case in support of his amendment, and [ admit he has, I 
think this committee ought, somewhere along the line of this bill, 
to suggest paragraphs where reductions can be made. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Reductions have been made, I will say to my 
honored friend, in a good many places. 

; Mr. DOCKERY. But the total still exceeds that of the current 
aw. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 





It does, because of the great increase in 
treaty obligations. There is an increase in two treaties of $660,000. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I do not desire to indulge in captious criti- 
cism of the committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We are subject to criticism if we have done 
anything wrong. 

r. DOCKERY. I have noidea of doing that. The committee 
had all these matters before them, and the gentleman is fully 
aware that few members of the House have knowledge which 
would enable them to suggest the various items of this bill where 
reductions could be made. 

An amendment is offered to increase this particular amount, 
and I am frank to say that the gentleman from Oregon seems to 
have made a good case. It seems to be acase in which the House 
might properly increase the amount; but it must be that some- 
where in this bill, numbering sixty-odd pages, there are appro- 
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| and proceeds to say that the gentleman would not 


priations which can be reduced without detriment to the public | 


service. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Here is a reduction of $20,000 on page 50, the | 


page we are reading. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But when you come to sum up the total it is 
$100,000 more than existing law. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The first item on the page is a reduction of 
$12,800; the first item on the next page is a reduction of $1,500. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I know that the gentleman and his commit- 
tee have made reductions. I do not want him to view this sug- 
gestion in the light of snarling criticism, but still when the bal- 
ance sheet is made up the fact is that the total amount, including 
this amendment, exceeds the current law by $100,000. 





| specimen of a gamecock rooster than I, and c 


1055 


Mr.SHERMAN. Because of the larger treaty stipulations. So 
far as anything under the control of the committee is concerned, 
there are reductions in the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I move the pro forma amend- 
ment for the purpose of asking the gentleman is this increase esti- 
mated for? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is not estimated for in the estimate from 
the Secretary of the Treasury; but it is recommended in a supple- 
mental report received from the Commissoner of Indian Affairs. 
The amendment suggested by the gentleman from South Dakota 
was not recommended to me or to the committee, at least, by the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CANNON. Then there 
Indian Office asking this increase? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. Iamnot in favor of appropriations for the com- 
ing fiscal year that are not estimated for, substantially. Now, the 
gentleman seems to make a case for 316 that should have been es- 
timated for last year. I see that last year there was an absolute 
average attendance of 316. Now, how was that other 16 provided 
for? : 

Mr.SHERMAN. They are supported under a general appro- 
priation in the bill. It provides that they shall not exceed $167 a 
year. Now, as a matter of fact, they have supported them for 
less than $167. The same is true as to Carlisle, Haskell, and a 
great many other schools. 

Mr. TONGUE, I will say, in further answer to the gentleman, 
that the Indians at this school have been taught all classes of 
labor. They have sold quite a number of their products, and from 
the proceeds of their labor have bought a hundred acres of land, 
and have assisted more or less in the support of the school, and 
hence they have been able to support there more scholars than the 
appropriation provided for. 

Mr. CANNON. Hence the gentleman from New York does 
say, and I am very glad to know it, that if this appropriation for 
these scholars does provide for $167 to each pupil, it does not mean 
that each pupil shall cost $167 a year. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not necessarily. It reads “not to exceed 
$167;” and where there is a very large number of pupils it may 
be done for less. 

Mr. TONGUE, 


Mr. CANNON. 





is a communication from the 


x 


We have 375 in that school. 
So much for that. I suppose I have got al. 
the information I am going to get touching that matter? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Notif you want more. 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not know what else to ask. If the gen- 
tleman knows anything that he has not told the House, I wish he 
would do it, touching this appropriation. 

Now, one remark in reference to the gentleman from South 
Dakota. The gentleman made a remark touching myself tha 
possibly he would not have made had he thoughttwice. Wheth: 
he would or not, as a member of this committee I have ar 
ask anybody in charge of the bill a question. I did ask the ger 
tleman a question touching an amendment offered by the gentl 
man from South Dakota [Mr. KELLEY] purely without any 
prejudice, but with a desire to know what the fact was. 

Now, the gentleman from South Dakota, like a bantam rooster, 
when a question is asked gets up and flaps his wings and crows, 
oppose his 
amendment if it had been one from Pennsylvania, or if it had 
been fragn Danville, and all that kind of thing. Oh, well, if that 
does the gentleman any good, let him take it and dwell with it 
day and night. 

After all, I apprehend that it is the public service that is to be 
cared for at the general expense of the ury, wit 
ence to the welfare of Danville, or Flandreau, or Salem, or any 
other point. That is something that I trust he will } 
awhile. I hopeand believe he will. Heis a good-looking man, a 
pleasant-talking man, and I hope with a little er r length of 
service in the House, before this session is closed, he wili find out 
the fact that the public service is the test, and will not take of- 
fense at his brother member of the Committee of the Whole who 
question for information. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I have been somewhat amused 
at the remarks of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] and 
his personal reference to my physical appearance. Irather think, 
however, that if the physical appearance of us both was taken 
into consideration the gentleman himself would be a much better 
riainly, so far as 
bantams are concerned, the gentleman from Llinois would carry 
off the palm. Now, Mr. Chairman, it is apparent to every member 
of this House that with the magnificent eloquence and the conspic- 
uous grandiloquence of the gentleman from [Illinois he has a 
knowledge that is world-wide. It is well known that he is versed 
on every subject beneath the heaven’s blue sky. He reminds me 
of Goldsmith’s school-teacher, of whom the poet said, 

and still the wonder grew 
That one small head could carry all he knew, 
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But I want to say to the gentleman that notwithstanding the 
fact that I am not an old member of this House, it is not the first 
time that I have been insulted by him. I want to say to him that 
I thank God and the American people that I have not been a 
member of this House so long as to be an adept in ruffianism, 


blackguardism, and ungentlemanlyconduct. I wanttosay further 

that the people of the State of South Dakota sent me here in their 

a gn capacity to represent their interests on the floor of this 
ouse. 

Had they believed that the gentleman from Illinois was capable 
of looking after the welfare of the State of South Dakota in this 
House they would not have intrusted me with the duty. Thegen- 
tleman is very good at cheese-paring economy, as was stated here 
the other day, but when it comes to a question of something for 
Danville he is right in it for all that is in sight, and I repeat the 
statement I made a few moments ago, that if the same conditions 
existed in the East that exist in Flandreau to-day as to this indus- 
trial school in question, the amendment would prevail. You 
would not leaveempty buildings standing thereand children ready 
to occupy them but unable to do so for the want of an appropria- 
tion to send them to school. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Oregon. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the support and education of 125 Indian pupils at the Indian school, 
Tomah, Wis., at $167 per annum each, $20,875; for pay of superintendent at 
said school, $1,400; for general repairs and improvements, $3,000; in all, $25,275. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment which I 
will send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

‘ oe in line 1, page 52 of the printed bill, after the word “dollars,” the 
owing: 
“7 For iow aes Seeing $10,000; for additional general repairs, $3,000.” 

Strike out in said line 1, after the word “all,” the words “twenty-five” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “ thirty-eight;’’ so that said line 1, after 
the semicolon, and line 2 on said page of the bill will read as follows: 

“Tn all, $38,275.” 

Mr. GRIFFIN. This amendment proposes to provide for the 
erection of a new school building at Tomah, Wis., Indian Indus- 
trial School and $3,000 additional for repairs. The school at this 

lace was originally constructed with a capacity for 100 pupils. 

he pressure has been so great for the admission of more than the 
school can accommodate that the last Congress made appropria- 
— - 125 pupils without any increase in the capacity of the 
school. 

The census obtained from the Indian Burean of children of 
school age shows that there are 460 Winnebago children and 1,141 
of Lapointe Agency children tributary to that school. Italso ap- 
pears that this is the only Government school in that part of the 
State of Wisconsin, and we have five Indian reservations in the 
State. Three of these are to be accommodated by thisschool. It 
has the approval of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. These 
items were not included in the general estimate submitted by the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs and approved by the Secretary of 
the Interior, for the reason that the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs at the time the estimate was made was not advised of the 
— of the school and the pressure for the admission of more 

upils. 

. Subsequently he sent an agent of the Interior Department to 
ascertain the condition of that school; and from his report, as well 
as that of the superintendent of the school, it appears that a much 
larger appropriation than the Committee on Indian Affairs has 
reported is desirable. The Commissioner, however, appreciating 
the conditions concerning increased appropriations, recommends 
in a letter to thechairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs 
this appropriation. I will read his recommendation in order that 
it may appear to the Committee of the Whole House that this 
amendment comes here with the indorsement of the Bureau of 
Indian Affairs. Referring to the supplementary report, the Com- 
missioner says: 

Relating to the estimate for appropriations for the Indian service for the 
— 1898-99, I beg to call your attention to the item on page 21, entitled “‘ Tomah 

chool, Wisconsin,” which contains recommendation for an appropriation of 
$10,000 for a new school building, ther with $3,000 for general repairs. I 
understand that you have been unable to find the recommendation, and I now 
call your attentionto it. If it has not been incorporated in the bill as already 
reported, I would urge, if possible, an amendment incorporating that item, 
as the school is in very great need of the improvement. 

The difficulty, Mr. Chairman, seems to have been that the sup- 
plemental report containing this recommendation did not reach 
the Committee on Indian Affairs because the Commissioner was 
suddenly and unexpectedly called away from the city, and pend- 
ing his absence the committee concluded the preparation of the 
bill and reported it to the House without this recommendation. 
Therefore, as the necessity for an increase in the capacity of that 
school is so ap mt, and as it isin the line of the education of 
all the Indian pupils of school age, I hope the chairman of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs will not oppose the amendment. 


Mr. SHERMAN. If the gentleman would divide his amend- 
ment, there is a part of it I would not oppose. But that portion 
which proposes an appropriation for increased school attendance 
at this school for the coming year I must oppose. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. The gentleman will allow me to suggest that 
there is no proposition to increase the appropriation for the sup- 
port of the school. 

Mr. SHERMAN. You are asking an appropriation to provide 
for 150 pupils instead of 125. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. I am asking no additional appropriation for 
pupils at all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the gentleman asks only a provision for 
the additional building, I misunderstood him. The Secretary of 
the Interior in his ee report calls attention to the fact 
that there are more than 1,100 Indian pupils in that vicinity with- 
out proper school facilities, and if the amendment simply provides 
for the additional building, I do not oppose it. 

The question being taken on the amendment, it was agreed to, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For collection and transportation of pupils to and from Indian schools, and 
also for the transportation of Indian pupils from all the Indian schools and 
placing of them, with the consent of their meee, under the care and control 
of such suitable white families as may in all respects be qualified to givesuch 
pupils moral, industrial, and educational training, under arrangements in 
which their proper care, support, and education shall be in exchange for their 
labor, $35,000. ‘And the Commissioner of Indian Affairs may transfer advan 
pupils from any boarding or day schools on or off any reservation toadvauced 
schools on or off such reservation in the same or other States, without the 
consent of their parents or guardians, whenever, in his judgment, the interest 
of such pupils will be subserved by such transfer. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I makea — of order against that portion 
of this paragraph following the word “dollars” in line 16. My 
point is that it is a change of existing law. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the 7 insists on that point of 
—_ it is correctly taken. © provision does change existing 

aw. 

Mr. DOCKERY,. Ido not think we are prepared to enter on 
this new policy. 

The CHAIRMAN . The point of order is sustained, and the 
clause in question is ruled out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


MISCELLANEOUS. 


For salaries of three commissioners appointed under acts of Congress ap- 

roved March 3, 1893, to negotiate with the Five Civilized Tribes in the In- 
io Territory, $15,000: Provided, That so much of the act of March 2, 1895, 
as provides that the President is authorized to appoint two additional mem- 
bers of said commission is hereby ree ol For expenses of commissioners 


and necessary expenses of emplo 5,000: And Tne further, That $3 
per diem for expenses of a cler: etailed as special wor g agent by Inte- 
rior Department, while on duty with the commission, shall be paid there 


; fo e S a com 600; 
Slag ape usaaekie Gab, wale 
Mr. DOCKERY. If my copy of the bill is ee eee. the 
per diem of the clerk is increased in this paragraph from $2 to $3. 
Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman is correct. That is 
because the per diem of all other officers, so far as I know, is now 
$3; and it has been done upon the request of the Secretary of the 
nterior. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It appears also that the amount allowed for 
clerical help has been increased from $5,600 to $6,600. 

Mr. SHERMAN, The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I shall be glad to hear an explanation of the 
necessity for this increase, especially in view of the very proper 
provision in the preceding part of the paragraph reducing the 
a the commission from five to three. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The theory which induced the committee to 
make this change was that with fewer members of the commission 
and a larger allowance for clerk hire more work could be accom- 
plished. It seemed to us rather disproportionate that the salaries 
of commissioners should be —. for to the extent of $25,000 
and only $14,000 allowed for clerical help. We beiieved that more 
actual work could unquestionably be accomplished by reducing 
the number of commissioners and increasing the amount of cler- 
ical force under them. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That view being concurred in, as I under- 
stand it, by the committee, I will not submit a motion. 

Mr. RIDGELY. I would like to ask the gentleman a question, 
with his consent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Does the money that we appropriate for this 
school purpose come out of the United States Treasury for the 
education of the Indians, all of it, or only a portion? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gratuity, as it is called, does come out 
of the United States. But there is a considerable sum, as the 
gentleman knows, in the Treasury to the credit of the Indians, 
and the interest of that goes for educational purposes amongst 
the Indians. 

Mr. RIDGELY. It comes out of the Indian fund? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Yes. 

Mr. RIDGELY. And the balance we appropriate? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. That does not cover all the expense 
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This Indian trust fund does not cover all of the appropriations for 
schools, which are supported in part by the Government. 5 

Mr. RIDGELY. I understand that some of the Indian tribes 
have a large amount of money to their credit in the Treasury? 

Mr. SHERMAN, That is correct. The Osages, for instance, 
have a large amount of money to their credit. 

Mr. RIDGELY. How about the other Indian tribes? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, the Sioux Indians, I think, and I speak 
only from memory, have $75,000 of treaty money that goes for the 
support of their schools. Butthe gentleman must remember that 
there are 20,000 Sioux Indians. But where there isa sufficient 
amount of treaty money to provide adequate facilities for the edu- 
cation of all of the Indian children we do not appropriate anything. 

Mr. RIDGELY. That is all I desired to ask. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For operating two portable steam sawmills on the Nez Perce Indian Reser- 
vation, Idaho, and for necessary repairs to the same, $3,000. 

Mr. MERCER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the amendment 
I send to the desk, to come in after line 26, on page 53 of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized to cause 
to be assembled at the city of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska, at such time 
and for such period as he may designate, between the ist days of June and 
November, A. D. 1898, representatives of the different Indian tribes as a part 
of the Trans-Mississippiand International Exposition, to be held at the city of 
Omaha, in the State of Nebraska, pursuant to an act of Congress entitled 
“An act to authorize and enco the holding of a Trans-Mississippi and 
International Exposition at the city of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska, in 
the year 1898,” aeroves June 10, 1896, for the purpose of illustrating the past 
and present condition of the various Indian tribes of the United States and 
the progress made by education, and such other matters and things as will 
fully illustrate Indian advancement in civilization, the details of which will 
be in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior. And for the purpose of 
carrying into effect this provision the sum of $45,000, or so much thereof as 


may be necessary, is hereb appropeieied out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated; and the Secretary of the Interior is hereby pro- 
hibited from making or causing to be made any expenditure or creating any 
er on behalf of the United States in excess of the sum hereby appro- 
priated. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order 
against the amendment. 

Mr. MERCER. Will the gentleman reserve the point of order 
for a few moments? 

Mr. SHERMAN, I will, of course, if the gentleman desires to 
be heard upon the amendment. 

Mr. MERCER. Mr. Chairman, this House listened toa very in- 
teresting discussion yesterday afternoon, as well as during a part 
of this afternoon, with regard to the unnecessary expenses in- 
curred in educating the American Indians. 

The Secre of the Interior is in favor of the proposition I 
have submi to the House; the Bureau of Indian Affairs is in 
favor of it; the Indian Rights Association, with headquarters in 
the city of Philadelphia, is in favor of it, and in fact all people 
who have given it any consideration think it a capital idea, be- 
cause it will show to the country just how far civilization has 
affected the American Indians. And perhaps if we could carry 
into effect the proposition contempla by my amendment, we 
— prove to thecountry, and the world, whether or not it is pos- 
sible to expend the two or three millions of dollars which we ex- 
pend annually in the education of the Indians with any hope of a 
successful result. 

If, after this exposition has been held, and the people have been 
satisfied that the appropriation is wise, and that the money we 
spend for the education of the Indians is productive of good re- 
sults, then let the policy continue; if otherwise, why the appro- 
ay can be withheld from the Indians in all parts of the 

nited States; and if it be found that the appropriation is not 
right, we may be able to save the two or three millions of dollars 
to the people of the United States that we are annually expending, 
by thisexpenditure of ~ $45,000, as proposed in the amendment. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. ill the gentleman allow me? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Nebraska yield 
to the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr, RCER. Certainly, always. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. In view of what has been said relative to 
the moral condition of affairs out there, does the gentleman deem 
it safe to have such a congress as that? 

Mr. MERCER. I will refer the gentleman’s inquiry to the gen- 
tleman from Arizona [Mr. rR {Laughter. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to add to my remarks quotations from 
letters written by the Acting Commissioner; by Herbert Welch, 
connected with the Indian Rights Association, at Philadelphia, 
and by Maj. J. W. Powell, of the Bureau of weeenOey 1 ask 
unanimous consent to incorporate extracts from these letters in 
my remarks, 

e CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gen- 
tleman be tted to incorporate in his remarks in the RECORD 
the e to which he has referred. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


Mr. MERCER. I extract the following sentences from a letter 
XXXI——67 


— 


written by Hon. A. C. Tonner, Acting Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs: 


Concerning this subject I have the honor to state that the Indian Office 
heartily concurs in the general pian for an exhibition of Indians at the expo- 
sition to be held at Omaha next summer, believing that with proper man- 
agement it will be entertaining and instructive, not only to the visitors, but 
to the Indians as well, and all I can say at this time is that this office wili do 
anything in its power to promote the enterprise and make it a success. 

* - *” * x “ ue 

Iam of the opinion that the entire management of the Indian encamp- 
ment on the part of the Department should be put in the hands of an experi- 
enced officer of this Department, or of an Army officer detailed for that spe- 
cial duty, to act under the orders of this office. The selection of such officer 
should be made with special reference to his qualifications for the work to be 
performed. He should not only have executive capacity, but, if possible, 
should have a thorough general knowledge of the native customs and char- 
acteristics of our Indians. 

Such officer should be charged with the matter of the transportation of 
the Indians to and from the exhibition, their care and conduct during the 
encampment, supplying them with rations, selectingand laying out the camp, 
ete. He should also disburse the funds appropriated by Congress for the pur- 
pose. All this should, of course, be done under the Exposition management 
or in accordance with such arrangements as might be agreed upon. 

As a preliminary step, and in anticipation of the required appropriation by 
Congress, it is suggested that this officeand the Department should have the 
opportunity to confer with some one in authority in connection with the 
proposed exposition. The office could then communicate with the Indian 
agents in charge of the Indians to be represented at the exposition and give 
them proper instructions in the matter of preparing for the encampment. I 
deem 1t advisable todo this without too much delay,in order that the Indians 
may have ample time to prepare forthe fair and thus be enabled to make the 
best possible showing. 


The desirability for the passage of this bill is put very forcibly 
by Maj. J. W. Powell, of the Bureau of Ethnology, in the sub- 













joined letter, in which he says, among other things: 


a 

I am of the opinion that groups of Indians from selected tribes of the 
United States could be made very attractive and instructive by installing 
them in domiciles of their own construction made of materials of their owr 
collection. The structures themselves would be a novel feature and exhib 
the deftness with which they protect themselves from the inclemency of th 
weather. If, then, they were induced to bring the materials necessary for 
carrying on their primitive arts and engage in the making of articles for sale 
ou the ground, the arts themselves would be of great interest. Living on the 
ground, they would necessarily engage in their games and ceremonial insti- 
tutions, and the exhibition of Indian life thus produced would be of supreme 
interest. 

By such means the arts and institutions of 

ortrayed to a large body of the people of the United States 

able to understand more clearly the nature and characteristics of savager 
and the problem which is presented to the Indian Department in the ence 
to lift the aboriginal inhabitants of the country into the status of civili 
The General Government from its organization more than a century < 
been steadily attempting to accomplish this purpose, in which it has e 
more than $300,000,000, and in lieu of these efforts it has by treaty stipul y 
purchased the hunting grounds of the tribes, leaving in their possession small 
tracts of land as reservations, which they are gradually inducing the tribes- 
men to take in severalty. The great body of the people necessarily have a 
very imperfect idea of the nature of the task which has been imposed by law 
—— the Indian Department. Such an exhibition would be of inestimable 
value. 


Hon. Herbert Welch, secretary of the Indian Rights Associa- 
tion, is heartily in favor of this proposition, as indicated by the 
following extracts from a letter he has written upon the subject: 


I heartily approve what I take to be the spiritand purpose of this measure. 
* * * AsI understand it, there would be presented to popular observation 
the striking contrast between the original savage condition of the Indian, 
under which he is so unfit for contact with civilization, and the present state 
of moral, mental, and, so far as civilized requirements are concerned, phys- 
ical development, to which the rising generation of the Indian race is now 
being brought by the generous education which the Government affords and 
in which missionaryand philanthropic bodies have aided. There isno better 
means of reaching the popularmind and touching the warm and true instincts 
of the American heart than by such an object lesson as this. 

It is because the better class of our people have so long remained in igno- 
rance of the possibilities of Indian education and civilization and of the 
wrongs which have been inflicted upon the Indian race that these people 
have been in so many instances the prey of designing, avaricious, or ignorant 
men. During the last twenty-five years remarkable progress has been made 
in the work of Indian civilization and in raising the standard of our national 
treatment of the red men. Such a project as that which you have kind]; 
brought to my attention it seems to me would reveal these changed an 
ho fal conditions with the clearness and vividness of a panoramic picture. 
What the Indian is in his natural state, and what he may become through 
intelligent guidance and care, would be shown at a glance to the thousands 
who would visit this exposition. In no way could prejudice more quickly be 
disarmed, mistaken notions be corrected, or a fuller sentiment than now 
supports the measures of the Government for the education and protection 
of the Indian be secured. 


Mr. GREENE. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. SHERMAN, I raise the point of order against the amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman,I move to strike out the 
last word. 

I am informed that immediately upon the conclusion of the con- 
sideration of this bill the House will be asked to take action upon 
the urgent deficiency bill. I am also informed that there will be 
no opportunity, upon the report of the committee on that bill, to 
make the remarks which I desire now to make, to have the mem- 
bers consider, and for the purpose of having them in the Rrecorp. 

You are all aware, especially those of you who represent city 
districts, that an order has been issued by the Post-Office Depart- 
ment cutting down, on the ist of February, the carrier forces 
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employed in the free-delivery system in the cities. That order 
has been suspended in the hope that action would be taken to 
allow a sufficient appropriation to carry the present force until 
the istof July. Iam nowinformed by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations that no such appropriation has been in- 
serted in the deficiency bill in the Senate, and of course it will be 
impossible to insert it in that bill in the House. 

In this connection, I desire to call attention to what seems to be 
a very great abuse of this carrier system, so far as the inequality 
in the service rendered to the different cities isconcerned., I have 
here a tabulated statement prepared by the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, showing the number of carriers in each of the fifty largest 
cities of the country, the number of persons served by each car- 
rier, the cost of service, the number of deliveries in each of those 
cities per day, and especially the number in the residential por- 
tions. From this table it appears that in the city of New York, 
with 65 square miles served, the average cost of service is 17.94 
per cent of the gross receipts, and that they have six deliveries 
every day in the residential portion of the city and seven deliver- 
ies in the business partof the city. Three hundred and sixty-two 
carriers are engaged in delivering seven times a day, 412 carriers 
in delivering six times a day, 34 carriers in delivering five times a 
day, 50 in delivering four times a day, 14 in delivering three times 
a day, and 15 in delivering twice. 

The city of Chicago has also seven deliveries in the business 
portion of the city and four in the residential portion. 

Mr. QUIGG. Will my friend permit me to interrupt him for 
@ question? 

PE BROMWELL. Well, certainly; if my time may be ex- 
nded. 

Mr. QUIGG. Is it not a fact that the percentage of cost in the 
city of New York is very much less than anywhere else? 

Mr. BROMWELL. The percentage of cost is 17.94, but it is 
not smaller than anywhere else, because there are three other 
cities where the cost is less. The least cost is in the city of At- 
lanta, where it is 15.24. 

Mr. BELKNAP. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BROMWELL. I will not yield, but will answer these 
uestions at the end of my time, if I may be permitted to have 
urther time. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the city of Philadelphia also has seven deliv- 
eries in the business portion and four in the residential portion of 
the city. The city of Boston has seven business deliveries and 
five residential deliveries. The city of St. Louis has seven de- 
liveries; the city of Baltimore has seven deliveries; the city of 
Milwaukee has seven deliveries, and the city of Louisville has 
seven deliveries. There are five or six of these cities that have 
from four to six deliveries in the residential portion of the city. 
I consider any deliveries in excess of five, and possibly in excess 
of four, in any city, entirely unnecessary. If the money that is 
expended in keeping up these large forces of carriers for the pur- 
pose of making these extra deliveries was spread out over the 
other carrier forces, there need not be any shortage in the appro- 
priation for this year. 

The city of Cincinnati ranks sixth in the order of the expense of 
maintaining this service. It has 207 carriers, covering a territory 
of 51 miles and serving 1,932 persons per carrier, at/a cost per- 
centage of 19.22. 

There are forty-four cities in which the expense of maintaining 
this service is greater than in the city of Cincinnati. The service 
of that city it is now proposed to cripple and reduce by cutting 
off eleven carriers, making us probably the most crippled, so far 
as this service is concerned, of any city in the country. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BROMWELL. May I have a few minutes longer? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that his time be extended five minutes. Is there objection? [After 
apause.| The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I have taken this opportunity to enter my 
protest, as a Representative from that city, against this reduction 
of the force. It can not be remedied in this urgent deficiency 
bill, as I hoped that it might have been; but when the time comes 
for the consideration of the Post-Office appropriation bill I hope 
that the feeling of this House will be that there shall be a sufii- 
cient provision made for maintaining the present carrying force, 
and that the Postmaster-General should understand that in a 
revision or a rearrangement of those carriersin the different cities 
something like fair play shouid be given to other cities than those 
having an excess of carriers, and that other cities equally entitled 
to them should not have this limited number. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to make, in this connection, a state- 
ment about a matter that is perhaps strictly personal; but I wish 
to have it go into the REcorpD in connection with these remarks. 
for it is to correct an error. 
yesterday morning, a paper of which you have probably all heard 


Aardman tates ie MS Sa aD A pet RRe! hl Has a ON BI A ton Bm 


BROMWELL intended to 
clerks in the Cincinnati office. 


SHATTUC was in W: 
Department Saturday and received assurances from First Assistant Post- 
master-General Heath, in view of the representations made, that there should 
be no reductions made in the force of letter carriers for Cincinnati. Mr. 
SHATTUC then wired the mayor, 

ing them what he had secured. 
still in Cincinnati makin 
Washington he will find tha aes. he promised has been done through 
the urgent solicitation of his associate. 


ley, one of the Cincinnati suburbs, witha 
carrier for Madison 
ment declined at first to make the allowance, owing to the shortage in the 
appropriation, but Mr. SHatruc urged the case, and made such a showing 
that the Department yielded. 





In the Cincinnati Enquirer of 


as the great advocate of silver and Bryanism in the Ohio Valley, 
I find the following: 


SHATTUC SCORES A POINT. 
Representative SHATTUC scored a victory over Representative BROMWEL’ 


u 
to-day. Ina local —o Mr. BROMWELL stated what he intended to do with 
respect to the Cincin gto 


nati post-office when he returned to W: n. ° 
revent the reduction of the force of free-delivery 


While Mr. BRoMWELL was in Cincinnati telling what he intended to do Mr. 
m doing it. Mr. SHATTUC went to the Post-Office 


tmaster, and several other officials, tell- 
this was done while Mr. BROMWELL was 
romises, and when that statesman returns to 


The laugh is on Mr. BROMWELL. 

to-day secured the services of an additional carrier for Oak- 

ulation of 2,000, gene 
pa 


Mr. SHATTUC 


ville, another suburb of 4,000 population. The 


Now, Mr. Chairman, my honorable coll e [Mr. SHattuc] 


did no more than he ought to have done; he did neither more nor 
less than his duty in looking after the interests of the city of Cin- 
cinnati; but the statements made in this paper are absolutely false 
in this, that it implies and asserts that I was merely promising 
ae I was going to do instead of actually doing anything in the 
matter. 
colleague [Mr. SHattuc] called upon the Postmaster-General, 
had wired from the tae Cincinnati to the chairman of the 
Committee on the Post- 

have an urgent deficiency bill reported to this House an 
for the purpose of continuing this carrier service. 


For before Saturday morning, when this paper says m 


ce and Post-Roads requesting him to 

passed 
That telegram 

I have here: : 


CINCINNATI, OHI0, January 21, 1898. 
Hon. E. F. Loup: 


Many protests against reduction carrierforce. Can not committee report 

emergency appropriation? Wire me, if I am needed, at once. 
J. H. BROMWELL. 

I received a reply from the gentleman from California [Mr. 
Loup] that the spreageenes Committee would — act 
upon the suggestion when the bill was referred to them. I for- 
get the exact lan e, as I have not the telegram here. 

I then wired the First Assistant Postmaster-General: 


CINCINNATI, OHIO, January 21, 1898. 
Hon. Perry S. HEATH, 


Post-Office Department, Washington, D. C.: 

Many protests here against reduction carrier force. Have telegram from 
Loup saying if Department asks for eme mor Spuropriation committee 
would handle it. y not ask CANNON to offer bill for immediate action? 

J. H. BROMWELL. 

To that I received a reply from the Hon. Perry 8S. Heath the 
same afternoon—Friday afternoon: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., January 21, 1898. 
Hon. J. H. BROMWELL, M. C., 
Cincinnati, Ohio: 


Postmaster-General to-day asked Senate for emergency appropriation to 
meet necessities of carrier service, and there is every in tion that it will 
be granted immediately. 

PERRY 8. HEATH, 


First Assistant Postmaster-General. 

Now, I do not believe in bringing these personalities into the 
House, but the statement was made, or an implication was made, 
that I was sitting back in Cincinnati, where I was detained by 
business that prevented me from being here, and doing nothin 
but making promises, while as a matter of fact I did every thie f 
coald by calling the attention of the proper parties to this matter, 
I say that it does not refiect on any service rendered by my col- 
league. Iam glad he went there. I am glad if he accomplished 
anything; but it does seem that neither of us should be credited 
with anything that was accomplished, for it a rs from this 
telegram that I have read that on Thursday the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral had requested the Senate to give him the necessary amount. 

With the consent of the committee, I append the following 
table, which gives the service in the various cities. [For table see 
next page. | 

I also insert a further statement showing the needs of Cincin- 
nati in the matter of carrier service and clippings from the Cin- 
cinnati Commercial-Tribune of recent date on the same subject. 

Below is an article which ap ed in the Cincinnati Com- 
mercial-Tribune under date of January 19, 1898. It is as clear, 
concise, and truthful an article as could be published concerning 
the Cincinnati post-office: 

WE PROTEST. 


The contemplated reduction by the Post-Office Department of the free- 
delivery service in Cincinnati should result in sucha | pe by the business 
men of this city as will effectually check any such action as is proposed. An 
order has been received by the local post-office to still further reduce our 
pes inadequate number of carriers by the removal of eleven men not 

ater than February 1. 

Should thisinjustice be perpetrated upon Cincinnati without protest from 

us, then we may depend upon it that the Cincinnati office will be picked out 
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Distribution of force on delivery routes. Highest Total 
rage ——_———— | number! -- 

ae om P ae rom Rupeve Two | ween. | | seven |0f deliv- —s 

oe. served One de- ; ree |Four de-| Five de-| Six de- | P©Y°" eries,res-| 
° - rved. » » FES y : : : -| saan, \collect- 

riers. per car. | S°Fvice. | se livery.| deliv- —s liveries. | liveries. liveries. | ae nee | exe. 

} 

° - ; 
4% | Siege tics -| hemo ber) aml ie [--] i) oe] am) | aa) r th g 
de = oh ag we »¢ > 
at | Bando FO) PRO) bee) a) 7 s) 8 Ste 
ot | Beaten’ Blses sz] “esro} Tom} sxe) ae cc) oat] at] oe] Baar 71. 4 
297 | St. Louis, Mo. ----| 630,000] 2,087 | 20.62] 63.5, 2 as 160 7 48 12 - 3 a 
308 | Baltimore, Md -.--.---------- 580, 000 1,883 34. St - - alain —-" er v 4 “ 
207 | San Francisco, Cal....------ 360, 000 1,733 25. 28 = Lekatn i: = = = S poenrcenees rotttesses : - 
207 | Cincinnati, Ohio -....------- 400, 000 1, 932 2S 3 99 0 d 31 o seeee eee |oosneseees : } 2 
171 | Cleveland, Ohio. .....-.----- 570,000) 2,216) 2. 3 B V7 es oeenioniet ; 18 
179 | Buffalo, N. Y....------------ 400,000} 2,010, 25.55] 40-~ |........ of 8 17 SE Dhidintese Lane nan 3 5 
102 | New Orleans, La.....-.----- 285, 000 2, 794 26. 26 53 ; S = Bre ao oe 8 af 
166 | Pittsburg, Pa --.-..---------- 275, 000 1, 657 21.99 28 c 10 |--n------- |-wsennaane 3 3 
190 | Washington, D. C--.-....---- 262, 558 1,382 34. 66 et Gicecaaes 5 107 2 Seal cclanae |--en-n ===. 47 
12% | Newark, N.J.....----------- 245, 000 1,976 | 37.07 Be fececsae 1 64 Baits ae] oacose--== |-----2000- 3 | 15 
152 | Detroit, Mich -......-------- 300, 000 1,974 25. 98 29 5 60 45 8 | po lescnenen =~ $ 8 
120 | Milwaukee, Wis---.-..---.--- 260, 000 2, 167 24.14 21— |..-.-.... 65 23 6 9 3 | 2 é 7 
130 = PEREM 2 cccee cove 185, 000 1,423 22. 60 43 4 4 23 2 30 |.--...---- |----20---- : - 
90 | Jersey City, N.J.----.------ 200, 000 2, 222 43. 65 2 = 45 _ : Saati gefecoseees : ‘ 8 

93 | Louisville, Ky ne secentesecese 190, 000 2, 043 22. 51 WR Bcccsace 51 10 0 3 

85 | Rochester, N. Y-..-.-------- 170, 000 2,000 22. 39 hd ib iwens 32 23 13 OE ieiese |n-2es2 ==: 3 9 
69 | Omaha, Nebr ---.-.-.---------- 143, 500 2,079 25. 89 A 35 6 6 14 |......---- |-=-20=2=-- 3 4 
110 | St. Paul, Minn .....-.......- 165, 000 1,500 24. 50 i as 54 2 8 25 |..--aa-e0-| ---200---- 3 8 
89 | Kansas City, Mo............ 144,716} 1,604) 16.72) 16— 45 5 6 Si aecteunes om 2 8 
72 | Providence, R. I .-.-. © ceccee 165, 000 2, 292 a. 38 16— |.....-.. 53 1 14 a” EsGaeneceta |---2000-+ 2 1 
74 | Indianapolis, Ind --.-.......- 165, 476 2,223 21.93 26 48 4 12 B feccscve ee 2 | 3 
40 | Allegheny, Pa-..-....-------- 115, 000 2,87 35.26 |...-------|-------- 4 19 14 OS te |---200 === | 
51 | Albany, N. Y--..........-..- 105, 820 2,075 22.7 © Peecsece 18 14 1 17 ER | one-one 3 1 
77 | Denver, Colo................ 165, 000 2,143 24.25 |---------- 1 50  Bdhawensgs ee eet 3 |...-.--. 
65.| Columbus, Ohio. .......-..-- 140, 000 2, 154 22.58 WO fececeee- 36 1 5 De Eithinadiccbccunss hak: 2 | 4 
54 racuse, N. Y..... puede ened 112, 000 2,074 22.96 17 1 45 © Liisi 
61 | Worcester, Mass.--.....-.-- 98,000} Les7} 25.53) BL |-....... 25 3 $ 
66 | Toledo, Ohio.............-.. 140,000} 2,121] 23.00) 2% }-....... 40 2 | 6 
48 | Richmond, Va.-..-.......----- 112, 000 2, 333 2.53 A Biccinene 6 3 | 4 
49 | New Haven, Conn. ........-.- 101, 000 2,061 21. 62 ey Eesbeneta 6 3 4 
383 | Paterson, N.J ........-- 100,000; 3.000] 47.99 Be Basics 13 | eee 
41 | Lowell, Mass ........... 83, 600 2,089 26.53 We Bicecenue 22 3 | 3 
82 | Nashville, Tenn -. 120, 000 3, 750 17.66 OP? Binicinase 19 2 3 
87 | Scranton, Pa -..- - 109,500} 2,950] 28.90) 19— Jo 26 2 | i 
30 | Fall River, Mass... 90, 000 3,000 45. 23 OW Nonkclanes ll 3 1 
43 | Atlanta, Ga ........ a 109, 000 2,525 15. 24 Beet Be ac cnaee 20 3 3 
39 | Memphis, Tenn-... i 90, 000 2,309 18.22 I  iclestiaie 26 8 eit 
31 | Wilmington, one « 66, 000 2,129 82. 27 Wes Bidets 8 3 ae 
41 | Dayton, Ohio... - 82,000} 2,000) 23.88) 10— |--. 15 a: 
43 | Grand Rapids, Mich. 85, 000 1,977 26.72 13— 2 10 2 2 
35 | Reading, Pa.....-....-. . 70, 200 2,006 34. 38 Ro hedcisettovakiehid 3 4 
31 | Camden, N. J -...-..-.- . 63, 467 2, 047 44.85 i . \Bicanenie 2 2 } 
30 | Trenton, N. J --. i 67,000 2, 233 28.17 6— Bites <cen [) —- 
bt NG BE ia dndédnccsocsees 60,000 1,818 26. 12 ae |) Reaese il 3 : 
33 | Portland, Oreg......--.----- 70,000) 1,88) 27.17) Mo pool 18 2 3 














Norte.—In New York City 328 carriers are employed on 9 delivery districts, in addition to the number given in the above table. One hundred and 
twenty-two of the three-trip carriers at Baltimore make four deliveries on some days and 3 are registry carriers. 


asa meek and willing victim when a similar penny-wise and pound-foolish 
policy is demanded in the future. Furthermore, such a reduction in our car- 
riers as is contemplated would necessarily decrease the number of deliveries in 





Of the force in Cincinnati, six carriers deliver mail in the village of Nor- 
wood, which is not included in Cincinnati proper, one in Green Township, 
and one at College Hill, which territory is entirely outside of the city limits, 


various parts of the city, or elseallow mail to accumulate in the central office | practically lsaving Cincinnati with buf 199 men. 


- for want of enough men toca it. Either of these conditions would be harm- 
ful and detrimental to our business interests, and should not be tolerated. 

The Cincinnati post-office is one of the best, most economical, and profit- 
able in the country. In general efficiency and the relative cost of its free-de- 
livery service it ranks second only to the office in New York City. The Cin- 
cinnati post-office earns money for the Government, and would do so even if 
its expenses were much larger. The New York office spends only 17} per cent 
of Seep for its free-delivery service, and that rate is the lowest in the 
country. 

Cincinnati's office comes next in the relative cheapness of its free delivery, 
and for that service it only uses 18 per centof itsreceipts. The San Francisco 
office, in Con an LoupD’s own State, spends 21 per cent of its receipts for 
carriers, and it is the post-offices that spend a large percentage of their re- 
= for carriers which should be compelled to retrench, if any are todo so. 

ven at the present time the local carriers are overworked, and under no 
circumstances should their number be decreased. As a business community 
we should refuse to tolerate any such proposal. The business men of Cincin- 
nati ought to make their demands known to the authorities regarding this 


matter. 

We find from records that in 1894 Cincinnati was allowed twelve additional 
carriers. In 1896 the city annexed Linwood, Westwood, Cheviot, Avondale. 
Clifton, and Riverside. In order toextend the delivery tothe newly acquired 
territory it was necessary to take from the force ten men to serve the above 
territory, thereby reducing the deliveries in certain portions of the city. 
Said deliveries have never n replaced since. 

Last October we were allowed nine additional, and December 1 two car- 
riers were allowed for the delivery of registered mail. Should these eleven 
men be taken away it would, in fact, be allowing Cincinnati proper but twomen 
in the past five years. In other words, the force has been increased but 1 per 
cent, while the population has increased about 25 per cent. We would not 

e an ov te should we state that the population within a radius of 
0 miles of the post-office would be 500,000 people. 
Below is a comparison of the ten leading cities of the Union: 






Popula- | Present 
tion 1890. | force. 

1,515, 301 1,650 
1, 099, 850 1,093 
1, 046, 964 804 
806, 343 533 
448, 477 664 
451,770 297 
434, 439 299 
298, 997 207 
, 908 207 
261, 353 171 


| 


As an instance of the increase of routes, we will cite the following: One 


| carrier four years ago had 98 houses in his district; to-day he has over 300 





and still covers the same territory. Another has had 96 houses built on his 
district in the past two years. He has also had territory added, now having 
about 550 houses, one-fourth of which have two families. His territory is 2 
miles long and 1 mile wide, well populated. In such districts it is frequently 
absolutely impossible to carry or deliver all mail in one day. The result is 
that in such cases second and third class matter is compelled to lay over for 
several days. 


WE DEMAND FAIR TREATMENT. 


If any further argument is needed, beyond that already advanced in these 
columns, to substantiate the claim that the proposed reduction in the letter- 
carrier force and free mail delivery service in Cincinnati would be a rank and 
an unjustifiable discrimination against this city and its business interests, 
that proof is found in the last official report of the Auditor for the Post-Office 
Department. The report was issued on June 30, 1897, and its figures show 
that the Cincinnati post-office leads all the others in this country in the econ- 
omy of its administration and the relative profit which it secures to the 
National Treasury on its operations. 

From the Auditor's report we have compiled a table showing the gross re- 
ceipts, the clerical expenses, the expense of the free-delivery service, the net 
revenue to the Government, and the per cent of expenses to gross receipts 
| oh ave of the twelve most important post-offices of the country. The table 

ollows: 





Gross re- | Clerical ex 





Post-office. ceipts. |} pense. 

ed cd aid dlivadintacthddnatintdansace $7, 837, 707.66 | $1, 600, 235. 84 
Chicago ...... LA a | 5,138,414.64} 960,383.89 
Detter ese een eee son seer=n~- | 2,806,401.19 | 573, 198.61 

ete i halk bing Redigtnncwadeccanens 2, 757, 605. 47 | 530, 084. 52 
nn  cdswdseanne | 1,575.722.84 | 290,688.93 
i i all mina mente 1, 113, 053.13 245, 649.77 
Teen ee eumecunenianunn 1, 078, 940.33 | 196, 385. 76 
a ee ssn enesucsees dann 899, 885. 88 | 186, 047. 47 
i a cd dasemend waked 850, 608. 83 189, 644. 90 
ad a stun betaine 704, 159. 68 | 122, 822.98 
nas é cmmmeinitaiea 702, 490. 96 | 115, 613. 45 

EE EE ae comeeneelaubatimnoenn 598, 993.05 | 102, 318. 73 
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: Yet 
Post-office. Free-delivery | Net revenue 


New York $1, 406, 033.06 
SD 2) ...0cccheisming came milan ameniiae 1,171, 245. 78 
Philadelphia 830, 554. : 
IIIS 5 cis, csinemaiinlagliabs chica enaslinasaieaimabmaeiaiaee 644, 982. 82 
Re ee ea are 7, G04. 83 


814, 210. 37 
215, 169. 87 
179, 942. 22 
167, 224. 91 
155, 547.08 


San Francisco 

I 
Cleveland 

I erie hisnlata ip epinniomenighiinabioin 


From these official figures it will be seen that the entire expense of main- 
taining the Cincinnati post-office is only 39 per cent of its gross receipts, 
which is a better showing than that made by any other office. The business 
men of Cincinnati, through the local post-office, contribute a net annual reve- 
nue of $654,979.27 to the National Treasury, and yet it is now proposed, at the 
behest of a clique of Eastern ere and post-offices, to cripple the Cin- 
cinnati post-office and strike a blow at the business interests of this city by 
reducing our postal facilities and free-delivery service. 

While the Cincinnati office uses but 39 per cent of its receipts for running 
expenses, the big Eastern offices, both individually and collectively, make 
much poorer showings. The New York post-office consumes 40 per cent of 
its receipts by expenses, the Philadelphia office 53 per cent, the Boston office 
45 per cent, the Baltimore office 58 per cent, and the’ Brooklyn office no less 
than 78 per cent. 


The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Regular order, Mr. Chairman, 

Mr. JOY. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr, JOY. I desire to say to the committee—— 

— CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Chairman, there is only one phase of the 
question raised by the gentleman from Ohio that I desire to refer 
to at this time, and that is his suggestion that the deliveries in 
the city of New York and elsewhere are excessive in number. 
The post-office in New York consists of the main office and 28 sta- 
tions; and the number of collections from the mail boxes and the 
number of deliveries from the post-office and the stations are 
regulated not so much by the needs of the community in the de- 
livery of the letters as by the necessity of getting the mail matter 
out of the office and out of the stations, and of getting the collec- 
tions out of the boxes and into the office within one day. 

If New York were to have a smaller number of deliveries or of 
collections than now exists, the carriers would fail to deliver the 
mail matter that comes into the office in one day, and would fail 
to collect from the mail boxes and carry into the main office the 
deposits of one day. 

r. BROMWELL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. ames Yes, sir. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Is it not a matter of fact that these deliv- 
eries are all made to houses in the day time? 

Mr, QUIGG. Oh, no; it is not a matter of fact that they are 
made — day. 

Mr. BROMWELL. They are not delivered at night? 

Mr. QUIGG. Yes, sir; they are delivered at night. 

Mr. BROMWELL. During the night? 

Mr. QUIGG. Yes, if you call 8 o’clock night. 

Mr. BROMWELL hen, suppose they are delivered during 
the time that you call night, does not the heaviest of the mail 
come into New York City when it can not be delivered, and is it 
not accumulated in the New York post-office? How do they get 
rid of it then? 

Mr. em They take it out to the stations near where it is 
to be delivered, and it is delivered early next morning, of course. 
That is the way they get rid of it. 

Now, the House ought to understand this matter, which is very 
easilystated. Theappropriation for free-delivery service amounts 
in round numbers to $13,000,000. The deficiency within sight on 
the part of the Department amounts to about $160,000—$160,000 
as against the total appropriation for the free-delivery service of 

13,000,000; and it is oe ho a that all these communi- 
ties—Cincinnati, New York, ton, Philadelphia, and Washing- 
ton and all the little places where they have free-delivery service— 
shall be turned topsy-turvy and the people vexed and excited to 
save $160,000 out of the total expenditure of $18,000,000. 

Why, it is perfectly absurd. The fact is that the estimates of 
the Department were unwisely cut down. That is the long and 
the short of the matter. The estimates of the Department were 
cut down $221,000 for the free-delivery service last year. Now 
the cost of the free-delivery service can be mathematically arrived 
at. It is as exact as any sum in arithmetic. You know justhow 
many carriers there are, how eeeg: ss to be promoted the 
first to the second class, and from the second to the third, and you 
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know just the sum in which the promotions affect the cost of the 
service, and finally you know the ratio in which the service in- 
creases from year to year. 

Now, the sum inside of which the Department stands for a deficit 
to-day is $162,000, and that is ne sum which the House 
Post-Office Committee cut down the Department last year in the 
matter of pay for the letter carriers. It was simply a foolish at- 
tempt at economy in the free-delivery service, and that is what 
has got the country into this trouble; and now the people all over 
the United States are annoyed about reductions to be made in the 
mail service, and all to save $160,000 in a total expenditure of 
$13,000,000! 

Mr. BELKNAP. Mr, Chairman, referring to the remarks of 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BromwELL], I have no objection 
to Cincinnati having just as many letter carriers as her needs re- 
quire to give them a proper service. But I do take exception to 
his criticism of the number of carriers and deliveries that are fur- 
nished Chicago. He called attention to the fact that in Chicago 
we have seven deliveries a day in some sections of the city, but 
he failed to call attention to the fact that only eight letter carriers 
were needed to make these seven deliveries, and that these seven 
a are only made in the congested center of the business 

istricts. 

Mr. BROMWELL. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BELKNAP. Certainly. 

Mr. BROMWELL. How does the gentleman explain that in 
the city of Chicago, with a a of 1,800,000, there are 1,148 
carriers, while in Philadelphia, with a population 300,000 less, 
they have only 804 carriers, and that in Cincinnati, with a popu- 
lation of 400,000, about one-quarter of the population of Chicago, 
there are only 207 carriers, which is considerably less than one 
quarter of the number in Chicago? 

Mr. BELKNAP. Well, I started out to say I have no objec- 
tion to any other cities having all that they require, but I did not 
want the House to think that we have a great many carriers in 
the seven deliveries per day service. In Chicago, as everyone 
well knows, we cover with free delivery an area of 138 square 


miles, 

ee BROMWELL. One hundred and twenty-seven and three- 
quarters. 

Mr. BELKNAP. Pardon me, that is a mistake. I want to 
look out for my own city and shail do so, while I have no objec- 
tion to your getting all for your city that it needs. 

Now, since 1890 the city of Chicago has increased in population 
63.5 per cent. The —— the post-office have increased 46.3 
per cent. The area of delivery has in 100 per cent, 
and the number of letter carriers employed has increased about 
oa cent. The force of letter carriers in Chicago is properly 
utilized and properly distributed. About three years ago the 
postmaster of asked for 125 more letter carriers. They 
were not allowed. is year $30,000 was allowed the postmaster 
in Chicago for additional carrier service, and he has put on 52° 
men, not for a year, but some for three months and some for six 
months, and has accomplished with those 52 men what it was 
es three years ago would take 125 men. 

simply make that statement to show that the postmaster is 
properly handling his force. The tal receipts this year will 
exceed those of last year some $8,000,000. Now, the pos eo an 
only $163,000, and I hold in my hand a letter from the P 
General to the Secre of the Treasury, and the Secretary of the 
Treasury transmitted the letter to the House, which shows why 
this deficiency occurred. I sincerely trust that my colleague, the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], will take prompt action on 
this matter and give prompt consideration to the joint resolution 
introduced by the gentleman from Massachusetts a few days since. 

The CHAIR . Debate upon the pending amendment is 
exhausted. 

Mr. ADAMS. I move to amend by striking out the last word. 
Mr. Chairman, if there is one ent of our Government of 
which we have every reason to proud it is our very efficient 
— service. In accordance with the requirements of various 

ocalities—and I do not care to enter into any local contentions, 
for I believe that the Department has been carried on with due 
regard to the demands of these several localities—mail deliveries 
have been introduced from time to time into our various cities in 
accordance with the requirements of the business carried on there. 

We have been debating upon an appropriation in this bill of 
$2,500,000—for what? For the education of Indians. And now 
the House thinks it necessary to discuss the propriety of an item 
of $160,000 for the education of our own white citizens. How can 
there be any room for debate on this anes we know that 
of all the agencies in the world for the bution of ae 
and the tion of knowledge among =e the most e 
cient and wide reaching is the post-office service? 

Owing to the proposition to cut down this service in P 
pile U7 reason of a deficiency in the — riations, I have 
flooded with letters from business men, ¢ backbone an: 








i 


try, and with resolutions from boards of trade, pro- 
com po this reduction. I wish to say that, in my judg- 
ment, a curtailment of this service, a reduction in the frequency 
of the mail deliveries in our cities, will result in a proportionate 
reduction of our receipts. Gentlemen will remember that 
it is only in the thickly settled se of our country that the 
operations of the post-office yield a profit. In the thinly populated 
sections the mails are carried ataloss. _ ; 7 

The net profit of the postal operations in the city of Philadel- 
phia—the amount turned into the Treasury of the United States to 
assist in making up the deficit ones in other parts of the coun- 

—is one round million dollars. The thickly populated centers 
have a claim for more frequent distribution of their letters than 
the more sparsely settled portions of thecountry, where the receipts 
are not equal to the expenditures. q 

1 wish to say further that if gentlemen here antagonize the 
interest of the people on a — like this—a question involving 
their right to the —— elivery of their mails in return for the 
postage they pay and the taxation they contribute to the Govern- 
ment—the people who do so will have to meet that responsibility. 

So far as concerns the city of Philadelphia, I received only yes- 
terday from the postmaster of that city the information that there 
are sections within the legal limits of that city where there is no 
free delivery at all. Now, where is the justice or the economy of 
reducing the free-delivery facilities when there are portions of 
that city to which those facilities have not yet been extended? 

I might state that the papers have reported of me, as they have 
of the gentleman from Cincinnati, that I have taken no part in 
protesting against this reduction, whereas in fact, the day after 
the item concerning the proposed reduction was given out, I 
called upon the Assistant Postmaster-General and entered my 
protest. 

Here the hammer fell. 

r. ALEXANDER. r. Chairman, I do not want to be drawn 
into the controversy between my friend from Cincinnati [Mr. 
BROMWELL] and my friend from Chicago [Mr. BeLKNapP], but I 
want to attention to the fact that while the city of Buffalo is 
represented as having as many inhabitants as Cincinnati, yet Cin- 
cinnati has twenty-seven more carriers than Buffalo. Cincinnati 
has more deliveries—twice a day, three times a day, four times a 
day, and five times a day—than has Buffalo. 

itr. BROMWELL. I must correct the gentleman. We have 
not in any part of Cincinnati deliveries five times a day; the 
greatest number of daily deliveries we have is four. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. According to the statement before me, 
prepared by the Post-Office Department, there are in some por- 
tions of Cincinnati five deliveries daily. 

Mr. BROMWELL, I may be wrong. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Iam not finding fault with the number 
of carriers or deliveries that Cincinnati has. She ought to have 
as many and more. I have no doubt, either, that Chicago should 
have all the deliveries now allowed and even more. Soshould the 
city which I, in part, have the honor to represent. 

uffalo has not as many carriers as we need. Last summer I 
came here and begged the honorable First Assistant Postmaster- 
General to give us two additional carriers. Why? In order that 
we might have our first morning delivery on portions of the prin- 
cipal avenue of our city before 11 o'clock. And now, because 
there is a deficiency of $160,000, we are threatened not only with 
the cutting off of those two carriers, but of seven others assigned 
us earlier in the year. 

From day to day we vote po yg Ae ge of money for rivers and 
harbors, for the education of Indian children, and for private 
claims, the latter in such sums as $77,000 and $277,000; yet in mat- 
ters that concern home interests most intimately we are as parsi- 
monious as sO many misers, and object to allowing the great, 
= cities of our country to have the letter carriers that their 

uusiness demands. [Applause.] Think of the citizens on a por- 
tion of Delaware avenue, in Buffalo—the great residential street 
of a great city, the second in the Empire State—being unable to 
have their morning mail delivered until 11 o’clock! 

And even under such circumstances we are threatened, as I 
have said, with having cut off the two additional carriers allowed 
last summer, and the seven allowed earlier in the year. Our post- 
master has received a letter stating that on the ist of February, 
unless an additional app ation be made these carriers will be 
cutoff. Yet we sit here day after day, voting away millions of 
dollars for Heaven knows what, and then propose to cut down 
what the people want most, a prompt and frequent delivery of 
their letters, so that the business of this great country may be 
a on éxpeditiously and efficiently. [Applause.] I object 

such ony. 

Mr. TLLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I move tostrike 
~~ ~ ~ word, - : 

ve listened with a great deal of interest while gentlemen 
have been here and sounding the merits, as well as the 
respective claims, of the large cities which they happen to repre- 
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sent, the great trade centers of the country, demanding that they 
shall have more extended mail facilities and more frequent mail 
delivery to their inhabitants, now running to five, six, seven, or 
eight times a day. But it has suggested itself to my mind, and I 
desire to present the facts to the committee, that the great towns 
of Bucatunna, Tchula, Shubuta, Shuqualak, Toomsuba, Satartia, 
and even Brandon [laughter], as well as other important places 
in my section of the country, do not get any mail delivery at all. 
[Laughter and applause.| And yet, Mr. Chairman, they pay ex- 
actly the same amount to the Government of the United States for 
the privilege of having their mail sent through the mails, going 
themselves for it to an office sometimes 3 miles away, sometimes 6 
miles away, and occasionally even as far as 12 miles off, that you, 
living in the large cities, pay for the privilege of getting your mail 
en at your doors by a carrier five, six, seven, or eight times 
a day. 

It has borne itself in on my mind that while the citizen of Buc- 
atunna, or Shuqualak, or Tchula, or Shubuta does not live in 
any part of some great town with 138 square miles of surface, 
after all he is perhaps a citizen of the United States, that he is 
paying his share of the taxes necessary to carry on the Govern- 
ment of the United States, and that he has paid for the mail mat- 
ter delivered in New York, Philadelphia, Chicago, and all along 
the line his proportion of the expenses just as well as the people 
living in those cities; because the great merchant in those places 
counts his postage as a part of the ordinary running expenses of 
his business, and charges it up when he charges the jobber or 
country merchant with his bills of goods; and the country mer- 
chant or jobber carries it on to the retail merchant, and he charges 
it up to the ordinary fellow who happens to reside in Bucatunna, 
Tchula, Toomsuba, Satartia, Shubuta, Shuqualak, or Brandon 
[laughter]; and it so happens that the ‘ ordinary fellows” living 
in these towns and similar places constitute a little over 50 per 
cent of all the people of this country. [Applause.] And, Mr. 
Chairman, when war comes, if it ever comes, they happen to con- 
stitute a little over 75 per cent of all the men whocarry a musket. 
[Applause. } 

Now there is a “hiatus” in the public service. There isa woeful 
lack of connection, somewhere, between the revenues and the 
expenditures. The Dingley bill, our late tariff measure, which 
was to supply the necessary revenues for the Government, does 
not make close connection, in some way, with the expenses—cer- 
tainly not a connection that satisfies everybody. It may be that 
the Republican Government can use Mr. DINGLEy and his bill for 
one more term of Congress as the fellow proposed to use the corpse 
of the man who was drowned and whose body was not discovered 
until some time afterwards, when it seems that it had formed 
food for the eels, a number being caught. After it was found 
and about to be buried in a decent and proper manner, one of the 
bystanders suggested: ‘‘ Boys, this fellow seems mighty near 
decomposed [laughter], but we can plant him once more, for one 
more night. He is good bait for the eels.” [Laughter.]} 

This Dingley bill, as well as the protective principle it embodies, 
is no doubt good bait for the eels. But when you come to the 
practical operations of the Government we find that there is this 
hiatus existing, which must be bridged over in some manner. 

Now, you have got to economize somewhere, and the question 
is where you will economize. I say that you can not do it better 
or more properly or with less inconvenience to anybody than by 
cutting off one or two of the daily mail deliveries in the large trade 
centers. Fewer people and fewer interests will suffer from that 
course than by any other means that could be suggested. And you 
have to economize because when you have to make $5 meet the 
indebtedness of $7 you must either increase your revenue to $7 
or decrease your expenses to $5; and your legislation will not 
reach far enough to increase the revenues up to $7. Therefore 
you must reduce expenses. 

Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the fact that men can be 
educated into utter selfishness was never better illustrated than it 
has been illustrated here on this floor to-day. 

You may carry on your system of legislation in favor of the 
center drawing blood from the extremities for the purpose of fat- 
a the heart at the expense of the extremities so long that after 
a while some will begin to believe that the Government is intended 
for their express and exclusive benefit. That isadanger you must 
face. Therefore, if you must economize, where is there a better 
opportunity than to economize right here? [Applause.] 

Here the hammer ~~ 

r. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I have been greatly inter- 
ested in the matter of this debate on the letter carriers. ‘There is 
but one city, and a small one, in my district which will be affected 
by the suggestions made here, and hence my remarks can not be 
attributed to selfishness. But I wish to say a word or two upon 
this question of the letter carriers, and regret exceedingly that 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania {[Mr. Brostus], the chairman 
of the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, is not present. 

I know a town in the territory northwest of the Ohio River 
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that came into a population sufficient to have letter carriers, and | affects one city, nor any city, nor all the cities exclusively, but it 


was awarded six letter carriers. A date was fixed in the future 
for them to appear and take charge of the delivery of the mails. 
There was a special examination held at the capital of the State, 
and a large number of enterprising young men made their ap- 
earance. The postmaster was notified that on a certain day the 
etter carriers would be on hand. When the morning came they 
straggled in one by one. Some of them had to be guided by 
friendly advice how to reach the town. The nearest man to the 
town lived 20 miles away, and the last I heard of them they were 
studying the map of the town to find out where the different 
streets were located. Now, I imagine that if this system could 
only be carried out, so that a Chicago letter carrier could occa- 
sionally be ordered by the Civil Service Commission to be trans- 
ferred to New York, and Boston carriers sent to Chicago, to carry 
on the system of merit and keep clear of fitness, you might get 
along with fewer letter carriers. [Laughter. ] 
Mr. SIMPKINS of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, in reply to 


what has been said about the country districts, I would say that 


I represent a district which is in part a country district and 
which also has two cities of considerable size. Both the people 
residing in the country and the people residing in the city are in- 
terested in this question. Since this matter has been agitated, I 
personally have done too much work at the Post-Office Depart- 
ment to keep quiet now that itis under debate. I wish to say here 
that I have always found that any reasonable request which I 
made of the Post-Office Department was promptly complied with, 
if within the power of the Department todo so. I now wish to 
explain the conditions thatexist in the city of Fall River at the pres- 
enttime. Itisa city of 100,000 inhabitants. Sometime ago thein- 
spector of the Government reported that three new carriers were 
needed forthe deliveryinthat city. Onewasgranted. Thecityof 
Fall River, with 100,000 population, has only 30carriers, each carrier 
serving about 3,000 people. Thecity of Worcester, with about the 
same population, has 60 carriers. A city in New Jersey with only 
double the population of Fall River has three times the number 
of carriers. 

Now, we do not object to that. The extent of territory to be 
covered in those cities and other conditions make those carriers 
necessary there. We are not jealous because other cities have 
more, but we demand that we shall have enough, that we shall 
have carriers sufficient for the service of the people. That is the 
position the peopletake. They demand an adequate and sufficient 
service, and no good reason has yet been advanced why they should 
not have it. As to the country districts, the people there demand 
that the letters which they write to the business centers shall be 
promptly delivered and promptly answered. It is for their inter- 
est, as well as for the interest of the people of the cities, that there 
be sufficient letter carriers in the large cities. I say, Mr. Chair- 
man, that it is not a theory but a condition which confronts us. 
The condition is that the Post-Office Department has not sufficient 
money to hire the number of carriers needed for the service. 
One hundred and sixty thousand dollars is needed and should be 
appropriated by this Congress in order that a proper letter-carrier 
service may be maintained throughout the cities of the United 
States. If this Congress does not perform this duty, it will, inmy 
opinion, be justly held responsible by the people. [Applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 
Does the gentleman withdraw his formal amendment? 

Mr. BROMWELL. If it was my amendment, I withdraw it. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I renew the amendment. I 
do not desire to take up the time of the committee, but I wish to 
add imy protest to those that have been made by gentlemen repre- 
senting the cities that will be affected by this reduction in the 
force of carriers. I represent a city which, upon the list which 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BROMWELL] hands to me, stands 
second in the cheapness of the service to the people. As a matter 
of fact, the letter carriers were increased there within the last six 
months, yet notwithstanding that increase the percentage is 16.72, 
considerably less than the percentage of cost in New York. 

Now, notwithstanding this increase, as I say, the increase in the 
population of the city by the consolidation of two smaller towns 
on the outside of it has been from twenty to thirty thousand peo- 
ple, and that increase is not figured in this statement, and those 
people have no free-delivery system. Itis a fact that while the 
number of deliveries is properly put down upon that list, yet even 
in the business part of the town, in the portions of the city imme- 
diately contiguous to the post-office, those deliveries are not made. 
A letter carrier goes out of that office loaded down like a pack 
horse on the Klondike trail. It is utterly impossible for him to 
make his deliveries and get back to the office within the time pro- 
vided by the rules of the office, so that the last delivery each day 
goes over until the next morning. This was the condition of 
affairseven before the addition of the territory, which has increased 
the population of the city some twenty or thirty thousand. 


| country districts, provided the state o 





is a question that affects every man, woman, and child in the 

United States, because all are interested in the business of this 

country and business centers in these great commercial cities, 

So I say, Mr. Chairman, that while the gentleman from Missis- 

sippi [Mr. WILLIAMs] may be right in saying that we have some 

—— that he does not have, he has privileges that we do not 
ave. 

Every mail sack carried on horseback to a country Misaoe is 
costing the Government more per capita of persons accommodated 
and per piece of mail handled than the service in the large cities, 
including free delivery. Iam not opposing free delivery to the 
the nation’s finances will 
permit it, but where population congests and business centers the 
needs of the community are greater and should be met. No man 
will contend that different localities are, or of right ought to be, 
on the same footing as to mail facilities. 

To stop or seriously impair the free delivery of mail in the 
great cities would cripple the business of the country almost as 
| effectually as it would to blot out the telegraph and the telephone. 

This is one of the privileges that we ought to have, and his 
people need it as much as our people, for it is to advance the busi- 
| ness interests of the country, and we all need it tegether. I hope 
| the request of the gentleman from Chicago will be heeded and 
| that the Appropriation Committee will bring in a bill carrying 
such an ms riation as will enable us to have the force that is 
| needed to do the business required of the city offices. [Applause.] 
| Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, my voice is so closely keyed down 
to-day that it will be impossible for me to make any presentation 
| to this House regarding the condition existing. Put! want tosay 
| that there is a question presented here of greater gravity than the 
| displacing of one carrier in the city of New York or in the city of 
Chicago or any other city in this country. 
woe SULZER. It is not one carrier, but eighty carriers in New 
ork. 

Mr. LOUD. I hope the gentleman will allow me to proceed. 
He observes my voice is weak, and I can not enter into any dis- 
cussion. 

Mr. CANNON. [hope there will be order. 

Mr. LOUD. I endeavored to impress upon that gentleman as 
well as every member of the House that there was a greater prin- 
ciple involved than the displacing of one carrier. Does the gen- 
tleman understand? Now, the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
Quice]—and if he had not risen to his feet, in my condition I 
would not have attempted to obtain the floor to-day—made a state- 
ment that is absolutely false and unfounded; has no basis of fact 
whatever, and never did; and I have oftentimes regretted that 
the gentleman from New York could not know as much as he 
assumes to know. |Laughter.] 

He has been having himself interviewed in the New York papers 
for many days, claiming that this deficiency is due to one “‘E. F. 
Loup;” that he had suppressed Congress; that he had defied both 
the House and the Senate, and against their wishes had forced 
the Post-Office Department to cut off carriers throughout this 
country. Perhaps he thought he — provoke me to rise to a 

uestion of personal privilege; but, Mr. Chairman, I had pre- 
ferred to wait until this subject was before this House. His criti- 
cisms of me are beneath my notice, as they have always been. 

The gentleman says that we appropriated $163,000 less than was 
estimated. His statement is absolutely false. We did appro- 
priate $102,000 below the revised estimates of the Department, 
which were not the estimates submitted by the Treasury. And, 
mind you, this $102,000 does not come wholly off the pay of letter 
carriers, but embraces many other subjects. Now, then, I know 
the gentleman made his assertion upon the statement of the Post- 
Office Department in reply to an inquiry of the Senate; but it is 
false and can not be proven by any figures in existence. 

Mr. QUIGG. Then the gentleman is charging falsehood upon 
the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. LOUD. Letthem take itasthey will. I say itis absolutely 
false. Their figures are now in print, and no subterfuge can so 
change them that they can make either the statements of the 
Post-Office Department or yourself true. Now, then, the truth 
is, we eprereees $97,458, as shown by the deficiency estimate 
submitted on yesterday for extension of free-delivery service this 
year. What have they done? In defiance of the appropriation of 
this body, in defiance of Congress, they have continued to increase 
the letter-carrier force to the extent of 386, and created a pros- 
pective deficiency over our heads of $163,000. 

Oh, but there is some beautiful matter in this subject when you 
get down intoit! The Department asked for $75,000 for incidental 
expenses. We gave them $60,000, and we had given them but 
$50,000 the year before; yet in this report they say they have ex- 
a in the first six months, when we limited them to $60,000 

or the year, $107,328; and there, let me tell you, is nearly $50,000 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to join these gentlemen in protest- | of this deficiency, created in incidental expenses. 
But, Mr. Chairman, I am not in a condition to-day to discuss this 


ing against this condition of affairs. It is not a question that 
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subject. This question will come before the House in good time. 
But let me urge upon members of this House—a representative 
body of American citizens—to be not so carried away, not to be 
go flushed with the hope of retaining one carrier in your city, 
that you will surrender the last vestige of right that you have 
here—properly vested—to circumscribe the Executive Depart- 
ments in the expenditure of public money. [Loud oo lee 
say to you again that there is a great principle involved. e 

partment has substantially said by their action that, regardless 
of the amount of money that we may appropriate, ‘“‘ we will ex- 
pend just so much as we see fit.” ide 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iask that the time of the gentleman be ex- 
tended for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman be extended five 
minutes. Is there any objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. LOUD. Iam notin a condition to-day to talk, but I hope 
the members of this House will let me plead with you now, be- 
cause you are all involved in this question. Let me tell you that 
the perpetuity of the legislative body is involved here, and that 
this is a greater question than the one whether you will have one 
letter carrier or more, or fifty or more in any city. Let this ques- 
tion come up in its own good time, when I hope I may be ina 

sition to properly present this question to the attention of the 
ees and the country. 

Mr. STEELE. I desire to say, upon what I deem to be unmis- 
takable authority, that there will be no deficiency this year on ac- 
count of the carrier service. Unless money is appropriated the 
service will be so reduced as to bring the expense within the appro- 

riation. 
7 Mr. QUIGG. That is just what we do not want. 

Mr. BELKNAP. That will defeat the very thing that we are 
after. It will curtail the delivery system, and that we do not 


want. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, and I will not occupy the five minutes. This debate comes 
out of order upon the Indian a bill; it has nothing to 
do with it, nothing pending that would make thedebateapt. But it 
is a matter that many gentlemen feel an interest in, and I want to 
say in reply to the a from my colleague [Mr. BELKNAP] 
who represents the Chicago district that I have not given much 
examination to this estimated deficiency. 

The Post-Office Committtee makes up and submits to the House 
the Post-Office appropriation bill. The Committee on Appropria- 
tions has nothing to do with it as a committee, except as the de- 
ficiency estimates come to that committee for examination. We 
passed the other day through the House an urgent deficiency bill 
and no estimate had come to the committee when that bill passed. 
It ome back from the Senate with nothing upon it touching the 
matter, 

It has been closed up in conference and been closed up in the 
Senate, and I will ask the House to adopt it this evening. That 
bill can not bear that item, if it ougtht to bear it, and of that Iam 
not intimating any opinion. Now, the Post-Office Department 
has entered upon an expenditure of this fund upon such a scale 
that along about the 20th day of next June, unless some money is 
pe eg for the free-delivery service, it will have to stop for 
about ten days. They did that five months ago, six months ago, 
or four months ago. 

Now, then, I am told that the deficiency estimate has come in 
within the last day or two and has been referred to my commit- 
tee. If that is the case, when the committee over which I have 
the honor to preside reports the general deficiency bill to this 
House, which will be somewhere from the 20th of February to 
the ist of March, if that committee does not report a bill covering 
this item with other items it will be in order for any member of 
this House to rise in his place and move that item by way of 
amendment to it, so the Post-Office Department can keep on with 
its service as it has been keeping on with this increase of service, 
and there is money enough to pay for it until the 15th or 20th of 
next June. 

But if it is the sense of the House and the Senate at the time that 
the deficiency bill, which will be reported about the 1st of March, 
should include this item of $163,000, it will be done. If it is not 
the sense of the House to do it, then the Post-Office Department 
will have to cut its cloth accordingly. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 
Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Why is the Department threatening now 
to reduce the delivery service next month? 

Mr. CANNON. Iam not here to speak for the Department. I 


= heard ite lained two ways. Some say that the Department 
; ey e an increase four or six months ago and let it go 


purpose of forcing Congress to make this appropriation and 
to make it now; that they have written the post-offices through- 
Out the country that unless it is made forthwith on the Ist of 
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February they will cut the carriers off, and so such cities as New 
York, Cincinnati, Chicago, and Boston have become frightened. 
They do not want the service cut down, and so they have been 
writing to my colleague and to other gentlemen, and so on and 
so on. 

Your Committee on Appropriations, I think, can promise that 
they will consider in order this and all other deficiency estimates 
submitted tothem, and that bill, in my judgment, will be reported 
sometime in February. If the bill should not suit gentlemen of 
the House when reported, it will be entirely in order for any one 
of the 358 members to rise and move an amendment. 

Mr. QUIGG. Does the gentleman mean to state that the bill 
will contain an appropriation for this deficiency? 

Mr.CANNON. It mayor it may not. I can not speak for my 
committee; but if the bill should not contain it, it will bein order 
for my friend from New York to rise in his place and move this 
appropriation as an amendment; and if the majority of the House 
wants it, it will go in. 

Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. STEELE. Does the gentleman from Illinois mean to say 
that within the last ten days of June this deficiency may be ob- 
viated without stopping the whole carrier service? 

Mr. CANNON. I mean to say that there is money enough 
appropriated to pay for the carrier service in every city of this 
country, as [understand, from now until the 15th or 20th of June; 
and about the latter part of February there will be reported to 
this House the deficiency bill on which this appropriation can be 
made if such is the sense of the majority. 

Mr. STEELE. Does not the gentleman think itis a very proper 
thing for the Department to commence the 1st of February (if it 
is going to make a redueéion in the carrier force) and take off 
from time to time such carriers as it is possible to spare, rather 
than take all off during the last ten days of June. 

Mr. CANNON. I will answer the gentleman’s question by 
asking another. If it be true that the Department thus far has 
spent at the rate of $160,000 more than was appropriated by Con- 
gress, would it not have been very proper for the Department 
not to have entered on that expenditure until it first got the ap- 
proval of Congress? ‘The Department has now just as much power 
to continue the service until we can get a chance in the deficiency 
bill to give this money—if such is the sense of Congress—as it had 
to commence it. 

Mr. SULZER. Does the gentleman state that there will be no 
discharge of letter carriers in the city of New York until the 15th 
of June? 

Mr. CANNON. Isay there is money enough to pay them until 
the 15th or 20th of June. But I can not speak, of course, for the 
Postmaster-General. 

Mr. STEELE. Is it not the gentleman’s opinion that the mem- 
bers of this House are more responsible than the Department for 
having increased this service, because more than a majority of 
the members of this House have been to the Department asking 
for additional service? 

Mr. CANNON. I am not here to criticise members of this 
House or to criticise the Department. I am trying to show the 
House the way in which this matter can be reached under the 
rules of the House upon the general deficiency bill. 

Let me say further (because I think it will save time) that many 
members have been to me andsaid, ‘‘ Mr. CANNON, ajointresolution 
has been sent to your committee to appropriate thismoney. Why 
don’t you report it back?” I have said to them, ‘‘If my commit- 
tee should report it back it would be without privilege. It would 
go upon the Calendar. Its consideration would require unani- 
mous consent. The matter would be in no better shape than if 
any member of this House should rise in his place and ask unani- 
mous consent to have a joint resolution passed appropriating 
$160,000 for this purpose.” 

I say that for the satisfaction of gentlemen here. I know of no 
way under the rules of the House by which this matter can be 
reached through the action of the Appropriations Committee ex- 
cept upon the general deficiency bill, which I think will be re- 
ported in the latter part of next month. 

Mr. STEELE. I now yield to the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. WALKER]. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I wish to say to the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations that the issue presented 
here is, in my judgment, one rising far above the question whether 
appropriations are to be made by Mr. Heath in the Post-Ofice 
Department, or whether they are to be made by this House. 

Mr. CANNON. Ihave said nothing of that kind. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Iam not saying you did. I 
am only insisting that it does not become us to lay aside this 
great question as to whether the interests of the country demand 
more or less letter carriers in order that we may settle an issue as 
between Mr. Heath and the Committee on Appropriations. I do 
not care anything about Mr. Heath as compared with an efficient 
post-office service. I want to know whether we are to have the 
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appropriations necessary for the Post-Office Department, without 
reference to any question between Mr. Heath and the Appropria- 
tions Committee. 

Mr. STEELE, Thegentleman from Massachusetts says he does 
not care anything about Mr. Heath. Ido care a great deal about 
him; and I know he is doing his duty. 

| Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. RIDGELY. Mr. Chairman, I deem it my duty at this 
time to bring to the attention of members some additional facts 
as to conditions of our Post-Office Department. My friend Gen- 
eral GROSVENOR says, “If you have any facts, let us have them.” 
The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] remarked a few mo- 
ments ago that the appropriation we made during the extra ses- 
sion was sufficient to provide for the expenses of the Post-Office 
Department for the current year, and that there would be no 
necessity for anybody suffering on account of any deficiency. I 
wish to state a fact which I personally know, and of which I have 
recent information from the community concerned. Over two 
years ago the town of Pittsburg, Kans., with something over 
9,000 population at that time, was, under the rules and regulations 
of the Post-Office Department, declared entitled to free delivery. 

Time went on and the delivery was not established. Excuse 
after excuse was made by the Post-Office Department. The city 
complied with every demand as to numbering streets and build- 
ings, building sidewalks, street crossings, and the Government 
inspectors reported all things ready. During the extra session of 
Congress last summer I received this explanation, officially, from 
the present First Assistant Postmaster-General: That the old ap- 
propriation, which expired at the end of the last fiscal year, the 
30th of last June, was not sufficient to meet the expenses of estab- 
lishing this free delivery, but as soon as the new appropriation 
under the new estimates was made it would cover the expense 
and the delivery would be put in. The appropriation was sub- 
sequently made according to the estimate. But the delivery was 
not established, and I then called for a statement as to when it 
would goin. I got an official answer that the delivery would be 
established at once. The town had grown over 25 per cent while 
waiting, and now has between 12,000 and 13,000 people. The time 
was officially fixed at the ist of August. 1 was furnished with a 
copy of the official order to that effect. 

I got home on the 20th of August, but there was no movement 
for the delivery, except a few delivery boxes which had been sent 
outthere. Butnothingelse was done. I waited until September, 
and at the request of the people of the town I wrote again to the 
Department—to the First Assistant Postmaster-General—and got 
this statement that I think will have something to do with your 
voteon theappropriation. This is the reason that I desired tomake 
this statement now. Hisstatement was to the effect that, looking 
over the expenses of the Department, it was found that the new 
appropriation would fall short if the new delivery systems already 
awarded were put in at once, and therefore it was necessary to 
suspend their establishment until the ist day of October. Thatif 
the Department would hold all of these new deliveries up until that 
time (October 1) the appropriation would cover the balance of 
the year, and that ours would go in with the balance of them on 
that date. 

Mr. LOUD. Are you referring now to new towns not now en- 
titled to the free-delivery service or that did not have it before? 

Mr. RIDGELY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LOUD. Permit me to say to the gentleman that the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads last year for the first 
time segregated these items, because we found the Department 
was not establishing any of them at the points entitled to them. 
So we put in an item of $140,000 for the purpose of establishing 
free delivery in towns not theretofore supplied, which the House 
afterwards fixed at $90,000 for the establishment of this service 
in towns entitled to it under the law. The Department said they 
could not use over $90,000. I do not think, as a matter of fact, 
that they have used over 80 per cent of that amount. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Well, Mr. Chairman, this statement makes 
the cause for complaint by the people of Pittsburg, Kans., ail the 
stronger, and I call attention of the members of this House to 
these facts, and shall when the proper time comes ask some action 
here that will correct and prevent such treatment by the Depart- 
ment. Pittsburg, Kans., has, under the law and rules of the De- 
partment, been entitled to free delivery for three years. Her busi- 
ness and population have grown over 25 per cent in that time, now 
being the sixth in size in the State, and still no delivery, nor can we 
get any assurance when we will get it. 

Mr. STEELE. I think the gentleman from Kansas has mis- 
quoted me. I did not ay that the appropriation was sufficient. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kansas 
has expired. 

—— Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
ws: 


For construction of ditches and reservoirs, purchase and use of irrigating 
and appliances, and purchase of water rights on Indian reservations, in 
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the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior and subject to his control, 
$50,000; and of this amount not exceeding $4,500 may be used for the emplay- 
ment of a supervisor of irrigation, including his necessary traveling and in- 
cidental expenses, and not exceeding $3,000 for the employment of superin- 
tendents of constructed ditches, at a compensation not exceeding $1,200 per 
annum each, on reservations where such employment is necessary. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I raise a question of order on 
all that part of the paragraph after the word *‘ dollars,” in line 8, 
page 55, down to and including the tenth line on the same page. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does the gentleman reserve the point, or 
does he make it? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I make the point of order. 

Mr. SHERMAN, It is in part new and part not new. The 
precise words are new; but there was a provision in last year's bill 
which I will read to the gentieman: 

And of this amount not exceeding $2,700 may be used for the temporary 
employment of persons of practical experience th irrigation work, at a com- 
pensation not to exceed $100 per month each, and not exceeding $1,500 for 
necessary traveling expenses. 

_ That was in last year’s bill. It is not the precise wording nor 
is it the same amount. The amount is $2,000 more and the word- 
ing is different, but in effect it is the same, except the amount. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to raise the point of order against it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman read the language of 
the existing law? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The language of the existing law is: 

And of this amount not exceeding $2,700 may be used for the temporary 
employment of persons of practical experience in irrigation work, at a com- 
pensation not to exceed $100 per month each, and not exceeding $1,500 for 
necessary traveling expenses. 

Now, this year’s law provides: 

And of this amount not exceeding $4,500 may be used for the employment 
of a supervisor of irrigation, including his necessary traveling and incidental 
expenses, and not exceeding $3,600 for the employment of superintendents of 
constructed ditches, at a compensation not exceeding $1,200 per annum each, 
on reservations where such employment is necessary. 

It is in effect the same as last year’s law, but in words and 
amount it is different. 

_ The CHAIRMAN. Is it not true that the word “temporary” 
limits it. to that appropriation? 

Mr. SHERMAN. es; I think the Chair is correct about that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order will be sustained. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Now, then, I desire to move an amendment 
reducing the amount from $50,000 to $30,000. I do so because the 
paragraph increases the appropriation over the current law by 
that amount, and I assume that in view of the fact that a part of 
the paragraph has already = out on a point of order the gen- 
tleman will consent to a reduction of $20,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; I think not. If the committee see fit to 
vote it out, very well; but this is a proposition to which special 
attention is paid by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs in his 
report, covering the space from page 29 to page 37. He specially 
recommends this additional appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will suspend until the 
amendment is read by the Clerk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


On p 55, line 2, strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “thirty.” 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will my friend allow me tocall his attention 
to the fact that $9,300 of the total has already —_ out on a point 
of order? You provide in the bill a salary of $4,500 for the em- 
ployment of a supervisor of irrigation. That has goneout. You 
provide $3,600 for clerical assistance and $1,200 for the employ- 
ment of a superintendent of ditches. That also went out on a 
point of order, so that substantially $10,000 of the $50,000 has gone 
out. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Less $2,700 temporarily used under that 
clause in last year’s bill. And in any event, ten thousand from 
fifty thousand does not leave thirty thousand, of course. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I know that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the gentleman will make his amendment 
$40,000, I shall be very glad to accept it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. No; I suggest to the gentleman in charge of 
the bill that $30,000 is ample for the service during the current 
year, and it is not necessary to repeat the oft-told tale of inade- 
quate revenues. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; itis not necessary. The gentleman has 
called attention to that quite often enough for us to remember it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Here is a place where we can economize with 
absolute safety to the interests of the Government by lopping off 
$20,000. I make that motion. 

Mr. STEELE. I hopethegentlemen will split the difference and 
make it thirty-five thousand, as they seem to be trying to make a 


bargain. [{Laughter. 
Mr. Simbson of Baas I should like to ask a question for 
information. I see this appropriation is for the purchase and use 
of irrigating tools and eguhenee and purchase of water rights on 
Indian reservations. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman knows, of course, that we do — 





er 
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not have to purchase any water rights from the Indians on & res- 
oie, SIMPSON of Kansas. How do they have to purchase them? 
If they are for the benefit and uso of the Indians, why does the 
Government have to purchase them? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I think I can perhaps answer the gentle- 
man’s question. There are ditches that are constructed by pri- 
yate corporations, and it becomes necessary to buy water from 
those corporations in order to supply water for the Indians’ land. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is not to purchase the right. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. It purchases a right to so many inches of 
water, so many cubic feet, for a certain time. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Then these ditches are already con- 

ed? 
Te SHAFROTH. Insome instances they are and in some they 


not. 

ay. SHERMAN. There are = @ number that are con- 
structed, and there were perhaps fully $30,000 expended last year 
in the various reservations on this matter, which received special 
attention in the report of the Commissioner and in the report of the 
Secretary, and it is a recommendation that has been made by pre- 
vious Commissioners and previous Secretaries, and always most 
urgently. It is done this year, and I hope that the amendment of 
the gentleman from Missouri will not prevail. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to ask the gentleman a question about 
this item. Can the gentleman tell me where this money is to be 
expended? . 

r. SHERMAN. Ican tell where it was expended last year. 
I can not tell where it is to be expended this year, but it is to con- 
tinue some contracts that are now in existence. 

Mr. CANNON. Why should the Government, where it is pay- 
ing the Indian tribes so much money, in addition to that not 
only assign these lands in severalty to the Indians, as can be done 
under the general law, enter upon the irrigation of the lands for 
nothing; and, in connection with that question, is it not true that 
they could appropriate money for irrigation out of the treaty 
funds? 

Mr. SHERMAN. There are some treaty funds from which it 
can be done, and there are some treaty funds from which with- 
drawals are made for the special purpose of paying the expenses 
forirrigation; and that would put the Indians in a condition where 
they can be self-supporting, and where we will have to appropri- 
ate less in gratuities to them hereafter for their support. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question ison the amendment of the 
gentleman from Missouri. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 57, noes 60. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I move to amend by striking out “fifty ” and 
inserting ‘‘ forty.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lines oat 3, page 55, strike out “fifty” and insert “forty; so as to 


The amendment was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. PAYNE having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. Puatrt, one of its secretaries, announced that the Senate had 
agreed to the report of the committee of conference on the disa- 
greeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 6251) making appropriations to supply urgent 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1898, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee resumed its session. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For i ion, Southern Ute allotments, including labor and material, to 
be immediately available, $25,000. 


Mr. LLOYD. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman rise to debate this? 

Mr. LLOYD. I offer an amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. The paragraph has just been read, and you 
move to strike out the last word. I think I have a motion that 
will take precedence of the gentlemen’s motion. I desire to make 
the point of order upon this paragraph. It is not authorized by 
law, and it is a new provision. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 6 gentleman’s statement is correct. 

Mr. BELL. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. What was the statement of the gentleman 
from New York? 

Mr. SHERMAN, I can not controvert the statement of the 
gentleman from Illinois. That is simply a matter of fact. 

a. BELL. Mr. Chairman—— 

CHAIRMAN 


- For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 


Mr. BELL. I want to be heard before the gentieman from Lili- 
nois insists on his point of order. 

The CHAIRM Does the gentleman make a point of order 
on this paragraph? 

Mr. CANNON. Ido. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule on the point 
of order. 

Mr. BELL. The point I make is, I want to make a statement 
and to see if it does not warrant the gentleman from Illinois in 
withdrawing his point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. [Ihave no objection to the gentleman making 
a statement, but I can hardly conceive of a statement that will 
convince me that this point of order should not be made. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Chairman, have I lost my place on the floor? 

The CHAIRMAN. Ii the gentleman desires to address himself 
to the point of order, he can be heard. 

Mr. LLOYD. Iam perfectly willing to let this matter pass if 
I have an opportunity to be heard on a matter that I desire to ad- 
dress myself to. 

Mr. BELL. Mr. Chairman, I want to make a statement, and I 
do not want to be limited to five minutes, because it is a very im- 
portant matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the gentleman from 
Colorado that he is ready to rule on the point of order. 

Mr. BELL. I distinctly stated that I wanted to make a state- 
ment, and I hope that when it is made, the gentleman will with- 
draw his point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman can only do that by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. BELL. Then I ask unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentieman asks unanimous consent 
that he be permitted to address the committee for five minutes. 

Mr. BELL. I do not want to be confined to five minutes, but I 
think it will be done in five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that he may be permitted to discuss this proposition without 
limit. Is there objection? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I object. 

Mr. BELL. Then I will ask for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. BELL. Make it five minutes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the committee will be fair to the gen- 
tleman from Colorado and give him a reasonable time to discuss 
this matter. He desires to speak on the proposition, and I ask 
that he have five minutes, and, if necessary, we may ask for more 
for him. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair put that proposition, and the zen- 
tleman himself made objection. [Laughter. | 

Mr. SHERMAN. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. CANNON. 1 will state to the gentleman from Colorado 
that the only object I have in not objecting is out of courtesy to 
him, that he may put upon record his advocacy of this proposition. 

Mr. BELL. I want to be heard on it for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado asks unani- 
mous consent that he be permitted to address the committees for 
five minutes. Is there objection? [After apause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. BELL. Now, Mr. Chairman, this involves a question 
which has cost this country a great deal of money, and it has cost 
this House a great deal of time. Now, remember that years ago 
you settled the Ute Indians on a strip of ground 15 miles wide by 
120 miles long. You worked here session after session trying to 
move these Utes from that small tract of ground to Utah. You 
found that it could not be done, because the people of Utah 
brought such a pressure against it. I always thought it should 
be done, but you thought it should not be done. It became nec- 
essary to move them from the east end of the strip of ground 
where they were, because there was a great deal of travel and 
transportation between certain points in Colorado and New Mex- 
ico, to the great disturbance of the Indians and to the great an- 
noyance of the whites. 

Then Congress concluded to move them onto the west 40 miles 
of that narrow strip of ground. When this House made the effort 
to move them on that western strip of ground, the Commissioner 
wrote the agent asking ‘‘ what he thought of the bill in Congress 
moving the Utes to the west 40 miles of the reservation?” The 
reply of the agent to the Assistant Commissioner was, ‘‘It is all 
right if you will furnish us plenty of blocks and tackle to let the 
Indians down into the canyons for water; but if you do not do 
that, they can not get a drink of water at but one place on the west 
40 miles of that reservation.” 

A MemsBer. Did you refuse to give them tho tackles? 

Mr. BELL. We refused or failed to give them the tackles, and 
now the condition is that they have a great piece of ground, as 
good as there is in the State of Colorado, but they have no avail- 
able water. They can not raise a garden and they can not raise 
shrubbery; they can not raise anything. The only stream that 
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goes through there is the Mancas, in a box canyon, and there is | 


only one place, as I understand, that they can get down to it. 
Now, the object of this appropriation is to extend a canal that has 
been built at an expense of something like a million dollars and 
is now within 10 or 12 miles of this reservation. 


That canal, under the laws of Colorado and under the laws of | 


the United States, has taken all the water of the only stream that 
can ever water this land. The canal company owns or controls 
all of the water in the Dolores River, and the only way we can give 
the Southern Utes any water whatever is through purchase from 
the canal company that now controls the water. The Govern- 
ment understands that. The Government has recommended this 
appropriation, and I know the Indian Commissioner has hereto- 
fore been in favor of it. I with others opposed putting the Indians 
there, but this House favored it. They insisted upon doing it, and 
they have put them there without a drop of irrigation water. 

The Ute springs, where they get drinking water, is the only ac- 
cessible water on that tract of land. They have a great piece of 
land; they could grow corn, cotton, sugar cane, fruits,and most 
anything if they had water, but if they do not get water they can 
grow nothing. If you want to, keep them there on sagebrush, for 
there is not a bunch of grass growing there, as there is no grass in 
Colorado on level ground without irrigation. The grass will grow 
in Colorado on high mountains without irrigation. 

Now, I think the gentleman from Illinois ought to withdraw 
this point of order. I do not object if he wishes,to cut down the 
appropriation some, butit should not be stricken out. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, I ask that this paragraph go 
over until to-morrow morning. There has been, I think, legisla- 
tion on it, and inasmuch as no notice was given us that this point 
of order was going to be made, I ask that the ruling on this mat- 
ter go over until to-morrow morning. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair accepted the statement of the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. ee charge of the bill. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. The gentleman from New York now thinks 
that he was mistaken. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think there has been some legislation upon 
this, but Iam unable now to put my hand on it. I think there 
was in a former bill some legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the rul- 
ing upon this point of order go over until to-morrow morning. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. CANNON. Before unanimous consent is given, I want to 
say a word. I want to say that when you come to irrigation ap- 
propriations going upon the general appropriation bill at the ex- 
pense of the General Government I am against them. That is 
first. Second, if the General Government is going to irrigate 
for Indians—and these exact Indians, if you please—we ought to 
know what our treaty rights are with them. It is quite probable 
that with these Ute Indians and others there are treaty funds 
that might be appropriated, under the treaty, to this irrigation, 
and therefore I am compelled to insist upon the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For continuing the work of investigation and examination of Indian depre- 
dation claims, $4,600. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to reserve the point of order until I 
can see what the appropriationisfor. Is thisappropriation tually 
carried on the sundry civil bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think for a time it has been considered on 
the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Reserving the point of order, I want to ask the 
gentleman from New York if it is an appropriation for the inves- 
tigation and examination of Indian depredation claims? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is. 

Mr. CANNON. That is something for which we have the gen- 
eral statutes to provide for an investigation by the Attorney- 
General, who has forty or fifty employees, and which service is 
carried on the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. These payments ought to be made in the sun- 
dry civil bill. I admit that. 

r. CANNON, Then I will ask my friend from New York to 
strike it out, because we have got to consider that matter later. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It will have to go out on the point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I will have to make the point of order, 
because it costs $50,000, and it ought to be considered in the sun- 
| civil bill. 

he CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support and education of 175 Indian pupils at the Indian school, Sho- 
shone Reservation, Wyo., at $167 per annum each, $29,225; for pay of superin- 
tendent at said school, $1,400; for general ee and improvements, $2,500; 
tL gob ee shops, $2,500; hospital lguilding, $1,500: electric-light plant, $2,000; in 

. , Lo. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
which I will send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 55, line 14, after the word “dollars,” add: 

‘Crow, Flathead, etc., Indian Commission: For continuing the work of the 
ae Sere under the act of Congress approved June 10, 1896, to 
negotiate with the Crow, Flathead, and other Indians, $10,000, the same to be 
available for the payment of salary and proper expenses of said commission 
from and after the date when the appropriation of $10,000 made by the act of 
June 7, 1897, was exhausted.” 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, this amendment does not 
propose any change of existing law; it is in continuation of the 
provisions of the last Indian appropriation bill.. This appropria- 
tion was omitted from the present bill purely by an oversight, the 
chairman of the committee thinking that the amount had been 
carried in the urgent deficiency bill. I have here a letter from 
the Secretary of the Interior, of which I will read a portion: 

The need for this appropriation is imperative, as is shown by the letter of 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and [ hope the provision can yet be made. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I withdraw my point of order. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. HEMENWAY, 
it was agreed to. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
must be disposed of. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair understood that was withdrawn. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Did the gentleman from Maine withdraw the 
point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. He did, upon the statement of the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. HEMENWay]. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The provision of the paragraph is clearly 
subject toa point of order. I made the point at the time the gen- 
tleman from Maine did, and did not withdraw it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposed the point of order was 
withdrawn. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iam told by gentlemen all around me that 
this provision is a very unusual one—a new departure. 

Mr. DINGLEY. When I reserved the point of order I noticed 
that the gentleman from Missouri ee DOcKERY] was making a 
point of order. Certainly the gentleman’s rights ought not to be 
lost simply because I withdrew my point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order of the gentleman from 
Missouri will be enbsbiana’ if he insists upon it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I reserved the point of order so that some 
explanation might be made. I do not wish to make any mistake 
or to do any injustice, but I am advised by gentlemen around me 
who are entirely familiar with these questions that this is the 
beginning of a new policy. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the 
man from Minnesota [Mr. 
was put in the bill. 

Mr. EDDY. Mr. Chairman, the agency buildings of the White 
Earth Indian Reservation, of Minnesota, are located 30 miles from 
the city of Detroit, Minn., the end of telegraphic communication 
in thatcountry. This White Earth Reservation is one of the most 
important in the West. A great deal of important business is 
being transacted there at the present time, requiring constant 
communication with the Indian Bureau here in Washington. 
There is a large force of men there engaged in estimating the pine 
timber on the reservation, and there is an Indian commissioner 
located at the agency for the purpose of allotting to Indians their 
lands in severalty. There are two ke It is necessary 
almost every day for the Indian Bureau here to communicate by 
wire with the Indian agent at the White Earth Reservation,which, 
as I have said, is 30 miles away from telegraphic communication. 
Telegrams are sent to the city of Detroit, Minn., and there a mes- 
senger is hired, ata cost of $3 to $5for each trip, to go to the agency 
and return. At the request of the Indian agent at White th, 
and alsoat the request of the Indian Commissioner here, this item 
was inserted. I have a letter here from the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs: 


Now the point of order on the paragraph 


oint of order is reserved, the gentle- 
DDY]} will explain why this provision 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, January 5, 1897. 

DEAR Str: Referring to the proposed item in the Indian bill for $1,000, or as 
much thereof as may be necessary, to build a telephone line from Detroit, 
Minn., to White Earth, I will state that it has my hearty indorsement. 

From information obtained from the agent in ——: am thoroughly 
convinced that it will not only be a convenience, but ost a necessity to 
the proper dispatch of agency business at White Earth. 

Yours, truly, 
W. A. JONES, Commissioner. 
Hon. F. M. Eppy, Washington, D. C. 

I will state, further, that during the last three or four years 
from $300 to $500 has been paid for messenger service in carrying 
telegrams between the city of Detroit, Minn., and the White 
Earth Agency. ere 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will not the construction of this line involve, 
necessarily, the employment of an agent at Detroit? 

Mr. EDDY. No, sir; there is already a telephone agency located 
at Detroit. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ishould like to know whether the Goyern- 
ment has a telephone line at any other Indian agency? 
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I know that it has one at the South Dakota 


Mr. EDDY. 
agency. . , : : 

Mr. HUNTER. I wish to inquire whether this telephone line 
proposed now to be paid for and put in operation by the Govern- 
ment will be operated in connection with a private enterprise? 

Mr. EDDY. The greater portion of this line will go over the 
Indian reservation; and that part of the line will be absolutely 
under the control of the Government. I apprehend, although I 
do not know, that the other end of the line, extending about 10 
miles, will connect with the telephone already established in De- 
troit; and that. probably, may be used for some little business in 
Richwood, a little village on the border of the reservation. 

Mr. HUNTER. Well, will there not be other business and 
other messages over the telephone than those which are exclusively 
for the Government service? 

Mr. EDDY. Ithink not. I will state to the gentleman that 
there is no considerable population there. It is sparsely settled. 
There is a little village on the borders of the reservation—Rich- 
wood—where there is one small store. This is at the corner of the 


reservation—— 
Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Let me ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. Does he know anything of the fact as to whether this mat- 


ter will be a saving to the Government in transmitting messages 
which are now carried on horseback? 

Mr. EDDY. Iam quite sure of it. I can say to the gentleman 
that I was in Detroit last fall for three days, and during that time 
five messages from the Indian Bureau were transmitted from De- 
troit 30 miles to the White Earth Reservation, at a cost of from 
$3 to $5 for each message. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Then, this would be in the line of 
economy and a saving to the Government? 

Mr. EDDY. In my judgment, it would be. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I have grave doubts as to the saving; but I 
will not press the point of order. 

The C RMAN. The point of order being withdrawn, the 
Clerk will proceed with the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Secretary of the Interior is directed, with the consent of the Indians, 
to be obtained in such manner as he may deem proper, to exchange certain 
tracts of land reserved and retained by the Nez Perce Indians in Idaho, by 
the agreement with said Indians concluded May 1, 1893, for an equal quantity 
of land ceded by said Indians in said ment, the lands relinquished by 
the Indians hereunder to be open tosettlement and subject to disposal in the 
same manner and upon the same conditions as the lands by said agreement 
ceded, the lands selected by the Indians in exchange to be held by them by 
the same title as the lands reserved and retained by them in said agreement. 


Mr. CONNOLLY. I desire, Mr. Chairman, to reserve the point 
of order on this paragraph which has just been read. 

a SHERMAN. Does the gentleman reserve the point of 
order? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Yes; I will reserve it for an explanation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I will make a brief explanation as to 
the reason for the insertion of this provision in the bill. 

I will say, in the first place, that it involves neither an appro- 
priation of land nor money. I have a voluminous correspondence 
from the Department in reference to it, but think when I read a 
letter from the Secretary it will be sufficient to show the neces- 
sity for inserting the provision here. 

; a Secretary writes to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs as 
ollows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 


Washington, December 21, 1897. 
The CoMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


Str: I have considered your communication of the 7th instant, recommend- 
ing certain changes in the Nez Perces Indian Reservation, Idaho, in order to 

ve the Indians sufficient timber lands, in connection with report thereon, 

ted the 2ist instant, from the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

The Commissioner expresses the opinion that the exchange can not be 
made by a proclamation of the President in the manner suggested by you, 
and su its that the lands on the ceded portion of the reservation which 
are desired by the Indians as a new reservation for them be temporarily 
withheld from settlement and entry, subject, of course, toany valid rights that 
my have been acquired under existing law. 

n the Commissioner's views I concur, and I have instructed him to tempo- 
rarily reserve the lands as suggested, and I will thank you to take such action 
in the premises as ney be necessary to properly gresens this matter to the 
Congress, in order that the exchange be made as desired by the Indians. 


The idea is to permit the Indians to locate certain timber lands 
in place of lands that are now in their possession, all of the lands 
being on the same reservation. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I do not feel that I ought to 
withdraw the point of order. There are reasons that make it 
imperative that the point should be made. 

© committee has furnished the House with no information in 

its report on this subject. They have simply informed the House 

that this was a new provision of law, but nothing is said in the 
report as to the timber lands or any other kind of lands. 

he CHAIRMAN. Doesthe gentleman make the point of order? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Yes; I must insist upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the _ of order, and 
the Clerk will proceed with the reading of the bill. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


That the settlers who purchased with the condition annexed of actual set- 
tlement on all ceded Indian reservations be, and they are hereby, granted an 
extension of one year, in addition to the extensions heretofore granted, in 
which to make payments as now provided by law. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I make the point of order upon this, and I 
notify the gentleman in charge of the bill that the next succeed- 
ing five paragraphs I shall also make the point of order upon. 

1 now make the point of order as tothis special provision which 
has just been read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman is in error as to this provi- 
sion being subject to the point of order. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. This is a provision that is carried in the 
law. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; this isa provision that is in every appro- 
priation bill for years past. That provision has been carried 
right along. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. If that be true, then, of course, I will not 
submit the point of order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is correct. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I will not make the point of order here. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is withdrawn; and the 
Clerk will proceed with the reading of the bill. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Grosvenor having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message, in writing, 
from the President of the United States was communicated tothe 
House of Representatives by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, 
who also informed the House of Representatives that the Presi- 
dent had approved and signed a bill and joint resolution of the 
following titles: 

On January 18, 1898: 

H. R. 4221. An act to confirm certain cash entries of public 
lands. 

On January 24, 1898: 

H. Res. 121. Joint resolution to fill vacancies in the Board of 
Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The committee resumed its session. 
The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
lows: 
That from and after the passage of this act Indian goods and supplies 
shall be transported under contract, as provided in the act of March 3. 1877, 


or in open market by common carriers, as the Secretary of the Interior in his 
discretion shall determine. 


Mr. CONNOLLY. I make the point of order against that para- 
graph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I shall have to admit that the 
point of order must be sustained if the gentleman insists upon it; 
itisnew. But if he would reserve his point of order, I should be 
glad to be heard further on it. This is the provision to which I 
referred, in answer to the inquiry of the gentleman from Missouri 
{[Mr. DocKERY], as to how we might save some money, possibly, 
in transportation rates. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is the point of order reserved by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I should be glad to do that but for the fact 
that it has come to be the fashion to pass all this general legisla- 
tion concerning Indians and Indian affairs by riders on appropria- 
tion bills, and it seems to me that we ought not to carry on general 
legislation in that way. Therefore I make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order will be sustained. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer an amendment, 
to come in as a new paragraph. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will ask my colleague if he will let that go 
over until morning and let the committee rise now? 

Mr. LITTLE. Yes; 1 am willingto do so, but suggest that the 
amendment be read and left pending. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well; let it be read. 

The amendment of Mr. LirrLE was read, as follows: 

That in the transportation of all eapplics furnished by the United States 
Government to the various Indian tribes in the United States, and trans- 
portes for that purpose from one State or Territory into another State or 

erritory, the Interstate Commerce Commission shall, upon the application 
of the Secretary of the Interior, after reasonable notice to all roads affected 
thereby, prescribe such maximum rates of freight charges as shall, in the 
judgment of the commission, be fair and reasonable; which rates, when so 
fixed, shall be binding upon all railroads and connecting lines engaged in the 
transportation of like or similar freights; and any railroad or cnneeng 
line refusing to receive and transport such freight shall forfeit to the Unitec 
States the sum of $5,000 for cach day they shall so refuse to receive and trans- 
port the same, to be recovered upon the suit of the United States in any 
court having jurisdiction. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to reserve a point of 
order against that amendment. I move that the committee now 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to, 





1068 


The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr, HEPBURN reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union had had under consid- 
eration the bill (H. R. 6896) making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfill- 
ing treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1899, and for other purposes, and had come 
to no resolution thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Congress: 


I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State, and accompany- 
ing papers, presenting the claim of Capt. B. Tellefsen, of the Norwegian 
steamer Albert, against the Government of the United States for $998.96, be- 
ing the expenses incurred by him in consequence of a violation of Article 13 
of the treaty of commerce and navigation of 1827 between the United States 


and Sweden and Norway. 
WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 


Washington, January 26, 1898. 


The message, with the accompanying documents, was ordered 
to be printed and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a conference re- 
port on the urgent deficiency appropriation bill, and I will ask 
unanimous consent that the Clerk read the statement in lieu of 
the report. 


‘The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the statement will be 
read in lieu of the report. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The conference report is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6251) “making appro- 
priations to supply urgent deficiencies in the appreates for the fiscal 

year ending June 30, 1898, and for prior years, and for other purposes,”’ hav- 
ng met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House to the amendment of the Senate numbered 9, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 7, 8, and 10, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 4: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 4, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: 

“All of the first floor, including the mezzanine floors, and so much of the 
basement as may be necessary and convenient, in the opinion of the Postmas- 
ter-General, by the city post-office, and any space in said basement not nec- 
essary therefor shall be used fer the purposes of the Post-Office Department; 
the second, third, and fourth floors, with the exceptions hereinafter provided, 
by the Post-Office Department; the fifth floor by the executive officers of the 
Post-Office Department, and of the Auditor for the Post-Office Department; 
the sixth and seventh floors by the Auditor for the Post-Office Department; 
and 4,000 square feet of office floor space on the fourth floor, to be assigned by 
the Postmaster-General; and the entire force of the Post-Office Department 
and of the Auditor for the Post-Office Department shall be, on the comple- 
tion of said building, removed thereto. That all the space in said building 
above the first floor so —— for, other than the fifth floor, shall be as- 
signed as aforesaid on the basis of an average of not exceeding 100 square 
a of floor space to each clerk, which space is also to accommodate current 

es. 

‘*‘All space on the fourth floor not needed after the nerigumente herein pro- 
vided for upon the basis fixed therefor shall hereafter be utilized under as- 
signments made by the Postmaster-General, to cover the increase of clerical 
force in the Post-Office Department and the Auditor for the Post-Office De- 
partment. The ninth floor of said building shall be used, under the direction 
of the Postmaster-General, for the storing of files for the Post-Office Depart- 
ment and the Auditor for the Post-Oftice Department. All the office floor 
space in the eighth floor of said building shall be assigned by the Secretary 
of the Treasury to clerical force of offices or bureaus of the Government now 
occupying rented quarters in the city of Washington, on the same basis as to 
square feet of space, indicated above, as applied to the Post-Office Depart- 
ment and Auditor's Office; and said building, immediately upon its occupa- 
tion as herein indicated, shall be under the custody and control of the Post- 
master-General.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

J. G@. CANNON, 

8. A. NORTHWAY, 

JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

EUGENE HALE, 

W. B. ALLISON, 

F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the managers on the part of the House was 
read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(BH. R. 6251) making appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies submit the 
following written statement in explanation of the effect of the action ae 
upon and recommended in the accompanying conference report, namely: 

On amendment numbered 1: Appropriates $100,000, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, for the Nicaragua Canal Commission. 
On amendments numbered 7 and 8: Appropriates, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. $3,500 for the purchase of land and buildings for a fish-cultural station in 
the State of California and $1,500 for the purchase of a steamer for the Green 
Lake, Me., fish-cultural station. 

On theamendmentof the House to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
9: Appropriates $15,000, as proposed by the House, for the national cemetery 
at Fort Smith, Ark. 

On amendment numbered 10: Appropriates $20,000, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, for geological and topographical surveys in Alaska. 

Oxnamendment numbered 4, relating to the occupancy of the city post-office 
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building, Wodhingien. D. C.: Inserts the following provision in lieu of the 
provisions of the House and Senate: 

‘All of the first floor, including the mezzanine floors, and so much of the 
basement as ig ! be necessary and convenient in the opinion of the Post- 
master-General, by the city post-office, and any space in said basement not 
necessary therefor shall be used for the purposes of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment; the second, third, and fourth floors, with the exceptions hereinafter 
provided, by the Post-Office Department; the fifth floor by the executive 
officers of the Post-Office Department and of the Auditor for the Post-Office 
Department; the sixth and seventh floors by the Auditor for the Post-Office 
Department, and 4,000 square feet of office floor space in the fourth floor, to 
be assigned by the Postmaster-General; and the entire force of the Post-Office 
Department and of the Auditor for the Post-Office Department shall be, on 
the completion of said building, removed thereto. That all the space in said 
building above the first floor so provided for, other than the fifth floor, shall 
be assigned as aforesaid on the basis of anaverage of not exceeding 100 square 
at of floor space to each clerk, which space is also to accommodate current 

es. 

_“All space on the fourth floor not needed after the assignments herein pro- 
vided for upon the basis fixed therefor shall hereafter be utilized under 
assignments made by the Postmaster-General, to cover the increase of cler- 
ical force in the Post-Office Department and the Auditor for the Post-Office 
Department. The ninth floor of said building shall be used, under the direc- 
tion of the Postmaster-General,for the storing of files for the Post-Office 
Department and the Auditor for the Post-Office Department. All the office 
floor space in the eighth floor of said building shall be assigned by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to clerical forces of offices or bureaus of the Government 
now occupying rented quarters in the city of hese poy ey the same basis 
as to square feet of apace indicated above as applied to the Post-Office Depart- 
ment and Auditor's Office; and said_ building, immediately 
tion as herein indicated, shall be under the custody and con 
master-General.” 

The bill as finally agreed upon appropriates eg TT 

8. A. NORTAWAY, 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. CANNON. I ask the Clerk to read the following short 


explanation, which I wish to go into the Recorp. I believe that 
covers the matter. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


pon its occupa- 
l of the Post- 


Square feet. 


To the Post-Office Department, for clerical force, second, third, and 
part of fourth floors............... cece lineata iniiesesesiiete aiietiate el alien T iat 43, 100 


For executive officers of the Post-Office Department and of the Audi- 
tor’s Office, all of fifth floor 


For Auditor's Office, clerical force, sixth and seventh floors and 4,000 
square feet on fourth floor 


On ae floor, for increase of Pcst-Office Department and Auditor's 


Office 
Eighth fioor to be assigned to some outside bureau by the Secretary 
of the Treasury 


20,000 


The ninth or attic floor contains from 11,000 to 12,000 square feet and is as- 
signed for files of the Post-Office Department and Auditor's Office. 

The first floor and mezzanine floor and so much of the basement as may 
be necessary are assigned to the city post-office. 


Any space in the basement not necessary for the city post-office shall be 
used for the Post-Office Department. 


The assignment of floor a in the building, as provided for in the pend- 
ing conference report, will be as follows: 


To the Post-Office Department. .... ....2. 22.22. o- seen nccccecocsce conse 
To the Auditor's Office......... 
To the city post-office, about -.... 


Ri cicnitontind mscticinnniiirindaceniittibininidininalil etesihedbautnia woe 1,748 


The unassigned space in the building, approximately 20,000 square feet of 
floor space, will accommodate from 150 to 200 additional people. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I should like to ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. CANNON. In a moment. I want in this connection to 
yield to m collengam the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Savers]. 

Mr. SAYERS. a.) er, I desire to call the attention of 
the gentleman from Illinois to a clause in the report which refers 
to the occupancy of the fifth floor of the new city post-office and 
which assigns that fifth floor to the Postmaster-General and his 
assistants, and also to the executive officers of the Sixth Auditor's 
Office. Now,I wish to ask the gentleman to state to the House 
how many people are intended to be included in the executive 
force of the Sixth Auditor? 

Mr. CANNON, I will say to the gentleman that by an assign- 
ment attempted heretofore by the Postmaster-General the whole 
of the fifth floor was reserved for the executive officers of the 
Post-Office Department. That included chief clerks, private sec- 
retaries, Assistant Postmasters-General, etc.—the staff, so to speak; 
the executive force—numbering 65 people. 

Now, on examination we found were 20,000 square feet of 
office floor space, in round numbers, on this floor, and that it gave 
the executive offices of the Post-Office Department most magnifi- 
cent quarters. They ought to have quarters, because it is a 
great Department; but it supplied them with much better quar- 
ters than any other executive officers of the Government are sup- 
plied with, and on full examination we came to the conclusion 
that as the Auditor for the Post-Office t and the clerical 
force was to - into that building, we concluded that the execu- 
ie officers of the Auditor's office ought also to go on that fifth 

oor. 

Mr. SAYERS. I agree with the gentleman. 

Mr. CANNON (continuing). And there will be ample room for 
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there and give every executive officer of the Post-Office 
Department ample seis and we legislated, or have submitted for 
legislation, upon the supposition and information that there were 
twelve of the executive officers in the office of the Auditor for the 
Post-Office who, under the provisions of the law if enacted, would 
go on that fifth floor. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I concur in the report of 
the committee of conference; but I wanted it to be made plain to 
the Post-Office ent and to the Auditor for the Post-Office 
as to the number of people belonging to the office of the Auditor 
for the Post-Office that are expected to go upon that fifth floor. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, those consist of the executive officers, 
and they are twelve in number. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, were the force of the Postmaster-General 
and his assistants to take the share of this floor which they con- 
templated ‘ing to themselves, then there would not be room 
for the Auditor for the Post-Office, and I want the Auditor for the 
Post-Office to insist upon not having a less number of his office 
occupy that floor than was understood to belong to the executive 
force of the Auditor for the Post-Office. ‘ 

Mr. CANNON. That can not be done, I will say to the gentle- 
man, unless the law is violated, and if it is, why we will have to 
make another effort to legislate upon the subject. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ishould like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I understand the records of the Post-Office 
Department are to be placed on the ninth floor. 

Mr. CANNON. No. 

Mr. SAYERS. The old records. 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to the gentleman from Iowa that by 
this legislation, if enacted, the files of the Post-Office Department 
and the office of the Auditor for the Post-Office are to go upon 
the ninth floor. This means the uncurrent files, while the cur- 
rent files will go into the building. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That means the records of the office that you 
deem desirable to preserve will be confined to the ninth floor, the 
only floor of the house that is not fireproof and all the balance of 
which is fireproof. 

Mr. SAYERS. It is insured to be absolutely fireproof. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It is roofed with boards. 

Mr. CANNON. In answer to that I will state that the Super- 
vising Architect says now, if nothing more is done to that roof, 
that it is more nearly oe stem than theiron roof of the State, War, 
and Navy building; but he says in addition that out of this appro- 
priation which we make he will make it absolutely fireproof by 
the use of asbestus, as he can and will do. When I say absolutely 
fireproof, I mean more fireproof than it would be otherwise. 

r. HEPBURN, The sheathing is all boards. We all recog- 
nize that. 

Mr. CANNON. I understand. 

Mr.SAYERS, If the gentleman will permit me, I will say that 
we had the Supervising Architect before our committee, and he 

ve positive assurance that even in its present condition the ninth 

oor, so far as fire was concerned, would be in a better 
condition than the State, War, and Navy building; but that with 
the addition of asbestus he expected to make it absolutely fireproof. 

Mr.HEPBURN. Thegentleman will remember that at the time 
this building was in course of construction, and every member saw 
that the sheathing upon the steel rafters was made of boards, great 
criticism was made about it, and an estimate was required as to 
what additional cost would be necessary to make that fireproof; 
and we were informed that it would be $45,000 additional. Does 
not oe peaiomen remember that? 

Mr. SAYERS. I have some recollection of it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think you were chairman of the Committee 
on Appr riations at the time. 

Mr. SA Not when that question came = 
Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move the adoption of 
the conference report. 

The question was taken; and the report of the committee of con- 
ference was to. 

On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the conference report was agreed to was laid on the table. 


GULF, COLORADO AND SANTA FE RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. motes, I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of the bill (H. R. 5447) to grant to the Gulf, 
lorado and Santa Fe Railway eer the right to construct 
a branch of its railroad in the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 
eae I ask unanimous consent for the reading of the report of 
Committee on Indian Affairs instead of the bill. 
Mr. BAILEY. We will have to have the bill read. 
The bill was read at length. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read. 
Mr. MAGUIRE. I understand, Mr. Speaker, that the bill is 


su to ob ion, 
Teak * It is, 


Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I requestthat the matter go over 
until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. BAILEY. Of course, then, it must go over subject to the 
right of objection. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
I believe that there is a provision touching the acquisition of the 
right of way which requires them to pay as other railroads have 
_— This is done, however, by reference to a iaw that I believe 

pear Am I correct in that? Do they have to pay for the right 
of way? 
—aee I do not understand that that is carried by 

e bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. I will say to my colleague from Texas that they 
will have to pay for every foot of land they take in order to get 
my consent for the consideration of this bill, and I am willing for 
it to go over, so he can look that over before the morning. I think 
it says the land shall be acquired under the rules and limitations 
prescribed in a certain act, and I think if my friend will examine 
that act he will probably find that it establishes a rule for the ac- 
quisition of this land by a railroad, and requires the appointment 
of commissioners, assessment, and payment. 

One other thing I would like the gentleman to be ready toinform 
us about is the practicability of the consolidation of these two 
lines. My present impression is that I would not agree to that, 
though I would not object to the consideration now on that ac- 
count; but I should move tostrike out all that, for I do not believe 
in the consolidation of railroads. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr. Speaker, I understand that if this bill is 
passed it carries a land grant outside of the right of way. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Itis not the purpose on the part of tho road 
to secure any land grant further than that which conveys the 
right of way. 

Mr. GAINES. What provision is there for paying for the right 
of way? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Just what is stated in the bill. 

Mr. GAINES. I was in my seat, but did not hear what was said. 

Mr. TODD. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that an important 
measure like this ought to have more consideration than can be 
given it in the closing hour. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I am perfectly willing that it 
should go over until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. McEWAN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to reserve the right 
to object to it. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I think the matter had better be called up 
again, and I think I will object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted for the withdrawal 
of Re rs, as follows: 
o Mr. Rrxey, to withdraw from the files of the House, without 
leaving copies, papers in the case of Richard H. Marshall. 
Then, on motion of Mr. CANNON (at 5 o’clock and 2&-minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of survey of Absecon 
Inlet, New Jersey—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting a letter 
from the Quartermaster-General of the Army, recommending that 
not less than $5,000 of the next appropriation for the Yellowstone 
National Park be made available—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
Se Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein nained, as 

ollows: 

Mr. HILBORN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1152) to provide for 
organizing a naval battalion in the District of Columbia, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 275); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona, from the Committee on the Territories, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3743) approv- 
ing the act of the Nineteenth legislative assembly of Arizona en- 
titled “‘An act authorizing the erection of acapitol building,” etc., 
approved March 8, 1897, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 278); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar, 
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Mr. DE VRIES, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to | silver at the ratio of 16 to1; to maintain,the gold reserve; to regu- 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1595) to amend | late the exportation and to protect the produce tion and manufac- 
an act to permit the use of the right of way through public lands | turing of cotton within the United States—to the Committee on 
for tramroads, canals, and reservoirs, and for other purposes, re- | Ways and Means. 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report| By Mr. CLARK of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 7270) regulating the 
(No. 279); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- | duties of postmasters—to the Committee on the Post- Office and 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. Post-Roads. 
eee ar aes > bill (H. R. 7271) amending the act en- 

SDARTA OF MITT TIE ,T DPIvVATD PD . AN title: n act to allow the return free of duty of certain articles 
een ere She os ee ea ATE BILLS AND exported from the United States for exhibition purposes,” approved 

— ——* May 18, 1896—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 7327) to authorize the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- | purchase of certain evidences of land titles in Ohio—to the Com- 
ered to the Clerk, and reported to the Committee of the Whole | mittee on the Public Lands. 

House, as follows: | By -* CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 7328) to purchase Wilson 

Mr. OVERSTREET, from the Committee on War Claims, to | Park, Congress Heights, District of Columbia, for a public park— 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6233) for the re- | to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
lief of James N. Robinson and Sallie B. McComb, reported the| By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 7329) to incorporate the Amer- 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 273); | ican Social Science imsdidddiece the Committee on Education. 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 7335) to author- 

Mr. GRIFFIN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which | ize the Washington and Glen Echo Railroad C ompany to obtaina 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6679) to repeal an act | right of way and construct tracks into the District of Columbia 
entitled *‘An act to perfect the military record of James T. | 600 feet—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 





Hughes,” reported the same without amendment, accompanied by By Mr. McCLEARY: A joint resolution (H. Res. 133) author- 
a report (No. 274); which said bill and report were referred to the | izing the Commissioner of Labor to compile and publish certain 
Private Calendar. statistics relating to cities—to the Committee on Printing. 


Mr. SULLIVAN, from the Committee on Claims, to which was By Mr. McRAE: A resolution (House Res. No. 181) to amend the 
referred the bill of the Senate (S. 356) for the relief of Twyman O. | rules of the House of Representatives—to the Committee on Rules. 
Abbott. reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No, 276); which said bill and report were referred to the 





Dctadis Calida PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. COLSON. from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 


ferred the bill of the Senate (S. 2739) directing the issue of acheck | following titles were ere and severally referred as follows: 
in lieu of a lost check drawn by hemnand R. Green in favor of By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 7272) for the relief of Luster 
Frederick MacMonnies, reported the same without amendment, | P. Chester and Freeland C hester, and Luster P. Chester and Free- 
accompanied by a report (No. 277); which said bill and report | land Chester, executors of Thomas R. Chester, deceased—to the 
were referred to the Private Calendar. Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R.7273) removing the charge of 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2295) | desertion from the record of Robert V. enseaiete the Commit- 
granting a pension to Mary J. Hart, of Quincy, Ind., reported the | tee on Military Affairs. 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 280); By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 7274) authorizing the Presi- 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. | dent of the United States to appoint A. K. Eddowes an acting 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which | chief engineer in the Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 7224) for the allowance By Mr. BOTKIN: A bill (H. R. 7275) granting a pension to 
of certain claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of | James Bogue—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Claims under the provisions of the acts approved March 3, 1883. Also, a bill (H. R. 7276) granting a pension to George W. Bailey— 
and March 3, 1887, and commonly known as the Bowman Act and | to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

the Tucker Act, reported the same with amendment, accompanied By Mr. CALLAHAN: A bill (H. R. 7277) granting a pension 
by a report (No. 281); which said bill and report were referred to | to James W. Hager—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

the Private Calendar. By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 7278) to remove charge of 

Mr. HOWE, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was | desertion and grant honorable discharge to Peter C, O’Neill— 
referred the bill of the Senate (S. 504) granting an increase of | to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
pension to Mrs. Christine C. Barnard, reported the same with | By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 7279) to remove the 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 282); which said bill | charge of desertion against William McCutcheon, alias William 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. Kelso—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 7280) granting a pension to 
_ . + pre y IS ~ : Carrie A. Moody—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ee ee ae ee By Mr. DORR: A bill (H. R. 7281) to grant medals to the offi- 

. cers of the Fifty-fourth Regiment Infantry, Massachusetts Vol- 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXIT, bills, resolutions, and memorials | unteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as | By Mr. ELLIOTT: A bill (H. R. 7282) to empower Robert Ad- 








follows: | ger and others to bring suit in the Cour t of Claims for rent alleged 
By Mr. MOON (by request): A bill (H. R. 7264) authorizing | to be due them—to the Committee on Claims. 
the Alaskan Navigation and Development Company, of Camden,| By Mr. EPES (by request): A bill (H. R. 7283) for the relief 


N. J., United States of America, to own and navigate boats and | of the estate of William G. Birchett, of Prince George County, 

vessels, and to oe rivers, creeks, inlets, bays, and gulfs in Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Alaska, and to dredge, exc avate, and blast in any of said waters,| Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7284) for the relief of W. H. 

and to fully and completely exercise in Alaska and in Alaskan | Harrison, of Prince George County, Va.—to the Committee on 

waters all the rights and Subelieein they exercise by virtue of | | War Claims. 

their charter—to the Committee on the Territories. | Also, a bill (H. R. 7285) for the relief of the estate of Richard 
By Mr. HINRICHSEN: A bill (H. R. 7265) authorizing the | M. Harrison, deceased, late of Prince George County, Va.—to the 


State of Illinois to remove certain dams from the Illinois River— | Committee on War Claims. 

to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. By Mr. FITZPATRICK: A bill (H. R. 7286) for the relief of 
By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 7266) to amend the act ap- | Isaac Packett—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

proved March 2, 1867, and sections 4756 and 4757 of the Revised Also, a bill (H. R. 7287) removing charge of desertion from the 


Statutes of the United States,so as to confer the benefits thereof | military record of Solomon Back—to the Committee on Military 

upon clerks to pay officers of the Navy—to the Committee on | Affairs. 

Navai Affairs. By Mr. GAINES: A bill (H. R. 7288) for the relief of Surg. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7267) to incorporate the International | John W. Ross, United States Navy—to the Committee on Naval 

Woman’s Health Protective League—to the Committee on Inter- | Affairs. 

state and Foreign Commerce. By Mr. HOWE: A bill (H. R. 7289) to pension Ella S. Mannix— 
By Mr. SKINNER: A bill (H. R. 7268) to continue the naviga- | to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ble inland waterway along the Atlantic coast to Florida as a coast By Mr. McDOWELL: A bill (H. R. 7290) for the relief of Har- 

defense in time of war and a safe and convenient channel for our | vey Howard—to the Committee on War Claims. 


domestic commerce at all times—to the Committee on Interstate Also, a bill (H. R. 7291) to remove the charge of desertion 
and Foreign Commerce. against military record of Benjamin Young—to the Committee 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7269) to secure international free coinage of | on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. PUGH: A bill (H. R. 7292) granting an increase of pen- | 


sion to James McCue—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 7293) granting a pen- 
sion to Della E. Spaulding, permanently helpless child of Alfred 
O. Spaulding, late Company G, One hundred and sixty-first Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBB (by request): A bill (H. R. 7294) granting a pen- 
sion to Col. John F. McMahan—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7295) granting a pension to 
Glances O. Aldrich—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7296) granting a pension to | 


Moses F’. Woods—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7297) granting a pension to 
William J. Nash—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H.R.7298) granting a pension to 
Ezra G. Bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R.7299) granting a pension to Rachel Spicer 
Packer—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H.R. 7300) for the relief of M. D. 
Crow—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H.R.7301) for the relief of E. E. Chase—to the 
Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 7302) to remove the charge | 


of desertion from the military record of S. W. Barnes—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7303) to remove the charge of desertion from 


the military record of Henry C. Tracy—to the Committee on Mil- | 


itary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7304) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of William Harris—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7305) granting a pension to Philip Schrier— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7306) granting an increase of pension to 8S. H. 
Beckwith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7307) granting a pension to Mary Mower | 


Baldwin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STARK: A bill (H. R. 7308) for the relief of David 
Goldsmith, of Swedehome, county of Polk, Nebr.—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7309) granting a pension to 
Harriet 8S. Edwards, of Seward, Nebr.—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7310) granting a pension to Catharine Barker, 
of McCool, Nebr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7311) to increase the pension of Julius A. 
Smith, of Beatrice, Nebr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7312) granting a pension to George W. Plants, 
of Geneva, Nebr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7313) to increase the pension of Charles E. 
Simmons, of Beatrice, Nebr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. STEELE: A bill (H. R. 7314) for the relief of John B. 
Tyre—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7315) granting a pension to Joseph Cowgil— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 7316) granting a pension 


to Emily T. Barr—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7317) granting a pension to Sarah R. Piper— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TATE: A bill (H. R. 7318) for the relief of Frank Loyd, 
of Georgia—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7319) for the relief of Alexander M. Mauldin, 
of Georgia—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 7320) to increase the pension | 


of John Ludwig—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7321) granting a pension to Lauritz Olsen— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7322) removing the charge of desertion from | 


the military record of J. E. Getman—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. WEYMOUTH: A bill (H. R. 7323) for the relief of the 
heirs of Mrs. Mary Frost—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7324) for the | 


relief of S. Fels—to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 7325) for the | 


9 
relief of Leroy B. Wilkins, of Scott County, Miss.—to the Com- 


mittee on War Claims. 
By Mr. DANFORD: A bill (H. R. 7326) to amend the military 
record of James B. Jewett—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. McINTIRE: A bill (H. R. 7330) to place Harrison Wag- | 


ner on the pension roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOVE: A bill (H. R. 7331) for the relief of Irene E. 
Huddleston and sureties on her official bond as postmaster—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
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By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 7332) for the relief of Daniel 
7 


| J. Mahoney—to the Committee on Pensions. 


} q 

|} By Mr. McCORMICK: A bill (H. R. 7333) for the relief of 

| Elizabeth M. Lowe, widow of John W. Lowe—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MEY ER of Louisiana: A bill ( H. R. 7334) for the relief 

| of Augustus G. Kellogg—to the Committee on Naval Affairs 

i 

| PETITIONS, ETC, 

| Under clause 1 of Rule XXII. the following petitions and papers 


| were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Petition of the Board of Trade of Philadelphi 
Pa.,in favor of the passage of House bill No. 30 and Senate bill No. 
1575, restricting the right to buy and sell railroad tickets—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ALLEN: Resolution of the board of supervisors of Jack 
son County, Miss., favoring an act establishing an exclusive na- 
tional quarantine—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 

| Commerce. 
| By Mr. BELFORD: Petition of the Presbyterian Church of 
| Amagansett, N. Y., favoring the passage of a bill to forbid -the 
sale of intoxicating beverages in all Government buildings—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of the Philadelphia Board of 
Trade, praying for an appropriation for a dry dock at League 
| Island—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the National Maritime Engineers’ Associa- 
tion of Philadelphia, urging the passage of the bill making League 
Island Navy-Yard, of Philadelphia, a naval repair station—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., favoring the establishment of a department of com- 
merce and industries---to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
| ance Union of Quarryville, Pa., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that 
| cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any State 

shall become subject to its laws—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Petition of business men of Grayville. 
| White County, Ill., protesting against the passage of a general 
bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of citizens of Watseka, II1., protest- 
ing against the enactment of bankruptcy legislation—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 
| Also, petition of surviving members of the Seventy-ninth [Dli- 
nois Volunteers and others, urging that a pension be granted by 
special act to Mrs. Ida J. Pastor and her children—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARDY: Papers to accompany House bill No. 3489, 
| granting a pension to Georgia Moseley, widow of John W. Mose- 
| ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 649, to remove the 
charge of desertion against William A. Short—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARKE of New Hampshire: Petitions of the Woman's 
| Christian temperance unions of East Manchester and Derry, 
N. H., praying for the enactment of legislatidn to protect State 
anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in orig 
|inal packages on entering any State shall become subject to it 
| laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
| By Mr. CORLISS: Protests of Detroit Typographical Union, 
| No. 18; Carpenters’ Union No. 19; Detroit Theatrical Protective 
| Union, No. 14: Ladies’ Union Label League; Ci: 








gar Packers’ In- 
ternational Union, No. 284, and Broom Makers’ Union No. 2. all of 
| the city of Detroit; also protests of the Saginaw Longshoremen’s 
Union, of Saginaw; Grocers’ Clerks’ Union of Grand Rapids; 
International Local Union No. 24, of East Jordan. and Long 
shoremen’s Union No. 11, of Marquette, all in the State of Mich- 
| igan, against the passage of the so-called anti-scalpers bill—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CRUMP: Petition of citizens of Lupton, Mich., praying 
| for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of into 
cating liquors in all Government buildings—to the Committee on 
| Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, protest of the German Roman Catholic Society of Pet: 
| Mich., against the passage of the Lodge immigration bi 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petitions of 7 different societies in the State of Michi- 

| gan; also petitions of B. D. Stevens, J. W. Ryan, J. W. Can 

4. E. Flinal, C. E. Spinler, E. G. Shoney. C. T. Laughters, F. J. 
Fox, F. M. Currier, J. Anderson, O. C. Levis, D. R. Cutherson, 
B. F. Rogers. G. W. Milar, C. Phillips, and others, all of the city 
of Saginaw, Mich., against the passage of the so-called anti-scalp- 
ers bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerca, 
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3y Mr. ELLIS: Petitions of the Hamline and Ryland Methodist 
Episcopal churches and the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of the Southwest Union of Ryland Church, Washington, 
D. C., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale 
of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, p tition « 
War Veterans, of 
Indian war vs 

By Mr. EV 


ws 
45° 


ay 
5 


1 


bany, g., asking 
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eran pension biii- 
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on Pensions. 
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for 
-to the Committee 
: Petition of Sarah Clay Bennett and other m 
bers ional Woman Suffrage Association, in favor of 
woman suffrage—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOWE: Petition of Capt. Jason Wheeler, Camp No. 17, 
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Indian War Veterans of the State of Oregon, in favor of a pension 
for Indian war veterans—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: Resolutions of the Western 
Central Labor Union of Seattle, Wash., in opposition to the so- 
called anti-scalping bill or any similar measure—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LANDIS: Petition of the Christian Endeavor Society of | 
the Presbyterian Church of Frankfort, Ind., for the passage of a 
bill to prohibit the sale of liquors in Government buildings—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


By Mr. LLOYD: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- | 






ance Union of Medill, Mo., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that ciga 
rettes importe ginal packages on entering any State shal 
become subject to its laws; which were referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce, 

By Mr. LOVE: Papers to accompany House bill for the relief of 
Irene E. Huddleston and others—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MCALEER: Petition of the National Marine Engineers’ 
Benef Association, favoring an appropriation to make League 
Island Navy-Yard, at Philadelphia, a naval repair station—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Maritime Exchange of Philadeiphia, Pa., in 
favor of Senate bill No. 624, for the creation of a department of 


commerce and industry—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, remonstrance of Miss B. A. Whitney, of New York City, 
against the passage of the Loud bill—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of Hornblower & Weeks and 69 
others, of the Boston Stock Exchange, protesting against the 
proposed reduction in the free-delivery service of the Boston post- 
oftice—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, protest of the National Union of Steam Engineers of 
America, Local Union No. 7, of Boston, Mass., against the pas- 
sage of the bill forbidding railroad-ticket brokerage—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MOON: Papers to accompany House bill No. 6044, for 
the relief of the Milroy Guards—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 6224, for the relief of 
Thomas Robert Harris—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3y Mr. PAYNE: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Reed Corners, N. Y., for the passage of a bill for- 
bidding the sale of liquor in all Government buildings—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of Grange No. 348, Patrons of Husbandry, of Wol- 
cott, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting 
kinetoscope reproductions of prize fights in the District of Colum- 
bia and the Territories—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Grange No. 348, Patrons of Husbandry, of Wol- 
cott, N. Y., favoring the passage of a Sabbath law for the national 
capital—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of Grange No. 348, Patrons of Husbandry, of Wol- 
cott, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation raising the 
age of protection for girls to 18 years in the District of Columbia 
and the Territories—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of Grange No, 848, Patrons of Husbandry, of Wol- 
cott, N. Y., for the passage of a bill to forbid interstate transmis- 
sion of lottery and other gambling matter by telegraph—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ROBB (by request): Papers in support of a bill granting 
a pension to William J. Nash—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also (by request), papers in support of a bill granting a pension 
to Glance O. Aldrich—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Desoto, Mo., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigar- 
ettes imported in original packages on entering any State shall 
become subject to its laws—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 
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3y Mr. ROBBINS: Petition of St. Mark’s Lutheran Church, of 
Washington Township, Armstrong County, Pa., for the passage 
of a bill to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that 
cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any State 


| shall become subject to its laws—to the Committee on Interstate 


f Capt. Jason Wheeler Camp, No. 17, Indian | 


and lroreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of Col. Isaiah B. Me- 
Donald, of Columbia City, Ind., on the subject of pensions—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Papers relating to the claim of Isaac 
Chadwick, of Dekalb County, Ala.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

3y Mr. SHERMAN: Petitions of the American Association of 
General Passenger and Ticket Agents; New England Passenger 
Association; Southeastern Passenger Association; Grand Army of 
the Republic, State of New York; Commercial Club of Omaha; 
J.G. Ziegler, secretary Linwood Park Association; Woman's Home 
Missionary Society; the Society of the Army of the Potomac; 


2 


Commissioners of Railroads and Telegraphs, State of Ohio; the 
Railroad and Telegraph Employees’ Political Union of America; 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, Firemen, Conductors, 
Trainmen, and Telegraphers; National Association of Merchants 
and Travelers, Chicago; Utica Chamber of Commerce; National 
Association of Agricultural Implement and Vehicle Manufactur- 
ing Companies; New Orleans Board of Trade; Phil Sheridan Com- 
mandery No. 26, Union Veterans’ Union; St. Louis Traffic Bureau; 
Swedish Evangelical Covenant of America; New York Hotel 
Men’s Association; National Association of Freight Commission- 
ers; Rochester Chamber of Commerce; Fort Dodge (Iowa) Job- 
bers and Manufacturers’ Association; Western Gas Association, 
New Albany, Ind.; the Merchants’ Association of New York; 
Grand Army of Republic; Church of Christ, Danville, 01.; National 
Association of State Railroad Commissioners; National Educa- 
tional Association; National Board of Trade; Baptist Young 
People’s Union of America; United Society of Christian Endeavor; 
Columbus (Ga.) Board of Trade; California Hotel Association; 
Chamber of Commerce of Louisiana; Mechanics, Dealers, and 
Lumbermen’s Association of New Orleans, and Southern California 
Hotel Men’s Association, in favor of the passage of House bill No. 
30 and Senate bill No. 1575, relating to ticket brokerage—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. SNOVER: Protests of the Typographical Union of Port 
Huron, Michigan Federation of Labor of Grand Rapids, Mine 
| Workers’ Union of Norway, Miners’ Protective Association of 

Jackson, Central Trades Union of Bay City, and Vessel Loaders’ 
Union of Ludington, all in the State of Michigan, against the 
passage of the so-called anti-scalpers bill—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of the American Social Science As- 
sociation for an act of incorporation—to the Committee on Edu- 
cation. 

3y Mr. SPRAGUE: Resolution of Local Union No. 7, of Boston, 
Mass., of the National Union of Steam Engineers of America, con- 
demning legislation abolishing ticket brokerage—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, protest of the Master Steam Fitters of Boston, Mass., 
against any reduction in the letter-carrier service under the free- 
oe system—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oaas. 

By Mr. STEELE: Papers in support of the claim of John B, 
Tyre, of Wabash, Ind.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SOLLOWAY: Papers consisting of petition and evi- 
dence in the case of Emily T. Barr, of Manchester, N. H.—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petitions of the Woman's Christian Temperance unions of 
East Manchester and Derry, N. H., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that 
cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any State 
shall become subject to its laws—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Pennsylvania: Resolutions adopted by 
the executive committee of the Wilkesbarre Board of Trade, pro- 
testing against a reduction in the force of letter carriers at Wilkes- 
barre, Pa.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of protest adopted at a meeting of citizens of 
New York City, against the reduction of postal facilities—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Philadelphia 
Maritime Exchange, favoring the creation of a department of 
commerce and industries—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the National Marine Engineers’ Association, 
asking for an appropriation to make League Island Navy-Yard, 
at Philadelphia, a naval repair station—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, 


| > . . . . , 

| Western Merchants and Manufacturers’ Association, Peoria, Il.; 
| 

| 
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SENATE. 
THURSDAY, January 27, 1898. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitzury, D. D. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- | 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous | 


consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 
ALLEGED OUTRAGES IN OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the 





Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response 
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to a resolution of the 20th instant, a copy of Department telegram | 


of the 12th instant to Governor Barnes, of Oklahoma Territory, 
and his reply thereto; also copies of correspondence withthe War 
Department and his letter to Governor Brown, principal chief of 
the Seminole Nation, and also to the Commissioner of Indian Af- 





fairs. concerning the facts in relation to the killing of a woman | 


in Oklahoma Territory by Seminole Indians and the burning to 
death of two Seminole Indians by a mob in that Territory, etc.; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WASHINGTON AND GREAT FALLS ELECTRIC RAILWAY COMPANY, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual re- | 


port of the Washington and Great Falls Electric Railway Com- 
pany for the year ended December 31, 1897; which was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 
GEORGETOWN AND TENNALLYTOWN RAILWAY COMPANY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual re- 
port of the Georgetown and Tennallytown Railway Company for 
the year ended December 31, 1897; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed, 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BRrowNninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 6251) to supply urgent deficiencies in the appropria- 
tions for the fiscal year exuding June 30, 1898, and for prior years, 
and for other purposes. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the Civil 
Service Reform Association of the District of Columbia, remon- 
strating against the repeal of the present civil-service law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

He also presented a petition of the Philadelphia (Pa.) Preachers’ 
Association of the African Methodist Episcopal Church, praying 
for Congress to recognize the independence of Cuba; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of the Nebraska Commandery 
of the Military Order of the Loyal Legion of the United States of 
America, praying for the establishment of a national military 
park to commemorate the campaign, siege, and defense of Vicks- 
burg; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Woman’s Chris- | 


tian Temperance Union of Manchester; of sundry citizens of 
Newport, and of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Plymouth, all in the State of New Hampshire, praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by pro- 
viding that cigarettes imported in original packages on entering 
any State shall become subject to its laws; which were referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented resolutions adopted at the twenty-fourth an- 
nual session of the New Hampshire State Grange, praying for the 
enactment of legislation for the suppression of the manufacture 
and sale of bogus dairy products; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. HARRIS. I present a memorial of Lincoln Post, No. 1, 
Department of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, of Topeka, 


Kans., remonstrating against the assaults now being made upon | 


the pension rolls by the newspapers, etc. Iask that the memorial 
be printed in the Recorp, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 


There being no objection, the memorial was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Pensions and ordered to be printed in the REcorp, as 
follows: 


TOPEKA, KANsS., January 18, 1898. 

DEAR Sir: At a regular meeting of Lincoln Post, No. 1, Department of 
Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, last Saturday evening, January 15, 
after considerable discussion and a good deal of feeling being manifested, on 
motion of Past Post Commander M. F.. McKirahan, a committee was appointed 
to draft suitable resolutions expressive of the opinions and sentiments of the 
members of the post upon the assaults now making upon the pension rolls of 
this Republic. 


The committee prepared and presented the following resolutions, which 


XXXI——68 
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were unanimously adopted, and I was instructed t 
under seal of the pos 
To the officers a s Lincoln P _ NN Z. 
SIRS AND COMRADI We, t 1 
mitted the matt f the attac 
the 4 
Hat \ 
d 
_ 
entit j \ } 
clim ra ht of 
carry } fers 
al lw hideous} 
fr »] ear +} 
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, 1. 
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t ’ 1e V 
per) g ials vy: of pe sion at 
v all fee onsideri he labo req tly enta 
pe 1s of dish i 
all these and m« ocial W ‘ 
to the utmost limi i t} 
Resolved, That Harp i lw een a 
patriotism has been but salt to savor it is sent 
more pensions by its disloyal utterances, at a 10 wi 1 
spoken out, than a dozen loyal papers could prevent 
sentiment; itis at all times Tory; and i er a loyal w 
paper it was pure commerce and nothing more; that J 
lish population in New York and Lon ‘ 
ers sother than the esteem of its countrym l sol 
for the Union will live lo * to draw their pensi if t 
some of their wrath on thi t; that the Wor! 
umn is a prostitute, and rth ut 
| neither loyalty, dece1 Jour! ha 8 
tate the vices of its ¢ and | i 
comprehends Lat pre 
1e New York n, A 
aged in any such hese ] 
erywhere to relent! it 
Resolved, That we Ww sal 
“rollof honor” because it mes 1 ‘ 
Resolved, 'That we protest s it f 
into unbridled license of A bound 
treasonable caricatur f ! try 
Resolved, That while v ) war, would hail wv 
purging of the pension rolls of sand unworthy } 
those and their scre tely 
valorous deeds in t! ct I | ‘ v 
by these despicable and cows ! i r 
employers. 
Resolved, That we 1 ] ] 
patriots whose memories t 
against publications whi 
deepen the passion ul 
zens. 
Rk lved, That we deplore the effs of such c 
the rising generation, whose only | vled  t ! 
nversations, newspapers, and h 1 1 | 
this t y the loyal or disloyal heart of the relat 
Resolved, That we deeply regret th 
the sacrifices « 1 | blue I I as 
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mation of thi m1 ti 
periodicals. 
Resolved ( 
which shoul Ling I hat 
bli ha ‘ 
city,” ar in t 
forgotten a1 it if 
can institutions as though: t 
are so devoted to trade and comm 
. and thus make it impos 
a m 
nov lize in its f r 
J¢ t when he said at Sa 
LO give you 1 aay it time 
n y here, when it is absolutely nec a ) 
together as one man tosustain yourowninterests. Youn 
| you are getting old, and the roll is becoming depleted. A 
generation has been bo i } 
cated to forget your | \ 1m 
our comrades are giving our enemie d 1 ) 
such comrades I would advise you Y t 
be protected in their hands. Bette 
Resolved, That we commend tl 
rades and veterans cf the late war ) 
them to give them the widest pos 
Resolved, That our sincere thank are he 1 
newspapers and their editors who und , and appre¢ tuat 
and who are braving the shafts of our enemi with tz I i 
minds stored with courage and loyalty; and especially do we e 
heartiest handshake of congratulation to the National Tribune 
defense of the veterans of the war and the pension roll, and he 


the wish that it may live long and prosper. 
Resolved, That we hereby urge upon ourcomrades and veterans ¢ 
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that the time has come for action, and that Grand Army of the Republic 
posts and individual veterans draft resolutions and write letters to news 


papers and men in high place expressive of their views and sentiments upon 





| 


legislation to raise the age of consent for girls to 18 years in the 


| District of Columbia and the Territories; which was referred to 
| the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


this all-important iss 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be forwarded to the Commis- | 
sioner of Pensions, the National Tribune, the Western Veteran, Harper's 
Weekly. Ni York Sun, Journal, and World, and one copy to the Capital and 








Journal, of this city, for publication, and that the adjutant | 


’ pu instructed to 
spread them upon the rolis oi 





this post. 
J.G. WOOD. 
J.G. WATERS, 
F. M. KIMBALL, 
Committee 
I, W. W. Denison, adjutant of said post, do hereby ec abov 
and foregoing is a true y of the origina! resolutions n 
Giveu under my land and the seal of said post the OVE 
writt 
{I WILLIAM W. DE nt. 
Hon. W. A. HARRIS 


United State itor. Washington. D. C 


Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the Woman's 


Christian Temperance Union of Reeds Corners, N. Y., praying for 
the enactment of legisiation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in the Capitol and all Government buildings; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He a'so presented a petition of Grange No. 348, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Wolcott, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legisla- 


tion to raise the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and the Territories; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of Grange No. 348, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Wolcott, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to prohibit interstate gambling by telegraph, telephone, or 
otherwise; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Grange No. 348, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Wolcott, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to prohibit the reproduction of prize fights by the kinetoscope 
or other kindred devices; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 


| ance Union of East Pierre, 8. Dak., praying for the enactment of 


a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia: which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Pierre, S. Dak., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation prohibiting the interstate transmission of newspaper 
descriptions of prize fights, etc.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of East Pierre, 8. Dak., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to substitute voluntary arbitration for railway strikes; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of East Pierre, 8. Dak., praying for the enactment of 
legislation prohibiting interstate gambling by telegraph, telephone, 
or otherwise; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Mr. VEST presented the memorial of R. B. Niles & Co. and sun- 
dry other citizens of Bolivar, Mo., remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of a general bankruptcy law; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

fe also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Rocheport, Mo., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to raise the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and the Territories; which was referred to the 


| Committee on the District of Columbia. 


He also presented a petition of Grange No. 348, Patrons of Hus- | 
] | 


bandry, of Wolcott, N. Y., praying for the enactment of a Sunday- 
rest Jaw for the District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Montour Falls; of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Wallkill; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Georgetown, and of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Millbrook, all in the State of New York, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by 


He also presented a memorial of St. Joseph Council, United 
Commercial Travelers, of St. Joseph, Mo., remonstrating against 
the passage of the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Medill, Mo., 


| and a petition of sundry citizens of Labelle, Mo., praying for the 
| enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by 


° =e ° ° °° . } 
providing that cigarettes imported in original packages on enter- | 


ing any State shall become subject to its laws; which were referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PASCO presented the memorial of Hon. E. N. Dimick, 
State senator of Dade County, and 33 other citizens of Florida, 


remonstrating against the passage of the so-called anti-scalping | 


ticket bill; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a memorial of Typographical Union 
No. 18, of Detroit, Mich., and a memorial of Typographical Union 
No. 300, of Port Huron, Mich.. remonstrating against the passage 


the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


ance Union of Howardsville, Mich., praying for the enactment of | 


legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that | 
cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any State | 


shall become subject to its laws; which was referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Lupton, Mich., 
praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in the Capitol and all Government buildings; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr. KYLE presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Pierre, 8. Dak., praying for the enactment 
of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the 
Capitol and all Government buildings; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 


providing that cigarettes imported in original packages on entering 
any State shall become subject to its laws; which were referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. CHILTON presented a petition of the Stoddard Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union, of Dallas, Tex., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by pro- 
viding that cigarettes imported in original packages on entering 
any State shall become subject to its laws; which was referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of the Christian Endeavor So- 
ciety of the Presbyterian Church of Frankfort, Ind., praying for 
the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in all Government buildings; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of the Sunbury Division, Order 
of Railway Conductors, of Sunbury, Pa., praying for the passage 
of the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill; which was referred to 


| the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
of the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill; which were referred to 


He also presented a memorial of the Press League of Bucks and 


| Montgomery counties, Pa., remonstrating against the passage of 
He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- | 


the so-called Loud bill. relating to second-class mail matter; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Protestant Episcopal Society 
for the Protection of Seamen, of New York, praying for the adop- 
tion of certain amendments to Senate bill No. 95, to amend the 
laws relating to American seamen, for the protection of such sea- 
men, and to promote commerce; which was referred to the Com- 


| mittee on Commerce. 


Mr. McBRIDE presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Oregon, praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation regulating the collecting of special taxes from wholesale 
and retail liquor dealers and wholesale and retail dealers in malt 


| liquors; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


ance Union of East Pierre, S. Dak., praying for the enactment of | 


legislation prohibiting the reproduction by the kinetoscope or 
other kindred devices of prize fights in the District of Columbia 


and the Territories; which was referred to the Committee on the | 


District of Columbia. 


He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- | 


ance Union of East Pierre, 8. Dak., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that 
cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any State 
shall become subject to its laws; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of East Pierre, 8. Dak., praying for the enactment of 


| 


He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Monrose, Oreg., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation prohibiting the sale of liquors in the national Capitol and 
in all Government buildings; to prevent interstate gambling by 
telegraph or telephone; to raise the age of protection for girls to 
18 years in the District of Columbia and the Territories; to pro- 
tect the first day of the week asa day of rest in the District of 
Columbia; to prohibit the reproduction of prize fights by the 
kinetoscope or other kindred devices, and to prevent the circula- 
tion of extended descriptions of such fights by mail; to substitute 
voluntary arbitration for railway strikes, and to protect State 
anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in orig- 
inal packages on entering any State shall become subject to its 
laws; which was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 


He also presented petitions of the congregation of the First 


don 


1898. 





United Evangelical Church, of Portland; of the Young People’s 
Society of Christian Endeavor of the Presbyterian Church of 
Portland; of the Hassalo Street Congregational Church, of Port- 
land: of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Oregon, 
and of the First Baptist Church of Portland, all in the State of 
Oregon, praying for the enactment of legislation to protect State 
anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in orig- 
inal packages on entering any State shall become subject to its 
laws: which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

Mr. MILLS presented a petition of the Baptist Young People’s 
Union of Mexia, Tex., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that « igarettes im- 
ported in original packages on entering any State shall become 
subject toits laws; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

Mr. BATE presented a memorial of the Travelers’ Protective 
Association of Knoxville, Tenn., remonstrating against the pas- 


sage of the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill; which was referred | 


to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. DANIEL presented a memorial of Typographical Union No. 
90, of Richmond, Va., remonstrating against the passage of the 
so-called anti-scalping ticket bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Endeavor Society of the 
Plymouth Congregational Church, of Worcester, Mass., praying 
for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicat- 
ing liquors in all Government buildings; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. CULLOM presented the memorials of Dr. A. T. Steele, of 
Charleston; of Dr. W. J. Eddy. of Shelbyville, and of Dr. W. W. A. 
Stokes, superintendent of the Southern Illinois Insane Hospital, of 
Anna, all in the State of Illinois, remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of Senate bill No. 1063, for the further prevention of cruelty 
to animals in the District of Columbia; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Effingham, 
Ill., and amemorial of sundry citizens of Havana, Ill., remonstrat- 
ing against the enattment of a general bankruptcy law; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Pomona County Grange, No. 
83, of Peoria, Ill., remonstrating against the retirement of green- 
backs; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented memorials of the En- 
deavor Society of the Disciples’ Church of Danbury, of the En- 
deavor Society of the Second Congregational Church of Danbury, 
of the Endeavor Society of the Congregational Church of Bethel, 
of the icndeavor Society of the New Hope Baptist Church of Dan- 
bury, and of the Endeavor Society of the First Congregational 
Church of Danbury, all in the State of Connecticut, remonstrat- 
ing against the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government 
buildings; which were referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Bottineau, N. Dak., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes im- 
ported in original packages on entering any State shall become 
subject to its laws; which was referred to the Committee on In- 
terstate Commerce. 

Mr. GEAR presented a petition of sundry grain shippers of 
northwestern Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation es- 
tablishing proper and equitable grain rates; which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented memorials of 40 citizens of Ottumwa, of 30 
citizens of Lyons, and of 37 citizens, all in the State of Iowa, re- 
monstrating against the enactment of a general bankruptcy law; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 
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Mr. KYLE. I present aletter from Dr.W.C.Woodward, health | 
Officer of the District of Columbia, relating to the James Creek | 


Canal, to which I should like to call the attention of the chairman 
of the Committee on the District of Columbia. In this letter the 
health officer quotes the reports of his predecessors on the subject. 
I ask that it be printed in the Recorp, and that it also be printed 
for the use of the Senate, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I will state to the Senator from South Da- 
kota that I have introduced a bill to take care of the sewage of 
the city on the plan recommended by the sanitary commission, 
which will also take care of the canal to which he refers. The 
bill was introduced, and it is before our committee now. 

Mr. KYLE. I ask that the letter may be printed and printed 
in the Recorp, and referred. 


There being no objection, the letter was referred to the Com- 
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mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed and 
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to be printed in the REcorp, as follows: 
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Tiber sewer, with its span of 30 feet and its drai y a ‘ 
central and northwestern portions of the city t carrie 
from the dwellings of at least a hundred th a peo] All t 
through the James Creek Canal. That its waters are dea an be by 
the fact that out of a large population of fifteen or teen t isand inha 
ing its immediate vicinity from the foot of the rising ind east rd to 
Four-and-a-half street SW., there aver: it 500 wh year * 
The ex ence of such a mass of water ! th the y t filth 1 1 be 
of itself sufficient explanation of the great that vi und 
n lso explain the further remarka 1 r a 
t the people at the Capit whose windows overlook this recepta : 
port of the grand jury dealt with this matter ratheras a part of the 
system than as an independent nuisance. <A py of thia report, 
taken from the Evening Star of Ox er 5, 1805 nelosed herew 
n the annual report of the health officer for the fiscal y: ‘ e 
x), 1895, the following appeared 
“I desire, before closing this report, to invi r attentior t urgent 
necessity for the abatement of certain nuisi rw h t ( 
alone is responsible. viz, the unsanitary « sulting f1 
Creek Canal, Rock Creek below P street, ar Eastern B Flats 
Phe subject was again touched upon in the report for the vear « ed Ju 
30, 1897, i mnection with the consideration of the necessity for the early 
completion of the proposed system of sewerage for this Dist 
From the foregoing it will be seen that the insanitary cot ion of 
James Creek Canal has long been recognized, and that recommendatio 
been made for its improvement 
If such a nuisance had existed upon private property, its abateme V 
have been secured years ago, but in view of the fact that the Governm 
alone has been responsible for its continuance no action could be taken 1 
this department to bring about that end other t recommendations th 
effect. This canal is has been s¢ h, sin p Lining 
a mass of filth moving in a sluggish nt, and subjec t of th 
tides. Its contents decompose and give off offensive gases wl stitut 
a nuisance, whether viewed from the standpoint of comfort or from th 
health. The extent of its influence can not be definitely determi iby ba 
statistics as to death rate, etc., as its depre ng effect upon t 
health, which can not be thus deter ied, is probably « side lr 
event, however, of an outbreak of yellow fever its presence w t 
ous menace to the very lives of the re t io 
If [canin any way aid in securing t th I 


be pleased to cooperate with you to that end 
Very respectfully, 
WM. C. WOODWARD. M. D.. 
Mr. D. KNowr Ton, . 
L05 New Jerse y avenu SE... Washi fon. D. C 

Mr. GALLINGER. In reference to this matter. I desire to cor- 
rect a misstatement due to a lapsus linguwe on my own part when 
the subject was beiore the Senate a few days ago. Lam in tl 
RECORD made to say—and [ presume I did say—that I had n 
knowledge of the James Creek Canal. I did not mean to m 
that statement. I meant to say that I had no knowledge that 


was in the condition represented by the Senator from South 
kota, and that there was so much need of immediate t 


regardtoit. Of course I knew that there was suchacai 
ence. I wanted to make this correction lest I sh ( id- 
ered guilty of unpardonable ignorance in regard to a matter of 
public concern to the people of this District. 

Mr. KYLE. Iam glad to know that the committe 
the matter under advisement immediately 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 388) for the relief of William H. 
Atkins, formerly commissary sergeant, United States Army, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
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Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 153) for the relief of Verona E. Pollock, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
trounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 926) to provide for 
the erection of a public building at Beaumont, Tex., reported it | 

without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 









He also, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3246) extending the time within which the Pittsburg | 
and Mansfield Railroad Company is authorized to construct a 
bridge across the Monongahela River, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CHILTON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 6554) to provide for the appointment 


of an additional district judge in and for the northern judicial 
district af the State of Texas, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 8254) granting a pension to Adelaide H. 
Lambertson, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 3149) granting a pension to Oliver P. Gooding, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SEWELL. I report back from the Committee on Military 
Affairs an amendment intended to be proposed to the Army appro- 
priation bill, offered by myself, with the instruction of the com- 
mittee to report it favorably. I ask that the amendment lie on 
the table, as the bill has been reported. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations on the report of the committee, 
under the rules. 

Mr. SEWELL. I beg leave to suggest to the Chair that the bill 
has been reported by the Committee on Appropriations and it is 
now on the Calendar. Iintend to offer the amendment on the 
floor of the Senate. It is indorsed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator will proceed. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 366) for the establishment, control, oper- 
ation, and maintenance of the Northern Branch of the National 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers at Hot Springs, in the State 
of South Dakota, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 3356) for the relief of William W. Park, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 873) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Edward Higgins, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 
24th instant, intended to be proposed to the Indian appropriation 
bill, reported it favorably, and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTUS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S.15) to prevent the appointment of cadets 
to the Naval or Military Academy of the United States from 
States, Territories, or districts in which such cadets do not re- 
side, and for other purposes, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Fisheries, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R.6161) for the protection of fish in the 
District of Columbia, for the maintenance of a permanent spawn- 
ing ground in the Potomac River in said District, and for other 
purposes, asked to be discharged from its further consideration, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia; which was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2917) fixing the 
salary of the postmaster at Washington, D. C., reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MANTLE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. PETTIGREW on the 
2ist instant, intended to be proposed to the Indian appropriation 
bill, reported it favorably, and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and printed; which was agreed to. 


GEORGE W. TAYLOR. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Iaskthat the Committee on Military Affairs 
be discharged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 235) 
to remove the charge of desertion from the military record of 
George W. Taylor, and that the bill be brought before the Senate 
and indefinitely postponed. A similar bill was enacted into a 
law at the last session, and there is no necessity for any further 
action. 

The 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheChair hears no objection. 


committee will be discharged from the further consideration of 
the bill, and it will be indefinitely postponed, 


APPLICATIONS FOR INCREASE OF PENSIONS, 


Mr. GALLINGER. On the 18th instant a resolution submitted 
by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. The resolution is as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be, and they are hereby, directed 
to inquire and report by what authority the Secretary of the Interior or the 
Commissioner of Pensions refuses to examine and pass on applications for 
increase of pension until the expiration of one year after original pension has 
been granted or rejected. 








The committee have made an examination of this matter and 
beg leave to submit a written report, which includes their find- 
ings in the case. I ask that it go to the Calendar for future con- 
sideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr, ALLEN. Let the report be printed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; let it be printed, of course. 

a VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be printed under the 
rule. 
SELLMAN K. HANNEGAN, 


Mr. GALLINGER. In behalf of the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate I am directed to 
report favorably upon a resolution submitted by the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Gorman] to pay to Duncan Hannegan and Ma- 
thilde N. Hannegan a sum equal to six months’ salary of Sellman 
K. Hannegan, deceased, late a messenger on the rolls of the Senate. 
This is the usual custom of the Senate, and I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the resolution. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authoriz 
and directed to pay to Duncan Hannegan and Mathilde N. Hannegan, son an 
daughter of Sellman K. Hannegan, deceased, late a messenger on the rolls of 
the Senate, a sum equai to six months’ salary, at the rate per annum allowed 
by law to the messenger aforesaid, said suin to be considered {fas including 
funeral expenses and all other allowances. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. LINDSAY introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
—— read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

2ensions: 

A bill (S. 3424) for the benefit of Emma B. Carr; and 

A bill (S. 3425) for the benefit of Evelyn N. Murray. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 3426) for the relief of Edward 
H. Murrell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McENERY introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
— read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 3427) for the relief of Augustin Broussard, of Ver- 
milion Parish, La.; and 

A bill (S. 3428) for the relief of Arvillien Broussard, of Ver- 
milion Parish, La. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 3429) for the relief of per- 
sons who made the first payment for desert lands under the actof 
March 3, 1877, but who were unable to perfect entry thereof; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. DANIEL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3480) to reim- 
burse the depositors of the Freedman’s Savings and Trust Com,any 
for losses incurred by the failureof said company; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3481) for the relief of Pohick Church, 
in Fairfax County, Va.; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (8. 3482) to provide 
for making rolls of citizenship of the Five Tribes in Indian Terri- 
tory, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 3433) to establish a com- 
mission of public health and to define its duties; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr.SPOONER. I ask theconsentof tho Senate to state that this 
bill was drawn up under the auspices of the American Medical 
Association and the American Public Health Association. It will 
require amendment, in my judgment, in some of its details, and I 
make this statement in order that it may not seem to meet my 
entire approval, although I introduce it. I introduce it in its 

resent form that it may be printed and referred to the committee 
for amendment later. I move that the bill be referred to the 
Committee on Public Health and National Quarantine. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (8.3434) to provide an additional 
circuit judge in the third judicial circuit; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with an accompanying paper, referred to the ome 
mittee on the Judiciary. 
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Mr. PRITCHARD (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3435) for 
the relief of Joseph C. Hogan, of Chapel Hill, State of North Car- 
olina, and sureties; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3436) for the relief of Bryan Tyson; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 3487) granting a pension to Daniel Knipe; 

A bill (8.3438) granting a pension to Sarah Hamilton; 

A bill (S. 3439) for relief of George A. B. Physioc; and 

A bill (S.3440) for the relief of John Yelton. 

Mr. KENNEY introduced a bill (S. 3441) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of War to remove the charge of desertion and issue to 
Lewis C. L. Smith, Company D, First Delaware Infantry Volun- 
teers, an honorable discharge; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3442) granting an increase of pen- | 
sion to Andrew C. Mensch; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURROWS (for Mr. Davis) introduced a bill (S. 3443) to 
remove the charge of desertion from the military record of C. G. 
S. Mills; which was read twice by its title, an 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 3444) in regard to a monu- 
mental column to commemorate the battle of Princeton, and appro- 
priating $30,000; which was read twice by its title, and referred | 
to the Committee on the Librar 


referred to the | 


| 
| 
| 
| 


Mr. CULLOM introduced a bin (S. 3445) to provide an addi- | 
tional circuit judge for each of the sixth, seventh, and eighth | 
circuits of the United States; which was read twice by its title, | 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. ROACH submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BACON submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill making appropriations for the legislative, exec- | 
utive, and judicial expenses of the Government; which was re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be | 
printed. | 

TELEGRAPH CONDUITS. | 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following resolution; which | 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they 
re hereby, directed to report to the Senate forthwith whether telegraph 
conduits are being used for electric lighting cable purposes in the District of 
Columbia, and whether lighting wires are being run from such conduits with- 
out provision of law. 


LANDS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. McMILLAN submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to 
transmit to the Senate atas early a date as possible the numbers and loca- 
tions of all lots in the District of Columbia the title to which the records in 
the office of the Commissioner of Public Buildings and Grounds show to be 
in the United States; also a report of all lots in the District of Columbia sold 
or donated by the United States,the numbers of the squares in which such 
lots pee the date of sale, the names of purchasers, and the amounts 
received. 





MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 1788) to provide an American register for the barken- 
tine Sharpshooter, of San Francisco, Cal. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had | 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 6251) making appropriations to | 
supply urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year | 
ending June 30, 1898, and for prior years, and for other purposes; 
and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 

PAYMENT OF BONDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there are no further resolutions, 
the morning business is closed. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the resolution reported by the Committee on Finance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to proceeding | 
to the consideration of concurrent resolution No. 22? The Chair | 
hears none. The Secretary will state the resolution. 

The Secretary. A resolution, by Mr. TELLER, declaring that 
all the bonds of the United States issued or authorized to be issued 


ansaid 
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under certain acts of Congress are payable, principal and interest, 
at the option of the Government of the United States, in silver do!- 
lars of the coinage of the United States containing 4124 grains 
each of standard silver. . 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I wish the attention of the S 
foramoment. I ask unanimous consent to change the existing 
consent agreement that the Senate shall vote upon the pending 
resolution and all amendments before adjournment to-day to an 
agreement that we shall vote to-morrow at 6 o'clock. . 

Mr. HALE. Let me suggest to the Senator from Mi 


‘ 
nate 





ssouri, as 
there are many Senators who desire to speak upon the resolution, 
and not at length, but in brief speeches, that after to-day tho de 
bate proceed under the ten-minute rule, or the fifteen-minute rule 


if the Senator chooses, so that ors who wish to 
make only short speeches will not be forced out by the time being 
consumed by long speeches. I ask the Senator whether that sug- 
gestion does not appeal to him as a wise one? 

Mr. VEST. Personally I would have no objection to it what- 
ever. I want to facilitate the consideration of the resolution 


much as possible. Ido not know how my colleagues upon this 


to-morrow Senat 


Mr. COCKRELL. I do not think it should be agreed to. Se 
eral Senators have undertaken to speak for fifteen or 


twenty min- 
Mr. HALE, That is the trouble Iam seeking to avoid. I do 
not think that Senators who are willing to keep within ten or 
fifteen minute speeches ought to be crowded out by having tho 
time consumed by a few Senators, interesting as it is to li 


to listen to 


| those Senators. I can understand that Senators may, perhaps, 
| desire to make long speeches, but if we are to take a vote under 


the arrangement which we have already agreed upon, the Senator 


Bie 


| will see that unless something of this kind is done, Senators will 


not have the opportunity they desire. It seems to me that to have 
the day consumed and let Senators take their chance— 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator will understand that the vote 
to-day might be a vote next week. 

Mr. VEST. Yes; by taking a recess. 

Mr. HALE. What does the Senator from Missouri say? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I say the agreement to vote to-day might 
really be a vote next Monday or next Tuesday if the Senate were 
to take arecess. Noone wants tohavetoresort tothatmethod. I 
think that by to-morrow evening at 6 o’clock we can get through 
without any limitation as to the time to be occupied by speeches. 

Mr. HALE. What does the Senator think would happen if 
there is no limitation to-morrow on time? How very easy it will 
be for the whole day to be consumed by two or three very able, 
very strong 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, well, that will not occur, I suppose. 
have always found heretofore that all Senators had some regar: 
for the courtesies and proprieties of the Senate. No Senator wil 
undertake to consume half of the time. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to suggest, if the Senator from 
Maine will allow me, that we go on to-day with the understanding 
that we shall vote to-morrow, just as we had agreed to vote to- 
day, and that we vote at 6 o’clock,if we are ready to vote then. 
As the agreement now stands we might vote at any time to-day. 

Mr. HALE. I see no objection to that. 

Mr. TELLER. Then in the morning, if we think it is not fair, 
we can make an arrangement limiting the length of speeches to 
be made to-morrow. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Ihope the Senator from Maine will concede 
that, because there are some Senators to whom it is important to 
know that there is not to be a vote to-day. Let it be agreed in 
any event that we shall not vote until to-morrow. Therearestiil 
some twenty Senators to speak. If the Senator finds at the closo 
of the session to-night that there are still a number of Senators to 
speak, would not his suggestion then be opportune to-morrow 
morning that we limit debate? 

Mr. HALE. I am entirely willing to adopt that suggestion, 
only giving notice that at the end of to-day I shall seek to have 
some arrangement made, if we can make it, by which to-morrow 
an opportunity will be given to all Senators who desire to speak. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Wecan settle that by meeting at 10 o’cl 
to-morrow. That can be very readily done. That would give 
ample time for everybody. 

Mr. CULLOM. Does this arrangement do away with the unan- 
imous-consent understanding that we are to vote to-day,so as to 
throw the whole thing over for independent and indefinite dis- 
cussion? 

Mr. HALE. No. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope that will not be done. I have no objec- 
tion to an agreement to vote at any time to-morrow. 

Mr. TELLER. The proposition is to limit debate, I understand. 

Mr.CULLOM. Butif weare going to waive the arrangement to 
vote to-day without a definite understanding that we will vote at 
some future time, it leaves it entirely open. 

Mr. WHITE. As I understand it, the proposition is that we do 








— 
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not vote to-day, but that we shall vote to-morrow, and as to the | 
distribution of time to-morrow, the matter remains open. If no | 
agreement is reached, in any event it is to be understood that we | 
shall vote to-1 v 

Mr. HALI No, Mr. President, my suggestion now is that we 
do nothing; that we proceed without anything further; and when 
night cor we shall then conclude whether the resolution shall | 
go over or not. Ishall not want to consent now to any arrange- 
ment being made to extend the time until we can see what we can 
do to-morrow. So I think it is better that we go on under the 
existing arrangement. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. But with the understanding that the resolu- 


tion is not to be voted upon to-day. 

Mr. HALE. No; with no understanding about it. 
get that except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. 
agreement that the vote shall not be taken to-day. 

Mr. HALE. Wai 
put the two propositions together. 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course, if the Senator from Maine 
objects to the proposition the existing agreement will stand. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And necessarily we shall be compelled to 
remain in session as long as we desire, and then take a recess until 
to-morrow, and sit then as long as we desire. 

Mr. ALLISON. It seems to me that it is better 
an understanding. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Rather than resort to the plan of a recess, 
which can be done legitimately, of course. 

Mr. VEST. That is right. 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall be perfectly willing to take a recess this 
evening until to-morrow at half past 10 or 11,if we are pressed for 
time, for we ought to dispose of the resolution at an early day. I 
do not think we should dispose of it at any time without an un- 
derstanding that there will be for a portion of that time limited 
debate, speeches being limited to ten or fifteen minutes, Day be- 
fore yesterday, as Senators know, I took the floor for a few min- 
utes, not intending to debate the question at length, but I was 
interrupted by other Senators and went on and on and occupied 
considerable time. I should like if an opportunity occurs to say 
afew words more before the vote is taken, but I do not wish to 
discuss the matter at any great length. I suppose the Senator 
from Missouri may wish to say a word or two before the vote is 
taken. 

Mr. VEST. No 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from lowa consent 
to be interrupted? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to say, first, in reply to the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from Missouri not now upon the floor, that I 
do not understand an agreement to vote on a particular day be- 
fore adjournment can be broken by a majority vote to take a re- 
cess. An agreement to vote on a certain day means that on that 
day some time before an adjournment or a recess even the vote 
shall be taken. 

Mr. President, putting that in by way of protest, I think wha 
the Senator from Maine says should be heeded, that Senators who 
desire to make short speeches should not be crowded out by long 
speeches, and I know of no plan by which that can be arranged 
except that all the short speeches shall be made first and the long 
speeches shall be made afterwards. 

Mr. HALE. After the vote? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand that there can be speeches 
made after the vote has been taken, and that would not be a bad 
way to dispose of some of the speeches which Senators are intend- 
ing to make on this subject. They are old campaign speeches of 
1896. I think that those might well be made after the vote. But 
if the agreement that now exists is not to prevail, there ought to 
be a specific understanding as to when the vote shall be taken 
upon the resolution, the object of its supporters being to pass it 
and not to have it debated. 

Mr. HALE. Let us go on until 6 o’clock, then. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then we shall have to vote to-day. 

Mr. HALE. Unlesg you get a unanimous-consent agreement 
to vote to-morrow. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
speeches? 

Mr. HALE. They will not be made. 
get along without them. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Lhope we can reach an understanding that 
We are not to vote to-day. 

Mr. VEST. Do I understand the Senator from Maine to object 
to the proposition I submitted that we shall vote on the pending 
resolution and amendments to-morrow afternoon at 6 o’clock? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I hope the Senator from Maine will see his 


We can not 


for us to have 








Then what will become of the short 


The country will have to 


: ' 
I hope that we can have some unanimous ! 


until to-night before we adjourn and we will | 


| o'clock to-morrow those who make 





J ANUARY 27, 





way clear to agree that we shall vote at 6 o'clock to-morrow after- 
noon. 

Mr. ALLISON. And,if I may add a suggestion, that after 1 
speeches shall make speeches 
not exceeding fifteenminutesin length. Thatwilil give five hours 
for legitimate brief debate. 

Mr. VEST. I have noobjection tothat. Iwas about to modify 
my proposition by adding to it that we meet to-morrow at 10 
o'clock. 





Mr. ALLISON. Very well; I do not object to that. 
Mr. HALE. That is a very good suggestion. 

Mr. VEST. That will certainly give us time enough. 
Mr. ALLISON. And at 1—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. No, not at 1, after 2 o’clock. 


Mr. VEST. That after 2 o'clock the speeches shall not exceed 
fifteen minutes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is four hours, sixteen speeches. 

Mr. HALE. That seems to me to be hardly enough time. 
the speeches be limited to fifteen minutes after 1 o'clock. 

Mr. VEST. I have no objection to 1 o'clock. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Put it 2 o'clock and that will give time for 
sixteen speeches of that length. it will give nearly every Senator 
a chance. 

Mr. ALLISON. Thereare more than sixteen Senators tospeak, 

Mr. HALE. Put it at 1 o’clock. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Missouri re- 
state the proposed agreement? 

Mr. VEST. There is objection made on this side of the Cham- 
ber to 1 o'clock. I ask Senators upon the other side to agree that 
after 2 o'clock to-morrow speeches shall not exceed fifteen min- 
utes. Iask that the Senate shall agree to meet to-morrow at 10 
o'clock, and that after 2 o’clock to-morrow speeches upon the reso- 
lution and amendments shali not exceed fifteen minutes, and that 
the resolution and all amendments shall be disposed of finally at 
6 o'clock to-morrow—not later than 6. 

Mr. HALE. While I think it would be better to give more time 
for short speeches, rather than impede an agreement, so far as I 
am concerned I will consent to that proposition. 

Mr. VEST. Very good. 

Mr. BACON. Iask for a modification of the agreement to the 
extent that the hour be definitely fixed. The Senator said not 
later 

Mr. VEST. Not later than 6. 

Mr. BACON. That implies that the vote might be taken at an 
earlier time. Of course, every Senator wants to be here exactly 
atthe time. Something might call a Senator away. 

Mr. ALLISON. At 6 o'clock. 

Mr. HALE. At 6 o'clock. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is unanimous consent given? 

Mr. BACON. I do not understand whether the Senator from 
Missouri agrees to my suggestion or not. 

Mr. VEST. I have not the slightest objection toit. If none of 
my colleagues object, Iam perfectly willing to fix it at 6 o’clock 
absolutely. 

Mr. BACON. That would be better. 

Mr. HALE. That is, at 6 o’clock we propose to vote on the res- 
olution and pending amendments. 

Mr. VEST. Yes; on the resolution and amendments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Unanimous consent appears to be 
given; it is given. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I gave notice some days ago that 
yesterday I would call up the bill appropriating funds for the 
Army and place it upon its passage. Owing to the fact that gen- 
tlemen desire to address the Senate upon the pending resolution, 
I did not make the motion. As Iam about to leave the city and 
desire to have the bill passed this week, if the resolution is to go 
over until to-morrow and the debate is to be continued, I ask the 
Senate now to proceed to the consideration of the bill. I under- 
stand that a unanimous-consent arrangement has been arrived at 
which will postpone the vote on the resolution until to-morrow. 
The Army appropriation bill will not occupy, I think, more than 
half an hour. I movethat the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator from Pennsylvania will 
not insist upon that motion. The Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
DANIEL] commenced addressing the Senate yesterday evening. 
He is now upon the floor and desires to continue. 

Mr. QUAY. I did not so understand. I will allow the bill to 
go over, then, until Saturday, with the understanding that it shall 
then be taken up and placed on its passage. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is all right. 

Before we pass from this question, I =e it is part of the 
understanding, or at least I take it there will be no objection, that 
we shall meet to-morrow morning at 10 o'clock. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the agreement. 


Let 





— 


Mr. VEST. I want to make an inquiry, Mr. President, for in 
formation. DolI understand from the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Quay] that he thinks there is any unanimous consent tot uk 
up the Army appropriation bill on Saturday? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has put no su 
and made no such ruling. 

Mr. VEST. I understand from my colleague that the Sena 
from Pennsylvania asked for such an agreement. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Pennsylvania ga 
notice that he would move to take up the Army appropriation bi 
on Saturday morning. 

Mr. QUAY. I gave notice that I would call the bill up on Sat 
urday after the pending resolutions are disposed of. 

Mr. VEST. I do not object to that if we shall be in session on 
Saturday. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution reported by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri | Mr. Vest] from the Committee on F 
declaring that all the bonds of the United States issued or author 
ized to be issued under certain acts of Congress are payable. prin 
cipal and interest, at the option of the Government of the United 
States, in silver dollars of the coinage of the United States contain- 
ing 412} grains each of standard silver, is before the Senate. The 
Senator from Virginia |Mr. DANIEL] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President.I believe in the integrity of con- 
tracts. The Constitution of the United States believes in them. 
It says: 


No State shall pass any law impairing the obligation of contracts. 
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The Federal Government is under no such constitutional re- | 


striction. Withinits sphere of delegated powers it is sovereignty; 
its will is force, and its force is law. 

But the freedom of sovereignty imposes its own loftiest obliga- 
tion: Noblesse oblige. No man can hold this Government to 
criminal or civil accountability if it should impair the obligation 
of its own contracts. Exigency, indeed, may demand that it 
shall doit. But if it does it without such exigency, it is cast down 
in the respect of men—its mainstay. It is under the moral law. 
That law is as certain in its sanctions and in its revenges as the 
law of gravitation. 

A contract is not one-sided. Itis at least twosided. It takes 
two to make a bargain. The obligation of the contract rests upon 


the two that make it with equal pressure, just as the keystone | 


rests upon the two columns that support the arch. 

A promise to pay is acontract. It implies a payer, a payee, and 
a thing to be paid. If the thing be specifically named, it is that 
thing and no other thing which the payer agrees to pay and the 
vayee agrees to receive. That equal agreement uniting upon the 


identical thing is that which constitutes the obligation of the con- | 


tract. 

These resolutions, Mr. President, do not go beyond these ele- 
mentary principles of law. They simply and clearly apply them. 
The thing which the United States agreed to pay is identified 
beyond dispute in these resolutions. The thing which the payee 
agreed and obligated himself to receive is also identified in these 
resolutions. That thing is a dollar, is now a coin dollar of the 
United States, is a standard dollar of 4124 grains or a gold dollar 
of 25% grains. That dollar is defined by statute law of the United 
States passed in pursuance of the Constitution,and we have sworn 
to support the Constitution and these laws, not some sentiment 
of honor which may be as various as the men who utter it. 

We have never, Mr. President, by any law given the creditor 
the option to select the dollar to be paid him. It would be un- 
natural and absurd todo so. The United States has agreed to 
provide a dollar. It may tax to pay debts, but it can not tax the 
people two dollars to pay one dollar. If the creditor coming to 
be paid could fix the kind of dollar to be paid him we would have 
to keep each kind of coin dollar in stock and on hand; that is, two 
dollars in order to be ready to pay one debt. We would have to 
double taxes, by levying both kinds of dollars in order to be ready 
to pay over one. 

All the contract calls for is a coin dollar, but we have the right 
to get that coin dollar in any honest way that we may. Itisnone 
of the creditor’s business how we getit. He is not the keeper of 
our consciences. We may tax for it; wemay coin for it; wemay 
borrow it. It is only his business to receive it and give us quit- 


tance therefor, and that he has solemnly obligated himself to do. | 


There is a reason of policy, as there is a reason of principle, 
why we should never accord the creditor the privilege of picking 
the kind of dollar to be paid him. He would always pick the one 
that was for the nonce the dearest in metallic composition. He 
would look beyond the immediate present value of the dollar to 
the composition thereof, and would throw an anchor to windward 
in speculative calculation. 
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iat makes the other is always reenforced likewise. 
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and to tax for money are both ity. Tl 
purse and the sword are its emblems. It is necessary to be inde- 
pendent with respect to the purse in order to be independent with 


respect to the sword. 


There is no limit upon the power to tax or the power to 


el coin 
gold and silver, save alone the common welf re, and of that ) 
nation is its own sole judge. Sovereignty is in none of its attri 
butes a subject-matter of contract. It is as inalienable as it is 
imperishable. If Congress and the President were to alienate it 
or to hypothecate it in any Way, or to restrict it or derogate from 


it, or to becloud it, the act would be null, unconstitutional, and 
void, 


We could not, if we would, turn over the collection of custom 
to our creditors or to a foreign government, as is sometimes done 
by dependent or conquered nations. We could not sell or as 
sign, we could not hypothecate our right to coin money and reg 
ulate the value thereof, or put a cloud upon our title to coin at 
our own pleasure the money of the Constitution and of the law 
When and where and how much of such money we shall coin, is 
a question solely for a representative Congress, respon nly 
to the people who create it. : 

rhe attempts of foreign nations or of individuals to dicta ) 
us what we shall coin or how much we shall coin are ins t, 

| impertinent, contemptuous to our Constitution and of our fr 


institutions. Wecan not agree with creditors to coin or not to 


coin; we can notagree with them tocoin freely or not to coin fr 

We can only agree with them to borrow and to pay. Our power 
to coin, as our power to tax and our power to borrow, is separat 
and independent. Itis a parallel line that can never touc 





borrowing and the paying lines—a power constant and con 
ous, ever present, noncontractual, inalienable, indisputabl 
|} perishable. 

Our Constitution, Mr. President, is notice to everyor if our 
right and of our power. It was no to our creditors. <All that 
they have a right to say to us is, ‘* You have promised to pa 

| certain thing; itis due; payit.” This done, | t uu irt in 
peace. Their relations to us have no other bearing. .O 

is satisfied, our credit is maintained, when we do just what we 
promised to do. Their honor can only be satisfied and their cr 
can only be maintained by acceptance on their part of 

they solemnly obligated th: v accept. Tl ‘ ( 
mand something more plac‘ nder grave ) n of 
| acting from purblind ignora1 gf unde of sor 
did and sinister influence. 

The resolutions are prima facie accurate in their st rents and 
just in their conclusions. It is pertinent and in accordance with 
the customary practice of legislative bodies to pass a declaratory 
act and publish the law as it is again to the world. An e 
writer on statute law, Dwarris, says that ‘‘a declaratory t 
one made where an old custom of the Kingdom has almost fallen 
into disuse or become disputable, in which case Parliament has 


thought proper, in perpetuo rei testimonio, to avoid all doubts and 
difficulties, to declare what the common law is and ever has been 


and such statutes are expressed in affirmative or negative terms.” 


| 


By thus picking that dollar which has some greater prospective | 


increment in it he would increase the demand for that which 


This, Mr. President, is what the Senate is called upon to do by 
these resolutions. They were fully debated by as able and honor- 
able men as this country has ever produced. They were passed 
in the Senate on January 25, 1878, by a vote of 43 to 52, and in the 
House of Representatives on the 29th day of January, 1878, by a 
vote of 189 yeasto 79 nays. For twenty years they have stood un- 
challenged and unassailed upon the public records, advising, 
informing, and admonishing the world at large of the opinion of 


was already the most in demand, and thus increase the disparity | Congress on the great subject which they compa 


which we should seek to heal. That system is at war with our 


At the same session of the Forty-fifth Congress there was 
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passed also the Bland-Allison Act to restore the standard silver 
dollar to coinage, to full legal-tender functions. 

It may be interesting, Mr. President, since the question of honor 
has been so conspicuously brought forward in this debate, to call 
attention to some of the declarations of the party whose cham- 
pions bring forward these pleas, and tk action of some of its emi- 
nent leaders and public men. 

The author of these resolutions, Mr. President, was a Repub- 
lican, an eminent man in the councils of that party, an eminent 
practitioner at the bar; and after he had proclaimed these resolu- 
tions and supported them in an able speech, the party now im- 
pugning them as dishonorable appointed and promoted him to 
the Supreme Bench of the United States. Another eminent mem- 
ber of that party was Senator Davis, of Ulinois, who had recently 
been a member of the Supreme Court. He also voted for the res- 
olutions and supported them. 

Another distinguished member of that party, the senior Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson], is at present chairman of the Appro- 
priations Committee of this body. Another was a distinguished 
gentleman, Mr. Windom, of Minnesota, who was afterwards pro- 
moted by it to take charge of the Treasury of the United States, 
Nay, Mr. President, when we look over the roll of the distin- 
guished supporters of these resolutions, men of honor, character, 
learning, and ability, we find it filled with the great and distin- 


In the House there were Burchard, afterwards Director of the 
Mint; CANNON, now a distinguished member of the House of Rep- 
resentatives; Conger, J. D. Cox, a soldier and a statesman; Cum- 
uinas, Hanna, Keifer, formerly Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives; Kelley—“ Pig Iron Kelley,” as heis familiarly known— 
a great Republican light. We find also the names, the familiar 
Republican names, of ALDRICH, Bayne, Brewer, T. M. Brown, 
Calkins, Foster, and Ryan—men whom the Republican party has 
delighted to honor on account of their ability and their reputa- 
tions; and in their midst I find also the name of the now President 
of the United States, voting for these resolutions; voting for the 
free coinage of silver; voting for the Bland-Allison Act; voting 
for everything which is now defined as trenching upon honor. 

Moreover, Mr. President, I might say that those who have had 
charge of the Treasury of the United States by the voice of both 
parties have been men who supported these resolutions. I find 
eminent Democrats standing side by side with eminent Repub- 
licans in support of them. Amongst them J. G. Carlisle, 8. 8. 
Cox, of New York, Sparks, Springer, Saylor, Durham, Herbert, 
Ewing, Turner, and the distinguished jurist, John Randolph 
Tucker, of Virginia. 

Nay, Mr. President, I find the President of the United States in 
this category; and surely the Grand Old Party, which is particu- 
larly strong in preaching public morals to this country, would 
never have elevated to the Presidency of the United States one 
who had ever advocated a thing which they thought of question- 
able honor. 

The platforms of the Republican party, the platforms of the 
Democratic party, the platforms of the Populist party, have all 
united in one way or another in support of the principles or the 
policy which are embodied in these resolutions; and it can not be 
that all the parties of this country have at one and the same time 
advocated any dishonorable thing. 

Mr. President, I have before me a transcript of a portion of the 
speech made by the distinguished gentleman who is now Chief 
Magistrate of this nation. I have the utmost respect for his au- 
gust office; I have great respect for the eminent talents and attain- 
ments and personal virtues which he has brought to its discharge, 
and surely he, who has been put before us by the very gentlemen 
who are here insinuating dishonor against the advocates of these 
resolutions, would never have published these sentiments unless 
in a land of moral enlightenment he knew he would have the sup- 
port of honorable and worthy men. 

On September 12, 1890, at a meeting of the Ohio League of Re- 
publican Clubs at Toledo, this distinguished gentleman thus ex- 
pressed himself in regard to what was then sought to be made the 
policy of the Democratic party of the country. With respect to 
President Cleveland, Mr. McKinley said: 

During all his years at the head of our Government he was nara 
one of our precious metals, one of the great products, discrediting silver an 
enhancing the price of gold. 

How would those remarks apply to-day to the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] and to the Senator from Connecticut 
ee PLATT], who spoke on yesterday? The thing that their 

-resident denounced is the thing that they are here doing now, 
dishonoring one of our precious metals and enhancing the price of 
gold. 

He endeavored— 

Says the distinguished speaker— 


even before his inauguration to office, to stop the coinage of silver dollars, 
and afterwards, tothe end of his Administration, persistently used his power 
to thatend. He was determined to contract the circulating medium and de- 


monetize one of the coins of commerce, limit the volume of money among the 
people, make money scarce, and therefore dear. 
I refer the distinguished Senator from Connecticut to this speech 
for an answer to his argument on yesterday about cheaper money. 
Mr. McKinley proceeds further. He says: 


He would have increased the value of money and diminished the value of 
everything else—money the master of everything, everything else the 


servant. 

Was this, Mr. President, arraying class against class? Was this 
making war upon wealth? Was this going beyond the border 
ground of honor? If it was, why have these gentlemen who are 
here lecturing us elected as President of this country and rejoiced 
over the election of the man who did it? 

The distinguished speaker continues: 

He was not thinking of the poor then. He had left theirside. He was not 
standing forth in their defense. Cheap coats, cheap labor, and dear money; 
the sponsor and promoter of these, professing to stand guard over the wel- 
fare of the poor and lowly. Was there ever a more glaring inconsistency or 
reckless assumption? 

‘*Professing to stand guard over the welfare of the poor and 
lowly ’—does that describe the attitude of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts and the Senator from Connecticut on yesterday? They 
seem to be at the head of their own selected bands and appeal to 
us. The Senator from Massachusetts had charge of the widows 
and orphans of Massachusetts. The Senator from Connecticut 
had put himself in command of the Grand Army and appealed 
for the pensioners. I would say to those who heard the Senator 
from Massachusetts, in the language of the elder Weller, ‘‘ Bevare 
of the vidders, Samivel; bevare of the vidders.” 

Some widow in her weeds is always brought into the Senate 
Chamber to stand up for the bondholder and to be appealed to as 
his friend, and the pensioners of the country, the men who fought 
for its flag, the brave men who had a dream in their heart, and 
who were not thinking of sordid gold and silver—what is this that 
we heard uttered into their ears? Is it, Mr. President, the bugle 
cry of honor to stand up for the Constitution and the laws of the 
land to which they have devoted their lives? Is it the charge 
upon some enemy who wishes to assail them? No, Mr. President, 
it is the dead march of Constitution and law played to enlist the 
men who fought for honor and for country in the sordid ranks of 
the money changers. 

Were not these men, Mr. President, who give us these texts to 
preach from, soldiers of the Union? Was not J. D. Cox, of Ohio, 
an eminent soldier? Was not Keifer, of Ohio, another? Was not 
Ewing? Was not the present President of the United States one 
who won his first spurs in the ranks of the Union Army? And 
are we to be told that these men, who have been put up to illus- 
trate the high moral sentiment and the construction of the Con- 
stitution and laws by the Republican party, have been palming off 
upon this country namby-pamby nonsense when they taught thus 
and exhorted the people to stand by the ancient money of their 
fathers and to stop making money dear and to stand guard over 
the poor and the lowly? 

I shall pass by these questions, which have no place in this de- 
bate. They have been brought in to eke out the lion’s skin with 
that of the fox. Itis not a question of honor which is submitted 
to us; itis a question of law; a great question of public policy; 
and if these gentlemen who are discussing here had met this ques- 
tion upon the lines to which it properly belongs I should not have 
had to take the trouble of holding up to them the lesson which 
they have taught the country, and to remind them of the teach- 
ings of their illustrious leaders and champions. 

Now, Mr. President, I shall undertake the prosaic task of goin 
into these resolutions, of attempting to expound their history an 
meaning, of sifting the statutes which relate to them, and of show; 
ing so clearly that he who runs may read that there is no doubt 
about their correctness and about their being the essence of our 
Constitution and of our law. 

The first act referred to in these resolutions is that entitled ‘‘An 
act to strengthen the public credit,” approved March 18, 1869, 
The present policies of the Republican party are ostensibly to 
strengthen the public credit. The public credit is so good, Mr, 
President, that all of our securities of every kind are far above par; 
nay, the securities which we absolutely refused to agree to pay in 
gold or to impart any golden tint to sold high above par upon the 
market when, according to the construction of President Cleve- 
land, we paid a big bonus of $16,000,000 to preserve the option 
which we yet retain. That act is brief, and is as follows: 


Act of March 18, 1869, to strengthen the public credit. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That in order to remove any doubt 
as to the purpose of the Government to discharge all just obligations to the 
public creditors, and to settle conflicting questions and interpretations of 
the laws by virtue of which such obligations have been con , itis 
hereby provided and declared that the faith of the United States is solemnly 

ledged to the payment in coin or its equivalent of all the obligations of es 
Bnited States not bearing interest, known as United States notes, and of 
the interest-bearing obligations of the United States, except in cases where 
the law authorizing the e of ony such obligation has expressly pro 
that the same may be paid in lawful money or other currency than gold 


1898. | 





silver. But none of said interest-bearing obligations not already due shall be 
redeemed or paid before maturity unless at such time United States notes 
shall be convertible into coin at the option of the holder, or unless at such 
time bonds of the United States bearing a lower rate of interest than the 
bonds to be redeemed can be sold at par in coin. And the United States also 
solemnly pledges its faith to make provision at the earliest practicable period 
for the redemption of the United States notes in coin. 


I will observe about it that there was no contention at that time 
that the public debts of the United States should be paid in gold, 
nor was there a single existing circumstance out of which even 
the most shallow pretension could be drawn that there was any 
obligation either existing before that act or created by it to pay 
them in gold coin. There was not a suggestion or a trace of gold 
in the debates upon the subject. 

The sole point of difference at that time was, as shown by con- 
temporaneous history, by the debates in Congress, and by the very 
exvlicit language of the act itself, whether these bonds should be 
paid in the paper currency of the United States, which had been 
made a legal tender for public and private debts, or in the gold 
and silver coin which Congress is authorized to utter under the 
Constitution. 

The doubt referred to in the act as to the purpose of the Gov- 
ernment with respect to its obligation was a doubt created by the 
expressions of leading public men and by political bodies and 
public meetings in favor of discharging the bonds in greenback 
notes; and “the conflicting questions and interpretations of law” 
by virtue of which such obligations had been contracted thus 
hinged upon the meaning of the word “dollar” as used in the 
obligations themselves. 

The act of February 25, 1862, authorizing the first issue of green- 
backs, “ $150,000,000, not bearing interest, payable to the bearer 
at the Treasury,” provided that they— 
shall be receivable in payment of all taxes, internal duties, excises, debts’ 
and demands of every kind due to the United States, except duties on im- 
ports; of all claims and demands against the United States of every kind 
whatsoever, except for interest on bonds and notes, which shall be payable 
in coin; and shall also be lawful money and a legal tender in payment of all 
debts, public and private, within the United States, except duties on imports 
and interest as aforesaid— 


And it was additionally provided: 


Such United States notes shall be received the same as coin, at their par 
value, in payment for any loans that may be hereafter sold or negotiated by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and may be reissued from time to time as the 
exigencies of the public interest may require. 

Thus in most explicit and discriminating language was this 
paper currency made legal tender for Federal, State, and private 
debts—for all debts, indeed, except duties on imports and interest 
on the bonds and notes of the United States—and then, to ‘‘make 
assurance double sure, and take a bond of fate,” the clear, explicit, 
and cumulative provisions were made that the currency notes 
should be “‘ lawful money,” and that they should be received the 
same as coin in payment of any loan thereafter sold or negotiated 
by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

There did not seem room to doubt, if human language can be 
made to remove it, that the principal of the debts of the United 
States were payable in such currency—certainly the debts there- 
after contracted—and so eminent and capable a spokesman of the 
party then in power as the Hon. John Sherman was at first indig- 
nant at the pretension that the greenbacks were not legally ten- 
derable in discharge of our Federal obligations. 

Those who contended otherwise were then the men who were 
sneered and scoffed at as attacking the Government and of mak- 
ing war upon the currency which supported it. Indeed, Mr. 
Sherman characterized the attempt to degrade them as repudia- 
tion, and in a memorable letter refuted the claims of the ever- 
busy money changers, who alternate their public utterances be- 
tween lecturing on honor and the inviolability of contracts and 
inviting new and more burdensome contracts to saddle upon the 
=e victims of their perfidious practices and their ethereal 
cr be 

Mr. President, I shall read this letter of the Hon. John Sher- 
man. It is a concise and well-conned document. It is the utter- 
ance of an experienced and learned statesman, and I shall spread 
it upon these records, that the Republican party may have oppor- 
tunity to recur to some of the fundamental principles of the lead- 
ers who have been put by it in power. 

It is dated United States Senate Chamber, Washington, March 


30, 1868, a little while prior to the passage of the act to strengthen 
the public credit: 


DEAR Srp: I was glad to receive your letter. My personal interests are 
the same as yours, but, like you, Ido not intend to be influenced by them. 
My construction of the law is the result of careful examination, and I feel 
quite sure an impartial court would confirm it if the case should be tried 
before a court. I send you my views as fully stated inaspeech. Your idea 
that we propose to repudiate or violate a promise when we offer to redeem 
the “principal” in legal tenders is erroneous. 

Ithink the bondholder violates his promise when he refuses to take the 
same kind of money he paid for the bonds. If the case is to be tested by the 
law, I am right. If it is to be tested by Jay Cooke’s advertisement, I am 
wee I hate repudiation or aos like it, but we ought not to be de- 

from what is right for fear of undeserved epithets. under the law 
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as it stands the holders of five-twenties can only be paid in gold, the | 1 








holder can demand only the kind of money he paid, then he isa repud or 
and extortioner to demand money more valuable than he gave : 
Truly, yours. 
JOHN SHERMAN 

The sternest rebuke that any Republican upon this floor can 
administer to a Democrat is to say to him *‘ you are repeating the 
language of our Republican leaders.” There is much to admire 
in this letter of Mr. Sherman. The “careful examinat 
made by him and the high position he occupied alike gave import 
to his communication. The high tone with which he renounced 
the influence of ** personal interest” to stand u i vinent 
of the bonds in the lawful money of the country is: ng as 
the sound argument which he employs to enforce the rectitude 
of his intentions, and those arguments are indeed worthy « n 
impartial court which reads language according to it n 


meaning. 


Not less striking is the sound morality which he ev t 
tion the law as impartially construed, and his r el u ) 
bondholder violated his promise when he refused to take *‘ the 
same kind of money he paid for the bonds” was timely, in v 
of the arrogant and self-righteous assumption which s s 
characterizes those who preach honor in order to violate contracts 
and advertise their own virtues on commission. His allusion to 


the unauthorized declarations of the thrifty ldlemen was 
equally pertinent, but we can but admire his loyal appeal to the 
law as a test of his opinion, instead of the boor ; 

orous huckster of bonds. 


Surely he gave us an example worthy of all imitation, and that 
example [ shall attempt to follow, when he « red \ ild 
not be deterred from what is right by undeserv pithets. 

A year later, when these resolutions were under debate here, 
Mr. Sherman had undergone 2 change of heart, but no ex ve 
golden tint had yet manifested itself in the hues of his opini 


What is the first section of this } 


He said, when debating the bill to strengthen the public 





t is simply a solemn pledge that all the obligations of the Unit 
shall be paid 

How?— 
in gold or silver coin— 

Attaching the obligation to pay to the silver coin as well as to 
the gold con— 
except only those where the law expre 
in lawful money. 

Again he said in that debate: 

The honor of the country, the good faith of the nation, the interest the 
laborer, the rich and the poor, all classes, demand that we 
specie payments as early as possible and place all the obligations 
ple of the United States upon the solid basis 


Of what?— 
of gold and silver coin. 


y provides that they shall 1 l 


to-day, wherever the champion may be found. 
William Pitt Fessenden, a Senator from Maine, was a member 
of this body at that time, a distinguished leader of the Repu 
party, one who had occupied the position of Secretary of the 
Treasury. He said: 
Sir, I meant what I said and the Congress of the United Stat 
it said, that it would pay so many dollars. 


This was the law interpreted by its champion. This is 








What was adollar? A dollar was defined bystatute. It was gold 
coin. 

The Hon. Oliver P. Morton, of Indiana, pointed out in this ( - 
ber four distinct acts of Congress under which he contended thera 
was a vested right in the people to pay the bonds in legal-tender 
notes, 

And now Ipropound the question. It iseither intended by this] ce 
anew contractoritis not. If it is iz nded to makea new < ’ I t 
against it. 

We should do foul injustice to the Government and t pe the 
United St safter we have sold these bondson x Y than 
60 cents on the dollar now to make a new contract for the benelit of the 


holders. 


This was a man of large influence in the councils of the Repub- 
lican party, a war governor, a man of ability and will and learn- 
ing and character. He denounced the making of a new co : 
as a foul injustice to the people of the United States, and he re- 
minded the Senate, what the Senator from Massachusetts 3 to 
have forgotten or at least which he has utterly ignored, that on the 
average the bonds were bought at about 60 cents on the dollar, 


Sixty cents upon the dollar! Does this not put to flight the high- 
sounding pleas of equity and honor so often sounded in our ears? 


Again said Mr. Morton: 


It gives to those laws a construction I do not believe in and that I have 
shown is contradicted by at least four acts of Congress. 

Again: 

Sir, it is understood, I believe, that the passage of a bill of this kind v l 


have the effect in Europe, where our financial questions are not well lor 
stood, to increase the demand, and that will enable the t erators to 
sell the bonds they have on hand at a proiit. . 
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Indeed, there was unanimity in the Senate of the United States 
when, in 1869, the act to strengthen th e public credit was passed 
upon one point—those for greenbac! ft those for hard money 





all concurred—that this money meant ailv r as well as gold; 
indeed, we need not be informed that such is the case, 
the express language of the statute itself. 

I turn now to the second act, the act of July 14, 1870, which is 
mentioned in the resolution, being the act to authorize the refund- 
ing of thenational debt. The bonds provided for in that act are 
made ‘* in of present standard value,” and the in- 


and, 
for such is 


deemable in ec 


terest is made payable ‘‘ semiannually on such coin;” that is, of 
present standard value; that is, of the standard value of July 14, 
1870. Standard value, not market value; present standard, not 
future standard; coin, not gold coin, not silver coin, but coin 
whether of gold or silver, indifferently taken. 


Why do bondholders and mon ey lenders put in thei $ 
requisition of present standard value as measurt 
Obviously to prevent a possible change in the 
lation fri 


r contract 
of payment? 
standard by legis- 
m bringing them alessamountofmetal. It isa bad rule 
that does not work both ways. 

The United States put ‘‘present standard value” in their con- 
tracts to destroy the motive in the moneyed class to change the 
standard for their own benefit; it warned them beforehand to 
the precise standard by which they would be paid; az 
astute and greedy s phistry find anything in this statute to argue 
from that even if we h ave changed our sté andard it should be given 
ex post facto application to measure payments and liens which 
have already been measured and provided for according to a spe- 
cifically named aud identified standard then in vogue: and referred 
to as the standard in those contracts? 

The third act referred to in the resolution before us is that of 
January 14, 1875, for the resumption of specie payments. There 
is often much even in the title of an act or in the common name 
by which the act is called. There is much in this title and in this 
name. It was for the res 
resumption of gold payments. 
to resume. It was not for the resumption of silver payments. 
We had never had silver payments to resume. It was for the 
resumption of specie payments, and by historic definition that 
very name applied to gold and silver coin. 

That act specifically required that silver should be coined in 10, 

and 50 cent coins, to redeem fractional currency of similar 
denominations; it repealed the limit on the aggregate of national- 
bank circulation; it fixed a limit of three hundred millions on the 
amount of Treasury notes to be continued in circulation; it pro- 
vided for the redemption ‘‘in coin” of greenbacks then outstand- 
ing on: and after January 1, 1879; it appropriated ‘ ‘any surplus 
revel ’ in the Treasury to redemption purposes; not gold or 
silver, but ‘‘any surplus money;” and in describing the bonds 
to be issued it reached back to July 14, 1870, before silver had been 


ac 
as 


95, 


1ue 


tampered w ith, and authorized the Secretary of the Treasury to 
issue | bonds such as are described in that act ‘‘to authorize the 
refunding of the national debt, with like qualities, privileges, and 
exemptions.’ 

It is a general principle of law applying to deeds and wills and 


contracts. It is a general principle of the moral law, as well as of 
the common law and of the written law, that no man can claim 
under a particular provision of a will, deed, contract, or statute 
and at the same time repudiate its other provisions. Accepting 
the exemptions and privileges accorded them in the statutes, how 
can the bondholders repudiate the qualities inherent in the bond 
and expressly engraved upon its face? 

The resolution points out that the coin referred to in the bonds 
issued . the United States includes silver dollars of the weight 
of 412) grains each; that they are among the coins of the present 
standard i wales as expressed in the authorizing act, and that they 
were by the act of January 4, 1837, made a legal tender of pay- 
ment according to their nominal value for any sum whatever. 

Back to this act as their basis do all the statutes on the subject 
of bonds refer by plain expression, and by necessary and inevi- 
table implication if the expression were lacking. The act of 1837 
is as much a part of every coin bond of the United States now 
outstanding as if it were fully written out upon its face in totidem 
verbis. No lawyer will deny it. No man can dispute it. 
publicist can question it. When we then contracted to pay coin 
in the United States we meant our coin, and we meant that coin 
of the present standard value as fixed in the law by the act of July 
14, 1837. 

We ought not, in my humble judgment, to go behind the writ- 
ten contract at all. We did that once for the benefit of the in- 
vestors. We went behind the contracts that existed before 1869. 
We strengthened the public credit, made the bonds which had 


1d where can | 
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been bought at 60 cents upon the dollar 100-cent bonds. It was 
supposed by the country, it would be imagined by any reasonable 
man at any time, that having had their bonds transmuted from 


paper bonds into specie b nds, a aye? a 
of 40 cents on the dollar thereby, 
with such generous treatment. 

But it has only, on the part of some of them, whetted their appe- 
tite for more. If we do go behind the bonds in search of equity 
and in defiance of law, we could only fix upon the original con- 
sideration of the bonds as the proper fact to determine what 
should be paid to the bondholder. But he who asks equity must 
do equity. 

If the bondholder wishes to open the question of what he paid 
for the bonds he must open it wide enough to let the Government 
show in all cases what it received for the bonds. When this is 
done the case revealed is against the bondholder, and the equity 
which he pretends to invoke would scatter desolation and dismay 
in all the bondholding ranks, and would refute all the pretensions 
of his champions upon this floor. 

Oliver P. Morton reminded the creditors that the consideration 
paid was in value about 60 cents on the dollar; and if the question 


ving derived an advantage 
1ey W ould at least be content 


| of consideration be opened, the resolution of Senator Garrett 


ye 
av 


Davis, of Kentucky, to which I referred yesterday, offered in this 
body March 15, 1869, will furnish a proper guide and test. That 
resolution was this: 

That the just and equitable measure of the obligation of the United States 
upon their outstanding bonds which were issued and sold as a means of bor- 
rowing money is the value at the time, in gold and silver coin, of the paper 





at 
| currency advanced and paid on those bonds. 


we tae one who casually heard the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Hoar] would have supposed that he was the advocate 
of that principle. But he has not been heard to return to it since 
he discovered to what chasm it would lead him. 


The resolution of Mr. Davis was voted down. The bondhold- 


| ers and their associates refused to adopt the principle now com- 


umptior of specie payments, not for the | 
We had never had gold payments | 





No |! 


| ported by him. 


mended to us by the Senator from Massachusetts. They dared 
not invokeit. They say, ‘‘ The contract cuts it out.” We say the 
same thing, and are at one with them as soon as we analyze their 
position, both as to what law and what equity demand. 

! might refer in this connection to the fact that when the act to 
strengthen the public credit was before the House of Representa- 
tives, and as it was originally introduced in the Senate of the 
United States, it contained a second section, which I will cite for 
the information of my associates: 

Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That any contract hereafter made spe- 
cifically payable in coin, and the consideration of which may be a loan of 
coin or a sale of property or the rendering of labor or service of any kind, 
the = ice of w hich as carried into the contract may have been adjusted cn 
the is of the coined value thereof at the time of such sale or of the ren- 
dering of such service or labor, shall be legal and valid, and may be enforced 
according to its terms; and on the trial of a suit brought for the enforcement 
of any such contract proof of the real consideration may be given. 

So at the time when the act to strengthen the public credit 
was passed in formal legal proposition, presented both to the 
Senate and to the House, there was considered a proposition now 
commended to us by the Senator from Massachusetts and his 
party, and the friends of the bondholders voted it down. 

In no case, it was the opinion of the House and Senate alike, and 
in my judgment they were correct, should you ever leave a bond, 
a security of the United States, out upon the market or issue it to 
the public servants or public creditors with any question as to 
what it meant, with any doubt as to the standard of value to 
which it referred, with any kind of trouble in the minds of men 
as to what should be paid, and in the nature of things to attempt 
to do what is suggested here for the purpose of strengthening the 








ol 
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| weak places in debate will destroy any system of finance, break 


down the credit of the Government which it is pretended it would 
favor, and remit us to a kind of loose and indiscriminate practice 
with respect to our bonds utterly destructive of investors and of 
their interests. 

The Hon. John Sherman at that period possessed opinions quite 
similar to those of the Hon. Garrett Davis, of Kentucky, for the 
act of 1869, with this clause in it which I have cited, was sup- 
And Mr. Sherman, March 11, with respect to the 
second section which I have quoted, said: 

Certainly it is not the desire of the Senate to authorize a creditor to com- 
pel a payment in coin where currency was the consideration, and thus add to 
the burden of the debt some 30 or 40 per cent. 

So by leaving out the consideration of the bond as a question to 
be referred to in ascertaining the terms of the payment, according 
to the present premier of this Administration, the country lost 30 
or 40 per cent. At that time he was speaking for the people of 
this country, and he alluded to the hardships they were suffering, 
the burdens of taxation which were heaped upon them, to make 
the bond the closure of the case. 

Mr. President, it is with reference to these bonds just as it is 
with reference to the contract of option to pay them in gold or 
silver. For the option we have paid. millions and millions. For 
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the opti on, with reference simply to those bonds issued by th 
Cleveland Administration, we have paid or are to pay somethin 
like $75,0 00,000, five times as much money as the first Democratic 











President of this country paid for the acquisition of the great 
Louisiana empire. 

So we have these coin bonds, and according to tl atement 
upon this floor of the le ading financie ier of of tho Republican p 
one who has been foremost in its councils for thirty yea e 
paid our creditors 30 or 40 cents upon the dollar to hay 18 } 


llege of paying our bonds according to our option, which s' 
exists, in silver or in gold. 

But it seems, Mr. President, it was the desire of the Senate 1 
do just the thing at that time which so shocked the sensibilities 
of Hon. John Sherman, and it did it by striking out the saving 
clause which hefavored. It isolated the bond from the considera 
tion that created it. It stood upon the law as Congress then 
enacted it, the law favorable to the bondholders, the law that 
they desired, the law that their advocates stood for; and having 
asked for the law, benefited by the law, accepted the consider: tion 
of the law, excluded the purpose of the original consideration for 
their own benefit, they now turn around in this body and contend 
that the law making coin a medium of payment should be changed 
to conform to new-fangled views which they themselves at that 
time repudiated. 

Mr. President, what if silver was partially demonetized between 
February 12, 1873, when the standard dollar was dropped from 
the coinage, to the year 1878, when these resolutions were adopted 
on January 25, and when, a little later, February 28, 1878, the 


Bland-Allison Act was passed to ‘‘authorize the coinage of the | 


standard silver dollar and to restore its legal-tender character,” 
the contract of the United States with its creditors remained the 


saine, and all new contracts were made on the same specified | 


basis. A supension of the exercise of right does not alter right. 


A. temporary impairment of a contract in its fulfillment does not | 


affect the integrity of its obligation. 

Why the Senate when it favors bondholders or seeks to favor 
bondholders at the expense of the people will not go into the ques 
tion of consideration for the bond would be more fully realized if 
we were to peruse Senate Executive Document No. 67 of the 
Forty-fifth Congress, second session. There will be found infor- 
mation in official form that disposes of the so-called equity of the 
bondholder to demand gold in payment of his bond, 

That document is a letter from Hon. John Sherman, Secretary 


of the Treasury, dated April 22, 1878, written in reply to a resolu- | 


tion of the Senate adopted January 15, 1878, on the motion of Mr. 
Hereford, of West Virginia, pending the considera 


copy. The letter contains a statement of the issues of loans and 
Treasury notes from March 4, 1861, to June 30, 1877, inclusive, 
with citatior of the authorizing acts, the rate at whic h sold, and 
the currency in which they were paid for. 
ask, Mr. President, as I do not care to read it all, to append to my 
remarks as a part thereof. (See appendix.) 

3ut, Mr. President, I will refer to it in debate. It will be seen 
tbat the total amount received into the Treasury of the United 
States for the bonds of the United States in currency up to that 
time was $4,448,334,810.27 

976,627 987.72. 

Mr. C AFFERY. What is the date? 

Mr. DANIEL. This was upto June 30,1877. I will put the 
document in the RECORD that the Senate may have full opportu- 
nity to inspect it. Of currency more than of coin the amour nt was 
$3.471.706,822.55. Among the securities we find that issued for 
currency was the temporary loan, $725,129,715.25; certificates of 
indebtedness, $561,753,241.65, and a great variety of b onds, all of 
which are givenina schedule. As to the $976,627,987.72 for which 
currency was not received, what was received, Mr. President? 
Gold? No one says so; but the very thing which we propose to 
pay—that is, coin— and which we propose to pay by the pending 
resolution not only those for which we received coin but those 
also for which we received currency. 

Now, to sum up the effect of that statement, let me say that in 


all the acts referred to therein which may affect any obligations | 


which were issued under any law — between the time whe 

silver was demonetized in part and when the Bland-Al lison Act 
restored it in part it will be found that there is not a single act 
that affects either the law or the equity of the pending resolution. 


tion of the | 
Matthews resolution, of which the resolution now before us is a | c¢ 


This document I shall | 


and the total amount of coin was | 
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preexisting at a time when freec Lire m 
of all of the outstanding bonds of the United § t 
exception of any kind, is the consideration of money without 1 
to whether it was gold or silver 
express contract that they shall be of the char rand 
tion of those which are payable in any kind of [ 1 
whe er 1t | id or lver 
Has anytl i ed in t ince »v n 
the eitect ror f tl I C1 Wet ‘ \ 
quent laws or any subseque pul facts mpaired o1 
changed the contracts therein so concisely and clearly construed? 
Nothing has transpired to weaken t l . Much | 
trans pire d to strengthen it. The Bland-All 1 Act of 1878 
strengthens it. That act restored to coinage the standard si 
dollar. F r twenty years, u der its provisions, that dollar has 
been a full legal tender for all obligations cept when otherwise 
speci ified in the contract. ; 

There is not a single bond issued by the United States which 
| specifies anything else than coin. As it is not otherwise specified 
in any of the bonds, standard silver dollars have been for twent 

years, under the law of this land, as they were prior to the time 
the issue of the bonds, legal tender ] ment and legal 
tenders in hand for that expre 





The Sherman Act of 1890 strenet! , for 
creased the amount of the standard silver dollars and reaffir: 














I ied 
their legal-tender quality. The act repealing the ing 
| clause of the Sherman Act also strengthened thi ion, 
Even in repealing the purchasing claus that act lid 
in 1893 under promises and expectations w i have not been veri- 
fied, and by which, Mr. President, I beg leave to say I was not de- 
ceive ‘d, we placed upon the statute books our unalterable deter- 
mination, the determination of the Republican party, the deter 
mination of the Democratic party, the determination of the Con 
gress of the country to do hat? 
To a ntinue the use of b oth rold and silver. How and in what 
haracter? ‘‘As standard money.” Notas token money, not as 
subsidiary currency, not as redeemable, secondary, and sul - 
| nate money, but as standard money; and not only to continue to 
use it, but also to coin both gold and silver into money of jual 
in ti nsic and exchangeable value. 

», th n, Mr. President, every Senator upon this floor who has 
undertaken toadminister a lecture tothe Democratic party has been 
himself a party to making these so-called 40-cent dollars the stand- 
ard money of this country; has been himself a party to making 
them legal tender for the discharge of all public and priv ite debts, 
And yet, Mr. Presi lent, the gentlemen who have done this thin 
the party who are responsible for t} hing, would seem 
unconscl us that ‘Gas are doin y themselves or their ¢ intrvi i 
any wrong when they make pretensions upon this floor which would 

|} cut down their own characters, besmirch their own record, and 
mire them upto the neck in the stains with which they endea l 


I have examined those acts. One of them, of December 17, 1873, | 


authorized $20,000,000 of coupon bonds to take up a debt con- 
tracted in 1858 and 1859. 

The act of January 14, 1875, was for the redemption of green- 
back notes, and is the act to provide for the resumption of = cie 
payments which I have heretofore pointed out, analyze d, and in- 
terpreted. The act of March 3, 1875, was an appropriation for 
public works, with a proviso that the bonds issued shall be of the 
character and description set out in the act entitled “An act for 


the refunding of the public debt,” approved July 14, 1870. The 


} 
} 
| 


to besprinkle us. 
The policy declared to keep the coins at par does not alter the 


promise to use them and t 5 colt them. Now that we have them 
in the Treasury—have them in the Treasury by Republican legis 
lation, have them in the Treasury by the high mora! creeds now 
preached to us and at us—we should use them. And now that 
we have the bullion there, put there by New Engla ind t 
tepublican party, we should coin it, as they promised to do. In 
doing so we should take the greatest of all steps to discharge the 
| other part of that act to keep the coins at par, a step which has 
always tended to keep them at par, a step without which they 
can never be put at par, the step which is the plain, obvious, con- 
stitutional, historical, and customary course to preserve parit 


We should ourselves at least treat at par the thine which we 
wish others to take at par, an 1 freely coin the bullion of each metal 


at par, and mi ike both gold and silver an equal legal tender at par, 
and pay our debts with them at par according to the contract, ac 
cording to the Constitution, a rding to the laws, according to the 


solemn pledges and enactments of the Republican party and the 
Democratic party alike 

Thus alone, Mr. President, can we keep faith with the people of 
the United States. Th ilo can we make stable and sound 
money. Thus alone can we maintain the integrity of contra 
Thus alone can we effectuate our free bimetallic Constitution. 


l 


Thus alone can we build up an independent national system of 
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finance and escape subserviency and dependency upon London 
and upon Europe. 

The repeated and persistent refusal of Congress to authorize the 
issue of gold bonds has not only strengthened the resolution, Mr. 
President, but the repeated concessions of both Democratic and 
Republican Presidents that they have no such authority have offi- 
cially confirmed the law as expressed in the resolution and given 
to it the construction which we ask for now, the sanction of their 
legal concurrence and approbation. President Cleveland and 
President McKinley have both acknowledged that the law is as 
we contend for, and the country has paid dearly, if their support- 
ers may be believed, to keep it as it is—that is, free from any out- 
standing obligation on our part to pay gold. 

Mr. President, if but a little silver was coined before 1873 into 
standard silver dollars, much has been coined since 1878, when 
this resolution was adopted. Much has been coined by the action 
of the Republican party, and by its sole action. Neither the one 
circumstance nor the other can affect either the law or the equity 
of it. Because sometimes we have paraded before us the fact, as 
was the case when the resolution was originally considered, that 
only some eight million standard silver dollar pieces were coined by 
the United States prior to 1873, an argument is made that ‘‘ coin” 
as used in the bcnds could not have had reference to silver, since 
so little had been coined, and it is attempted to be reenforced by 
the declaration that Thomas Jefferson, when President, stopped 
the coinage of silver doilar pieces. 

These are but half facts, and can only deceive the ignorant who 
do not know the whole fact. Jefferson never had any legal right 
to stop and never attempted to stop at any time the coinage of 
silver. He favored the coinage of silver. He participated in the 
construction of the act that coined it freely; during his Adminis- 
tration all he could get of it was coined freely, and he desired to 
get and to coin freely more. He wanted more of it, and hence 
caused an order to be issued, as was his rightful discretion, to coin 
it into smaller denominations than dollars, for the reason that our 
dollar pieces contained so much silver that they flowed away from 
us into European mints, where less metal was put into the coin. 

While it is true that we coined only some $8,000,000 into dollar 
pieces, it is also true that we coined nearly a hundred million in 
lesser denominations; and it is also true that at the very time 
when silver was demonetized in 1873 we were coining more silver 
dollar pieces than ever before in the history of the country. It is 
a historical fact that when General Grant was President of the 
United States and unwittingly signed the bill to demonetize sil- 
ver he was in contemplation of silver to come into the mint to 
help him to execute the act of funding the bonds of the United 
States and to perfect his plan for the resumption of specie pay- 
ments. 

He saw what the act meant. He knew what specie meant. He 
looked to the coinage of his country, silver and gold, to enable 
him to execute the law; and he was the most astonished man in 
all this land when there was related to him the fact which he had 
never before known or discovered, that the party to which he be- 
longed, the party of which he was the chieftain, had silently 
dropped out of the coinage that silver dollar which he looked to 
for rescuing his countrymen from debt. 

Ernest Seyd has explained this matter of the little coinage of 
silver in a paragraph in one of his works, which I beg leave to cite 
as pertinent to.this debate: 

The American silver coinage was always liable to exportation, for the 
simple reason that it contained an undue proportion of silver. In all coun- 
tries where the double valuation prevails the relative proportion of value 
between gold and silver stands at 1 to 15}, and the market value of silver in 
countries where it is not a standard give on the average the same result. In 
the United States alone the rate taken was 1 part of gold to 16 of silver 
(15.98837), the proportion resulting from the eagle at 258 and the silver dollar 
at 412} grains. 

The dollar, therefore, contained 3} (3.29) yer cent more silver than it ought 
to have contained according to its nominal value. No wonder then that the 
dollar was rapidly exported and that no one found inducement to bring sil- 
ver to the mints for coinage. And let it be understood that the supp y of 
gold had little or nothing to do with this. Long before the discovery of gold 
in California, ever since 1837, has the effect of this premium on the United 
States silver dollar made itself manifest. 

In exchange for it the foreigner need not have supplied gold. Other com- 
modities served the purpose of realizing elsewhere the large profit which the 
United States gave to the exporter of her silver coin. Much that has been 
a Ses and unsatisfactory in the history of the United States 
currency between 1837 and 1850 owes its origin to this astounding mistake on 
the part of the Government, which must, as everyone can see, have given 
rise to general disorganization of the currency and to disappointment in the 
capacity of the country to retain metallic currency. ; 

I go further and say that it was the cause why America was obliged to 
make so large a use of paper money, with all its evils of unequal interests, 
extravagant habits and expenditure.—Seyd on Metallic Currency, pages 52-53. 


If interest rates on our bonds have been reduced, we have paid 
for this reduction of interest in more ways than one. First, by 
agreeing to pay them in coin and not in legal-tender paper money. 
Forty per cent of the principal is a pretty good price for the re- 
duction of 1 or 2 per cent in interest. Second, by extending the 
time for the payment of the principal and insuring the bondholder 
& long instead of a short investment. Instead of his suffering by 


it he has been benefited byit. So far at least we have voluntarily 
and gratuitously paid him in gold, and that we have paid him in 
gold is a fact extraneous to our engagement, extraneous to law, 
extraneous to equity, but a fact nevertheless which should excite 


we gratitude for the past instead of whetting his greed for the 
uture. 


Mr. President, I will read, as apropos of this line of my re- 
marks, from the pen of Prof, John Clark Ridpath: 

Besides— 

Says he— 


the reduction of interest has been a reduction only in name. Inno case has 
the reduction been made until the value of the dollar of the payment has 
been so enlarged as more than to balance the reduction. The same thing is 
true of the payment of principal as well as the payment of coupon. For 
thirty years the American people have been pouring into that hard mael- 
strom the volume of their great resources. 

They have paid on their debt, or at least they have paid in this long period, 
such a prodigious sum that arithmetic can hardly express it. The imagina- 
tion can not embrace it. And yetit isthe truth of the living God that in the 
year 1895, at its close, the national debt of the United States, in its bonded 
and unbonded forms, will purchase as its equivalent in value as much as the 
average of twenty-five of the leading commodities of the American market, 
including real estate and labor, as the same debt would purchase at its maxi- 
mum on the Ist of March, 1866. The people have paid and paid for thirty 
years, and at the end have paid just this—nothing! 


I will ask also to append a table in which this writer endeavors 
to demonstrate what he has thus asserted: 


At the close of 1895 (figures for November 10) the prices current for the 
same staples were as follows: 


Write et RR istics wcincticectweiiatic nine cemiidauininn cilionn eudichinn $0. 58 
FOE, DEP CT inicccccewndgnateh eitqendunnseckensunatinadon wenmhtinés datas: One 
CRD, OO DO rian anvssnwiedoue xqanencteudeadoneadecss pasbclenpwadirionts - 085 
RONG HONE, PON WENN dite tedewetcn ad cokeetenléceendéacmenineetienndbdbne 8.20 
Sugar, per pound, 4} cents to 5} cents; average..........-.....2.---ee0- -05 
Wool, per pound, 20 to 23 cents; average...... --....--nccecccccecccsce - 215 
Beef, per hundredweight, $8.50 to $10.50; average............-..-.----.. 9.50 
Bar iron, per pound, 1.6 to 3$ cents; average.....................-...-.. - 0267 
Superior farming lands, same as above, in Ohio and Mississippi val- 

DOFO GE UIOUIIEIALY ), DOO COU rae once tacticn cacianncntumsccsn ncsetneson 35. 00 


The national debt on the Ist of March, 1866, would therefore purchase of 
the above staples as follows: 











Oe WR dadnessencnaisnhsetnminteennakpddduaenaisttl bushels... 1, 486, 842, 105 
Of flour.... -barrels.. 262, 790, 697 
Of cotton .. ---pounds.. 5,885, 416, 666 
Of mess pork... rrels.. 99, 576, 313 
Of sugar..... ---pounds.. 25, 393, 348, 314 
BE EE cennecatsbliicnis wanintinminninaudnadantitialmnetinna ae do.... 5,330,188, 679 
Of beet ...... --hundredweight.. 181, 967,213 
OR DAP T9OR .. ..necncsascuneccunnsescuaseswestnn sepesenncese pounds.. 41,851,851, 851 
Of superior farming lands, as above (approximately) -...acres.. 7, 666, 666 


The national debt at the close of the year 1895 will purchase of the above 
staples as follows: 


OE WIE, ncn cccnsunnsdvecienaiesensasiaadakendeiebaens bushels.. 2,133, 620,689 
SOE RE. once nicansunnictavecncnetisitiemnimethaimtiietia barrels... 853, 571, 428 
I iit cc cnrcinicscsictnsisiiniominbitiideshatinamaaeendiiaa einai unds.. 14, 558, 823,529 
CO SIE IEE o cn candncincasiecisminenimebnaninnnntnensieineaill rrels.. 150, 915, 853 
SID od noccinintininnta ben smnsnindhagambnianaaaae tan pounds... 24,750, 000,000 
CO Wa cncits cndandtisinniediinanianeeid beeainmmaniianaiale ---- 5,755,813, 953 
NINE sscnsaieintais siensts siesenensaiciceiap bicallaieianneeai pained hundredweight.. 130, 263, 136 
CO I esenes ssn ern wc mitsicmeginiianimian aa ee pounds... 46, 348, 314, 606 
Of superior farming lands, as above (approximately) -.-.acres-_. 85, 357, 142 


The purchasing power of the national debt at the close of 1895 is therefore 
greater than was that of the national debt on March 1, 1866, as follows: 


eT ee ee: ee bushels... 646,778, 5 
ee ee OE Oe 6 c,d encthitencatotntiiinablaissas barrels... 90, 780, 731 
NE GE CN TE iin ceencicinhchatiainnaacaiashdegepel unds.. 8,673, 406, 863 
In the case of mess _— BO iso ccuincticnctennminidinidimmbanane els.. 51,339, 
Fl SES OR WUE Siudsccndacccabussdebeshoddsennentd pounds... 425, 625, 274 
ee eae do.... 4,496, 462, 755 


The purchasing power of the national debt at the close of 1895 is, by like 
deduction, less than was that of the national debt on March 1, 1866, as follows: 


NL ee Se ee unds.. 643,348,314 
Ei TO CRN OF BO  cieninvnctateatoraqenteanameuns hundredweight.. 51,704,076 
In the case of farming lands, as above, by (approximately) .acres.. , 309, 523 

From this calculation it isseen that the purchasing power of the debt at 
the close of 1895 is far greater than it was on March 1, 1866, on six of the nine 
great staples enumerated, and that it is less by a comparatively small per 
cent on only three of the articles enumerated. There is an overwhelming 
preponderance on the average of the whole list in favor of the debt as it 
stands at the close of the current year. That debt, in a word, is worth more 
to the holders than it was at its nominal maximum nearly thirty years ago. 
There is no kind of sophistical argument or doctored statistics in the world 
that can overcome or seriously modify the conclasions here drawn from the 
premises that are incontrovertible. 


Mr. Ridpath says in a note to this pamphlet that Iam quoting: 


The American people have never realized the incalculable sums which 
have been paid out of their Treasury in the ostensible work of discharging the 
interest and principal of the war debt of the nation. Sometime perhaps the 
final aggregate may be made up and historically recorded. Within the first 
ten years after the conclusion of the war—that is, at the close of the fiscal 

ear 1874-75—the Government had woe wy Bo in interest only on the public 
ginning. 


ebt $1,442,057,577.. And this was but the 
Mr. President, I would not under any circumstances impugn, 
depreciate, or repudiate one dollar of the public debt of my coun- 
try. Iam as proud of its honorable character as any Senator 
upon this floor. I would defend it as quickly as any Senator upon 
this floor. No man can say anything against its honor that I 
would not undertake to defend it. 
But, Mr. President, I stand here to support the Constitution of 
my country and to execute its laws. I can not set up for m 
any higher standard for the nation than the lawgivers of the 


vy 


=~ 





1898. 





nation have set up when they have passed legal statutes which 


have had the concurrence and the approbation of the most emi- | thing more valuable than that is, in the silver coin or t! 


nent and able and distinguished men whom both the Republican 
party and the Democracy have produced. 

Indeed, Mr. President, I think that some gentlemen upon this 
floor who manifest so much tenderness about the public debt 
when Democracy undertakes to repeat to them the creeds that 
they have heretofore uttered or the principle which the men 
whom they have put in the foremost positions have defended are 
not always more sensitive about the public debt than we are. 


I have before me the speech made by the senior Senator from | yw: 


Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] January 31, 1894. Iwill say that Ido 
not cite the speech to upbraid him for it. I think he was right 
in every syllable that he uttered. Lapprove him forit. Butifl 
wero disposed to be as captious as he is, I might make the same 
remark to him about tampering with the public credit that he 
does to us when we stand up for the Constitution and the laws. 

He was discussing then a Democratic Administration and a 
Democratic President; he was discussing the issue of bonds; he 
was discussing and touching the sensitive plant called public 
credit, and what did he say? 

I feel bound, therefore, by my sense of public duty, much asI regret to say 
it, to declare that in my opinion the bonds issued and sold by the Treasury 
Department under existing circumstances will be illegal and will impose no 
constitutional or lawful obligation upon the Government for their pees. 
I say this, having a full sense of the gravity of the language which I use. 

I do not think that a person who borrows money from the Government, or 
a bond issued from the Treasury, is bound to see to the application of the 
money as the purchaser of a trust estate is sometimes bound in law. Itis not 
upon that ground that I base the statement. But he is bound, when the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury has authority to borrow money on a specified lawful 
condition, totake notice of the notorious public facts which indicate whether 
that condition exists. . . 

Now, my honorable friend from Ohio— 


Said the senior Senator from Massachusetts— 


does not claim, the Secretary of the Treasury does not claim, that there is 
any condition which exists requiring at the most more than a supply of $30,- 
000,000 to make the redemption fund good. It is not claimed by anybody that 


there is any danger, present or future, of a failure of the resources of the | 


Government of the United States to keep the greenback currency at par 
with gold and to redeem it whenever it is presented at the Treasury. 

The notorious public fact is that the exigency which the law supposes is 
not an existing exigency. Thenotorious public fact is, without disguise, that 
the $50,000,000 or the §75,000,000, or whatever else is to be obtained by these 2 
per cent bonds, is to be paid out for the current expenses of the Government; 
a purpose the borrowing of money for which has never been authorized by 
any act of Congress whatever. 

Thus, Mr. President, the senior Senator from Massachusetts has 
undertaken to say to the Senate of the United States that bonds 
issued by the Treasury Department of the United States are, in 
his opinion, null and void, ‘‘ under existing circumstances will be 


us 


illegal, and will impose no constitutional or lawful obligation upon 
the Government for their payment.” 


He does this, Mr. President, upon the ground that the bond- | 


holder ought to take notice of what? Of the Constitution of his 
country? Not at all. Of the laws of his country? Not at all; 
but the bondholder, he says, should take notice of all those inci- 
dental facts beyond expression in the Constitution and law, and 
upon which the righteousness of a Treasury issue might depend, 
and be governed by those facts, whatever may have been the mis- 
statements to him of the President of the United States, of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and of our authorized official agents, 
whom we have intrusted with the issue of these bonds. And yet, 
Mr. President, when, on the other hand, we stand up here looking 
to no fact beyond the issue of the bonds, not calling in question 
the consideration of their issue, not disputing the validity of their 
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| 


| to pay in coin, I think of 1 





issne, not questioning a statute respecting their issue, and simply | 


say that as they have been issued, so they should be considered 
according to the law as interpreted and recognized to exist by the 
Senate to-day, by the President to-day, and by the President who 


has just retired, he contends that we are doing something dis- | 


honorable, according to his ideas of public credit. 

I do recognize the fact, Mr. President, that the law of honor 
and the law of legal obligation are not synonymous. The law of 
honor may be something more than the law that is nominated in 
abond. It may be that these bonds issued by the Cleveland Ad- 
ministration, according to the opinion of so able a lawyer and so 
enlightened a publicist as the Senator from Massachusetts, were 
illegal; but we have got the money for those bonds; we have 
taken and used it. They were issued by those whom we had made 
our agents to issue them. 

There, Mr. President, under all the circumstances of the case, 
the law of honor settles all questions of law with me. Where 
honor sets its mark, there is the border of the Democratic party, 
and a nation that received the money ought to return it, not by 
legal obligation, if that does not exist, but by the law of honesty 
and fair dealing between man and man. 

But, Mr. President, that is not the issue here. It is the extrem- 


ity of argument to suggest the question of honor and equity be- | 


longing to this subject where we stand upon a specific contract, 
where we have paid for the benefit of it by exempting the bonds 
from taxation, by according special privileges to their holders, by 


enlarging their principal, and by paying that pri: + 


nel Li ~ Le 


| of the country. 


Equity, indeed! When I hear equity appealed toin ord 
bends paid in gold which were bought at from 


) Rg l 
discount in paper, and which we have neverth 





: eaid- 
Equity isar ish th 


“OT y ‘ } ++ 
* cons nh ) l 


rower, so is equity 








If we look at the practice of the Govern: 
through all Administratio1 r stand 
science of the administrat . Ifwel 

and silver—the same standard that we vi 
was opened with respect t ir pul 

of which was ever issued on any , 

If we look beyond the bonds themselves, and beyond t 
sideration paid for them, to the values from which their p 
must be derived, we discern no equity for f] lholder 
mand gold, but we do discern that the « 
tiplied his values and greatly diminished those of 

Mr. President, I shall not prolong this debate. 
lic there must be of neces ity & pa r tne 
try the Democracy is that party. It has made m 
has suffered for them and it has corrected the 
many great and wise and noble deeds whi 
sate for allits errors and leave a mighty 
and of hopeful promise to its credit. 

It has been often defeated, but it has never failed to come to 
time fresh and vigorous on the renewal of conflict; and now, ap- 
proaching the centennial of its birth, it stands before tl 
and the world as the greatest historical organization for 
fense of popular rights and popular interests and f 
of the Constitution and the laws that time has ever known. 
of its old leaders have deserted it; but better leaders and 
Democratic leaders have sprung into their vacated p! 


r) f re! 








aces. 


Some have abandoned its principles as well as its organizatior 
and in peevish tones pipe the inane cries of anarchy that amuse 
the ears which are unannexed to minds capable of digestin ate 
ment. But fresh recruits from other organizations have more 


than supplied their absence; and they are recruits who hay 
perceptions of policies and principles and are more tena 
conviction. Some, not many I hope, have yiel 

Let those pass; we can not outbid their buy: 


Some have bent to hard necessity; wife and child, 1 
cheese, and kisses” have bowed th f taskm S, 
who exacted their manhood as the wes th 
the wolf from thedoor. For them.al Infert 


a 5 hit cblal t iif 
for the criminals who have robbed them of their liberty, 
recording angel still holds out the 
ing sinner and washes away the 























¢ ? ~ Live 
yielded not to plain bargain and corruptio1 
atmospheric pressure of patronag i wealth : Lbla | 
ment. Some, otherwise strong and great, ha lded e 
lassitude of moral energy, even as Merlin, the e, t ’ 
Vivian. 

Meanwhile, however, events argue for ou 
cantly and more eloquently than language. 1 
son and of Jackson, the party that defends the Constitu 
the laws, increases its numbers, it ] l 
bearing that standard of the stars t t h 
many stars and to every star some splend 

Meanwhile, Mr. President, 1896, with its repudiat S, 
its broken pledges, its vanished hopes, recedes from v 8 
mists of the past. Meantime, too, 1900 come 

Slowly comes a hung? l 
One who slowly nods and wink *h 
APPENDIX. 
{Senate Ex. Doc. No. 67, Forty-fifth Congress, second s 

Letter from the Secretary of the Tre ( ’ 

a Senate resolutior of Janua y 1 ! a 

amount of the Government bonds l si Varch 
April 25, 1878.—Referred to the Com: m Fi l I I 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washingt DO , ; 

Srr: In compliance with the following resolution the § ite of J 
15, 1873: 

** Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to inform t 
Senate of the amount of the Government bonds sold since March 4, 18 
ing the amounts of each issue witl date thus sold, the1 am 
ceived from the sale of each issue, he currency in v x 
paid; also the amount paid any syndicate, person, « r S 
same on the market or for purchasing the nv curr 
were paid "— 
I have the honor to forward herewith a statement of th i i 
Treasury notes from March 4, 186l1,to June 30, 1877, inclusive, showing } 
title of each loan, the acts under which issued, the rate at which gold, the 

, 








1086 





amount realized, the principal of each loan, the 
mium and discount, and the amount received in 


securities 


yy conversion. 


Prior to the passage of the acts of July 14, 1870, 
missions and expenses of loans were paid from 
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amount reissued, the pre- 
coin, currency, or in other 


and January 20, 1871, com- 
the general appropriation 


“Expenses of national loans,’ and owing to the number of items involved 
it is impracticable with the present force of the Department to ascertain the 


amount paid for commissions alone. 


tion is invit 


Statemei 


Titles. 








Temporary loan --- 
Certificates of indebted 
ness 
Coin certificates ......-.-- 
Three per cent certificates 
Treasury notes of 1861 
Tem} loan of 1861... 
Seven-thirties of 1861.-....)- 
Old demand notes --.-...- 
Legal tenders.........-..-- 
Fractional currency-.-.-..-..| 


One-year notes of 1863 -.--. 
Two-year notes of 1863 - 
Compound-interest notes 


Seven-thirties of 1864 and 
1865. | 

Loan of Feb. 8, 1861, 1881s 

Oregon war debt 


Loan of 


July and Aug.,1861 


Five-twenties of 1862_.-.... 
Loan of 1863 


Ten-forties of 1864_. 


Five-twenties of 
1864. 

Five-uwenties of June, 1864 

Five-twenties of 1865-. -- 


Consols of 1865 
Consols of IS67_...-. 
Consols of 1868... ... 
Funded loan of 1881 


Certificates of indebted- | 
ness, 1870. | 


Certificates of deposit--....| 
Funded loan of 1891._...... 





t of the issue of loans and Treasury notes since 


| 
March, _ 


As bearing on this matter your atten- 


d to the accompanying copy of a letter from the Register of the 
Treasury of the 5th instant. 


Under the several contracts for placing the bonds authorized by the acts 
of July 14, 1870, and January 20, 1871, a commission of one-half of I per cent 
has been allowed, but the contracting parties were to pay therefrom all ex- 


penses of issue and delivery. 


The net amount of commissions can not there- 


fore be ascertained by the Department. 


Very respectfully, 


Hon. WILLIAM A. WHEELER, 


JOHN SHERMAN, 
Secretary. 


President of the Senate. 





































March /,, 1361, to June 30, 1377, inclusive, prepared in reply to Senate resolution of January 15, 1878. 
Principal. 
se Rates at - ~ — — — : : 
Authorizing acts. : —— | mys : re -| 218 . 
— which sold. Coin. Currency. Conver. | Discount, | Total prin- Premium. | Reissues 
’ sions. cipal. 
_———— as ——e | — sence, acannon | yeasnannsaeaiisnesilf ais 
Feb. 25, May 17 Par........... §$4, 969, 531.91) $725, 129,715.25)... elle jnteeueuuhes $730, 099, 247.16 ............. Se ccaeaneuweess e 
July 11, 1862 | | 
June 30, 1864 | | 
Mat Ls “y's 17, -assnenasns -----ee-| 561,753, 241.65). 2.0000} eee ee | 561, 753, 241.65; $176,809. 88! ...............- 
1862, Mar.3, 1863 
Mar. 3, 1865,sec.5.| Par. ....-.-- 53,313, 700.00)... ee lle 7 oe | . | * 53,313, 700.00: ......- 22-8 | $865, 161, 380. 46 
Mar. 3, 1867, July OO occ ececlocsuasacsccess | cacadeenades eocd $85, 155, 000.00)... 22... | 85,155,000.00.......-.....]/--..2 eee eee 
25, 1868 | 
Mar. 2, 1861 .......|_.....--..2-----| 35,364,430. 00)........0-e00--|.--------- |e eee cence 35, 364, 450.00 414. 70)......2. adaeaae 
July 17,1861 .-.-.- Par.......----| 44,375,000. 00]. 2..00 00.002. — Seeanintn 44,375, 000.00 22... eseueeiiiens lsennaens aaa - 
...-GO.......--.-- | $20,009,850 at 137,978, 300.00). ..... 0222 le | $2,071, 450. 00) ............ + 140, 049, 750. 00 650, B20. 44)... cee eotece 
$3.25 pre- | 
| mium. | 
July 17, Aug. 5, | Par ...... 60, 030, 000.00)... 222. eee eee eee fee eee 60, 030, 000. 00) .....-.-2-..-}.-2.- ee eee eee 
1461, Feb. 12, | | 
1862 
Feb. 25, July 11, | ..do -|oeeeee--------] 447,300, 203.10)__.... 2-2}! *447, 300, 208.10) ........-...-. 980, 573, 396. 90 
1862, Mar. 3, | | j 
1863 
Mar. 3, 1863, | S600 oscnce<c)acceccasuscase 49, 102, 660. 27)_202 2 eee ladésuennnebe | *49, 102,660. 27)....-...---..| 319,617, 419. 24 
June 30, 1864, | | | | | 
ete | 
Mar. 3, 1863 .....- GO nc ceccclaccucecosaeced 44, 520,000.00)... le eee } 44,520,000. 00).............}.-2--22. eee 
_|.....do oan do... 22 -} eee ene ene 166, 480,000.00). tee 166, 480,000. 00)... ... Setund euhoknbeemiekee 
Mar. 3, 1863, June |.....do-...----}.2.......-.--- | 206, 595,440.00) 000.000 le | 266, 595, 440. 00 DUE <edsneattsdsooe 
| 30, 1864 | | | | | 
June 30, 1864, |.........--.---- aehgeteudaades | 829, 992, 500.00)... ee 829, 992, 500. 00 316, 876 rm acbcdaneames eases 
Mar. 3, 1865. | | | | | | 
Feb. 8, 1861_.....- 85 to 1.27 16, 395, 223. 90) ............---- paaoenceenbean $2,019,776.10} 18,415, 000.00) ...... omen | penaewoaed 
Mar. 2, 1861 _---- . t 1,090, 850, 00 1,090, 850.00 ..2.... 22202. Ria 
July lvand Aug.) £50, 000, 000. 00 2... 
5, 1861. J 139, 321, 350.00... 228. 
Feb. 25, 1862, Mar. 514, 771, 600. 00; 1, 826, 868. 75).... 22. aaeunnene 
8, 1864, Jan. 28, | | 
185. 
| Mar. 3, 1863, June | Average pre- |......-.--.--- 75, 000, 000. 00)... 22... l ee eee 75, 000, 000. 00) 3,339,751. 70)....... béadaoece 
30, 1864 mium of 4.13. | | 
} Mar. 3, 1864 -...... | Par to7 WP fnccceccceces 196, 117, 300. 00! Osbnhe euenpesbthuecehiewnens 196, 117, 300.00) 1, 294, 085. 67)_................ 
| cent pre- | 
mium. | 
GO cencceecase!, PAE senccseensslocas cascseses 3, 882, 500. OO}... td eee © OR GOR Giincctnsctiwecct¥ce 
} | | 
Seatne BO, WOE oon isin | eiccts ocnces sade) cc cnnesecccce 125, 561,300.00) 2 et ele 125, 561,300.00) 3,178,710. 
Mar. 3, 1865, Apr. |............----|-2------------ Lc ccceopesceaws Jee ee eee eae 2083, 327, 250. 00 995, 247. 
12, 1566. | 
--dO ......----- b scunau Geveca reed }encccecoceseee 387, 348, 350. 00.581, 134, 950. 00)... 382, 998, 950. 00,21, 529, 199. 85}... oo seenesesce 
WOO on vics bosanclcoten cadencesses}secdeu cece dunslenacddoocens cesalccicececcened | sedaveennat 379, 617, 750. 00 20, 341, 504. 36]. ......... — 
BO onconccceree PRP on cccceseesf access nces ccccfcccanccencennesdl nnnccaccccrcénel ¢genesomoavc Be El i winednnsktestacubune eaecdeece 
June 14,1870; Jan. {|.....do-.-.-.--|-.---2- 2-22} eee eee eee eel ote basi eaesa'sp l dichanier dein else EE EEE 
21,1871; Dec. 17.) |}... 22-222 eee. £39, 540, 550. OO} 2... e eee | 63,996, 600, 00) .......-...- 486, 043,000.00; 462, 365 
i873; Jan 14.) FE one co eiees enna nanciseckslinenacehuccsnens 13, 957, 000. 00) ...... 220. 13, 957, 000. 00). 2... - 
Mar. 3, 1875. te ed ee eee $500,000.00) 20. TN «. caaie<Gadtekhascseditchinmintier ce 
July 8, 1870..-...- Be do 2222222) cues niiacaksuaes | $678, 362.41|_.......... 678, 362.41|....... 
June 8, 1872 ....-.-} » BED <a wnacas ae 64, 780, 000. 00)... a Mieadens mucus #64, 730, 000. 00! isbodbinincetaicaiall 
July 14, 1870,)} | | | 
June 20, ust, ..do 140, 000, 000. 00). 22.2222 2-22 ee a bgid nbtninian ent kia siidans DER SORE Eel ecctenctewtssdunccckscctedétec 
Jan. 14, 1875. —- --——|- — — — - _——— - | - 
| \976, 627, 987. mat, 448, 534, 810. 27 887, 905, 562. 41/7, 358, 544. 19 6, 320, 226, 904. 59 54, 112, 195. 63.2, 478, 819, 196. 60 
| } | | | 


* These are the greatest amounts outstanding at any period, and do not include reissu 





es or exchanges of old for new notes. 


+ The issue in this case was $140,094,750, but $45,000 was canceled before being put in circulation. 
tIssued for outstanding indebtedness. 
§ Advance of Baring Bros., London. 
The issue in this case was $834,382,953.21, but $4,390,453.21 was returned by Jay Cooke & Co. and canceled. 
$50,000,000 6 per cent bonds were sold at a discount, making the loan equivalent to 7 per cent bonds at par. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, REGISTER’S OFFICE, April 5, 1878. | 
Srr: In reply to your letter of the 4th February last, requesting a verifi- 
cation of an accompanying statement of the receipts and expenditures on 


account of loans, Treasury notes, etc., with the records of this office, I would 


respectfully state that the r A 
or rate of commission paid, the amount on which commissions were paid, 
whether paid incoin orcurrency, or the amount paid for discount or received 


for premium. 


The only portion of the statement submitted by you susceptible of verifi- 


ecords of this office do not embrace the amount 


cation is the amount received from loans, Treasury notes, etc., which agrees 
with the records of this office. 
The only additional information, in reply to the resolution of the Senate, 


that could be furnished from the records of this office would be the amount 
of commissions paid under the earlier loans; but as the amounts paid for 
commissions have never been kept separate from the other expenses of loans, 
the information can —_ be obtained 


considering its magnituc 


tion anticipated. 


On this point I await further instructions. 


returned. 


e, would require more clerical force than this office 
can spare from its current work, an 


by an analysis of this account, which, 


would take more time than the resolu- 


The statement is herewith 


Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


Hon. JouHn SHERMAN, 


G. W. SCOFIELD, 
Register. 


Secretary of the Treasury. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, nly a few hours remain between 


this moment and that which has been fixed for taking a vote upon 


this resolution to-morrow. There are many Senators who in that 
time desire to speak, and in justice to them, therefore, I shall oc- 
cupy but avery short time, and I shall also decline all interrup- 
tions, because that simply would tend to protract the time, which 
I desire to make short. 

I shall not try, Mr. President, to add by argument to the sum of 


information or of misinformation which has been accumulated in 


this Chamber during a great many years of debate upon the silver 
I desire only to state my own position in regard to this 
particular resolution, the reasons for the amendment which I have 
offered and which at the proper time I shall move, and the reasons 
also for the vote which I shall give. 

This resolution, in precisely the same terms, was introduced 


question. 


just twenty years ago. 


It is supposed to express merely the opin- 


ion of the Senate; that is, it expresses the opinion of the Senate if 
the House concurs. 


ate has no opinion. 


If the House does not concur, then the Sen- 
The object of the resolution in 1878 was, I 


suppose, to pave the way for the legislation known as the Bland 
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1898. 





Act. and the amendment which I shall move at the proper time is | 
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the same amendment which was then moved by Senator Edmunds, | 


of Vermont. 


When this resolution was originally introduced, I think that | 


there can be no doubt that we had a perfect legal right to make 
the declaration which it contains. Bat, Mr. President, I do not 
think that nations, any more than individuals, can afford to con- 
fine their morality within the bounds of law. A man may live all 
his life without violating the law and keep out of jail during the 
entire period and yet be a very undesirable citizen and very far 
from a moral or honest person. Statutory morality is a poor and 
meager virtue by itself and is far from the best and highest mo- 
rality, either for States or for men. 

At the time this resolution was originally introduced it seemed 
tome to be very unwise and unsound, and also very wrong. |! 
thought so not because it was not lawful, but because it seemed 
to me to violate the obligation which, in point of good morals, 
rested upon the nation. We had borrowed certain moneys and 
given our faith to repay them; we had promised to repay them in 
coin; we had passed laws providing that only coin should be re- 
ceived for duties in order to make provision for the payment of 
those bonds. Coin at that time, with the then existing ratio of 
metals. meant gold, and everyone so understood it, whether it 
was expressed or not, and the United States has paid in that way 
ever since; that is, it has paid according to the general under- 
standing which existed when the money was borrowed and lent. 
Since the period when that resolution was originally introduced, 
the United States has passed another solemn act which bas radi- 
cally changed the legal conditions and in which it has declared 
that it will maintain the parity of all forms of currency. 

The instant that the United States refuses to any creditor or to 
any holder of any obligation the kind of money which that cred- 
itor or holder asks for, that moment that parity ends. Parity can 
only be maintained by having every form of the currency inter- 
changeable, and when the Government refuses to pay one fori of 
currency and insists on paying another, the different forms are no 
longer interchangeable and parity is atan end. If. acting upon 
the opinion expressed in this resolution, the Government should 
insist on paying its creditors in gold, or in silver, or in copper 
as it would have by the terms of this resolution a lawful right to 
do—that moment the parity provided by the act of 1893 ends, and 
in my judgment, Mr. President, the law which solemnly pledges 
this Government to maintain the parity of all forms of its cur- 
rency makes this resolution what it was not in 1878—a violation of 
law as well as a violation of faith. 


| I believe it is by all experience and by existing 


But there is another and equally important phase to this reso- | 


lution. 
tors upon the other side, some of them with great frankness, some 
of them perhaps less frankly, have admitted that that means the 
free coinage of silver at 16 to 1 and the right and duty of the Goy- 
ernment even to pay in the cheapest money, and I think we are 
all aware that the free coinage of silver at 16 to 1 is the ultimate 
purpose of this resolution and that it is intended to aid that cause. 

Mr. President, in dealing with the question of the money metals 
three courses are open to the United States. There is the single 
gold standard existent in this country to-day, there is the single 
silver standard, and there is bimetallism. 

Bimetallism, as I understand it, can exist only by international 
agreement. Ido not myself believe for one moment that any sin- 
gle nation can restore a value to silver which would make the ratio 
of 16tolatrueratio. I believe that if England, powerful as she 


It proposes to ‘‘ restore silver to its coinage; ” and Sena- | 


is, were to open her mints to the free coinage of gold and silver, | 


in thirty days she would be on the single silver standard. What 
is true of England is equally true for us or any other country. 

Mr. President, the Republican party at its last convention 
es itself to promote international bimetallism, the only true 

imetallism, by every effort in its power. That international 
bimetailism I have always favored. Ihave spoken in its behalf 
in the Senate and have urged measures which I thought would 
bring it about. 

I have always hoped that an agreement would be reached among 
the nations of the world which would remove this great and per- 
ilous agitation forever from our commerce and our politics. I 
have in the past done what little I could to promote that resuit. 
I for one feel extremely grateful to the commissioners of the 
United States for the earnest and zealous efforts which they made 
during the past summer to advance the cause of international 
bimetallism, and which were set forth to us the other day so bril- 
liantly and so eloquently by the junior Senator from Colorado 

Mr. Wo.cott]. lregretas muchas he that that attempt should 
ave failed. I hope with him that in the future it may succeed. 
‘ But, Mr. President, we none of us can shut our eyes to existing 
acts. 
ternational agreement has failed despite the admirable efforts that 
were made for its success—failed, I trust, only temporarily, but for 
the time being it has failed and isinabeyance. Believing, as Ido, 


LOST 
that that is the only possible form of bimetallism, we are now shut 
up in our choice as to what the policy of this country shall be, to 
either the maintenance of the existing gold standard, to which the 

Republican party pledged itself in 1896, or to the fre 
ited coinage of silver at 16 te 1, 


>and uniim- 
which in my opinion, justified as 
facts in ot 
nations, means the departure of gold utely and immediately 
from our circulation and placing of this cotintry on a single sil) 
standard. 

Therefore, in this existing state « 
are brought fairly to the contest between t two 
either to put the country on the single silver standa 
our mints to the free coinage of silver at i to 1, 
where it is, upon the existing: gold standard. T 
of the existing standard the Republican party i 
with that position I am in hearty accord. Therefo 
proposition of this resolution to ‘‘ restore silver to its coinage “astep 
toward the adoption of a policy which I regard as pregnant with 
the utmost danger and disaster to » country. For one, I have 
no desire to shirk this issue, and I believe that the sooner it is 
fairly made and squarely met the better. 

Nothing, Mr. President, in my opinion. can be so 
a great and sweeping change in the standard of valu 
change is inevitable if we go from the gold standard t 
silver standard by opening our mints to the free coinage 
at1i6to1l. Whatever the ultimate result of that change may be, 
the first effect is a convulsion in business aud in values which it is 
difficult to measure or to express. 

re during this debate about the 


There has been much said he 
I have heard a great deal said in regard to that un- 


» 


ver 


f facts. it seems to me that we 
standards, 
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bondholders. ) 
fortunate class ever since I have been in Congress. It is a very 
easy and a very safe matter to abuse them. They are not numer- 
ous; they have few friends and fewer votes. Ido not myself think 
that the holders of the bonds of the United States are a set of dan- 
gerous money changers and shylocks. Tho: 
since passed from the hands of the great bankers who originally 
took them. They are distributed in large measure among very 
small holders, representing in many cases the little savings of a 
lifetime: but, nevertheless, the name is an odious one, and it is 
represented over and over again that the attempt to maintain what 
some of us believe to be the good faith of the United States in the 
payment of its bonds is made in the interest of a class of citizens 
who are enemies of the great masses of the people of the United 
States, and are guilty of some foul wrong in having lent their 
money to the Government. But, whoever the bondholders may 
be, the proposition that they are the people who will suffer most 
from a disordered currency, from a cheap dollar, or from an at- 
tack upon the public credit, is utterly mistaken. 

Mr. President, a change in our money standard will not fall 
upon the limited class of the money changers, the capitalists, and 
the bankers. It will fall with dire and crushing force upon the 
masses of the people of the United States, the men of moderate 
means, the wage earners, the producers. The capitalist, the 
speculator, the stock gambler, any man dealing in money and 
largely provided with it, will soar successfully through the storm 
which will arise when that great convulsion of business comes. 
They always do. It is in times of disorder and distress, when 
values shift and there is confusion in the circulating medium, 
that the speculator makes his money. 

Let me read a passage descriptive of what I mean, in language 
which I could not possibly imitate, that of one of the great his- 


e bonds have long 


torians and one of the great masters of style of England. Itisa 
familiar passage, but I think it will bear rereading: 

But when the great instrument of exchange became thoroughly deranged 
all trade, all industry, were smitten as with a palsy. The evil was felt daily 


and hourly in almost every place ar 
on the thrashing floor, by the anvil »W 
ocean and in the depths of ther ( Nothing could be purchased without 
a dispute. Over every counter ‘re was wrangling Ii I igl 

The workman and his employer had a quarrei as reg 


1 by almost every class, in t 
and by the 













| came around. Ona fair day or a n cot day the clamors, the 1 3, 
the taunts, the curses, were incessant: and it was well if no booth v r 
turned and no head broken. No merchant would contract to deli , is 


| and to obtain some redress. 


| 
| 


It is unfortunately a fact that the attempt to secure an in- | 


| 
| 





without making some stipula nin which he 
was to be paid. 

iven men of business were often bewildered by 
all pecuniary transactions were thrown. The 
pillaged without mercy by extortioners 


tion about the quality of the co 


the confusion into which 
nple and the cars ; wel 
se demands grew even m 











rapidly than the money shrank. The.p of the necessaries of life shoe 

of ale, of oatmeal, rose fast. The lal - found that the bit of metal which, 
when he received it, was called a sh would hardly, when he wanted to 
purchase a pot of beer or a loaf of rye bread, go as far: ixpence. Where 





artisans of more than usual intelligence were collected in 
in the dockyard at Chatham, they were able to n their complaints heard 
But the ignorant and helpless peasant was 
cruelly ground between one class which would give money only by tale and 
another which would take it only by weight. 

Those are the people who suffered in England by the disorder ia 
the currency in the time of William III. 

Mr. President, who was it that prospered? Thesame hand which 
has pictured the miseries of the masses of the people has drawn 


yreat numbers, as 
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also the me tur f the man who prospered when the standard of 
value w: seen: 

In the midst of tl distress od greatly—the bank- 
ers: and among the bank nor 1 *k be arac ompa rj 
with Charlies Du mbe. He had bee 
very m rate v He had prot 
for l 21 ler 1 a! les 
c) int vi pr 4 DOW an l had 
in + 

j A terously did he no 
w tha n : of v1 
n t tl 
h : 0 é 
¥ Lf £ p , yh 
t England v 
} wi 8a 
dis er i 
p 
1 é 
all 
co | t wi t t 1 t t 
in ver ‘I ; and inafew 
ye u ‘e re sp und 1abited by the 
n \ ( tl R ‘rs which had 
be d called by the once humble name ymbe. 

Mr. President, that I believeis a picture as true to-day asit was 
two hundred years ago of the results of a change in the standard 

. 





and the consequent confusion of prices and disorders in 
business which are sure to ari se. 

fr, WOLCOTT. If it will not interrupt the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, I should like to ask him one question. May I? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. In the chapter from Macaulay which the 
Senator has read, is it not a fact that the entire disorder arose 
from the clipping and sweating of coins, and not in the least be- 
cause of any trouble with the standard? 

Mr. LODGE. It rose, I understand, at that period from the 
fact that the value of the coins was uncertain. They had been 
clipped and debased, and were uncertain in value from causes 
very different from those which operate to-day. But the disorder 
was caused by the uncertainty, I understand, as to the value of 
the coin, and that was because it was a debased coin. 

Now, if you shift the standard for any reason, it seems to me 
the same results are likely to follow. I did not quote Macaulay 
as an argument against the free coinage of silver. I quoted the 
acumen 
ordered currency fell; that they fell not upon the rich and power- 
ful, the banker and the money changer, but upon the masses of 
the people; that those who had most to dread from a change in 
the money standard or from an impairment of the public faith 
were the great masses of the people, the people of moderate means, 
the wage earner, and the producer. It was not to draw an eco- 
nomic parallel between the situation under William III and free 
silver or bimetailism or the gold standard that I read the passage 
from Macaulay, but merely to illustrate that changes in the 
standard and unce1 inty in the currency, no matter what their 
origin, fell with their heaviest weight upon the masses of the peo- 
ple and brought to the 7 aaaie at large untold suffering. 

That, Mr. President, is one reason why I oppose this resolution. 
The other is that it seems to me bad, both inlaw and morals. I 
acquit everyone who differs with me from any intention to do 
anything that is not best and most honorable for the United States, 
but each of us must look at this thing from his own point of view. 
To my mind this resolution impairs the credit of the United States, 
because it really takes the ground that we have the right to pay 
the creditor in the cheapest money we can use unk le r the terms of 
the bond. We gave a choice when we said “coin.” We used a 
doubtful word ~a great pity. I think—but when we gave the choice 
I believe most profoundly, as a matter of honor and of good faith 
and in order tok eep the li LW of 1893 inviolate, that choice should 

remain with the creditor. 

I can not understand, as I said at the beginning, how it is possi- 
ble to maintain the parity between our different forms of cur- 
rency unless the Government keeps them absolutely inte rchange- 
able, and when the Government says to one man you must take 
silver or you must take gold they cease to he interchangeable and 
the parity ends. Therefore, both in law and in morals, it seems 
to me that we ought not to passthe resolution. The public credit 
of the United States has been maintained always at a very high 
point. Nomatter how bad the bargain—and I think the bargains 
made under the last Administration were very bad—no matter at 
how great a discount the original bond was sold, the United States 
has always paid in full, not only in the letter but in the spirit, 
and no cloud has ever rested upon her credit. Poor and weak 
after the Revolution, wemet to the uttermost farthing the obliga- 
tions incurred in that struggle, obligations where we had received 
much less than we received for some of those now in question. 

No matter how hard the terms, we never failed. And when, 
after the war of the rebellion, we had to deal with the great debt 
of that mighty struggle, rich and strong we faced it in the same 
way, and no public creditor of the United States has ever been 
able to utter one syllable of complaint against the dealings of this 
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simply to show where the losses and miseries of a dis- | 





Government with him. I do not want any creditor of the United 
States to be able to attack the credit of my country. It is a bul- 
_ to the country in time of peace. It is a strong tower of 
iefense in time of war. I can not see any escape from the con- 

eadians that to adopt this resolution and to say that in our opinion 
- e should take steps toward the restoration of free >-silver coinage 
at the ratio of 16 to 1 and pay our bonds in silver can do otherwise 
than impair our credit and stain our financial honor. It would 
mean also the adoption of a money policy which I believe to bo 
thoroughly dangerous to the trade, the commerce, and the welfare 
of the whole American people, among whom I draw no distinction 
of class or occupé ation. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, the very wide range which this 
debate has taken indicates the fact that the resolution is the occa- 
sion for rather than the subject of discussion. We have heard of 
almost every phi aS se of our public indebtedness except the partictu- 
lar class of indebtedness dealt with by the resolution now before 
the Senate for ( onside ration. 

I am as much in favor to-day as I have been in the past of hav- 
ing all our money, whether coin or paper, kept equal to the stand- 
ard money of the most enlightened countries of the world, to the 
end that all the obligationsof the United States shall be inviolably 
maintained. I think it is most unfortunate for those who advo- 
cate that great cause that the friends of that policy who have con- 
stituted themselves the guardians of sound money have accepted 
the issue tendered by the resolution and made their first fight 
upon this resolution with not only the certainty of defeat, but the 
consciousness of being wrong in its interpretation. 

The Senator who has just taken his seat [Mr. LoDGE] said that 
the resolution correctly stated the law of the country at the time 
of its adoption in 1878. If it expressed correctly the law of the 
country at that time, it expresses it with equal correctness to-day. 
What is once the law continues to be the law, unless changed by 
the lawmaking power. The law never ceases ‘to be to-day what it 
was yesterday by reason of changing conditions. We have only 
to refer to the statutes involved by the resolution to ascertain that 
as pure matter of law every statement which it contains is correct. 
The act of March 18, 1869, provided: 

That the faith of the United States is solemnly pledged to the payment in 

in, or its equi valent, of ail obligations of the United States not bearing 
, known as United States notes, and of all interest-bearing obliga- 
tions of the United States, except in cases where the law authorizing the 
issuance of such obligations has expressly prov ided that the same may bo 
paid in lawful money or other currency than gold or silver. 

That was the pledge of the country given out in 1869. The act 
of 1870 was intended to make good that pledge. It declared: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to issue, ina sum 
or sums not exceeding in the aggregate $——, coupon or registered bonds of 
the United States, in such form as he may prescribe, and of denominations 
of $50, or some multiple of that sum, redeemable in coin of the present stand- 
ard value, at the pleasure of the United States. 

The coin of the United States at that time was both gold and 
silver, and if there was any difference in value the difference 
was in favor of silver. This act was not to be read ‘‘that these 
bonds are to be redeemed at the pleasure of the United — 
either in gold or silver coin: Provided, That the relations now ex 
isting between gold and silver shall continue.” Silver then was 
probably worth 3 cents in the dollar more than gold. Will any 
Senator say that if silver had become worth 10 cents in the dollar 
more than gold the law would have ceased to have been operative? 
The provision was absolute, the provision was unconditional; that 
is, that the bonds issued under the act should be redeemable in 
the coin of the United States, whether it be silver or gold, and the 
discretion rested with the Government. 

No one will say that the act of 1873 demonetizing silver was in- 
tended to change this law for the advantage of those who then 
held bonds or who might thereafter purchase bonds issued in virtue 
of that act. The act of 1873 was the exercise of a sovereign power 
resting in the Congress of the United States to determine the 
policy of the Government in and about the question of coining 
legal-tender money. It was then deemed politic to coin legal- 
tender money only out of gold, but no pledge was given expressly 
or by implication that the time would never come when that 
policy would be changed by the same sovereign power which that 
day or year declared it. 

In 1875, when we came to provide for the redemption of our 
greenback currency, the act provided for bonds to be issued— 

Of the descriptions of bonds of the United States described in the act of 
Congress, approved June 14, 1870, entitled ““An act to authorize the refunding 
of the national debt,”’ with like qualities, privileges, and exemptions. 

One month after the Matthews resolution had been adopted the 
act of February 28, 1878, entitled “‘An act to authorize the coin- 
age of standard silver dollars, and to restoreits legal-tender char- 
acter,” was passed, and that act declared that such— 
coins, together with all silver dollars theretofore coined by the United States 

of like weight and fineness, shall be legal tender at their nominal value for 


all debts and dues, public and private, except where otherwise expressly 
stipulated in the contract. 


That act was passed not by one party; that act was in no sense 
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a party measure. It received the votes of the leading members of 
each of the great political parties. and when the President disap- 
proved it, votes enough in each House were found to pass it over 
his veto and to make it a law. 

So, then, in 18% 8 3 the Cong gress of the | United 


enacted that dollars coi ined under its provisions should “y a 
legal tender in payment_of all debts, public or private, except 
where the contract provided otherwise. The bi nds issue d under 
the act of 1870, the bonds issue sd or to be issued under the act of 
1875, clearly fell within the desc ription t to w — the act was in- 
tended to apply when it was “— iding for legal-tender money for 
the payment of debts. Will anyone say th CO ngress violated 
the contract when it passed that law? 

Tam one of those who believe hi it it is for Congress to deter- 
mine when and to what extent we shall coin, either out of gold or 
silver, legal-tendermoney. Congress, underthe dc lega tis yn of power 
to be found in the Constitution, has the absolute right to determine 


at 
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| Itis not the province of the two H ises of ( Z 
existing statutes, to mterpret contracts, or to 
| character or extent of existing rights. It is not a 
| complaint in these days th at the judiciary departz 
croachments upon t exclusive jurisdiction 
| We are now proposing to sanctify icroachmen 
have been made. by undertaking, throu vislative d 
| to exercise a judicial function. 
| Iam free to say, asI have alre: it is 1 
| the outstanding obligations of the | 
t Anntion theGovernment, and ina 
| of the law, in either ur gold or silver leg 
nly that those coin fall con! rm in 1 
coinage laws in force on the 14th day of 


whether we will c: in gold or silver, one or both, at what ratio, | 


and to what extent; and in the exercise of that power, in 1878 C 
gress violated no c atract the n in existence and made no provision 
for setting aside the act of 1870 or disregarding the act of 1869. 
The Senator from Massachusetts says that the law has changed, 
that the public faith has changed, by reason of a change of cir- 
cumstances. When did this change come about? In 1890 this 
change had not taken place. In 1890 the Sherman law was en- 
acted by the votes of the Senators on the other side of the Cham- 
ber against the protest of every Democratic Senator. That law 
provided for the purchase of silver in quantities supposed to be 
sufiicient to consume all the surplus silver in the world. It pro- 
vided that those purchases should be paid for in notes of the 


Government, which notes were to be a legal tender in the pay- | 


ment of all obligations, public and private. 


And such Treasury notes shall be a legal tender in pay me ent of all debts, 
public and private, except where otherwise expressly stipulated in the con- 
tract. 

So the Republican party in 1890 not only held to the doctrine 
that our bonds might be paid in the silver dollars coined und: 
the acts of 1878 and 1890, but that the notes issued to pay for the 
bullion purchased under the act of 1890 should be a legal- tender 
in the payment of the very bonds mentioned in the resolution 
which we are now considering. That act also provided: 


That upon the demand of the holder of any of the Treasury notes herein 
rovided for. the Secretary of the Treasury shall, under such regulations as 
16 may prescribe, redeem such notes in gold or silver coin, at his discretion, 

it being the established policy of the United States to maintain the two 
metals on a parity with each other upon the present legal ratio, or such ratio 
as may be provided for by law. 

This option was given to the Secretary of the Treasury, not to 
the holder of the obiigation. It was to be exercised by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, and it was for the Secretary of the Treasury, 
not for the holder of the obligation, to determine how he should 
best exercise it to preserve the parity between the two metals. 
That was thelaw as the Republican party understood itin 1890; that 
is the law to-day; and yet an issue has been joined here in which 
those who do not favor the free and unlimited coinage of silver 
are required, in order to maintain their consistency, to vote against 
a plain and palpable legal proposition, about which there can be 
no dispute. This much as to the law of the case. 

Now, the resolution under consideration, with its comprehe asive 
introduction, was adopted by the concurrent vote of the Senate 
and the House of Representatives more than twenty years ago. 
The orders of the two Houses in that regard have never been set 
aside, annulled, or modified. They are as much in force to-day as 
they were the day they were made. I have thought all the while 
that the consideration of this resolution was a useless consumption 
of the public time and that it would have been better to have 
indefinitely postponed it. There is no more reason for its re- 
adoption than there is for the readoption of the Declaration of 
Independence. 

That great paper has lost none of its force or vitality by the 
lapse of one hundred and twenty-one years, and this concurrent 
resolution, adopted in 1878, has lost none of its vitality or force 
by the lapse of twenty years. The laws of Congress providing for 
the payment of the obligations of the United States in force in 
1878 were not affected by the votes of the members of the two 
Houses of Congress then cast in favor of the resolution. The 
laws now in force will not be affected to the slightest degree by 
the adoption or by the rejection of the resolution now pending. 

One of the things against which I want to protest is the claim 
that whoever votes for this resolution will vote for the views of 
those who introduced it and advocated it. I hold that those who 
vote for this resolution will vote for what it expresses upon its 
face and nothing more; and if the Government is to be bound at 


As an individual, I wiilin x to express tha 








Senator, I can not _ ubt my rht 

Op nion upon a pure: y legal pro} sition offici I 

in the Senate of the United States. This resolution in tet 
been in force for twenty years, and I insist that under tl 
of the law its readoption tends rather to support than to 
vert the propricty of theconduct of the Government in th 

of our outstanding obligations. 

During the years 1879 and 1880 over $11,750,000 of outstanding 
obli igati ions were redeemed in gold. From 31 to it isive, 
ti s little demand for their redemption: but during t ur 
vi rs fr om 1885 to 1889, coveris the first Admin iti Mr. 
Cle velan l, their redemption in gold amounted 14,000,000 
During Mr. Harrison’s Administration mp 
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xd nearly $12,¢ - ),000 in gold. 


der the laws of Congress now in force, 
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Treasury paid these obligations in g was indorsed b er 


r | party in the latter year. 
| during the last ry istration of Mr. C 
| of United States and Treas ury notes were redeem 





| ment was actively preparing for the 


all, it will be bound by what the resolution declares, and not by | 


what its advocates insist they intend to declare, or by what those | 
who oppose it insist the resolution will be understood to declare. 
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rison, whose Secretary also paid such obligations in 
LSS9 to 1892, was indorsed by a renomination by the Republi 
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din gold 

In all the years since 1878 no holder of a Government obligation 
has ever been compelled to accept silver when he demanded gold. 
With this practical application of the Matthews resolution during 
this long period of time, it is proposed now to readopt it, without 
the change of asingle phrase or word. Through five successive 
Administrations, following its adoption in 1878, the Treasury De 
partment has felt free to pay Government obligations in gold, to 
the exclusion of silver. Under such circumstances I submit th: 
to readopt the resolution will be, in effect, to adopt this uniform 

and unvarying Executive construction, and to make t 
solution as the text its 
Sutherland, in his work on Construction of Statutes, section 
states the rule thus: 

In the interpretation of reenacted statutes the court will follow the co 
struction which they received when previou ly in force. 1 Legislaturo 
will be presumed to know the effect which such statutes originally had, and 
by reenactment to intend that they should again have that effect 

It may be fairly argue .d that Congress, kn panne 1e effect which 

this resolution has had durin; ¢ the last twenty years, wiil intend, 
its readoption, it shall have that effect in th ’ ‘future. 

The President may well regard the read ~— 
of all that has been done since 1878 in the way 
obligations of the Government in an aaa an approval of tha 
portion of his message of December last in which he says the 
Government is pledged to maintain the gold redemption, which it 
has steadily and faithfully done and which, un 
now given, it, will continue to ac . 

It is a peculiarity of this resolution that while it declares that 
all of the bonds of the United States issned under certain acts o 
Congress ‘‘ are payable, p rincipal and interest, in silver d 
the United States,” and *‘that to res 3; coinage § 
coin at legal te nder in payment of sai 
est, is notin violation of public faith nor in 
rights of the public creditor,” it makes no m 
the demand notes which were outstandir 
outstanding to- day. 

Vhen the Matthe ws resolution was adopted in 
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of the Government to redeem or pay those notes in the silver coin- | 
age of the United States, or that the Government had the right to | 
restore to its coinage such silver coins, to be used as legal-tender | 
money in the payment or redemption of those notes. 

The President, by his recent message, appeals to Congress to 
enter upon a currency revision which will make our demand obli- 
gations less onerous to the Government, and in that connection | 
he said that we have $900,000.000 of currency which the Govern- | 
ment, by solemn enactment, has undertaken to keep at par with 
gold. Approximately $500,000,000 of that currency 1s made up of | 
demand notes, which we redeem in gold whenever demanded and | 
put immediately back into circulation in the payment of the cur- 
rent expenses of the Government. 

The resolution now under consideration makes no claim that | 
these demand notes may be lawfully paid in the silver dollars of | 
the United States. It confines that claim to the outstanding | 
bonds issued or authorized to be issued under the acts of Congress | 
named in the preamble thereto. 

As long as we redeem the greenbacks and Sherman notes in gold | 
and keep our four hundred and odd millions of silver dollars at | 
par with gold it is immaterial what currency or coinage we may | 
use in the payment of our bonds. No bondholder ever has or ever 
will object to being paid in currency or coin which the Govern- 
ment, in obedience to ‘‘solemn enactment,” keeps at par with, 
and which he can at once compel the Government to convert into 
gold. 

It seems to me, therefore, that we are not only dealing witha 
mere abstract legal proposition, upon which we have no constitu- 
tional power to pronounce an authoritative judgment, but with 
that portion alone of our national indebtedness with which we 
have had no difficulty in the past, and are likely to have no diffi- 
culty in the future. If it is intended to effect a change of the pol- | 
icy which has been steadily enforced by the Government during 
the last twenty years, we must go much farther than this resolu- 
tion proposes. 

I do not understand that the Senator who introduced the reso- 
lution [Mr. TELLER] denies, or the members of the Finance Com- 
mittee, who concurrred in reporting it to the Senate, deny that 
the laws now in force secure to the Government the option to pay 
its obligations in gold, as well as in silver, whether they be bonds, 
or notes payable on demand, nor that this option may be exercised 
with a view to the general good of the country. 

It has not been argued that the Secretary of the Treasury in 
the exercise of the discretion to pay in gold or silver coin, as may 
be deemed most expedient at the time, is to consult the conven- 
ietice of the Government in its corporate character to the ex- 





clusion of other and more weighty considerations. So far as I 
know, the right of the Treasury Department to keep in view the 
effect the payment in one metal or the other may have upon the 
honor and credit of the country, or upon the business affairs of 
the people, is not now, and has never been seriously questioned. 

Under given conditions it might be safe to pay in silver, while 
under other circumstances to refuse gold to the creditor might 
result in most disastrous consequences to the country. Congress 
has not undertaken to say when gold shall be paid or when silver 
may be forced upon an unwilling creditor. This discretion has 
been left to the executive department, and however much we may 
differ as to the wisdom of the manner in which that department 
has heretofore exercised that option, this resolution does not pro- 
pose, even as an advisory measure, to revoke or abridge or qualify 
the executive discretion. 

After the Senate shall have adopted and the House concurred in 
the resolution, if that time shall ever come, the executive depart- 





ment will be as free to pay in gold as it is to-day. The advice of 
the two Houses of Congress will be identical with that under 
which it has acted for more than twenty years. The effect of our 
action will be this, and nothing more: That it is the opinion of 
a majority of the members of each House of this Congress that all | 
the bonds of the United States issued or authorized to be issued 
under certain recited statutes ‘‘are payable, principal and inter- 
est, at the option of the Government of the United States, in silver | 
dollars of the coinage of the United States containing 4124 grains 
each of standard silver, and that to restore to this coinage such | 
silver coin as legal tender in the payment of said bonds, principal 
and interest, is not in violation of public faith nor in derogation 
of the rights of the public creditor.” | 

It is to that clause of the resolution I understand special objec- | 
tion is taken, and it is claimed that if Congress, in the exercise of | 
the power conferred upon it by the Constitution, which it has not | 
bargained away and can not bargain away, shall deem it proper 
to open the mints to the coinage of silver, then the public faith 
will be violated. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Would it interrupt the Senator if I should ask | 
him a question? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Nota bit. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Whatsignificance does the Senator give to the 
words ‘‘ to restore silver to its coinage?” Whatdoesit mean? | 





Mr. LINDSAY. It means just this, that the power of Congress 
to do this thing when exercised will not be in violation of the 
public faith. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does it mean to restore silver to its free coin- 
age as it existed prior to 1873 or to its limited coinage as was done 
by the act of 1878? 

Mr. LINDSAY. The power to restore silver to coinage is @ 
power to be exercised by the Congress of the United States. Con- 
gress may deem it wise to go to free coinage or it may deem it 
wise to go to limited coinage. The point I make is not that it 
would be politic or proper in view of the general prosperity of the 
country to do this thing, but that it would not be in violation of 
the public faith. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Kentucky—I beg his 
pardon for interrupting him 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Kentucky mean to say 
that in his opinion the Congress of the United States could return 
to-day to the free and unlimited coinage of silver at a ratio of 16 
to 1 without a derogation of the rights of the public creditors, or 
private creditors as well? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I say that to return to the free and unlimited 
coinage of silver would be an act of unwisdom which might re- 
sult in depriving the Government of the power to preserve the 
parity of gold and silver coin. But that is a question of policy, 
not a question of good faith. The Constitution and the laws 
made pursuant thereto are the supreme law of the land, and the 
we law of the land determines the question of good or bad 

aith. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand that the Senator from Kentucky 
agrees with me that the free and unlimited coinage of silver at 
the present time at the ratio of 16 to 1 would result in placing the 
United States upon a silver standard and that the currency of the 
United States would become a depreciated currency. Now, is it 





| in good faith to pay the creditors of the United States in a de- 


preciated currency? That is the question. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will come to your question before I conclude, 
The point I make against your side of the Chamber is that by 
accepting this issue and giving it an importance that it does not 
deserve, and by demanding that those who agree with you shall 
vote against a plain proposition of law in order to continue in 
agreement with you, you have done more to promote the free 
coinage of silver than will be done again by this Congress, however 
improvident may be its action. You have accepted an issue which 
is absolutely indefensible, and you are attempting to drive from 
you every man who agrees with you in policy, but is unwilling 
to subordinate his judgment upon a plain proposition of constitu- 
tional law like this. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Kentucky is pursuing a line 
of argument of this kind, that this is not an important resolution. 
Now, if it means what has been claimed upon the other side of 
the Chamber for it, if it is a declaration in favor of the free coin- 
age of silver, and in favor of a depreciated currency and the pay- 
ment of the debts of the United States in a depreciated currency, 
then it is the most important question that can engage the atten- 
tion of the American Congress. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I protest against the Senator from 
Rhode Island making any such statement as that the debts are to 
be paid in a depreciated currency. Such a claim never has been 
made. These assertions are made here and they are not sustained 
by a single fact. 

Mr. TELLER. We have never said anything of the kind. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
yield to the Senator from Louisiana? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will take one at a time. I will permit all 
who are on the floor to interrupt me. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senators who have been pressing the res- 
olution say that in their opinion it means the free coinage of sil- 
ver or that it is a declaration in favor of the free coinage of silver. 

Mr. LINDSAY. That is what I did not say. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam not referring to the Senator from Ken- 
tucky. I am referring to other Senators. I say the free coinage 
of silver means a depreciated currency in its necessary results. 

Mr. TELLER. That is your opinion. 

Mr. STEWART. And I say a single gold standard means an 
— currency, the confiscation of property, and gross rob- 
ery. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Whenever—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Excuse me justa moment. The junior Sen- 
ator from Arkansas | Mr. BERRY] said distinctly that if the free 
coinage of silver should resultin a depreciated currency compared 
with gold, then it would be not only the right but the duty of the 
United States to pay in that currency. 

<= BERRY. Will the Senator from Kentucky permit me to 
reply? 
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Mr. LINDSAY. I believe I agreed to hear the Senator atin | 


Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY] first. a 

Mr. BERRY. I hope the Senator from Louisiana will allow me 
to reply to the Senator from Rhode Island. I will take but a 
moment. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kentucky and the 
Senator from Louisiana yield to the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. BERRY. The first statement of the Senator from Rhode 


Island was that I said we were in favor of paying in depreciated | 


currency. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not mean to say that, if I did. 

Mr. BERRY. Very well, the Senator did say it. Now, he says 
that I said if free coinage did result in a depreciation of the cur- 
rency, then I was in favor of the payment of the debts in that cur- 
rency. I never said that it would so result. But the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] asked, Suppose the Senator should 
be wrong and we should be right and free coinage comes, what 
would be the result? I said notwithstanding that fact, the bond- 
holders having agreed by express contract in the law to accept 


silver, we would have an unquestioned right in morals and in law | other upon the present legal ratio or such ratio as may be pro- 
to pay them in that money although it might be depreciated. 


That is what I said. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is what I understood the Senator to say. 

Mr. BERRY. I repeat it to-day. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will hear the Senator from Louisiana with 
pleasure. 

Mr. CAFFERY. 
say that the legality of paying the bonds in gold or silver was to 
be derived from an inspection of the bonds; that if the bonds gave 
the option to the Government to pay the principal or interest in 
gold or silver, it could well exercise that option and pay in either 
metal and no bad faith would be attributed to it. Then I under- 
stood him again to say that if we adopted free coinage and under 
free coinage silver depreciated and the same stipulation was main- 


I understood the Senator from Kentucky to | 





| language of the resolution does not authorize 
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here to add that if the vote had been taken upon the resolution 
when the Senator from Missouri {Mr. Vest] made the statement 
for the Finance Committee it would have passed out of publ 

notice and would have attracted no attention of bondholders, 
holders of greenbacks, of creditors, or of debtors’ throughout the 
country; but the other side of the House has made it important, 
if if be important at all, by attributing to it 





an effect which t] 
and by fighting a 

sham battle which they think they may fight with security. 

Whether we adopt or reject the resolution, the laws of the coun- 


try will remain the same, the duties of the Executive will continue 


| unchanged, and our obligations to maintain the ‘public faith and 


honor and to administer the Government with due consideration 
for the general good will be as binding in law and morals as they 
are binding to-day. 

The resolution will not be improved by the adoption of the 


| amendment proposed by the Senator from Minnesota {Mr. NeEt- 


SON]. By the act of July 14, 1890, commonly called the Sherman 
Act, Congress declared it to be th lished policy of the United 


Lne estat 
States to maintainits gold and silver moneys at a parity with each 





vided by law, and that declaration remains to-day in full force, 
and the pending resolution does not propose to recall it. 

In relation to the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER], I have only this to say. If the Repub- 


| lican party proposes, in good faith, to carry out the currency plank 


tained in the bonds as he has stated, the paymentof the bonds | 


under those circumstances in silver would not be in violation of 
the public faith. 

Mr. LINDSAY. What I said was this—— 

Mr. CAFFERY. I want to know if the Senator said that. 

Mr. LINDSAY. What I said was this: That itis never a vio- 
lation of public or private faith to keep a contract according to 
its letter and spirit. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Notwithstanding—— 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will get to the Senator's point. 

If circumstances have so changed as that the keeping of the 
contract according to its letter and spirit will work out an unex- 
pected hardship upon one party or another, then it would be an 
act of generosity for the party who gets this unexpected advan- 
tage to come to the relief of his opposing creditor, but when you 
go into the court-house to have law and policy and faith carried 
out, the court does not look beyond the contract to ascertain what 
is good faith, what is good policy, but inquires only what is the 
law of the case. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I was not asking the Senator upon a law 
point. My question was directed to a question of morals, of right 
or wrong, under certain contingencies, and I now ask him again 
whether he thinks it would be right or wrong for the Government, 
under the circumstances and contingencies that I havementioned, 
to pay the bonds in depreciated silver, and whether that would or 
would not be a violation of public faith. 

Mr. LINDSAY. What I mean to say is this: That the bond- 
holder has no right superior to the holder of the greenback to 
demand gold while the greenback man has to take your 40-cent 
silver dollar. 
exact equality, and the point I make against the other side is that 


they have weakened the cause of sound money by becoming cham- | 


pions of the holders of one class of American securities to the exclu- 
sion of the holders of all other kinds of American securities. 


Every creditor of the Government stands upon an | 


of the St. Louis platform, something more than a declaratory reso- 
lution will be found necessary. The President, who was elected 
upon that platform, is of opinion that the country has the right 


| to demand affirmative action at the hands of his party; and up to 


this time we have no evidence that his expectations in that regard 
are to be realized, or that at this end of the Capitol any attempt 
at affirmative legislation is to be made. 

Commenting upon the pressing necessity for currency reform, 
the President used this language in his recent message: 








There are many plans proposed as a remedy for the evil. Before we can 
find the true remedy we must appreciate the real evil. It is not that our 
currency of every kind is not aaa for every dollar is good: good because 
the Government's pledge is out to keep it so, and that pledge will not be 
broken. However, the guaranty of our purpose to keep the pledge will be 


best shown by advancing toward its fulfillment. 

I ask the Senate if the adoption of an amendment such as that 
proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin |[Mr. SrooneR] or the 
adoption of the amendment proposed by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. LopGE] will bein the nature of steps advancing 
toward the fulfillment of the promise made by the Republican 
party at St. Louis the year before last? 

We do not advance toward the fulfillment of the pledge by in- 
corporating a plank of the Republican platform into a concurrent 
resolution of the two Houses of Congress, nor by voting against a 
resolution which declares the legal existence of an option in the 
Government to pay certain bonds in one kind of legal tender 
money or another. 

If the gold standard is to be maintained until an international 
agreement for the free coinage of silver can be secured, there must 


| be legislation, not resolutions merely, upon the line of the recom- 


| mendations of the President. 


| all cireumstances is wholly inadmissible. 


| 


My | 


argument is that this resolution makes no intimation anywhere | 


that it is to be followed by an act for the free coinage of silver at 
16 to 1 or any other ratio. Iam trying to distinguish between the 


power Ao coin silver and the policy of such coinage, and have not | 


intimated that the power to coin ought to be exercised. 


This resolution declares neither directly nor by implication | 


what the policy of the Government is to be after it shall have 
been adopted, but it declares a mere legal proposition by which 
the people must stand whether they hold bonds or greenbacks. I 
argue that this resolution rather confirms the acts of all the 
Administrations since 1878, and, in effect, says to the President, 
“The policy you have outlined in your message meets the appro- 
bation of the Senate and of the House of Representatives.” 

In my opinion the time devoted to the consideration of this res- 
olution is time unprofitably consumed. It is fortunate for the 
country that prompt action is to be had and the resolution gotten 
out of the way of moreimportant business at an early day. I want 


The guaranty to preserve all our 
currency at par must be carried out, if it is to be carried out, by 
legislation advancing toward the fulfillment of the pledge of the 
Republican party. 

The amendments proposed by the junicr Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. LopGE] to the effect that the bonds of the Govern- 
ment are payable in gold to the exclusion of silver under any and 

i The bondholder, like 


every other creditor, is entitled to be paid in exact accordance 
with the terms of his contract. 
The contest for the maintenance of an American currency equal 


to the best in use in any country in the world has not been made, 
and is not being made, in the special interest of the bondholder. 
It has not been supposed that his legal right to demand gold is 
higher or more sacred than the right of the holder of t 


} ey 
1e green- 
back, and no declaration to that etfect, whether in the shape of a 
statute or concurrent resolution, ought to be made by the two 


Houses of Congress or by either House. 

As long as we keep all of our currency at parity with gold the 
bondholder will be paid in gold; but if,in the course of events, we 
shall give up the struggle to maintain the parity of our gold and 
silver dollars, the bondholder will have no statutory guaranty 
against sharing the fate of other public creditors; and it would be 
most unfortunate for this Congress to give out a different im- 
pression. 

The answer I propose to make to the Senator from Louisiana 


| that just so long as we treat the bondholder as we treat any other 


| 
| 


| 


creditor, and so long as we maintain all our currency at par, that 
long the bondholder will be paid in gold or its equivalent; but if 
he sits down in fancied security and gives up the fight, as he will 
be invited to do if the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Massachusetts shall be adopted, we may come to the condition of 
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affairs anticipated by the Senator from Louisiana. Then I say 
the bondholder will stand just where the holder of the greenback 
stands, and he will have no statutory contract, no pledge of the 
public faith that he ul have better money than is paid to any 


other holder of a Government obligation. 
Mr, CAPFERY. Mr. President, the question I propounded to 
the Senator from Kentucky was not predicated upon a condition 


of affairs where the parity between gold and silver was main- 
7 


tained, but it was predicated upon a directly different basis—that 
is, where the parity had parted, where silver had depreciated— 
and I will be very much obliged to the Senator from Kentucky if 


he will answer that question. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Iwill ask the Senator this question. Suppose, 
instead of depreciating, silver had appreciated, would it have been 
a breach of faith to have paid the creditor in gold? 

Mr. CAFFERY. If silver had appreciated? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Yes; instead of depreciating. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I think it would. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Would it have been a breach of faith to pay 
the creditor in gold? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Does the Senator put that question to me? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Ido. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Does the Senator mean if gold had depreci- 
ated to the extent that silver has? 

Mr. LINDSAY. No; but that silver had appreciated. I am not 
going to play upon words. 

Mr. CAFFERY. To what extent? 

r. LINDSAY. You can fix the extent. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Ihave nofear to answer that question. Isay 
that the Government of the United States is morally bound to 
pay in the best metal. If, therefore, gold has depreciated, the 
Government of the United States violates the public faith when 
it pays in gold. 

Mr. LINDSAY. At the time the act of 1870 was passed and at 
the time the act of 1873 was passed silver was worth from 2 to 3 
cents in the dollar more than gold; and yet those statutes provided 
that the Government should have the option to pay either in gold 
or silver. Now, I take it that the Government could have exer- 
cised the option to pay in gold. Would that have been a breach 
of faith? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I do not exactly understand the Senator. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Would it have been a breach of faith to pay 
in gold that was worth 3 cents in the dollar less than silver was 
worth at the time the act was passed, if those relations had con- 
tinued? 

Mr. CAFFERY. That is such a small difference that it would 
not amount to a great deal. But when the Government has the 
option, I repeat. to pay in either one of two metals, and one metal 
depreciates to such an extent as to injuriously affect the creditor 
to whom it may be payable, I say it would be a violation of pub- 
lic faith for the Government to exercise its option and pay in the 
depreciated metal. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Then, Mr. President, upon that philosophy 
the question of good faith becomes a mathematical problem. If 
silver depreciates 1 cent, then you can pay in silver without vio- 
lating good faith. If it depreciates 4 cents, you can still pay in 
silver without violating good faith. I confess my inability to 
ascertain the exact point of depreciation at which the question of 
good faith changes, and when that becomes bad faith which there- 
tofore had been good faith. 

Mr. CAFFERY. If the Senator will permit me, I will say that 
the statement I made, that whenever it is manifest that the cred- 
itor would be injured by the payment in a coin which had depre- 
ciated payment should not be made in such coin, answers fully 
his mathematical thesis, because it is very easy to discover the 
injury when one metal falls below par. Any fall below par will 
justify the Government in acting as I have stated. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Then if silver was worth 3 cents in the dollar 
more than gold, and a manheld $100,000 of bonds and the Govern- 
ment paid him in gold instead of silver, would he have been dam- 
aged $3,000? If he would have been damaged $3,000, then is 
$5,000 a sum sufficient to change the relations of good faith to 
those of bad faith? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Oh, Mr. President, that isa mere play upon 
words that amounts tonothing. If there were 10,000 bondholders 
who were paid thus, I think it would amount to something. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question 
in that connection? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the Senator from Kentucky will 
agree with me that the United States is bound by the terms of the 
act of 1890 and the act of 1893 to maintain the parity of value of 
all of its currency, to maintain an equal exchangeable value of 
both its gold and silver coin. 

Now, if it should happen, with or without action on the part of 
the United States, that any portion of this currency becomes de- 











other circumstances and pay in depreciated coin, whether gold or 
silver, legal-tender notes, or anything else? 

Mr. STEWART. Let me answer the Senator. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; I want the Senator from Kentucky to 
answer. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The complaint I am making is that that side 
of the House is not making a fight at all to maintain the parity 
between gold and silver. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We think we are. 

Mr. LINDSAY. They have accepted an issue which wholly ex- 
cludes any such idea, and have undertaken to fight a proposition 
in which they are clearly wrong. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We are not making any fight on this resolu- 
tion. It is not here by our suggestion or on our motion. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I understand that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is here on the suggestion of the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], and reported by one of the Sena- 
tor’s political friends on that side of the Chamber. 

Mr. LINDSAY. That is true. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It was broughtinto Congress for the first time 
two or three years agoin the other House, by Hon. William J. 
Bryan, of Nebraska, the great leader of the new Democracy, and 
it is under his leadership that the Senator from Kentucky to-day 
is sustaining this resolution. 

Mr. STEWART. And he ought to be proud of it. [Langhter.] 

Mr. LINDSAY. The Senator from Rhode Island had better 
look after his own leadership than to trouble himself as to mine. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am not expecting that the Senator from 
Kentucky now or at any other time in the future will fight under 
my leadership. Discipline on that side of the Chamber is alto- 
gether too strong upon currency, and everything else, to have the 
Senator from Kentucky ever swerve from his allegiance to the 
Democratic party. I wish it was as strong upon this side of the 
Chamber. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It will not be. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Now, Mr. President, let us take the question 
of discipline. In 1890 every Senator on that side—— 

Mr. WOLCOTT. May IL interrupt the Senator from Kentucky 
for a moment? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I understood the Senator from Rhode Island 
{[Mr. ALDRICH] to say he wished party discipline upon this side of 
the Chamber was as strong as itis upon the other. I desire tosay 
that I wish so, too. I wish that the members of the Republican 
party on this side of the Chamber would stand by the principles 
and tenets of the party, and not go off at the behests of an In- 
dianapolis convention, who want to fasten the gold standard upon 
this country. [Manifestations of applause in the galleries. | 

Mr. ALDRICH. We do. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Speaking of discipline, in 1890 every Senator 
on that side voted for a silver-coinage act, which provided for the 
purchase of all the surplus silver that was supposed to be for 
sale in the world, which provided that silver should be a legal 
tender in the payment of all the notes issued for its purchase, and 
that those notes should be a legal tender in the payment of all 
obligations, including the bonds of the United States. Why did 
you not stay there? 

Mr. ALDRICH. We stopped the coinage of silver because we 
believed that the parity would be impaired and the value of the 
currency impaired if we continued it. That is why we did not 
stay there. If I mistake not, the Senator from Kentucky voted 
with us in that particular case. 

Mr. CAFFERY. If the Senator from Kentucky will allow 
me, I desire simply to say that when we have the spectacle before 
us of the very great difficulty of three Senators agreeing on this 
question, there is no sort of surprise at the failure to agree upon 
both sides of this Chamber among the large parties. 

Mr. LINDSAY. During the last campaign, when the party on 
the other side of the Chamber were making the fight in favor of 
maintaining the parity of gold and silver, and when they declared 
in favor of the gold standard until an international compact, 
arrangement, or agreement might be entered into providing for 
the coinage of silver at an agreed ratio, they issued what they 
called a Republican campaign book, in which they undertook to 
give to the people the information which was necessary for them 
to have in order that they might intelligently understand the 
issues which were then presented. 

It was issued by the Republican Congressional committee, which 
committee waschosen, I take it, by the members of the two Houses 
of Congress, because I find Senators and Representatives alike 
upon it. This committee undertook to ee such information 
as was necessary to be had upon the bonded indebtedness of the 
United States. It called attention to the bonds issued by Mr. 
Cleveland, and it called attention to the bond act which came over 
from the House of Representatives and which was rejected by 
this body. Then it closed the information deemed necessary that 


preciated, is it good faith to take advantage of its own act or any | the people should have upon the bond question in this way—and 
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I commend this to those gentlemen upon the other side who think 
this resolution is bad law and that this resolution means free sil- 
ver and the destruction of the parity of the two metals, That 
circular, No. 39, on page 37, says: 


Senator Stanley Matthews, of Ohio, introduced the following resolution de- 
claring them (the bonds) payable in silver. which passed the Senate Febru- 
ary 18, 1878—yeas 42, nays 20; passed the House January 29, 1878—yeas 189, 
nays 79: : ’ 

*Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring therein), 
That all the bonds of the United States issued under the said acts of Con- 
gress hereinbefore recited are payable, principal and interest, at the option 
of the Government of the United States,in silver doll f the coinage of 
the United States containing 412} grains each of standar« er; and that to 
restore to its coinage such silver coins asa le 
bonds, principal and interest, is not in viclation of the public faith nor in 
derogation of the rights of the publie creditor.” 


oO 










There is not a comment in all this book disapproving in the | 


gal tender in payment of said | 
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slightest degree of the resolution thus given out to the people. 


Why did this committee select out the Matthews resolution and 
fail to insert the acts of 1870, 1875, 1878, and 1890? Why select 


out this isolated concurrent resolution and give it this prominence | 


if they believe that its readoption would involve a breach of the | 


public faith of the country? 

No, this is anew departure. This is a departure determined 
upon since this resolution made its appearance. You have ac- 
cepted an issue which you can not defend, and you are deter- 
mined, if you can, to break down every man who believes the 
parity of the dollar of the two metals should be maintained by com- 
pelling him to vote against the side which claims to be the guard- 
ian of sound money. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I do not like to refuse. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iwant buta moment. I want to ask the Sen- 
ator if he does not think that that resolution was introduced in 


that campaign book for the purpose of deceiving the millions of | 


silver Republicans into voting for bimetallism under McKinley? 
{ Laughter. } 

Mr. LINDSAY. Iam going to let the Senator draw his own 
deductions. There is the fact. 

As long as every dollar put into the hands of the people is of 
equal intrinsic value or purchasing power the bondholder will 


get all that is claimed for him, and the great question of sound | 


money does not depend upon the quality of the money in which 
our bonded indebtedness is to be paid, but upon the maintenance 
of a circulating medium in the hands of the people equivalent in 
value and convertibility tothe moneysin use in the countries with 
which we have our principal trade relations. 

Ido not believe that this resolution comes here in the public in- 
terest. It came upon a party or political mission, and Senators 


on the other side give it all the potency in that direction it | 


will have by their making it a subject of discussion. Its discus- 
sion may serve party ends; its friends expect it, in my opinion, to 
answer no other purpose. It ought, in my judgment, to have 
been disposed of without discussion. 

Whatever importance it may have has been given it by the gen- 
tlemen on the other side of the Chamber, who were swift to accept 
an issue upon which they could talk and vote without subjecting 
their party to the dangers they fear it must encounter when they 
undertake to act upon the President’s suggestion that their plat- 
form guaranty to keep all our money at a parity ‘‘ will be best 
shown by advancing toward its fulfillment.” 

I would have preferred to vote for an indefinite postponement 
of the resolution, but the party managers on either side concur in 
the determination to bring it to a direct vote. I must therefore 


either decline to vote, or by voting give an expression of my opin- | 


ion upon a naked legal proposition, disassociated from all con- 
siderations of public policy, morals, or expediency. 
circumstances, I shall vote in accordance with the opinion I ex- 
pressed at the ontset of these remarks. 

I want to say one thing further. If in the progress of affairs 
conditions may so change as that unreasonable hardship shall be 


put upon the creditor by the enforcement of the contract as it is | 


written, the question will be one which addresses itself to the pub- 
lic judgment as to the policy which this Government ought to pur- 
sue under such circumstances. 





Under the | 


But [ say to the other side that if you will undertake to make | 


the fight you pledged the country to make, to legislate to pre- 
serve the parity of gold and silver dollars; if you will take up this 
question as the President has requested you to take it up and 
carry out your platform, then if we shall come to a debased cur- 
rency, it will not be your fault and you will not be held responsible. 

But if you pursue the policy which the Republican party char- 
acteristically pursues, of letting everything drift while there is 
no immediate trouble, of taking advantage of fortuitous circum- 
stances and opportunities, and a collapse shall come before this 
Administration ends, you will be held to an accountability which 
you can not escape by showing that you voted against and tried to 
defeat a resolution which expressed only a plain and unquestioned 
proposition of law. 
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Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I differ with the honorable 
Senator from Kentucky | Mr. Linpsay] in his statement of thi 
vy | 3 


case. So far as the law is recapitulated in the whereases which 


form the preamble of the resolution, he is correct. So far as he 
includes the concluding part of the resolution as law is concerned, 
he is not correct. 

After reciting that there was an act passed in 1869 tos then 


the public credit, the whereas recites 
claring that all the bonds issued under it Y 
of the then present standard value. It then 


t of July 14, 


. 1 },? ; 
> redeemadie in ¢ 




















&s on to re &® iur- 
ther that— 

All bonds of the ited ith l be i nti 
tled ‘An act to pr le fo sun } n 1 
January 14, 18%! quir f yf nd i 
§S:ates described in the said act of Con $ ap] J 14, 18 

: m3 1 ; 

So far so good. The next whereas states another mat f 
law: 

Whereas at the date of the passage of said a Cong aid, to 

| wit, the 14th day Fuly, 1870, th in of t United St sof star rd value 
of that date included silver dollars of the weight of 412} grains each, declared 
by the act approved January 18, 1837, entitled “A tsup i he 
act entitled ‘An act « lishing a min lregulat I 3 ed 
States,’”’ to be a legal {f payment, according to their 1 i ilue, 
for any sums whatever: Therefore, 

Now, what is the concluding part 

That all the bonds of the United States issued, or authorized to 1} d, 
under the said acts of Congress hereinbefore recited a payable, } al 
and interest, at the option of the Government of the 1 ted Sta l eI 
doliars of the coinage of the United containi 412 


ate lng 2+ grair 
standard siiver 


That is correct. That is what the act states. They are payable 
in coin, and they are therefore payable, as matter of strict law, in 
silver coin of the standard weight and fineness at the option of 


the Government. 

The concluding part of the resolution makes a statement per- 
taining toa question of morality and good faith which I do not 
indorse: 


That to restore to its coinage such silver coins asa legal tend 





ment of said bonds, principal and in t, is not in v ot of t bl 
faith nor in derogation of the rights of the public cr: 

Mr. President, the contingency of the depreciation of one of 
those coins was stated to the Senator from Kentucky, and he was 
asked whether in the contingency of the depreciation of one of 
those coins, when the Government has the option to pay in either, 
a payment could be made in the depreciated coin wit! ’ Vio- 

| lation of good faith or dishonoring the public credit, and all I 


could get out of him and all that he answered was 


that 1 NAYV- 


| ment according to the stipulation of the bond discharged the law 


and was the criterion of the public faith or morality. 





In that proposition I entirely dissent from him. I do not agree 
that a great government, having in its power the passage of an 
act which will depreciate its own coin, and passing the act, has a 
right to say to the public creditor, ‘‘I have depreciated the coin 
which I have the option to pay in, and I will pay you the depre 
ciated coin; and that discharges my obligation according to the 


‘a> 
stipulation of the bond.” If that is morality 
morality is. If to take advantage of an act of 
the Government being the debtor, having ini r tod 
own obligations, is not a violation of the public faith 
mind can not conceive of an instance where public fai 
violated by an act of turpitude or dishonor. 

Mr. President, the sting of this resolution in its tail. The 
very gist of the whole matter is in the concluding clause; and con 








faith could 1 


18 


strued with reference to the declarations made by Senat on 
| this floor that the ulterior object of the resolution looks to the fr 
| coinage of silver, construing this resolution with that commentary 
I can not indorse it according to my standard, incorrect though 


it may be, of what public faith and morality are. 


Mr. President, this identical question as to its moral import 
came up in the discussion of the resolution when it was pi 





in 1878. I can understand very well the position of Senators 
| qualified their support of the resolution with the modifi 

ure that passed, called the Bland-Allison Act. That position I can 
easily understand, because under the then circumstances, under 
the condition that the United States was in then, there wa rdly 
any danger of the depreciation of the coin by reason of the coin- 
age of $2,000,000 of silver per month. 

I can easily understand the position of the Senator from Iowa. 
I can easily understand the position of other Senators who voted 
with him, and I can easily appreciate likewise the position of 
Senators who took, in my opinion, a more sagacious viev this 
question, and considered it then the opening breach f 1 assault 


upon the citadel of the public credit. That resolution was but 
the harbinger and the precursor, so intended to be, of a free-coi 
age bill at that period. The dangers to result from free coin 
were not quite so imminent nor quite so obvious as they are now, 
for silver was worth 92 per cent of the par value of gold. Itis 
now worth, I believe, about 44 per cent of the par value of g 
The condition of affairs has been materially and entirely changed 
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from what it was in 1878. It was a doubtful experiment at that 

eriod, in my opinion, even to undertake the coinage of two mil- 
ions per month. I think the bull ought to have been taken by 
the horns then and there and the battle of the standards fought 
outtoafinish. But that is a question that belongs to a past, which 
we can not resurrect, and I do not propose to touch upon it, 
merely contenting myself with the discussion of this question as 
it now presents itself to my mind. 

Iam in very good company, Mr. President. Istand with Lamar, 
with Hill, and with Bayard, all of whom voted against the resolu- 
tion in 1878, and, sir, if I stood alone, without one single, solitary 
supporter, I should follow the light of my conscience and under- 
standing in this matter. I donot believe that a question of this 
kind is one of a political character. I do not believe that party 
conventions and party platforms can alter the laws which govern 
standards of value, which I believe to be as accurate and as per- 
fect and as regular in their operation as the physical laws that 
govern the universe. 

I do not believe that any party platform can undertake to bind 
the judgment of a man to what is a financiai folly or a financial 
crime. Therefore it is, sir, that I do not propose to be controlled 
in any action that I may take on this matter by what platforms 
have announced or political conventions may have declared. 
Neither am I going into the history of this matter to find out 
whether some Senator at some time or other did not express opin- 
ions inconsistent with his attitude to-day. 

I am going to govern myself in regard to this question as it 
appears to my understanding and to my conscience. I am_not 
going to criticise the Republican party for its deretiction of duty 
in the matter of financial reform. According to my judgment it 
has been dead slow. According to my judgment it has not ac- 
cepted the fight that has been lifted up to it ever since the Chicago 
convention. But that is neither here nor there. 

The fight is on. The issues are joined, and I have enlisted for 
the war and the cause of sound money, and no political platform 
and no party whip or lash will have the slightest effect in govern- 
ing or controlling my conduct or my vote in this matter. 

What Democrats voted against the Matthews resolution? 
were they? Bayard, Eaton, Hill, Lamar. 
the other names are those of Democrats. I know Hill and Lamar 
and Bayard. I know of them, at least. I know that Hill was a 
Georgia Senator of great ability and character. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Kernan, McPherson, Randolph. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I will read some of the names of those who 
voted against the resolution: 

Anthony, Bayard, Blaine, Burnside, Christiancy, Dawes, Eaton— 


Mr. ALDRICH. Eaton was a Democrat from Connecticut. 

Mr.CAFFERY. Iknow. I read the names who voted ‘“‘no”— 
Hamlin, Lamar, McPherson, Mitchell, MoRRILL, Randolph, Rollins, Sargent 
Wadleigh, and Whyte. : 

Mr. President, Mr. Bayard said something on this question. I 
only propose to read a few lines of what he said. Mr. Bayard 
spoke, in part, as follows: 

Mr. President, it seems to me that no more severe or bitter commentary 
upon the outcome of the management of the finances of this nation for the 

t twelve years could be made than is contained in the preamble and reso- 
ution upon which we are now asked to vote; a severe commentary, indeed, 
upon the management of that party which, having complete control of every 
branch of the Federal Government, yet now, in view of all their legislation 
for the past sixteen years, sends in as a reconnoitering advance this resolu- 
tion, embodying, as it does, the ominous and alarming question whether a 
certain proposed act of Congress, of which this resolution is the harbinger, 
and which has already been resolved upon elsewhere and lies printed upon 
our table ready to fall upon the heels of this discussion, is or is not an act 
of national dishonor, or, to use the precise words of the resolution, whether 
it is not “in violation of the public faith” or “in derogation of the rights of 
the public creditor.” 

That is the way Mr. Bayard viewed it, coming as a precursor, 
as a harbinger, to the then pending bill in the House of Repre- 
sentatives for the free coinage of silver. He denounced it as an 
ominous resolution, embodying this great question of public faith 
and national honor. 

This resolution belongs to a declaratory class of acts. Declaratory legisla- 
tion is never to be favored, and is to be regarded as rather vicious in its 
character, in that it tends to trench upon the prerogative of the judicial 
branch; for, while the legislative branch have the power to use what words 
they please in framing an act, it is not their duty to pass upon the meaning 
of that which they have framed. 

Mr. Bayard goes on and makes an extended and elaborate argu- 
ment, which I do not propose to read, as to what he considered to be 
the evil results to flow from adopting a resolution of this character; 
and I say that the conditions which now surround us give much 
more cause for apprehension and alarm than the circumstances 
which created those apprehensions in the mind of Mr. Bayard. 
There are more causes now of apprehension than then to those 
who think that we ought to maintain the present standard of 
value in the United States. ; 

It is known of all men; it has been defiantly declared on this 
floor that this is but the reconnoitering advance of the columns 
that are to march under the banners of Mr. Bryan. This is a 


Who 
I do not know whether 
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skirmish line. They say their forces are well in hand. Upon 
every and any ocvasion they declare their readiness to fight out 
the battle of the standards; and, further than this, it is my opin- 
ion that the concurrent resolution is desired for this purpose. 
Knowing that the House will not, perhaps, pass, within the period 
—s the next Presidential election, any free-coinage bill; 

nowing that the silver basis can be precipitated as well by the 
action of the Executive and the Secretary of the Treasury in pay- 
ing the national obligations in silver, principal or interest, this 
resolution is desired in order to back up and give strength and 
courage to the Executive who would undertake to change the 
standard of value in this indirect and, in my opinion, cowardly 
manner. 

If, sir, that is not the reason, What is the reason? Is it a mere 
declaration that the law stands so and so? That is surplusage; 
that is useless. Nobody wants it. The men who are behind the 
resolution are not playing a mere game of wind, signifying noth- 
ing. There is a purpose behind the resolution, and the purpose is 
in order to give backbone to an Executive whom they hope to elect, 
to bring about the adoption of the silver standard without Con- 
gressional action. Thatis my opinion. Whether that be true or 
false, whether my prophecy is correct or not, makes no sort of dif- 
ference. But.the great question occurs upon what is right or 
what is wrong; and I am told that what is right or what is wrong 
in regard to governmental action, when the Government can 
bring about a state of affairs producing the right or the wrong, 
lies within the policy of the Government. 

The question of right or wrong stands alone. It is to be gov- 
erned by the code of morals and by the light of conscience. It is 
not to be governed or directed by the policy of any government 
onearth. History is full of the repudiations by governments of 
their own obligations. The United States is not without example 
of that kind of a violation of the public faith; and whether directly 
without the color of right or whether under the shelter of a reso- 
lution of this kind, the act will be judged, not by the policy of the 
law, but by a higher and greater criterion, the degiterd erected 
by all civilized people, by all honest people, the standard of indi- 
vidual and State conscience. 

Mr. President, the question of the merits of gold or silver is not 
involved in the issue presented by the resolution. It is time 
enough to discuss that intricate and embarrassing question when 
it comes before the people for discussion in alegitimate ae But 
that question has nothing to do with this resolution, and the reso- 
lution must be governed according to whatit contains; and judg- 
ing it by what it contains I believe any impartial man will say it 
contains a covert threat to repudiate the national obligations and 
to tarnish the national faith. That is what I think of it, and 
therefore I can not vote for it under any circumstances, under any 
conditions. 

The proposition that the Government, having the right to use 
its election between two metals, which unfortunately are the 
standard of value, shall choose the base metal to pay its obliga- 
tions, contracted in good faith, is, to my mind, utterly monstrous, 
utterly indefensible, and utterly shocking to every sense of pro- 
priety and right. I can not take it in. 

Mr. President, the conditions are such as to warrant very grave 
fears for the consequences upon the public of the adoption of 
this resolution and resolutions of a similar sort after the purpose 
of the resolution and the construction put on the concluding 
clause have been openly avowed. International bimetallism has 
failed. There is no hope from that quarter. Ever since 1867 the 
United States has essayed the réle of endeavoring to procure an 
international agreement to tie the two metals together at a cer- 
tain ratio, so that their parity would be maintained at that ratio. 

I think that the last effort, the last essay, ought to convince men 
who are not given to the loftiest optimism that the hope for bi- 
metallism has gone and that the question of the monetary stand- 
ard has to be settled by the United States now. The issue is 
right upon us. There is no time to dally. 

lay for political advantage. The question has to be fairly met, 

onorably met. If the American people want free coinage at 16 
to 1, or any other ratio, let them have it, but let them have this 
question discussed before them. Let every phase of the question 
be shown by arguments before them, so that they can make up an 
intelligent verdict and an intelligent award upon the question. 

I have never believed in international bimetallism. I never be- 
lieved it was practicable. I never believed that if it could be 
effected it would endure. I never believed that, if it did endure, 
that it would result in anything but monometallism, and that sil- 
ver monometallism. I think we might as well let go international 
bimetallism and address ourselves to the question of maintaining 
our present standard of value from indirect and insidious assault. 
I do not propose to go into the merits of this question, nor did I 
propose to speak this long when I first got up; but I simply pro- 
posed to lay down certain propositions which I think ought to 


— or guide governmental action in regard to its standard of 
value. 


There is no room to 
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t the hest office of Government is to ascertain 
the ae pad han ave of its people as to the commodity that 
will best circulate their values and represent their values, and, 
having ascertained that standard, to put on it the governmental 
stamp of the weight and fineness and quality of the commodity. 
I believe that the use of money metals by the people of a civilized 
state is not a governmental action. I believe that the use of a 
commodity to circulate exchanges is the outgrowth of the com- 
merce and the exchanges between mankind. I believe that no free 
civilized government on earth ever has any standard of value or 
medium of exchange other than that standard or that medium 
which answers to the commercial needs of its people. _ 

One of the greatest and highest duties, therefore, resting and de- 
volving upon government is to maintain the purity and the fine- 
ness of that standard of value, is to safeguard it against all assaults, 
all attacks, is to prevent by every possible precaution that stand- 
ard from being de in any way, shape, or form whatever, 
whether covertly by insidious eee to put in an inferior metal 
with the superior at a low ratio, or by any other way. 

The Government stands as the sentinel to watch the interests of 
the people, to safe d their interests, to prevent any impair- 
ment whatever of the standard of value and the medium of ex- 
change, not made by government, which can not be made by 
government in the nature of things, but is established by the con- 
sensus of opinion and wishes and wants of its citizens, who en- 
gage in the matter of eacpengng their commodities with one 
another and with other nations and peoples. 

Sir, if you will look at the history of the United States, what 
dia Mr. Jefferson do, or rather what did Mr. Hamilton do, when 
establishing the first ratio between silver and gold? Mr. Hamil- 
ton went to the commercial ratio. He did not take an arbitrary 
ratio. He did not hunt around for any cabalistic word. He did 
not take 16 to 1 or 61 to 1, but he went to the markets of the 
world and established the ratio at the then prevailing commercial 
value of silver as compared with gold. It did not hold. Silver 
was overvalued. Silver therefore left circulation. Then, again, 
the Government, as the guardian of the people's interest and in 
response to the demands of commerce, changed that ratio and 
established the gold standard by undervaluing silver. 

Now, sir, was that governmental action an arbitrary edict? 
Was it brought about by the despotic will of the Government of 
the United States? Was it offered to the people and fastened upon 
the people without any sort of regard to the commercial needs of 
its people and the commercial value of the two metals? No, sir; 
keeping it as near as possible to the commercial ratio in the first 
coi act, and finding that that commercial ratio did not hold, 
by deliberate action the people of the United States in Congress 
assembled adopted the gold standard by undervaluing silver. 
That is what they did, and that was a governmental action only 
so far as the Government registered the will and wishes of the 
people and the commercial needs of the trading world. 

Again, sir, in 1873, when we had neither silver nor gold, when 


we had nothing but paper, thinking that the United States needed | 





tion, were the standard of value debased by such an act as is con- 
templated in the pending resolution. 

But it is the interest of these 70,000,000 people that is to be con- 
sidered in this matter and not the interest of the bondholder 
only. He is only one of the citizens. I have nothing to do with 
bondholders. I have neither love nor hatred for the bondholders. 
I treat them as I would all citizens. The humblest in the land 
has as much right to the protection of the law as the bondholder. 
But, sir, because a bondholder happens to have money, because 

ople who have means invest in these bonds, is that the apology 

or a violation of the public honor or the national faith? 

I do not measure my appreciation of national honor and public 
faith by the fact that a particular statutory law is inimical to a 
bondholder or to the moneyed classes. I am absolutely sick of 
this cry against the money power. Under that cry all sorts of 
raids are attempted to be made upon the law of good morals, and 
all sorts of attacks are made upon the settled order of society. 
We have heard enough of vituperative charges and revolutionary 
attacks upon men because they are bondholders. That is noargu- 
ment to me, and I do not believe it ought to have the slightest 
weight with the American people. 

I hope, sir, that the people of this Republic will not view ques- 
tions from the standard of bondholding interest or nonbondhold- 
ing interest, but will view questions on their merits and look at 
them with the pure, patriotic eye of honest-hearted and clear- 
brained American citizens, and find acts or principles right or 
wrong according as they square with that standard. 

Mr. President, [ have run over this question in a very loose 
style. Before closing I must say that there are certain proposi- 
tions of the Senator from Kentucky that I heartily agree to. 
believe that bonds can be paid in any sort of money when all 
money is kept at a parity. That is manifest. That is correct. 

I find no fault with that statement. But then the Senator goes 
off from that statement, which is perfectly legitimate and per- 
fectly sound, and says that if a particular sort of money happens 
under certain conditions or certain contingencies to be dishonored, 
and dishonored by the Government, then the bond is complied 
with morally by a payment in the money which is inferior and 
degraded. And this, when the Government depreciating one 
metal has the option of paying in another that is good. To that 
proposition I must enter my protest; I can not indorse it. 

With these remarks I close the discussion. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, it is not my intention to take up 
any great length the time of the Senate in reference to the concur- 
rent resolution now pending. I am fully aware that there are a 
number of Senators who desire to express themselves on the reso- 
lution before the close of the debate to-morrow evening. I desire 
simply to state that the question of the adoption of the concurrent 
resolution, as it appears to me, is one that seems to be either mis- 
understood or that the debate has been carried on in such a wide 
range that the subject-matter of the resolution has been largely 
lost sight of. 


As I understand this question, it is not new legislation. It is 


precisely the standard of value adopted in 1834, Congress, voicing | brought here for what purpose I certainly do not know, nor do I 


the wishes of the ple, voicing the commercial needs of this 
eat nation, openly, in the light of day (although at this late 
our it appears it was 
see it), enacted a bill dropping silver from the coinage, which was 
nothing more nor less than indorsing the act of 1834, which prac- 
tically placed the country on the gold basis. 

Sir, there was no governmental action there except in so far as 
the Government responded to the commercial needs of the people. 
Read the debates. Read Mr. Benton. Read all the great men 
whotalked — that occasion. Read the report that was brought 
in from the House in 1857 and the debate upon the recoinage of 
the subsidiary coin, and there it is distinctly stated that the com- 
mercial needs of the United States required the adoption of the 
gold standard, and the people acquiesced in the adoption. 

Government having nothing more to do in my opinion than to 
register the wishes and needs of its people in regard to the choice 
of a standard of value, having nothing more to do than to con- 
serve that standard, am I told that adegradation of that standard 
by the Government, that a debasement of the coin is merely a 
matter of cold statutory enactment? Am I told that the matter 
or question of right or wrong is to be decided by the cold letter of 
a law which, in the alternative, permits an honest performance or 
an atrocious breach of good faith, and that the selection of the 
latter course squares with good faith? 

Why, sir, it is not the creditor only who is concerned in the 
maintenance of a standard of value. Every man, woman, and 
child in the United States; every nation that contracts with us; 
every obligation—the slightest—depends for its stability and its 
mn upon the stability and the integrity of the standard of 
value. It is not only. the bondholder that would be robbed, but it 
would any trade; it would cut off the wages of the poor; it 
would have its pernicious effect everywhere, under every condi- 


know what is the necessity for it. 


I am certainly at a loss to 
know. 


I had supposed until a few moments ago that it was indi- 


passed in a dark hole, where nobody could | rectly brought to the attention of the Senate by my distinguished 


friend the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpRIcH]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As the Senator uses my-name, let me ask him 
if he thinks that I introduced the resolution. Is he under that im- 
pression? 

Mr. SMITH. No, sir; I am going to acquit you entirely of it, 
because you said you had nothing to do with it. Ofcourse Ihave 
no reason at all to doubt your veracity. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not know but that the Senator might 
have thought I instigated Mr. Bryan to offer the resolution in 
the other House or the Senator from Colorado to offer it here. 

Mr. SMITH. 1 will explain to the Senator a little later on why 
I thought he perhaps instigated it. But, Mr. President, this 
question, as I understand it, 1s simply reaffirming what is already 
on the statute books now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no. 

Mr. SMITH. Practically, the Matthews resolution. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Stanley Matthews resolution was simply 
a concurrent resolution. It never had the force of law. 

Mr. SMITH. The same resolution was adopted in 1878. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But it never had the force of law. 

Mr. SMITH. And it was adopted by the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It was adopted as the opinion of the Senate, 
but it never had the force of law. 

Mr. SMITH. That is what I say. It was adopted by the 
Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, yes; it passed the Senate. 

Mr. SMITH. It passed the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As we might pass any resolution. 

Mr. SMITH. This is practically reaffirming that resolution, 
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Mr. TELLER. And the resolution was passed by the House. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It passed the Senate and the House, but it 
never was a law. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The pending resolution is justa copy of that 
resolution. 

Mr. SMITH. This is a copy of that resolution; it is not a new 
resolution. 

Mr. TELLER. Not at all. 


Mr. SMITH. Sol understand, although I would suppose, as it | 


has been the subject of a good deal of controversy, that it is new. 

Mr. President, I propose to vote for the resolution. In doing 
so I do not give up my viewsor opinions as regards the question of 
silver or gold. Ihave very decided personal views upon the ques- 
tion of the ability of the Government to maintain the free and 
unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16to1. While lam 
in favor of the free and unlimited coinage of silver, I have had 
serious doubts as to our ability to maintain the parity which we 
all desire to have maintained between silver and gold at that ratio. 


This is simply my personal opinion, having the same right to | 


express it that other individual Senators may have, and it being 
entitled to the same weight as the opinion of others. 

But, Mr. President, I can not see for a moment what the pending 
resolution has to do with the free coinage of silver. All that I can 
see that it has to do with it is what our respected friends on the 
other side of this Chamber have made of it. It would seem to me 
as if this measure ought to emanate naturally from the Republican 
side of the Chamber from the fact that so many of them have ex- 
pressed in public and private that when they had passed the tariff 
act prosperity would come to this country, that it was already 
here, and that they did not propose to take up the currency ques- 
tion, which alienated so many of the Democratic votes and gave 
them to the candidate who is the present incumbent of the White 
House. 

I believe that in taking up this question and debating it as they 
now are doing, and alienating a number of the gentlemen com- 
prising their own party on the other side of the Chamber as well 
as bringing together a unification of the Democrats on this side 
of the Chamber, it would seem to me very plain that it is an 
apology and an excuse for them to go before the American people 
and say, ‘Gentlemen, we are not going to try to enact any cur- 
rency legislation because did you not see the vote that was given 
on the Teller concurrent resolution?” 

I desire to say that that apology will not answer to the great 
American people, who, when they voted to put into power the 
Republican party at the last election, did it not for the tariff 
question, but believing that the financial question is the great 
and important question of the day. In standing behind a con- 
current resolution of this kind and pointing to it as the star of 
financial reform and its ge as the test vote of the Senate of 
the United States, they will not be believed by the American asad 
ple, and to show that the faith which the people placed in them 
was not misplaced they will be obliged at least to present to the 
Senate many of the suggestions made by their Secretary of the 
Treasury and by the President of the United States in order that 
the sense of this body may be had on their recommendations. 

I wonld not vote here or in any other place at any time for any 
concurrent resolution which, in my judgment, would violate the 
honor or detract in any way from the credit of this great nation. 
When Senators on the other side charge Senators upon this side of 
the Chamber with having any such motive, I believe they are en- 
tirely mistaken. I should be very sorry to believe that any Sena- 
tor, no matter how extreme his views on the silver question, did 
not have as high a regard for the honor and credit of this nation 
as do those who disagree with him most widely. 

No matter what becomes of the financial question in this coun- 
try, even if the ratio of 16 to 1 should be adopted, I believe that 
any man who should be elected to the high position of President 
of the United States, let his views be what they may on the finan- 
cial question, could as well be trusted to support the honor and 
— of this great country as could any of those who differ with 

2im. 

Mr. President, I do not desire to take up any further time on 
this question. Il wish simply to state that when an opportunity 
is given me to vote for any measure which will help our friends to 
improve the financial condition of this country I shall certainly 
be ready todo my part, and to so act and so vote as to sustain the 
high character of this Government. ; 

Mr. ALDRICH. Before the Senator from New Jersey takes his 
seat, I should like to ask him a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Gorman in the chair). The 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I simply wish to ask the Senator from New 
Jersey a question. My attention was diverted for a moment while 
the Senator was defining his ition upon the free coinage of 
silver. Did I understand the SS tor to say that he was or was 
-m - _ of the free and unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio 

ol 
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Mr. SMITH. I am in favor of the free and unlimited coinage 
of silver, but not at the ratio of 16 to 1. 

Mr.ALDRICH. Then the Senator, of course, understands that 
this resolution when it refers to the restoration of coinage does 
not mean the restoration of the free coinage of silver? 

Mr. SMITH. I understand that is a mere legal question, and I 
am supported in the view I take by the opinions of gentlemen in- 
side and outside of this Chamber for whose legal ability I have 
great respect. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then the Senator does not agree—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri 
=, COCKRELL] has the floor. Does he yield tothe Senator from 

hode Island? 

Mr. COCKRELL, I will answer the question of the Senator 
from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Brrry] and 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] have said that this resolu- 
tion is a declaration in favor of the free coinage of silver. 

Mr. SMITH. I did not hear what was said by those Senators, 
and con aeer. I can not answer the Senator's question. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, the resolution now pending 
before the Senate recites certain laws; and first, ‘‘An act to 
strengthen the public credit;” which is as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That in order to remove any doubt as to 

ourpose of the Government to discharge all just obligations to the public 
creditors, and to settle conflicting questions and interpretations of the laws 
by virtue of which such obligations have been contracted, it is hereby pro- 
vided and declared that the faith of the United States is solemnly pled to 
the payment in coin or its equivalent of all the obligations of the United 
States not bearing interest, known as United States notes, and of all the in- 
terest-beari obligations of the United States, except in cases where the law 
authorizin e issue of any such obligation has expressly provided that the 


same may be paid in lawful money or other me fee = d and silver. 
no’ y du 


But none of said interest-bearing obligations e shall be re- 


deemed or paid before maturity unless at such time United States notes shall 
be convertible into coin at the option of the holder, or unless at such time 


bonds of the United States bearing a lower rate of interest than the bonds to 


be redeemed can be sold at parin coin. And the United States also solemnly 
pledges its faith to make provision at the earliest practicable period for the 
redemption of the United States notes in coin. 

Approved, March 18, 1869. 

That law was enacted largely in ene of the platform of 
the national Democratic convention held in New York in 1868, in 
which we said: 

3. Payment of the public debt of the United States as rapidly as practicable; 
all moneys drawn from the — by taxation, om so much as is requisite 
for the necessities of the vernment, cconomicaily administered, being 
honestly applied to such payment, and where the ob tions of the Govern- 
ment do not expressly state u their face or the law under which they 
were issued does not provide they shall be in coin, they ought, in 
right and in justice, to be paid in the lawful money of the United States. 

There was at that time, Mr. President, a very large amount of 
outstanding securities of the Government, aggregating many hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars. There were eight hundred and forty- 
five millions of the 5-20 consols of the United States and some 

746,000,000 of other currency, which was being used as money. 
These bonds by their terms were redeemable in any money that 
was a legal tender. The Democratic party took the position that 
we had the right to pay them in that kind of money, and this 
law—the first one, which was signed by General Grant—was to 
settle that question. It decla that the public policy of the 
United States was to redeem and pay all its obligations of every 
kind in gold and silver coin—it did not ee coin;” it said 
** gold and silver coin”—uniless it was exp: y stipulated in the 
contract that the bonds should be paid in something else. 

Then, Mr. President, discussions were continued in regard to 
the payment of the 5-20 bonds and some of the other securities, 
and the same Congress, which met in December, 1869, enacted the 
law of July 14, 1870, to put forever at rest all questions in regard 
to the payment of the obligations of the Government. It was in- 
tended as a final adjustment and settlement, and it was intended 
by that adroit act to place these 5-20 consols and all the other 
se yee of the Saas in such oar aot — could not 
be paid or discharged by anything e it 1 ind of money - 
ified in that law and in those bonds. erefore, the law author- 
ized the refunding of the entire indebtedness of the United States, 
and authorized the exch of these various kinds of bonds for 
other bonds which were redeemable in lawful money and for all 
other securities. 

That law of July 14,1870, was peculiarly strong in its language. 
It was intended for a purpose, and it accomplished that purpose. 
I will read its exact language: 

That the Soonstere of the Treasury is hereby authorized to issue, in a sum 
or sums not ex ing in the $200,000,000, coupon or tered 
bonds of the United States, in such form as he may prescribe, and of denomi- 
nations of $0, or some multiple of that sum, redeemable in coin of the — 
ent standard value, at the pleasure of the United States, after ten years 
the date of their issue, and bearing interest payable semiann y in stich 


coin. 

That would seem to have been sufficient; but no, it was not. 
All doubt was to be removed; and so the law further says: 

All of which said several classes of bonds and the interest therecn shall bo 
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from yment of all taxes or duties of the United States, as well 
7 ——_ fo any form by or under State, municipal, or local author- 
ity; and the said bonds shall have set forth and expressed upon their face 


qpect i and shall, with their coupons, be made - 
eet the ee eae tlk States. - 

only were they to be payable in coin, but the exact weight 
in of the aw was to be specified on the face of the 
bonds, so that no matter what was done by the Government of 
the United States in after years, the amount of coin, gold and sil- 
ver, which was to be paid to the bondholder was fixed, the amount 
of silver metal in the silver coin and the amount of gold metal in 
the gold dollar, because it was to be in coin. In other words, 
that law said that the bonds should have upon their face ‘“re- 
deemable in coin, standard silver dollars of 412} grains weight, 
nine parts fine, and gold dollars of the standard weight of 25,); 
grains, nine parts fine.” There it is on the face of every one of 
these bonds. That was done for the purpose of adjusting and 
settling all these ——. vais 

Then came the law of January 21,1871, which is amendatory of 
the law I have just read and is referred to on the face of the 
bonds. That simply made the interest payable quarterly and did 
not affect at all the character of the bonds. 

Now we come to the resumption act of January 14, 1875. What 
does that resumption act do? Im acertain emergency it author- 
ized the Secretary of the Treasury to issue the kind of bonds speci- 
fied in the act of July 14, 1870. It gave no power to issue a new 
bond, but it simply authorized the Secretary of the Treasury to 
issue the kind of bonds which were ified in thelaw. Conse- 

uently, every bond which has been issued since the 14th day of 
July, 1870, and every bond outstanding a has upon its face 
‘‘redeemable in coin of the standard value of the United States 
on said July 14, 1870;” in other words, ‘‘ redeemable in standard 
silver dollars of 412} grains weight, nine parts fine, or standard 
gold dollars 25.8 grains to the dollar.” Thereitis. Thatlaw was 
passed to settle the question for the benefit of the creditor, so that 
there might be no change in the obligation. 

Now we come to the act of 1873. That act simply abrogated 
all right and authority to coin the standard silver dollar. hen 
the coinage act of February 12, 1873, passed. it took away abso- 
lutely every particle of right or power any officer of the United 
States had to use the mints in coining a solitary silver dollar. 
The act recited toward the close of the pending resolution refers | 
to the act of January 18, 1837. What was that act? That act 
authorized the free, unlimited, and independent coinage of both 
gold and silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, declaring the silver dollar | 
to be a full legal tender in the payment of al! debts and obliga- 
tions of every kind. Thatwas the actof January 18, 1837. These 
are the laws referred to. 

Now what is the resolution? It reads: 

That all the bonds of the United States issued, or authorized to be issued, 
under the said acts of Congress hereinbefore recited, are payable, principal 
and interest, at the option of the Government of the United States, in silver 
dollars of the coinage of the United States containing .412} grains each of 
standard silver. 

What are those bonds? I want to read one, so that there may 
be no mistake about the matter. I will read one of the last bonds 
of the loan payable in 1925. When President Cleveland was ne- 
gotiating the issue and sale of some of these bonds, he informed 
Congress that if he were authorized to make them payable in gold 
instead of coin it would make a saving of sixteen millions in the 


ae read the language contained on the face of the 4 percents 
oO 2 





Four per cent loan of 1925. 
Act of January 14, 1875. Washington, D. C., February 1, 1895. 1000 
1925, FOUR PER CENTS OF 1895. 
1000 Tae Unrrep STaTes OF AMERICA No. .... 
Are indebted to ............ or assigns, in the sum of one thousand dollars. 


This bond is issued under authority of an act of Congress entitled ‘An act to 
prose for the resumption of specie payments,” approved January four- 
eenth, eighteen hundred and seventy-five, being one of the descriptions of 
bonds described in the act entitled “An act to authorize the refunding of the 
national debt," approved July fourteenth, eighteen hundred and seventy, as 
amended by act of January twentieth, eighteen hundred and seventy-one, 
and is redeemable at the pleasure of the United States after the first day of 
Feb., nineteen hundred and twenty-five, in coin of the standard value of the 
United States on said July fourteenth. eighteen hundred and seventy, with 
ipterest in such coin from the day of the date hereof at the rate of four per 
ntum per annum, payable quarter!y on the first day of February, May, Au- 
gust, and November in each year. The pane and interest are exempt 
m. the payment of all taxes or duties of the United States, as well as from 


ferabie on Ser cmb ae under State, municipal, orlocalauthority. Trans- 
0 e 


see 


ee Register of the Treasury. 
Mr. President, there can be no question, then, that thoso bonds 
are payable in silver dollars equally with gold at the option of the 
United States. 
What is the declaration of the resolution? It is as follows: 
And that to restore to its ines such silver coins as a legal tender in pay- 
1 


ment of said bonds, princi nterest. is not in violation of the public 
faith nor in derogation of the rights of the public creditor. . 
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Torestore what? Torestore the law of January 18, 1837, recited 
on the faceof this bond. That law authorizes the free, unlimited, 
and independent coinage of both gold and silver at the ratio of 16 
to 1, and to restore that law would not be ‘‘in violation of the 

ublic faith nor in derogation of the rights of the public creditor.” 
at is the meaning of the laws quoted and that is the meaning 
of this resolution. It is a plain resolution; there can be no mis- 
take about its meaning. There is the declaration, and the laws 
sustain the conclusion of that resolution. There can be no ques- 
tion with anyone, it seems to me, who understands the p!ainest 
terms of the English language, that those bonds can be paid in 
standard silver dollars at the discretion of the United States— 
every solitary one of them, every solitary obligation of this Gov- 
ernment, except only the gold certificates. It would be a legal, 
an honest payment, a just payment, an equitable payment; one 
that would receive the approbation of the consciences of al] honest 
men and the approbation of the Judge of all the earth. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to put to the Senator a question, 
with his leave, of course. I do not wish to interrupt him if he 
objects. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is no interruption. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator whether he is also 
of the opinion that the then existing bonds of the Government 
were payable in irredeemable paper money, by the same logic 
which he now uses? 

Mr. COCKRELL. What does the Senator mean were “ pay- 
able in irredeemable paper money ”? 

Mr. HOAR. Iask whether, in the Senator’s judgment. before 
the resumption act the Government was not also entitled to pay 
off its bonds in irredeemable paper money? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have said,and havealways said, just what 
the former distinguished Senator from Ohio, now Secretary of 
State and formerly Secretary of the Treasury, has said, that we 
had aright to pay those bonds in anything that was a lezal tender 
by the laws of the United States. The outstanding bonds of to-day 
were not then in existence. 

Mr. HOAR. I know those bonds were not. I am speating of 
the bonds that were in existence. I wish to ask the Senator if he 
does not understand that the argument he is now making, to wit, 
that the present bonds are payable in silver coin, even if we should 
have free coinage of silver, is not the same argument in substance 
and logic by which he asserted the right of the Government to pay 
off the former bonds in irredeemable paper money? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Possibly it may be to some extent only. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have not specified what kind of lawful 
money should be paid. Here it is specified. That is the differ- 
ence. One says“ lawful money.” and the other does not say ‘‘ law- 
ful money,” batsays ‘‘in coin of the standard value of the United 
States ona given day.” Youcan not get around it; it is specified. 
There is no evasion and no change. 

But, Mr. President. what does the Teller resolution mean? It 
means just what I have said. The resolution that we have before 
us means that to restore the act of January 18, 1837, as the law of 
the land would not be an act “in violation of the public faith nor 
in derogation of the rights of the public creditor.” 

Has anything occurred since 1878 to change the conditions? The 
Matthews resolution was passed by the Senate January 25, 1878, 
anid passed by the House of Representatives January 28, 1878. It 
was voted for in the other House by such distinguished gentle- 
men as Hon. John G. Carlisle, since Secretary of the Treasury; 
Hon. William McKinley, now President of the United states: 
Hon. Charles Foster, ex-governor of Ohio, and ex-Speaker Keifer. 
They all voted for it at that time; and it was passed by an over- 
whelming majority. Has anything occurred since then? Yes, 
Mr. President, we passed one law; we passed what is known as 
the Bland-Allison law. 

That was a law enacted February 23, 1878. When that bill 
came from the House of Representatives, it was a bill for the free, 
unlimited, and independent coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 
1. When that bill was before the House such distinguished gen- 
tlemen as the present President of the United States voted for it; 
Hon. John G. Carlisle voted for it; and so also did Hon. H.S. 
Herbert, the Secretary of the Navy under the late Administration. 





That bill came here to the Senate, and in the Senate it was modi- 
fied so as to destroy the free and unlimited coinage of silver and 
to give it a limited and restricted coinage of not less than £2,000,- 


000 nor more than §+t.000,000 per month. 

Mr. President, it was well known at that time that it was un- 
certain whether the President would sign any bill of the kind, and 
therefore the bill was more easily modified so as to provide for 
limited and restricted coinage than it otherwise could have been. 
It was passed in that form and sent to the President. It was 
vetoed by the President, brought back to Congress? and passed 
over his veto in both Houses. 

Mr. President, have not the people of the United States a per- 
fect right, an indisputable right, to pay these bonds, every one of 
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them, in the standard silver dollar? There can be no question in 
my mind upon that point—none in the world. The question 
whether it is politic or wise to do so is not involved in this reso- 
lution. 

But why can we so pay them? Mr. President, we have a right 
to pay these bonds in this money, and I will tell you why we have 
a right to so pay them. 

First, however, I will bring the testimony of a distinguished 
gentleman to sustain this right. I hold in my hand circuiar 143, 
issued July 1, 1897, by Secretary Gage, the present Secretary of 
the Treasury. I want to quote from that: 

Gold coins and standard silver dollars, being standard coins of the United 
States, are not ‘‘redeemable.” 

“Are not redeemable.” No standard money is redeemable. A 
currency may be redeemable; currencies often are redeemable. 
Any kind of paper currency that this Government may issue must 
be redeemable, in my judgment; but when this Government, 
under the Constitution, issues silver dollars and gold dollars and 
declares them a full legal tender, they are money absolute, irre- 
deemable, and no obligation rests upon the Government as to 
them. After they leave the mints and go into the hands of the 
holder, there is no obligation on the United States of any kind on 
earth in regard to the silver dollars. The only obligation that 
exists in regard to the silver certificates is to redeem them in 
standard silver dollars on their return. . 

There is no more obligation upon the Government of the United 
States in regard to standard silver dollars than there is in regard 
to standard gold. You might just as well say you have a right to 
maintain the parity of gold with silver as that you have the right 
to maintain the parity of silver with gold. There is no such thing 
as parity between standard money. hen the Government issues 
the silver dollars and stamps upon their face their value and the 
law declares them a legal tender and puts them in circulation, 
they are their own redeemers; theyaremoney. There is no further 
obligation on the part of the Government. Talk about the obli- 
gation of maintaining the parity! I will come to that point ina 
minute. 

What kind of money are they? They are constitutional money. 
They are the money of the Constitution. They are the only kind 
of legal money in existence in the United States or that can be. 
Let us see. The Constitution says: 

Congress shall have power * * * to coin money, regulate the value 


thereof, and of foreign coin, and fix the standard of weights and measures. 
* cd * iz * cd cad 


No State shall * * * coin money; [or] make any thing but goid and 
silver coin a tender in payment of debts. 

The only power given is to coin money—that is, to coin gold and 
silver, not gold or silver, but gold and silver; and then to regulate 
the value of such coined money—that is, to declare the legal 
tender, the debt-paying power, of such coined money, and also of 
foreign coins. 

Mr. President, I say that Congress has no authority, under the 
Constitution, to deny equal coinage of silver with gold. I say 
that Congress can not demonetize silver, nor can it demonetize 
gold. They are the money of the Constitution. They are the 
money therein authorized. I now quote from Daniel Webster, in 
a celebrated speech of December 21, 1836: 

Iam clearly of the opinion that gold and silver, at rates fixed by Congress, 
constitute the legal standard of value in this country, and that neither Con- 


gress nor any State has authority to establish any other standard or to dis- 
place this standard. 


That is eminent authority. But, Mr. President, I will not con- 
tent myself with that. I will bring another authority. I now 

uote from the speech of the Hon. James G. Blaine, delivered in 
this body on the 7th day of February, 1878. Mr. Blaine was dis- 
cussing the Bland-Allison measure, and he said: 


I believe gold and silver coin to be the money of the Constitution—indeed, 
the money of the American pou anterier to the Constitution, which that 
great organic law recognized as quite independent of its own existence. No 
power was conferred on Congress to declare that either metal should not be 
money. Congress has therefore, in my judgment, no power to demonetize 
silver any more than to demonetize gold; no power to demonetize either any 
more than to demonetize both, In this statement I am but repeating the 
weighty dictum of the first of constitutional lawyers. “Iam certainly of 
opinion,” said Mr. Webster, ‘‘ that gold and silver, at rates fixed by Congress, 
constitute the legal standard of value in this country, and that neither Con- 

ess nor any State has authority toestablishany other standard or to displace 

his standard.”’ Few persons can be found, I ee who will maintain 
that Congress sses the power to demonetize both gold and silver, or that 
Congress could be justified in prohibiting the coinage of both, and yet, in 
logic and legal construction, it would be difficult to show where and why the 
wer of Congress over silver is greater than over gold—greater over either 
han over thetwo. If, therefore, silver has been demonetized, Iam in favor of 
remonetizing it. If its coinage has been prohibited, I am in favorof ordering 
it to pe resumed. If it has been restricted, Iam in favor of having it en- 
rged. 


Mr. PLA.TT of Connecticut. Are those the remarks of Webster? 

Mr. COCKRELL. They are the words of James G. Blaine. 

Mr. FORAKER. Can the Senator tell us how Mr. Blaine 
voted when the bill came up? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think he voted for an increase of the ratio. 

Mr. FORAKER. Did he vote for the Bland-Allison bill? 


Mr. ALLISON. He voted against it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. He voted against it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri 
why it was that Mr. Jefferson and Mr. Hamilton spent time in the 
discussion and consideration of the question whether the standard 
should rest upon gold alone or silver alone, or upon both, if the 
Senator’s construction of the Constitution is the correct one? 

Mr. COCKRELL. They may have debated as to whether it 
was constitutional or proper, and considered the propriety of it, 
but both came to the conclusion that we must rest on bimetallism. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; but not because of that clause in the Con- 
stitution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That may not have been the inspiring 
cause, but they both came to the same conclusion, that under our 
Constitution bimetallism was the thing for our nation. 

Mr. ALLISON. They did, and with the utmost care they as- 
certained the commercial value—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. The commercial value fixed by tse laws of 
the different nations. There was no fixed or relative value to 
gold or silver then, and there never has been on this earth, except 
that which has been given by law. 

Mr. HOAR. Did not Mr. Jefferson and Mr. Hamilton both 
inquire into it as a matter of expediency and settle it as a matter 
of expediency and not as a constitutional obligation? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will let the distinguished Senator from 
Massachusetts answer that question himself. 

I hold in my hand a speech delivered by the distinguished senior 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] August 15, 1893, and I 
desire toquotehimin this respect. Inthatspeech the distinguished 
Senator from Massachusetts, speaking of bimetallism, said: 

You may drive out nature with your legislative fork, but again and again 
she comes running back. This doctrine r in the Constitution. 
‘No State shall make anything but gold and silver coin a tender.” ‘No 


State shall coin money, emit bills of credit, make anything but gold and silver 
coin a tender in payment of debts.” 

That the words * money” and “ gold and silver” were regarded as equiv- 
alents in constitutional meaning is mph the fact that the Constitution 
makes a separate provision as to bills of credit and does not include them in 
the sentence whic — tomoney. It isnotgold orsilver that a State may 
make a legal tender, but gold and silver, the legal value of which by another 
clause of the Constitution is to be determined by Congress. 

Chief Justice Elisworth and his associate, who represented Connecticut in 
the constitutional convention, in their report to their constituents of the pro- 
ceedings of the convention, say that the new Constitution provides that no 
State “‘shall make anything but money a legal tender for the i of 
debts,’ showing that, in their judgment, the word * money”’ and the words 
‘gold and silver” are identical or equivalents. 

Alexander Hamilton considered this question in his great report on the 
mint and the coinage He gave fullest weight to the arguments of the mono- 
metallists. He admitted that the money unit had up to that time virtually 
attached to gold rather than to silver. But, with the fullest concurrence of 
President Washington and _ the statesmen of his time, he declared for the 

rinciple of bimetallism: His arguments have not lost their original force. 

hey have not been answered in any discussion. The people of the United 
States, when the tempest has will settle down and be reconciled to 
the solution of this great problem in which Washington and his Cabinet joined. 
They never will be permanently reconciled to any other. 

To annul the use of either of the metals as money is to abridge the quan- 
tity of circulating medium, and is liable to all the objections which arise 
from the comparison of the benefits of a full with the evils of a scanty circu- 
lation.—Hamiiton’s Report, Lodge’s Edition, page 243. 

Daniel Webster declared more than once, and with great emphasis, that 
the Constitution requires the coinage of both metals; and it would be a dis- 
obedience to our constitutional duty were Congress to discard either. 

Mr. President, all our great financial authorities of both parties, from the 
framers of the Constitution, from Alexander Hamilton, and Jefferson, and 
Webster, and Calhoun, and Benton, and Chase, and Fessenden, Federalists 
and Republicans, Whigs and Democrats, down to the disturbed period which 
followed the war, have agreed upon this policy. There were differences 
which divided political parties. Whether Congress should authorize a paper 
currency, under careful safeguards, redeemable in coin, or should leave that 
to State discretion or to private enterprise, was a question which divided 
parties and made and unmade Presidents and Administrations. But downto 
the year 1863 it never was heard in this country that the legal tender and the 
standard of value should be anything but gold and silver; nor was it ever 
claimed until 1873 that both gold and silver could not be relied upon to per- 
form this service. 


Mr. HOAR. Eighteen hundred and sixty-threeisright. Iwas 
speaking of the legal-tender laws. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator is right about that. Iwas not 
certain. I did not know that his attention had been called to it. 

I think that is pretty good authority to establish that gold and 
silver are the money of the Constitution. They are the only 
money the Constitution recognizes as without any redeemer, irre- 
deemable, absolute, unqualified, and unrestricted. They have a 
mission, and they fulfill it upon their face. They discharge any 
obligation of the Government, I care not what it is, and silver 
stands side by side with gold upon perfect equality in all its legal 
rights, and it is immaterial whether silver in the silver dollar is 
worth a nickel or 99.99cents. It is money—absolute, irredeemable 
money. 

Mr. President, what has caused the trouble we have about re- 
deeming obligations, etc.? I will tell you. The whole trouble 
has arisen because the executive branch of this Government, un- 
der every Administration, Democratic and Republican, has been 
under the domination and dictation and control of the money 
power of the Ne nh one of them. There has been no dis- 
tinction. Every one of them has been under the control of the 
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money power. The money power has dictated what the execu- 
tive branch should do. | , ; ; 

What have I beheld in my short experience in this body? We 

a law reducing the interest on a certain class of bonds, re- 
quirin their refunding down to3 percent. What did the na- 
tional ks do? They came here and in one day retired $17,000,- 
000 of their circulating medium, produced almost a panic upon 
the Exchange in New York, and forced a Republican President to 
veto the bill. Now, what did we see those same bankers do? In- 
side of six months those banks took 3 per cent bonds voluntarily, 
because of the storm and indignation which their vicious act had 

roduced throughout the length and breadth of the land. The 
idents of the United States and the Executive Administra- 
tions have pandered and bowed to the will of the money power. 

Now, let us examine that justa little. 1 admit that the bowing 
and submission have not been absolute and unconditional all 
along. But let us traceit. We will begin. As to the law of the 
28th day of February, 1878, you remember what the predictions 
wenesilie world was coming to an end financially; old Satan would 
appear; everything was going to destruction; no bonds could be 
sold: the honor of the Government would be degraded and de- 
based; the refunding of the national debt would cease; gold would 
all flee from the country. These were the wild, exaggerated pre- 
dictions, that came mostly from the other side of the Chamber, by 
those who are now attempting to maintain the gold standard. 
They all claimed to be bimetallists then. Well, we passed the 
law. We did not pay any attention to their predictions, and not 
one of them has ever been fulfilled. 

I want tosay here now that not onesolitary prophecy or prediction 
made by Cleveland or Sherman or anybody else—and their predic- 
tions are as “‘thick as autumnal leaves that strow the brooks in 
Vallombrosa ”—has ever been fulfilled except the one made by Mr. 
Alfred de Rothschild in the Brussels conference, 1892, in which he 
said: 

Gentlemen, I need hardly remind you that the stock of silver inthe world 
is estimated at some thousands of millions, and if this conference were to 
break up without arriving at any definite result, there would be a deprecia- 
tion in the value of that commodity which it would be frightful to contem- 
plate, and out of which a monetary panic would ensue the far-spreading 
effects of which it would be impossible to foretell. 

This has been literally fulfilled and its dire effects yet felt. 

Mr. HOAR I desire to ask the Senator from Missouri if one 
pretty serious prediction has not been fulfilled; that is, that silver 
would continue to fall in spite of your law? 

Mr. COCKRELL. But the silver dollar has not fallen. Weare 
not dealing with the metal. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam not speaking of the silver dollar. 

a COCKRELL. Weare not dealing with the metal, but with 
the coin. 

Mr, HOAR. Iamspeakingofsilver. Iask the Senator whether 
gentlemen at that time did not predict that silver would continue 
to fall in spite of the law p by this nation to keep it up, and 
ae he or his friends did not predict that that law would stop 

e ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No, sir; I never made any prediction about 
it. I never believed in the efficacy of a limited and restricted 
coinage. I do not believe in it now. I donot believe that byany 
law limiting and restricting the purchase and coinage of silver 
its metallic commercial value would go up to its coining value. 
That is not the way. That is not the reason why gold bullion 
maintains its parity with gold coin. 

Mr. HOAR. When the Senator voted for what is known as the 
Bland bill or the Bland-Allison bill did he vote for it with the ex- 

ctation that the bullion value of silver would go down to where 

t is now or anything like it? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I did not pay attention to the question then, 
because I took it as the best thing I could get with the President 
then a 

Mr. HOAR. Iam not discussing the question of the propriety 
of the Senator’s vote. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In my speech on the Matthews resolution in 
1878 I never said a solitary word about what would be the effect 
of the limited and restricted coinage in that bill. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator says that not one solitary prediction 
which the opponents of the free coinage of silver by this country 
alone havemade has ever been fulfilled. I understand that the most 
grave, serious, and important prediction of all, which was that 
that policy would not arrest the fall in the value of silver in the 
markets of the world, has been fulfilled. Whether or not the 
Senator made the prediction I do not recollect, but I ask him if 
the men on his side who supported that policy did not predict that 
the effect of that legislation would be to stop the fall? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, sir; I think some of them probably 
did. I never made any prediction about those matters, because [ 
had an abiding confidence that the only thing that could bring 
silver to a perfect equality with gold was legislation giving it 
wilson privilege, and power that gold has, and that is all we 

er do.. 


I want to commence right after this law was passed. Senator 
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Sherman was one of the men who predicted dire results. I now 
hold in my hand an interview of the Finance Committee of the 
United States Senate with Hon. John Sherman, then Secretary of 
the Treasury, March 19, 1878. I read from page 9 of the report: 


Senator BAYARD. You are speaking of resumption upon the basis of silver, 
or of silver and gold? 


Secretary SHERMAN. Yes, sir; 1 think it can be maintained better upon a 
bimetallic or alternative standard than upon a single one, and with less acct- 
mulation of Fela. In this way remonetization of silver would rather aid re- 
sumption. © bonds that have been returned from Europe have been read- 
ily absorbed—remarkably so. The recent returns in New York show the 
amount of bonds absorbed in this country is at least a million and a quarter 
aday. We have sold scarcely any from the Treasury since that time. This 
shows the confidence of the ple in our securities, and their rapid absorp- 
tion will tend to check the European scare. 

Senator VOORHEES. That shows, Mr. Secretary, that this cry of alarm in 
New York was unfounded. Then this capital seeks our bonds when this bi- 
metallic basis is declared? 


Secretary SHERMAN. Yes; many circumstances favor this. The demand 
for bonds extends to the West and to the banks. 

I will now quote from the same report, pages 16 and 17. 
Bayard, addressing Mr. Sherman, said: 

You speak of resumption upon a bimetallic basis being easier. Do you 
make that proposition irrespective of the readjustment of the relative values 
of the two metals as we have declared them? 

Secretary SHERMAN. I think so. Our mere right to pay in silver would 
deter a t many people from presenting notes for redemption who would 
readily do soif they could get the = ge and more portable coin in exchange. 
Besides, gold coin can be exported, while silver coin could not be exported, 

use its market value is less than its coin value. 


Then Senator Bayard said: 


By the Ist of July next or the ist of January next you have eighteen or 
twenty millions of silver dollars which are in circulation and payable for 
duties, and how long do you suppose this short supply of silver and your con- 
trobof it by your col will keep it equivalent to gold, when one is worth 
10 cents less than the other? 

retary SHERMAN. Just so long as it can be used for anything that gold 
is used for. it will be worth in this country the par of gold until it becomes 
so abundant and bulky that people will become tired of carrying it about; 
but in our country that can be avoided by depositing it for coin certificates. 

Senator BAYARD. Do you suppose it is possible to retain in this country 
these two moneys, one of gold and one of silver, at the ratio you have ad- 
justed them of 16 to 1, when their market value is different? 

Secretary SHERMAN. I think we can do it until the amount of silver gets to 
be somewhere between $50,000,000 and $100,000,000. 


‘** Between fifty and one hundred million dollars.” The then Sec- 
retary of the Treasury—the great gold monometallist and bimetal- 
list—said we could maintain silver until we got that much of it. 
How much have we got to-day? Four hundred and fifty-five mil- 
lion eight hundred and eighteen thousand one hundred and twenty- 
two dollars on the ist day of January—standard silver dollars, 
ee which to-day will purchase just as much as the gold 

ollar. 

But now, Mr. President, what caused these raids that they talk 
about? What induced this endless chain, Mr. President? I will 
tell you. A departure from bimetallism and from the use of gold 
and silver as provided in the Constitution at the option of the 
United States. 

Now let us look at the figures a moment. 
raids were made on the Treasury. 
to this statement of facts. 

From January, 1879, the date of the resumption of specie pay- 
ments, to July 1, 1891, the greenbacks presented for redemption 
were only a little over $34,000,000. In that long period from 
January 1, 1879, to July 1, 1891, the greenbacks presented for 
redemption were only a little over $34,000,000—in thirteen years 
only an annual average of $2,629,619—and not a Treasury note 
was ever presented for redemption prior to October 14, 1891; and 
yet we exported from January 1, 1879, to July 1, 1891, over 
$339,000,000 in gold. We exported it from the country, and there 
was no raid on the Treasury—not a particle. 

Now, what occurred October 14,1891? Let us look at the record. 
I have the record here, and I will quote it. From July 1, 1891, to 
October, 1895, $275,000,000 of greenbacks had been redeemed in 

old. From July 14, 1891, to October 1, 1895, over $76,000,000 of 
eery notes had been redeemed in gold. Over $351,000,000 of 
gold was taken from the Treasury from July 1, 1891, to October 
1, 1895, a little over four years. Yet in the thirteen years preced- 
ing, with $346,000,000 of greenbacks outstanding, only $34,000,000 
had ever been presented for redemption, and we exported at the 
same time from July 1, 1891, to October 1, 1895, nearly $340,000,000 
of gold. Both notes were used to raid the Treasury and take gold. 

Now. what caused that? What caused these sudden raids to be 
made upon the Treasury? From February 28, 1878, up to October 
14, 1891, the standard silver dollar had stood in front of the gold 
in the Treasury as a watchdog. No raid was ever attempted on 
the gold. Raids would have been attempted upon it, but these 
silver dollars were the guardians of the gold and they maintained 
bimetallism and maintained the parity of gold with themselves. 

Now, what occurred on the 14th day of October, 1891? On the 
14th day of October, 1891, Hon. Charles Foster, then Secretary of 
the Treasury, sent to Boston the following dispatch: 


OcTOBER 14, 1891. 
Assistant Treasurer Kennard has been instructed to redeem Treasury 


notes in gold. : 
CHARLES FOSTER, Secretary. 





Senator 


Let us see what 
I call the attention of Senators 


PHINEAS PIERCE, 
82 Summer street, Boston, Mass. 
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How did that come about? Mr. Pierce had taken down to the 
assistant treasurer in Boston a thousand-dollar Treasury note, 
presented it for payment, and demanded gold. The treasurer 
peremptorily refused to pay gold, and thereupon Mr. Pierce tele- 
graphed to the Secretary of the Treasury, calling his attention to 
the statement of the Secretary in his letter to the secretary of the 
Republican Club of Massachusetts, October 10, 1891, wherein he 
said: ‘‘ Fifth. Treasury notes are redeemed in gold when so pre- 
sented for redemption at the Treasury or any assistant treasury 
of the United States.” In response, Mr. Foster replied to Mr. 
Pierce as I have quoted. 

Mr. Kennard was assistant treasurer at that time, and in his let- 
ter of October 31,1894, to Hon. C. 8. Hamlin (who gave me a copy 
of the letter and got the permission of Mr. Kennard that I might 
use it), he said: 

No specific instructions were ever received as to their redemption in 
gold, nor had the question ever been raised. The notes, it was tacitly under- 
stood, had inherited their silver character from the act of Congress which 
created them and which explicitly directed the Secretary of the ry to 
purchase the silver bullion “from time to time’’ “and to issue these notes in 
payment for such purchases.”” Up to October 13, 1891, there was not a bank 
officer in town that ever entertained the idea of receiving gold in exchange 
for those notes. My predecessor, Mr. Aldrich, confirms thi 

I suppose he is a relative of the distinguished Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

The current sentiment was that they would ultimately supersede the silver 
certificates (the Secretary controlling the alternative), and this office was 
alternately supplied with both without comment. Gold notes were then 
abundantly available for all requirements and always tendered for gold coin 
without friction. 

Mr. President, there was no necessity for this, there was no de- 
mand on the part of the public; but in order to maintain the posi- 
tion of the Republican League there, Hon. Charles Foster made 
the reply and then was bound by it, and instructed Mr. Kennard 
toredeemin gold. Then Pandora’s box ofills was opened and raids 
upon the Treasury ay 900 just as I have shown. 

Had that position n adhered to, had silver been honored 
then as gold has been honored all the time, there would not have 
been another solitary raid attempted; there would not have been a 
solitary bond issued; there would have been no pretense for it, and 
we would not have had $262,315,400 of outstanding interest-bearing 
bonds issued to maintain this idolized goldstandard. Thatis the 
amount that it has already cost the people to maintain it. Those 
bonds have been issued to maintain it and give anybody the right 
to raid the Treasury at his pleasure. No nation on earth gives 
that privilege. Nomancanshow it. No nation on earth hasever 

et surrendered the option to pay in any kind of its own money. 
No man can show it. The most humiliating, degrading spectacle 
that any great nation ever presented before the world is to leta 
set of bankers dictate to them whether they will pay one kind of 
their money or theother. Oh, that we had an Andrew Jackson 
in the Presidential chair to say to-day to the bankers, ‘‘By the 
Eternal, the standard silver dollar is equal to the gold, and shall 
be paid!” That wouldendit. ThisGovernment is stronger than 
all the banks of the world combined. It is able to maintain any 
position it takes. 

But what is the miserable pretext for this paying out of gold? 
Let us examine that just a moment. Whatis thepretext? They 
say, *‘Do you not know the law of July 14, 1890, talks about par- 
ity?” The parity! Wehear of parityon everyhand. Whatdoes 
the law say? 

That upon demand of the holder of any of the Treasury notes herein pro- 
vided for the Secretary of the Treasury shall, under such regulations as he 
may prescribe, redeem such notes in gold or silver coin, at his discretion, it 
being the established policy of the United States to maintain the two metals— 


Mark the language now!— 
the two metals on a parity with each other upon the present legal ratio, or 
such ratio as may be provided by law. 

Section 3 expressly requires that the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall coin, of the bullion purchased under that act, a sufficient 
amount of standard silver dollars with which to retire and cancel 
the Treasury notes issued in its purchase. Mark you, when the 
Treasury notes are redeemed in silver, that ends them; they have 
to be canceledand destroyed. But when they are redeemed in gold 
they have to be reissued, and they can be reissued, and thereby 
—- endless chain, just the same as a greenback was redeemed 
in gold. 

Now, we are told that we must maintain parity of the two 
metals. Have youdone it? Let us see how you have maintained 
the parity of the two metals. There never before was such a 
flimsy pretext made by intelligent men. There never was on the 
face of the earth in a justice’s court such a flimsy pretext made as 
that the use of gold was only for the purpose of maintaining the 
parity of the two metals according to this law. 

Now, have you maintained the parity of the two metals? In 
1885 what was the comniercial value of the silver in the standard 
dollar? Eighty and nine-tenths cents. Now, what is it to-day? 
Forty-eight and eighty one-hundredths cents. What was it in 
1894? It was 49.1 cents. What is the average in 1897 for six 
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months? Forty-eight and six-tenths cents. And now you have 
maintained the parity, have you? Just think of it. You have 
maintained the parity of the two metals by giving anybody the 
right to take gold instead of silver, and surrendering your option 
and your right to say which kind of standard money you would 
use! 
i ees Will the Senator yield for a motion to ad- 
journ 
Mr. COCKRELL. No; I want to go on and finish to-night. 
Weill, I do not blame men, when forced to a point where they can 
not get anything better, to take some little flimsy excuse to cover 
up their act. It is the act of the executive branch of the Govern- 
ment, and they have to defend it as best they can. Now, let us 
see if that law is in existence. What does the law of November 
1, 1893, say? 

And it is hereby declared to be the policy of the United States to continue 
the use of both gold and silver— 

As what?— 


as standard money— 


Irredeemable money, using neither to sustain the other, but 
making either wholly independent of the other— 
as standard money, and to coin both gold and silver into monoy of equal 
intrinsic and exchangeable value, such equality to be secured through inter- 
national agreement or by such safeguards of legislation as will insure the 
maintenance of the parity in value of the coins of the two metals— 


What?— 
the parity in value of the coins of the two metals— 

**Coins of the two metals.” No longer parity in the value of 
the metals in the coin, but in the value of the coins. A very dif- 
ferent thing from “‘the parity in the value of the two metals in 
thecoins.” One is money, the other is a metal; one has a money 
value given to it by law, the other has a commercial value. They 
are entirely distinct— 
and the cane ore of every dollar at all times in the markets and in the 

e 


yment o ts. And it is hereby further declared that the efforts of the 


overnment should be steadily directed to the establishment of such a safe 


system of bimetallism as will maintain at all times the equal power of every 
dollar coined or issued by the United States, in the saarbeta and in the pay- 
ment of debts. 

Will you longer hold that the law requires you to use gold only 
to maintain the parity of the two metals? There is nothing on the 
face of the earth now on record thatrequires the parity of the two 
metals to be maintained. It was in the law of 1890, but the law 
of 1893 wiped it out of existence, and all that has to be done is to 
maintain the parity of the coins of the two metals. 

I have heard a great deal said about the 50-cent and the 40-cent 
dollar. I want to know whether our friends are in earnest when 
they talk about a 50-cent dollar. I see Senators of character and 
of wealth and influence here. I hold in my hand a twenty-dollar 
gold piece. If —_ of you have 50-cent do and are wiliing to 
exchange forty of them for this twenty-dollar gold piece, come 
forward. I will give it as a standing offer. 1 want to know 
whether these dollars are 50-cent dollars or not. Here isatwenty- 
dollar gold piece which I will exchange any day with any Repub- 
lican friend for forty of your 50-cent standard silver dollars, forty 
coined silver dollars. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand that it is a twenty-dollar coin? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is a twenty-dollar gold coin. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Would the Senator be willing to exchange it 
for thirty Mexican dollars that contain as much silver—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; I am not talking about metal. I am 
talking about money. I am not talking about Mexican dollars, 
but money of the United States, standard money, with the dollar 
mark on it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mexican coin has an unlimited legal-tender 


quality. 
as COCKRELL. Not in Missouri, and nowhere ia the United 
tates. 

Mr. ALDRICH, It is legal tender in Mexico. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not in the United States. 
in the United States. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is in Mexico. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is a different thing entirely. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What difference does it make—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Every nation makes its own — tender. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does it make any differerce what country 
makes the coin a legal tender? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly, and the Senator from Rhode 
Island knows that better thanIdo. Every nation of the earth 
makes its own legal tender, and that legal-tender character leaves 
it the moment it leaves the territorial and geographical limits of 
the nation which coins it. ; 

Mr. FORAKER. Is it not true, if the Senator will allow me to 
interrupt him, that the legal-tender quality does not seem to leave 
the United States silver dollar when it goes to Mexico? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not when itis to be brought back to use in 
the United States, but the legal-tender quality leaves the Mexican 
silver dollar unless it is taken back to Mexico. 


It is not money 
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.FORAKER. Is it not true that the | -tender United 
Sioa a alar when in Mexico, where it is not a legal tender, is yet 
worth two Mexican dollars? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Notabitofit. Ihave heard that a thousand 
times, and there is not a particle of truth in it, with due respect 
to my friend. You can exchange the American silver dollar at 
the Mexican banks, but you can not put it in circulation any more 
than you can put a Mexican dollar in circulation in this country. 
You can have it exchanged, or if a merchant wants to use it to 
purchase goods in the United States, he will give you more than 
one Mexican dollar for it asa matter of course, because it will 
purchase here as much as the silver in two Mexican dollars would 
purchase here. i ; ‘ 

Mr. FORAKER. Iam only asking for information. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I know what I am speaking of, because I 
have friends and relatives living in Mexico, and I know what the 
facts are. 

Mr. FORAKER. It is my information that the United States 
standard silver dollar is worth in Mexico two legal-tender Mex- 
ican dollars. Is that incorrect information? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is in a limited sense, in certain cases. 
That exchange can only be made when a man happens to want to 
use that silver dollar in the United States, for you can not use 
our silver dollar in Mexico to pay a debt. It is only a legal tender 
in the United States, and “he Senator from Ohio knows it. Such 
things have been said time and again to mislead our people. The 
Senator knows that the United States silver dollar when it gets 
to Mexico is not a legal-tender dollar there; and you can not pay 
any debts with it. 

You can only get a man to accept it on whatever terms he will 
agree to take it; you can not force him to accept it in payment of 
a debt. If you are down there and have American silver dollars 
you want to spend there, and they want silver dollars to use in the 
United States, they will then take the American dollar, because 
when it gets back to the United States it is then the standard 
money of the United States; but if = happen to be doing busi- 
ness there you would not take it. You could not go there and 
get two Mexican dollars for an American silver dollar if the money 
is to be used in that country. 

Mr. FORAKER. Is it not true that an American standard sil- 
ver legal-tender dollar is in Mexico worth two Mexican dollars, 
and that you can get them in exchange at any place where you 
buy goods? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Nota bit of it. They are worth nothing in 
Mexico except what they can be used for in the United States. 
They are not money there; they are not legal tender there for 
anything, and they will not payadebt. Youcan not buy prop- 
erty with them, but if you find a man who wants to use money in 
the United States he will exchange with you, because he knows 
the United States silver money is as good as gold, and he will give 
just as much for it as he will for gold. 

Mr. FORAKER. Iam not intimating that our dollar is a legal 
tender in Mexico or that anybody is bound to take it there, but 
yet I want tocall your attention to the fact that there is some- 
thing connected with our dollars which makes one of them down 
there, where it is not a legal tender, worth two Mexican dollars. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That may be soif you had only a few dol- 
lars, but if you are taking down there $10,000 you would find it 
avery different thing. You could not use it in the country dis- 
tricts, but you could use it in the large cities. You could take the 
money to a bank and the banker would accept it and draw on his 
agent here. 

Mr. TELLER. Ishouldlike tomake asuggestion to the Senator. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want to finish to-night. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to say to the Senator from Ohio that the 
50-cent dollar he is speaking about will, in Mexico, buy as much 
ery as a hunudved-cent dollar will buy here. 

_ Mr. FORAKER. That may be, but at the same time our Amer- 
ican dollar will buy twice as much there as the Mexican dollar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is a mistake, Mr. President. I tell 
you now—and I say it without the fear of successful contradic- 
tion—that when that dollar leaves the territorial limits of the 

United States, it is in any other nation of the world only silver 
metal. If, however, that nation has transactions and dealings 
with our country, as England has and as Germany has, you can 
go to a bank in Germany and get that dollarexchanged for minor 
coins or for gold, because they are going to use it here. They 
can not use it there, of course; it is not money there, but they 
have use for money here. It is the same way in Engiandé; it is 
the same way in Canada. In the same way you can use it in 
Mexico; but you can not buy property or use it as money with 
cunt people, and you can not go into business and trade 
i 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perkins inthechair). Does 
the Senator from Missouri yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 
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Mr. FAIRBANKS. Could you get two Mexican dollars for the 
standard silver dollar of the United States if we were on a free- 
silver basis? 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, yes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Could we do what? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Could you exchange the standard silver 
dollar of the United States, if we were on a free-silver basis, for 
two Mexican dollars? 

Mr. COCKRELL. With the free and unlimited coinage of the 
standard silver dollar by the United States, independent of every 
nation, king, kingdom, and tongue on this earth, the silver doliar 
will maintain exactly the position it occupies to-day. 

Mr. SPOONER. How do you know that? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I know it by practice, sir; I know it by the 
history of the world. I had two distinguished friends who came 
to me one day in Chicago while the great Democratic convention 
was in session there. They came to my room, and one of them 
said to me: *‘ Senator, we want to know whether it is not possible 
to agree upon some adjustment here, some such platform as we 
can all stand upon?” I said: ‘‘Gentlemen, I will deal with you 
frankly; you aremy personal and political friends, but this Demo- 
cratic Chicago convention will declare for the free and unlimited 
coinage of both gold and silver at the old standard of 16 to 1 in 
spite of all the powers of earth.” One of them, a distinguished 
lawyer, said: ‘‘ Well, Senator, you do not thinkif you were to 
give to silver free and unlimited coinage, independently of other 
nations at the ratio of 16 to1, that you could maintain the com- 
mercial value of silver equal to its coinage?” I said: ** Beyond 
the shadow of a doubt.” 

They seemed amazed, and I turned to the other friend and said 
to him, “My friend, you are a wealthy gentleman; you make 
money; you buy and you sell. Now, we have got, say for illus- 
tration. a law of the United States giving free and unlimited coin- 
age of thestandard silver dollar—a full legal tender at the o!d ratio 
of 16 to 1; you have 10,000 ounces of silver bullion over in London, 
and its coinage value is $1.29 an ounce. How muchare you going 
to ask for that bullion?” He studied it over a moment, and said, 
** Well, I should want about its coinage value.” I replied to him, 
“So would every man, woman, and child on the face of God's green 
earth who knew of the existence of that law; and they would take 
no less for it.” 

When the commercial value of silver bullion the world over is 
equal to its coinage value, who is hurt by it? When you give by 
this greatest of all the nations of this world, whose products are 
more numerous than that of any other, and whose products ex- 
change hands oftener than those of any other—when you in this 
country give to silver free and unlimited coinage into the stand- 
ard silver dollar and make it standard money equally with gold, 

ou create an unlimited demand for silver all over the world. 

hat demand operates instantaneously wherever a knowledge of 
the law exists, and nobody will take less for his silver bullion any- 
where on earth than it would cost him to bring it here and have 
it coined into standard silver dollars. Just so long as the people 
of the United States have products which they are willing to sell 
for coined silver dollars, just that long we can maintain them, 
and that will be until the resurrection morn. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Can the Senator cite us the experience of any 
nation in defense of what he has just said? 

Mr. COCKRELL.. Yes, I can cite you to the nations of the 
world. From the day Adam and Eve were driven out of the Gar- 
den of Eden up to this day no nation on this earth has ever had 
more full legal tender gold and silver coins than it could use. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That was not my question. 

Mr. COCKRELL. France maintained bimetallism in that way 
from 1785 to 1873. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is not an answer. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And the United States maintained bimetal- 
lism at that ratio from 1792 to 1873. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Isthere any nation now existing which dcesit? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam not talking about what is existing now; 
I do not care for that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is what I want to ask the Senator. Is 
there any nation now existing which has adopted the policy of the 
free coinage of silver where the dollar is worth any more in coin 
than it is in builion? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not know about that. 
there is any great commercial nation. 





I do not think 
It all depends on what the 


demand may be for it. One nation may have free and unlimited 
coinage and the commercial value of silver may be just equal to 
the coinage value. Another nation may have free and unlimited 
coinage and it may have a capacity to absorb and coin into money 


and use legitimately all the surplus of the world which other 
nations do not use. Such a nation can maintain the commercial 
with the coinage value, while other nations can not. Mexico can 
not do it, and the South American States can not do it; but the 
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United States can doit. That is my deliberate judgment, and I 
think I can prove it to be correct. I think I can take the facts of 
history and demonstrate it. That is bimetallism. 

Now, Mr. President, mark you, bimetallism does not necessitate 
that the commercial value of gold and silver shall always exactly 
equal each other. No, sir; that is not required of bimetallism. 
You can not maintain even the price of gold alone. Asa metal, 
gold fiuctuates more than silver in its purchasing power, and the 
cost of its production fluctuates more than silver. Its cost in 
many instances is ten times less than the cost of producing silver. 
A million dollars of gold can be produced sometimes for what it 
costs to produce a thousand dollars of silver. That, however, has 
nothing to do with the question. 

It is law, Mr. President, which gives to the metals their value. 
Do you believe that? I have no doubt but what my good friend 
from Rhode Island over there will dispute it. I want to bring up 
some authority, and I am sorry that my distinguished friend from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] is not here, for I want to read what he said 
on this very point. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does my friend remember whether there were 
any gold coins issued by the so-called Confederate States? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; there was nomintintheSouth. I pro 
pose now to read from a speech of my good friend the Hon. WIL- 
LIAM B. ALLISON, delivered in the Senate Chamber on February 
15, 1878, and I call the attention of my distinguished friend from 
Rhode Island to this speech of the Senator from Iowa, for my friend 
from Rhode Island is an unbeliever; he is an infidel in regard to 
silver, and I want him to listen particularly to what the distin- 
guished Senator from Iowa had to say. He said: 

But the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Edmunds] made another statement 
to the effect that no matter what we do with the coin here in an attempt to 
add to its value or to take away its value by legislation, it is the commercial 
value that fixes the value of coin incirculation. That is true generally under 
a system of free coinage, but that only half states the case. What is it that 
fixes or establishes the commercial value of money? Gold and silver are 


commodities, and like other commodities their value is regulated by supply 
and demand. 

The annual supply of the precious metals exerts very little influence over 
their value, because the annual supply is very small pees with the total 
quantity actually in use. It can not be truthfully said that the insignificant 
increase in the production of the mines of the Comstock lode exerts any ma- 
terial effect upon the value of silver. The annual production of silver or 
gold or both amounts to little or nothing compared with the great sum of 
gold and silver already in existence. 

Therefore the annual supply of the precious metals has little or nothing to 
do with their value. What is it, then, that affects their value chiefly? It is 
thedemand. Thecommercial value is controlled by the demand. hat con- 
stitutes the demand? Why is it that we have silver quoted every dayin the 
London market? Is it sold to be worked up into plate by the silversmith? 


Not at all. Its present demand in the London market is for shipment to 
India or China. 


What is it that constitutes the demand for gold? Is it for use in the arts? 
Very little of it can be so used. Therefore it is its use as money by so many 
civilized states that creatos a demand for it and gives it its value. If all the 
European states and our omy were to-day simultaneously to demonetize 
gold and remonetize silver, would not these two metals immediately change 
peees, and would not gold depreciate vastly below the fall of silver in 1875? 
Silver is used by six or seven hundred millions of people living in oriental 
countries, while gold is not used by them at all, or scarcely at all. Therefore 
if gold were demonetized, if the laws of legal tender were taken away from 
it, it would be the metal to depreciate instead of silver. ' 

I want the Senator from Rhode Island to hear this. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have heardnothing sofar but what lagreeto, 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Iowa continued: 

Now, if that be true, what is it that creates the commercial value of the 
precious metals? It is legislation. Legislation gives value to the precious 
metals, and the commercial value simply records the condition of legislation 
with reference to the precious metals. 

It is law that creates money. This was proclaimed two thou- 
sand years ago. And what is it that makes gold coin equal to the 
metal? Itislaw. By the law of Great Britain the Bank of Eng- 
land is compelled to purchase all the gold bullion that is offered 
at a fixed price, and that fixes the price of gold metal the world 
over. Take away that law, take away the demand for gold, de- 
monetize and prohibit its coinage, and gold would fall, and fall 
far more rapidly than silver has fallen. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator from Missouri will allow me, the 
Senator from Rhode Island {[Mr. ALDRICH] said he agreed to every- 
thing up to the last sentence of the speech of the Senator from 
Iowa |Mr. ALLISON] which the Senator from Missouri had read. 
I hope the Senator from Missouri will give the Senator from Rhode 
Island an opportunity to say whether he agrees to the last sentence 
he read or not. I hope the Senator will read the last sentence 
again, and see if the Senator from Rhode Island agrees to that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 1 hate to have the Senator from Rhode 
Island come in conflict with the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I heard the last sentence which the Senator 
read. While I do not believe that legislation is the only element 
of value in a money metal, I think it is a very important one. 

Mr. BACON. That is good. 5: 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bankers who are trying to dictate to 
this country know how to handle money and make money out of 
money, but they do not know the very first principle of finance, 
and I say it with all due respect. There isa great principle which 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





J ANUARY 27, 


is involved in the coinage of money, and it comes into play in our 
country. 

The United States can give to any metal free and unlimited 
coinage into standard money, provided that metal can not be pro- 
duced in greater quantities than can be used by this conntry for 
monetary purposes. It does not make a particle of difference 
whether that metal is worth a cent a pound or a cent a ton for any 
other use, if the Government give it free and unlimited coinage 
that fact of itself gives it that value, and nobody will take less 
for it, no matter if it is not worth more than a cent a pound for 
other uses. Money might be the only purpose for which it could 
be used, and if the demand for that would absorb all there was of 
it the nation could maintain it. 

What is the principle here? The principle is that any nation 
can maintain bimetallism, the free, unlimited, unrestricted, and 
independent coinage of both gold and silver, if that nation can 
absorb into its coinage all the surplus that will be tendered to it, 
There is no question about that. 

A metal may have a value independent of its money value, but 
that will depend upon its scarcity. A nation could not give free 
and unlimited coinage to iron, because it can be produced in 
greater quantities than it can be used for monetary purposes. 
The same is true as to lead. It could begivento diamonds. The 
world, however, has tested gold and silver, and every nation on 


| earth has used them as money; and no nation—and I say this 


without the fear of successful challenge—has ever had more gold 
and silver of full weight coin than it could use for monetary pur- 
poses—never in the world. Nonationhaseverhadit. Nonation 
ever will have it, because an omniscient and omnipotent Jehovah 
has distributed these two precious metals in the bowels of the 
earth in sucha manner and such form that the powers of mankind 
can not produce them in unlimited quantities. No nation, no 
people, no man can produce gold and silver at will. You can not 
doit. To-day you may dig out a quantity of dust. To-morrow 
you will make nothing. You may all goout, and the whole thing 
will soon disappear. 

You can not produce these metals like you can iron or copper or 
lead or zinc. You can only find them here and there, and they are 
soon exhausted. So it was with the mines of Ophir and of Spain. 
The mines of California are a exhausted, so far as the 
placer mining goes. Soit will be everywhere else. The quantity 
of gold produced is more irregular than the — of silver. 
We will have a great overproduction of gold practically relative 
to silver. We had it in 1850 t0 1855. Whatdid it amount to? A 
mere drop in the bucket. As the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 
SON] says in the speech from which I read, the annual production 
does not amount to anything at all. No, Mr. President, there is 
no danger in that? 

But what do we have now? What is the controversy? What 
is going to be the issue? It is gold monometallism on the one 
hand, and bimetallism on the other. You can not avoidit. You 
can try to construe the resolution as you please. You may talk 
about international bimetallism. We were offered it in 1866 and 
1867. The Emperor Napoleon pleaded with us to join with him 
in an international bimetallic agreement—the Latin Union. We 
spurned it. We started the report tliat caused the European na- 
tions to demonetize silver by declaring to them and telling them 
that we were going to produce some four to five hundred millions 
of the precious metals annually, and we made them believe wo 
were going to flood the world. We have gone to international 
conferences and been refused, and now we stand begging and 
pleading with them to help us make our financial system. 

Mr. STEWART. That was one of the usual estimates of the 
Director of the Mint. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Commissioner of the General Land 
Office started it. 

Mr. STEWART. No; the Director of the Mint made that 
estimate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, in his report in 1862, was the first man to start it. 

Mr. STEWART. The Director of the Mint corroborated it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That was three or four years afterwards. 
The damage was done in 1862 by a report made then, which was 
indorsed by the Secretary of the Interior and the Secretary of the 
Treasury and read at the International Statistical Congress at 
Berlin in 1863, held for the express purpose of unifying the coin- 
age, weights, and measures of the world. 

What is the issue? I will let the President speak for himself on 
this question, and then I will detain the Senate but a few min- 
utes longer. The President says: 


The Government money now outstanding (December 1) consists of $346,- 
681,016 of United States notes, $107,793,280 of Treasury notes issued by author- 
ity of the law of 1890, $384,963,504 of silver certificates, and $61,280,761 of stand- 
ard silver dollars. 
“ * * . * * « 

The evil of the present system is found in the t cost to the Govern- 
ment of maint g the parity of our different forms of money—that is, 
keeping all of them at par with gold. 
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Then gold is the only money, the only standard, and everything 
scents — eedl f the burden this impose th 
h ess of the burden Ss upon the 
yee a= SS pores conditions, while the past four years 
ve demonstrated that itis not only an expensive charge upon the Govern- 
ment, but a dangerous menace to the national credit. 

It is manifest that we must devise some plan to protect the Government 
against bond issues for repeated redemptions. We must either curtail the 
opportunity for speculation, made easy by the multiplied redemptions of our 
demand obligations, or increase the gold reserve for their redemption. We 
have $900,000,000 of currency which the Government by solemn enactment 
has undertaken to keep at par with gold. 

Where is that enactment? It is not in the laws of the United 
States. No man can show any law which requires that the silver 
dollars and the silver certificates shall be kept at par with gold. 

The Secretary of the Treasury says: ‘‘ Neither silver certificates 
nor silver dollars are redeemed in gold.” Then he says: ‘Gold 
coins and standard silver dollars, Trae standard coins of the 
United States, are not redeemable.” There is no right to do it. 
It is violation of the law to say that silver must be kept at par 
with gold when silver is not redeemable, but is absolute money. 
No, Mr. President, that will not do. The President says: 

Nobody is obliged to redeem in gold but the Government. 

The Government is not obli to redeem in gold except of its 
own free, voluntary will and choice. There is no more obligation 
on the Government than there is on anybody else. That subter- 
fuge will not do. 

bli to red in gold but the Government. The banks are 
ate ee os: in gold. he Government is obliged to keep equal 
with gold allits outstanding currency and coin obligations, while its receipts 
are not required to be paid in gold. 

Who is it that demands the gold? The stock brokers and job- 
bers. Does ~—_ pensioner come and demand gold? Does any 
laborer upon the public works of the United States, upon river 
and harbor improvements, does ~~ man drawing a salary come 
and demand gold? Who is it that demands gold? The men who 
traffic in gold, who want to sell it in some other country, and 
this Government is made their tool, their instrament to enable 
them to get gold cheaper here than they can get it in the market. 

They are paid in every kind of money but ons ond the only means by 
which the Government can withcertainty get goldis by borrowing. Itcan get 
it in no other way when it most needs it. The Government, without any 
fixed gold revenue, is pledged to maintain qua redemption, which it has 
steadily and faithfully done, and which under the authority now given it will 
continue to do. 

And yet they tell us in a circular issued for information that 
silver is not redeemable. What does it mean? I do not under- 
stand it. But here I want to read from the Secretary of the 
Treasury. I read from the statement of Hon. = J. Gage 
before the Committee on Banking and Currency of the House of 
Representatives, in which he says: 

Mr. Chairman and gentleman of the committee: The objects I have in 
mind in the series of provisions offered by me are four in number: 

1. To commit the country more thoroughly to the gold standard, remove, 


so far as possible, doubts and fears on that_point, and thus strengthen the 
credit of the United States both at home and abroad. 

2. To strengthen the Treasury in relation to its demand liabilities, in which 
are included greenbacks, Treasury notes, and the incidental obligation to 
maintain on a parity, through interchangeability with gold,so far as may be 
necessary, the present large volume of silver certificates and silver dollars. 


3. To do this in such a way as not to contract the volume of circulation in 
the hands of the people 


4. To take an initial step toward a system of bank-note issues without the 
conditional deposit of public bonds as security therefor. 

What bank notes to be issued? How? Uponcotton, upon farm 
mortgages? The distinguished Secretary is turning granger right 
at once. He wants to issue money upon commodities. 

_To take an initial step toward a system of bank-note issues without the con- 
ditional deposit of public bonds as security therefor. 

Hereitis. Imadethe statement yearsago, and Irepeatit. The 
object of the money syndicate of the world, the international gold 
syndicate, is to force the single standard of gold, to made gold 

e only money of final payment and redemption, to make silver 
a subsidiary coin, a legal tender for a limited amount, to retire 
and cancel the greenbacks and the Treasury notes, and to make 
national-bank notes the only paper currency of the country. 
That is the contest. That is what the issue is, practically. 

The question is bimetallism on one side, the free and unlimited 
coinage of silver and gold upon equal terms, upon the ratio pre- 
scribed by Congress, the maintenance of the greenbacks in circu- 
lation, the coinage of the standard silver that is in the Treasury 
now, and with it the oe of the Treasury notes, and then 
the payment of the national debt as rapidly as practicable, using 
silver and gold in the payment of interest and principal, and 
when the debts are wi out then with the silver certificates re- 
tire and cancel the greenbacks. 

Then when we have paid the interest-bearing bonds and have 

ld and silver coins or their certificates sufficiently abundant to 

ustify retiring the greenbacks and have retired and canceled 
em, we will have in this country the best money on earth, gold 
and silver upon a perfect oe and gold and silver certifi- 
Cates; then we will be in a condition where, if an emergency arises, 
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stood. Ishall stand for bimetallism. 
that this great nation is able by its own laws, independent of any 
nation on earth, to establish the free and unlimited coinage of 
gold and silver at the ratio of 16 to1 and to maintain both of them 
as standard money for all time to come; and I shall vote that 
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we can practice the old doctrine that was used for so many years, 
used in the war of 1812 and used in the Mexican war and in all 
the straits in which we asa nation have been placed—the issuance 
of Treasury notes payable within a certain time or within a short 
time, keeping the debt within the grasp and control of the people 
and of the revenue, so that it can be extinguished at an early date, 
just as was done in 1837, when our debt, securities, Treasury notes, 
and everything were wiped out of existence and we were free. 


Mr. President, in this contest I shall stand where I have always 
I have an abiding faith 


way. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I agree with what the Senator has just said 
as to the issue. 


sented on his side by the resolution now under consideration? 


Is he willing to say that that issue is fairly pre- 
Mr. COCKRELL. Everybody knows very well that the reso- 


lution under consideration is simply a declaration of what can be 


done under the law justly and equitably and fairly, and it does 


not propose anything; thereis nothing in it that was ever intended 
to pro 


pose anything. It is simplya declaration thatif the United 


States should restore the coinage law of 1837, then it would not 
be in violation of _— faith nor in derogation of the rights of the 
public creditor. 


t does not say whether it would be wise or un- 
wise to do it. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I agree that it is a simple declaration which 


every man who votes for it evidently will interpret for himself. 


It is meaningless; it is useless; it is ineffectual; it has no business 


here in any way, shape, or form, on any theory of money or of 


government; and it ought to be rejected by the unanimous vote of 
the Senate. 

Mr. STEWART obtained the floor. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator from Nevada prefer to proceed 
this evening, or will he yield for a motion to adjourn? 

Mr. STEWART. I will yield. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. TELLER. Until 10 o’clock to-morrow morning. 

Mr. VEST. Until 10 o'clock, pursuant to the unanimous- 
consent agreement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perkrys in the chair). At 
an earlier hour in the day it was unanimously agreed that when 
the Senate adjourn to-day it should be to meet at 10 o'clock to- 
morrow morning. 

Mr. TELLER. That is included in the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o'clock and 53 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, January 
28, 1898, at 10 o’clock a. m, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, January 27, 1898, 


The House met at 12 o’clock m., and was called to order by the 
Speaker. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. CoupEy. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
GULF, COLORADO AND SANTA FE RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5547) to grant to the Gulf, 
Colorado and Santa Fe Railway Company the right to construct a 
branch of its railroad in the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 

ses. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. 
of the bill? 

Mr. McCEWAN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object. 

Mr. TODD. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. SULZER. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, 


AMERICAN REGISTER FOR BARKENTINE SHARPSHOOTER, 


Mr. LOW, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, asked unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of Senate bill 1788. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

_ Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Navigation is hereby anthor- 
ized and directed to cause the foreign-built barkentine Sharpshooter, owned 
by the J. F. Cunningham Company, organized under the laws of the State of 
a to be registered as a vessel of the United States, under the name 
of Ruth. 


Rg DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the report 





Is there objection to the present consideration 
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Mr. RICHARDSON, Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object 
until I can hear some explanation. ; g 

The SPEAKER. The right to object is reserved. The Chair 
will try to make no mistake in giving the House an opportunity 
to object where unanimous consent is required, for the Chair 
would like the House to take the responsibility. 

The report (by Mr. Low) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, to whom was 
referred the bili (S. 1788) to provide an American register for the barkentine 
Sharpshooter, owned in San Francisco, having examined all the papers and 
documentary evidence in the case, submit the following report: 

This vessel was built and owned in England. While on a voyage from 
Chile to San Francisco, Cal., in August, 1895, with a cargo of nitrate of soda, 
she encountered a hurricane, became dismasted, was strained,and commenced 
leaking. To ease her, the crew jettisoned 1,135 bags of cargo. While under 
jury rig, making for the nearest point of land, was fallen in with and taken 
in tow by a Mexican man-of-war and towed into port of Guaymas, Mexico; 
from thence was towed to San Francisco, her port of destination. Litigation 
followed, and she was sold at public auction January 27, 1896, to the highest 
bidder under decree of United States district court. J. F. Cunningham Com- 
pany, American citizens, were the purchasers, at $2,260, who repaired the 
vessel ready for sea at an additional expense of $18,616. This vessel would be 
entitied to an American register under the law except she was wrecked out- 

» of the waters of the United States. 7 

Your committee therefore recommend the granting of an American reg- 
ister to the said barkentine Sharpshooter. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think it appears by the report that the ves- 
sel was not wrecked in waters under the jurisdiction of any for- 
eign country. : 

Mr. LOW. No; she was upon the open ocean. 

Mr. DINGLEY. In about what latitude? 

Mr. LOW. The latitude and longitude are not given, but she 
was bound for San Francisco with a cargo consigned to American 
citizens. . 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
dar the bill is on? ; 

The SPEAKER. It is upon the Union Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then it would not be in order under the 
call of committees in the morning hour? 

The SPEAKER. It wouldnot. sare 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would object to it if it was on the 
House Calendar. I will ask the gentleman in charge of the bill 

Mr. Low] if it is a unanimous report from the Committee on the 
erchant Marine and Fisheries? 

Mr. LOW. It is a unanimous report by the committee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I have no objection to it. ; 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? (After a pause.) The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and being read the 
third time, it was passed. ; : 

On motion of Mr. LOW, the motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


LOCATION OF CAPITAL OF NEW MEXICO, 


Mr. FERGUSSON, from the Committee on the Territories, asked 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 
4066) to permanently locate the capital of the Territory of New 
Mexico. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the city of Santa Fe, in the county of Santa Fe and 
Territory of New Mexico, s be and remain the seat of government of the 
Territory of New Mexico. 

Mr. FERGUSSON. This is a unanimous report from the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I would like to ask the gentleman in charge 
of the bill why it is necessary to have legislation on this subject? 

Mr.FERGUSSON. Theseat of government has been located in 
the city of Santa Fe, but for a number of —_ an agitation has 
grown up with a view of removing it, and has developed into a 
demoralizing effort in every legislature to accomplish that pur- 
pose. it has got to be a means of trading,and tends to the enact- 
ment of bad laws, so that the people generally desire thai it shall 
be taken out of the hands of the legislature by Congress. 

Mr. HOPKINS. What are the wishes of the residents of the 
Territory? 

Mr. FERGUSSON. It appears by the report that the governor 
cf New Mexico says the people by a large majority favor its re- 
maining at Santa Fe. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Has it ever been tested by a popular vote? 

; Mr.FERGUSSON. No; it has never been submitted to a popu- 
ar vote. 

Mr. HOPKINS. What evidence is there to back up the state- 
= of the governor of the Territory that Santa Fe is the popu- 

ar choice? 

Mr. FERGUSSON. Itis his opinion from a thorough acquaint- 
ance with the people of the Territory. He has always lived there. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Has he business interests in Santa Fe? 

Mr. FERGUSSON. None whatever. He lives in another part 
of the Territory. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Has he no property interests there? 

Mz. FERGUSSON. Nota dollar. 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask what Calen- 
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Mr. DOCKERY. As I understand, the capital of New Mexico 
has always been at Santa Fe, having been fixed at that point 
originally by the Territorial legislature. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I know that. But why should Congress in- 
terfere in this matter? Why not leave it to the Territorial legis- 
lature or to the people of the Territory? 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is somewhat the habit of Congress to ex- 
press itself on questions of this kind; at least it does so occasion- 
ally. I know there is now a provision in the legislative bill to 
prohibit the removal of the capital of the Territory of Oklahoma 
without the consent of Congress. 


Mr. HOPKINS. The only question which I am concerned 


about is whether this is a ieotlieak job or whether it is a matter 
designed to promote the true interests of the people of the Terri- 
tory. 

Mr. FERGUSSON. I will say to the gentleman that the Com- 
mittee on Territories, under the fr. Keox|, of its chairman, the 


gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Knox], and with the concur- 
rence of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BRODERICK] and other 
lawyers on the committee, has favorably reported this proposition 
after full investigation. The committee did not act hastily, but 
has taken into consideration all the reasons bearing upon the case. 
Perhaps the gentleman from Kansas can answer the gentleman 
from Illinois better than I can. 

Mr. BRODERICK. In addition to the letter to which the gen- 
tleman from New Mexico has called attention, there were before 
the committee a number of letters from private citizens of that 
Territory, and after full examination the committee was satisfied 
unanimously that the bill ought to be . 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

TREATY WITH HAWAII. 

Mr. Hirt rose. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirt] rises 
to make a privileged report. 

Mr. HITT. The Committee on Foreign Affairs submits tho 
report which I send to the desk. 

e Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to which was referred House resolu- 
tion No. 175, beg leave to report the same back with amendments, as follows: 

Insert in line 1, after the words “ United States,” the words“ be requested.” 

In line 2, after the word “ ion,” insert word “to.” 


In line 4, strike out the word “assumed” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “undertaken;” and recommend that the resolution be laid on the table. 


' The resolution, with the proposed amendments, was read, as fol- 
OWS: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be requested, if not in- 


compatible with the public service, in his on, to transmit to the House 


ini 
information disclosing by what withoriey, ender tho tion, he has 


undertaken to bind the United States to pay Po to the bond creditors 
of the Hawaiian Government in the treaty of annexation negotiated with 
that Government. 

Mr. HITT. I move to lay the resolution on the table, 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is that motion debatable? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Ishonld like to ask my coll 
I see that in this report, before the proposition to 
tion on the table—— 

The SPEAKER. The question is not debatable. 

Mr. HOPKINS. May I not ask a question? 

The SPEAKER. The asking of a question would have to be by 
the sufferance of the House. The Chair will interpose no objec- 
tion. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Ishould like to know, Mr. Speaker, why it was 
so important to amend that resolution in several iculars if the 
committee proposed to recommend that it lieon thetable? [Cries 
of ‘‘ Regular order! it 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Isthis the unanimous report of that com- 
mittee? 

Mr. HITT. Itis not. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Is there a minority report? 

Mr. HITT. There is not. 

Mr. McRAE. Should not the first question be on the amend- 
ments? 

The SPEAKER. The question would be on laying the resolu- 
tion on the table. ; 

Mr. McRAE. If that motion be agreed to, will the resolution 
go to the table as amended by the committee? 

The SPEAKER. The motion to lay the resolution on the table, 
if adopted, will carry with it the resolution and the amendments. 

Mr. McRAE. But would it go to the table with or without the 
amendments? 

The SPEAKER. All that is reported would go to the table. 
The question is on the motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I rise to a Ey inquiry. Would 
not the effect of the adoption of motion be to deny the House 
the information? 


a question. 
y the resolu- 





1898. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1105 





That is not quite a parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. HITT. I ask for a vote. ; ee 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
from Arkansas [Mr. Dinsmore], a member of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, informs me—— ; 

The SPEAKER. That is not a parliamentary inguiry. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The Chair will see in a moment that it 
is. The gentleman from Arkansas desires to ask that this reso- 
lution be placed on the Calendar, and the parliamentary inquiry is 
whether he should make that request prior to the vote on laying 
on the table or subse vow % 

The SPEAKER. the House should lay the resolution on the 
table and should also grant permission to have it placed on the 
Calendar, it would do two contradictory things. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But, under the rules, as I understand, 
when a resolution is reported adversely (and that is all there is in 
a report recommending that the resolution lie on the table) it is 
in order for any member to have the resolution placed on the 
Calendar with an adverse report. Iso understand the rule. 

TheSPEAKER. That does not refer to a privileged report 
like this, which the House can immediately act upon. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I did not understand that this was a 


peivines report. 
The 5P. ER. It is. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Does the Chair, then, hold that a privi- 
leged resolution which is adversely reported can not be placed on 
the Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. Not if the House votes to lay it on the table. 

The question is on the motion that the resolution do lie on the 
table. 

The question was taken; and Mr. RicHarpson demanded a di- 
vision. 

The House divided; and ae the announcement of the vote, 

Mr. DINSMORE demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to make a parlia- 


mnentary , 

The SP. R. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. as the resolution read when the report 
was made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirt]? 

The SPEAKER. It was. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 143, nays 101, an- 
swered “present” 9, not voting 103; as follows: 


Sa Stark, Talbert, Wheeler, Ky. 
Settle, Stephens, Tex. Tate, Williams, 
Shafroth, Stokes, Taylor, Ala. Wilson, 
Simpson, 8 t, Terry, Young, Va. 
Sims, Strowd, N. C Todd, Zenor. 
Slayden, Sulzer, Underwood, 
Smith, Ky. Sutherland, Vandiver, 
Stallings, Swansen, Vincent, 

ANSWERED “PRESENT’—9. 
Bartlett, Hicks, Little, Miers, Ind. 
Cox, Latimer, McClellan, Richardson. 
Driggs, 

NOT VOTING—103. 

Acheson, Cochran, Mo. Lester, Peters, 
Alexander, Colson, Lewis, Ga. Pitney, 
Arnold, Cranford, Lewis, Wash. Plowman, 
Babcock, Crump, Littauer, Reeves, 
Bailey, Cummings, Lorimer, Saverhering, 
Baird, Curtis, Kans Lovering, Shannon, 
Baker, Md. Davenport, McAleer, Shuford, 
Ball, Davey, McCulloch, Skinner, 
Bankhead, Davidson, Wis. McEwan, Southwick, 
Barber, Vries, McIntire, Sparkman, 
Barrett, Fi trick, McMillin, Steele, 
Belden, Fowler, N. C. Maguire, Stevens, Minn. 
Belknap, Gaines, Mann, Stone, W. A. 
Benner, Pa Griffith, Martin, Sullivan, 
Berry, Grow, Mesick, Vehslage, 
Bingham, Handy, Mills, Walker, Mass. 
Bishop, Hemenway, Morris, Wanger, 
Bradley, Henry, Ind Mudd, Ward, 
Brewer, Hill, Newlands, Warner, 
Brewster, Hooker, Norton, Ohio Wheeler, Ala. 
Brumm, Jenki Norton, 8. C. White, Ii. 
Burleigh, Jett, Odell, White, N. C. 
Burton, Johnson, Ind. Ogden, Wilber, 
Campbell, Kerr, Overstreet, Yost, 
Carmack, Landis, Packer, Pa. Young, Pa. 
Catchings, Lentz, Pearson, 


The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. BENNETT with Mr. CsRMAck. 
Mr. HooKER with Mr. CaTcHINGs. 
Mr. DovVENER with Mr. Driaas. 
Mr. Morris with Mr. Bat. 
Mr. BisHorp with Mr. McCuLLoca. 
Mr. BREWSTER with Mr. OGDEN. 


Mr. Caartes W. STone with Mr. McMILurs, 


Mr. Hicks with Mr. BANKHEAD. 
Mr. BuRTON with Mr. BERRY. 
Mr. MANN with Mr. Jerr. 

Mr. WARNER with Mr. FIrzPaTRICK. 
Mr. WARD with Mr. Lester. 
Mr. Barrett with Mr. SparKMAN, 


YEAS—143. 

Adams, Dingley, Hull, igg, 
Barham, Dollives, Hurley, . 

ey, Dorr, Johnson, N. Dak. Ridgely, 

ows, Dovener, oy, Robbins, 
Bartholdt, Eddy, Ketcham, Royse, 
Beach, Ellis, Kirkpatrick, Russell, 
Belford, Evans, Knox, Shattuc, 
Bennett, Faris, Kulp, Shelden, 
poems, Fenton, Lacey, Sherman, 
Boutell, M1. Fischer, Lawrence, Showalter, 
Boutelle, Me. Fletcher, Linney, Simpkins, 
Broderick, Foote, Loud, Smith, Ml. 

nwell, Loudenslager, Smith, 8. W. 
Brosius, Fowler, N. J Low, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Brown ardner, wat, Snover, 
Prevstow, Gin t, N.Y. Motion: Spalding. ; 

. e leary, 5 s. 
Butler, Gillett, MeDonaid, s L 
Cannon, Graff, Mahany, Sp: 2, 
Capron, Griffin, Mahon, Stewart, N. J. 
Chicke: Grosvenor, Stewart, Wis. 
Clark, Iowa Grout, Mercer, Stone, C. W. 
Clarke, N. #. Hager Miller, Strode, Nebr 
Cochrane, N. Y Hamilton, Minor, Sturtevant, 

roading. Harmer, Mitchell, Sulloway, 
Connel Hawley. y; Tawney, 
Connolly Heatwole, Northway, Tayler, Ohio 
Gorkes’ Hone Con Otje : Upde aff 
8, enry, n n, ; 
Cousins, H Parker, N. J Van Voorhis, 
Crumpacker, yhe, Wadsworth, 
oe Iowa Hitt, , Mo. Walker, Va. 
Dalzell, Hopkins, Perkins, Weaver, 
ee Howard, Ga. Powers, Weymouth, 
vison, Ky owe Prince, illiams, Pa. 
yton, Howell, Pugh, 
NAYS—10L 
Adamson, Clayton, Hartman, Love, 
Allen, Cooney, Hay, McCormick, 
Baker, Il. Cooper, Henry, Miss. McDowell, 
Barlow, Cowherd, Henry, Tex. McRae, 
Bell, Davis, Hinrichsen Maddox 
Benton, De Howard, Ala. Marshall, 
Bland, De Graffenreid, Hunter. Maxwell, 
Bodine, Dinsmore, Jones, Va. Meekison, 
Botkin, Deckery, Jones, Wash Meyer, La. 
Brantley, Elliott, Kelley, Moon, 
Brenner, Ohio Epes, King, Osborne, 
Bro out, Kitchin, Otey, 
Brucker, Fitzgerald, Kieberg, Pierce, Tenn 
Bru , Fleming, Knowles, Rhea, 
Burke, Fox, Lamb, Rixey, 
Clardy — Livin ober Ta. 
Clark, Mo. Gunn, Lloy Saee e 


Mr. Curtis of Kansas with Mr. LirTLe. 

Mr. OpELL with Mr. BARTLETT. 

Mr. LOVERING with Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 

Mr. Henry of Indiana with Mr. Miers of Indiana. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. Cox. 

Mr. Wi11AMm A. STONE with Mr. McCLELLAN. 

Mr. REEVES with Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. Pitney with Mr. Dockery. 

Mr. Yost with Mr. BENNER of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. YounG of Pennsylvania with Mr. Davey. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota with Mr. Dr Vrriss. 

Mr. Wuirte of Illinois with Mr. LENTz. 

Mr. SOUTHWICK with Mr. BRADLEY. 

Mr. OVERSTREET with Mr. LATIMER. 

Mr. McEwan with Mr. VEHSLAGE. 

For this day: 

Mr. BELDEN with Mr. Barrp. 

Mr. WILBER with Mr. SULLIVAN. 

Mr. ACHESON with Mr. Norton of Ohio. 

Mr. BrincHam with Mr. CocHRAN of Missouri. 

Mr. Grow with Mr. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. Davipson of Wisconsin with Mr. CUMMINGS. 

Mr. SAUERHERING with Mr. McALEER. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts with Mr. Lewis of Washington, 

Mr. BURLEIGH with Mr. SKINNER. 

Mr. Packer of Pennsylvania with Mr. Lewis of Georgia. 

Mr. JENKINS with Mr. GAINES. 

Mr. Brum with Mr. CRANFORD. 

Mr. Kerr with Mr. Hanpy. 

Mr. STEELE with Mr. MaGuire. 

On this vote: 

Mr. BELKNAP with Mr. BaILry. 

Mr. HICKS. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD]. Otherwise I should have voted 
in the affirmative on this proposition. I ask to be recorded as 
present. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker. I wish to inquire if the genitle- 
man from New York {Mr. OpELL} has voted? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed thdt the gentleman 
has not voted. 
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Mr. BARTLETT. Iam paired with him. 
I should vote in the negative. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to withdraw my 
vote, as I find I am paired with the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{[Mr. WiLiiaM A. STONE]. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I voted in the negative, 
but find that I am paired with my colleague, the gentleman from 
Indiana, Mr. Henry. I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow], and withdraw my vote. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I inadvertently voted on this question. 
Iam paired with the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ARNOLD]. 
I voted in the affirmative, but withdraw the vote, and shall only 
ask to be recorded as present. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I find that I am recorded as 
having been paired. I voted in the affirmative on this proposition, 
as there was evidently some misunderstanding about the pair. I 
have made no pair with anybody, and desire my vote to stand in 
the affirmative. 

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Speaker, I am informed that I am paired 
on this question. I was not awareof being paired. I voted inthe 
affirmative and desire to be so recorded. 

Mr. McCEWAN. Mr. Speaker, I have a general pair with the 

entleman from New York [Mr. VEHSLAGE]. That is the reason 

did not vote. Iwish to be announced as being paired with him. 

Mr. LATIMER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to withdraw my vote, 
as I find I am paired with the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
OVERSTREET]. I ask only to be recorded as present. 

Mr. ZENOR. Mr. Speaker, I agreed’ to pair with the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. BURLEIGH], but the pair was to extend 
only to yesterday, during his absence from the House. I desire 
to be recorded as voting in the negative on this question. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman from New York withhold 
his motion one moment while I submit a report from the Com- 
mittee on Printing? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York with- 
draw his motion? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will, for the gentleman to state his ques- 
tion of privilege, certainly. 


If he were present, 


QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE, 


Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Speaker, yesterday afternoon, in a debate 
which arose in the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union with regard to postal conditions, I was on the floor 
and made this statement: 


Now, the sum inside of which the Department stands for a deficit to-day 
is $162,000, and that is precisely the sum which the House Post-Office Com- 
mittee cut down the Department last year in the matter of pay for the let- 
ter carriers. 

Subsequently the gentleman from California [Mr. Loup], being 
on the floor, made these statements: 


Now, the gentleman from New York [Mr. Qu1IGG] made a statement that 

[eo talse and unfounded; has no basis of fact whatever, and never 
id. * * # 

The gentleman says that weappropriated $163,000 less than was estimated. 
His statement is absolutely false. We did appropriate $102,000 below the re- 
vised estimates of the Department, which were not the estimates submitted 
by the Treasury. And, mind you, this $102,000 does not come wholly off the 

ay of letter carriers, but embraces many other subjects. Now, then, I 
mnow the gentleman made his assertion upon the statement of the Post-Office 
Department in reply to an inquiry of the Senate; but it is false and can not 
be proven by any figures in existence. 

I interrupted the gentleman at that point with this inquiry: 


Thon the gentleman is charging falsehood upon the Post-Office Depart- 
ment? 


To which the gentleman from California [Mr. Loup] replied: 


Let them take it as they will. Isayit is absolutely false. Their figures 
are now in priut, and no subterfuge can so change them that they can make 
either the statements of the Post-Office Deparfment or yourself true. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, every member of the House recognizes, of 
course, the fact that the highest sources of information to which 
a member can appeal for any statement as to the operations of the 
Government are the official records of the Government. The gen- 
tleman from California [Mr. Loup] says he knew that I was mak- 
ing use of official records, and yet he charges upon me personal 
falsehood. I now desire to read a letter from the Department 
which I received this morning: 


OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., Janwary 27, 1898. 
Str: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of po favor of the 26th in- 
stant, and in reply thereto to state that the sum allowed by the House Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
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1898, for the free-delivery service was not the sum asked by the Department, 
and it differed as appears in the following statement: 


Original estimate as per report of First Assistant Postmaster- 
General for fiscal year ending June 30, 1895 
This estimate was afterwards amended by the First Assistant 
Postmaster-General when he appeared before the Post-Office 
Committee, as follows: 
Incidental items increased.... ..-. $15,000 
Mechanics for large cities ...... ---. 10,800 
Marine postal service at Detroit , 


Total 


Making the total final estimate to the committee.............. 13,355,800 
An increase over the original estimate, the amended estimate 
being somewhat increased. 


Appropriated $13, 224, 000 


The net estimate on account of letter carriers’ salaries— 

Gentlemen will recall that that is what I was talking about— 
letter carriers’ salaries. 

The net estimate on account of letter carriers’ salaries was— 
$12, 691, 500 


Appropriated for established service.-................-.. $12,529,000 
For new service 90, 000 


I again interpolate, ‘‘new service” is service provided for the 
opening of new offices, not to supply additional carriers at offices 
already established— 


$12, 619, 000 


72,500 

Or in so far as the established service is concerned, considered from the 
standpoint at the time the estimates were submitted, a cut of $162,500. 

The estimate submitted showed an increase over the preceding year of 

about 4 per cent,as against an average of over 9 per cent per annum for the 


past ten years. 
Very respectfully, JAS. A. GARY, 
Postmaster-General. 
Hon. L. E. Quiaa, M. C., 


House of Representatives. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am willing to leave this controversy to the 
judgment of the House. I desire no personal issue with the gen- 
tleman from California and shall accept none. Every member 
knows that when he is trying to find out facts with regard to the 
Post-Office Department, the officer to get them from is the Post- 
master-General; and every member, I think, will make his own 
comment upon and characterization of the conduct of the member 
who imputes personal falsehood and personal dishonor to a mem- 
ber who makes use of the official figures of the Government. 
[ Applause. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, permit me to say that Istand by the 
statement to-day that I made yesterday upon the floor, and I will 
not submit to be corrected by any letter that may be submitted to 
Congress from the Post-Office Department, either yesterday or to- 
day, but refer this House to the estimates in print, which can not 
now be changed by any letter of the Department, and which are 
accessible to every member of this House. 

A subterfuge here, by deducting $90,000 which we gave for the 
extension of this service in offices entitled to the same under the 
law, perhaps might blind some people to the conclusion that we 
had not appropriated this $90,000 for the support of the free-de- 
livery service. I stand by what I said yesterday, Mr. Speaker, 
and simply appeal from the letter to the printed record, the esti- 
mates of the Secretary of the Treasury to Congress, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I now renew my motion that the House re- 
= itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 

inion. 
CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—ALDRICH VS. PLOWMAN. 


Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I present the report of 
the Committee on Elections No. 1 in the contested-election case 
of Aldrich against Plowman; and I am willing that the other side, 
understanding that there is to be a minority report, shall have a 
reasonable time in which to present their views. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title of the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


William F. Aldrich vs. Thomas 8. Plowman. 


Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, the minority desire to present 
their views in this case, and without violating any rule as to what 
occurred in the committee, I understood that we were to have a 
reasonable time in which to do so; and I therefore ask that the 
minority upon the committee be given until the end of the session 
of Thursday next in which to present their views to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unanimous 
consent that the views of the minority may be presented not later 
than Thursday next. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Iam willing that the time should be 
extended until Tuesday or Wednesday, which is more than the 








tleman is entitled to, as it is a longer time than the majority 
had to prepare their report. I stated that they should have until 
Tuesday, and finally stated that I would consent that they should 
have until Wednesday. But now the gentleman wants another 


, and I object. 
“The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. BARTLETT. DolI understand, Mr. Speaker, that it takes 
unanimous consent to file a minority report? 

The SPEAKER. It does at a time different from the time of 
the filing of the report of the committee. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Then I ask unanimous consent that I have 
until Wednesday next. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unanimous 
consent that the minority have until Wednesday next in which to 
file their views. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. There is no objection to that, Mr. 


Speaker. er: 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I will state that we had a different under- 
standing from this in the committee room. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I renew my motion, Mr. Speaker, that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the further consideration of bill H. R. 6896. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. HEPBURN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
the bill H. R. 6896. The pending question is the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Arkansas, upon which the point of 
order is reserved. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I will address myself to the point 
of order. On yesterday when the committee rose the amendment 
had just been read and the point of order made against it. I will 
address myself now to the objections to the pending amendment. 
One is that it is not germane, and the other that it is new legisla- 
tion. It is not an amendment to the section; it is an independent 
provision offered to the bill after the matter was stricken out yes- 
terday. 

I want to call the attention of the Chair to the provision on 
page 10 of the bill, beginning at line 21: 

For neneey expenses of transportation of such goods, provisions, and 
other articles for the various tribes of Indians provided for by this act, in- 
as pay and expenses of transportation agents and rent of warehouses, 

Now, the amendment that I offered is an independent provision. 
I think it is germane to this provision of the bill. It is a mere 
matter of taste about where it should go in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, From what part of the bill does the gentle- 
man read? 

Mr. LITTLE. I read, beginning at line 21, on page 10 of the 
bill. The matter I offer is to be an independent section in the 
bill, to be inserted where the matter was stricken out when we 
closed the session yesterday evening. The written part of the 
amendment should be stricken out. It is offered simply as an 
independent provision. Ihad written it as an amendment to that 
part of the bill which was stricken out on the point of order. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the question is this: The bill we have 
under consideration makes an appropriation of $300,000 for the 
purchase of —. for the various Indian charges upon the 
Government. The existing law provides that these contracts 
shall be let for this transportation, after advertisement in the 
open market, to the lowest bidder. Under this contract during 
the last year the rates upon the Government shipments increased 
33} = cent. After a personal inspection of these bids I arrived 
at the conclusion that the immense increase of charge against the 
Government grew out of an agreement or pooling between the 
transportation agents and the transportation companies as against 
the Government, and that in fact the Government was subjected 
to this outrage, the Secretary of the Interior having no discretion 
to reject the bids. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, my contention is this: That where the 
Government appropriates a specific sum of money for a specific 
purpose it not only is in order but permissible, under the rules 
of this House, to direct the application of that money. As I 
understand now, under the existing law the Government has no 
escape from the conspiracies of these transportation agents. 

Now as to the question of whether it is a change of existing 
law. It affects the general law; but J contend tnat the change it 
makes is permissible under the rule of the House. I call the atten- 
tion of the Chair to page 282 of tne Digest, beginning at the sec- 


ond paragraph: 

To the Indian appropriation bill an amendment was proposed reducing the 
amount Oto be woe or salaries of certain inspeciors in the Indian service 
from $3,000 to $2,000 per annum each. The point of order was made that said 
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salaries were now fixed by law at $3,000 yo annum and that the present bill 
provided that the amounts appropriated were to be in full compensatiun for 
services. Therefore that the amendment would change existing law. The 
Chair overruled the point of order and held that the amendment did not 
change existing law; that the Congress had the right to make limitations and 
fix conditions upon such appropriations, the persons performing the service 
having the option of accepting or refusing the amounts so appropriated. 

Now, my contention is that we have made this appropriation; 
that it is permissible under the rules of the House, in the course 
of an appropriation bill, to limit the use of this money in any di- 
rection and to arrange the manner of the expenditure of these 
moneys. 

On page 285 of the Digest, beginning at the second paragraph, I 
find this statement: 

A provision in the Indian appropriation bill providing a mode of Chap sal 
of lands to be asqunes under a proposed treaty authorized by the bill was 
held to be in order, although the proposed disposition was different from 
that applicable to lands already owned by the Government. 

In other words, under this amendment to the appropriation bill 
about which I have read, it provided for a different disposition of 
the public lands embraced in the provision of the treaty than the 
existing law. I claim and contend that, having made this appro- 
priation, the rules of the House permit and give ample authority 
for directing its use. 

Now, on the propriety of this amendment, along the lines of 
contention as to its parliamentary status, 1 want to read what the 
Secretary of the Interior states. He says: 


TRANSPORTATION OF INDIAN SUPPLIES. 


I I a os eed ouminnuindenouné cnenseusen $300, 000 
I i a a scadhin resin eenmieninaien 25, 000 


The law requires that contracts for transportation of goods and supplies 
shail be advertised and let tothe lowest bidder. (Act March3, 1877, section 1; 19 
Stat., 291). So the amount to be spent depends upon the number of pounds 
to be transported. As has been said, the quantity of goods purchased for 
Indians has been increasing and consequently transportation has been in- 
creasing. 

In 18) $300,000 was appropriated for transportation; then $290,000 for two 
years, and since then $275,000. For the fiscal year 1897 there was a deficiency 
of about $7,500. This will be greater for 1898, even if no more pounds are 
transported, for the reason that transportation rates are enothiel higher for 
1898 than for 1897. Assuming that the same number of pounds will be shipped 
this year as last, and the contract rate being one-third higher, the cost of 
transportation for 1898 will reach fully $350,000, if not more. 

It does seem to me that the dignity of the public service and 
justice to the Government require that a provision similar to this, 
if not this, should be placed on the statute books for the handling 
and disbursement of the money which we appropriate in this bill. 
It seems to me not only to be wrong but to be beneath the dignity of 
the Government, when dealing with these corporations, to permit 
a lot of sharpers, known as transportation agents, by agreement 
cr pooling or association of interests, to blackmail the Govern- 
ment in the transportation of these supplies. Whether gentle- 
men believe in the general regulation of railroads by the Govern- 
ment is not the question. ‘his amendment goes solely to the 
method of disbursement of this money in the transportation of 
Government supplies to the various Indian reservations in the 
country. 

I think members ought to rise up and withdraw objection to an 
amendment of this character that seeks in such a high degree to 
purify and dignify one branch of the public service in the use of 
its money. Itis unbecoming to fail to exercise the authority of 
the Government in this matter, it seems to me. I believe it is ger- 
mane to the bill. I believe it is not such a change of existing 
law as is contemplated by the rule, and I therefore insist that the 
point of order should be overruled. Let dignity and justice pre- 
vail; compel fair dealing upon the part of these public corpora- 
tions and destroy the useless and ever-annoying transportation 
agent. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr.Chairman, theissue raised by the remarks 
of the gentleman from Arkansas before the House brings us face 
to face with a great question which ought to have been settled by 
the House years ago. It is a question whether the House of Rep- 
resentatives is to be forever shorn of one of its constitutional 
powers, one of the trinity of the constitution of powers into which 
this Government is divided. 

The CHAIRMAN. I will state to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Barrett] that upon this point of order the Chair 
is ready to rule. 

Mr. BARRETT. Does the Chair decline to hear me upon the 
point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule upon the point 
of order, and does not care to hear anything more upon the ques- 
tion. The Chair is of opinion that this amendment invests certain 
officers of the Government with powers that they do not now have 
and fixes a penalty. and the Chair is clear, therefore, that the 
poiat of order is well taken. 

Mr. LITTLE. Do I understand that the Chair sustains the 
point of order on the principle that the amendment offered fixes a 
penalty? 

The CHAIRMAN. It changes the penalty and it invests certain 
Officers with a power that they do not now have. 








: 
: 


idler A A alctt anetae tetiinit emcee ener tncane Chance pilots ee it tes ices 


1108 


Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, and I now renew the request that I made last evening, that 
I may have fifteen minutes in which to address the Honse. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Montana asks unani- 
mous consent that he have fifteen minutes. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr.Chairman, ever since the movement was 
initiated for the nomination of the present Chief Executive of the 
nation there has been a studied effort to prevent the public from 
knowing just what the opinions of the President were and are upon 
the financialquestion. It will be remembered that previous to the 
nominating convention, for months Mr. McKinley maintained the 
silenceofasphinx. But when official duty required him to speak, 
although his utterances were not straightforward and unequivo- 
cal, his true purpose was easily discernible through the gauzy veil 
of mystery, behind which his uncertain views had previously been 
concealed. 

Mr. Chairman, night before last the Secretary of the Treasury, 
who is the financial representative of the Administration, deliv- 
ered a speech in the city of Philadelphia in which he gave utter- 
ance to the following language, if the newspaper reports are to be 
believed. Commenting as he did upon certain statements made 
by the distinguished statesman who, in the campaign of 1896, lead 
the allied armies of anti-monopoly and anti-gold standard, Mr. 
Bryan, he used this language: s 

Besides, his enemies, if he means the Republican party, are not boasting 
that they have buried bimetallism. They proclaim themselves its friend; 
they approve it in their platform. The political head of that party has been 
active to secure it under the only conditions by which it can maintained, 
namely, international agreement, with open mints to both silver and gold. 
{In his efforts to inaugurate such a method the President heartily supports 
the a of his party’s platform, and in his efforts he has the support 
of all the members of his official family, innuendoes and declarations from 
various sources to the contrary notwithstanding. Until it can be secured in 
this rational manner, we propose to maintain the kind of bimetallism we 
have now. under which five hundred millions or more of silver are kept ona 
parity with gold. 

Mr. Chairman, in the first instance every man who has ever 
read the standard economic writers or listened to statesmen of 
repute knows that there is no bimetallism in this country. On 
the 8th of February, 1896, a challenge was issued by a member of 
this House, which has never been accepted. The Hon. Charles A. 
Towne, of Minnesota, put forth that challenge in this language— 
he said: 

Until recently it never entered into anybody’s head since the word bimet- 
allism was coined to havea doubt about whatit meant. There can benoques- 
tion as to the meaning of the word. Bimetallism means two-metallism. It 
Was coined to mean, and does mean, a money system where the two metals, 
gold and silver, are treated alike. 1t never has meant anything else. It sig- 
nifies the equal access of gold and silver to the mints at a fixed ratio and the 
option by the debtor as to the coin in which he shall discharge hisdebt. This 
matter is important. Gentlemen here and elsewhere constantly misapply 

C. 


this word. I do not propose to permit it any longer, to the extent to w 
ss | little influence may go. 


here and now challenge aa upon this floor or anywhere else— 
and this is not a mere rhetori defiance, but is intended to bring this con- 
fusion toan end—to produce a definition of bimetallism by any publicist or 
economist of authority or any statesman of ae made prior to 1895, 
which is not in substantial accord with the definition I have given. Let no 
gentleman who may do me the honor to reply to this speech neglect this 
point. set him be either for the single gold standard or for bieneteliiem, ,and 
if for bimetallism let him discuss the means of reaching the end and frankly 
concede that the present system can not be permitted to last. 

The definition of bimetallism referred to by Mr. Towne was 
quoted by him from the report of the Royal Commission of 1886, 
and reads as follows: 

A bimetallic system of currency, to be completely effective, must, in the 
view of those who advocate it, include two essential features: (a) An open 
mint ready tocoin any quantity of either gold or silver which may be brought 
teit. (b) The right on the part of a debtor to discharge his liabilities, at his 
option, in either of the two metals at a ratio fixed by law. 

There has never been an acceptance of that challenge, and there 
never will be, and therefore there can be no legitimate claim on 
the part of the Secretary of the Treasury that there is bimetallism 
in this country. The measure of faith of the party is presumed 
to be its platform. 

I call your attention to the language of the platform. I will 
not quote all of the financial plank, for it is unnecessary for my 
purpose, but I call attention to this particular language: 

We are therefore opposed tothe free coinage of silver except by inter- 
national agreement with the leading commercial nations of the world, which 
we pledge ourselves to promote; and until such agreement is obtained the 
existing gold standard must be preserved. 

Nowhere in that platform will you find the word “ bimetallism;” 
and, sir, when the Secretary of the Treasury assumes to say that 
we have bimetallism to-day, he flies in the face of every authority 
of any repute from the days of Aristotle down to the year 1895, 
when a school of professors and statesmen were born to support, 
and paid to support, the system which they are now falsely claim- 
ing to be bimetallic before the American people. 

Mr. Chairman, the President of the United States appointed a 
commission, under the authority of a bill passed by the Fifty- 
fourth Congress, which, by the way, would never have received 
consid2ration on the fleor of this House but for the aid of the sil- 
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ver men in the Committee on Coinage, Weights,and Measures. Of 
that committee, appointed by the President, the honorable Sen- 
ator from Colorado, Mr. WoLcort, was the head. 

A few days ago, in the Senate of the United States, Senator 
Wo.Lcott made report of the futility of the efforts of that com- 
mission. He first iccameeeiad conclusively, by the facts which 
he cited, that there is an utter impossibility of achieving inter- 
national bimetallism by agreement with the leading commercial 
nations of the world; and then, having offered all the facts to prove 
its utter impossibility, he comes solemnly to the judicial conclu- 
sion that there is a hope of international bimetallism. He demon- 
strated conclusively by his remarks that there was an irreconcil- 
able difference on the money question between the Secretary of 
— ee and himself, and that the President agreed with both 
of them! 

Mr. Chairman, the President of the United States will not bo 
able to escape the declarations of his Secretary of the Treasury. 
Every man who knows anything knows that the Secretary of the 
Treasury represents the financial views of his chief; that if he did 
not, he would not stay in the Cabinet for a quarter of a minute. 
[Applause.] And when the Secretary of the Treasury declared, 
as he did declare in that famous statement which he made before 
the Committee on Banking and Currency, his views and his pur- 
poses, he announced the viewsand purposes of William McKinley 
and his Administration [applause]; and all the attempts on the 
part of the President of the United States, whether animated by 
timid purposes or otherwise, will not avail to conceal longer from 
the American people the drift and purpose and intent of this Ad- 
ministration. This was his language—language read from — 
pared manuscript and which therefore can not be ettribu to 
the spontaneous exuberance of the moment. Theo Secretary makes 
this statement: 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, the objects I have in 
mind in the series of provisions offered by me are four in number: First, to 
commit the country more thoroughly to the gold standard—remove as far as 
possible doubts and fears on that point; and thus strengthen the credit of 
the United States both at home and abroad. 

‘*Commit the country more thoroughly to the gold standard,” 
and at the same time achieve international bimetallism! Whata 
monstrous absurdity! What a marvelous mind the Secretary 
must possess, when he is able to convince himself that we may 
have gold as the sole and only standard of value, and at the same 
time have both gold and silver as the standard of value. 

Reverting again to the explanations of the Senator from Colo- 
rado, who was the head of that commission, he told us what, 
in his jvdgment, had occasioned the failure. He pointed to the 
acts of the men who owned the smelters as one of the causes of 
the failure. Ho told us, furthermore, that it was because certain 
bankers had interfered in the matter. But he failed to tell the 
country the one great cause which, unaided and unsupported by 
any other cause, would have been sufficient to defeat the cause of 
international bimetallism, even if there were ever a moment's 
opportunity or hope of securing the concurrence of foreign gov- 
ernments. 

He forgot to tell us in that speech that on the 24th day of July, 
1897, the President of the United States sent a special message to 
the Fifty-fifth Congress, in which he deliberately and in effect 
recommended the adoption by that Congress of the report which 
was to be made by the commission proposed by the Indianapolis 
monetary convention [applause], the first subdivision of which 
was the perpetual maintenance of the gold standard, the second 
of which was to retire the greenbacks and Treasury notes, and the 
third to transfer to a syndicate of the banks the right to say 
whether the Ainerican people should or should not have money 
= which to transact their business. He forgot to tell us about 

a 

Why did he not doit? Because to have done !t would have been 
to sever the peaceful, pleasant relations which exist between tho 
President of the United States and himself, resulting in good 
amounts of “‘pie” being distributed to his friends in the State of 
Colorado. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, the Secretary of the Treasury, in this famous 
speech of his, speaking as he does as the duly authorized agent of 
the financial end of this Government, gives expression to this sen- 
timent as a part of the purposes of the Administration: 

To put the Government in a more secure ion toward its demand 
liabilities the Secretary proposes to withdraw 000 of such liabilities 
the old saben to caerkaees Ae sit ont aie tn qnchnage “ ews 
obligations; and so on ad infinitum. - 

He goes on and says that in lieu of these demand obligations 
there should be allowed bank currency, and that there should be 
issued bonds of the United States to secure that circulation. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I invite attention to some other language 
that was used under different circumstances from these. I ask 
you to put it side by side in parallel columns with that statement 
of the duly authorized financial agent of this Government; and 
then I want some Republican or some Democratic gold-standard 








1898. 
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man (if there be such a one here) to rise and explain the disparity 
between the two. 7 

When William McKinley was nominated at St. Louis for the 
highest and most important office in the gift of the American peo- 
ple, he accepted that nomination ina letter which contained some 
statements worthy of our consideration. In that letter of accept- 
ance I find this language, and I ask the attention of gentlemen on 
both sides of the Chamber to it, because 1 would like some man to 
get up and interrupt me with a view to reconciling that statement 
with the action which we find is proposed now to be taken since 
the election. He says: 

It will keep— 

And “it” means the Republican party— 

ulation, and as as gold, all of the silver and r 
MS) included in ate of the country. ede 

Fellow-members of this House, when that letter was written by 
the present highest officer of the Government, the Chief Execu- 
tive of this nation, when that statement was made it was a solemn 
pledge on his part, made by him to the people of the United States, 
as to the policy of the Administration, which must either be hon- 
ored or dishonored. There is no question of that. Either one of 
the two must be accepted as the meaning of it. 

Upon the strength of that statement many thousand citizens of 
the United States cast their votes in favor of William McKinley 
for the high office of President. Upon the strength of that state- 
ment unquestionably he owes his present station as Chief Magis- 
trate of the United States. They believed, and they had a right 
to believe, that he would be true to the promise which he made 
when he was a candidate before the people and they have a right 
to insist on the performance of that ent. They have a 
right to insist that that promise shall carried out to the ex- 
treme letter and in its exact spirit. 

But, gentlemen of the committee, what are we confronted with 
to-day? Not only thedeclaration of his Secretary of the Treasury, 
to which I have already called your attention, but substantially 
the same declaration is made by the President both in his special 
message to this House on July 24 and his regular annual message 
to Congress on the 6th day of December, at the beginning of the 
second session of this Congress. 

Now, we have a right to ask what is to come next? What is to 
be the next move? The Banking and Currency Committee is 
to-day in session. Whatis it doing? It is considering a plan, 
ees to them by the international monetary conference at 

dianapolis, the “‘child” of the late President’s policy in that 
direction—Grover Cleveland. And you have a him as your 
financial leader and oracle, and you must sta him. [Ap- 
plause.] You have accepted him, you have adopted his ideas, and 
you can ty yar to desert pe Riga = I want to a this 
opportunity of congratulating Democratic party on having 
ie rid r this taeubus on the body politic of this country. 

en you got rid of him, you lifted off of your political stomach 
the toughest and most indigestible mass of ‘‘ galvanized gristle” 
that ever gave any political party the bond colic by day or hovered 
like a horrible nightmare over their bedside by night. [Applause 
and laughter. | t what was your loss is sup to have been 
a gain to the Republican party. [Laughter.] The Republican 
party have taken the “article”—the ‘‘commodity”—which was 
discarded by the Democratic party and have e him the chief 
head and center of their political faith. 

I see the gentleman from New York — PAYNE] sneers at 
that statement. I would be glad to yield to an interruption if he 
sees any difference between the position and the policy advocated 
by Grover Cleveland and that now pursued by William McKin- 
ley. I will be glad if he shall be able to point out an example of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I ask unanimous consent that I may have 
ten minutes longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Montana asks unani- 
— —— that his time be extended ten minutes, Is there 
oO on 

ere was no objection. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Chairman, the Banking and Currency 
Committee are now considering a bill which they are to bring out 
at some time when they are told to bring it out, and that bill is to 
embody in its provisions the three main and salient features of 
the plan proposed by the Indianapolis monetary convention. 
The first is, as I said before, themaintenance of the gold standard. 

The second is the retirement of the greenbacks and Treasury 
notes, and the third is the transferring to the banks of the right 
to issue all the money of the country. And when that time comes 
I want to know what those Republicans who are opposed to the 
retirement of the greenbacks are going to do about it. Ah, how 
many of you on that side of the House are opposed to it? How 
many of you are opposed to it? 


ity he is s 


matter stricken out of the REcorp. 


that committee 
anybody is in session over there consulting about a bill. 1 want 





Mr. HILL. Ishould like to ask the gentleman by what author- 
king for the Banking and Currency Committee? 

Mr. HARTMAN. Iam not speaking with any authority. 

Mr. HILL. I understood you tostate that that committee were 
doing certain things. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Iwillanswerthe gentleman. The Washing- 
ton Post this morning contains a statement that your committee 
are in session. If you are ashamed of it, I am willing to have the 
[Laughter on the Democratic 
side. | 

Mr. HILL. I am not ashamed of the record of the Banking 


and Currency Committee. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
far. 

Mr. HILL. My respect for the record of that committee is much 
greater than my respect for the gentleman’s actions during the last 
twelve months. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Oh, well—— 

Mr. COX. Let me interrupt the gentleman for a moment. 
Permit me to say, and let the fact be known (and as a member of 
want nothing but the facts just as they are), if 


Because it has no record thus 


it distinctly understood that the minority of that committee have 
not had an invitation to participate in it. 

Mr. CAPRON. Ishould like to state—— 

Mr. HARTMAN. Now, I do not care to go into that. 

Mr. CAPRON. Ido not care to go into it either. 

‘Mr. HARTMAN. The House has indulged me, and I want to 
get down to the subject that I started to discuss. 

Mr. HILL. That is a good place to get to. 

Mr. HARTMAN. When the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency brings out its bill, I want to know what the Republicans 
who are opposed to the retirement of the greenbacks are going to 
do about it. You will have plenty of time then to answer, and 
you will answer by your votes. If we can judge of the future by 
the past, there is but little doubt of what the result will be. We 
know that under the system of rules which now prevails in this 
House there is pactiantty no House of Representatives left. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. } 

This is simply a House of Registers, in which the majority of 
the House register the will of the men who control the policies of 
the House—nothing more and nothing less. Men whoare opposed 
to this will be called upon to respond under the sting of the party 
lash, and they will be compelled to vote against the convictions 
which they themselves honestly entertain. Why, Mr. Chairman, 

ou remember well, and so do many other men here who were mem- 
rs of the Fifty-fourth Congress, the miserable scene which was 
presented here in the early days of that Congress. 

When the bond bill came out from the Committee on Ways and 
Means, without previous caucus action of the Republican party, 
without previous declaration from any national or State platform 
favorable thereto, you remember that there was a little band of 
rebels, of which I was one, and I am proud that I was [applause 
on the Democratic side]—a little band of rebels organized against 
that bill. We had seventy-two men solemnly pledged to vote 
against it who were members of the Republican party, as I was 
then, and you know that when the vote came we had a very sud- 
den and rude awakening. 

Why, I remember distinctly I was in the cloakroom and I heard 
the mutterings and I heard the complainings of men and the abuse 
of the committee because they had exceeded their powers. I re- 
member all that, and I said to myself, ‘Oh, we have this out- 
rageous bill beaten;” but I was mistaken. Pretty soon the party 
lash cracked, the mutterings ceased, each party slave got up, took 
out his backbone, and hung it on the hook with his hat and wab- 
bled out upon the floor of the House of Representatives like a 
jelly-fish and voted in favor of the bill that his conscience and his 
constituents condemned. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

Ah, Mr. Chairman, will it be done in the Fifty-fifth Congress? 
Let us hope not; and yet if we must judge of the future by the 
past, there can be nothing but the belief at least that when that 
time comes those who shape the destinies and the privileges and the 
bills and the legislation of this House will direct the men who are 
sitting here to-day, not as members of the House of Representa- 
tives, but as members of the House of Registers, to come out and 
cast their votes in favor of the retirement of the greenbacks. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, under existing conditions we ought to 
change the oath which we take here. We, each of us, on the first 
day of each Congress, walk up before the Clerk and take an oath 
that we will support and defend the Constitution of the United 
States and maintain true allegiance thereto, and that we will per- 
form our duties as Representatives to the best of our ability. 

We ought to modify it so it will read: ‘I solemnly swear that 
I will support and defend the Constitution of the United States 
provided we can get the consent of the leading commercial nations 
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of the world; and I will perform my duties if the Speaker of the 
House will permit me to doso.” [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, in yonder chair sits the gentleman who in the 

ast has led the fight against the injustice of these rules, and, sir, 
et there be no mistake about what the character of the complaint 
is. I have not a word of fault to find with the Speaker of the 
House. Heis not the person that I am criticising. I am criticis- 
ing the system and not the man. If we must have a master, 
Tuomas B. REED is a good enough master for me; but I object to 
amaster. [Applause.]| 

I believe that this ought to be a House of sovereign representa- 
tives of the people, who represent their views and not the views 
of any master or of any man. [Renewed applause.] And, sir, 
when I hear, as I have heard, in yonder cloakroom complainings 
of Republican members at the arbitrary action of the Speaker, I 
retort to them by saying that if you do not like the action of the 
Speaker shear him of hispower. Youare therepresentativesof that 
power, andif you have not got the manhood to free yourselves, 
then you ought never to complain again. You made your master. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. You ought to be slaves. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Iaccept the suggestion of my friend, ‘‘ you 
ought to be slaves.” 

Mr. QUIGG. Nobody has complained. 

Mr. HARTMAN. If the gentleman from New York would sit 
around the cloakroom as much as I have he would hear a great 
many complaints. I do not think the gentleman from New York 
will say that everything is as serene as a summer day with refer- 
ence to the grinding process of the rules of the Fifty-fifth Congress. 

Mr. QUIGG. I suspect my friend has so mixed up his cloak- 
rooms that he is thinking of the wrong one. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HARTMAN. Iam glad the gentleman made that sugges- 
tion. ‘‘The gentleman from Montana” has mixed up his cloak 
rooms, and heis going to continue tomix themup. I want to 
say to the gentleman from New York that Iam grateful to him 
for his suggestion. I will tell him the facts, Mr. Chairman. I 
will tell him what the men who are mixing in that cloakroom 
yonder are going todo. They are going to mix in 1898 and 1900 
{loud applause on the Democratic side],and they are going to 
continue to do it under the declaration of the Chicago platform 
and under the leadership of William Jennings Bryan of the 
United States. [Great applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Further than that, Mr. Chairman, let me say there is going to be 
no departure whatever from or modification of the declaration of 
that platform; no modification of it or relaxation whatever. We 
propose to declare in favor of the free coinage of silver by the 
independent action of the United States. We propose to declare 
in favor of the Government issuing all the money and not the 
banks issuing the money. [Renewed applause.] We are going 
to say that there shall be no unwarranted interference by Federal 
tribunals with the domestic affairs and institutions of the States 
and their jurisdiction. Weare going further. We are going to 
say that a criticism of a Supreme Court decision of the United 
States which is just and respectful isin full harmony with the 
spirit and genius of free government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I would like two minutes’ additional time, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Montana asks that his 
time be extended two minutes. Is there objection? [After a 

use.| The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to use the two 
minutes in which I close with the statement that I indorse every 
word of the platform of 1860, upon which Abraham Lincoln, the 
great patriot, statesman, and martyr, was elected President of the 
United States the first time. I intend to put in my remarks, with 
the consent of the House, the two planks of that platform relat- 
ing to unwarranted Federal interference and to ‘‘ perversions of 
judicial power;” and I hope no Republican will object to the in- 
corporation in my remarks of those planks from the Republican 
platform in 1860. 

The following are from the Lincoln platform of 1860: 


That the maintenance inviolate of the rights of the States, and especially 
of the right of gach State to order and control its own domestic institutions 
according to its own judgment exclusively, is essential to that balance .of 
power on which the perfection and endurarce of our political fabric depends; 
and we denounce the lawless invasion by armed force of the soil of any State 
or Territory, no matter under what pretext, as among the gravest of crimes. 

That we brand the recent reopening of the African slave trade under the 
cover of our national fing. aided perversions of judicial power, as a crime 
against humanity and a burning shame to our country and age, etc. 


Before I take my seat I want to read from the language of Abra- 
ham Lincoln relative to the same topic for which we were criti- 
cised so severely and denounced from one end of the country to 
the other as anarchists and repudiationists. Mr. Lincoln gave 
utterance to the following statements: 

[From speech delivered by Abraham Lincoln, at Springfield, Ill., June 26, 1857.] 

Judicial decisions have two uses—first, to absolutely determine the case 


decided, and secondly, to indicate to the public how other similar cases will 


be decided whenthey arise. For the latter use they are called “ precedents” 
and authorities. 
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We believe as much as Judge Douglas, perhaps more, in obedience to and 
respect for the judicial department of the Government. We think its deci- 
sions on constitutional questions, when fully settled, should control not only 
the particular cases decided but the general policy of the country, subject 
to be disturbed only by amendments of the Constitution, as provided in that 
instrument itself. More than this would ba revolution. But we think the 
Dred Scott decision is erroneous. We know that the court that made it has 
often overruled its own decisions, and we shall do what we can to have it 
overrule this. We offer no resistance to it. 

Judicial decisions are of ater or less authority as penne. according 
to circumstances. That this should be so, accords both with common sense 
and the customary understanding of the legal profession. If this important 
decision had been made by the unanimous concurrence of the judges, and 
without any apparent partisan bias, and in accordance with iogal. public 
expectation, and with the steady practice of the Departments throughout 
our history, * * * orif wanting in some of these it had been before the 
court more than once, and had there been affirmed and reaffirmed through a 
course of years, it then might be, perhaps would be, factious, nay, even revo- 
lutionary, not to acquiesce in it as a precedent. 

But when, as it is true, we find it wanting in all these claims to the public 
confidence, it is not resistance, it is not factious, it is not even disrespectful 
to treat it as not having yet established a settled doctrine for the country. 


[From speech by Abraham Lincoln at Chicago, July 10, 1858.] 


We let this property abide by the decision, but we will try to reverse that 
decision. * * * Somebody has to reverse that decision, since it is made, 
and we mean to reverse it and we mean to do it peaceably. 


Mr. Chairman, those sentiments are upon a pa with the decla- 
ration of the Chicago platform criticising a decision of the Su- 
preme Court. The abuse of the martyred Lincoln for his utter- 
ances regarding the Supreme Court decision was of the same 
character, directed against the allied forces of Democrats, Silver 
Republicans, and Populists. We shall continue to defend a rea- 
sonable, sensible, rational, temperate criticism of the decisions of 
the Supreme Court whenever, in our judgment, those decisions 
are wrong. Yielding implicit obedience to every decision while it 
remains unreversed, we claim that the right to move to reverse a 
wrong is necessary to the continued existence of our Government. 
We prefer to take our rule of conduct from Abraham Lincoln, 
who, if he were here to-day, would be branded as an anarchist 
anda gg er by the advocates and beneficiaries of the gold 
standard. [Loud applause upon the Democratic side. } 

Under the leave of the House to extend my remarks, I append 


hereto an article prepared by myself and published in the National 
Bimetallist of January 15, 1898: 


OUR DUTY IN FUTURE CAMPAIGNS. 
[By Hon. C. 8. HARTMAN. ] 

The allied forces for 1896 will soon determine the plans for 1898 and 190, 
Much Sone upon the wisdom of their decision. 

That the cone ne in 1898 and 1900 will be the money question there 
is but little doubt. e agents of our present forei pol cy, through the 
aa party and the handful of gold Democrats, will be prepared in 1808 
and 1900, as they were in 1896, with unlimited money with which to debauch, 
coerce, and intimidate voters, buy judges, and otherwise de e the elective 
franchise, and give other evidence of their special qualifications to ‘‘ preserve 
the honor and integrity of the nation.”’ 

In the future, as in the last campaign, we must depend upon the patriot- 
ism and intelligence of the producing and wage-earning classes of the United 
States, supported by such of our business men as are able to realize that 
without the ees of the producing classes there can be no prosperity 
for them. When to our opponents’ ability to raise almost unlimited sums of 
money for their eee und is added the systematic coercion and intimi- 
dation practiced in 1 the banks, trust companies, and other great cor- 
— which will undoubtedly be nee in 1900, the unequal nature of 

he contest becomes startlingly apparent. 

It, therefore, behooves us to so solidify our forces as to concentrate the 
largest number of voters in support of one candidate representing the com- 
mon cause. 

If there be differences on minor questions, those differences should be put 
aside until victory is won and the paramount issue settled and settled right. 
When a just and equitable money system is adopted, enabling producers and 
wage earners to receive ———— remuneration for their toil and just com- 
ee for their product, the settling of other questions will not be a diffi- 
cult task. 

But until victory is achieved neither the money question nor any other 
—_- will be settled, and victory will not be achieved by a division of our 

orces while the enemy are united. And the union of our forces will not be 
aided either by efforts to load the platform with other planks concerning 
which there might be some differences, nor will that harmony be promoted 
which ought to exist by the ambitions of selfish men being placed paramount 
to the success of the cause. 

As far as possible there ought to be a complete union of the silver forces 
of the United States in every county, in every State, and in every Congres- 
sional district. In order to be effectual and to receive the greatest measure 
of support, such union ought, in other words, to be made with due recogni- 
tion of the strength of the respective ties to the compact. In some States 
and districts Democrats have a plurality, in others Silver Republicans have 
a plurality, and in others Populists have a plurality. Butin no case will this 
fact justify the dominant party in arrogating to itself the right to more than 
a proportionate share of the pecs aoe the ticket. 

Men must remember that this is nota contest which is confined toany single 
Congressional district or to any single State. Amey poe remember that the 
cause, in so far as this country is concerned, is limited only by the boundaries 
of the Republic. They must remember that the contest for an honest, stable 
equitable, and just money system is greater than the individual ambition o 
any one man,indeed,ofallmen. Let us hope that in every State in the Union 
the allied anti-Cleveland-Hanna forces will arise to the high plane of patriotic 
duty and stand ready to make such concessions of personal ambitions as will 
bring about the strongest and most effective unification of the silver forces 
of the United States. 

In the choice of candidates the only consideration should be by whose nom- 
ination will the cause receive the greatest support. Every effort of which 
our oo are capable will be put forth to prevent the union of our forces. 
To what extent they may succeed depends — the intelligence and integrity 
of the people whom or approach. It oug t not to require any argument 
to convince any man of the wisdom of uni ne our forces in support of one 
ticket. The very fact that our opponents attempt to prevent such 
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tisfacto roof that the accomplishment of the union 
gaght vetie or eal detrimental tothem. Otherwise they would not op- 


pose it. ? 

m that. with two or more silver candidates in a given juris 
diction ey in political warfare among themselves, it is difficult to under- 
stand how any of them expect to find much time to oppose the common 
enemy. While they would be knifing each other, the enemy would be reap- 
ing the benefits of their unseemly conduct. But such a senseless and illogi- 
cal condition in a single ional district or State is not limited in its 
injurious effects to that cular district or State. Its example will be felt 
in every State in the Union where the transaction is known. 

I think it may be safely assumed that oo of the Republic pos- 
sessing the qualification to cast an intelligent ballot will admit the truth of 
the proposition that it is much easier to anelection with a majority of the 
votes than it is with a minority; that it is much easier to secure that majority 
by uniting all our forces on one common ticket than by dividing among two 
or three. This being a self-evident truth, it follows that any man or set of 
men who attempt to a a union of our forces will simply brand them- 
selves as traitors to the cause. ; 

In districts and States where any one of the three silver parties has a 
majority over all forces the temptation will doubtless be great to fill the 
ticket with its own members. There is no justification, however, for such 
a course on the part of any one of the three silver parties. Noone of them 
can win in the nation unaided and alone. 

Each of these parties has contributed its full share of support to the com- 
mon cause. Each is expected to make like contributions again and in 
until the cause is won. © contest of 1898 and 1900 is not to make the silver 
Democrats right on the poemeg question. They are right now. It is not to 
bring the Populistsintoline. A very large majority of them are entirely loyal 
to the cause of monetary reform. The contest is not to keep the 1,000,000 
silver Republicans right. They are right now, and will continue to be right 
until the victory is ultimately achieved. The contest is to win from the 
forces of our opponent sufficient of their numbers to give us a majority when 
added to ours. 

The time is most opportune for the departure from the Republican party 
of all of its members who are sincere believers in bimetallism. The special 
message of the President to Congress on July 24, 1897, and his message of De- 
cember 6, 1897, to the regular session have done much to clear the atmosphere 
of doubt, and toshow that it is the real purpose of the President to perpetually 
maintain the gold standard. 

If those messages, however, left any doubt in the mind of any citizen, that 
doubt was removed when Secretary @ announced that the purpose of his 

lan submitted tothe Committee on Banking and Currency was “to commit 
he country more thoroughly to the gold standard.” The statement of Sen- 
ator FAIRBANKS, in his s h at Indianapolis, throws additional light upon 
the position of the President. In that speech, as reported in the Associatep 
Press, the Senator said: ’ 

“IT saw the President the day before coming here, and I asked him if he had 

any message for the Republicans of Indiana. He commissioned me to say to 

ou that he gratefully remembers the encouragement and assistance that the 
hepublicans of this splendid State gave him heretofore, and he further said, 
‘Iam going to keep the bond, I am going to vindicate the sound-money plank 
in the St. Louis platform.’ 

If any other evidence of the purpose of the President to perpetuate the 
gold standard, to retire the greenbacks, and to give to the banks the complete 
control of the volume of money to be used by the people is necessary, it was 
supplied when Secretary Gage, as reported by the newspapers, informally 
tendered his resignation to the President because certain Senators had sus: 
gested that the President did not agree with the Secretary in his plan. To 
which tender the President assured the Secretary that he wasin full herm 
with the Secretary's financial scheme. 

With this situation, the work of recruiting from the ranks of the Repub- 
lican party to the ranks of the bona fide bimetallists is greatly simplified. It 
should be the purpose of all of the allies toaid in that work and not to hinder. 

To apmenaieess by fair and generous treatment of all our allies that others 
would be welcome will induce rather than discourage recruits from the other 
side. The work of gaining recruits from the other side has been the special 
mission of the Silver Republican par: 

It would not aid tho work, but would greatly embarrass those in charge of 
it, if cases of unjust end ungrateful treatment of any of our allies could be 
constantly cited to us as proof of the selfishness of the party in power in the 
particular district where the injustice was done. So firmly am I convinced 
of the necessity of the union of silver forces upon equitable grounds that I do 
not hesitate to say that any man who endeavors to prevent such union is an 


enemy to the cause and not fit to hold the most insignificant office in the gift 
of the people. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that all debate upon the paragraphs 
and amendments be closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York moves that 
all debate upon the pending paragraph and amendment be closed. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That hereafter Indian agents shall account for all funds coming into their 
hands as custodians from er meaoes whatever, and be responsible therefor 
under their official bonds: vided, That officers of the Army acting as 
Indian agents be oy ee to give bond for the same pengeace as are civilian 
agents, and that such bonds be provided, when so desired, at the expense of 

‘the United States in suitable surety companies. 


dun SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
nt: 


Insert, after line 10, page 57, the following: 

To authorize the Seneca Nation of New York Indians, through its coun- 
sel, to pay to E. V. Brookshire, out of funds now in its treasury, for legal 
services heretofore performed, the sum of $100.” 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a point of 
order. The point of order runs to the proviso, inciuding lines 11 
and 15, on page 57. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That provision is new. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the point of order? 

Mr. CANNON. The point of order is that it is a change of law. 
This law would require the army officers to give bond. They are 
not required to give any bond now; they go on their honor. It 


ony 


rovides that the expense of giving a bond shall be paid by the 
Tnitea States. Both | rovisions are new. : s 
Mr. SHERMAN. ere is no question about that. 
The CHAIRMAN. The point of order will be sustained. 
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Mr. DOCKERY. Does the point of order only go to the pro- 
viso? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is all. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is the remaining language the existing law? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is. 

Mr. CANNON. Then what is the use of it? 

Mr. DOCKERY. It seems to me that if that language is left, 
by implication it would convey the idea that heretofore Indian 
agents were not responsible. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, the gentleman can raise the point of 
order to the whole section and let it all go ont. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from New York in charge of 
the bill can have it all stricken off. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I suggest to the gentleman from Illinois and 
the gentleman in charge of the bill that the matter wonld be in a 
very awkward shape to leave the language now remaining and 
strike out the proviso. The policy heretofore prevailing has dealt 
with the commission of an army ofiicer as the equivalent of a 
That is the rule which obtains in the Engineer Depart- 
ment of the War Department, and there never has been but one 
defalcation or embezzlement in that corps. That principle has 
heretofore applied to army officers detailed to act as Indian agents. 

Mr. CANNON. I think the safer way would be to let the whole 
section go out. 

I think so. 


Mr. DOCKERY. 
I would ask the gentleman to withdraw the point 





Mr. LACEY. 
of order so far as the language used above the proviso is con- 
cerned. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desired to make the point of order against 
lines 8,9,and 10. I reserve the point of order against those lines. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri must either 
make the point of order or not make it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I reserved the point of order because I did 
not want to do any injustice. 

The CHAIRMAN. But youhave not stated any point of order. 

Mr. LACEY. Iam asking the gentleman to withdraw his point 
of order to the lines above the proviso. It does change existing 
law tosome extent. Money coming from ‘‘ any source whatever ’— 
some things not covered by the existing law have gotten into the 
hands of the Indian agents. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 1 will withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. LACEY. What shape doses that leave the bill in? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It leaves the proviso out and the language 
above it in. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York. 

The Clerk read the amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Brookshire wasa former member ofthis 
House and performed certain services for the Seneca Indians in 
New York. He had nocontract to doso, and counsel appropriated 
from their own funds $100, but he has no right under the statutes 
to receive compensation unless he has a contract approved by the 
Secretary of the Interior. This authorizes him and makes legal the 
payments that have been appropriated out of counsel’s own money. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from New York. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I think the House is begin- 
ning to realize from the exhibitions made here yesterday afternoon 
and this morning how entirely impotent it has made itself on the 
question of appropriating money for the public service. The 
amendment ruled out on a point of order yesterday afternoon, 
an amendment coming from the Indian Committee, had been sent 
here by the Secretary of the Interior, both in a formal report and 
by informal message to the chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. It was intended to prevent a great wrong to the Govern- 
ment and to effect a great saving in public expenditure. Yet, 
under the rules of this House one man was able to rise here and, in 
strict accordance with the rules, prevent the House of Represent- 
atives from acting upon the suggestion of the Secretary of the 
Interior and thus saving the Government a great many thousands 
of dollars annually. 

The remarks made by my friend from Montana [Mr. HarTMAN] 
in regard to the present distinguished Speaker of the House have 
no bearing upon the rules which are now used to throttle the 
House of Representatives. These rules have been in operation 
practically from a time whereof the memory of man runneth not 
to the contrary; and I assert (and no man can dispute the asser- 
tion) that the result has been that all the legislative powers of this 
Government, in fact, have been transferred to the other end of 
the Capitol. Why, sir, honorable Senators rise in that body, and 
with calm, suave demeanor claim that they not only possess exec- 
utive functions in the Government, but that they have also re- 
served to themselves the sole power of making appropriations for 
carrying on the public service. 

Now, I do not know when the Committee on Rules proposes to 
bring into the House our code of rules. I understand it is going 
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to be done within a very few days. ButI wish to give notice here 
and now that when those rules come in I propose to offer an 
amendment which will give the House of Representatives the 
same powers in regard to appropriation bills that have been exer- 
cised, since the foundation of the Government, by the Senate. 
Why, sir, everything that has been done during the past twenty- 
five years in the way of expending the public money has been done 
either by the Committee on Appropriations surreptitiously put- 
ting on their bills matter that they knew to be illegal and un- 
warranted, and getting it through the House because no objection 
was made, or else has been done because members of this House 
have gone over to the Senate and pleaded and implored Senators to 
do the very thing which the Constitution allows us the sole right 
of doing. 

In my humble judgment, based upon some observation, the 
only man in this Government who has kept the machinery of the 
United States going during the past few years is the honorable 
and distinguished Senator from Iowa, Mr. ALLISON, the chairman 
of the Senate Committee on Appropriations. His suave and tact- 
ful way, his wise knowledge of the needs of the Government, have 
enabled him, through the latitude which the Senate , to 
make provisions here and there for extending and developing the 
= service which our Committee on Appropriations and the 

iouse itself is forbidden by our rules to do. 

Let me call the attention of this Committee of the Whole to a 
salient fact in regard to our naval policy. We have now in the 
harbor of Habana the battle ship Maine, and there are mounted 
round’the shores of that harbor dozens of guns which can put 
their shot through and through that battleship. We have alittle 
fleet of battie ships hovering off the Tortugas, and it is supposed 
that under certain emergencies they might be sent to Habana to 
defend the American flag. 

But if they go into the harbor of Habana and are met with re- 
sistance and one of them is in the slightest degree disabled, there 
is not a place on the whole Atlantic coast under our flag where 
those great battle ships can go and receive repairs. One battle 
zealously maintained for twenty minutes would put that fleet of 
ours in a position where they could no longer fight; and we have 
no provision for their being dry docked and repaired. Yet in two 
separate sessions of Congress when men have come in here, recog- 
nizing the appeals of the executive department, and offered amend- 
ments to ees bills which would allow the question to 
be considered whether this crying need of our Government should 
be remedied, the occupants of the chair, with precedents to sup- 
port them, have said calmly and with a smile that under the rules 
of the House of Representatives this great body had deprived itself 
of any right to make that necessary and essential addition to the 
naval establishment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. BARRETT] has expired. 

Mr. BARRETT. I should like a moment or two more. 
to say a word to my friend from Montana. 

Mr. LACEY. How much more time does the gentleman wish? 

Mr. BARRETT. I ask unanimous consent for five minutes 
more. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BARRETT. Now, Mr. Chairman, in regard to this particu- 
lar bill, my friend the chairman of the Indian Committee sub- 
mitted here yesterday a proposition which he said would break up 
a great conspiracy of railroads and save this Government thou- 
sands of dollars every year; and my friend from Illinois [Mr. 
CONNOLLY] by his single objection was enabled to deprive this 
House of the right of passing on this question. And this morn- 
ing my friend from Arkansas [Mr. LITTLE] proposed an amend- 
ment—and I am betraying no confidence when I say that all around 
this House, among men who understand the situation, it was the 
general statement that this amendment ought to be adopted; that 
it was good policy to put it into the bill; that there was no reason 
on public grounds why it should be rejected—and yet one man, 
under these rules, is enabled to — this House from passing 
upon a proposition which would be of service and benefit to the 
General Government. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not know how the rest of the mem- 
bers here feel. I know I have been told, and I suppose they have 
been told, that the House of Representatives can not be trusted to 
consider these matters and that it is not safe to let down these 
bars and allow amendments to be offered to 1g np 9 bills. 
It may be that that is so, Mr. Chairman, but I hope and believe 
that the time is coming when, at least in one session of Congress, 
an opportunity will be offered for the majority of this House, act- 
ing in its majority capacity and after conference in caucus and 
amongst its members, to start out on questions of — policy 
and be allowed to decide what the Government shall do, and not 
be throttled here day after day and paragraph after paragraph by 
this old-fashioned objection that it changes existing law. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, that matter will come up when the rules 
are discussed. 


I wish 
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1 want to say to my friend from Montana [Mr. a that 
it makes very little difference on the Republican side of this 
House, so far as the elections of 1898 are concerned, what the re- 
port of the Committee on Banking and Currency may be. The 
issue has been made up and it will not be chan by any report 
that may come from that committee. The issue has been made 
up, not by the Republicans, but by the Senator from the State of 
Colorado in the other wing of the Capitol. There the issue has 
been laid down that this Government, if the Democratic-Populist 
majority shall come in, proposes to pay the interest and the prin- 
cipal of the national debt either in gold or in a depreciated silver. 

e accept the challenge as made in the Teller resolution. We 
ask no better issue than that there laid down. We are ce oa 
to go before the people of the great North and East and West and 
South on that issue. We know how it was answered in 1896. We 
have only been afraid that it might be evaded in 1898, and that 
the opposition — come in on a false statement of the ques- 
tions at issue. Now, the question has been made by Senator 
TELLER and by his associates in the Senate, and I tell my friend 
from Montana . HaRTMAN] and those with whom he asso- 
ciates that, put ca aside, we will gointo the cam- 
paign of 1898, on the question of maintaining the national credit, 
and whether it be advocated and supported by William McKinley 
or by Grover Cleveland, whether by the pp or the lowest of 
American citizens, the Republican party stand on that plat- 
form, and we believe we will win as triumphant a victory as that 
which alighted upon our banners in 1896. [Applause on the Re- 


publican side. 

~ ane Mr. arn ee ern 
and I make this motion for the purpose of returning again to tho 
Indian appropriation bill. I made the statement a few minutes 
ago in regard to the clause from line 8 to line 10, on 57, that 
there was a reason for inserting this that I could not give on the 
spur of the moment, but that the committee ought to know it. 

e Secre of the Interior asked this legislation on the ground 
that the Indian agents are now receiving, for safe-keeping and 
disbursement, moneys of the Indians received as rents of tribal 
and allotted lands and for the sale of cattle, hay, and grain and 
other matters of that kind that are not covered by the existing 
bond, so that gentlemen will now see the propriety of the enact- 
ment. 

In regard to the part already stricken out on a point of order, 
let me call attention to the further statement that a single army 

ing unbonded, had placed $17,000 in a national bank. 

it itin his name as an Indian agent, and thus 

get the benefit of the security as a national , but de- 

ited it in his own name, and that amount has been lost to the 

dians because there was no bond given by him; and the pro- 
viso was added to cover cases of that kind. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to say a word touching that matter. I 
made the point of order against that proviso, and I[ think I did 
right. Now, the gentleman well knows that an army officer’s 
commission is his bond, as has been stated. That runsall through 
the Engineer service. It runs all through the service where army 
officers are detailed as Indian agents. e gentleman brings = 
one instance in which an army officer wrongfully — 
money in his own name and it was lost. That army officer is 
subject to court-martial if he does not make the amount good, 
and I am a there is one case to which 
the gentleman can refer, rovide that army officers in this 
service —_ give bond, and = go further and provide eo a 
expense of giving that bond companies shall pai 
out of the Tocomr’. I think we haa wetter let tt rest as it is, at 
least until the matter comes up on a formal report, standing on 
its own merits, from the Committee on Indian , in such 
form that it can be discussed upon its own merits, rather than 
bring —— and discuss it now and fasten it upon an appropri- 
ation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of oe tenn from New York. 

Mr. DE MOND. Mr. Chairman, I take it that the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. BARRETT], enjoying close commu- 
nion with the President and the Secretary of the po ecceng IF sa 
now announced the policy of the party to which all three belong 
and in which all three are bright and shining lights. He sa 
that his party joins issue with us upon the Senate resolution de- 
claring all the obligations of the United States payable in standard 
silver dollars or gold dollars, at the option of the Government. 
And he accepts also for his party the challenge of the gentleman 
from Montana {[Mr. Hartman], who declared his opposition 
to the single gold standard. Now, if it will be any comfort to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts or to his party, it may be said, 
without the betrayal of confidence in any degree, that upon this 
side of the House we all welcome not only these issues, but all the 
issues which his party has made during this Congress or at or since 
the election of 1896. 

We welcome the issue which his party has made with reference 
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to Cuban affairs. We do this, not unmindful of the fact that an 
American vessel is now in Cuban waters. We do it, not unmind- 
ful of the fact that an attempt has been made by sending that 
vessel down there to quiet discontent upon the Republican side of 
the House and among the Republican rank and file, and further 
to delude the country into the belief or the hope that this Admin- 
istration is about to assert itself in a way worthy of American 
manhood and statesmanship. How extraordinary the maneuver- 
ing to get that ship into harbor at Habana! It deserves at 
least passing comment. _ a meee ; 
It seems that the Spanish minister waited upon the Assistant 
Secretary of State, to confer with him about the making of some 
ent concerning commercial relations between that bas- 
tard abortion of government down there called ‘“‘autonomy” and 
the United States of America, and that the Assistant Secretary of 
State, visited by something akin to inspiration—the kind of inspi- 
ration that visits this Administration—thought he saw an oo 
tunity for the sending of a vessel of the United States to the har- 
bor of Habana, not to protect American interests, not to vindicate 
American honor and manhood, but in such a way as not tooffend 
the sensibilities or hurt the feelings of the haughty Spaniards, 
before whom the representatives of this Government, in large 
part, have been bowing and cringing ever since the Cuban ques- 
tion arose. 

All afiutter with hope and fear, wondrously blended, the Amer- 
ican Assistant Secretary of State hinted a long-cherished Ad- 
ministration desire to send a ship, in friendship of course, to 
Habana. 

The Spanish minister kindly and generously expressed acqui- 
escence. Why, yes; it would not be an insult to Spain, it would 
not be offensive toSpain, for an American vessel quietly and dec- 
orously to steam into the port of Habana, her officials there to 
hobnob, in the spirit of a fraternity, with officials 
representing the Spanish vernment upon shore. Straightway 
the Assistant Secretary of State, having obtained this vast con- 
cession, this grand compliment from Spain’s haughty minister, 
hastened off to the of the Navy Department with the good 
tidings. ‘‘Why, here; we may slip a vessel into the harbor of Ha- 
bana! Wemay cause theStars and Stripes there again to float from 
the masthead of an American ship—in token of American humility 


and Spanish condescension!” 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the tleman has ired. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I ask that my colleague be allowed to con- 
clude his remarks. 
. BARRETT. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
have five mi 


minutes. 
Mr. DE ARMOND. I should like to have a little more. 
Mr. BARRETT. I ask unanimous consent to make it ten min- 


utes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the time 
of the gentleman from Missouri be extended ten minutes. Is there 
objection? 

There was no pete. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I say that the Assistant Secre of State, 

ving ined, by means of a remarkable play of diplomatic 
genius, that the Spanish minister would graciously permit an 
American ship to steam into the harbor of Habana, and that the 
act would not be deemed hostile or offensive to the Spanish Gov- 
ernment, hied him away to the ent of the Navy, there to 
congratulate the head of that a upon the grand achieve- 
ment of American diplomacy. t Secretary also, upon sniffing 
the good news, was overjoyed. 

An opportunity long sought and long denied to get a vessel down 
there into the harbor of Habana without touching a single, tiny, 
sensitive Spanish nerve had come at last, and the two Secretaries, 
arm in arm, tripping along gayly as schoolboys, with joy in their 
hearts, hastened to the President. And then and there were trip- 
lets in jollification! The President, too, was delighted that Spain 
would it this Government to send a ship into the Cuban har- 
bor, where German ships, and English ships, and ships of all the 
nations of the earth except this, which the Government has been 

i ing, are permitted to go at will. 

And so down there is the Maine, one of our war ships. Is she 
there to vindicate American manhood, to protect American citi- 
zenship, to proclaim what is in the hearts of the brave people of 
this country—sympathy for the struggling Cubans and detestation 
and horror over the outrages perpetrated upon them? Oh, no! 
The Maine is in Habana harbor merely on a friendly visit to the 

i Her visit is merely a resumption of friendly relations, 
merely an evidence to the work that those in power here conclude 
that ‘‘ autonomy” has restored enough of peace to Cuba. A ship 
in that harbor under these circumstances, under such a proclama- 
tion as the exultant American Secretaries have sent broadcast 
over the earth, is not an aid to the s ling Cubans. Its pres- 
ence there does not inspire the hope of recognition of a state of 
war in Cuba. 


But every agency of Spain will be used to scatter the news; to 


‘other side upon such questions. 





carry it to the camps of the starving: with it to cause despair to 
sink deeper into the hearts of these who are on the verge of disso- 
lution, owing to Spanish tyranny and outrage; tospread it beyond 
the lines of starvation and into the field where the sturdy Cuban 
soldiers are battling still for that glorious birthright of man, that 
test blessing own upon earth—independence, liberty. 
avery tempter who goes forth to corrupt patriotism, every crea- 
ture that bears bribes to do what arms have failed to accomplish, 
will be a herald of the intelligence that an American vessel has 
gone to Cuba because the American Government thus prociaims 
its belief thas autonomy, Spanish autonomy in Cuba, is peace. 
Thus, pretending to respect American sentiment for justice to the 
Cubans, our Government has advanced a step in aid of Spain. 

How sad it is that they have unfurled our cherished flag over the 
smooth waters at Habana under an Administration streamer which 
has this message for the Cuban patriot: ‘“‘In yonder stars behold 
- ray of light; among yonder stripes find not one shred of 

ope.” 

Nothing but encouragement to the Spanish, encouragement to 
Spain in her efforts to conquer or starve or corrupt the Cubans, 
but nothing for Cuban independence; nothing but continued 
wrongs for Cuban patriotism and heroism. 

Let not the country be deceived by this latest move for Spain. 

Let not patriotic citizens anywhere over the country be deluded 
with the hope that their Government is going to do something 
worthy of them or worthy of it. Itisall pretense. If not a delu- 
sion, is it not a cruel device to injure the Cubans and to aid the 
Spaniards? We are ready to join issue with the gentlemen on the 
We are ready also to join issue 
on the question of ‘the rules. Whose rules are they? What ma- 
jority keeps out amendments? What majority prevents consider- 
ation of gravest public concerns? What majority is it that pre- 
vents the incorporation in ae bills of such amendments 
as that suggested by the gentleman from Massachusetts i. 
BARRETT], that he says would save thousands and thousands of 
dollars to the Government? It is the majority on the other side, 
against the tyranny of whose domination we protest. 

Why, in the rules adopted by the last Democratic House, rules 
that prevailed for years and years when the Democrats controlled 
this body, there was a provision that amendments upon appro- 
priation bills reducing expenditures or lessening the number of 
offices were admissible. There is nothing like that in your rules. 
Under these rules a different purpose was to be accomplished. 
Yes, anywhere upon the lines that you have drawn, gentlemen, 
you will find us quite ready to meet you, but not with words to 
delude, not with promises to be broken even before the echoes of 
promise have died away. We will meet you upon your record— 
upon what you have done and upon what you have not done. 

Recurring again to Cuba. How much better for the cause of 
freedom if the Government would take its hands off, if it would 
cease to pursue upon the seas and upon the land those who carry 
aid to the Cubans. How much more cheering to the Cuban 
patriots if they could know that a ship launched and freighted by 
private enterprise, such, for instance, as that of a single news- 
paper, the great New York Journal, was steaming toward the 
island. They would know then that the friendliness would be for 
them, and not the Spaniard. It is at once a declaration of the 
glory of newspaper enterprise, the warmth of patriotism in Ameri- 
can newspaper offices, and the shame of this Government and 
the trifling methods that have controlled it to say that more has 
been done for Cuban independence, more for the cause of freedom, 
more to sustain the honor of this great country, by one single 
newspaper, the New York Journal, than by the Administrations 
of Cleveland and McKinley combined. 

Other newspapers over the land have joined in and aided in the 
good work; but all are hampered. The friends of the Cubans are 
treated as enemies. Spies are upon their track. The Govern- 
ment boats, that go to Habana only by permission of the Spanish 
minister, that go there only upon friendly visits to the Spaniards, 
are sent abroad in hostility to the Cubans, to do Spanish patrol 
duty. 

Let the people understand that their Government is trifling 
withthem still, and that Spanish interests are more persuasive than 
Cuban rights. [Applause. | 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I have been patiently attending the sessions 


of the committee for a number of days, trying to get at the details 
of the appropriation bill that is before us. I confess that i have 
been somewhat bewildered and not a little confused by the range 


of debate. I had even hoped from day to day that the committee 
might begin at least to feel the sense of its duty in the discharge 
of the business that is before us, and I only now break the rule of 
silence which I have followed on account of the oratory that is prac- 
ticed from time to time by gentlemen on the other side, and espe- 
cially by my distinguished friend from Missouri [Mr. De AnMOND] 
who has just sat down upon the Cuban question. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Sat down upon the Cuban 
question? 
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Mr. DOLLIVER. Thatis whatIsaid. [Laughter.] 

My friend has been accustomed from day to day here to appeal 
to the country against us on the qtestion of patriotism in respect 
of Cuba. Now, Ido not myself yield to anybody in my feelings 
on the subject of Cuba, but I should very much regret seeing this 
Government managed on the strength of my emotions or the feel- 
ings that agitate the hearts of my friends on the other side. It is 
a good fortune for a Government like ours that our foreign af- 
fairs at least are managed under a healthy, official responsibility, 
and for my part, whatever may be my sentiments of sympathy 


with the misfortunes of the Cuban patriots, I would regret to have | 


the prospects of liberty or the public peace decided by throwing 
the Cuban question into the joint debate in this House. 

Now, the question of Cuba is not a new question in the United 
States. For seven years the Administration of General Grant 
was called upon to deal with an insurrection in nearly every re- 
spect on all fours with the insurrection of to-day, and at the end 
of that time—seven years of responsibility, seven years of anxiety 
and of worry—in a message sent to this House he vindicated the 
policy of his Administration and warned the country that any 
intervention in the affairs of Cuba would be not only unwise but 
injurious. For my part, I do not aspire to a larger patriotism 
than that which governed the official career of Ulysses S. Grant. 
For my part, if I was looking for a larger and wider patriotism, I 
would not resort to the rural districts of Missouri. [Laughter.] 

My friend complains that the Republicans on this side of the 
House are under a tyranny and the mastery of one man. I deny 
it. Thereisnoauthority that constrains the Republican majority 
here except the policy of the Republican party and the Adminis- 
tration of a Republican President. My friend says that we are 
slaves. It is alittle peculiar that we have got to go to Missouri for 
information in respect to the condition of servitude under which 
we labor and under which we have suffered so many months. It 
is true we have a leadership in this House, and I for one have 
very often felt a certain sense of satisfaction that I have possibly 
not expressed, that we have a leadership of brains and character 
that men may follow without any loss of self-respect. [Great 
applause. | 

I understand perfectly well the difficulty of my friend from 
Missouri, and Lappreciate it. Theonly leadership the Democratic 
party in this House has had is the leadership of itsown party. It 
was put into the hands of a distinguished young friend of mine 
from Texas, and he had to fight for it every day at the extra 
session. [Laughter.] One day the gentleman from Kansas got 
it away from him and next day the scepter of authority and in- 
fluence was seized by that picturesque character that has appeared 
among us from the far distant coast of Washington. [Laughter.] 

The next day two gentlemen from Tennessee were fighting to 
see which should have it; while in the background, always melo- 
dious and ready with his advice and ready to seize the fallen 
scepter, was the gentleman from Missouri who has just taken his 
seat. In that session and in this he has delivered more speeches 
with more ease and less effect than any man that has appeared in 
the deliberations of Congress during the time that I have had the 
honor to serve on this floor. [Great laughter and applause on the 
Republican side. } 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the debate on 
the pending paragraph and amendments be now closed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALLAHAN. Mr. Chairman, Ioffer theamendment which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all from the word “ provided,” in the eleventh line, to the word 
**confpanies,”’ in the fifteenth line, on page 57, and insert in lieu thereof the 
ae “That no officer of the Army shall be appointed to act as Indian 
agent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The part of the paragraph that this amend- 
ment applies to has already gone out on a point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the time fixed for allotting lands on the Uncompahgre Indian Reser- 
vation, in the State of Utah, by the act of June 7, 1897, is hereby extended for 
one year from April 1, 1898. And the Secretary of the Interior is authorized 
to lease the said reserved lands containing said minerals; said leases to be 
upon such royalty as the said Secretary may determine to be reasonable, and 
said leases to be for such periods, not exceeding ten years, as he may deter- 
mine; and regulations and limitations shall be provided by the Secretary as 
to the amount of lands embraced in each lease, or as to assignments of said 
leases, so as to prevent any monopoly of said minerals; and the Secretary 


will make all such rules and regulations as may be necessary for the purpose 
of carrying out the objects of this act. 


Mr. KING. I reserve a point of order on this entire paragraph 
from line 16 on page 57 to line 5, inclusive, on page 58. My point 
of order is that this paragraph changes existinglaw. If the com- 
mittee has any explanation to make, I am willing to hear it; if 
not, I shall insist on the point of order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should be glad if the gentleman would re- 
serve the point of order, so that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
LACEY] may make a statement, 
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Mr. LACEY. Does the gentleman from Utah [Mr. Kina] in- 
sist on the point of order as to the clause in lines 16 to 20—the first 
clause of the paragraph ending with the words ‘‘eighteen hun- 
dred and ninety-eight?” 

Mr. KING. I made my point of order on the entire paragraph. 

Mr. LACEY. In the Fifty-third Congress, in the Committee of 
the Whole, Mr. O’Neil, then a member from Massachusetts, be- 
ing in the chair, a question arose as to modifying the rights of 
Indians under treaties by an amendment on an appropriation bill. 
In the Recorp of that session, page 6427, I find the Chairman's 
ruling; and that ruling will also be found on page 285 of the 
Digest of the last Congress, which has been adopted as authority 
a this Congress up to the present time. I cite that ruling to the 

Shair: 


In addition to that, the Chair finds upon looking at the matter thatitisa 
universal custom in considering these treaties to modify and change them 
qost as is now being done in an appropriation bill; and that it is not only 

rue of Indian treaties, as the Chair understands, but also true of other 
treaties. 


The Chairman seems to draw a distinction between the modifi- 
cation of an Indian treaty and a change of existing law. 

Mr. KING. Mr. Chairman, I do not think any observations are 
necessary in reply to the citation just made by the gentleman from 
Iowa. It has no relevancy whatever to the question presented by 
the point of order. There is no treaty now under discussion or 
consideration in connection with this bill. The existing law as 
found to-day upon the statute book provides that the Uncompah- 
gre Reservation shall be opened on the ist day of April, 1898. 
That is the statute which was passed by the special session of this 
Congress. The provision now seonenlt in the pending paragraph 
to be incorporated in a general appropriation bill repeals that 
law—a law which opens a reservation, which extinguishes a title, 
and which affords to the general public the opportunity of enter- 
ing upon the land embraced within the reservation ond obtaining 
title to it under the general land laws of the United States. There 
can be no question but what the pending paragraph does change 
existing law. It is new legislation. It repeals a statute which 
was passed at the last session of Congress. 

With respect to the other portion of the section, the objection 
is, if possible, more tenable than that urged tothe first part. The 
present law provides that the mineral lands of the United States 
shall be subject to entry under the well-known mineral laws of 
our Government; but the minerals which may be found upon 
this reservation are, by virtue of the enactment of the special ses- 
sion of this Congress, reserved from the general operations of the 
mineral-land laws of the United States; those minerals are re- 
served to the Government. Now, it is pro d by this provision 
to change that existing law—a law containing a reservation of all 
these minerals to and for the Government, and giving power to 
one of the officials of the Government to lease the mineral lands 


| which may be found upon a certain subdivision of the territory of 


the Government. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is prepared to rule on this ques- 
tion. A; 

Mr. SHAFROTH. We should like to discuss the question a 
moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. 

Mr. KING. Iwill reserve my point for a moment, in order that 
the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. SHArrRoTH] may make his 
remarks. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I understand that the point of order is not 
made yet, but simply reserved. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point has been made. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Only reserved, as 1 understand; and — 
that reservation, the gentleman from Utah [Mr. Kine] ha & 
spoken, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacry] responded. 
want to say a word concerning this provision, because it does not 
belong in this appropriation bill nor in any appropriation bill 
whatever. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule on the ques- 
tion—— 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Very well. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair concurs in the position taken by 
the gentleman from Utah, and sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Director of United States Soctogiogs Survey is hereby au- 
thorized to use any ba’ of the appropriation for resurveying the ck- 
asaw lands, provided for im the Indian act approved June 7 hat may be 


1897, 
unexpended on the 30th day of June, 1898, for office and field expenses of said 
work during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899. 


Mr. CONNOLLY. Upon the paragraph just read I reserve a 


point of order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Director of the Survey informs us that 
the work of resurveying these Chickasaw lands will not be fully 
completed by the ist of July, but will be finished a short time 
thereafter, and that the appropriation already made will be suffi- 


cient for that purpose. He simply asks permission to continue 








priated for that 


urpose. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Why is not a specific sum appropriated? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It has already been appropriated. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. But the particular appropriation in this bill 
is of any balance of the appropriation that may be unexpended at 
the end of this fiscal year. 


Mr. SHERMAN. 


priation remaining unexpended on the Ist of July next may be 
expended after that time in the completion of this work. 

r. CONNOLLY. But under this language the money might 
be used for office or field expenses connected with the work. 


Mr. SHERMAN. 


Mr. CONNOLLY. We can not tell whether we are authorizing 
$50,000 for field expenses or $5,000. 


Mr. SHERMAN. 


planatory of the matter: 


DEAR Str: I inclose herewith a paragraph authorizing the use of any un- 
expended balance in the Indian Territory surveys after July 1. 
f the appropriations that have been made we now estimate there will be 
th unexpended July 1. This will be used to finish up any small 
area that may remain unsurveyed, and to complete the office work. 


about $12, 
Truly, yours, 


Hon. JAMEs S. SHERMAN, 
House of Representatives. 
Mr. CONNOLLY. That is what the Director says, but the 
House can not tell the amount which it is appropriating for that 


urpose. 
: Mr. SHERMAN. If the gentleman wants to contradict the 
statement of the officer who is in charge, of course he can do so, 
but I assume that the Director knows what he is talking about. 
Mr. CONNOLLY. This officer does not have charge of appro- 


priating the 


money. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The money has been appropriated. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I understand. 

Mr. CALLAHAN. It is impossible to estimate the necessary 


cost of this survey 


and consequently I would take it as a great favorif the gentleman 
would withdraw his objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. He approximates it in his statement to us, in 
the letter which I have read. 


Mr. DOCKERY 
withdrawn? 


Mr. CONNOLLY. Yes. 


Mr, DOCKERY. 


pose of saying that the pressure is so great for the retention of this 
paragraph that I did not reenforce the efforts of my friend from 
Illinois [Mr. ConNOLLY]. This, however, is a paragraph that 
should have appeared in the general deficiency bill. It is the 
appropriation of an unexpended balance. I do not know whether 
or not there are any other paragraphs like this in the bill, but 
deficiency appropriations under the rule ought to appear in the 
general deficiency bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
character is the one which the gentleman from Indiana, a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Appropriations, has stated was inadvert- 
ently omitted from the deficiency bill by the Appropriations Com- 
mittee. The Secretary of the Interior had theretofore notified me 
that it was in the bill, and I do not know how it happened that it 
was not. The request came from the Committee on Appropria- 


tions to put it in. 
the bill. 


The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 


lows: 


That before any of the surplus lands belonging to either of said tribes of 
Indians shall be sold under the provisions of this section, there shall be allotted 
by the Secretary of the Interior 80 acres to each absentee of said tribes, and 
also to each of the children of the members of the respective tribes which 
have been born since the allotments heretofore made were closed and to 
whom allotments have never been made, but such allotments shall be made 
and accepted subject to existing leases: Provided, Thatin making these al- 
lotments the said Pottawatomie children shall be restricted to the Potta- 
watomie lands and the Kickapoo children to the Kickapoo lands: Provided 


further, That this 


jected by either tribe, separate and apart from and without affecting the 
other provisions of this section. 
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, asa member of this House from 
the os city of New York, I rise for the purpose of entering my 
phatic protest against the curtailment of the free-delivery post- 
office system in certain cities of this country, especially in the city 
of New York. If the proposed action of the Postmaster-General 
is carried out it will cripple the postal service in the city of New 
York more than any other city in the country, and will injure to 
a | ee extent the commercial and business interests of the people | some parts of the city. 
0 


that city. 


The city of New York is the financial, social, and commercial} Mr. LLOYD. There are six deliveries in some parts of the city 
metropolis of the land. Any action on the part of the Post-Office 


the work after the ist of July with the money already appro- 
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Department that will injure and curtail the quick and speedy de- 
livery of the mails in that city will injuriously affect to some 
extent, in a greater or lesser degree, people from all over the 
er: ; 

No Department of the Government affect s daily so many peo- 

le in all the relations of business and social life as the Post-Office 
artment. 

e citizens of New York City are very much in earnest in re- 
gard to this matter and vigorously protest against this outrageous 
interference with their postal facilities. Instead of curtaiJing the 
free-delivery system now existing in New York City, it ought to 
be enlarged and increased. The business interests of the city of 
New York demand it. The post-office in the city of New York 
makes a net profit for the Government of over $5,000,000 every 
year. It now has only 1,420 letter-carriers, and they are not 
peeren oe These worthy men are compelled to work as hard and 
as industriously as any men in the employ of the Government. 
In fact, they work too hard. I am glad of this opportunity to say 
a few words in behalf of the letter-carriers of New York City. 
My sympathies are all with them, and I am glad to say I am and 
always will be their friend and advocate. 

They are as faithful. as industrious, as efficient, as intelligent, 
and as honest as any class of officials in the employ of the coun- 
try. They work harder and accomplish more in Ges time than has 
ever been done before. Theyare willing, obliging, and courteous. 
They work night and day, year in and year out, in all kinds of 
weather. They are never done. Their work never ceases. They 
are obliged now to work up to the very limit of time provided by 
law, and instead of the Postmaster-General attempting to help 
out the deficiency caused by the Dingley law by curtailing the 
expenses of our free-delivery postal system, the amount of the ap- 
propriation for this purpose ought to be increased and more letter- 
carriers ought to be appointed and employed, not only in the city 
of New York but in other cities of this country. The business 
people of New York City are absolutely opposed to this proposed 
action of the Postmaster-General. Every newspaper in the city 
of New York is denouncing this step of stupid economy. On the 
evening of the 24th of this month the business men of New York 
City held one of the largest mass meetings ever held in that city, 
protesting against this proposed curtailing of the post-office free- 
delivery system. They passed the following resolution unani- 
mously: 


e object is that the portion of the appro- 











Simply in that work. 





















The following letter from the Director is ex- 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
UNITED STATES GEOLOGICAL SURVEY, 
Washington, D. C., January 17, 1898. 


CHAS. D. WALCOTT. 
























at the present time, under the circumstances, 


Resolved, That we, the citizens of New York, at a mass meeting assembled 
on this the evening of January 24, 1898, do earnestly and emphatically protest 
against this proposed curtailment of our post-office facilities; that we de- 
nounce it as unjust and unwarranted, and that we urge on Congress the pas- 
sage of an appropriation bill or some other measure which will a!low the 
Postmaster-General to rescind this order, so as to avert that which we be- 
lieve will entail not only serious inconvenience. to millions of people, but an 
incalculable loss to the business interests of New York and her sister cities 
which will be affected by this order. 

This great mass meeting was addressed by several of the most 
distinguished citizens in our city, and every sentiment they uttered 
in reference to this matter was heartily approved and applauded. 

The Republican party will make a serious mistake if it carries 
out this policy of discharging the letter carriers of our cities. 
There are other and better ways of making up this deficiency than 
by throwing out of employment these worthy and deserving offi- 
cials. 

In answer to an inquiry of mine yesterday I was glad to receive 
a reply from the distinguished gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. Can- 
son}, the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, in which 
he said that the appropriation already made was sufficient to pay 
the letter carriers of all the cities until the 15th or 20th of next 
June. No doubt that is so, and that will obviate the necessity of 
the Postmaster-General inflicting his proposed order on the busi- 
ness interests of this country and discharging these worthy letter 
carriers in various cities on the Ist day of February, as he threat- 
ens. I hope the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. CANNON] will, as he 
promised yesterday, report the special deficiency bill to obviate 
this evil by the middle of February. If he will do so, I knowthat 
this House will take it up and pass it immediately and by an over- 
whelming vote, in order not tocripple the business interests of our 
country and throw out of employment in New York and other 
cities many of these worthy, hard-working, and deserving letter 
carriers. [Applause.] 

ag the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Chairman, the matter that has just been 
adverted to by the gentleman from New York is a matter that 
vitally concerns this great country. There is a class of offices, 
however, that are very seriously affected at the present time that 
have not been adverted to in the discussion of this matter. That 
| is in the towns entitled to the service, but which have not received 

it. In the city of New York there are seven deliveries per day in 


Do I understand that the point of order is 


I move to strike out the last word for the pur- 


The only other paragraph in the bill of alike 



















That is the only other provision of that kind in 
















graph relating to allotments may be adopted or re- 


Mr. SHAFROTH. There are nine in the business portion. 


and five in other parts. Out in the district in which I live there 


a a ee et 


| 
. 
| 
| 
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is one of the most flourishing towns that can be found in the 
Mississippi Valley, Kirksville, which has a population of nearly 
10,000 inhabitants, the receipts of its post-office being far more 
than the $10,000 limit. It is entitled to a free-delivery system, 
but we can not secure it, not even one delivery per day, notwith- 
standing every effort has been made in that direction. Why isit? 
The sum of $90,000 was appropriated for the purpose of establish- 
ing new offices where they are entitled to them under the law. 

I find upon examination that there is $10,000 of that $90,000 still 
nnexpended, but not a sufficient sum to supply all the offices to 
which the system might be extended. There are a number of 
rural offices that ought to have free delivery, which are entitled 
to it under the law. If the appropriations for that purpose are 
not sufficient, as the Postmaster-General states, an urgency defi- 
ciency bill should be passed at once and relieve the Department of 
its embarrassment and permit the extension of the free-delivery 
system to every town where by law it may be established. Ido 
not believe the Postmaster-General should be censured in this 
matter, for I am confident he has acted in the utmost good faith 
and wishes to extend the service to every town where the require- 
ments of law would permit. 

Now, it is said that something ought to be done that will over- 
come the deficiency in the cities. Ido not object to that. Iam 
in favor of carrying on this free-deliverysystem. It is one of the 
best systems which can be advocated. I am in favor of New York 
having sufficient letter carriers. I am in favor of St. Louis hav- 
ing hers. Kansas City should have all that she needs to properly 
deliver the mails. I would regret to see the efficiency of the office 
at the city of Hannibal, in my own district, affected, or that of 
any importantcity. Why can we not get a deficiency bill through 
this House, if one is needed? We have had an urgent deficiency 
_ already in this session, if I am not mistaken. What was it 

or? 

After the holidays nearly the first bill introduced was an urgent 
deficiency bill, which was passed hurriedly through the House. 
In that bill $100,000 was appropriated for the Bureau of American 
Republics. There was appropriated $100,000 for the Nicaragua 
Canal, the sum of $100,000 for the Coast and Geodetic Survey; 
$175.000 was appropriated for the post-office at Washi : 
$31,640 was appropriated for the Fish Commission; $525,000 was 
appropriated for the Soldiers’ Home at Danville, Ill, and in the 
midst of winter $100,000 of that amount was made immediately 
available. 

Notwithstanding these appropriations were made, the chairman 
of the Appropriations Committee informed the House on yester- 
day that no bill tu supply this deficiency could be presented until 
near the ist of March. It seems strange to me that this body 
could in two days pass a bill carrying deficiency items exceeding 
$2,000,000 of the character named and could not within the same 
period pass a bill appropriating a single item for a cause which so 
materially affects the business interests of the country as the 
prompt and efficient delivery of the mails and the establishment 
of free-delivery offices where by law they should be established. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. LLOYD. Yes; certainly. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I understand the gentleman to state that 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations said that an 
urgent deficiency bill could not be passed until March. Does not 
the gentleman know that that bill has already ? 

Mr. LLOYD. The gentleman misunders me. The bill that 
I have reference to is an urgent deficiency bill to supply deficien- 
cies in the appropriations for letter carriers. 

Cee the hammer fell. } 

he Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 3. That no purchase of supplies for which appropriations are herein 
made, exceeding in the agerogate in value at any one time, shall be made 
without first giving at least three weeks’ public notice by advertisement, 
except in case of exigency, when, in the discretion of the Secretary of the 
Interior, who shall make official record of the facts constituting the exigency 
and shall report the same to Congress at its next session, he may direct that 
purchases may be made in open market in amount not exceeding $3,000 at any 
one purchase: Provided, That funds herein and heretofore appropriated for 
construction of artesian wells, ditches, and other works for irrigating may, 
in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, be expended in open market: 
Provided further, That purchase in open market shall, as far as practicable, 
be made from Indians, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior: 
Provided further, That the Secretary of the Interior may, when ble, 
arrange for the manufacture by Indians upon the reservation of shoes, cloth- 
ing, leather, harness, and wagons, and such other articles as the Secretary of 
the Interior may deem advisable. 

Mr. GREENE. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the chairman 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs if that is not a repetition of 
existing law? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GREENE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not think I can in 
five minutes make the few remarks I want to make. Iam notin 
the habit of taking much of the time of the committee, and ask 
unanimous consent for fifteen minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
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that he may be permitted to address the committee for fifteen 
minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I object until we get to the 
close of the bill. The gentleman can speak on the last paragraph 
of the bill. We are very near the end. 

Mr. GREENE. Ifican have that understanding. 1 will do that. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sxc. 8. That with the consent of the Indians, séverally, the Secretary of 
the Interior is hereby authorized to cause a ment of the unsold 
tracts of land of the Flathead Indians, situated in the Bitter Root Valley, 
Montana, by such — connected with the Indian service as he may desig- 


nate, and that suc s shall then be sold at the ree es value as pro- 
toon ~~ = = act of Congress of March 2, 1889, chapter 391, 25 Statutes at 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 
upon that paragraph. I will ask the gentleman from New York 
if that is a new provision? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The provision is new, but under the act of 
1889 the Indians were removed and the appraisals were made. 
The act provided that the appraisals of the land should be made, 
and under the law the betterments were to be made in a separate 
appraisement. After the lands were appraised, the lands were 
thrown open and a few tracts were taken up, and the rest have 
remained untaken for the reason, as the Department says, the ap- 
praisals were too high; and after a lapse of eight years the better- 
ments are practically worthless, and on the appraisal of the lands 
and the appraisement of the betterments nobody will take them 
and the Indians reap no benefit from them, It is to meet this sit- 
uation that the provision is put in the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I wit w the point. 

The Clerk read as follows. 

Suc.9. ee rey authorized and d 
to provide rnles and ons for the lea: of coal and other mineral 
Territory of Okishoma and is horevy sutporised to lease the same, and no 
lease otherwise made shall be valid.” ; 

Mr. GREENE. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. CALLAHAN. I desire to reserve a point of order against 
this section. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The point of order must be sustained. I am 
frank to admit that it is absolutely new. 

Mr. GREENE. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
we return to page 63, and in line 24 strike out the words “two 
and,” and that after the word “‘ three” the words “and four” be 
inserted, so as to have the section with the provisions of the 
section that they should refer to, which it does not, because the 
sections are renumbered, and by oversight the correction was not 


The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 63, line 24, strike out the words “‘two and” and after the word 
“three” insert the words “ and four;” so as to read “three and four.” 

There was no objection, and the correction was made. 

Mr. LITTLE. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order as to 
section 9. It will be ruled out of order. 

Mr. GREENE. Do I understand that I have fifteen minutes? 
I ask unanimous consent that I may have fifteen minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska asks unani- 
mous consent that he be allowed fifteen minutes’ time. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I shall not object, if the gentleman will 
allow two minutes to me. 

Mr. GREENE. I will yield two minutes to the gentieman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, in answer to the h 
made to-day by my friend from Montana [Mr. Poeenene esire 
to read a few editorial sentiments expressed by the St. Louis 
Globe-Democrat: 


The House of Representatives is in a position to counteract whatever bad 
resolution can have. Let the House frame a 


the Senate than one w would declare fon @ Fobust measure of re 

Se ee ee, ee Seo Se Carey, SS Se Bone yous 
ay me the confidence in the financial situation at home and abroad and 
gain hundreds of thousands of votes for the Republicans in the Congressional 
elections this year. 

I merely desire to add these words, that in the language of our 
friend from the isle, ‘‘ Them are my sentiments;” and I sin- 
aan — that oo — of Lg Semen ng a according 
to vice. use on the lican side. 

Mr. MAHANY ; Pfr. ain, 

Mr. GREENE. Mr. Chairman, day before yesterday we had 
quite a discussion upon the relative merits of the prosperity ex- 
isting under the W bill and under the Dingley bi 
ively. I have always believed that in the discussion of any great 
question we should be fair and truthful in our statements; that 
if a gentleman who is discussing a subject is unfamiliar with the 
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not to stand a the floor of Congress or any-| Another statement I want to cali my friend's attention to, be- 
to be true which are the reverse | cause I want him to stand right once 





facts he ought 
where else and assert proposi 2 : ~ : 
of the truth. In the course of that discussion the honorable gen- Mr. OSBORNE. The gentleman should state that the price he 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENor], for whom I have the pro- | quotes is by the hundred pounds. 
foundest +t, made certain statements to which I desire to; Mr. GREENE. No, it is not; it is the price of a sheep or a 
call his attention, the attention of this House, and the country. lamb. 

At the time he was making this statement, and when he first Mr. McCEWAN. The prices given there are by the hundred 
made it, I labored under the i, oe ewe that in the exuberance of | pounds. 


his zeal for the Dingley bill he had simply inadvertently made a Mr. GREENE. Well, take it either way and the price is about 
misstatement, and so I arose in my place and called his attention | the same. [If it is by the hundred pounds, it shows that the sheet, 
to the statement which he made and asked him if he meant to | are worth more, because a good sheep will weigh more than a 
state that as a fact to the House and the country, and the gentle- | hundred pounds. So it is conclusive that the gentleman from 


man ded that he certainly did. Ohio did not know what he was talking about, or else he was try- 
Now, I desire to read just what the gentleman from Ohio did | ing to deceive the country. What else did he say? He said, 
say. “How was it about cattle that were only worth 3 cents a pound 


How can you make an artificial advance in wool when the market for wool and advanced rapidly to 4} cents a pound?” I want to call the 

in this — = — ee ee gn ae te — aoe gentleman’s attention to some more figures for his de“ectaiion and 
f actual su ‘or necess ma Ty, when the Ding- | ; . ; an iedihianeaaees ~——r ann Bi 

toy tariff ee well doubled in value and the sheep advanced four times | information. have here figure: prepared by J. A. E wards & Co., 
above the price under Democratic Administration? [Applause on the Re- well-known commission merchents of Chicago, connected with 
publican side.] How was it with cattle? Cattle upon the farm in Ohio that | the Union Stock Yards, in which they give the price of cattle and 
that brought life into every commodity which we bad? Why, it was the re- | HOaS and all kinds of cereals for the years 184. 1805, 1596, and 
viving of ind under the Dingley bill. ; 1897, to which I now want to call my friend's attention. 

Mr. Seuuee: ter lI ask the gentleman a question for information? — shiidinenttincibiinpeopebeapieriiggiseeninis Wate 

Mr. GrRosvENoR. Yes. ey? ‘ 1908. | 7 BE Et ‘ 

= Greens. Did you mean to say that sheep had gone up five or six times Products. C3. 1904. | 1895. | 1525. 1597. 
in value? . 

Mr. GRosVENOR. No; I did not say so. 








Mr. Greene. Yes; you did. IIIT ise binaceranieiang tiinaneptiaganeesiars -a-en=-n--~ ($0.03 190.62 '30.62 90.94 | 20.94 
Mr. Grosvenor. No; I said four times. 0 TE a a se ef | li 26 
Mr. GREENE. Be Ges ensan aba shenp ties sold for $2— I itn nne nen eten tne senens-- +32 eoeenee 29] .} .19| | .21 
Mr. Grosvenor. There was no common sheep on the earth that would | Timothy-__...-._--. ......--.--.----. -----. -----.| 3.40 | 5.65 | 3.65 | 2.6 2.70 
sell for Sat that time. [Applause on the Republican side.] ii dkenthinnnd rete ecenees « sisdiiideaiianeibddciadun 1.96 | 1.52] .9 | .£0/ 1.09 
Mr. GREENE. yee mean to say that a sheep was worth onlya dollar | Rye --..-----.-.- -....----.......--......---..---.| .47 | .48| .37/| .8 47 
unde the ? a i em enemall 6.50 | 6.05 | 3.85 | 3.70) 3.50 
Mr. Grosvenor. I can not hear the gentlem ED iideishascnmutmnniniitsccmmemtaese cncinenencna) Me feb Dae 1a Ee 1 2 20 


an. 
Mr. Greene. Do you mean to say to this House and to the country that 
sheep were worth only a dollar a head before passing the Dingley bill? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. ae friend, where have you been living? [{Laugh- 
blican si 


Greene. Do you mean to say that? 

. Grosvenor. I will bring you the reports of sales made im the best 
sheep and the best wool counties of Ohio, showing that they were sold at 50 
centsahead. [A use on the Republican side. 

rt. GREENE. Do you mean to say that sheep were only worth a dollar a 
ead in the market ore the comes of that law? 
Mr. Grosvenor. I say it; certainly I say it, and everybody who knows 
anything about it knows | am telling the truth. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, that statement struck me as so marvelous 


Now, let us see what the prices of those articles are now wader 
the glories of McKinleyism and Dingleyism. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Nebraska 
has expired. 

Mr. GREENE. I ask that my time be extended. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the commitiee rise and repert 
the bill with the amendments to the House. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I hope the gentleman from Nebraska 
[Mr. GREENE] will be allowed additional! time 


and reckless, being a farmer myself and knowing something about we . oo, Y We extend d the time of the gentleman from 
the prices of hogs, sheep, cattle, and such things as we farmers Ms (Mr. GROSVENOR}. a : 
uce, that I went home and got to studying about the question. Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. How much time does the gentleman 


wondered if I had been dreaming all these years, or if my friend | W@™t? a 
was having one of his ama dreams when he was making ae. GREENE. I should like to have ten minutes more. 
that talk, and so to satisfy myself u that question I sent a tele- Mr. SIMPS( - of Kansas. | ask unanimous cons ent that tho 
gram to the Union Stock Yards in the city of Chicago asking them gentleman be allowed that much additior as WD. a a 
to give me the prices of all grades of sheep one year ago in the | oo Mr. GROSVENOR. , And I want it —s cOoGd th ui f : “4 ask 
markets at Chicago. time for reply. Ido not propose that this sort of a garb'ed and 

Let me say here that the price of sheep in Ohio, I suppose, is | fiddied-up statement should go to the country without an answe r. 
regulated by the price in the great markets. My friend from Ohio Mr. GREENE. Iam in favor of letting the gentleman have all 
may have found some old toothless ewe in the rural districts from | te time he wants. 


whence he came The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentieman frem New York.| Mr. 
A Memerr. Oh, that is too bad. SHERM AN | withdraw his motion? 
Mr. GREENE (continuing). That may not have been worth | Mr.SHERMAN. 1 do not withdraw my motion. 
more than 50 cents—— | Mr.GROSVENOR. Then I hope it will be voted down. I do 


Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Does the gentleman from Nebraska not propose that a matter of this sort shall go to the country with- 
mean to intimate that the gentleman from Ohio is a rural states- | °@t Proper Teply. 


man and represents the rural districts? Mr. SHERMAN. I have three time 8 this week postponed by 
Mr. GREENE. Well, he was referring the other day to “ back- telegram a business engag: ment at myhome. I must t the 
woods statesmen,” and he evinced euch a wonderful familiarity 4 o'clock train to-day in order to keep that engagement to-inorrow. 
. ’ r : . Yat er Sea Pt) eee <2 

with that kind of statesmen that I thought he must be one of he District of Columbia appropriation bili w iil immedinte.y fol- 
thei low this, and when that comes up gentlemen will have ample op- 


Now, then, I desire to read this telegram that I received, and if ae ttn these various matters. 
any gentleman wants to dispute the correctness or reliability of | =": GROSVE} OR. ae iS all rigat. Se RR 
that firm, he cando so. I addressed the firm of George Adams & | ,, [!® question being taken on the motion of Mr. Surrmay, that 
Burke Company, Chicago, the largest commission merchants con- the committee rise and report the bill as amended to the House 
nected with the Union Stock Yards inthe city of Chicago. Tomy with a favorable recommendation, it was agreed to. : 
telegram they sent the following answer. 1 want my friends on The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
the other side to Listen to this. It reads: sumed the chair, Mr. HersuRN reported that the ¢ ommittee of 

Uses: 8 chee Chtenee 50 neney eh, 200 the Whole on the state of the Union had had under consideration 
W.LG uC. Suuhdagten., Proms ~~ “| House bill 6896 (the Indian appropriation bill) and had directed 


We quote you prices of sheep and lambs one year ago yesterday: Fair to 


him to report the same back with amendments and with the 
choice quality native sheep, $3.25 to $8.95: choice native lambs, $4.75 to $5.25; recommendation that it be passed as amended. 
= to choice Western aap. ee to $3.80; fair choice Western lambs, $4.50 The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole on 
$4.85. Woe quote to-day: bs, wee ge _ BURKE CO the state of the Union were agreed to. 
. ‘ Sa oad — oo The bi § rE e merossed and reat 
Now, if my friend from Ohio had just taken his sheep down to aa -_ ae a aa ee . a a aan : - - - 
3 : . ; third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Chicago—he said they were good sheep—instead of selling them for | “ On motion of Mr. SHERMAN. a motion to reconsider the vote 
50 cents, he would have gotten from $4.50 to $5.25 under the Wilson by which the bill was passed w a laid on the table, 
ofa yearago. [Applause on the Democratic side.}] If he ee eee 
will compare these figures, he will find that in the Chicage market Seesewee OP COLUNEA APPROPHEATION SULA. 
a only a trifle higher to-day than they were under the Wil- Mr.GROUT. I move that the House resolve itself into the 
son and that grows out of the fact that over 30,000,000 sheep | Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the consid- 
bave died in Australia since that time. eration of general appropriation bills. 
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Mr. EVANS. Have all points of order been reserved on the 
District appropriation bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands, 

Mr. GROUT. They have been. 

The motion of Mr. GRoUT was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union and proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 6897) as appropriations to provide for 
the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899, and for other purposes, Mr. 
PAYNE in the chair. 

Mr. GROUT. I ask unanimous consent that the first reading 
of the bill be dispensed with. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Before that is done, I should like to know 
whether we are to have some general debate. 

Mr. GROUT. It does not seem to me necessary that there 
should be general debate on this bill. The House has now re- 
solved itself simply into a common council for the District of 
Columbia, and I can not see why there should be any necessity 
for general debate. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Weonly want reasonable and fair debate. 

Mr. GROUT. But I notice that some of the wranglings and 
battles of the Indian tribes have been passed over to us. I see 
that we shall have to accept them as an inheritance. and therefore 
I must agree to some general debate. How much time would 
gentlemen like? ’ 

Mr. DOCKERY. I suggest an hour on this side. 

Mr. GROUT. Then I ask unanimous consent that general de- 
bate on this bill be limited to two hours, to be cnay divided 
between the two sides. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the first place, the Committee of the 
Whole should determine whether the first reading of the bill shall 
be dispensed with. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. With the understanding that we shall 
have general debate, there will be no objection to that. 

There being no objection, the first reading of the bill was dis- 
pensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vermont now asks 
that general debate be limited to two hours. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I shall consume but a moment 
of the time of the committee. This bill appropriates, exclusive of 
the water department, the sum of $5,509,106.57. This is two mil- 
lion and some hundreds of thousands of dollars less than the sum 
estimated by the Commissioners of the District. But those esti- 
mates were disapproved by the Secretary of the Treasury, and ac- 
companied with a recommendation that the appropriations for the 
expenses of the District for the next fiscal year should not exceed 
those of the current law. The amount carried by this bill is 
$567,357.49 less than the current law. So, in the work of thecom- 
mittee, the billis kept within the recommendations of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. Mr. Chairman, this is all 1 wish to say at 
this time. I think it better to explain the provisions of the bill as 
it is read by paragraphs, if explanation seems necessary. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I should like to ask the chairman of the 
committee a question. 

Mr. GROUT. Very well. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I find on page 44 of the bill, commencing 
with line 17, the following: 

For continuing the extension of the high-service system of water distribu- 
tion, to include all necessary land, machinery, buildings. mains, and ——— 
nances, and for the purchase, erection, maintenance, and inspection of water 
meters for the gradual extension of the meter system to all classes of con- 
sumers, so much as may be available in the water fund, during the fiscal year 
1899, after providing for the expenditures hereinbefore authorized, is hereby 
appropriated. 

Now, it is represented to me that that little item in there for 
the purchase, erection, etc., of water meters for all the consumers 
will involve many millions of dollars expense. I should like to 
have an explanation of it from the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. GROUT. Well, only the current revenues of the water 
system are appropriated to this purpose for the next fiscal year. 
Very likely the estimate which has appeared in the papers and 
which the gentleman no doubt refers to may becorrect. If meters 
should be extended to all the water takers in the District it would 
doubtless amount to a large sum. 

That is not necessarily contemplated by this provision in the 
bill, which is entered upon rather as an experiment than otherwise 
It was earnestly recommended by the superintendent in charge of 
the waterworks, and also by the Commissioners, as calculated to 
prevent the useless waste of water, which is now so great in some 
places as to make the supply insufficient. 

Of course, when that item is reached, it can be dealt with accord- 
ing to the judgment of the House better, I think, than now in 
general debate. 


ae HUNTER. Has the reading of the bill been dispensed 
with? 
Mr. GROUT. It has. 
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Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I find in the division of my 
time I am five minutes short on my promises. 

Mr. GROUT. Ishall be able, I think, to help the other side out 
with time. Will the other side now proceed? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Nebraska pa Ee 

Mr. GREENE. Mr. Chairman, I had just concluded reading 
the telegram from Chicago and a paper showing the prices cur- 
rent during the years 1893, 1894, 1895, 1896, and 1897 on the vari- 
ous farm products. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRosVENOR] 
will doubtless claim that the figures quoted on sheep mean hun- 
dred pounds. I will grantit, but if they mean hundred pounds, that 
is all the worse for the gentleman from Ohio. Whether the mean- 
ing is by the sheep or by the hundred pounds, it does not change 
the facts or the figures. They remain the same. If a lamb was 
worth five dollars and a quarter a hundred pounds in Chicago in 
1897, under the Wilson bill, and the statement of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] be true, the same lamb in Chicago 
would be worth $21 to-day, when the fact is that it is worth the 
same, five dollars and a quarter. 

Now, I want to take up the cereals and live stock and show 
you what they are worth now, and how much the Dingley bill 
has helped them. Now, you willremember that in the very worst 
year of Clevelandism (1893) hogs were worth $6.50 per hundred 
in Chicago, and cattle were worth from $5 to $6.40 a hundred. 
Now let us see what they were worth on January 22, 1898, with 
the Dingley bill in full force and effect. I have a paper here (the 
World-Herald of that date) giving the prices current in Chicago. 
No. 2 red wheat was worth on that date 92 to 93 cents; No. 3 red 
wheat, 85 to 90 cents; No. 2 spring wheat, 88 cents; No. 3 spring 
wheat, 82 to 91 cents. Now let us take corn, same date: No. 2 
— nie 21 to 214; No. 3 cash corn, 26} to 26%; No. 3 yellow corn, 

0 26}. 

You will find that hogs are cheaper in Chicago to-day than they 
were in either 1893, 1894, 1895, or 1896. The highest prices paid 
for hogs, January 22, 1898, were $3.60 to $3.75. Cattle are much 
cheaper, and I will here state once for all that there is not a sin- 
gle product of the farm that is higher in the markets of the coun- 
try to-day than it was under the Wilson bill except that wheat 
is a little higher and sheep are a few cents higher. Wheat is a 
little higher, as we all know, by virtue of the fact that they have 
had a failure of the wheat crop almost all over the world. Sheep 
are a little higher because of the numbers that have died in Aus- 
tralia. Now, that is all there is to it. I want to ask my good 
friend from Ohio, who talks about prosperity, to go down to his 
own district, to go down to the humble cabin of the miner, to his 
pale-faced wife who sits by a hearthstone of poverty, and ask her 
about Dingley re 

Go, sir, if you will, to the tattered children of the miners of your 
district, singing your siren’s song of prosperity tothem. Go tothe 
railway employees, whose wages have been reduced, and sing of 
the Dingley prosperity. Goto the cotton-mill employees and sing 
it. Go resurrect the ghost of labor’s departed dead who died be- 
fore the murderous guns of organized monopoly, begging for liv- 
ing wages at Hazelton. Walk along by the side of these grim 
specters tothe hearthstone of weeping wives and worse than father- 
less children. Sing songs of prosperity there. But, my dear 
friend from Ohio, do not insult the country, do not insult the in- 
telligence of this House, do not insult the intelligence of your own 
constituents, by standing here and asserting upon this floor that 
all kinds of farm produce have gone up in price and there is a 
reign of ape. 

Now, I will show you what sheep were worth at this time from 
another source. The Omaha World-Herald, from which I have 
quoted, gives prices of sheep in Chicago as follows: 

Sheep and lambs are fairly active to-day at very little change in price. 
Beas sheep were the worst sellers. Lambs sold at $4.25 to $5.65, chiefly at 
$5 and upward, with choice fat westerners selling up to $5.20 to $5.65. Year- 
lings brought $4.40 to $5, and sheep sold at $2.50 to $4.00. 

Now, that is the “four times higher” which my friend talks 
about. Fourtimeshigher! Why, if Brother Grosvenor is right, 
sheep are all the way worth from $12 to $22 now. 

Why make statements of that kind to the country? Does the 
gentleman presume upon the ignorance of the country? Does he 
think he can tell them that prices have gone up and make them 
believe it? Does he presume upon the ignorance of his own con- 
stituents and of the members of this House when he makes such 
statements? Then he asks me, ‘‘Where have you been?” when 
Task him a question. I will ask my good old friend, ‘‘ Where, in 
God's name, have you been?” ([Laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam here. 

Mr. GREENE. When did you arise from the dead and come to 
life? eas I want to say to my friend that I believe while 
he was down in Ohio he became hypnotized in some way. Brother 
HANNA must have breathed into him a spirit of enthusiasm and 
exuberance and overconfidence that has made him think that all 
the world was rolling in prosperity. [Laughter.] Why, my dear 
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friend, let me impress it upon you that this country is not pros- 
rous. You maysingit. The songof the siren may sound sweet 
your own ears, but it falls harmless and dead upon the ears of 
the people of this nation, who are deprived of employment and 
whose homes are mortgaged and who can not get out of debt by 
reason of your accur —— gold standard. — 

Gentlemen say they are glad to accept the issue that we have 
presented. Go out next f 1 and tell the people they are prosper- 
ous. Go tell the hungry that their eyes stand out with fatness. 
But I want to say to you, my friends, they will not believe it. I 
am going to give my friend the credit of thinking that he was 
telling the truth. Perhaps he did. I think it may be that he be- 
longs to that class of whom Christ, when He was on earth, spoke 
so forcibly. He said, “*Their eyes have they closed, their ears 
have they stopped, lest they should see with their eyes and hear 
with their ears, and should be converted, and I should heal them.” 
[Laughter. | 

Then there is another class of whom He spoke. I would not say 
that my friend belongs to that class. I hope not. The Lord 
looked down from heaven on them and He said to His spirit, 
“Come away. Let Ephraim alone. He is joined to his idols.” 
[Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] And then, in 
speaking of the same class again, he said they were given over to 
hardness of heart and reprobacy of mind, to believe a falsehood 
that they might be damned. [Laughter.] I want to say to my 
friends, if you are given over to hardness of heart and to repro- 
bacy of mind to believe that you can fool the American people, 
thank God, you will be condemned at the polls next November by 
an intelligent American public. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 

Now, before my good friend, for whom I have the warmest affec- 
tion, speaks of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. RIDGELY] again 
as a *“‘ backwoods statesman” I invite his attention to the records 
of his country. Go, look, and see and know what ne are talking 
about, and do not again presume that the people of the whole 
world lie in gross ereennee and that you can enlighten them upon 
subjects with which you are not familiar. I do not care to take 
up the time of the House, but I rose to correct that statement of 
the gentleman. I was satisfied that the gentleman wanted me to 
do that. [Laughter.] D 

He would not make the correction, so I make it for him. If he 
were to make such a statement in my country, some old woman 
would call him to time. [Laughter.] He took part in the cam- 

ign last year, and he might come out this year into intelligent 

ebraska, where the people read and think, and where they are 
not held under the party lash; and if he were to make such state- 
ments there, some old lady would get up and call him down. I 
know they would do it anywhere throughout that country. The 
gentleman would be laughed at if he made such statements there 
as he made in the Hall of the American Congress; and as he has 
not made this correction of his own accord, I make it for him and 
make it in his interest. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I desire to be recognized by the chairman 
of the committee for fifteen minutes. 
ous GROUT. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 

nio. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, when! wasa young lawyer 
I was on quite intimate terms with a distinguished lawyer of 
Ohio, who gave me a good deal of advice, and among other things, 
about the matter of criminal practice, he told me that one of the 
best things to do when you had no case was to attack the prosecut- 
ing attorney. I find in the record which the gentleman has given 
of himself, I take it, that he got great fame, which extended to 
more than State reputation, as a criminal lawyer. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GREENE. I am still a prosecuting attorney. [Laughter 
on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman having admitted that he is 
& great lawyer, I suppose we have a right to assume that it is 
true. paneer on the Republican side. ] 

Now let us go back and see what a thundergust has grown out 


of an attempt to evade the debate that I was engaged in the day | 


before yesterday. The gentleman's speech reminds me very much 
of an entry made upon the register of the hotel at the Mammoth 
Cave in Kentucky. It was the custom of people who went there 
to write a few. words about the Mammoth Cave. One gentleman 
made the effort to think of something, and finally he produced 
this result: 


O Mammoth Cave, what a spot— 

In summer cold, in winter hot! 

Oh, what an awful wonder! 

Hell and damnation all gone to thunder! 


Great lau oe.) 

e had a debate here in the House upon the subject of the re- 
turn of prosperity; and before I come to the question of wool I 
want to remind my friend that if ever a man made a greater 
blunder than he made when he talked about the effect of the 
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Dingley bill upon the men of my Congressional district, I do not 
know how it could happen. 

Now, let me give the gentleman some facts. How does he know 
that there is somebody in my district starving? What do you 
know about it, my friend? Nota thing in the world; and yet this 
gentleman from Nebraska will stand up here telling the people of 
the country, for he has admitted that he is speaking to the coun- 
try now, that the coal miners of my district are starving for bread. 
Let me give him some facts. In the year 1892 the coal miners of 
my district were mining coal at 70 cents aton. On the day that 
William McKinley was elected President of the United States they 
were mining coal at 45 cents aton. On the ist day of May, 1897, 
they struck for higher wages; but the Dingley bill had not been 
passed, and the industries of the country had not revived. On 
the 24th day of July the Dingley bill did pass, and on the Ist day 
of September they had an advance of 6 centsaton. On yester- 
day, in the city of Chicago, they made a new contract, covering 
200,000 miners, affecting a whole million of people, by which they 
secured an additional advance of 10 cents aton. [Loud applause 
on the Republican side.}| That puts the miners of the Hocking 
Valley nearly back to where they were under the McKinley rate, 
and gives them an advance upon the Wilson rate of nearly 45 per 
cent. 

Mr. KELLEY. How did they raise the price of coal? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not know anything about that. 
miners are not buying coal. 

Mr. KELLEY. Is not that an interesting question to them? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That does not affect their wages; I am 
talking about wages. I have no doubt that the general advance 
of every commodity carries coal with it. Coal may have gone up. 
Let me say to the gentleman when the strike of last sammer was 
made, on the ist day of May, the coal operators who were shipping 
to upper Lake Superior were selling their coal at 1 cent a tou 
more than itcost them,andno more. So itis not likely they have 
raised the miners’ wages 16 cents a ton and lose 15 cents a ton. 

Mr. KELLEY. But have not the companies raised the price of 
coal 50 cents a ton? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ido not know about that. 

Mr. KELLEY. If they have not, the Republican papers do not 
tell the truth about it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, IT hopeitisso. If itis, itis a sign 
of prosperity indescribably glorious. But thatis notall. In this 
same contract affecting 200,000 miners they have agreed to eight 
hours a day, a thing that I have been standing for in all the con- 
tests in our State. 

Mr. TODD. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield to the 
gentleman from Michigan? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 

Mr. TODD. I should like to ask the gentleman if that conten- 
tion was not won after contests by an organization of labor? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, my friend, has anybody ever seen 
any good come to labor that did not come through organized 
labor? I believe in organized labor. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Then why do you say it was the 
Dingley bill did it? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is true that it came through organized 
labor, but in my humble judgment it never would have come 
except through the passage of the Dingleylaw. Now, underlying 
all the mighty industries of this country is the product of coal. 
It is the best thermometer of rising and falling prosperity of any 
commodity produced on the American continent. So, therefore, 
if the coal miners in my district are suffering to-day as the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska says they are, what do you suppose was 
happening to them when they were mining coal for only 60 per 
cent of what they are getting now? I shall present to this House 
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| at the proper time a complete schedule showing the aggregate pay- 





ment to these men per month for the year 1897, in the latter end of 
it, and the corresponding months in other years back of it, with 
the amount which the miner has earned on an average in the two 
periods of time, and you will see that the coal miners themselves, 
whom the gentleman says are starving, are better off to-day by 50 
per cent than they were under the old order of things. 

Mr. TODD. I wouldlike toask the gentleman another question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; once more. 

Mr. TODD. Is not the gentleman aware that before the recent 
agreement in coal mining, machinery was introduced into the 
mines which enables the miner to mine a far greater quantity of 
coal than he did a few years ago, and that the increased price of 
coal is really to the benefit of the operator; that benefits to the 
company are tenfold more than to the miners? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, I understand that; and there ought 
to be added a very great consideration because, notwithstanding 
the intervention of machinery, the coal operators have been able 
to raise the wages of these miners as rapidly as they have. But 
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my friend must understand that the operators pay by the ton and 
not by the day. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I want the gentleman from Ohio to bear 
in mind that when youwork a machine a day it takes the place of 
two or three men, and that while vou raise the price of one man 
who operates the machine, you are eliminating the work of the two 
other men altogether. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, what would the gentleman do? 
What would the Democrats do if they got into power, abolish 
machinery? Is that your proposition? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Not at all—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR (continuing). Go back to the old stage- 
coach? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; but when the gentleman claims that 
the Dingley bill raised the wages of miners instead of attributing 
it to machinery, I want to correct it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not care what it is—the wages have 
been raised, and it would not have been possible except, as I say, 
for the passage of the Dingley law. 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman stated a moment ago that they 
had reduced the hours of labor to eight hours a day, which isa 
good thing, and now he says that the.coal is mined by the ton. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, coal is mined by the ton, but these 
hours of labor were reduced at the request of the miners them- 
selves—— 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman did not want to give the credit 
of that to the miners, but to the Dingley bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have not said any such thing. I have 
not said that the Dingley bill reduced the hours of labor. The 
gentieman is unnecessarily alarmed. There is a large number of 
miners that must necessarily work by the day. Those who drive 
machines are working by the ton, but the men who are water 
haulers, loaders, trimmers, all work by the day. 

Mr. TODD. I trust that the gentleman from Ohio will pardon 
me, a colleague on the committee of which he is chairman, and 
will allow me one further interruption. Isit not a fact known to 
him that the advance in coal is due to the illegal combination of 
the railroads of this country both as to anthracite and bituminous 
coal? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The time must be coming when, as my 
friend says, old men see visions and young men are dreaming, if 
the railroads have conspired together to give the miners 16 cents 
a ton more wages than they had before. I am for that sort of 
conspiracy. [Applause on Republican side. | 

Mr. TODD. They have conspired together to defraud the 
widow and orphans by advancing the price of coal. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I am talking about wages. and I assert 
that the coal miners in the bituminous fields are getting nearly 45 
per cent greater wages than they had before, and I do not care 
whether it comes from conspiracy of railroads and capital or 
whether it comes because of the flourishing condition of the busi- 
ness ofthe country. [Applause on Republican side. ] 

Now let us talk about wool. 

Mr. Topp rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield to the 
gentleman from Michigan? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No; I can not hear what the gentleman is 
talking about. 

Mr. TODD. I merely wanted to ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I can not hear what the gentleman is 


saying. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio declines to yield. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, the gentleman from Nebraska has 


undertaken to discuss this question as alawyer. He says that he 
has a great reputation as a criminal lawyer. Let me say to him 
that he can never defend a man charged with committing a crime 
on one day of one year by getting proof of an alibi on some other 
day of some other year. I have been talking about the years 1893, 
1894, and 1895, contrasting the condition of the woolgrower of the 
United States at one time with his condition at another; and the 
gentleman telegraphs out to Chicago and gets a statement of the 
value of a certain kind of sheep (to which I shall refer directly) 
one year ago yesterday. 

What had happened one year ago yesterday? Why, sir, one 
year ago yesterday this country had started on the back track 
toward the conditions of 1892. In January, 1897, William Mc- 
Kinley had been elected President of the United States for nearly 
three months. All the people of this country knew what was 
coming: business had begun to move in every channel. So that 
the gentleman has offered no pertinent evidence at all. 

Now, he says that among his other pursuits he isa farmer. I 
was talking about the product of wool and the price of sheep that 
produced wool. The gentleman goes to work and gets a telegram 
showing that fat sheep, mutton sheep, for the market of Chicago 
sold by the pound there at a certain price, and the difference be- 
tween the price one year ago and the present price is the difference 
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between 5} cents and 6 cents. So that he has not only proved my 
case to a certain extent, but has offered no evidence whatever 
bearing upon the statement I made. I reiterate and reaffirm every 
word 1 said about the price of wool and sheep, and every man in 
this House who knows anything about the subject knows that my 
position is correct. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I hope I may have five or ten minutes 


more, 

Mr. GROUT. I yield the gentleman five minutes more. I am 
afraid, in view of the promises I have made to other gentlemen, I 
can not yield him more. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well. 

I said that I could bring gentleman a statement of sales of 
sheep by administrators and sheriffs in the State of Ohio for 50 
cents, and that I could show him that the same sheep are now 
worth $2.50 to $3 a head. How many gentlemen are there on the 
floor of this House who do not know that that statement is true? 
Why, sir, there was a time when you could not sell a sheep for 
wool purposes. If the gentleman had gone to Boston and taken 
the price of lambs there, he would have gotten a much ne ee fig- 
ure. In Boston, less than one year ago, l saw a little truck load of 
dressed lambs brought up to Young’s Hetel. Iasked the man in 
charge of them how much he was getting a head for those lambs, 
and he told me $9. I went into the hotel and ordered a lamb we 
they charged me a dollar forit. But what has that got to do wit 
our discussion? What has that got to do with my statement that 
wool sheep, sheep upon the farms of my country, are four times 
more valuable to-day than they were at the time referred to? 

= GREENE. Do not the sheep sold in the market have wool 
on them? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly they do; there is no doubt about 
that; but upon the farm they do not kill sheep from which they 
are trying to raise wool one year with another, because if you kill 
a sheep the wool will never grow after that. [Laughter. ] 

Let the gentleman before he comes back here with any more 
figures go among the farmers of the country—go to the men who 
in 1894 and 1895 and in the spring of 1896 found themselves with 
the value of their sheep depreciated, just as [have said. Why, 
Mr. Chairman, in 1892 we had nearly 50,000,000 sheep in the 
United States, and when the Dingley bill went into effect the ag- 
gregate of sheep in the United States had gone down to about 
38,000,000 in the entire country. What had done that? 

To-day the effort of the farmer in the woolgrowing States is to 
multiply his flock of sheep everywhere; and the same is true of 
every commodity. The gentleman has read from a Chicago re- 
port of January 22 that wheat was worth 88 cents. [ hold in my 
hand the Chicago Tribune of yesterday, noting wheat at $1. Why 
does not the gentleman take the price at the present date— not the 
price some weeks ago when it happened to be depressed because of 
some corner or some manipulation of the wheat market in Chicago? 

The gentleman says I must not talk this way to the country. 
Why, sir, Iam delighted to know that if my voice could be heard 
on every foot of agricultural soil in the United States, every man, 
woman, and child would without hesitation indorse what I have 
said in regard to every one of these propositions. 

The gentleman says I had better come out to Nebraska, and the 
old women there will teach me something. Now,if the statement 
which the gentleman made here the other day is correct, and 
the statement of the other Representative from Nebraska [Mr. 
MERCER] is also true, I shall be very careful how I go out there. 
[Laughter. | 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman from Nebraska oo GREENE 
occupied two minutes less than hisfull time. I wish now to yiel 
him two minutes. 

Mr. GREENE. I promise my friend that if he will come out 
to Nebraska I will go around with him for his protection. [Laugh- 
ter.] He says he supposes that I wrote that 1 was an able lawyer 
I never did that, but I will say to the gentleman 
that if 1 were defending a criminal and he could not put upa bet- 
ter defense than my friend from Ohio has made I would advise 
him to plead guilty and throw himself on the mercy of the court. 
[Langhter. ] 
ten eo Why not advise him to get another lawyer? 

aughter. 

Mr. GREENE. I promise my friend over on the right that if 
I were indicted for crime and the court should appoint him to de- 
fend me I would plead guilty. 

Mr. BUTLER. I would not take your case. I could not do 
anything for you. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GREENE. I do not think could. Now, I want to say 
to my friend that I have come with the figures from the markets 
of this country. Everybody knows that the prices of cattle, hogs, 
and sheep on the farms are regulated by the prices in the market. 
Every man knows that. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Except Grosvenor. 
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Mr. GREENE. If my friend does not know, he ought to learn 
it. Let omabeny oe 
ammer fell. 

fe GROUT. I yield dye minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. BROMWELL}. : : , 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with a great 
deal of interest to the statistics which the gentleman from Ne- 
braska [Mr. Greene] has furnished from his memory. 

Mr. GREENE. I read to you the telegraphic record as pub- 

is in the ne apers. 

° ue. BROMWELL. I have here a publication which is the 
standard authority for the Ohio Valley, called the Cincinnati Price 
Current. In that publication I find an item or two which I think 
will clearly show that the gentleman’s figures are erroneous. ‘To 
begin with, this is from the Cincinnati Price Current of January 20. 
The total number of hogs packed by Western packers from No- 
vember 1 to date this year was 5,630,000 against 4,515,000 a year 
age, an increase of 1,115,000. - , : 

The following shows the lowest, oe. and closing prices on 
leading hog products in Chicago for the week, for deliveries indi- 
cated, with also the closing prices a week ago and a year ago: 

May pork: Lowest price, $9.30; highest, $9.574; closing, $9.50; 
the price one year ago was $7.92}, a difference of nearly $2. May 
lard: Lowest price, $4.724; highest, $4.85; a year ago, $4.05. Clos- 
ing price of wheat Wednesday at Chicago for months mentioned, 
compared with two previous weeks and a year ago, as follows: 
Yesterday, January wheat, 91; cents; one year ago, 77} cents. 
May wheat: Yesterday, 913 cents; one year ago, 79} cents. ~ 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. BROMWELL. Ican not; I have not the time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want the gentleman to give us the 
benefit of the quotations on cotton. 

Mr. BROMWELL. May corn yesterday was 28} cents. One 
year ago it was 24} cents. 

Gentlemen have said that the price of wool has not been affected 
by the tariff. In this same paper I find this article: 

The London Daily Financial Times says: “‘ The past year was a satisfactory 
one from the point of view of those who stocks of wool for disposal. The 
buying in the earlier part of the year, due to the demand for the United States 
in view of the new tariffs, r prices considerably where the better-class 
varieties were concerned, and left the market with a very contracted supply. 
As a result European buyers were forced to pay high prices in the latter 
months of the year, in addition to having the Noubtfal pleasure of seeing a 
tariff well raised against their export of manufactured goods to the States.” 


I find than Washington Star of this date that the closing 
price of y pork yesterday was $10.05, as compared with the 
price a year ago of $7.92. se figures, I think, taken as they are 
from an authoritative trade journal, will show that some of the 
figures, at least, of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. GREENE] 
are not borne out by the facts. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Will the gentleman from Ohio allow 
—_ I nose great confidence in that price current from which he 

quoted—— 

The > samen The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 
expired. 

. r.GROUT. I yield tothe gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 

UTLER]. 

Mr. IN of Kansas. I should like to say to the gentleman 
from Ohio—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentlemanfrom Ohiohasnotime. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania is recognized. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Nebraska 
[Mr. GREENE] has just now made the statement that thecountry is 
not prosperous. 1 desire to ask him whether hemeanstoinclude the 
whole country in his general remark, or whether it refers to some 
parts of the country in the region where he lives? I am convinced 
that there are parts in this broad Republicin which the people would 
not recognize prosperity should it confront them, never having 
been blessed by the smiles of fortune nor inclined to a manner of 
living which would invitethem. Furthermore Iam convinced that 
there are men in this country who have eyes given them with 
which to see and ears with which to hear, but, obstinately refus- 
ke use them for the purposes for which they were intended, 
it always been a question not yet revealed why Providence 
made such a waste of the material. [Laughter on the Republican 
side.] Still further, Iam convinced that there are sections of this 
country in which the men_ have never advanced from the puerile 
time in which their only display of earnestness is manifested by 
the protuberance of their tongues from the corners of their mouths 
when engaged in the physical and mental operation of writing 
their names, and where the substitution of a pocket handkerchief 
for a coat sleeve has not yet been made. [Laughter.] To them 
prosperity has never even entered their dreams. It may be to 
them the gentleman refers. 

A MemBer. Where does the gentleman live? 

Mr. BUTLER. The State from which I came is important, but 
the state in which I am now is one of truthfulness, and I would 
commend you to at least a temporary residence init. I live in 
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the Sixth district of Pennsylvania, sir, which includes the busy 
and prosperous city of Chester,and I intend to present some facts 
concerning the condition of the industrial concerns there. I read 
from editorials published this morning in two of its leading and 
reliable newspapers, the Chester Morning Republican and the 
Chester Times, which have been provoked by the recent discus- 
sions in this House, and which will be more accurate as to details 
and more convincing as to the industrial situation than any effort 
I could possibly make. They are as follows: 


PROSPEROUS CHESTER. 

That business conditions have greatly improved in the city of Chester and 
in the adjacent territory is evident, the indications on all sides pointing un- 
mistakably to that conclusion. The weekly reports of the clearing house 
show largeand constantly increasing totals; each week the amount of business 
which passes through that office is many thousands of dollars in excess of the 
corresponding period of last year; the idle spindles, which were the rulea year 
ago, are to-day the exception, and new industries removed from across the 
sea are locating in our midst, the forerunner of others to follow. The idlo 
people of a year ago have found employment, and the murmurings of dis- 
content, which were general then, now seldom find expression. Our skilled 
labor is employed, ont with occupation has come content. The long years of 
depression have given place toa better feeling, and to the belief that the hour 
of abundant prosperity is at hand, indeed, is already making itself felt in 
this community. These facts can not be gainsaid. 

The Lilley Manufacturing Company, which during the Cleveland dminis- 
tration was operated on short time, when not absolutely shut down, is now 
running full time. The Irving & Leiper Manufacturing Company, which 
under the last Federal administration was operated only three days a week, 
isnowrunning fulltime. The Tidewater Steel Works and Chester Pipe Mills, 
which were closed or occasionally employed on short time, are both running 
full time. The Penn Steel Works, one of the finest plants in the country, 
is now running full time, with abundant orders. Roach’s shipyard’s present 
pay roll is $6,000 weekly, or more than three-quarters greater than under the 

sleveland Administration, and the outlook for continued work there is bright 
with promise. Hetzel’s Mill, formerly running only three days a weck, with 
150 hands, now gives employment to 600 people on full time. The Eddystone 
Print Works are busy, and to aap ce with the orders are running day and 
night. The large engine works of Robert Wetherill & Co. are busy, and the 
outlook for the future is exceedingly bright: the same good report comes 
from the American Steel Company, one of the largest plants in the East. 
The Aberfoyle Manufacturing Company is on full time, and to keep abreast 
with orders has been running far into the night. S. A. Crozer & Son, of 
Upland, are ranning on full time, and one of the mills in Upland in a few 
days will probably pass into the control of English manufacturers, who are 
seeking location for a plant in this country. e Arasapha Manufacturing 
Company are on fulltime; the like is true of the Lincoln Mills and the Chester 
Manufacturing Company; Gailey & Lord's plant is fully employed; the Pat- 
terson Mills, which during much of the last Administration were closed, are 
running full time, as are Dailey & Messick; Shaw & Esrey Co.’s three mills 
are busy, and new machinery is now pone placed therein to increase the 
amount of production. Campbell's mill is busy, and the same good report 
comes from Lewis & Roop, and the like is true of 8. A. Crozer & Son's mill 
on Edgmont avenue. Irving & Sons are running full time, as are James 
Bowers & Sons. The David Trainer Manufacturing Company, are run- 
ning full time, while the John P. Wetherill Machine Company, John Wilde 
Machine Works, and the Vulcan Iron Works are busy, and the outlook full of 
romise. The Sharpless Dyewood Extract Company and the Chester Chem- 
cal Company are constantly employed, as is the Crown Smelting Company 
and the Farson Refrigerator Company. The Byram Manufacturing Com- 
pany are enlarging their works, the South Chester Manufacturing Company 
are on full time, as is the Hitchen Manufacturing Company, while the Key- 
stone Plaster Company is constantly increasing its already large business. 
The William M. Boyer & Co.'s Hosiery Mills and the Chester Hosiery Com- 
pony report that for three years business has not been so brisk with them as 
t is now, and the Johnson Railroad Switch Company is running full time. 
These plants are among our largest establishments giving employment to 
skilled labor. A like good report comes from the four planing mills; the 
brick works have orders ahead to consume all the stock on hand, while in 
— mercantile business the holiday season just closed was the basiest 
own in Chester for several years. 

The business pulse in this city beats hopefully. Thenumber of people now 
regularly em — in our industrial works has been augmented during the 
last six mont ully 5,000. In many instances the payroll has been increased 
fully 60 per cent, and, as a consequence, has largely added to the purchasing 
power of our people, making its influence felt in its ramification in every 
avenue of trade. 

The outlook for improved business conditions in this city and adjacent sec- 
tions is full of hope for the future. Two manufacturing plants which have 
been idle for several years are now being enlarged and undergoing changes 
for the location of a lace mill and an astrakan works, both of which are 
wholly new to this neighborhood, the operators being formerly engaged in 
similar industries in Great Britain. 

WHAT A DIFFERENCE. 

Had any prophet predicted two years ago that there would be the improve- 
ment in the business conditions in this city that has taken place since 1896, 
he would scarcely have been believed by the most ardent advocate of Repub- 
lican policies. The change in the conditions of those accustomed to work 
with their hands or their brains in the great industrial establishments in 
this city and county has been as marked as the most hopeful could have 
desired, and the increase in the hands employed, the machines operated, and 
the wages paid has been even larger than the ple generally know. And 
the best has not been reached, for several of the new industries, brought to 
this city from England on account of the protective features of the Dingley 
bill, have not yet had an opportunity of opening their doors to the opera- 
tives who will soon be supplying American goods toa market formerly 
dependent upon foreign commodities. Twonew mills in this city are already 





ee as a direct result of the change in the tariff, and two more are 
almost ready to start their machinery. In the former case we refer to the 
Hitchens and Phoenix mills, and in the latter case to the Birkin lace mill 
and the Armitage astrakan manufactory. All of these are directly and 
indisputably the results of protecting our manufacturers, and in each of 


these instances the capital for operating the plants has been drawn from the 
old country and will be paid to American cotton and wool growers for mate- 
rial and to American operatives for labor, simply because the present tariff 
bill makes it impossible for the firms to supply this market with the goods 
made in their mills in England. 

Chester is emphatically a city of wage earners, and no place in the country 


reflects more closely the industrial conditions which prevail in the nation. 
When it is considered that the industries within 2 miles of the city hall in- 
clude the shipyard and the print works, each with over a thousand employees 


at work; five steel works, three machine works, logwood dye miils,ax works, 
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brass foundry, switch works, rolling mills, foundries, and works engaged in 
the manufacture of various other articles, in addition to over twenty-five 
textile mills, working on all kinds of cotton and woolen goods, and caehcring 
from 100 to 500 operators each, and that the number of people working in a 
the industries in this city aggregates very nearly ten thousand, it will beseen 
what an interest Chester has in prosperous industrious times. 

Of these 10,000 wage earners, over 30 per cent were idle two years ago, and 
of the remainder 10 per cent were working on a wage scale averaging 10 per 
cent less than that now paid in the same industries, and another 20 per cent 
were working on short time, averaging from three to five days a week in- 
stead of the full six working days. The net result, summarized, is that there 
is 40 per cent more work in Chester to-day than there was in January, 1896, 
and within a few months this percentage will be increased by the industries 
now almost ready to commence operations. 

And every merchant, every builder, every artisan in the town, aside from 
those who work in the mills and iron works and factories, has felt the in- 
creased demand for his commodities or his skill, and every family in this 
little industrial city has cause to be thankful that times have so changed. 
The bank statements and the reports of the clearing house keep pace, almost 
without exception, with the improvement in the industrial conditions, and 
the business change is reflected again by the busy railroads and the activity 
on the water front, where ships from foreign ports and from other ports in 
the Union are discharging their cargoes and taking away our products to 
sell to the people of other places. The markets are crowded with the prod- 
ucts of the farmer, who is reaping the advantage of the changes and who 
now finds that the working people have money to buy his breadstuffs, his 
vegetables, and his meats. 


Yertainly the change in this one city is sufficient to show the ple the 
wisdom of the step they took when, in 1896, they again called the Republican 
pee to power and enabled the principles of government as proposed by the 
platform upon which the President was chosen to be put into effect. 

Mr. Chairman, here is a list of nearly 50 institutions in this one 
city alone, the condition of each testifying to the wonderful 
improvement made since the recent tariff legislation. It is impos- 
sible for a man who has any feeling of pride, or any desire to 
except to untruthful statements, to sit here and listen to what I 
have heard in the last three days without making some reply, or 
at least exposing those disfigured declarations and observations 
that would frighten the truth from its own jurisdiction. As the 
seven minutes allotted me are already up I would commend our 
Democratic brethren to depart not from the injunction of their 
favorite oracle, Brer Rabbit, “lie low and wait.” [Applause and 
laughter on the Democratic side. } 

Mr.BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I should like to have permission 
to publish the remainder of this statement in the REcorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to publish the balance of the article which he 
has read from in the Recorp. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GROUT. I yield one minute to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania lo OLMSTED]. 

Mr. OLMSTED. The géntleman from Nebraska [Mr. GREENE] 
was pleased to refer to the miners of Pennsylvania in support of 
his argument that prosperity has not followed the enactment of 
the Dingley bill. Ihave the honor to say that there are 25,000 
more miners at work in Pennsylvania to-day than there were dur- 
ing theclosing year of the Cleveland Administration—part of them 
in my district. 

In the one minute which the chairman of the committee has 
kindly allowed me out of his own time I can not attempt to make 
a speech, but the argument of the gentleman from Nebraska is 
completely refuted by the reports from every part of Pennsyl- 
vania, of which a fair sample is found in the headlines of the 
Lebanon Report, a nonpartisan paper published in my district on 
Monday of this week, as follows: 


Another furnace started—The torch applied by the son of B. Dawson Cole- 
man—A largé crowd was present—Prosperity has at last dawned and a new 
era is here—Employment for over 250 more men—Much genuine joy. 


The Dingley bill has already brought much genuine joy to every 
art of Pennsylvania and furnished employment for thousands of 
idle men and food for many hungry mouths, and when it has had 
time for full operation still better results are assured. 
Mr. DOCKERY. 1 yield thirty minutes to the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Swanson]. 
[Mr. SWANSON addressed the committee. See Appendix. ] 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GROUT. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. PAYNE, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 6897, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. GROUT. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS IN THE RECORD. 

By unanimous consent, Mr. WHEELER of Alabama was granted 
leave to extend his remarks in the Recorp on the Indian bill, not 
exceeding one page. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of the fol- 
lowing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

(H. R. 6251.) An act making appropriations to supply urgent 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 27, 


deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1898, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. SHOWALTER, for four days, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. DAvipson of Wisconsin, for ten days, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. GrirritH, for one week, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. DAVEY, indefinitely, on account of sickness in family. 

The motion to adjourn was then agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 5 o’clock an 


5 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commnu- 
ae were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 

ollows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Supervising Architect, 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for fireproof buildings 
for laundry, ink mill, and stable for Bureau of Engraving and 
a the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the vice-president of the Georgetown and Ten- 
nallytown Railway Company, transmitting report for the year 
ending December 31, 1897—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the president of the Washington and Great Falls 
Electric Railway Company, transmitting report for the year end- 
ing December 31, 1897—to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
~ Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 

ollows: 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio, from the Committee on Elections No. 
1, to which was referred the resolution of the House (House Res. 
No. 182), William F. Aldrich vs, Thomas 8. Plowman, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 284); 
sey ty said resolution and report were referred to the House Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5988) to establish a mili- 
tary post at or near Des Moines, Iowa, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 287); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HICKS, from the Committee on Patents, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 7082) for revising and perfect- 
ing the classification of letters patent and printed publications in 
the Patent Office, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 285): which said bill and report were re- 
on to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion. 

Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7208) providing 
for the entry free of customs duties of certains bells presented by 
the Emperor of Russia to the Orthodox Russian Church, of Bridge- 
port, Conn., reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 286); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. HITT, from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, to which was referred the resolution of the House 
(House Res. No. 175) requesting the President of the United States 
to transmit to the House information disclosing by what authority 
he has undertaken to bind the United States to pay $4,000,000 to 
the bond creditors of the Hawaiian Government, reported the same 
adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 283); which said resolu- 
tion and report were laid on the table. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7223) for the relief of Green Clay Gardner, Thirty- 
ninth Kentucky Volunteer Mounted Infantry—Committee on 
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Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. : ; : : 
A bill (H. R. 7192) ——— increase of pension to Harri- 
son Canfield, of Minneapolis, Kans.—Committee on Pensions Gis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ws: 
as Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 7336) to authorize the estab- 
lishment of State exhibition buildings in Rock Creek Park, in the 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
mbia. 
—— Mr. BURKE: A bill (H. R. 7337) for the removal of suits 
from the courts of the State of Texas to the courts of the United 
States in theState of Texas—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. HOWELL: A bill (H. R. 7338) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to appoint commissioners to estimate dam- 
s done to planted oysters and oyster beds in Raritan Bay and 
eijoining waters in New York and New Jersey, and to make 
compensation therefor—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 7339) to author- 
ize the construction of a bridge across the Tennessee River at 
New Decatur—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


merce. 

By Mr. TALBERT: A bill (H. R. 7340) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a monument to the memory of Travis, Bonham, Bowie, 
and Butler for gallantry and heroism during the Mexican war—to 
the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 7341) to carry into effect the 
recommendations of the International American Conference by 
the incorporation of the International American Bank—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. HOWARD of Alabama (by request): A bill (H. R. 7342) 
to hana the nature, improve the form, and increase the volume 
of the currency—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 7343) authorizing the commis- 
sioner of the Freedman’s Savings and Trust Company to pay cer- 
tain dividends barred by the act of February 21, 1881—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 7344) granting a “— of way 
through the naval station, New London, in the State of Connecti- 
cut, to the Norwich and Worcester Railroad Company—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: A bill (H. R. 7345) to amend section 50 
of an act entitled ‘‘An act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue 
for the Government, and for other purposes”—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7346) to amend section 4896 of the Revised 
Statutes—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 7347) authorizing the ac- 

uisition of certain lands in Woodley Park, an addition to the 

oological Park, in exchange for the interest of the United States 
in certain land north of W street, between Fifteenth and Sixteenth 
streets west, and south of block 2 of the subdivision called Merid- 
ian Hill—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GARDNER: A bill (H. R. 7389) limiting the hours of 
daily service of laborers, workmen,and mechanics employed upon 
the public works of or work done for the United States, or any 
ny, or the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 

abor. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine: A bill (H. R. 7390) to establish 
a military post of the United States Army in or near the city of 
Bangor, in Penobscot County, in the State of Maine—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

_By Mr, FITZGERALD: A joint resolution (H. Res. 134) pro- 
viding that the Constitution of the United States be so amended 
that the President shall hold his office for one term of six years 
and shall not be eligible for reelection—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELKNAP: A bill (H. R. 7348) for the relief of Au- 
gustus E. Gans—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BENTON: A bill (H. R. 7349) to increase pension of 
Benjamin Wheeler, of Company L, Sixth Regiment Kansas Cay- 
alry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7350) to _— a pension to Wells Palmer— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: A bill (H. R. 7351) for the relief of Eliza- 


beth Johns, widow of Joseph Johns—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 7352) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Huibertje Niermeyer—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7353) granting an increase of pension to Justus 
Canfield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 7354) granting pension 
to Mrs. Josephine T. Horner—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. DRIGGS: A bill (H. R. 7355) granting an increase of 
pension to Elizabeth Connelly, widow of John H. Connelly, late 
Company F, Eighty-fourth New York Volunteers—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 7356) granting a pension to Har- 
riett E. Pope, of West Brookfield, Vt.—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H. R. 7357) granting a pension to Leah 
A. Beltz, a permanently helpless daughter of Adam Beltz—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H.R. 7358) to reimburse the depositors 
of the Freedman’s Savings and Trust Company for losses incurred 
by the failure of said company—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McCORMICKE: A bill (H. R. 7359) for the relicf of 
Hannah C. Abernetly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7360) for the relief of Lawrence Heffron—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H. R. 7361) granting a pension to Ro- 
sanna J. Ross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7362) to grant a pen- 
sion to Junius Alexander—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R.7363) for the relief of Estella M. 
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7364) granting a pension to L. J. Hill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7365) granting a pension to John C, Teel—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bit! (H. R. 7366) for the relief of Andrew J. Baucom—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7367) granting a pension to A. M. Templer— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7368) granting a pension to Absalom Cun- 
ningham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7369) for the relief of Howard M. Parker—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REED: A bill (H. R. 7370) for the relief of Edwin L. 
a of Gray, Cumberland County, Me.—to the Committee on 

aims. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: A bill (H. R. 7371) to correct the military 
record of John McIntire—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7372) to correct the military record of Henry 
Sheets—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7373) tocorrect the military record of Jeffer- 
son Freeman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7374) granting an increase of pension to and 
correcting the record of James Dunlap—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7375) to correct the military record of Eli 
Stairs—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7376) to correct the military record of Eli 
Roadman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7377) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Himmilwright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7378) granting a pension to Samuel Burket— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7379) for the relief of the heirs of John Mont- 
gomery and Thomas E. Williams—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. STEWART of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 7380) to re- 
move the charge of desertion now existing on the records of the 
War Department against John Fitzpatrick—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7381) to remove the charge of desertion now 
existing on the records of the War Department against Jacob 
Dengel, alias John Dengel—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7382) to remove the charge of desertion now 
existing on the records of the War Department against George 
Bacon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STARK: A bill (H. R. 7383) granting a pension to George 
C. Maxfield, Fairmont, Nebr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 7384) to remove the charge 
of desertion from William Cameron—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 7385) for the relief 
of Claude H. Mastin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BREWER: A bill (H. R. 7386) granting a pension to 
Nancy McGuire—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BOTKIN: A bill (H. R. 7387) granting a pension to 
Richard Pool—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7388) granting a pension to Martin Seiler—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: A bill (H. R. 7391) to pension 
Luman Bell for services rendered in the war with Mexico—to the 
Committee on Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Papers to accompany House bill No. 3404, 
granting a pension to Second Lieut. Henry Fenner, of Newchester, 
Wis.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARRETT: Petition of citizens of Boston, Mass., 
against any reduction in the letter-carrier service under the free- 
delivery system—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of the Massachusetts Department of the Grand 
Army of the Republic, in favor of the passage of a bill to prevent 
the desecration of the American flag—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. BARNEY: Protest of Turnverein Jahn of Milwaukee, 
Wis., against the Lodge bill for the further restriction of immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, protest of F. Karste and other citizens of the State of 
Wisconsin, against the passage of a general bankruptcy law—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. : 

By Mr. BELFORD: Protests of the Polish National Alliance of 
the United States, the Polish Roman Catholic Association of the 
United States, and of the German Catholic societies of the State 
of New York, in opposition to the Lodge immigration bill—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois: Petition of citizens of Chicago, 
Ill., relating to the improvement of the Chicago River—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of citizens of Chicago, Ill., relating to the im- 
provement of the Chicago River—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, 

By Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine: Petition of G. N. Weymouth 
and other citizens of Biddeford, Me., for the establishment of a 
military park at Bangor, Me.—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Protests of the Brotherhood of Station- 
ary Engineers, Brotherhood of Painters and Decorators No. 50, 
Journeymen Plasterers’ Association, Iron Molders’ Union No. 3, 
Stage Employees’ Union No. 5, and Turngemeinde, all of Cincin- 
nati, Ohio, protesting against the passage of the so-called anti- 
scalping law—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Lancaster County, Pa., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that 
cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any State 
shall become subject to its laws—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BRUCKER: Petitions of the Polish Roman Catholic 
Union of the United States and of the Polish National Alliance of 
the United States, opposing the Lodge immigration bill—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CANNON: Protests of citizens of Lockport and Mo- 
mence, Ill., against the passage of a general bankruptcy law—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CLARKE of New Hampshire: Petitions of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance unions of Manchester, Plymouth, and New- 
port, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation to protect 
State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in 
original packages on entering any State shall become subject to its 
laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. COONEY: Petition of citizens of Bolivar, Mo., protest- 
ing against the enactment of bankruptcy legislation—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, protest of German-Americans of Sedalia, Mo., against the 
passage of the Lodge immigration bill—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of T. 8. Cross, postmaster of Bentonville, Mo., 
asking for the extension of mail route No. 45606 to Quincy, Mo.— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance unions of 
Rocheport, Green Ridge, and Warsaw, Mo., favoring the passage 
of a bill to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that 
cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any State 
shall become subject to its laws—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Rocheport, Mo., praying for the ene2tment of legislation prohibit- 
ing the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
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Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Rocheport, Mo., in favor of a bill to raise the of protection 
for girlsto 18 years in the District of Columbia and the Territories— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Resolutions of the Department of Iowa, 
Grand Army of the Republic, favoring a national military park 
at Vicksburg—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of Huibertje 
Niermeyer—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: Protests of D. Hess.and others, citi- 
zens of Brook; E. Ansley and others, of Westerlee; J. R. Crask 
and others, of West Lebanon, and Hon. T. J. Wood and others, 
of Crown Point, all in the State of Indiana, in opposition to the 
passage of a bankr1ptcy bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CURTIS of lowa: Protests of Virtus Lund and other 
prominent business men of Lyons; A. G. Kegler and others, of 
Bellevue, all in the State of Iowa, against the ge of a general 
bankruptcy law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Protests of the Polish National Allianco of 
the United States and Polish Roman Catholic Union of the United 
States, against further restriction of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, sundry petitions of the N. K. Fairbank Company, George 
V. Marshall, E. J. Markentz, E. H. Converse, C.-M. Dant, C. 
Mayer, Miller Bros. & Co., Doubleday Electric Company, Thomas 
J. Welsh, jr., and others, citizens of Pittsburg, Pa., and vicinity, 
protesting against the passage of the so-called anti-scalping bill 
or any similar measure—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. DANFORD: Petition of Noble Council, No. 197, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, in favor of the further restric- 
tion of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Wilton, Me., also petition of Roscoe Vaughan 
and 30 others, for the passage of a bill forbidding the sale of liquor 
in all Government buildings—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of William J. Kelly and 
other citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., urging the extension of the 
pneumatic mail delivery system in Philadelphia—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and t-Roads. 

Also, memorial of the American Federation of Labor, demand- 
ing Government ownership of telegraph lines—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of C. B. Richard & Co., of New York City, 
against the further restriction of immigration—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Protest of the Merchants’ Association 
of New York City, against the reduction of postal facilities—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK: Papers bearing upon the claim of 
Jonathan Chaney—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Henry D. Holton, M. D., of Brat- 
tleboro, Vt., protesting against the passage of Senate bill No. 1063, 
for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, memorial of Hon. ~~ F. Edmunds, of Burlin bs 
Vt.; also petition of Charles C. and 9 other citizens of South 
Newbury, Vt., in favor of the of the Lodge immigration 
bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also petition of Fred. M. Wiswall, of Newfane, Vt., praying for 
the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in all Government buildings—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Howardsville, Baptist Yo People’s Union of 
Lawrence, and the Congregational Church of Lawrence, all in the 
State of Michigan, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes im- 
ported in original packages on entering any State shall become 
subject to its laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Ganges, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation prohib- 
iting kinetoscope reproductions of prize fights in the District of 
Columbia and the Territories—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Ganges, Mich., for the passage of a bill to forbid interstate trans- 
mission of lottery and other gambling matter by telegraph—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Ganges, Mich., asking for the passage of the bill to raise the 
of protection of girls to 18 years in the District of Columbia— 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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Also ition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Ganges Mich urging the passage of a bill to prohibit the trans- 
mission by mail of newspaper descriptions of prize fights—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. , 

‘Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Ganges, Mich., for the of a bill to prohibit the sale of 
liquors in Government ildings—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. ; oe . 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Ganges, Mich., favoring the passage of a Sabbath law for the 
national capital—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Ganges, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation to substi- 
tute voluntary arbitration for railway strikes—to the Committee 

m Labor. 

r By Mr. HENDERSON: Resolutions of Hyde Clark Post, No. 78, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Dubuque, lowa, favoring a Dill 
to prevent desecration of the American flag—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. : ; 

Also, letter of Sheakley Bros., of Eldora, Iowa, protesting against 
the e of the Loud bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Pos -Roads. ; 

By Mr. HURLEY: Protest of the German Roman Catholic so- 
cieties of the State of New York, against the passage of the Lodge 
immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: Petition of the Baptist 
Church of Wahpeton, N. Dak., remonstrating against the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petitions of the Woman's Christian Temperance unions of 
Jamestown and Dawson, N. Dak.; also petitions of citizens of 
Jamestown, Caledonia, Niagara, Crary, and Bottineau, all in the 
State of North Dakota, asking for the passage of a bill to protect 
State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in 
original packages on entering any State shall become subject to 
its laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petitions of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance unions of Milbrook and Wallkill, N. Y., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by 
providing that cigarettes imported in original packages on enter- 
ing any State shall become subject to its laws—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KLEBERG: Petition of citizens of Ta , Tex., re- 
questing Congress to assume control and secure ip water at 
Aransas Pass—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of the Grain Shippers’ Association 
of Northwest Iowa, asking for an amendment to the interstate- 
commerce law—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

Also, protest of citizens of Ottumwa, Iowa, against the proposed 
ney the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. YD: Petition of 90 citizens of Labelle, Mo., asking 
for the enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette 
laws by providing that cigarettes imported in original packages 
on entering any State shall become subject to its laws—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McCLEARY: Protest of the German Society of Martin 
County, Minn., A. H. Otto, secretary, against the Lodge immi- 
gration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

_By Mr. MITCHELL: Petition of James B. Murray and other 
citizens of the State of New York, praying for the enactment of 
legislation restricting immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of J. W. Greenwood and other citizens 
of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the further restriction of immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. PETERS: Papers to accompany House bill No. 3534, 
granting a pension to James M. Stewart—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

- Mr. REED: Petition of Edwin L. Field, of Gray, Cumber- 
—_ County, Me., for reimbursement—to the Committee on 

aims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Remonstrance of M. E. Gard- 
ner, of Butler, Ind., against the ge of the Loud bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Resolutions of the 98 Club, of Norwich, 
ym | an arbitration treaty with Great Britain—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SIMPKINS of Massachusetts: Petition of the Woman’s 

Temperance Union of North Truro, Mass., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws 
Oy providing that ci tes im in original packages on en- 

g any State s become subject to its laws—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


Also, petition of the Merchants’ Association of New York City, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1125 


protesting against the action of Congress in failing to provide for 
the post-office deficiency—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the National Union of Steam Engineers, con- 
cerning ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Petition of the Polish Roman 
Catholic Union of the United States, opposing the passage of the 
Lodge bill restricting immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, sundry petitions of E. Alexander, J. Houseman, M. S. 
Dunham, W. H. Anderson, A. Wintermuth, J. S. Carr, F. L. 
Diggs, G. Judd, C. B. Seelsy, P. L. Bauer, L. Bishop, and many 
other citizens of the State of Michigan, in opposition to the so- 
called anti-scalping bill or any similar measure—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: Sundry petitions of J. B. Fisk, A. H. 
Tuttle, M. R. Dyer, J. T. Southard, Bechlot, Varney & Co., Fro- 
lich Glass Company, F. J. McMahon, M. W. Miller, J. R. Parker, 
and many other citizens of the State of Ohio, protesting against 
the passage of the so-called anti-scalping law—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SPRAGUE: Protest of 270 citizens of Brookline, Mass., 
protesting against a reduction in the force of letter carriers in the 
free-delivery service—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STARK: Protest of Hon. Will L. Scism, editor of the 
Knight's Jewel, of Omaha, Nebr., against the passage of the Loud 
postal bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Military Order of the Loyal Legion of 
the United States, Commandery of the State of Nebraska, in favor 
of the establishment of a national military park at Vicksburg, 
Miss.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEWART of New Jersey: Petition of numerous citi- 
zens of Carlstadt, Bergen County, N. J., in opposition to further 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. TALBERT: Memorial of citizens of Saluda, 8. C., ask- 
ing for an appropriation for a monument in memory of Travis, 
Bonham, Bowie, and Butler for heroism in the Mexican war--to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition of the executive committee of the 
Grain Shippers’ Association of Northwest Iowa, for laws against 
discrimination in freight rates by railroad companies—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. VINCENT (by request): Petition of citizens of Clay 
County, Kans.,for the passage of a bill to further protect the first 
day of the week in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request), petition of citizens of Clay County, Kans., 
for the passage of a bill to forbid the interstate transmission of 
lottery messages and other gambling matter by telegraph—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also (by request), petition of citizens of Clay County, Kans., 
praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of in- 
toxicating liquors in all Government buildings—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 

rance Union, the New Century Ciub, Sunday schools of the 

esbyterian and Methodist Churches, all of Newton, Bucks 
County, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to protect 
State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in 
original packages on entering any State shall become subject to 
its laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Rochester (N. Y.) Chamber of Com- 
merce, against a reduction of the force of letter carriers in the 
larger cities of the United States and particularly in New York 
and Rochester—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Press Leagueof Bucks and Montgomery 
Counties, Pa., against the passage of House bill No. 5359, unless 
amended so as to eliminate the features detrimental to the news- 
papers, especially of the country section—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WHITE of Illinois: Petition of William J. Highly, of 
Chicago, Ill., for a pension for service in the Mexican war—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Petition of the State Legis- 
lative Board of Railroad Employees of Pennsylvania, in favor of 
the passage of House bill No. 30 and Senate bill No. 1575, restrict- 
ing the right to buy and sell railroad tickets—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the State Legislative Board of Railroad Em- 
ployees of Pennsylvania, urging the passage of a bill restricting 
the power of Federal judges in cases of contempts—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 
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SENATE. 
FRIDAY, January 28, 1898. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. HALE, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


OFFICIAL RECORDS OF THE WAR OF THE REBELLION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from Maj. 
George W. Davis, chairman of the Board of Publication of Records 
of the Rebellion, containing recommendations for the distribution 
of certain surplus copies of the Official Records of the War of the 
Rebellion now stored in the War Department building, together 
with drafts of four bills embodying suggestions for such distribu- 
tion; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 


MARSHAL OF EASTERN DISTRICT OF ARKANSAS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senatea communication 
from the Acting Attorney-General, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 22d instant, certain information relative to the 
discharge of the duties of Henry M. Cooper, United States mar- 
shal for the eastern district of Arkansas, and the appointment of 
his office deputies; which was referred to the Committee on Civil 
Service and Retrenchment, and ordered to be printed. 


ALLEGED OUTRAGES IN OKLAHOMA TERRITORY, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Acting Attorney-General, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 22d instant, certain information relative to the 
killing of Mrs. Laird in the Seminole Nation, Oklahoma Territory, 
and the subsequent burning to death of two Seminole Indians by 
a mob in that Territory; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

COLUMBIA RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual re- 
rt of the Columbia Railway Company, of the District of Colum- 
ia for the year ended December 31, 1897; which was referred to 
the sera on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 


GEORGETOWN BARGE, DOCK, ELEVATOR AND RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual re- 
port of the Georgetown Barge, Dock, Elevator and Railway Com- 
pany, of the District of Columbia for the year ended December 31, 
1897; which was referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, it is gratifying to realize that 
—— has been made in the knowledge of monetary science 

uring this debate. We have the essential fundamental basis of 
the principles of political economy as related to money agreed upon 
on all sides. It is also gratifying that such agreement brings us 
back to the definition of Aristotle, that money is the creation of 
law; that it is nota material thing. This has been the decision of 
the highest tribunals of all civilized governments, so far as I have 
been able to investigate. 

The question was raised in a very notable manner during the 
reign of Elizabeth. She was in need of money to pay her troops 
in Ireland. Shecould not obtain the requisite quantity of gold 
and silver for that purpose. She required a law to be passed pro- 
viding for the coinage of what was called mixed money in the 
Tower of London, where all the coins of that time were struck. 
The mixed money was coined out of bronze or some metal of that 
character having no appreciable commercial value in the quanti- 
ties used for money. It was declared by the law that that mixed 
money should be the only money in Ireland; that it should be 
current, pence for pence, shilling for shilling, pound for pound; 
that gold and silver coin should be treated as bullion. 

Before this law was passed a merchant in Dublin bought a bill 
of goods of a merchant in London for £200, and gave his bond for 
the payment of the money in installments. The money was to be 
paid at a given day and placein Dublin. Before the money became 
due the law creating mixed money had been passed, and mixed 
money was introduced into Ireland, and it was the only money 
current inthatcountry. The Irish merchant tendered in payment 
for the first installment £100 of mixed money. The English mer- 
chant refused to receive it and brought suit. The case is reported 
by Sir John Davies in his reports of cases of that period, and it is 
recited, among other things, in the statement of the case: 

And, inasmuch as this case related to the kingdom in general, and was also 
of great importance in consideration and reason of state, Sir George Carew, 
then lord deputy and also treasurer, required the chief judges (being of the 
privy seemed to confer on and consider this case, and to return to him their 
resolution touching it; who upon conference and consideration on all the 


points of the said proclamation, resolved that the tender of the £100 in the 
mixed money, at the day and place aforesaid, was good and sufficient in the law. 
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Every objection that can be conceived was made in that case, 
It was suggested that it was in violation of contracts; that at the 
time the contract was made gold and silver were the coin in Ire- 
land. The court replied that the power to create money was nec- 
essary to the existence of every independent state; that every 
contract was made with a view of that power in the Government, 
and the money current at the date of payment was therefore the 
money of the contract. This decision has never been questioned 
in any enlightened country. 

It has been admitted that the right to create money is a gov- 
ernmental right in all independent states. But after the close 
of the war a question was raised in this country with regard to 
the legal-tender quality of the greenback. It was claimed that, 
although the Government might create legal-tender money as a 
war measure, it could not do so in time of peace under the pecu- 
liar provisions of the Constitution. Nobody disputed that the 
power to create money was a necessary attribute of sovereignty, 
but it was claimed that our Constitution did not confer that power; 
that it was neither granted nor implied in the Constitution. 

The question was very ably argued, and it was decided (and I was 
glad the other day to hear my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar] indorse the doctrine). that the power to create money exists 
in the Government of the United States equally with any other 
sovereign State. The Senator from Massachusetts used the fol- 
lowing strong, appropriate, and correct language. He said: 

It is the settled constitutional law of this country that the question of 
what shall constitute its legal tender is a question of legislative power. 

He repudiated the idea that he had ever questioned that doctrine. 

I submit that no case has ever been more thoroughly argued, 
more seriously considered, or more ably decided than the Legal- 
Tender Cases. In the first legal-tender case, in which the court 
held that Con had the power to confer legal tender upon 
paper money, Judge Bradley alluded to the Mixed-Money Case, 
and reproduced the arguments used in that case, approved of the 
decision, and showed most conclusively that such sovereign power 
existed in the United States. Mr. Justice Gray, of Massachusetts, 
than whom there are few abler lawyers, again decided this im- 
portant question in 1884. It will be found in United States Su- 
preme Court Reports, volume 110. I will read a few sentences 
from the opinion. On page 449 Justice Gray said: 

A contract to pay a certain sum in money, without any stipulation as to 
the kind of money in which it shall be paid, may always be satisfied by pay- 


ment of that sum in 7 which is lawful money at the place and 
time at which payment is to be made. 


Then he quotes from some authorities. He goes on: 


_ As observed by Mr. Justice Strong, in Sehrorhs the opinion of the court 
in the Legal-Tender Cases, ‘Every contract for the payment of money sim- 
ply is necessarily subject to the constitutional power of the Government 
over the currency, whatever that power may be, and the obligation of the 
parties is, therefore, assumed h reference to that power.” 

Finally, in summing up the case, Mr. Justice Gray said: 


Such being our conclusion in matter of law, the question whether at any 
particular time, in war or in peace, the exigency is such, by reason of unusual 
and pressing demands on the resources of the Government, or of the inade- 
quacy of the supply of gold and silver coin tofurnish the currency needed for 
the uses of the Government and of the people, thatit is, asmatter of fact, wise 
and expedient toresort to this means, isa political question, to be determined 
by Congress when the question of exigency arises, and not a judicial question 
to be afterwards sanaall upon by the courts. 

He quotes from the judgment in McCulloch vs. Maryland as 
follows: 

Where the law is not prohibited and is really calculated to effect any of 
the objects intrusted to the Government, to undertake here to inquire into 
the arse of its necessity would be to pass the line which circumscribes the 
judicial department and to tread on legislative ground. 

The power existing in Congress to create money involves a very 
solemn duty. It becomes the duty of the Government to see toit 
that its money is honest and beneficial and calculated to produce 
the greatest possible prosperity and happiness. 

The best money ever crea or that ever can be created is that 
money which is full legal tender for all pu es and of a sufficient 
volume to maintain stability of prices. It matters not of what 
material money is made, whether of gold, silver, or paper, if there 
is too much of it, so as to unduly inflate prices and rob the cred- 
itor, it is bad money. Nor is the material of the slightest conse- 
quence, if there is not enough of it, if it contracts prices and robs 
the debtors, it is bad money. I care not of what material it is 
made, if its legal-tender power is limited or crippled, to that extent 
it is not good money. 

The principle that the volume of money controls prices is ele- 
mentary, but inasmuch as there is a great want of information 
on this point, I will call attention to a few extracts from J ohn 
Stuart Mill, in which he is corroborated by every writer of re- 
spectability on political economy. He says on page 11 of the 
second volume of Mill on Political Economy: 

As the wholeof the goods in the market compose the demand for money, 
so the whole of the money constitutes the demand for goods. The mone 
and the goods are seeking each other for the purpose of being exchanged. 
They are reciprocally supply and demand to one another. It is indifferent 
whether in characterizing the phenomena we speak of the demand and the 
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supply of goods or the supply and thedemandofmoney. They are equivalent 
expressions. 

And agsin meres —— ms doubled, pri ld be doubled 

. ces wou ou ° 
lf it oe aes See erin woakt ries one-fourth. There 
would be one-fourth more money, all of which would be used to purchase 
goods of some description. . 

Then again, on the same page, after further comment, he says: 

So that the value of money, other things being the same, varies inversely 

: increase of quantity lowering the value, and every 
of sinetion aici! it-in a ratio exactly equivalent. . 
Again, he says, on page 18: 
That an increase of the eT of ae _poneee bey deen . nen 
e 0 ‘y, 
ee it ree eee ae to any of the others. - 

Such being the case, the important function of legislation is to 
regulate the quantity. After legal-tender power has been con- 
ferred upon money, the quantity determines its quality. 

Quantity has not heretofore, as a general rule, been regulated 
by arbitrary statutes. It has generally since prehistoric times 
been regulated by the quantity of gold and silver brought to the 
mints forcoinage. There are many exceptions, but that has been 
the general rule. Itiscalled the automatic rule. That automatic 
rule has worked well when the mines were productive. Anyone 
who will examine history will find that every civilization which 
has preceded us came into existence with productive mines and 
went out of existence when the mines were exhausted. The rise 
and fall of nations have followed the output of the mines with as 
much certainty as night has followed day. The civilization we 
enjoy is the fruit of the new gold and silver from Mexico and 
South America. Since that discovery the automatic rule has 
worked fairly well. It worked admirably between 1850 and 1873. 

The output of gold in that period of twenty-three years was 
enormous, and about tripled the amount of the metallic coins in 
the world. It did not, however, triple prices, because other 
things did not remain the same. But it did raise prices. Prices 
rose about 1 per cent each year; the activities of the human 
race were brought forth, and civilization was advanced more 
than it ever was in any one century in the history of man. Its 
effect is most graphically described by Sir Archibald Alison. 
He wrote the history of Europe in several volumes previous to 
1815, and then entered into a discussion of the question of econom- 
ics. He discussed tariff, banking, and currency from 1815 to 1852. 
He then resumed his historical work and proclaimed to the world 
that when gold came from California and Australia the new 
supply of metallic money had solved all the vexed questions. He 
sald. that free-trade States prospered, that protection States pros- 
pered, that those with one kind of a banking system prospered, 
and those with another kind Seen because the new money 
had given new life and revived progress rae. 

Fiom 1850 to 1873 was the brightest period in human history. 
In 1870 a law was passed to refund the national debt, and it was 

rovided that it might be paid in coin of either gold or silver. 

veryone was satisfied, or ought to have been satisfied at that time, 
with the fair working of the automatic system. It secured sta- 
bility of general prices, it was honest, and the prospect before us 
was that there would be a sufficient supply of the two metals 
to continue the prosperity which was inaugurated by the discov- 
eries in California and Australia. 

We made such a contract as the bondholders desired, to pay 
money of the coinage value of July 14, 1870. That provision was 
put in for their benefit, to show that they should not be paid in 
any inferior coin or in any inferior paper, but that they should be 
paid in the coin then current. Inasmuch as that was the coin we 
were using, inasmuch as the automatic rule was then all right, 
Congress consented toit; and if the automatic rule had not been 
changed, prosperity would have continued. 

The suggestion of overproduction of one metal over the other 
has no foundation in fact. The relative production of the two 
metals at the ratio of 16 to 1 has been about equal since 1873. The 
production of the two metals would have furnished a supply of 
money which would have maintained stability of prices and done 
justice between man and man, nothing more. 

Congress having the power to regulate the quantity and thereby 
regulate the quality, having the power to regulate the quantity 
and thereby do justice between debtor and creditor, what did the 
United States do? They destroyed half of the supply, repudiated 
the automatic rule which had been in operation for thousands of 

ears, without the assent of the American people, and I think I 

ave demonstrated again and again without the knowledge of Con- 
gress in general. They struck down one of the metals, made an 
arbitrary reduction in the quantity of money, enhanced the pur- 
chasing power of money, and put down prices 60 per cent. There 
can be no question that the demonetization of silver is the princi- 
pal cause of the great fall in prices. 

Sir Robert Giffen, who is acknowledged on all hands to be the 
highest authority in Europe or in the world on all matters of stat- 
istics, maintains this view. He is secretary of the Board of Trade 


of London, and he has written many works on political economy. 
He believes in the gold standard. He believes in low prices; it 
conforms to his ideas of government. He believes that property 
ought to be consolidated and that property ought to govern. He 
does not believe in individual opportunity which would create 
democracy. He is consistent in his argument. 

When a royal commission after considering the decline in agri- 
culture for three or four years unanimously attributed such de- 
cline to falling prices, Mr. Giffen, having been a witness before 
the commission, felt called upon to write an article rebuking other 
gold advocates for their folly in denying that the demonetization 
of silver had produced the fall in prices. He said that from 1850 
to 1875 nearly all the appliances of agriculture which cheapened 
production were invented, and notwithstanding during all that 
period prices were advancing; that since that time, although there 
have been less new inventions in this particular line, prices have 
fallen. He said, ‘‘To what other cause can the general fall: of 
prices be attributed but the demonetization of silver?” 

When I hear my friends talk about new machinery cheapening 
production, I am sorry that they do not take into consideration 
the whole question. While the genius of man is inventing new 
appliances for production which converts luxuries into necessities 
within the reach of the common people, the genius of man is in- 
venting new luxuries that are costly. One-half, yes, two-thirds, 
of the articles sold on the stock boards to-day were not in existence 
fifty years ago. They have been created by the genius of man. 
They are expensive, and the average cost remains about the same. 
The genius of man creates new luxuries as fast as the genius of 
man can reduce them to necessities and bring them within the 
reach of the common people. So the average range of prices is 
the guide for the volume of money. It is the polar star to which 
a just government will direct its efforts. 

In view of the fact that it is conceded that the Government has 
power to make legal tender of any material it pleases and has the 
responsibility to make honest money, and in view of the fact that 
the automatic rule worked well in 1873, and also in view of the 
fact that the world was prospering, and that there was no im- 
mediate danger of the exhaustion of the mines and the failure of 
money for that reason—in view of these facts, arbitrarily to de- 
stroy half of the money supply and bring on a shrinkage in the 
money market and reduce prices and rob the debtor is a degree of 
vandalism in legislation rarely paralleled in the civilized world. 

I regret that the President of the United States has not studied 
this question more and that he is so ignorant of the fundamental 
principles of the Government of which he is the head. I will 
read a few of his unfortunate remarks. He said last night, as re- 
ported in the newspapers: 

Nothing should ever tempt us, nothing ever will tempt us, to scale down 
the sacred debt of the nation through a legal technicality. Whatever may 
be the language of the contract, the United States will discharge all of its 
obligations in the currency recognized as the best throughout the civilized 
world at the times of payment. 

Notwithstanding we have contracted to pay in either gold or 
silver, notwithstanding it will cost us thousands of millions more 
to pay in gold alone by reason of the contraction, notwithstanding 
all this, he calls it a technicality to insist on the contract, and he 
says this in view of his own vote for this very resolution. He 
voted for this very resolution, and now calls this option, worth 
thousands of millions to the Government, a technicality. 

I do not think thata more ruthless robbery was ever committed 
by legislative enactment than the doubling of the obligations of 
our contracts by reducing the volume of money. That we could 
do justice is admitted. Nothing is better settled than that we 
have done injustice. When our friends on the other side talk 
again, let them bear in mind that they have indorsed the law as 
construed by the Supreme Court. They have admitted that 
itis in the power of the Government to do wrong or do right. 
Why, then, do they do wrong? Does anybody claim that it was 
right to reduce the volume of money and destroy one-half of the 
value of farms? Does anybody claim that it was right to reduce 
the volume of money and thereby double its purchasing power in 
favor of the bondholder? Does anybody claim that it was right 
that the debtor should be compelled to pay in a more valuable 
money than the money current at the time of the contract? When 
you admit the power of the Government, you also admit its duty 
to do right. 

We plead for justice, nothing more. We say it was unjust to 
strike down one of the money metals after contracts had been 
made ae in either coin. We say it was unjust to take from 
the people silver, which had been used from prehistoric times and 
which was the money of the people. It was unjust to do what 
you never got the consent of the people todo. You demonetized 
it—nobody knew when. You have promised for twenty years to 
right that wrong. No President has ever been elected who did 
not promise that he would do all in his power to restore bimetal- 
lism. Mr. McKinley claimed that he was a better bimetallist 
than Mr. Bryan because he was going to adopt the only possible 
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mode to reach it. If the bonds are payable in silver, and if it is 
the duty of the Government to restore it in any mode, why say 
that it is the duty of the Government to pay gold when the contract 
does not call for it? When bimetallism is restored, will anybody 
doubt the propriety of paying in either metal, and are you not 
bimetallists? 

After the clandestine demonetization of silver, after twenty 
years of promises to restore it by the gold men, after the fact 
that the President holds his office by virtue of that promise and 
could not have otherwise obtained it, are you not satisfied? Are 
not twenty years of falsehood, twenty years of robbery by legisla- 
tion, enough? Now, to cap the climax, you tell us that honesty 
requires us to continue to rob the people to give to the few. We 
are but trustees for the people of the United States. The execu- 
tive department is a trustee. The Executive has no more right 
to give away the option reserved to the Government by the law he 
is sworn to administer than a private party has to do likewise. 

It has been illustrated here again and again that if a private 
party should betray his trust as the Secretary of the Treasury has 
done in discriminating against the money of the country, he would 
be criminally liable. What does all this boasted talk of honesty 
mean, when we are told that although the people at large must 
take any kind of money the Government may have, the bond- 
holders must have gold. Why talk about honesty when you rob 
the taxpayer for the bondholders? 

1 am aware that it is difficult for people whese interests are di- 
rectly involved to see what is honest and what is dishonest. I do 
not blame Mr. Gage for the position he takes; but the idea of 
trusting a banker to regulate the currency is preposterous. We 
would not allow the saloon men—although they are, very many 
of them, honorable men—to determine what laws shall be passed 
for their regulation. Take the distillers. There are as good men 
engaged in the business of distilling as we have in the country, 
but we would not like them to determine what laws should be 

sed for the government of their business. Nobody objects to 
importers. They are a very honorable class of men, but it was 
discovered in the beginning of the Government that they could 
not be trusted to control the Treasury Department, and so it was 
forbidden that a man engaged in the business of importing should 
be appointed Secretary of the Treasury, because his interests 
elk be specially involved. How much greater the temptation 
of a banker as Secretary of the Treasury! 

What man would be willing to give over the control of the tariff 
legislation to manufacturers, or what man would give it over 
entirely to importers? It is as impossible for a banker to see the 
wrongs of legislation which will take money from the people 
and give it to the banks, as it is for those engaged in any other 
vocation to see the impropriety of legislation affecting the busi- 
ness in which they are engaged. 

Mr. Gage is an honest man in his pursuit, and would not rob a 
bank; but it is very difficult for him to conceive the idea that any- 
body but a banker has any rights. He is very glad to protect 
bankers and give them a chance to make money. He wants to 
increase the profits of the banking business, and consequently he 
fixes up a banking scheme which, if carried into effect, would 
turn the country over to a banking syndicate and allow it to inflate 
or contract the currency at pleasure. If such a power were turned 
over to the banks, everybody can see how improper it would be. 

It is to be regretted that the President of the United States should 
have been so unfortunate as to appoint a banker Secretary of the 
Treasury; that he, after such appointment, should have fallen into 
the bankers’ arms; that he should have lost sight of the rights of 
the people of the United States, and of the thousands of millions 
paid for taxes, and of the hard times brought about by making 
discriminations in favor of bondholders and bankers against the 


"ioe glad the issue is made. I am glad that the cloak is at last 
thrownoff. It has been only by misrepresentation for twenty years 
that they have been able to make progress in their confiscation of 
the people’s property. Every platform of both parties has been 
bimetallic; but last year was the first time the issue was made, or 
attempted to be made, between real bimetallism and the gold 
standard. The Chicago platform was the first honest declara- 
tion of either of the old parties in favor of free coinage, although 
the platforms of the Republican party have for twenty years 
claimed to be. Even after the Chicago platform, the Republican 
party claimed that they were better bimetallists than the Demo- 
cratic : 

I repeat, { am glad that the cloak is now thrown off. The Presi- 
dent of the United States says, “‘ Never mind the of the 
bond; we will not pay in our money; we will not pay in United 
States money; but we will pay in the best money of the world, the 
dearest money inthe world. If the money of Japan is dearer than 
ours, we will pay in that: if the money of England is dearer than 
our money, dearer than the money in which wecontracted to pay, 
we will pay in the dearest and best money in the world.” hat 
language for a President to use! Here is what he said: 

Whatever may be the language of the contract, the United States will 
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discharge all of its obligations in the currency recognized asthe best through- 
out the civilized world at the times of payment. 

Here it is announced that we shall not use our money at all un- 
less it is recognized and other countries will say it is the best 
money. An agreement to pay in United States money amounts 
to nothing, but we have got to pay in any money that the aristo- 
crats and despots and money aomiientan of Europe say is the best 
money. They are to decide how we shall execute our contracts, 
with no right of any consideration on our part. Such a pre 
posterous doctrine never before was uttered by a Chief Magistrate, 
and I am glad to believe that he did not understand the meaning 
of the language he used. 

Mr. President, I have much more to say, but I shall not say it 
te ag I have already occupied too much time, and I yield 
the floor. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. President, I have the temerity to resent 
the imputation that thoseSenators whoshall vote for this resclution 
themselves pro repudiation by the Government of any portion 
of its honest obligation, or represent States or peoples which would 
repudiate any public or private obligation or attempt to scale down 
the sacred debt of the nation or the individual. There is nothing 
in the language of the resolution itself which now, in the year 
1898, justifies, or which in the year 1878 justified, such attack. 
Those who shall vote for this resolution, in this body and in the 
House of Representatives, if the measure shall reach there, stan 
as the vindicators of the nation’s honor, and stand as the guardians 
of the sanctity of obligations, both public and private. 

The questions which have arisen concerning the meaning of this 
resolution, in my humble judgment, should never have in- 
troduced here, especially from the quarter which has uttered them. 
The resolution itself can scarcely be of doubtful meaning. With 
all the mutations which come in the affairs of men and in the 
meaning of words, there has not been such since 1878 as 
to support men who voted for the resolution in that day in their 
inquiry as to the meaning of the measure at this time. 

hen first proposed my mind was very clear as to its signifi- 

cance, as well as very clear as to its purpose; but after hearin 
the distinguished Senator from Iowa {[Mr. ALIson]}, who vote 
for the resolution in 1878 and who now does not propose to vote 
for it, as I understand him, after hearing other ‘senators, repre- 
senting the idea with which that Senator is associated, who have 
inquired of the proponents of the measure as to its meaning, I am 
left in some doubt, grave doubt, as to the purpose which at this 
time can resist the passage of a resolution which in 1878 was the 
highest morality. 

nstead of our casting an imputation upon the honor of the 
Government, it has been left for the representatives of the Ad- 
ministration upon this floor tocast the only slight upon the public 
faith which has been uttered here. I call the attention of the 
Senate to the remarks of the distinguished junior Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. FarrBanks], who, by virtne of his genius and his 
political attitude, is now considered to be more than any other 
man upon this floor the mouthpiece of the Administration upon 
financial questions. 

If I understand him aright, he holds the position that the pas- 
sage of this resolution would be a violation of the public faith, 
and its adoption by both Houses of Congress would be in deroga- 
tion of the rights of the public creditor, because it would renew 
the indorsement of Con s of the power of the Government to 
pay its obligations in silver; and yet the Senator from Indiana 
denies emphatically that the obligations of this Government, the 
principal and interest of its bonds, are now being paid in gold. 

When the senior Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] was ad- 
dressing the Senate upon this subject, he was interrupted by the 
Senator from Indiana, who said that the obligations of the Gov- 
ernment, the principal and interest of its bonds, were being dis- 
charged in other money than gold at this time. If it be dishon- 
orable to pay in anything but gold, then the statement that the 
Government is paying in something other than gold is a charge 
of dishonesty, is a charge of the violation of public faith, is a 
charge that the Administration itself is ‘escueetiie in derogation 
of the rights of the public creditor. 

Mr. President, we have heard discussion here at some length 
on the subject of parity. It has been declared that the obligation 
of the Government is to hold parity between the two money 
metals which have been recognized for countless centuries. I do 
not know of any advocate of the free and unlimited coinage of 
silver who does not wish for this parity, who does not believe in 
it, who does not ex to so vote as to secure parity, if opportu- 
nity shall offer. e difference, however, goes far beyond this 
resolution. We believe that parity will be maintained by accord- 
ing absolute equality of opportunity and usage to the two metals; 
that this is the only way in which parity can be sustained, and 
that all talk about the maintenance of parity between the two 
metals in use as money by any other means than by giving to 
them equal rights of coinage, equal rights as legal tender, equal 

ities for circulation, is 


nonsense. 
n the other hand, the advocates of the gold standard, the apolo- 
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gizers for it, the “ gold-standard bimetallists” of the United States, 
believe that the method to maintain this parity is to pursue the 
course of the last Administration, which issued bonds to hold the 

rity of the two metals. é 

So far as I am concerned, as one I am willing to go before 
the country on the issue that it is better to maintain parity by the 
free mintage, the free and equal legal-tender quality, the equal 
circulation of the two metals side by side in the payment of all 
debts, public and private, than to attempt to maintain parity by 
the issuance of interest-bearing bonds, which some time the people 
must pay. The issue is very sharp between the two contending 
forces. One would maintain the parity by the only method known 
to the experience of mankind, the other would proceed to maintain 
an affectation of parity by piling up interest-bearing obligations 
upon an already overburdened people. ; 

Mr. President, the charge has been persistently made in this 
Chamber, in the face of equally persistent denials, solemn denials, 
that the advocates of this resolution are in favor of paying obli- 
gations, public and private, in cheaper money, in a cheaper dol- 
lar. I believe in cheaper money; I believe that the dollar to be 
used in the payment of all obligations, public and private, should 
be cheaper. But most emphatically I do not countenance the 
doctrine that one dollar should be cheaper as related to another 
dollar. My contention is that all dollars should, by the increase 
of their volume, be cheaper as related to things. e purpose of 
those who hold to the doctrine of the free and unlimited coinage 
of silver is not to make a silver dollar cheaper than a gold dollar, 
it is not to make any parting of the parity, but to so increase the 
quantity of dollars in this country and the world that those who 
produce things shall find all dollars cheaper with which to dis- 
charge the obligations which rest upon governments and com- 
munities and citizens. 

It seems to me the most flagrant violation of courtesy, the most 
flagrant violation of the relations which should obtain between 
men, that, despite the denials which have been made here, there is a 
constant repetition of the idea that we would seek to pay any ob- 
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described in the face of the bond—if we shall ever be confronted 
here oy the necessity to answer as to whether the gold bonds 
issued by the Western States shall be paid according to their let- 
ter? I doubt very much whether those gentlemen who hod that 
there is a higher faith than the plighted word, that there is a 
deeper right than the promise, that there is a holier obligation 
than that which depends upon the mutual trust of mankind, will 
stand here and, in the name of Massachusetts or that of any other 
New England State, plead with the Senate of the United States 
to allow a debtor to go behind the letter of his bond and mete 
out the measure that was meted out to him, and pay in other 
than the gold coin of the United States of present standard of 
weight and fineness. 

Mr. President, if there were no other reason in the world for 
my voting for this resolution, I should do it because I want the 


| Senate of the United States, if possible, to serve notice on every 


debtor in this country that having entered freely into obligations, 
that having fairly attached his name and his seal to a document 
which binds him, law and morality unite in declaring that he shall 
meet the requirement that such obligation makes. I stated that 
it was not my province to warn. If it were, I should ask the Sen- 
ate of the United States not now to set the example of repudiation. 
It is as gross repudiation to reject this resolution as it would be 
for a State of this Union to suspend the law of contracts—as gross 
and palpable a repudiation as it would be for any Western State 
to declare by law, if it could, that the man who promised to pay 
gold might appear in court and, upon testimony or proof showing 
that he received not gold, but silver certificates, be allowed to pay 
in depreciated money, if there should be such a thing as depre- 
ciated money in the United States. 
In my humble judgment, every man who votes against this reso- 
lution here votes to enforce a policy which will come back to vex the 
veople of this country; and every man who votes for it declares 
imself in favor of the honorable, high, and determined mainte- 
nance of the obligations of mankind. Just as I would not, as a 
humble citizen of the State which has honored me with a place in 


ligation due by us as individual!s, or due by our constituencies as this Chamber, countenance any law or any action within that 


individuals or communities, or due by the Government, in uny- 
thing but a dollar worth 100 cents. e only hold that the dol- 
lar—not the gold dollar and not the silver dollar, but every dollar 
in this country—is too dear in its relation to the flesh and blood of 
this ng too high in its relation to the toil which produces 
wealth. 

We do not believe in the deified dollar of Grover Cleveland, the 
worship of which is continued under this Administration; we do 
not belong to that cult, newly arisen in this country, which holds 
to the doctrine and the worship inaugurated by the last Adminis- 
tration, and boasted of by the present Chief Executive of the 
nation, who attends banquets in New York, reading his menu, 
bound in gold, pledging away the authority of the people, giving 
his official obligation against the pledge of 70,000,000 of free men, 
betraying the trust reposed in him by his fellow-citizens. We do 
not follow where that evil doctrine leads; we do not countenance 
that treason to human rights. We hold that the most sacred 
observance of an obligation is found in a fulfillment of it to its 
letter and in its spirit. 

Long ago, Mr. President, there was a warning uttered against 
those who put private interpretation upon holy things. The obli- 
gations which men enter into with each other and which govern- 


State which would look to the repudiation of contracts entered 
into, so, standing here in my place, I vote against any attempt to 


| make the nation the exemplar of repudiation. 


Mr. President, I challenge any advocate of the single gold stand- 
ard, if there be any such here, to point to the time and place when 
there was ever any authoritative utterance on behalf of Demo- 
crats, Populists, Silver Republicans, or bimetallist McKinley 
Republicans, if there be any such, that we were willing, or that 
any element of any of these parties was willing, that any obliga- 
tion of this Government should be paid in a depreciated dollar. 
I beg the distinguished gentlemen who are so fond of making 
this declaration not to ignore the challenge because of the humble 
source from which it comes. I renew it, and I make this declara- 
tion, that there is not of record in this country, in authentic print, 
nor in the utterances of any man in this Chamber or in the United 
States, a demand by any element of the bimetallic forces of the 
United States for the payment of any obligation, public or private, 
in depreciated money. 

Mr. President, the most astounding statement, to my mind, de- 
veloped by this debate and consideration is that which has been 
repeated on both sides of the Chamber to the effect that this reso- 
lution is unnecessary. The magnificent logician from Kentucky 


ments enter into with citizens or foreigners are holy things. Upon | [Mr. Linpsay] yesterday remarked to the Senate that there is no 
their due observance depends the welfare of humanity. But that | more requirement for the resolution than there is for a renewed 


is a dangerous doctrine which teaches that, beyond the obligation, | declaration of independence in the United States. 


the man who holds it may go and, by affectation of guardianship 
of a nation’s honor, demand in payment a people's rights. If it 
were within my province, I should utter a warning to those dis- 
tinguished Senators who represent the States of the far East, whose 


integrity they are so fond of vindicating each day and almost each | 


hour in this Chamber, who declare that not the letter of the bond 
shall be fulfilled, but that some private interpretation thereof 
shall be binding upon the Congress of the United States and upon 
the people of this country. 


its obligations to be paid in gold coin of the United States of the 
present standard of weight and fineness; there is scarcely a corpora- 
tion in the far West but that has also uttered its notes or bonds 
of like tenor. Not one of them received gold. With some slight 
acquaintance with the business proceedings of the West, ! stand 


here to declare that in almost every instance since 1873 where | 


gold contracts have been made they have been but renewals of 
past debts incurred for other than gold, or if new obligations, or 
original obligations, the money received by those who uttered 
them has been currency—greenbac 
certificates. 

Where will the distinguished gentlemen stand who now advo- 
cate the honor and the necessity of the obligations of good faith— 
going behind these bonds and paying in some other than the coin 





ks, Treasury notes, or silver | 


If there be so 
much need as for the declaration of independence, then it is abso- 
lutely obligatory upon the Senate of the United States to adopt the 
resolution, for if there ever were a time in the history of mankind 
when a declaration of independence should be written by the rep- 
resentatives of a free people, that time is now. If there ever were 
a place, this is the place. 

I think the movement to preserve the people’s rights was not 
inaugurated too soon. Already we are warned that by lapse of 


| time the right expressed in the contract has been lost to the people 
There is not a State in the West which has not issued gold | 
bonds: there is not a municipality in the West but that has issued | 


of this country; not lost by their consent, not vanished with their 
knowledge, but gone like a mist beforethe morning sun. Weare 


| pointed to the steps of legislation by which we are foreclosed from 


making this declaration now. If any such steps have been taken 
it has been without the knowledge of the people or the people’s 
representatives, in general, and so far as the resolution will ret 

those steps it is our bounden duty to make that resolution effective. 

Personally and as a citizen I believe in the payment of every 
obligation which has been made, with knowledge of debtor and 
creditor, with mutual considerations given and received. 

I stand for this resolution and shall vote for it not because of 
being in part the representative here of a State which produces 
silver. An unjust and rather unusual fling was made by the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], that those 
who advocated this resolution did so because of their being asso- 
ciated with silver production or being citizens of silver States. I 
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beg the Senator’s pardon if 1 do him any injustice, but 1 listened 
attentively to that part of his remarks, and I shall be very glad to 
be corrected if he did not intend or did not utter such sentiments. 

Mr. HOAR. I will find the sentiment and see what it is. 

Mr. CANNON. I heard the sentiment, and I know what it 
was. I have the honor of representing in part upon this floor a 
State which produces enough gold every year to discharge all its 
annual obligations to the world in gold. I expect in my capacity 
as a citizen of that State and tothe extent that any of its authority 
is intrusted to my hands to maintain the sanctity of all its obli- 

ations. If there be such a thing as a parting of parity and a 

epreciation of the dollar by the free and unlimited coinage of 
silver, it would be to the selfish interest of the State of Utah and 
of the surrounding States, which largely produce gold, to be for 
the single gold standard, and to see it made effective in this coun- 
try. 

But there is a higher obligation than the vindication of any 
State pride or than the enhancement of any State selfish interest. 
There is the obligation upon the Senate of the United States now 
to confront this responsibility by silence or by action. We will 
further permit the insidious invasion of the people’s rights, or we 
will here and now demand that there shall be a halt in the proc- 
esses by which the people’s privileges, their immunities, the holi- 
ness of their obligations, the grandeur of their rights, are being 
silently stolen from them. 

The mass of obligation upon the people of the United States 
and of the world grows greater in its weight the more payment 
there is made for its discharge. I point to the fact that notwith- 
standing the phenomenal productive power of the world in this 
decade, notwithstanding the fact that the energies and activities 
of men have reached into realms heretofore unexplored, the more 
toil pays the more it yet owes. The dollar has become so massive 
in its relative magnitude and strength and power of attraction 
that it draws all other things unto it. 

Mr. President, the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar] invaded our domain when he spoke of Shylock and 
of our determination to stand by the letter of the bond. It has 
been for some time our peculiar prerogative to cite Shylock. I 
wish that the Senator had gone a little further with the illustra- 
tion. Shylock demanded not =“ the letter of his bond, but more. 
The wise young judge, the Daniel come to judgment, said to Shy- 
lock then, as we say to the world of creditors to-day, ‘‘Shylock, 
there’s thrice thy money offered thee;” for to-day the world of 
debtors is paying thrice as much as it received. Shylock wanted 
not only the pound of flesh nominated in the bond, but he wanted 
Antonio’s blood. The bondholders of the Government and their 
advocates on this floor want to-day that which was nominated in 
the bond and more. 

It is not the Turks of the far East who are shedding Christian 
blood. It is the Turks nearer home. 

If the Senator had completed the comparison, he would have 
said to the creditor in the bond, ‘‘ Take thou thy pound of flesh; 
but, in the cutting it, if thou dost shed one drop of Christian blood, 
thy goods are confiscate.” If the policy of repudiation proposed 
here by the opponents of this resolution shall prevail in the United 
States, let the accountability fall upon them. 

If the example of demanding more than justice shall be set here, 

there may arise in the United States a demand for less than 
justice. 
‘ Mr. President, I shall vote for the resolution, first, because I 
think it is a timely notice, to be served by the Senate of the United 
States, that the rights of the people have not yet vanished beyond 
our control; second, because I believe here and in private in the 
sanctity of contracts, and third, because I oppose any example by 
the Senate of the United States which shall justify any State leg- 
islature, any community, or any private debtor in legislating, de- 
manding, or practicing a violation of the just and solemn obliga- 
tions of mankind. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa 
{Mr. ALLIson] the other day, when this matter came up first, 
used this language in the Senate: 

For myself, I expect to vote against the resolution when the vote is taken. 
I certainly shall do so unless it shall be materially amended. Ican not see 
why the resolution is brought before the Senate and why the Senator from 
Missouri {[Mr. Vest] and those who act with him are so anxious to have a 
vote upon it. I know of no impending exigency, nothing which throws a 


shade over the situation, which requires us to deal at this time with a resolu- 
tion like this. 


The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] had said: 


I know what the Secretary of the Treasury says, I know what the Presi- 
dent says, I know what the gold press of the country rr! —that you can not 
use one of those 500,000,000 dollars to pay any part of the bonded indebted- 
ness. 


And the Senatoz from Iowa replied: 
I have never heard that the President said that. I have never heard that 


. anyone else said it. Under the existing law the Secretary of the Treasury 


has the discretion, the option, to pay in either coin. Does this give him any- 
thing more? 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


J ANUARY 28, 


Later the Senator from Iowa said: 


Mr. President, if there ever was a resolution that was obsolete, or functus 
officio, or which should be lying in our archives, not to be used, and should 
be put in the ninth story of the building we are compleving on the Avenue, 
where the archives are to be placed, it is this resolution. 

_ Why is the Senator from Iowa unwilling to vote on the resolu- 
tion? It reads: 

That all the bonds of the United States issued, or authorized to be issued 


under the said acts of Congress hereinbefore recited, are ble, principal 
and interest, at the option of the Government of the United . States, in silver 
dollars of the coinage of the United States containing 412} grains each of 
standard silver. 

And this, the Senator distinctly asserted, no onedenies. He had 
never heard anybody deny it. This part he admits is absolutely 
true. 

Now comes the other. Remember, Mr. President, that when 
this resolution was adopted by the Senate, twenty years ago, the 
coinage of silver had been suspended; that the very same Congress, 
Republican in both branches, by an overwhelming vote provided 
for the coinage of silver over the President's veto; and that this 
was the resolution adopted by the Senate, voted for by the Sena- 
tor himself before the passage of the act providing for any coin- 
age of silver: 

And that to restore to its coinage such silver coins as a legal tender in pay- 
ment of said bonds, principal and interest, is not in violation of the public 
faith nor in derogation of the rights of the public creditor. 

Only a few days ago the Senator from Iowa stated to the Senate 
that the Secretary of the Treasury had during this Administration 
coined 10,000,000 silver dollars. In this act of his was there any- 
thing in derogation of the public faith? Was there anything that 
ought to be condemned when the Secretary of the Treasury did this? 
If there was not, how can the Senator refuse to vote for the reso- 
lution, which says: 

And that to restore to its coinage such silver coins as a legal tender in 
ment of said bonds, principal and interest, is not in violation of the publi 
faith nor in derogation of the rights of the public creditor. 

If that declaration was the truth before there was any provision 
put on the statute books after the acts of 1873 and 1874 providing 
for the coinage of silver, it can not fail to be true now. 

But there is something, in my opinion, behind all this. There is 
something of more consequence than this. I believe that the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana [Mr. Carrery] stated the correct tion 
the other day when he said that, believing absolutely in the gold 
standard, disbelieving in bimetallism, he would vote against the 
resolution. I believe that any Senator who is an unqualified gold 
monometallist, who is utterly and unalterably opposed to bimetal- 
lism, ought on principle to vote against the resolution; but any 
man who believes in the coinage of silver, any man who believes 
the Congress of the United States had the right in 1878 to provide 
for the coinage of silver, any man who believes the Secretary of 
the Treasury can now rightfully have coined silver dollars—any 
such man, it seems to me, is compelled to vote for the resolution. 
I take it that the line of division is this: Whether a man believes 
in absolute gold monometallism and is absolutely opposed to bi- 
metallism by any sort of arrangement, either by the independent 
action of the United States or by international agreement, or be- 
lieves in bimetallism. 

To show to the Senate why this resolution ought to be here, and 
why it should be passed, I will read from a copy of the Commer- 
cial and Financial Chronicle of the date of January 8, 1898, one 
of the leading commercial popes of this country, ably edited by 
strong men, and which is well known to be a representative of the 
sentiment that is dominant to-day in the Republican party. I 

vish to call the attention of Senators to what this high Repub- 
lican authority and commercial authority has to say of the pur- 
pose of legislation now pending in Congress: 

The poliicetips last Monday of the currency plan o* the Indianapolis 
convention marks what we may call the fourth step in the direction of a 
feasible reform of the United States currency. ‘The first of these steps was 
taken when the Republican national convention of June 16, 1896, declared 
that “the existing gold standard must be preserved,” that “all our silver 
and paper currency must be maintained at parity with gold,’ and that the 
party would “favor all measures designed to maintain inviolable the ob! 
tions of the United States and all our money, whether coin or paper, at the 
present standard.” The second step was taken when President McKinley 
announced on the 4th of March, 1397, that since “the several forms of our 

aper money ” caused “constant embarrassment to the Treasury,” it would 
be necessary ‘to devisea system which, without diminishing the circulating 
medium or offering a premium for its contraction, present aremedy "for 
the mischief of the past twenty or thirty years. The third step was repre- 
sented by Secretary Gage’s annual report of last month, which declared 
mp | for a rearrangement of Government obligations, fixed and floating, 
ona gold basis, for the reconstruction of the note-redemption system, and 
for enlargement of the facilities for bank-note issues. 

The fourth step is witnessed in this week's report of the monetary com- 
mission. It will not escape the reader that each of these successive moves 
has pushed the question of currency reform a little further along. The St. 
Louis convention plank was very general in its terms. The President was 
more specific, and his declaration amounted to a pledge, but his policy was 
still indefinite. The Secretary's a while grasping the problem 
without equivocation or double dealing, were qualified and tentative. But 
the Indianapolis plan, whatever imperfections there may be in its workin 
out of detai strikes in its diagnosis at the root of our currency abuses, calls 
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thin t names, and discusses the problem in the langu both 
of an - wer en and of men who believe in steering straight toward 
the goal ess of the eddiesof temporary politics. In witnessing such a 
situation no American citizen can feel otherwise than as if a fresh and whole- 
some breeze had blown across the atmosphere of currency discussion, dis- 
persing as it comes So fogs and miasmas which for a generation have ob- 
people’s : 
sour he oe commission's statement of the currency situation recognizes, 
to begin with, the need of a thorough and radical reconstruction of our cur- 
rency system. As a first and indispensable preliminary, it asks “ that all ob- 
ligations of the United States, existing and future, shall be payable in gold 
except when otherwise expressly provided. 
There is a declaration by a high Republican authority of what 
the purpose of all this movement is. From the same paper, in 
another issue, I read: 


No one hasany excuse for misunderstanding President Meiiialng’s position 
onthecurrency question. Hehasshown no disposition to take any back step in 
the matter of reform since he waselected. Every act of hisin that interest has 
indicated a continued purpose, honestly and faithfully and without the least 
sign of duplicity, tocarry out the general interpretation put upon his act when 
he selected Mr. Gage for the responsible position he now holds. Further- 
more, in the wy es to be attained and in the urgency felt for action there 
is no room for doubt that the President and his Secretary are of one mind. 
As to the present status of the currency movement in Congress, we are also 
of the opinion that the outlook for effective work has seldom been more 
favorable for any legislation thanitis now fora curative monetary enactment. 
A bill will be reported by the Banking and Currency Committee, and good 
judges believe it will, in some shape satisfactory to the large body of reform 
ers, pass both Houses before the adjournment next summer. 

Here we see that two bills have been introduced in Congres:, 
one drawn by the Secretary of the Treasury, the official financial 
representative of the present Government; the other brought from 
a committee of the Indianapolis convention, to which the Presi- 
dent officially called the attention of Congress in a message in July 
last. Each of those bilis proposes that the country shall be put 
absolutely upon the gold basis. There is no a mama that there 
shall bea double standard. There isan absolute disregard of what 
was written in the law by votes of Senators on the other side of 
this Chamber in 1893, when the purchasing clause of the Sherman 
Act was repealed. You affirmatively wrote in the statute then 
that— 

It is hereby declared to be the poli 
use of both gold and silver as stand 

That is the law to-day. That is a part of the laws that the 
President, with uplif hand, swore here at the Capitol, before 
Almighty God and in the presence of the American people, to up- 
hold and maintain. Yet, here are two bills sent to the House of 
Representatives, both of which are avowedly to absolutely ignore 
and override this section of the written law, to provide for the 
single gold standard, and to make it permanent. Confronted by 
this proposition, it is not a that this resolution declaring 
that we can pay in silver as well as gold shall be passed. 

These bills both propose that the greenbacks shall be retired, that 
there shall be a continual shrinking of the outstanding volume of 
Government paper, and that there shall be an unlimited power 
of issuing money conferred upon the national banks. Circular 
letters have been sent to boards of trade and to other commercial 
bodies requesting them to assemble for the purpose of urging 
Congress to pass these measures. We are assured by the public 
prints all through the country that these measures will certainly 
= during the present Congress. The Financial Chronicle, a 

igh authority as it is, solemnly assures its readers and the public 
that these bills or one of them, so modified as to meet the demands 
here, will most likely pass both Houses of Congress before adjourn- 
ment next summer. 

When there is a proposition to disregard our plighted obligation 
to maintain both gold and silver as standard money, when there 
is a proposition to disregard the pledges of the Democratic party 
and the Republican party and every other political party in this 
country in favor of bimetallism, when there is a proposition made 
to put the issuing of money absolutely in the hands of the banks, 
enabling them to control the entire volume of our paper currency, 
I ask in the name of common sense how anybody can object to a 
resolution which declares that we will stand by the law as it is 
now written? 

The Government of the United States is a mere trustee in this 
matter. Every dollar of all the millions of debt owed to the bond- 
holders is owed by the people. Every cent of it will be paid by 
the labor of the people of this country. The Government of the 
United States will pay nothing except what it takes from the 
hands of labor. 

The Government is a trustee standing between those who owe 
and will have to pay this debt and those who are the beneficiaries 
of the debt. It is an obligation solemn and binding upon the 
consciences of us all that while no wrong shall be done to the 
bondholder there shall be no wrong done to the debtor. While 
Wwe propose ae the full pound of flesh we owe, upon him who 
would unde e to make it less or more by the weight of a single 
hair the condemnation of the country will and ought to fall. 

There is one feature connected with the proposed banking sys- 
tem in the bill that we are told will most likely pass both Houses 
of Congress during the present session to which I wish to call the 


of the United States to continue the 
money. 


attention of theSenate. Itisin the report of ex-Senator Edmunds, 
speaking of the beneficent effects that are to come from the organi- 
zation of this national banking scheme, and which is included in 
this bill which is to establish more firmly the gold standard. 
Among other provisions he states the following: 
Notes secured as herein provided can not fail to be safe, because, being 
upon all the resources of all the banks issuing them, they are based 
upon the whole business of the country, and that business is the thing which 
ves life and value to all securities, Government, municipal, railway, and 
individual obligations. Should all the resources of the banks ever so shrink 
in value as not to be ample security for the amount of notes that could be 
issued under this plan, then all other securities, even Government bonds, 
would become valueless. The banks are bound together for the security of 
these notes to accomplish the same purpose that the deposit of bonds is in- 
tended to accomplish, namely, to guard against loss through the misfortune 
or bad management of single banks, and thus save the holder of a bank note 
the need of ascertaining the standing of any bank. 

What does that proposed provision mean? It is manifest to 
every sensible man that the banks will never agree to become re- 
sponsible for the issues of any bank unless they havesome sort of 
control over its issues. A bank in New York will not become 
responsible for all the issues of a bank in Texas unless it can con- 
trol the issues of that bank by some means. A bankin California 
will not become responsible for the issues of a bank in South Caro- 
lina unless it has some way to control it. Now, we are told that 
the policy of the bill is to provide that all the banks shall become 
responsible for all the issues of all the banks. I am somewhat 
surprised to notice that there had been some trouble in the camp. 
Yesterday morning’s Post has a telegram from Indianapolis to 
which I wish to call the attent’on of Senators. I will not read the 
whole dispatch, but I will read the part that relates distinctly to 
this banking feature. Mr. Cross said: 

Under the plan— 

This banking plan— 
it would be possible for swindlers to organize a chain of banks, place the 
stock in irresponsible hands, loot the concerns, withdraw investments, and 
leave the honest banks to bear the loss. ; 

So we find in a dispatch from Indianapolis, January 26, the fol- 
lowing: 

The Merchants’ Association of New York, representing thousands of busi- 
ness houses and millions of invested capital, through its representatives sent 
to the monetary convention, has aunounced that the bill incorporating the 
plan of the commission will be fought in Congress in its present form. 

What is the reason the merchants are not willing to have this 
thing occur? Do you suppose the merchants did not understand 
perfectly well that this was not all of what was to be done? It 
would not have been wise or timely for these men to have shown 
their complete purpose by providing in this bill that there should 
be a bank syndicate which should have charge of the issues of all 
the banks, and thereby control the whole of the issues of this 
country. To have provided that in the bill would have been a 
little bit too palpable. The constituents of the Senator from Iowa 
could not be persuaded to support a measure like that at this 
time. But if the bill could be paased through first, if it could be 
written on the statute books, and then achange, organizing a syn- 
dicate, conferring this power of controlling the issue to make 
effective the bill that had already been passed could have been 
easily carried out. But the merchants who are not to be the bene- 
ficiaries of this scheme are not willing to stand by and see it done, 
They are not willing to allow a handful of men to have the absc- 
lute control of the issue of all the paper money in this country, 
as is contemplated by the bills. 

The prime purpose of the bills is to establish a gold standard. 
This organization of trusts collateral with it is only incidental. 
We all understand that the gold standard is itself the mother of 
trusts; that it is the very foundation of combinations of capital 
for the purpose of stifling all competition and controlling trade. 
It is the great leader in this movement, and when we are advised 
that in the House of Representatives there are two bills pendin-, 
both of which provide for the establishment of the gold standard, 
which we understand are supported by the friends of the Admin- 
istration, we are put upon notice of what we have to meet, and it 
is time for those who do not believe in an absolute gold standard 
to put themselves on the other side of the line. 

In speaking of passing these bills, the Commercial Chronicle, 
when assuring us that there will be practically no difficulty about 
their passage, makes plain how it is that there is to be no trouble. 
It says: 

We do not think that the opposition— 

In speaking of passing the bills through the Senate— 

We do not think that the opposition of incorrigible silver Senators need 
be seriously reckoned with. The salient point in the political outlook fora 
banking currency is that on a properly constructed bill the unnatural alli- 
ance between the agricultural South and the mining West will be dissolved, 
and that the question of an elastic currency will stand on its own merits, 
unobscured by the side issues of the “crime of 1873” or of the price of silver 
bullion. 

I think that these gentlemen will be required to reckon with the 
‘incorrigible silver Senators” before they get through with this 
business. I do not think there is any doubt but that they will be 
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heard from on this question before it is finished. However, it is 
remarkable, it is wonderful what kind of information is sent out 
by the Republican press in stating how easily all these things are 
to be carried through Congress and what great results are to fol- 
low. I hold in my hand a clipping from the Financial News, sent 
by Durrant’s Press Clipping Bureau, 57 Holborn Viaduct, London, 
dated November 20, from New York, which is somewhat striking. 
This is a couple of months old. It says: 

The monetary commission has practically finished its report, but its vice- 
president, Mr. Leighton, is your correspondent’s authority for the statement 
that it will not be presented to Congress until the beginning of tho new year. 
This delay has been decided on in order to allow the discussion that is sure 
to be aroused by the President's message and the report of Secretary Gage to 
calm down before the work of the commission is made public. After the 
report has been made public the committee will endeavor to have it ratified 
by the various boards of trade throughout the country. Itis felt that the 
present is preeminently the time for securing conservative action, while the 
country is in the enjoyment of business and financial security, but still has a 
vivid recollection of the terrors of the last four years, due in some measure 
to the inadequate adjustments of the existing currency system. 

The expression ‘‘ the enjoyment of business and financial secur- 
ity,” written in November, is somewhat striking in view of the 
fact that the President last night in New York, as reported in the 
papers, said that the prosperity that is coming to the country has 
just begun. It seems that two months ago this gentleman knew 
where it was. The President thinks it has just started now, and 
some of us are afraid that the procession will be very much be- 
lated and it will be some time before it starts in a material way. 

There is strong reason for believing that Speaker Reep and many infiuen- 
tial leaders on the ne side of the House have made up their minds 
that some currency bill shall pass the House. This being the case, there is 
not likely to be much factious opposition in the Republican ranks. 

Now, Mr. President, here comes the marvelous part of this piece 
of information sent from New York to enlighten our benighted 
English brethren on the other side: 

A strong Democratic vote is also expected— 

For the measure 

Mr. TELLER. For the measure. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. For the measure— 
because of the great advantage which the plan of the commission is likely to 
afford for an extension of the credit in the South and West. 

That is where they are going to divorce the agricultural South 
from the mining West. : ; 

I am satisfied that Senators will be interested in the analysis 
which follows. It is a wonderful piece of information going from 
the great center of virtue and intelligence in this country to the 
Mecca on the other side of the water. 

Thereare43 Republican Senators, 23 Silver Republicans, 11 Gold Democrats, 
6 Sitver Democrats, and 6 Populists. While Southern silver votes are likely 
to be attracted toward the new plan, it is not necessary to look to them for a 
majority. The 42 Republicans and 11 Gold Democrats constitute 4 of the 
members of the Senate, and leave only 35 possible opponents. Includedamong 
the Republicans are 7 men who have been strongly inclined toward silver— 
CaRTER, of Montana; CHANDLER, of New Hampshire: CLARK, of Wyoming; 
HANsBROUGH, of North Dakota; SHovr, of Idaho; WARREN, of Wyoming, 
and Wo.ocotr, of Colorado. Someof these may not support a comprehensive 
plan of currency reform; but others are almost certain to do so. 

And in this connection it might be well not _to forget that the 
Commercial and Financial Chronicle, in speaking of these bills 
and the probability of their being eas uses the following re- 
markable language, which will strike the people of the South and 
West as being original and refreshing: 

It should be remembered that these sug: ions come from the industrial 
classes and represent mainly those of the West and South. 

Mr. President, this is the kind of information sent out by news- 
paper correspondents to mislead the public. When they are as- 
suring all the world that these financial schemes of theirs are to 
be passed through both Houses of Congress before the end of this 
session, when we know the efforts that are being made, when we 
understand what they are doing, I respectfully submit that there 
can not be anything unreasonable in our exposing their untruth- 
fulness, as the vote on this measure will do. 

As soon as this Administration plan was understood and imme- 
diately after it was promulgated a national meeting of the Feder- 
ation of Labor, at Nashville, Tenn., adopted resolutions express- 
ing their apprehension and their condemnation of the measure, 
If I had time, I should like to read the letter of Secretary Gage 
written to Mr. Gompers, the president of this association, com- 
menting upon these resolutions, and Mr. Gompers's reply to Mr. 
Gage’s letter. I will put both in the Recorp, but I will not de- 
tain the Senate by reading the letters. I will read the résolutions 
adopted by the association: 

Resolved, That we declare ourselves most positively opposed to the Gage 
financial bill recently introduced in Congress by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. It isa measure that, if adopted as a law, will only the more firmly rivet 
the gold standard on the people of the country and perpetuate its disastrous 
effects in every form. 

Of course there can be no question of that, because it is avowed 
by Mr. Gage himself and by friends of the measure, and it will be 
reasserted by every vote cast on the other side of the Chamber 
against the pending resolution. 
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The next resolution is as follows: 


Resolved, That we pronounce the Gage bill an undisguised effort to retire 
our greenback currency and all Government paper money, with a view to 
the substitution of national-bank notes in their stead, and thus fasten the 
national-bank system for years upon the American people. 


These resolutions are embraced in the body of a letter addressed 
to Mr. Samuel Gompers by Mr. Secretary Gage, which I will in- 
— in the Recorp, as I will Mr. Gompers's reply to Mr. Gage’s 

etter. 


The matter referred to is as follows: 


THE CHALLENGER CHALLENGED—GAGE'S FINANCIAL PLAN DISCUSSED. 


The Nashville convention of the American Federation of Labor adopted a 
series of resolutions upon the financial question, referring ticularly to 
the plan proposed and known as the Gage bill. These resolutions will be 
found quoted in a letter from Hon. Lyman J. Gage, Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, which is here reproduced: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., December 22, 1397. 

Dear Sir: I have read with care the resolutions adopted the 20th instant 

a by the convention of the Federation of Labor, which recite as 
OLLOWS: 

“Resolved, That we declare ourseives most tively to the Gage 
financial bill recently introduced in Congress the Secre of the Treas- 
ury. itis a measure that,if adopted as a law, will only the more firmly rivet 
the gold standard on the people of the country and perpetuate its disastrous 
effects in every form. 

“Resolved, That we pronounce the Gage bill an undiaguised effort to retire 
our greenhack currency and all Government paper money, with a view to 
the substitution of national-bank notes in their stead, and thus fasten the 
nationa]-bank system for years upon the American “al 

Now, if it be true that the gold standard, by ew th have been meas- 
ured as to price for the last sixty years in this country, is inimical to the 
interest of the laboring clessesof the United States, then | think it is inimical 
to all classes. In other words, I do not believe that the exploitation of one 
class by another, either th: false weights, partial laws, or a bad monetary 
system, can be made to work for the permanent benefit of the exploitin 
class itself or for the general weal, even were it defensible on any ground o} 
right or —_ which it is not. Granted, therefore, that the permanence 
of the goid standard (for which I argue) operates in this evil direction, then 
your resolutions of condemnation are well founded, and I am justly charged 
either with an ignorance which constitutes me a foolish adviser or with a per- 
versity of motive which makes me an evil adviser. 

Ihave a right to disavow the charge of perversity or evil purpose, since 
there is nothing in my whole life as related tomy fellow-men, either in word 
or deed. from which the by me of such characteristics can be 
moore, much ae er a inj stetent 

ut ignorance often unconsciously works as deep jury as evi nm 

might do, and to this sin of ignorance (if it be a sin) I must confess myself to 
be a possible victim. This confession, however, ought not to classify me as 
separate from my fellow-men generally, whether 7 be considered as indi- 
vidual units or as congregated in ps. Ignorance is a relative, not an ab- 
solute term, since few are totally ignurant and none is absolutely wise. 
Nor does the number constituting the group change this fact, since the wis- 
dom of Soro however large, can not be greater than t of the wisest 
man in i 

This remains true, whether the subj matter involving knowledge and 
judgment be astronomy, physics, or finance. The condemnation then in- 
volved in the resolutions referred to is measured by the just or imperfect 


apprehension of questions relating to monetary science held by the wisest 
men who supported 


them. 

Laying these general considerations aside, let me say to you, and through 
you to the great body you so honorably represent, that if instead of denun- 
ciatory resolutions, which are not argument, you or any one on your behalf 
will show that the views I eutertain and advocate are other than salutary to 
the great economic body of which we are all independent members, I will 
abandon them without hesitation. My present conviction, the honest fruit 


of sincere stud ion, is that a breakdown in our present money 
standard would be a most disastrous blow to all our and indus- 
trial interests, and that upon the wage workers, as a class, would be entailed 
the most serious effects of thedisaster. Believing this, I mustso bear witness. 


fully, yours, 
LYMAN J. GAGE, 
Mr. SaAmvEe. GoMPERs, 
President of the Federation of Labor, 
Corner Fourteenth and G streets NW., Washington, D. C. 


While en route from Nashville to headquarters we saw the above letter 

a, in the newspapers of December 23. Upon reaching the office wo 

ound the ori ys eae a great amount of work 

y was delayed until the date indicated. Believ- 

ing that the same may be of general interest, we publishit here for the infor- 
mation of all whom it may concern. It is as follows: 


OFFICE OF AMERICAN FEDERATION OF LABOR, 
700 FoURTEENTH Srreet NW., 
Washington, D. C., December 29, 1897. 
Dear Str: I have the honor toacknowledge receipt of your courteousand 
interesting favor of the 22d instant, in which you quote the resolutions adopted 
by the Nashville Convention of the American Federation of Labor in regard 
to the financial bill which you prepared, and which, at your suggestion, was 


introduced in 

You take ex m both to the position which our organization has taken 
upon your bill as well as the language employed. Even if you are justified 
in the one, you certainly misapprehend the other. 

The utions declare ourselves “ most ely opposed to the Gage 
financial bill,” and “ we pronounce the Gage an undisguised effort to re- 
tire our greenback currency and all pameneens eee money, with a view 
you will ack Savas Sexe chaghe Senaiechuaety Srepdi Giuoria sdiged 00 poor 
you see vain fora sing’ n to your 
motives, rom plan, or your bill. We realize that denu ona not 
ment, but to declare our position and the statement 
most important and far-reach measure, affecting 
cial system of our country. can by no means be construed as 

‘These resolutions declare against your for more 
ting our country to the gold standard, a for 
currency and substituting bank notes; a in fact, for 
trol of the National Government over that most important of all 
the measure of val rengthening the banks; a 
you call a orm.” and which we call “bank monopoly.” 

That you take offense at these resolutions I regret, for the right to 
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xpress disapproval of the acts of their servants is one of the held 
sacred by the American people and one ou will freely accord. To that 
right is to deny the people a voice in their own Government. We do not 
question your right to give expression to your views, neither you 
nestion our right to dissent from them. 
, We do not charge you with “ignorance, relative or absolute,” or allege any 


“eo urpose,”’ ora” 
letter, nor upon rere 


unciatory, as you say th ; 
of the. == of the ‘American Federation of 


ty of motives”’ on your part,as implied in your 
ing the resolutions will you find them either condemna- 
The resolutions are declaratory 
Labor, and are entirely im- 
personal. Son. all _ in public life, we have the greatest respect for your 
a Ty ee that ee citetienn referred to contain no argument in oees 
of our declarations. But I would remind you that it is not customary to look 
to resolutions for argument any more than it is customary to look in our stat- 
ute books for ments in support of the laws contained therein. Resolu- 
tions are meant to announce the opinions of the body adopting them. 

The wage earners of America represented in the American Federation of 
Labor belfove that the position you have taken in d to the retirement of 
our greenback currency is antagonistic to their interests, and they are op- 
queull to your plan for more thoroughly committing this country of ours to 


ld le 

=e first of the resolutions of which you complain declares that your cur- 
rency bill “is a measure that, if adopted as a law, will only the more firmly 
rivet the gold standard on the of the country and hrs sone its dis- 
astrouseffects in every form.’' It is only the latter part of this resolution to 
which you can take exce m. You deny that the perpetuation of the gold 
standard, at which you aim, would have any disastrous effects; you declare 
that if it can be shown to you that the maintenance of the gold standard has 
been inimical to the interests of our people you will a on your plan for 
perpetuating this system; you ask what evils have resulted from our adher- 
ence to the gold standard. 

I answer that the evils are those that have grown and ever must grow 
from a measure of valnes, a measure of values that interferes with 
the just distribution of wealth, that deprives some men of a t of their 
earnings that is rightly theirs, and confers it upon others who have earned 
it nct. Any measure of values that thus forces an unjust distribution of the 
products of labor, that deprives producers of the fruits of their toil, cuts 
down wages and profits, thereby cestroys the incentive to en rise, leads 
to industrial stagnation, enforced idleness, distress, and public suffering. 

The products of labor are divided into three general shares. One share 
goes as interest and rents to the money lender and landlord, to capitalists 
who do not productively use theirown tal, who seek to avoid the risks of 
production. A second share goes as profits to employers; a third share goes 
as wages to wage earners. e interest, charge, and rents, in short the 
shares of the money lender and landlord, are, toa great degree, fixed in terms 
of dollars, and profits and wages, the res of employer and wage earner, 
are subject to great fluctuations. 

This being so, it is clear that anything that reduces the total money value 
of the products of labor must increase the of the money lender and 
creditor, t h nominally fixed,and decrease the share to be divided among 
employers and wage earners. It is equally clear that to increase the value 
of money must decrease the value of the products of labor, and therefore en- 
rich the creditor at the expense of the debtor, unjustly enrich the money 
lender at the expense of em; er and wage earner. 

Now, if our adherence to the gold standard has caused money to grow 
dearer, you must admit that the goid standard has done injury to our people, 
brought distress to wage earners and employers, and discouraged enterprise. 


Our adherence to the gold Se ee and, 
of course, forced the ngs measured in meaner, f° all —_ This you 
may deny. But Sane twenty years 1872-1 ri old prices, fell in 
general 27} per cent. is shown by the ex ve ta to be found in 
Senate Report No. 1304, second session, Fifty-second Congress—tables show- 
ing the movement in in the United States. Prices have in general 


further fallen since 1 


Now, you may urge that this fall in pricesand increased purchasing power 
of gold was due not to an increasing value of gold, but to eral improve- 
ment and a general cheapening of production. But, ad it was, did 


this make the rise in the pu wer of gold right and just? Clearly 
with such rise the creditur Ue fixed {oomes. classes that seek to 
the other shoulders, have had their in- 
comes increased. And Pnaweee this Increase has come from a cheapening of 
roduction and not a rise in gold, what have these creditors done to earn it? 
tee th ueiane pod thee 1 the ingenuity of the that 
e enterp of the employer, o wage earner, tha 
has ht about the cheapening of uction, and they, and they alone, 
are enti to the benefits of those efforts. However, it is not alone toa 
os of the labor cost of production but also to an actual appreciation 
of gold that the fall in prices since 1872 has been in great due. And this 
appreciation has grown out of the demonetization of silver, which has in- 
creased the demands for gold. This is a question that every producer can 
answer: ae the tall in prices curtailed m earnings? If the tall in wices 
© only to general impro ede o — a lessening 
he suffered no loss from such fall. 


893, a fallin prices common to all gold- 
using countries, a fall in prices of 20 per cent, has not grown out of improve- 
ment in machinery exclusively; that the labor cost of production has not 
been increased by one-fifth in these past four years, and that 
cause of this fall in prices must lie in what, if not in 
due primarily to an appreciation in gold. 

To one or two circumstances, however, I want to direct your attention, 
for if over them with due weight you will not claim that move- 
ments in on are solely due to inventions of labor-saving machinery, 
economies uction, cheapening of the means of transportation. and that 
changes in value of money have nothing to do with the movements of 


prices. 

Changes in the value of money have largely influenced the movements of 
prices during the last half century and were great factors in the price move- 
ments during one long the quarter ofa century following 


therefore the 
dearer money, and was 


the ornia there was much progress in the line of in- 
ven » much introduction of poaNeerne. monine much Guqeine ip 
the labor cost of uction. Thison your ry maid havecau s y 
falling prices. twhat happened? The outpourings of gold from the Cali- 
fornian and A go elds cheapened gold to a greater d than 


commodities were cheapened, and the result was that prices were in general 
50 ae cent higher at the end of this period than at the beginning. 
what ha ? We, along with many other nations, closed our 
mints to silver. e increased the demarid for gold, with the result that gold 
went up in value and prices of commodities down. You must abandon the 
advocacy of gold monome unless you can show that the demonetization 
silver and the doubling of the demand for gold resultant therefrom has 
not caused gold to w dearer and a lower, to the great ury of all 
cers of weal You should at least show that the perpetua 
will not result in making money dearer and human fi 


And now just one word as to the second of the resolutions to which you 
take exception, adopted at the recent convention of the American Federation 
of Labor. This resolution declares, and you admit it, that the purpose of 
your currency bill is tocause the retirement of our national greenback cur- 
rency and all Government paper money and the substitution of bank notes. . 
This you hold to be desirable. Why? Would it not givethe banks the power 
to re te our foreign exchanges, the power to check gold exports by con- 

and by screwing down accommodation to merchants so as to force 
them to throw their products on the market at prices at which our foreign 
creditors would rather take such products than our gold? Would it not thus 
relieve the Treasury of the burden of providing for gold redemptions and 
make the banks supreme?’ 

This we hold to be undesirable. It would make the banks guardian over 
our volume of money, and so of our measure of values; it would enable the 
banks, working in the interest of the speculators, to cause movements in 
prices with great certainty—enable them to depress prices by contracting 
the currency and raise prices by expanding the same. It would thus enable 
the few directing the banks to take advantage of the many—enable the few 
to enter into a gamble with the producers of wealth. with the TH prod- 
ucts of labor as the stake, and enter that game with loaded dice. In a word, 
it would make the banks the masters, the many the slaves, and would enrich 
the few and impoverish the multitude. 

In the statement you recently made before the House Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency in support of your bill you say and repeat this truism: 
“That the less the Government owes the less it will have to pay." Yet your 
plan involves the proposition of the retirement of our national paper cur- 
rency and backs, upon which we pay no interest at all, and the issn- 
ance of bonds in its stead in the sum of $200,000,000, which we shall owe and 
upon which we shall be required to pay interest. The inconsistency of your 
statement and your plar seems glaring. 

We oppose your currency bill because, as has been well said, it is “A bill 
to provide for the abdication of the sovereign powers of the Government to 
the banks, for the strengthening the hands of the speculative cliques, enrich- 
ing the few and impoverishing the many.’ 

SAMUEL GOMPERS, 


Very respectfully, yours, 
President American Federation of Labor. 
Hon. LYMAN J. GAGE, 
Secretary of the Treasury, Washington, D. C. 


There are a number of statements equally vulnerable in Secretary Gage’s 
letter left unanswered, owing to the length of the reply. Should the Secre- 
tary, however, continue the discussion which he has invited, we shall not 
only be pleased to accommodate him, but revert to the statements referred 
to. In the meantime, we submit the above correspondence to the thought- 
ful consideration of all our people, and to the wealth producers particularly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I am glad to see my 
friend the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatt] in the Senate. 
I have known that Senatorlong and well. I do not know one who 
has a higher opinion of his ability or his integrity than I have. I 
do not believe that he would intentionally misrepresent any cause 
or any man anywhere, and when he gives expression to a senti- 
ment or a feeling or a conviction upon a matter I have no doubt 
on earth but that he says exactly what he honestly believes to be 
true. 

No good cause ever existed, Mr. President, that was not mis- 
represented, but it seems to me sometimes that the cause of 
bimetallism has come in for more than its fair share of this sort 
of treatment. Any man whose memory runs back to the cam- 
paign of 1896 will not have to be reminded of the assaults made 
upon us. which were absolutely without foundation, by the great 
metropolitan press of the United States, controlled, as it is, by 

gregations of capital, being managed in the interest of capital 

1 the time. We were charged with occupying positions, with 
promulgating doctrines, with entertaining opinions which we 
never had, never intended, and never expressed. These papers 
were read, and good men were doubtless misled by them. They 
read those stories over and over again until they believed they 
were true. 

We have heard in the Senate Chamber during this debate 
charges made by able and distinguished Senators that we had ad- 
vocated the payment of these bonds in depreciated money, charg- 
ing almost that we had used those very words. The Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] only yesterday said: 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Kentucky is pursuing a line of argument 
of this kind, that this is not an important resolution. Now, if it means what 
has been claimed upon the other side of the Chamber for it, if it is a declara- 
tion in favor of the free coinage of silver, and in favor of a depreciated cur- 
rency and the payment of the debts of the United States in a depreciated 
currency, then it is the most important question that can engage the atten- 
tion of American Congress. 

At the time the Senator from Rhode Island used this expression 
in the Senate I did not understand it as expressed just that way. 
There is no —— to it as it appears in the REcorD, because it 
is the truth, t if we were advocating the payment of these 
bonds in a depreciated currency it would be a great question; 
but when the Senator makes the suggestion he ought to have 
known that no such claim had ever been made by anybody, Demo- 
crat, Populist, or Silver Republican, in the United States. We 
have not claimed it anywhere. I do not believe that a line can be 
shown in print, in the Rrecorp or in any reputable newspaper, 
that will say that any man belonging to either of these parties has 
ever said any such thing. 

Yet the imputation goes out by the use of language of this sort 
that the Senator himself believes that that is true. I think it is 
likely he did believe it. He has so long walked in the councils of 
his party and relied upon the Republican newspapers that I 
doubt if he understands what the facts are; but before we close 
——- debate I intend, if possible, to get through his mind what the 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator permit me? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Arkansas 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think I understand something about the 
force and effect of the English language; and if I do, expressions 
without number equivalent to that have been made in this debate 
upon the other side of the Chamber. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think the Senator should produce 
one of them. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will, in my own time. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I hopeyouwill. I should like to see 
it. I donot believe that such a statement can be produced. Ido 
not believe there is one in print. 

Mr. ALDRICH. TheSenator’s own colleague said that if there 
should be a decline in the relative value of silver and gold of one- 
half, down to 40 per cent, or one-quarter—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. My colleague said he did not believe 
there would be any decline. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Thatis another question. Buthesaid if there 
was a decline then he still thought it was the right of the United 
States to pay in depreciated coin. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. But he did not say he was in favor 
of paying in depreciated coin. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iunderstand that. TheSenator canmake—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then what is the use of charging 
him with it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is simply a question of the refinement 
of language, that is all. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator from Arkansas a question? 

Mr. WHITE. I hope the Senator from Arkansas will not yield 
to any question. There are some of us who desire to say a few 
words and other gentlemen have already addressed the Senate. 
Senators ought to yield to the necessity of the case and to brevity 
of time in that regard. I hope the Senator from Arkansas will 
not yield any further. 

Mr. HOAR. I will not occupy thirty seconds, but I will not 

ress it. 
. Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is not fair to other Senators for me 
to occupy so much time. I have made this broad statement. It 
7 open to challenge. Senators can contradict it whenever they 
ease, 
. Mr. ALDRICH. I will—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I prefer not to be interrupted. Ido 
not desire to consume so much time. 

Mr. HOAR. I wanted to ask the Senator about the fact as to 
what his colleague stated, if he desires to hear it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The REcorpD shows what my col- 
league said. My colleague can state what he said as well as any- 
= else. It is not necessary to have somebody else state what 
he said. The RECORD shows that. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam not surprised that the Senator does not want 
to have it repeated. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The insinuation coming from the 
Senator from Massachusetts is not worthy of him. I have not 
undertaken to avoid meeting any question that comes here. The 
Senator understands the circumstances of the case and the reason 
why I shall not occupy the floor longer, and it is not worthy of 
the Senator from Massachusetts to make such an insinuation. 

Mr. HOAR. I certainly did not propose for a moment to sug- 
gest that the Senator was actuated by any other motive than he 
is willing to avow. If my words bear any other interpretation, I 
certainly shall withdraw them at once. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is entirely a 

Mr. President, we wish to give by free coinage the dollar, silver 
or gold, the same value it had in 1873. If the creditors of the 
nation, the bondholders, in their efforts to get more than they are 
entitled to by increasing the value of gold thereby decrease the 
value of silver, and if should be inevitable under these circum- 
stances that injustice must be done to one class or the other, then 
that party which in an effort to do wrong causes this condition 
ought to suffer rather than the party which was guiltless of wrong. 

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], of whose absolute 
fairness and intention to do right I have already spoken, used this 
language the other day in the course of debate: 

The appeal that has been made to them is that it is righteous and just that 
they should have a dollar of a kind which would enable them to uire the 
creditor to take of the face value of his debt in gold. That has n the 
erermené that has been made all over the country. That is why the bond- 
holder isattacked. That is why wealth isattacked. That is why the creditor 
is attacked, and anyone who has anything loaned is called a robber and a 
grabber. What sense is there in this attack unless there is to be a depreciated 


value - the silver dollar under free coinage in its debt-paying and purchasing 
power 


He went on to say: 
Over and over again, in the Senate, when we have ed that the unlim- 


ited coinage of silver would put gold toa premium and drive it out of the 
country, we have been told what a blessing it would be to have it go to apre- 
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mium and be driven out of the country and enhance the stock of gold in 
other countries. There can be no other construction put upon the language 
of the Senator from Nevada when heinterrupted me. What is this appeal to 
the farmer who owes debts and mortgages on hisfarm? Eve y under- 
stands it. It is the hope that is held out to him that if we can have the free 
and unlimited coinage of silver he can pay his mortgage in silver when gold 
will be ata premium, and thereby he can in some sense get even with the 
man who loaned him the money. 

Oh, do not let us dodge issues, Mr. President. That istheissue. That is 
the issue of the next campaign. Now, we say that if, as we fear, that will bo 
the result, if, as the experience of all time teaches, that will be the result, 
then it is not true that to restore the free and unlimited coinage of silver 
coins and make them legal tender in the payment of Government or any 


other debts is not in violation of the public faith and in derogation of the 
rights of creditors. 


Now, I say, with all due deference to the Senator from Connect- 
icut, that there is not one solitary statement of fact in the extracts 
which I have read defining the positions of those who believe as I 
do. There is not one statement thatis true. We do not believe 
in a depreciated currency. We never have advocated a depre- 
ciated currency. On the contrary, we have everywhere and at 
all times said that the money that we believed in was the money 
that meant exactly the same at the date of the payment that it 
meant at the date of the contract. We have said that a dollar 
which means less than that was unjust, that a dollar which meant 
more than that was unjust, and that if either dollar meaning less 
or more should be deliberately provided for it would be a dishonest 
transaction. 

I say to-day, Mr. President, that the ple of the United States 
should pay according to their contract the money specified in these 
bonds; that they have a right to pay in dollar’s worth what a dol- 
lar was worth when the contracts were made; and that the effort 
that has been made by the other side, the effort that is being mace 
to-day by the Administration, and in the House, by attempting to 
fasten the gold standard on the country, which continually in- 
creases the value of the dollar, is unjust, and, if deliberately done, 
is dishonest. 

a PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator allow me one 
word? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Ido not wish to interrupt the 
Senator, but in this discussion in the Senate Senators represent- 
ing the side which the Senator from Arkansas represents have 
over and over again used the phrase “a cheaper money,” and the 
phrase ‘‘a cheaper dollar” has also been heard. Now, what is 
meant by those phrases? 

Mr. J ON ES of Arkansas. IthinkIcan tell theSenator. Ihold 
in my hand a copy of the Washington Post in which is reported a 
speech by Mr. Secretary Gageat a banquet in Philadelphia the other 
night, in which he says the same labor would purchase 51.7 cents 
more in 1891 than in 1872; that in 1891 the labor that supported 
fifteen people supported only ten people in 1872; that in 1891, from 
the same labor as in 1872, a man living upon the same scale would 
have over one-third of his wages to put in bank or to better pro- 
vide for his family. 

It is because we recognize the fact that your Secretary of the 
Treasury recognizes, thata gold dollar, according to his own state- 
ment, was worth in 1891 $1.51, against the dollar that repre- 
sented 100 cents in 1872. 

Mr. ALLISON. In wages. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In the scale of living, he says. He 
said nothing about wages. He did not pretend that there had 
been any increase in wages. He did not utter a solitary word on 
that point. He meg § said that the dollars were worth that much 
more in the living o eye so He said it was worth 51.7 cents 
more. AsIsaid awhile ago, any dollar which is worth more at 
the date of payment than it was at the date of contract is not an 
honest dollar. If the present dollar was worth in 1891 $1.51,4, 
we ought in common honesty to have a cheaper dollar. 

Mr. ALLISON, The Senator’s statement discloses that wages 
are worth 51.7 cents more than they were then as applied to the 
purchase of commodities. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is very much likea great many 
other statements made on the other side. My statement discloses 
no such thing. 

Mr. ALLISON. You speak of labor? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. My statement discloses the fact that, 
without claiming that there was any increase in wages whatever, 
without suggesting any increase in wages, without one line about 
increase in wages, Mr. Gage said that the same labor brought in 
the scale of living 50 per cent more in 1891 than in 1872. 

Mr. ALLISO It was indirectly an increase of wages, of 
course. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Notatall. He did not refer to that. 
He was simply stating that the dollar had increased in value as 
= and distinct as youcan put itdown. That is what we mean 

y a cheaper dollar. You ask us what we mean by a cheaper 
dollar, and there is the answer. 

There are some things that I would have been glad to present 
in connection with this matter which I can not now present. But 








1898. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1135 





there is one ting to which I desire to call the attention of the Sen- 


ator from Iowa: In the report of the Royal Agricultural Commis- 
sion in England some remarkable language occurs, I believe, in the 
t of the report signed by Mr. Giffen; at any rate, it is signed 
y 10 out of the 14 members. It is as follows: 

rease of money raises prices, and a diminution 
wee Rees aan aware that enyene Sigwotes’ fnet proposition— 
then it seems to us that prices must, to some extent, have been affected by 
the changes which resulted in the closing of the mints to silver, and that a 

prima facie case has been established in support of that contention. 

Mr. President, I will not detain the Senate by reading the report 
of this agricultural commission, but I will insert itin the REcorD 
asa part of my remarks [see Appendix} to show what is not de- 
nied, that Mr. Giffen, in the first place, who is one of the ablest 
statisticians in the world, who is a strong monometallist, admits 
now, has admitted in the last few weeks, and has continually ad- 
mitted for more than ten years, that decrease in prices is the saine 
thing as an increase in the value of gold. e recognizes the 
fact that gold has been steadily going up, and whenever that is 
admitted by any advocate of the gold standard he practically 
admits that the creditor is getting more than is fair. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. Giffen is relied upon more by the gold- 
standard men than any other man in the world. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. ident, I should like to ask my friend 
whether Giffen attributes the lowering of prices entirely to the 
appreciation of gold? 

A . JONES of Arkansas. He claims, of course, as everybody 
will admit, that the prices of things are affected by other condi- 
tions as well as the value of gold. He does not deny, but, on the 
contrary, admits everywhere, that gold has risen in value since 
1873 and that that must of necessity produce lower prices. 

Mr. GRAY. I think, unless I am mistaken—and I am subject 
to correction by my friend from Arkansas—that Giffen fixes his 
estimate of the appreciation of gold, as distinct from the deprecia- 
tion of the prices of commodities, at about 9 per cent. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. He might have made some such state- 
ment as that in 1882 or 1883. I do not know as to that. 

Mr. President, the newspapers which are unfriendly to us are 
continually asserting that the silver craze is dead, that the cause 
of bimetallism is being abandoned. We may as well understand 
each other fairly on these questions. 

I believe the time was never in the history of this country when 
the convictions of the great body of the American people were so 
firmly fixed as they are now that we must have the free and unlim- 
ited coinage of silver so as to increase the volume of the circulat- 
ing money and to bring the value of the dollar to what it was 
justly and equitably worth in 1873. 

We believe that the free and unlimited coinage of silver will 
bring the value of gold down and increase the value of silver bul- 
lion to what the value of silver ought tobe. Advocating that, we 
will do whatever we can to bring it about. 

The great party to which I belong declared in 1896 that this was 
the leading issue in American politics. This statement was ac- 
cepted by other political parties in sympathy with us as being 
true, and it is more firmly believed to-day than it wasthen. Thou- 
sands of men who had hoped that something might be accom- 
plished by international agreement have abandoned that hope 
now. Ihave in my hand a clipping from the Washington Post, | 
being a telegram from London, giving an extract from a speech 
delivered by Lord George Hamilton, secretary of state for India, 
in which he said: 

A stable exchange, attracting that capital, could be secured either by in- 
ternational bimetallic arrangement or by India establishing a gold standard. 


The result of the Wolcott mission showed that the former is impracticable; 


but the difficulties in the way of the gold standard are not so insuperable as 


some believe. 


We thus see that the British Government declares that their 
refusal to treat with the Wolcott commission, that their refusal 
to act with the United States and France, finally settled the ques- 
tion of international bimetallism; and the Republican party says 
that if England does not join us we can not accomplish interna- 
tional bimetallism. They say that England has settled that ques- 
tion. Then the question for us to determine is, whether we pro- 
pose to surrender our own independence and manhood and follow 
the dictates of England and do what England says, or, striking 
out in the spirit of 1776, dare to take our own course for ourselves 
and be independent Americans. 

Mr. Edmunds, in his report to the monetary commission, makes 
a statement that certain good-meaning men did doubtless believe 
— at one time an international agreement was possible, as fol- | 

Ows: | 


Many of our fellow-citizens have hoped in all sincerity that the problem 
of the standard would be solved by international bimetallism. An earnest | 
effort has been made to realize that hope, but it must now be abandoned. 


, Every suggestion made by any of these people is that interna- 
tional bimetallism must be abandoned. Now, the question is, 
what shall we do, when thousands upon thousands of honest Re- 
publicans who believe in bimetallism, who believe in honest money, 


who believe we ought not be required to pay our debts in a 200- 
cent dollar, that we ought not to require the farmers to sell their 
produce for a 200-cent dollar, to sell it for half price—when myri- 
ads of voters understand the fact that the inducement which was 
held out to them by the St. Louis convention is admitted to be 
hopeless, they will be found taking their position on the side of 
bimetallism with the great army of Democrats and Populists and 
silver Republicans and will march under the banner under which 
we fought the battle of 1896. 

There will be no breaking of ranks. Those who make these 
statements would have us believe that we are retreating from 
this issue; that it is the intention to change the Chicago platform. 
All that sort of rot, which is gotten up by the Republican press 
for the purpose of demoralizing and disheartening our people, will 
fall upon deaf ears. 


Mr. President, if every leading man in the United States 
who has been connected with this movement were to turn his 
back upon it, I tell you the people would not stop; and I know 
something of their feeling. I believe I understand that feeling. 
It was not the leadership of the party at Chicago which declared 
this to be the leading question, but it was so declared because the 
people behind that convention drove the delegates to a recognition 
of the fact which existed in the minds and hearts of the American 
people, and it was that which forced that declaration in that plat- 

orm; and the people are more determined now than before. They 
will remain true to their declaration. And so the men who are 
laying the flattering unction to their souls that we will abandon 
the fight may as well make = their minds now that they are going 
to wake up and find themselves mistaken, as they did when they 
predicted that we had gone to pieces in 1896. 

Mr. President, just in this line, and for the purpose of showing 
to the people who care to know the truth and what the real senti- 
ment is, I have clipped from the Cincinnati Enquirer an editorial 
which I desire to read. We all know that this paper is one of the 
foremost papers of the land, one of the great journals which has 
acquired an immense influence under a direct and able leadership, 
which means much in this country. When that great paper rec- 
ognizes the importance of united action, as it does in the editorial 
which Iam about to read, it can not be ignored, and while I do not 
want to trespass on the time of the Senate at any length, I must 
bes pardon for taking sufficient time to read that article. It is as 

ollows: 


THE IMPORTANCE OF UNITED ACTION. 


We beg Democrats and their silver allies of other parties to realize the 
overwhelming importance of continued unity. In union there is strength. 
Nothing but the false pretenses of the Republican party that it favored bi- 
metallism gave them the election in 1*#. President McKinley, Secretary 
Gage, and ex-Senator Edmunds have now hung millstones around the neck 
of the Republican party in the shape of the gold-standard measures pending 
in Congress. That party has forever parted company with every earnest 
bimetallist, including those who had coped for international bimetallism. 
Victory is, therefore, absolutely sure this year, and again in 1900, if we do not 
allow our enemies to divide us. They must not be allowed to sow tares 
among the wheat. The one overwhelming question before the American 
—_ is the restoration of gold and silver on equal terms to their constitu- 

ional place as money metals. 

This great movement is for the common good. Without it therolie before 
us years of disaster, retrogression, and general distress. The utmost good 
feeling is necessary between all the elements which acted together in 1896. 
Earnest advocates of free coinage will recognize the importance of cultivat- 
ing good will and of overlooking personal advantages in the coming cam- 
paign. The contest for the possession of both the United States Senate and 
the next House of Representatives is near at hand. It is not in thenature of 
things that every friend of free coinage to be elected will come from the 
Democratic party, nor isit at all necessary that former party divisions should 
be thought of among the friends of our cause. 

A good rule to be adopted would be that where there isa true-blue sup- 
porter of the free coinage of silver already occupying a seat in the House or 
Senate as the fruit of a generous and hearty fusion between Democrats and 
their Populist or Silver Republican allies, it would be unwise to ‘‘swap horses 
while crossing the stream” in the coming campaign. It ought not to be dif- 
ficult for Populists and Silver Republicans to join hands in the reelection of 
a true and tried Senator or Representative of Democratic antecedents, and 
it ought not to be difficult for Democrats to continue in place a stalwart and 
unwavering friend of free coinage who has hitherto been eithera Populist or 
a Silver Republican. In other words, success will be made the more certain 
the less inclination there is to make seats in Congress merely the prize to be 
contended for in a sharp struggle in our ranks for the ascendancy of an indi- 
vidual in a given locality. 

It should rejoice every Democrat that his party has planted itself on such 
broad lines and has so completely restored the old Democratic landmarks on 
the money question that its ranks are being recruited every day by acces- 
sions from the Republican party of men who refuse to be included in the 
sale of that party to the eal trast, which took place in St. Louis in 1896, 

In union there is strength; divided we fall. We earnestly exhort all 
those who seek the establishment of bimetallism to waste no strength in 
personal struggles within the lines. Democrats and their allies should only 
engage in a generous strife to see who shall carry forward farthest the 
bimetallic standard. Sustain the man who seems to be most likely to lead 
the allied forces to victory in any given State and district, scorning either 
to ask or remember who were his political associates in former contests with 


} which the present is in no wise concerned. 


This is an expression coming from a great metropolitan daily 
newspaper published ina great city ofthe East. I shall not occupy 
the attention of the Senate in reading it, but will insert in my re- 
marks an editorial from the Pocatello (Idaho) Tribune and an 
interview with Hon. Fred T. Dubois, which comes from the Rocky 
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Mountains, showing also that all those who are opposed to the 
imposition of the absolute slavery of gold monometallism will 
stand shoulder to shoulder and carry on the fight and win a vic- 
tory for the cause of human liberty. 

The interview referred to is as follows: 


FOR SILVER UNION—THIS I8 THE MISSION OF THE SILVER REPUBLICAN 
PARTY—OUTLOOK IN IDAHO—A SIGNIFICANT INTERVIEW WITH FRED T. 
DUBOIS—LET THE DEAD PAST BURY THE DEAD—IT WILL AVAIL NOTH- 
ING TO FIGHT THE OLD BATTLES OVER AGAIN—SILVER MEN MUST QUIT 
FIGHTING EACH OTHER FOR THE OFFICES AND WORK TOGETHER If THEY 
WOULD SEE SILVER RESTORATION AN ACCOMPLISHED FACT—NO ROOM 
FOR A REPUBLICAN PARTY IN IDAHO, 


The newspapers of the State have for a couple of months past been in- 
- dulging in considerable speculation in regard to the political situation. Ad- 
ministration Republican papers particularly have been worrying themselves 
about what course the Silver Republicans will adopt, and, recognizing ex- 
Senator Dubois as the leader of the Silver Republicans of Idaho, they have 
been considerably wrought up over their own ideas as to what he is going 
to do. 

People who have taken the trouble to understand the principles which have 
actuated Silver Republicans and the paramount object underlying their cr- 
ganization have, of course, never been in any doubt as to the policy of the 
party or as to the course that Mr. Dubois, as its leader, will adopt with ref- 
erence to the approaching State campaign. But in order to set at rest the 
uneasiness of the Administration organs, the Tribune sent to Blackfoot and 
interviewed Mr. Dubois upon the political outlook. He said: 

“The plain announcement of Secretary Gage that the Administration 
intends to make permanent the gold standard, retire the greenbacks, and 
turn the control of the nation’s currency over to the national banks com- 
pletely vindicates the judgment and patriotism of the Silver Republicans in 
<a forever the Republican party after the adoption of the St. Louis 

tform. 

a The rank and file of Republicans in Idaho, who clung to the old party in 
the hope that it would ‘do something’ for silver, now that the national party 
has thrown off all disguise and stands squarely and unequivocally for gold 
monometallism, will follow no farther. 

“They will ally themselves with their former political associates and join 
the Silver Republican ranks. The quasi-leaders of the Idaho Republicans 
will remain with the party until the offices are all distributed, as nearly 
every one of them is a candidate for Federalappointment. Noone knows or 
cares what they will do then. 

“It is quite evident that there will not be cnouat Republicans left in 
southeastern Idaho to run county tickets this fall, and the statement is fre- 
quently made that they will not put upa State ticket. This is as it should 
be. There is no room for a Republican party in Idaho. 

‘It is to be hoped that the Silver Republicans will demonstrate the same 
loftiness of purpose and devotion to principle in the future as they have in 
the past. I believe the Silver Republican is the strongest party in Idaho. 
They should use their strength for the purpose of advancing the full restora- 
tion of silver, and not for the advancement of individuals. 

“Appearances indicate that thesilver forces will combine in these Western 
States and stop fighting each other for the offices. No doubt a union of the 
silver advocates could easily be arranged in Idaho, and the mission of the 
Silver Republicans plainly is to further such a combination not only here but 


everywhere. 
to fight the old battles over again. ‘Let the dead 


“Tt will avail nothin; 
past bury its dead... What we desire is the accomplished fact of silver res- 


toration, and the only way to bring that to pass is for the silver forces of the 
country to unite. The Silver Republicans can aid greatly, and ldahois a good 
place to set the example.” 


‘Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The sentiments expressed by this 
great newspaper in the East and this newspaper and distinguished 
citizen of the great West will awaken responsive feelings all over 
the country. I heartily indorse them. 

It has been said that the President, who has been a bimetallist 
and who voted for the free coinage of silver again and again, 
would maintain his ition, but this morning’s paper puts that 
question at rest. In his speech delivered last night in New York 
he used these words: 


Whatever may be the language of the contract, the United States will dis- 
a all of its obligations in the currency recognized as the best through- 
the 


out civilized world at the times of payment. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] hasintroduced an 
amendment which he proposes to the pending resolution which is 
to the same purpose. He insists that the ae and interest of 
the bonds shall be paid in the money which is the highest money of 
the world. He has no regard for what the money was at the time 
the contract was made or whether that money has grown worth 
twice what it was when the contract wasmade. The Senator from 
Massachusetts declares that the bonds shall be paid in the highest 
money; that no matter if it represents three times as much 
labor of the American citizen, the bondholder must have it all. 
The President in his speech last night went to the extent of call- 
ing this extortion—which I would characterize as infernal—a 
sacred obligation. 

We, too, think it is a sacred obligation to pay what we owe, but 
the claim now made is that the American people shall by our action 
be compelled to pay more than they owe. To payin a dollar 
worth more at the time of the payment than it was at the time 
when the contract was made is dishonest, and is an outrage to 
which the American people will not submit. 


APPENDIX. 
[From the Bimetallist, London, August 16, 1897, pages 143-151.] 
THE ROYAL AGRICULTURAL COMMISSION. 


We feel we need make no apology to our readers for devoting a large part 
of our space this month to a reprint of part of the Final ws of the Royal 
Commission upon Agriculture which has just been issued. Agriculture is 
still our largest industry, and its prosperity or depression must naturally 
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make a very great difference to many of our other leading industries. The 
commission which has pa reported was appointed on tember 16, 1898, 
and originally consi of the Right Hon. G. J. Shaw-Lefevre (chairman), 
Viscount Covham, Lord Vernon, the Right Hon. Henry Chaplin, M. P., the 
Right Hon. Walter H. Long, M. P., Sir R. N. F. Kingscote, K. C. B.. Sir Rob- 
ert Giffen, K C.B., Mr.C. L Elton, Q. C., Capt. Owen omas, Mr. F. A. 
Channing, M.P., Mr. R. Lacey Everett, Mr. John Clay: Mr.C. N. Dalton, Mr. 
John Gilmour, Mr. George bert, M. P., Mr. W. C. Little, and Mr. C. 
Whitehead. Subsequently Lord Vernon i , and Lord Rendal was 
appointed to fill the vacancy, and more recently Mr. Shaw-Lefevre retired 
from the commission and Viscount Cobham was appointed man. 

In the four years which have since elapsed the commission has examined 
191 witnesses, whose evidence fills four volumes. In addition to this, it ap- 
pointed as assistant commissioners Mr. R. Henry Rew, the able secre of 
the central and associated chambers of agriculture, Mr. A. Wilson Fox, Mr. 
R. Hunter Pringle, and other competent gentlemen, who visited many of the 
agricultural districts throughout England and Scotland, where they made 
inquiries and took evidence on the spot, su uently sending in reports 
which have already been published separately. ports were ph obtained 
through our ambassadors, consuls, etc., as to the condition of agriculture in 
various foreign countries and in our colonies. 

The report now issued consists of what may be termed the main report, 
signed by fourteen members; a supplementary report, signed by ten mem- 
bers; various reservations, by members individually or in groupe: memo- 
ae Sir Robert Giffen, Mr. Lacey Everett, Mr. Gilmour, and Mr. Clay, 
while Mr. Lambert and Mr. Channing make each a separate report. 

As to the main report, the commissioners are unanimous as tothe great de- 
pression in agriculture, and they are equally unanimous as to its chief causo; 
indeed, in the first paragraph (No. 149) of the chapter on the “‘ Causes of de- 
pression” they —_ “One conclusion which can not fail to be drawn from a 
perusal of the evidence before us is that among all ciasses of agriculturists 
there is a consensus of opinion that the chief cause of the existing depression 
is the progressive and serious decline in the prices of farm produce.” 

As to remedies, however, the main report offers but little consolation to 
landlord, tenant, or laborer. Various recommendations, it is true, are mad 
but the commissioners themselves seem impressed with the fact that if all o 
these were adopted to-morrow agriculture would remain =. and if 
the report ended there the only conclusion to be drawn wo' be that a 
culture is a lost jadeeez so far as this country is concerned. Nor do the 
memorandum of Sir R. Giffen or the separate reports of Mr. Channing and 
Mr. Lambert offer any more consolation. It is true that one of these reports 
seems to su: that if all farmers went in for dairy produce, and also for 
raising poultry and eggs, then they might all become prosperous; but 
though there is doubtless room for development in these branches, the wider 
—_— has only to be named to be dismissed. 

ortunately for the credit of the commission, and for the future outlook, 
the supplementary ——- signed by Mr. Chaplin (president of the local gov- 
ernment board), Mr. g¢ (president of the board of ulture), Sir 1 
Kingscote, Mr. Dalton, Mr. Elton, Capt. Owen Thomas, Mr. Everett, Mr. Gil- 
mour, Mr. Little, and Mr. Whitehead, grapples resolutely with the problem, 
goes to the root of the matter, and offers a practical re y which, if adopted, 
would open up a hopeful future to d's greatest industry. D 
the accepted Canis that the fall in ee is the real cause of the de 
this report shows that this is mainly due to the appreciation of gold, or, as 
the report puts it, ‘to a change which has occurred, not so much in um- 
stances affecting products or commodities, as in the value of money itself, 
since the abandonment in 1873 and 1874 of the bimetallic system, which for- 
ae os in certain countries on the Continent and in the United States 
of America. 
_ Having found (1) that the cause of the depression is chiefly due to the fall 
in prices, (2) that the fall in cee is due to the appreciation of gold, and (3) 
that the appreciation of d is due to the demonetization silver, Mr. 
Chaplin (who is admittedly the greatest authority in this country on agri- 
culture) and the other nine commissioners who sign the su men re- 
port proceed as practical men to recommend the remonetization of silver 
and u the Government to cooperate with foreign powers in an inter- 
natio agreement to this end. 

It will be seen from the report that really only one of the commissioners— 
Sir Robert Giffen—dissents from this tion. We shallona future 
occasion deal with Sir Robert’s memorandum, but meantime we may t 
out that in it he affirms in the strongest terms that gold has ap ted, 
and ridicules Lord Farrer and other gold monometallists who Ty the fact. 
He will not admit, however, that . mints for both metals at a fixed ratio 
would maintain the par, though they did it before and the Royal Commis- 
sion on Gold and Silver u ously said they would do it . 

Sir Robert also says that if prices of commodities rose under bimetallism, 
everything else w rise exactly in exact cori mdence, ** w rent. 
and every other payment,” and the farmer would be no better off t at 
present! Is it ble—to take only two i t Sir Robert Giffen has 
never heard of fixed c , or the difference between wholesale and retail 
prices? It is hard to understand how these o could flow from the 
same pen which only a few lines previously so ee a the igno- 
rance of Lord Farrer and other monometallists about the appreciation of 
es We have no space left to comment on the very able memorandum of 

r. Lacey Everett, but we shall also deal with that in a future article. 

The Central and Associated Chambers of culture (En and Wales), 
and the Scottish Chamber of ture, also Irish ture, throu, 
the pen and voice of Archbishop Walsh, who may fairl be acce 
spokesman for the farmers of Ireland, have slreak 


ronounced 
allism, and now a most ote and authoritative tribunal has overwhelm- 
ingly declared that bimeta! 


is a remedy,and penitent See only effective 
remedy, for agricultural de We trust that all who are interested— 
landlords, farmers, and laborers—will join in tional settle- 


an interna 
ment of the monetar¥ question, and so the sunshine of prosperity 
to their industry. 


FINAL REPORT OF THE ROYAL AGRICULTURAL COMMISSION. 


The icilowing exes are taken from the main report, signed Sy .veeceent 
Cobham, Lord del, the Right Hon. ee M. P.; the Right Hon. 
Walter H. Long, M. P.; Sir igel Kingscote, Sir Robert Giff r. ©. N. 
Dalton, Mr. Charles L. Elton, Capt. Owen Thomas, Mr. John Clay, Mr. R. 
\pner Srerett, Mr. John Gilmour, Mr. William C. Little, and Mr. Charles 

tehead: 


on 
on, 


or 


PART II.—CAUSES OF DEPRESSION. 


149. One conclusion which can not fail to be drawn from a perusal of the 
evidence before us is that among all classes of agriculturists re is a con- 
sensus of opinion that the chief cause of the existing depression is the pro- 
— and serious decline in the prices of farm produce. So unanim 

been the testimony from nearly all parts of the country on this point 
that we consider it unnecessary to quote from the general statements of in- 
dividual witnesses on the subject; but we propose to deal in some detail with 
he statistics of prices which have been put before usin the course of our 
quiry. 
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ummarizing briefly the facts demonstrated in the fore- 
we have arrived at the following general conclusions: 


gol changes in the prices of grain during the past twenty years 

signee t tai of a Soe cont in the three sta contain, and of over WO 
case of Ww 2 

Per cer hat nie price of beef there has been in the same period a fall rang- 

ing from 24 to 40 per cent, according to quali 


179. Conclusions.—S 


ty. 

(c) That the prices realized for mutton since 1882-1884 have exhibited a pro- 
ve decline of from 20 to 30 per cent. 

'(d) That there pas Daas a : ae price of wool amounting to upward 

§ r cent duri past twenty years. 
of ) Periat dairy preduce has participated in this depreciation, and that, tak- 
ing the changes in the prices of milk, butter, and cheese asa whole, there has 
been a fall approaching 30 per cent. 

(f) That the fall in thestaple products already referred to has been accom- 
panied by a decline of at least 20 to 30 per cent in the price of potatoes. 

(g) That although there have been fluctuations in t pas of hops, they 
have exhibited in recent years a general tendency to fall to an unprofitable 

vel, 
= 190. One of the gravest features of the depreciation which has been so 
manifest in the course of prices of agricultural products during the period 
under review has been its persistency. 2 : 

181. We have now reviewed the whole of the evidence before us in relation 
to the changes in prices. 4 : 

It has been our object to eliminate as far as ible all exceptional cir- 
cumstances which may have affected the evidence in one direction or 
another, in order to obtain as accurate a view as possible of the situation. 

To this end we have avoided, so far as we have been able, instituting com- 
parisons between the prices now prevailing and those of 1871-1874, which are 
sometimes rded as having been exceptionally high. 

We have contrasted the ave prices of several years in preference 
to the prices of single years, with a view to diminish the effects of any ine- 
qualities of season or otherwise which may have influenced the prices of a 
particular year. : s 

182. We haye no hesitation in expressing our entire concurrence in the 
opinion that the present crisis in agriculture is due primarily to the fall in 
prices. 


PART V.—SUPPLEMENTARY REPORT. 


The following extracts are from asu cumnaehaey eopory offering practical 
remedies, signed by the Right Hon. Henry Chaplin, M. P.; the ht Hon. 
Walter H. Long, M. P.; Sir wee Kingscote, Mr. Charles L Elton, Capt. Owen 
Thomas, Mr. C. N. Dalton, Mr. R. Lacey Everett, Mr. John Gilmour, Mr. 
William C. Little, and Mr. Charles Whitehead: 

1. We have made a number of recommendations (in the main report) deal- 
ing with various aspects of the question, but none of them pretend to be 
remedies or anything more than palliatives for the distress which has over 
taken agriculture, nor do they relate in any way to the main cause of depres- 
sion, viz, the fall in prices. 

2. Under these circumstances it seems to some of your commissioners that 
our inquiry would in many quarters be held, and not without some reason, to 
be barren and practically useless, if no attempt was made to ascertain 
whether and how far this primary cause of depression (i. e., the fallin ae 
can be mitigated or removed; and we therefore propose in the following 
paragraphs to examine this aspect of the question. * * * 

6. We can not doubt that to some extent, and possibly to a considerable 
extent, the prices of agricultural produce have been affected by this process, 
but it must also be remembered t during the same period the population 
of the world has immensely increased, and an enormous increase of produc- 
tion has necessarily been required for them; and although some witnesses 
have urged that the fall in prices is largely due to overproduction, we have 
had no evidence, and we greatly question if such evidence could be adduced 
to show that, compared with the increase of population, the food products of 
the world to-day are materially greater than they were before the fall in 
prices commenced. 

7. In the case of wheat, indeed, the commodity which perhaps has fallen 
more in on than any other, the information which we have appears to 
point in the opposite direction. 

Such statistics as are available tend to the conclusion that while the aver- 
age price of wheat in 1895 was the lowest upon record for many generations, 
the wheat crop of the world was less in 1895 than in either of the two preced- 
ing years, 

he same view is confirmed ee opinions of our colleague, Sir Robert 
Giffen, and by the evidence of jor Craigie [assistant secretary to the 
board of culture}. 

In an able and interesting memorandum by our colleague [Sir Robert Gif- 
fen} on the real agricultural development of the last twenty years, which will 
be found in the Appendix, and to which we have referred in paragraph 300, 
he writes as follows: 

“Speaking broadly, the figures clearly suggest that the decline in wheat 
during the last twenty years is not due to any —y growth of production in 
excess of the wth of the consuming population. The facts are rather the 
other way. The es of the acreage under wheat has lagged behind the 
growth o ulation.” 

or in his evidence also stated his impression, from such figures 
as were available, that there had been no increase in the wheat area to cor- 
respond to the increase of the wheat-consuming population of the world. 


24. From India, however, no complaints [of depressed agriculture] are 
heard. On the contrary, in reply to the inquiries we have addressed to the 
Government of India, we receive the following information: 

_ “In India, as a whole, apart from the present famine, the condition of ag- 
riculture du the last ten years has been flourishing. The breadth of 
land under cultivation has extended; the number of stock is larger; the 
rental and revenue from land have grown; the exports from agricultural 
produce have advanced.” 

In answer to the question, Why is India exempt from the cultural de- 
pression which has been so general in other countries, and what is the rea- 
son which accounts for it? we are told that “the prices of agricultural prod- 
uce haye not fallen.” It is also stated that the great extension of railways 
partly accounts for the prosperity during the last ten or fifteen years. 

The explanation which is offered for the steadiness of agricultural prices 

a {ndio, as compared with the heavy fall which has occurred in England, is 
OWS: 

“The maintenance of a silver currency in India may have been an impor- 
tant factor in steadying g prices, and so contributing to agricultural prosper- 
ity in India. If there had been a gold standard of money in India, prices of 
produce might have fallen in sympathy with gold prices in England.” 

It is also pointed out that while India, if freighte cere low, would be likely 

to send wheat to En eo ruled generally in London as high as 28 

a quarter, Indian wheat could hardly have come to Europe at the 
prices of to 189 but for the low freights and the exchange value of the 
rupee being so far below the old par of 10 rupees to the £1. 
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The foregoing statements as to the Sourihing condition of Indian agri- 
culture are supported by statisticsand by tables showing the course uf prices 
in India during the last thirty years, which are published in the appendix. 

In these statistics are given the results of recent valuations of the rental 
of Lower Ben for the purpose of local rating (Road Cess Act). They show 
an increase of rental between 1873 and 1895 of 19 per cent in the twenty-two 
years. 

25. Again, from Argentina the information which we have received is of a 
similar character. It will be found in the report prepared by Mr. Arthur 
Peel, second secretary to the legation at Buenos Ayres, on The Agricultural 
and Pastoral Industries of Argentina, dated May 14, 1895, in the report of 
Consul Bridget from Buenos Ayres dated November 24, 1896, and in the evi- 
dence of Mr. Seth Taylor, Mr. Harris, and Mr. De R. Brett, as well as in that 
of other witnesses. 

From Mr. Peel's report it appears that Argentina alone among the coun- 
tries referred tois free from agricultural depression as understood in the 
United Kingdom. Her capacity for the production of cereals and the area of 
land suited to this branch of industr sone to be practically unlimited, and, 
for the reasons adduced by Mr. Peel, she does not suffer in the same degree 
as other countries from the fallin prices. It is stated in his report that the 
farmer in the Argentine Republic can grow wheat at a profit and sell in 
London at 20 shillings a quarter, and that he is enabled to do this by the high 
premium on gold; infact, the anes the premium on gold the lower the price 
that he can afford to take—an advantage which makes him more or Jess in- 
dependent of the market and enables him to undersell his rivals in all parts 
of the world. 

33. It is abundantly clear, whatever may have been the case at home, that, 
with the exception of South Americaand India, the chief producing countries 
of the world have been suffering, like ourselves, from agricultural depression. 

34. It appears tobe more or less general in Europe, and in the Australasian 
colonies, and to be specially severe in parts of the United States of America, 
where the condition of the farmer is stated to be as bad or even worse than 
it is in the United aaa. and from each and all of them comes the same 
complaint, viz, of a fall in prices, which has been for the most part contin- 
uous and p ssive over a long period of years. 

36. For this complaint, so widespread, so unanimous, and so prolonged, it 
seems to us, proceeding as it does from protected countries and countries 
which adopt free trade alike, that, apart from foreign competition, there must 
be some other and some general cause which is common tothem all; and such 
a cause, it is suggested by many of the witnesses, may be found in the great 
monetary changes which were made in certain countries in Europe and in 
the United States of America in 1873 and 1874. 

36. Prior to that period, although free trade had been established for 
nearly thirty years, and foreign imports had been constantly increasing, 
English agriculture had enjoyed for many years a period of unequaled pros- 
perity, culminating, it may be said, in 1874; and it certainly is a singular coin- 
cidence that, from the moment when these changes began to take effect, agri- 
culture in this country, with no other special change in her conditions, 
should become the subject of severe and of prolonged depression. 

It iseven more remarkable, perhaps, that among al! the different coun- 
tries whose condition we have examined the only two who have not suffered 
from depression due to a fall in prices, and of whom it can be said that their 
agricultural condition is flourishing, are countries either with a silver or a 
an currency, like India and the Argentine Republic. 

. The nature of those monetary changes, and the mode in which they are 
alleged to have affected agriculture, have been placed before us by several 
witnesses whom we have examined, and the evidence we have received 
shows that public interest has been aroused, and is spreading in agricultural 
circles, on this subject. 

38. We were much impressed by the clearness and ability with which our 
colleague, Mr. Everett, Professor Foxwell, and others explained to us their 
views upon “the monetary ——, and it will be convenient, we think, to 
summarize the evidence on this point as briefly as we can. 

89. The contention of the witnesses has been generally as follows: 

Prior to 1873 the mints of the United States of America. of France. and the 
countries belonging to the Latin Union in Europe, viz, Switzerland, Italy, 
Belgium, and Greece, were open to the unlimited coinage of silver as well as 


gold. Thatis tosay, if either silver or gold was brought by anyone to any 
of these mints, and the metal answered the ——— test, they were bound 
by law to return it to the bearer coined into full legal-tender money, at the 


fixed rate or price per ounce. 
Gold, roughly speaking, was to be coined at the rate or price of £3 I7s. 9d. 
per ounce; silver at the rate of 5 shillings per ounce, making the ratio botween 
he metals 154 to 1; and all this mass of metal when coined, silver as well as 
old, became at once, by law, available for the discharge of debt to an unlim- 
ited amount; and it was in this way that the volume of legal-tender money in 
the world was steadily increased year after year by silver as well as by gold. 

40. These were the main provisions of the bimetallic law, which the wit- 
nesses allege had the following result: 

(a) It gave to silver, as far as the law was concerned, a position of equality 
with gold; and the law created an unlimited demand for silver, precisely as 
it now creates an unlimited demand for gold. 

(b) All the silver in the world possessed a value, thus conferred upon it 
by ms law, as “potential money,” equally with gold wherever it conld be 

ound. 

(c) Except within very narrow limits, the relative value of the metals 
never varied, but remained practically steady for a vast number of years 
prior to 1873, no one possessing silver being willing to part with it for a lower 

rice than could be obtained from any of the mints, which were bound by 
aw to take it. 

(d) Although the law itself was limited to the countries referred to, the 
operation of the law was universal, and all the business and the commerce of 
this country, and the world, was conducted under its influence and full effect. 

41. That was the position as regards the metals prior to 1873. But in that 
T— and in 1874 the ition was entirely ——_ by the passing of measures 

ostile to silver in the United States and in the European countries, which 
effected, as the witnesses affirm, probably the most remarkable monetary rev- 
olution that the world has seen. 

The chango began by the attempt of Germany, who up till then had had a 
silver standard, to convert it into a gold one. 

42. ae upon the action of Germany, the mints of the other countries 
we have named were closed to the free coinage of silver in 1873 and i874. Sil- 
ver was thus de from the position which up till then it had occupied in 
conjunction with gold. It was deprived of the right of free coinage, which 
was first limited and then discontinued altogether, and the bimetallic system 
ceased to exist. ; ; \ 

43. Two results of the first importance to agriculture, it is pointed out, 
have followed upon this monetary revolution: 

(a) The appreciation of gold. 

(b) A wide divergence in the old relative value of the metals. 

The first result has been explained as follows: 

Gold and silver combined, both of them being used as standard money up 
till 1873, were “the measure of value” until that date. 
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Since 1873 that function has devolved on gold alone. 

“The measure of value” being thus contracted, the prices of all things 
measured by it have contracted also, and prices therefore, generally (meas- 
ured in gold), are upon a lower level than they were. In other words, the 
ena power of gold has increased, which means the appreciation of 
that metal. 

44. The second result has followed naturally upon the first, because gold 
having appreciated while silver has remained practically constant, the neces- 
sary consequence has been a divergence between the old relative value of 
the metals. 

It is alleged that silver has remained constant, because in countries with a 
silver standard, like India, before the closing of her mints, there has been 
little or no change in the prices of commodities, i. e., the purchasing power 
of silver had practically remained the same. 

45. This divergence in the old relative value of metals has steadily widened 
since then, until the ratio between gold and silver to-day is something like 
30 to1, instead of 154 to 1, which it used to be before. d 

It is this divergence, the witnesses maintain, which explains the fact that 
the producer in silver-using countries is able to send wheat to England at a 
profit, at 20 shillings a quarter, or even less. , s 

46. The mode in which it operates was explained to us by the following 
illustration: ; ; : 

Supposing that a sovereign will exchange for 20 rupees, where formerly it 
exchanged for 10, because the rupee has fallen from 2 shillings to 1 shilling. 

It follows that, although the gold price of wheat may have fallen very 
largely, quite possibly from 40 shillings a quarter to £1, the Indian grower 
selling at that price will still be getting 20 rupees a quarter for his wheat. 

If silver prices have remained the same in India, his 20 rupees will pur- 
chase for him as much and are worth to him as much as they were before, 
and he is thus enabled to take a gold price for his wheat, which means disas- 
ter to the English farmer, but which makes no change in his position. 

47. The same argument, it is urged, holds good with regard to wheat from 
Argentina, with this difference, that the currency in Argentina is paper in- 
stead of silver, neither of which have been subject to appreciation like gold; 
and it is emphatically affirmed by the witnesses that it is in reality, by this 
“currency cause,” that the market price of wheat is being artificial y de- 
pressed in countries with a gold standard like England. 5 

48. 1t was also pointed out, with reference generally to countries such as 
Argentina with a paper currency, that the reestablishment of silver would 
tend in any case to reduce the premium on gold; and that the substitution of 
silver for paper as the basis of their currency was one of the advantages 
which might be expected from the restoration of a practically stable ratio 
between gold and silver. : 

49. The general effect of the evidence on this point may be summarized, 
we think, as follows: 

Agriculture has suffered, and is suffering severely, from both of two 
results which have followed on the monetary changes which have been 
referred to. at 

First. From the general fall in prices which is expressed in the term “ap- 
preciation of gold;”’ and : ; 

Second. From the divergence inthe value of the metals, which gives an 
artificial advantage to producers in silver-using countries. 

* ” * % ~ * * 

55. So far we have dealt with the evidence which points to monetary 
changes as a prominent cause of agricultural depression; but we have also 
examined witnesses who differ from that view, the chief of whom have been 
Lord Farrer and our colleague, Sir Robert Giffen. 

56. Lord Farrer was vehement in his repudiation of the views which had 
been urged by the bimetallic witnesses, and the evidence he gave in reply to 
their contentions may be summarized as follows: 

He began by disputing the allegation that gold had appreciated, objecting 
to the term, and affirming that “it was nonsense to talk of a general appre- 
ciation of gold,” when many things (including labor) which are measured in 

old have risen and not fallen, and he cited,in support of his views, Prof. 

rwin Nasse, Professor Falkner,and Mr. Carrol Wright, official statisticians 
in the United States of America, and the report of the committee of the Sen- 
ate of the United States on wholesale prices, dated March 3, 1893. 

57. This argument, however, in our judgment is refuted by the evidence 
both of Sir Robert Giffen and Professor Foxwell. 

58. Lord Farrer denied that agriculture was suffering from causes con- 
nected with the gold standard. He differed from the view that the English 
producer is injuriously affected by the divergence in the relative value of 
the metals, and he further maintained that prices generally had not been af- 
fected by either of these two causes. 

He asserted that bimetallism was impracticable, and that the ratio be- 
tween the metals could not be maintained. 

59. Lord Farrer was also responsible for the following statements: (1) That 
the abandonment of the gold standard would bea cruel and a wicked rob- 
bery of labor, and (2) that it was little less than wicked to attempt to per- 
suade poor farmers that they would be better off by giving them more 
counters, by which we understood him to mean an increase in the supply of 
money. 

60. We were unable to follow very clearly the reasoning by which these 
latter conclusions, which appear to us to be conflicting, were supported. 

If prices were not affected, as the witness has contended, by any changes 
in the standard or in money, we do not understand why a reversal of those 
changes now should inflict any robbery, “cruel” or otherwise, on labor. 

If, on the other hand, such a policy would tend toward a rise in prices, we 
do not perceive the wickedness of attempting to persuade the farmer that 
he would benefit thereby. 3 

61. With regard to the remaining allegations of the witness which we have 
enumerated, the effect of his evidence was diminished by the fact that many 
of those contentions were more or less in conflict, as it seemed tous, with the 
purport of a number of different statements contained in various paragraphs 
of the final report of the gold and silver commission, to which the witness 
had attached his name as a member of that body, and someof which we have 
already quoted. * * 

65. After considering the whole of the evidence which has been adduced 
on both sides of the question, we are unable to resist the following conclu- 
sions: 

If it be true that an increase of money raises prices and a diminution low- 
ers them—and weare not aware that anyone disputes that proposition—then 
it seems to us that prices must to some extent have been affected by the 
changes which resulted in the closing of the mints to silver,and that a prima 
facie case has been established in support of that contention. 

Neither do we think that the views which have been urged upon us with 
regard tothe effect of the divergence of the metals in the case of articles 
like wheat, for instance, which are exchanged between gold and silver using 
countries, have been successfully disputed; and upon both these points we 
are supported in their report by the unanimous opinion of the members of 
the gold and silver commission, who expressly refer to the disadvantage 
under which the English grower of wheat for the time is placed as compared 
with the Indian producer. 

6. We concur in their opinion. 
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We believe that the producer in the silver country does enjoy an advan- 
tage over his competitor in a That he is enabled by the fall in the 
exchange to take a lower price for wheat, without detriment to himself, than 
his competitor in England, and that pending a general adjustment of prices, 
which has not yet occurred, and which may be still remote, that advantage 
must continue. — 

67. We also think that the price of wheat in England is being, and has been 
for several years, in consequence, artificially depressed, and aii that we have 
said on this point applies with equal force to countries with a currency of 
eee which has no n the sabhert of appreciations like gold. 

9. if the evidence on these points is of any weight at all, and it seems to 
us that it is impossible to ignore it altogether, it would probably to some ex- 
tent account for the abnormal fall in the price of wheat which we have seen 
in recent years, with such disastrous consequences to ourselves and to many 
other countries in the world; and we re it as a matter of grave impor- 
pees to the future of the agricultural interest which calls for serious atten- 

ion. 

70. Throughout the course of this inquiry it has been made abundantly 
clear to us—firstly, that the gravity of the ere situation over wide 
districts in many parts of England can scarcely be overrated; and, secondly, 
that the cause which lies at the very root of all the trouble is the heavy, and, 
for the most part, the progressive fall in prices which we have witnessed 
now for many years. 

71. It is true that there has recently been a tendency to a rise, especiall 
in the case of wheat, with regard to which the advance was sudden, rapid, 
and considerable; but we greatly fear that in the main it must be traced to 
the loss through drought of the entire wheat crop over vast areas in India, 
and to the coincidence of shorter crops than usual in some of the other great 
wheat-producing countries in the world. 

And when it is remembered that India, with the exception of Russia and 
the United States of America, was until quite recently the largest wheat- 
exporting country in the world, and is now importing that commodity for 
her own requirements, it is not cult to account for the considerable rise 
which so suddenly and rapidly occurred. 

But in all the information which we have before us we are unable to find 
anything which points to the conclusion that the recent rise in prices will be 
permanent in character, and in the case of wheat it has already been suc- 
ceeded by a considerable fall. 

72. Notwithstanding the view which we have taken with regard to prices. 
we are aware, of course, that in localities exceptionally favored by reason of 
situation, of climate, or of soil, where the land is of superior quality, or 
where, for instance, a rt of a farm consists of grass and the labor bill 
is small, or, again, where it is specially suited to dairy farming or to market 
gardening, with convenient access toa market, farming in such cases may 
still be conducted at a profit. It is likewise true that for the best and the 
most desirable holdings in the more favored localities there is, and probably 
were will be,a demand. But these are, unhappily, the exceptions and not 

e rule. 

73. On the other hand, it is our duty to state as plainly and emphatically as 
we can that in those vast districts, in the eastern, the southern, and some of 
the midland and the northern counties, to which we have referred at Jength 
in the earlier part of our report, and where depression has been greatest, a 
recurrence of the — which prevailed until the autumn of last year, and 
still more any further fall, would assuredly result in a condition of general 
ruin and disaster which we can not ene without dismay. 

74. If we are right in these impressions, it becomes a question of supreme 
importance to consider and to ascertain by what means and from what quar 
ter it is possible that relief can be obtained. 

75. We have considered the question of protection, but for the reasons we 
have given we confess we are not sanguine of a remedy in that direction. 

76 e have also made a number of recommendations upon a variety of 
matters which have been summarized in the report that we have signed, all 
of which appear tous to be good and desirable in themselves, but it is not 
contended that they affect the question of depression, which has been due 
to a collapse in prices. 

77. There 7 remains, so far as we can judge, the question whether, and 
how far, relief is possible by a reversal of the monetary policy, to which so 
many of our witnesses attribute the disaster which has fallen upon agricul- 
ture. But achange in this direction could only be accomplished by an inter- 
national arrangement. 

78. What should be the terms of the arrangement, and to what extent this 
country should en e in it, either directly or by her Indian possessions, it is 
not for us to say. deed, it is a question which involves such grave consid- 
erations and affects so many and such diverse interests that we hesitate to 
pronounce an opinion uponit. But we are persuaded that it isa subject of 
the gravest interest to the agricultural future of this country. 

79. We do not suggest that the gold standard should be abandoned in this 
country, but we think that if a conference of the powers was assembled, and 
that their deliberations resulted in an international arrangement for the re- 
opening of the mints abroad and in India, and the restoration of silver, either 
wholly or partially, to the ition which it filled prior to 1873, it would be of 
the greatest benefit to the industry of agriculture. 

80. With the object, therefore, of promoting such a conference, we think 
that Your Majesty’s Government should heartily cooperate with foreign 

owers, and thereby give effect to the unanimous resolution of the House of 
Jommons on ener 26, 1895, which we desire to indorse. 

81. We think that if an international arrangement for the purposes which 
we have specified was arrived at, the long-continued fall in prices, which is 
the admitted source of agricultural trouble, would be checked, and that if 
there should be any future movement in the course of prices, they would 
tend to rise rather than to fall. 

82. We make thisrecommendation, after a pecnget and careful considera- 
tion of the grave question which has been referred to us, because we are un- 
able to perceive the signs of any spontaneous and permanent change in this 
direction, and we see no other prospects of arresting that constant and pro- 

essive fall in prices which by universal admission has been the cause which 

ies at the root of agricultural depression. 


SIR ROBERT GIFFEN’S MEMORANDUM. 


The following extracts, containing some important admissions, are taken 
from a Memorandum on the Currency Question, signed by Sir Robert Gif- 
fen, which is appended to the report: 

“1. It is a great misfortune, I consider, that some monometallists, as a 
peared in the course of the evidence before this commission, have refused, 
and still refuse, to recognize the general fall of prices in the last quarter of a 
century as being, in economic Janguage, an appreciation of gold, and as bein 
explained by a contraction of gold (as compared with a previous period o 
expansion). which commenced about the year 1873. The facts are all beyond 
dispute, and if language is galy used with the ordinary meaning, asemployed 
by economists like Adam Smith and Jevons and many others who have dis- 
cussed historic changes of prices, no one would say for a moment that there 
has not been an appreciation of gold in the last twenty-five years, and that 
this does not necessarily involve, dealing with the matter historically, a cou- 
traction of gold. 
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tion 
large rted in the main report, that foreign competition is the cause 
of the eal agricultural depression, and that the progress of invention, 
cheapening of means of communication, and the like influences are to be 
regarded as permanent causes of lower and lower prices. There is nothin 
inconsistent Seoween this latter view and the view that the contraction o 
gold during the last quarter of a century is connected with the course of 


“All this can be said also without implying any objection to the pro: 


The crux of the question is, that whereas for twenty years before 1873, ow- 
ing to the state of the old supply and demand, the progress of invention, 
cheapening of means of communication, and the like influences were attended 
by no general fall of is. but prices rather advanced, now, owing to the 
difference in the conditions of gold supply and demand, the progress of in- 
vention, cheapening of means of communication, and the like influences, 
have been accompanied by a fall of prices. In other words, the phenomenon 
to be explained is why the causes referred to produced no fall of prices before 
1873, but were even found consistent with a rise, and why they produced a 
fall after 1873. 

“In insisting so much, then, on the of invention, etc.,as causing a 
fall of prices in recent years to the exclusion of all reference to money condi- 
tions; monometallists give their case away. They assail that very portion 
of the bimetallist case where bimetallists have the authority of almost every 
economist who studied the history of prices prior to the recent controversies, 
and they weaken their general position by so doing. They should have 
attacked bimetallist exaggerations only on this head, and not the general case 
of gold appreciation. 

* Having written on the question of the fall of | poses not on] 
resent bimetallic controversy began, butin anticipation of the fall of prices 
tself, my reasons for anticipating the fall being based mainly on monetary 

considerations, although the question of the progress of invention and multi- 
plication of commodities was not and could not be overlooked, I have especial 
cause to regret that some of my monometallic friends, in their eagerness to 
overwhelm bimetallists, have treated every statement as bad which bimetal- 
lists used. This evident weakness in the monometallist ——- has been 
the main reason, I believe, why the bimetallic agitation has continued so 
long. * 

of I need only saya few words on the question of bimetallism as a remedy 
for the fall in prices. 

“T hardly this is a subject to be discussed in connection with depres- 
sions in a particular industry at all. Questions of standard money and cur- 
rency, as they affect and concern all the interest of a country and the daily 
life of every person, can hardly be considered by a commission dealing 
with one industry only, or one group of industries like agriculture, however 
important, which only comprise after all about a tenth of the population of 
Great Britain , 

**Clearly, also, bankers and other members of the community are specially 
concerned with problems of money and currency, as agriculturists are not. 
The commission accordingly found as a body thatif they had pursued the in- 
quiry in the direction of the possibility and practicability of such a remedy 
as bimetallism for agricultural depression, they would have had little else to 
inquire into, yet without an adequate number of bankers and others spe- 
c concerned on their body and willing tocome forward as witnesses their 
inqu ry would have been quite in the air. 

‘But, while holding the above views, I think it is also obvious that essen- 
tially what is called bimetallism or any monetary remedy which would pro- 
duce a pease rise of prices would not be a remedy for agricultural depres- 
sion. By the hypothesis of those who put forward such remedies the rise of 
prices they contemplate is to be quite general, and is to extend to wages and 
all other ——— It is quite clear, then, that any remedy of this sort will 
in the end be merely nominal. Noreal relation will be affected. 

“In the end, if prices are doubled, all the outgoings will be doubled, too— 
wages, rent, and every other payment—and the larger money surplus the 
cultivator will have will go no farther than the s er money surplus be- 
fore the change is made. And so of any smaller change; it will be a nominal 
change only. Foreign competition will go on as before at the higher nominal 
range of prices and wages. Clearly, then, no money change altering the 
range of prices will affect agricultural depression permanently. It was ad- 
mitted, indeed, by some of the witnesses like Mr. C. S. Read that the tenant 
farmers expected to gain something in the transition stage, but remedies of 
this extensive nature are clearly not to be attempted, because somebody is 
to gain in the transition if no permanent good is to be effected.” 


[From the Bimetallist, London, September 15, 1897, pages 168-175. 


FINAL REPORT OF THE ROYAL COMMISSION ON AGRICULTURE. 
[Memorandum by Mr. R. Lacey Everett.] 


The following extracts are from an admirable memorandum prepared for 
the commission by Mr. R. Lacey Everett, dealing (I) with past agricultural 
depression, and (II) with the causes of the great fall in prices. 


I.—Past agricultural depression. 


The present depression in agriculture unhappily is not without precedent. 
In an earlier part of this century a depression very similar to the present was 
experienced. It set in soon after 1819 and continued till 1838. * * * 

hen, as now, it was due to a great fallin prices. The price of wheat, for 
instance, during the first twenty years of the century (1800 to 1819 inclusive) 
averaged 8s. a quarter; but during the next five years 57s. 2d., and in 1822 it 
fell to 44s. 7d., and in 1835 to 39s. 4d. It was this enormous change in price 
levels which caused the trouble. On this all witnesses and authorities will 
be found agreed. 

There is a widespread impression to-day that a general fall in prices is a 
e- blessing, especially to the poorer classes. It is worthy of note that 

uring the second twenty years of this century the nation did not | any 
means find it so, and least of all did the working classes. The much lower 
prices, though no doubt beneficial to some, such as placemen, pensioners, and 

he “‘dead-weight”’ classes generally, brought great industrial depression, 
want of employment for the poor, increase of crime, and widespread misery 
to the country asa whole. 

There is also a strong impression to-day, at least among farmers, that pro- 
tection can insure prosperity to agriculture. But, as a matter of fact, the 
long depression following 1819 was all under protection. And not under light 
duties, like 5s. a quarter, such as are sometimes talked of now, but under 
very heavy duties indeed. During the first fifteen yonse of the century, 
though there were corn laws, wheat came in practically free. In 1815 fresh 
corn laws were enacted under which it was not allowed so toenter, when the 
price was under 80s. a quarter; when below that price ——aee duties, 
averaging some 20s. a quarter, were exacted. Yet,as we have seen, the price 
in 1822 drop to 44s., and in 1835 to 39s. 4d. 

Nothing is more Se to the modern student of those times than to 
find that the imposition of the corn laws was followed by a period not of 
higher but of much lower price levels! During the first fifteen years of the 
century, with practical free trade, the average price of wheat was 89s. 8d.; in 
the next, 25—all under the corn laws. The average was only 62s. 8d., or 
nearly 27 shillings a quarter lower. 


before the 


eee geeaniitee of the House of Commons appointed in 1820, reporting in 

“The ruinously low price of cultural produce at this moment can not 
be ascribed to any deficiency in the protecting power of the law. Protection 
can not be carried further than monopoly.” * * * 

In 1797, on the outbreak of the war, the Bank of England was authorized 
to discontinue cash payments and to issue small notes of £1 and £2, which 
were inconvertible, and were made by law full legal tender; gold nearly dis- 
appeared out of our circulation. Till 1819 these notes were the principal 
money in the country. Asthey were plentifully issued prices rose. When, 
by the act of 1819, cash payments were ordered to be resumed, and the pre- 
cious metal instead of the notes became the measure of value again and the 
only legal discharge for debt, a great contraction in the supply of money and 
of credit built upon it took place. The natural consequence of this was that 
henceforth a larger quantity of other commodities had to be given in ex- 
change for a certain quantity of money. Money rose in value, and other 
things measured by it fell. 

I append extracts,* which I could have multiplied indefinitely, which show 
the weight of authority by which this opinion was supported. * * * 

Before the committee of 1833 evidence such as follows was given: Mr. 
Henry Burgess, secretary to the committee of county bankers, said: 

. I? the metal which is standard becomes scarce, that will produce an 
alteration in prices. 

“The acts of 1816 and 1819, taken together, established a lower range of 
prices permanently. 

[Nore.—The former changed our standard from silver to gold.] 

“The act of 1819" was the main cause of the fall in prices, as well agricul- 
tural as manufacturing. ‘“ Nine outof tenof the great manufacturing works 
in Lancashire,”’ he had been told, *‘had changed hands through insolvency. 
The witnesses examined before that act (of 1819) was passed were mainly 
ee concerned with commercial affairs in London, such us exchange 

rokers, loan contractors, and London bankers. Many of these had interests 
eT opposite to the interests of the productive classes.” 

Lord Ashburton (Mr. Baring) said: 

“Price is regulated by the demand and oe of the article to be meas- 
ured, and also by the value of the article of which the measure is made. 
Price is a certain portion of that metal (or other article) which is established 
by law as the measure of value.” * * * 

Daniel O’Connell said: 

“There was such a place as Ireland; agricultural distress was as great. if 
not greater, in that country than in England. They had been during the de- 
bate wholly forgotten. The remedy proposed by the noble lord [relief of 
taxation] was only like clipping or paring the thorn in the field. ne rem- 
edy, the only sure remedy. was passed over, namely, one that would have 
the effect of mitigating the horrors of the gold currency bill. If no one else 
would, he would put in his claim for that scheme, which was better than all 
the other schemes he had heard that night proposed." 

There is thus an overwhelming weight of evidence to the effect that the 
long depression which afflicted agriculture (and industry generally) after 
1819 was caused by the contraction of the supply of legal-tender money, which 
followed the act of that year. 

The revival of —— and its long run of prosperity from 1853 to 1878 
was coincident with a great increase of legal-tender money, the result of the 
wonderful gold discoveries in California and Australia; the largest discoy- 
eries of the precious metals in the history of the world. 

The present distress follows a great contraction of money, due to legisla- 
tion —_s the former free supply of legal-tender morey from both the 
precious metals and limiting it only tc one, which limitation began in 1873. 

has produced a contraction similar in character to that of 1819, which 
suppressed the l-pound notes. Then the notes were suppressed; now it is 
one of the precious metals. And there is every reason to fear that this last 
contraction, if persevered in, will cause a continuous corresponding lower- 
ing of price levels as long as it lasts. How can it be otherwise? Throughout 
last century, when prices rested upon both the precious metals, a fairly 
steady level was maintained. 

The increase of the two precious metals about corresponded with the in- 
crease of the commodities they had to measure. In future, under the new 
restrictive arrangements, the increase of commodities will have the increase 
of only one metal instead of the two to balance it, and that one the most ca- 

ricious and uncertain in its supply. It therefore looks to be almost abso- 
utely certain that the new restrictive policy, if persevered in, condems agri- 
culture and other industries permanently to that condition of depression 
which continually falling prices necessarily bring in their train. A now be- 
numbing influence has been set in motion by law tocheck industry by making 
itunprofitable. * * * 


IT.—The cause of the great fall in prices. 


The fallin prices, so calamitous to the agricultural and other productive 
industries, and to indebted persons and nations, can be traced directly toa 
departure from the old policy of freedom and equality in the treatment of 
the two precious metals, and to the adoption in its piace of a new policy of 
“protection” tooneof them. Thisnew form of protection has been more far- 
reaching in its effects, more subtle and cruel in its operation on certain 
classes, and more prejudicial to agriculture and other industries—especially 
vo agriculture—than any legislation of modern times. It has really in fact, 
as we shall see, created the depression which afflicts agriculture to-day in 
gold-standard countries all round the world. 

The article chosen to be “ protected ” is just that one which everybody has 
need and which no one can do without, viz, money. The new policy has 
borne its natural fruit. As the area of its operation has extended, the hus- 
bandman in the Old World and in the New, in Great Britain, in Ireland, on 
the Continent of Europe, in our colonies, and in the United States of America 
has found himself compelled to give more and even more of his produce to 
buy the money with which to pay his way. Whether toiling on arable land 
or tending flocks or herds on the prairies or pastures, he has found his reward 
for his industry continually shrinking. 

He has seen many other men’s wages increasing or stationary, while his 
reward for his toil has been steadily getting less and less. Engaged in the 


oldest, the largest, the most necessary of all callings, an invisible but irre- 
sistible power keeps snatching away his legitimate profits until, groaning 
with misery, he does not know which way to turn to escape from his har 
lot. His difficulty is not with the seasons; it is not with the soil; it is not 
with his crops. The earth is as fertile and nature as bountiful as they used 
to be in the years of his prosperity. His difficulty is with price. 

Nothing that he can produce comes to any money; this is the complaint on 


every agriculturist’s lips. The curse of a continually falling price dogs his 
heels whether he produces wheat, or wool, or maize, or cotton, or sugar, or 
meat. If, unhappily, he is in debt, if he has a mortgage on his farm, despair 
is upon him as he finds more and ever more of his produce necessary to meet 
eac und of his indebtedness. He can not adjust his outgoings to his con- 
tinually shrinking income. 


* Owing to lack of space, we regret we are unable togive all of Mr. Everett's 
valuable quotations. 
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This constantly increasing difficulty in obtaining money is exactly the 
effect to be expected from the policy of limiting the supply by “ protection.” 

The express object of that policy as applied to any article is to raise the 
valueofit. Wellhave the moneyed classes, the inauguratorsof the new policy 
of “protecting”? money, succeeded in their object. They have so raised its 
value by restricting its supply that the husbandman has to give 2 bushels 
of corn nearly for the money which he used to be able to buy with 1. 
They have cruelly reversed the position as described in the old parable: 
“How much owest thou thy lord?” ‘An hundred bushels of wheat (when I 
incurred my debt),” answers the farmer of to-day. ‘Take then thy bill and 
write 200” (not fourscore), says the mortgagee, the tax collector, the owner 
of leased land, and the money lender of to-day. 

The cruel effect of this new form of “protection” is to be seen to-day in 
the east of England—once the paradise of agriculture—in ruined farmers, 
neglected fields, tenantless cottages, and empty mansions. Also in complete 
collapse in the value of the land. Thousands of once prosperous families 
have been reduced to want. Mortgagors, once independent men easily able 
with old price levels to meet their obligations, have been crushed; mort- 


gagees have sustained heavy losses, the clergy are impoverished; hospitals, 
almshouses, colleges, benefit societies, and numberless families whose in- 
comes arose from land are being plunged into ruin. Such are the fruits of 

the new policy of ‘ protecting * money (gold). 
How has money been ‘* protected?” The method has been as simple as it is 
unjust. It can be explained in a few words. Prior to 1873 the supply of 
y a 


money of the precious metals was free, alike from silver as from gold. 

series of legislative changes made by many great nations, beginning with 
Germany, a ring of protection has been put about gold, and the other pre- 
cious metal has been excluded from its world-old free competition with it. 
This restriction thus introduced has of course raised the value of money in 
2ll countries where gold is standard, so increasing the burden of debts and 
lowering the prices of other commodities measured by money. * * * 

Three facts full of interest as bearing upon the present situation have 
been clearly established in the evidence which has been laid before this com- 
mission: Z 

1. That there have been great changes in the general level of prices in pre- 
vious times. 

2. That in each case where such changes have continued over a considera- 
ble period they have followed a large alteration in the supply of legal-tender 
money. 

3. That such alteration preceded and is accompanying the present fall. 

As to the first point, soon after the accession of Queen Elizabeth in 1558 a 
rise of prices set in, which continued progressing. This rise carried the price 
of wheat from 8s. or 9s. a quarter, the price at which it stood at the beginning 
of her reign, to from 40s to 45s., the price of a fat ox from 30s. to four or five 
times that amount, and other commodities in proportion. 

It is the opinion of all historians and political economists who have dis- 
cussed the point that this remarkable and phenomenal rise was due to the 
enormous addition made to the stock of the precious metals in Europe, first, 
by the plunder of newly discovered America, and, second, by the discovery 
and working of the famous silver mines of Potosi, which were opened in 
1545. Jacob, in his well-known work on the precious metals, says: “ The an- 
nual supply of the precious metals became twentyfold what it was at the 
beginning of the century. At the end of the century thestock had increased 
fivefold, and all prices where quadrupled!” : 

This is a very notable instance of an extraordinary change in the level of 
prices, and due unquestionably to a monetary cause. 

The increased annual supply of the precious metals continuing the higher 
range of prices thus climbed to through the course of a century was main- 
tained on the average—if any group of years be taken together—with great 
steadiness through the next century and a half down to 1797. 


SECOND GREAT RISE. 


We now come to another remarkable ae movement. The second 
great rise accompanied an abundant issue of inconvertible paper money. 

In 1797 this country suspended cash payments, which were not returned to 
till 1821. The average level of prices during this long period in which incon- 
vertible notes were our legal-tender money, and they instead of the precious 
metals were the measure of value in Great Britain, was very much higher 
than in the previous century. Previous prices were something like doubled 
again! This is the second notable great change in price levels. 

The bullion committee, which sat during this period—namely, in 1810—pre- 
sided over by Francis Horner, and on which William Huskisson and Mr. (af- 
terwards the famous Sir Robert) Peel sat, in their report said: ““An increase 
in the supply of the precious metals raises prices all over the world.” 
And they point out that large issues of inconvertible legal-tender notes in 
any country have the same effect in it. They say that the average amount 
of Bank of England notes in 1798 was £13,334.000, while in 1809 it had risen to 
£19,000,000, and country issues had increased in proportion (country banks 
had an unlimited right of issue then). 

They further say the increase in the general paper oe in 1809 was 
probably little short of the amount which in any one year since the discovery 
of Americahad been added tothe circulating medium of the whole of Europe. 
This, in their judgment, had much todo with the higher level of prices under 
the reign of the paper money. 

Thus the second great change in price levels equally with the first had a 
clear monetary cause. 

ELIZABETH TO VICTORIA. 


It is worthy of note in passing that from the accession of Queen Elizabeth 
in 1558 right down to the birth of Queen Victoria in 1819, a period of two hun- 
dred and sixty-one years, the movement of prices—whenever its general 
level was changed—was on the whole continuously upward. This surely is 
a complete answer to those who say that in progressive communities the 
natural movement is toward “cheapness.” It is really,as we shall see, quite 
a different cause that produces lower price levels when they occur. 

FIRST GREAT FALL. 

Next a remarkably great fall in price levels calls for our attention, the fall 
spoken of in the first part of this memorandum. 

This fall began soon after the passing of the act of 1819, under which cash 
payments were to be resumed in 1821. The one-pound notes, which for more 
than twenty years had been the principal money in circulation in this country, 
were made convertible at will, and were Bm | ealled in. A great con- 
traction of legal-tender money, and of credit built upon it, thus took place. 
A very heavy fall in prices followed these changes, which the corn laws of 
1815—excluding foreign wheat while the price was under 80 shillings a quar- 
ter—were — powerless to prevent. 

The level of prices during the casting years was very much lower than in 
the previous period. The average joint price of a quarter of wheat, a quar- 
ter of barley, and a quarter of oats added together during the twenty-two 
years of the a of cash payments, namely, from 1798 to 1819, inclu- 
sive, had been 158 shillings 8 pence. In the ensuing twenty-seven years— 
from 1820 to 1846, inclusive—(the last being the year in which the corn laws 


were repealed), the average joint prices of the same had fallen to 113 
shillings 8 pence. 
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The effect on prices which followed the return to cash payments was an- 
ticipated by some of the foremost men in England at the time. On May 19, 
1819, when the pro return was under discussion, the first Sir Robert 
Peel, the founder of the family, presented to the House of Commons the fol- 
lowing petition from merchants and bankers of London, and warmly sup- 
ported itinas h: 

‘Your petitioners have neason toapprehend that measures are in contem- 

lation with reference to the resumption of cash payments by the Bank of 
England which, in the humble opinion of your petitioners, will tend to a 
forced, precipitate, and highly injurious contraction of the currency of the 
country; that the consequences of such a contraction will be, as your peti- 
tioners humbly conceive, to add to the burden of the public debt, greatly to 
increase the pressure of the taxes, to lower the value of all landed and com- 
mercial property, seriously to affect and embarrass both public and private 
credit, to embarrass and reduce all the operations of agriculture, manufac- 
ture, and commerce, and to throw out of employment a great proportion of 
the industrious and labor: classes of the community.” 

This forecast was but too faithfully fulfilled in the experience of the nation 
during the next quarter of a century. riculture, with which we are spe- 
cially dealing, was in very great distress through all the earlier part of that 
period, as we have eee ponies out. 

This was the first notable great fail in the level of prices in modern times. 

Thus, in reviewing the past, we find that large additions to the volume of 
money have produced great and continuous rises in the general level of prices, 
and a large contraction produced a fall. 


FREE TRADE AND THE GREAT GOLD DISCOVERIES. 


In further confirmation of the fact that price levels depend chiefly on 
money supply it is instructive to notice that prices of grain during the 
first thirty-one years following the repeal _of the corn laws in 1846 were, on 
the ave very little below what they had been during the thirty-one years 
in which the corn laws were in force. The arersen tas price of a quarter 
of wheat, a quarter of barley, and a quarter of oats added together, from 1815, 
when these laws were imposed, to 1846, when they were repealed, was 119s.; 
during the next thirty-one years, all under free trade, it was 112s. 3d. 

The agricultural world was filled with alarm when the corn laws were 
taken off, and their repeal was followed by a few years of very low prices; 
but, as a matter of fact, after thirty-one years of free trade in Eng ,agri- 
culture looked back on a quarter of a century of unbroken prosperity—its 
longest period of unbroken rity in the century. How is this to be 
explained? na enough, the great gold discoveries in California and 
Australia began in 1848, the last year in which the corn duties were collected. 
(They expired January 31, 1849.) 

So extraordinary was the yield from these new sources that the joint pro- 
duction of the two precious metals, which in the early part of the century 
had been only £2,000,000 annually, and which in the twenty years from 1820 
to 1840 averaged — £7,200,000 annually, rose during the twenty years from 
1850 to 1870 to £33,380,000 annually, being between four and five fold increase. 

This enormous increase of new money was probably the chief factor in 
maintaining the price of corn at nearly the same level after the repeal of the 
corn laws as had prevailed under them. The prices of live stock, of meat, 
and of commodities generally, it is to be no’ rose very considerably dur- 
ing the first thirty-one years of free trade. In connection with this remark- 
able fact it is also interesting to recall words used by Richard Cobden on 
Decetnber 13, 1852, in a debate in the House of Commons. He said: 

“It is sheer prejudice to say that as free traders we mean low oe for 
everything. t we want is abundance. We do not say that free trade 
necessarily brings low poe. It is possible with increased quantites still to 
advance prices. For it is possible that the country may be so prosperous 
under free trade that, whilst you have agreater quantity of everything than 
you had before, increased demand in consequence of increased prosperity 
may arise, so that the demand may be ater than the supply.”’ 

This prediction was largely verified by what actually happened, as we have 
seen. 
MORE MONEY CREATES MORE DEMAND. 


Apart from the stimulus which the freeing of trade gave to commerceand 
manufacture, the enormous inpouring of new money into the world's cireu- 
lation in quantities hitherto unprecedented was the creation of a new and 
largely increased demand. That it was the new moncy, rather than free 
trade, which mainly produced the new prosperity, is shown by the fact that 
Se peaeere: was enjoyed by protectionist nations as well as by free-trade 

ritain. 

Trade and agriculture throve with new vigor in all civilized nations dur- 
ing the era of the great gold discoveries. The experience of that period 
illustrated remarkably the truth of the teaching of David Hume, the eminent 
historian and political economist, who, writing in the last century, said: ‘* In 
every kingdom into which money begins to flow in greater abundance than 
formerly everything takes a new face. Labor and industry gain new life, 
the merchant mes more enterprising, the manufacturer more diligent 
and skillful, and even the farmer follows his plow with greater alacrity 
and attention.” 

The production of commodities of all kinds—agricultural and other—it is 
to be noted, increased at a greater rate between 1849 and 1872 than it has done 
since, yet prices rose very considerably. But since that time, with a less 
rate of increase of production, they have been almost continually falling. 


OPINIONS OF ECONOMISTS. 


These facts further confirm the teaching that great chenges in price levels, 
where continuous, are the result of expansion or contraction in the supply 
of money. The following are a few samples of the opinions of political econo- 
mists as to this fact: 

John Locke said: 

“The lessening of the quantity of money makes an equal quantity of it 
“= for a greater of another thing.” 

ume: 


“It is the poepention between the circulating money and the commodities 
inthe market w i 


fe a ich determines the price.” 
icardao: 

“ That commodities rise or fall in price in rtion to the increase or 
a of money I assume as a fact that is ntrovertible.” 

“That an increase of the quantity of money raises prices, and a diminution 
lowers them, is the most elementary pr tion in the theory of currency, 
and without it we should have no key to any of the others.” 

Viewing. on iod dynamically, it is beyond all question that com 

“Viewing a long per : q , 
modities are com: tively steady, aaa only the ene ~ 

This being so, it will be seen that the high probability is established that 
any long-continued change in the level of prices such as is now taking place 
before our eyes will be found, if investigated, to be due to a monetary cause. 


THE REVOLUTIONARY CHANGE BEGINNING ABOUT 1873. 


I will now describe briefly the extraordinary monetary changes which pre- 
ceded the present remarkable fall in prices. 
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THE OLD MONETARY POSITION. 
all the gold and all the silver in the possession of mankind, 
eo ek or wae could be taken to the mints of the various na- 
tions to be received back its owners coined into full 1 -tender money, 
15 to 16 ounces of silver into money of the same value as 1 ounce of 
d. This 


gold. arrangement, W oe a a for centuries— 
made metals throughou' world pract: y one for monetary pur- 

ie kept them married . In giving evidence for the Bank of 
France before the Conseil Supérior in Paris in 1870, Baron Rothschild said of 
a The Sisnultancous cm of the two metalsis satisfactory and gives 
rise to no complaint. W gold or silver dominates for the being, 


it is always true that the two metals concur together in forming the mone- 
tary circulation of the world, and it is the general mass of the two metals 
conibined which serves as the measure of the value of things.” 

These last words aptly describe the ciple which determines the gen- 
eral level of prices over any considerable number of years. That level rises 
or falls in some rough proportion to the relative quantities of the things 
to be valued and of the precious metals (where they are the legal-tender 
money) which value them. There is, as we have seen, substantial agreement 
among political economists as to this broad principle. Here, not in in- 
ventions or absence of inventions, not in duties or absence of duties, is the 
real key to long-continued considerable changes in price levels. 

THE NEW REVOLUTION. 


About 1873 the following remarkable change of law and practice ao 
One nation after another—Germany, the Scandinavian nations, the United 
States, France, and the nations which with her formed the Latin Union, and, 
after, Austria-Hungary—all closed their mints against the former unre- 
stricted coinage of silver. 
EFFECT OF THE NEW POLICY. 


One effect of this new policy was obviously to lessen in those countries 
tho ible inflow of money of the precious metals into their money scale, 
while the increase of ties was continuing unabated. The increase 
of commodities was left quite free, while the increase of money was re- 
stricted. Thus was set in motion a new foree, continually tending in these 
countries to lessen the proportion of money to commodities, and so tending 
to raise the value of money and to lower the prices of commodities. 

This is one very important_new element in the situation since 1873, and an 
element not natural but purely and absolutely artificial. 

FURTHER EFFECT? 

But this was not near the whole of the change brought about by the new 
re put upon the monetary use of one of the two precious metals. 

Their most important effect was the alteration they made in the former 
“standard” or measure of value, in which they wroughta quite revolutionary 


change. 

Until then—in the words of Baron Rothschild, already quoted—it was the 
general mass of the two metals combined which served as the measure of the 
value of things, silver being an undivided a of that generalmass. Closing 
mints to silver exeluded, and so detached , the hitherto undivided mass 
of the two metals available for money, a large part of the existing 
stocks of t tal. It detached, for instance, the silver of China and of 
the Far East, of India, and of Mexico, etc.; also all the new silver annually 
produced from the world’s mines, and the uncoined silver held in any form 
and in every country. 

The exclusion left as available money for gold-standard nations only the 
gold of the world and such silver coin as is allowed to circulate at its face 
value in countries with it. The excluded silver is probably 
some half of the whole stock of that metal in aS of mankind. The 
money , a8 we have seen, had held the whole stock of silver and gold. 
Now, speaking roughly, half the silver has been taken out of the money scale 
and transferred as a commodity to the other scale. 

This great contraction of the monetary mass, this altered proportion be- 
tween commodities and the money which valnes them, supplies the key to the 
great fall in price levels which we have witnessed in all countries on the gold 
standard; and the increased production of gold in the last few years has not 
near sufficed to stop the growing disproportion thus created, thus the fall 


on. * *¢ # 

This revolution of law has completely altered the world’s 
former “measure 0. Gold is now one “ measure” of prices and sil- 
ver is another, quite separate and independent. And since this change they 
have yearly diver, wider and wider from each other. 

Facts show that this enormous change in the old “ measure” of values is 
closely connected with the extraordi: fall in prices which has produced 
the agricultural distress into which we have been eee. For it is only 
in countries which measure — by gold that the fall has occurred. 

In Mexico, India, and the East, in fact wherever prices are measured by 
silver, there has been no notable change in price levels. Prices there meas- 
ured, whether by the silver money of those countries or by silver bullion in 
London, are substantially as they were twenty years ago. An ounce of sil- 
ver, for example, exchanges for about the same quantity of wheat, wool, 
cotton, or other commodities. 

There seems, then, no legitimate from the conclusion that the fall in 
La in gold-standard countries has the main been produced by a rise 

the value of gold in relation to commodities which has taken place since its 
divorce from silver. The fall in prices is, in fact, the direct outcome of the 


remarkable monetary legislation we have described. * * * 


EFFECT PORESEEN. 


‘When in 1870 the probable effect which might be expected to follow if the 
mints of France were closed against silver was being discussed in Paris, Baron 
Rothschild, continuing the evidence of which we have already quoted part, 


“Asan extreme consequence it might then be necessary to entirely de- 

monetize silver. That would mean the destruction ofa portion of the world's 
It would spell ‘ruin.’” 

he effect in lowering the value of produce and property in all gold-stand- 

ard countries which has followed the partial demonetization of this metal 

testifies to the sagacity of this 


BY LORD BEACONSFIELD. 


A of Lord Beaconsfield's on the subject is also very noticeable. 
Spe: in the House of Lords on March 28, 1879. in a discussion on the de- 
e! state of ae and trade, his lordship Said: 
Notwithstanding an increase of population—which alone always requires 
a large nomesest gold currency to carry on its transactions—the amount 
every year has diminished, and is d , until a state of affairs has 
been brought about by the gold discoveries exactly the reverse of what they 
produced at first. Gold is every day appreciating in value, and as it appre- 
ciates in value the lower become prices. 
I ..is one canse (of the depression), * * * and may lead to 
sonmeqnences which may be of a very serious character. * * * It is not 
possible that as affairs develop the country may require that some formal 


chan 
aim” 


investigation may bo made of the causes which are affecting the prices of tho 
precious metals and the effect which the change in the value of the precious 
ne upon the industry of the country and upon the continual fall of 
prices.” 

These are very striking words when read in the light of recent events. The 
appointment of the gold and silver commission in 1886, and the holding of 
several international monetary conferences, as well as the holding of several 
nquiries into trade depression and intoagricultural depression, all called for 
by the fallin we is a significant commentary on Lord Beaconsiield’s sagac- 
ity in foreseeing the far-reaching effects of the enormous monetary changes 
which were then beginning. * * * . 

We thus see that the fall in prices was anticipated by high authorities; 
and that they clearly connected tt with recent legislative changes affecting 
“*money,” the standard by which we measure value. 


COMMON-SENSE VIEW. 


If we leave for a moment the testimony of experts, and study the question 
on the broad line of plain common sense, we are irresistibly led to the same 
conclusions as they have arrived at. Currency questions are unhappily sin- 
gularly intricate and difficult in many aspects, but on their broad lines com- 
mon sense is all that is required to understand them. 

What are the leading facts of the situation? 

The disease of agriculture is beyond all doubt the fall in prices. 

What is price? 

In Great Britain we measure price by one of the precious metals, viz, gold. 
Our “pound” is a piece of gold of a definite weight and purity (called a sov- 
ereign). But gold is itself a commodity, and like other commodities its valne 
changes with variations in supply and demand. The size of the sovereign of 
course does not change, but its valge in exchange with other things alters. 

Now, consider the change which has arisen in the demand for gold. 

Prior to 1873 the only nations having gold as their standard were Engiand, 
with some of her colonies, and Portugal, representing a ~ ee at that 
time of under 50,000,000. To-day (see speech of Sir John a »bock in tho de- 
bate on currency in the House of Commons, March 17, 1896), through the 
changes made by different nations, 360,000,000 (or more than seven times as 
many people) have this metal as their standard. 

How can such an enormous addition to the demand for gold have failed to 
raise its value’? And the more so because during the twenty years prior to 
1889 the average annual production from the mines was actually less than it 
had been. In those twenty years it averaged under 21,000,000 a year, in com- 
parison with over £25,000,000 in the previousseventeen years. Of this dimin- 
ished amount itis estimated that £13,000,000 annually are consumed in the 
arts and £1,000,000 in loss and wear and tear. 

This left only some £7,000,000 a year to meet the demand for the Hast 
(where some millions of gold go yearly and do not appear again in the West) 
to supply the ever-growing needs of the original but ever-multiplying 50,000.- 
000 people using it before, and the entirely new demand of 310,000,000 people 
besides. It is certain that these new conditions must have raised the value 
of gold enormously. Accordingly, if we measure it by other commodities, 
we find from the “index numbers” that it has risen in value (purchasing 
power) between 50 and 60 per cent. Sixty-one ounces of gold wi!l purchase 
now at wholesale prices as much as 100 ounces would prior to 1873. 

A rise in the value of gold must, of course, necessarily express itscif in a 

eneral fall in the price of commodities measured by it, just such as we have 
— witnessing. But not necessarily im the price of all commodities equally, 
er at the same time, as there may be counteracting circumstances, tempo- 
rary or durable, affecting a commodity, which are more pow- 
erful than the circumstances affecting gold. * * * 

It seems, then, quite impossible to doubt that the monetary changes mads 
by so many nations in recent years, enormously increasing as they have the 
demand for gold, have had very great effect in raising its value, and conse- 
quently in causing a fall in general price levels as measured by it. ‘The fact 
that gold isnow divorced from the other precious metals has intensified this 
effect. * * * 

PROTECTION OF GOLD. 


The mone changes made have really amounted to a gigantic system of 
“protection” of gold. By excluding from free coinage the other precious 
metal, the old equal ally of gold, the world-old former free competition of 


the two money metals with one another has been destroyed. Over the area 
of many nations silver has been shut out artificially from its hitherto prin- 
cipal use, and a monopoly has been created for the yellow metal. 

Instead of prices resting, as they formerly did, upon the natural founda- 
tion of the joint production of the two precious metals, free from human 
manipulation, law has now — d in to exclude one metal and to prefer and 
exalt the other. The world’s old standard value—the joint mass of the two 
fe mame metals—has thus been tampered with as it never has been in the 

istory of mankind before. Ali the nations within the area of this new * pro- 
tective” policy have had their prices artificially forced down nearly one- 
half, to the cruel injury of the producing and indebted classes. 

Those which have continued on the old free lines, and with silver as their 
standard have continued to enjoy the inestimable blessings of stables prices, 
and have been spared in their agriculture and other industries the great 
sufferings which we in common with all gold-standard countries have been 
and are enduring. 


DISASTROUS EFFECT OF THE RISE OF GOLD. 


Under the influence of the great and continuing fall in prices thus caused, 
good corn-growing lands within 20 miles of London have been driven out of 
cultivation, just as Jacob tells us (see volume 4 of our evidence, Appendix A 
IX., page 531) the once fertile province of Campania near Rome was, in an- 
sient times, under the influence of the long-continued fall in prices which 
accompanied the contraction in the Roman supply of the precious metals in 
the centuries following the reign of Augustus. 

The contraction which we have been suffering from, unlike that.is not 


uv 
due, as we have seen, to any natural and unavoidable cause, not as that was 














to any failure of the mines, but is entirely owing to human legislation inter- 
dictmg and restricting the old free use of one of the two precicus metals. 
The removal of these new restrictions and a return to the ancient freedom 
is therefore the obvious remedy to the existing depression, the real root of 
which is the continuing fall in prices. It is this fall which is the key to the 


ruinous on of agriculture. 


PREVIOUS AGRICULTURAL DEPRESSION. 


The numerous inquiries into the agricultural depression which was suf- 
fered after 1819 were fruitless as regards bencfiting agriculture. Pariiament 
had forbidden the currency part of the question to be dealt with. And as 
this was the real root of the depression then, no dealing with other minor 
causes which they could recommend could be effective. 

Our predecessors (the Richmond commission), who were appointed in 1879 
and who reported in 188, were equally unsuccessful. They made several 
recommendations, most of which have been carried out, but in spite of this 
we find the industry now very greatly more depressed than then. 

They made no recommendation dealing with the real cause of the distress, 
viz, the fallin prices. That fall and the consequent suffering of the industry 
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have become very much more acute now. This fall is the real disease. Un- 
less its progress is arrested, there can be no agriculturalrecovery. * * * 


EXTENSION OF RAILWAYS AND TELEGRAPHS AND CHEAPER CARRIAGE BY 
SEA AND LAND. 


Some witnesses have considered that these have had much to do with 
causing the fall. There have unquestionably been very great extensions of 
comparatively easy communication and very great reductions in charges 
and freights; of this there is ample evidence. 

If the fall in prices had been confined to importing countries, such as 
Great Britain, or had been heavier here than in exporting countries, there 
would have been much foree in the contention that these cheaper facilities 
accounted forit. But the evidence given before us shows that the fall in 
prices has been quite as great in the exporting countries (always ——- 
the silver-using countries) ashere! The new and increased facilities for send- 
ing their produce to foreign markets might naturally have been expected to 
tend to raise prices in exporting lands. But,inasmuch as their prices have 
fallen as much as ours, it is plain that lower freights, etc., do not account for 
the fall. 

No doubt the increased facilities afforded by telegraphs, new railways, 
and improved sea carriage tend to equalize prices allover the world, but they 
in nowise account for a fall which extends equally over all the gold-standard 
countries, whether importing or exporting. 

The fall in prices has not extended to countries where silver is standard. 
If it were due to any of the causes we are now discussing it is difficult to see 
why silver-standard countries should be exempted from it, as they certainly 
have been. 


CURSE OF AN APPRECIATING STANDARD. 


The great disadvantage at which producers in a country with an appreci- 
ating standard of value are placed in comparison with producers who are 
fortunate enough to live where thereis a stable standard has been made very 
plain in our inquiry. 

Since the great divergence between gold and gilver, following upon the 
changes of 1873, has been in progress, the producer ina silver country has 
been able to sell his produce for less and less gold, still keeping his own price 
in silver unchanged. 

To such an extent has this proceeded that during 1895 wheat from India, 
for instance, could be sold here for half a sovereign, while returning to the 
Indian farmer as many silver rupees as he would have received prior to 1873 
when selling the same quantity for awholesovereign. In this extraordinary 
state of things, wherever this Indian wheat has come to be sold at this re- 
duced price, it has filled with dismay producers in every gold-standard coun- 
try. It could be sold at half its old price. 

To meet this unnatural competition the continental nations have been 
driven to try to protect their producers by import duties. But in spite of 
the duties the fall has still proceeded, and has outrun the duties. 

The competition of countries like the Argentine Republic, using incon- 
vertible paper, has been still more formidable to our farmers. Owing to 
the great depreciation of that money in comparison with payor sovereign 
taken here for their produce hasat times changed into £3 10s ($17.50) of their 
paper money. 

Wheat laid down here at 18s. a quarter thus returned 63s. tothem. And, 
in payment of taxes, labor, rent, etc.,in the Argentine, this paper money 

oes nearly as far asever. Articles imported from Europe to them have no 
foubt to be paid for by them at a much higher rate than before. But as the 
Argentine farmer probably sells fifty times as much as he buys, he is greatly 
advantaged by this extraordinary state of things. And it is very noticeable 
that the enormous increase in production in the Argentine did not begin till 
after the great rise in the gold premium. 

The competition of Argentina is, no doubt, the most formidable which the 
British farmer has to meet. The greater the gold premium the more formid- 
able is that competition to him. 

Were the old policy of equal treatment of the two precious metals reverted 
to and the volume of the world’s international metallic money 80 increased, 
it would doubtless also lessen the gold premium in Argentina and make it 
easier for that country to get upon a metallic basis. Every step in this direc- 
tion will lessen the unequal competition with which farmers in gold-standard 
countries now have to contend. 

The above facts show that appreciating money, such as gold has been 
lately, is an enormous discouragement to agricultural producers. And they 
explain why it is that agriculture in the gold-standard countries all over the 
world is in sore depression, while those with silver as their standard, or with 
inconvertible paper, have escaped. 

Again the world is seeing the fact emphasized that expanding money 
brings agricultural prosperity, and contraction of money depression. 

And again it is made evident that the way, and probably the only way, to 
remove the present depression and to replace it by the former prosperity is 
to remove the new artificial restrictions put upon the full and free monetary 
use of silver, which restrictions, as we have seen, have been mainly responsi- 
ble for bringing the depression into existence. Depression has been caused 
by “ protection,” and can only be cured by return to “freedom.” 

Free mints are the suitable companions of free ports. It is very notable 
how the closing of mints has stimulated the closing or partial closing of ports. 
To return to freedom of both is the better way. Legislation restricting the 
former free supply of money has caused the fallin prices and the agricultural 
rem = legislation restoring that former free supply is the proper and 
only remedy. 

he experience of the past affords good reason to believe that the expand- 
ing money supphy, which a return to free coinage would bring with it, would 
be beneficial to all productive industries. Effects similar to those which fol- 
lowed the expanding monetary supply of the great gold-discovery period, it 
may reasonably be expected, would follow a return by the principal civilized 
nations to the old free use of both the precious metals. 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, owing to the limited time for 
debate and the number of Senators who desire to be heard on the 
pending proposition, I shall omit much of what I had intended to 
say, and will be obliged to the Chair to be notified when I have 
occupied thirty minutes. I have but a few words to say, only de- 
siring to put on record the reasons which actuate me in opposing 
and voting against this resolution. 

There is no longer any doubt as to the meaning and purpose of 
this declaration. The author of the resolution himself, the Sen- 
ator from Colorado, in his speech day before yesterday, said: 

Mr. Spooner. I ask the Senator whether he means to be understood by 
the resolution as saying that it will be in consonance with public faith for the 


Government to open the mints for the free and unlimited coinage of silver 


at a ratio of 16 to 1 and pay in those dollars as a legal tender the principal of 
the bonds? 


J ANUARY 28, 


Mr. TELLER. The Government absolutely has a right under the law, anda 
moral right that can not be questioned, in my judgment. 

Mr. Spooner. Is not that what this resolution is intended to mean? 

Mr. TELLER. That is what 1 intended it to mean. 

All doubt is therefore removed as to the meaning of the resolu- 
tion, and in order to make the express language conform to the 
intention of its author it ought to be modified to read as follows: 

Resolved oy ee Senate (the House of Representatives concurring therein), 
That all the bonds of the United States issued, or authorized to be issued, 
under the said acts of Congress hereinbefore recited_are payable, principal 
and interest, at the option of the Government of the United States, in silver 
dollars of the coinage of the United States containing 412} grains each of 
standard silver; and that torestore to free and unlimited coinage such silver 
coins as a legal tender in payment of said bonds, principal and interest, is not 
in —_— of the public faith nor in derogation of the rights of the public 
creditor. 

The resolution, therefore, stripped of all ambiguity, declares 
that it is not in violation of the public faith nor in derogation of 
the rights of the public creditor to open the mints of the United 
States to the free and unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 
16 to 1, and with the coins thus obtained not only meet the accru- 
ing interest on $847,365,626 of bonded indebtedness, but discharge 
the principal of such indebtedness at its maturity. 

We have, then, the full purpose and scope of this resolution, and 
I think I hazard nothing in saying if it were possible for such a 
proposition as this at this time to be crystallized into law and be- 
come the avowed and established policy of. this Government the 
moment it was consummated it would alyze the uplifted arm 
of reviving industry and startle the civilized world. 

It is not worth while to discuss this resolution in the light of 
twenty years ago. The Senate is speaking to-day for the people 
of the United States, and what was said or done a quarter of a 
century ago, when we were struggling to resume specie payments 
and when gold and silver were practically at a parity, furnishes 
no safe guide for the action of the Senate in 1898, 

This resolution is applicable only to the conditions of to-day and 
should be considered only in the light of present surroundings. 
And what is our financial condition at this time and the avowed 
policy of the Administration in relation thereto? 

It was fittingly expressed in the inaugural address of the Presi- 
dent of the United States on the 4th of March last: 


Our money is all good now, but its value must not further be threatened. 


It shouldall be = — an enduring basis, not subject to easy attack, nor its 
stability to doubt or dispute. 


All our currency of to-day, whether of paper or coin, is of equal 
monetary value in the hands of all the people, while the credit of 
the a States passes unchallenged among the nations of the 
earth. 

This condition has been attained, too, while carrying a load of 
silver fifty times greater than was borne in our circulation under 
a system of free coinage, every dollar of which, though worth 
less than one-half the bullion value of the gold dollar, is main- 
tained at a parity with gold in the marts of trade. 

Such is our present monetary system and financial status which 
the Administration, and the party standing back of it, does not pro- 
pose to jeopardize or impair. 

Much has been said about the attitude of the Administration 
and the Republican party touching bimetallism. That ought not 
to be subject to question or doubt. The Republican party de- 
clared at St. Louis, upon which declaration the verdict of the 
American people was rendered, as follows: 


The Republican party is unreservedly for sound money. It caused the 
enactment of the law providing for the resumption of specie payments in 
1879. Since then every dollar has been as good as gold. 

We are unalterably opposed to every measure calculated to debase our 
currency or impair the credit of ourcountry. We are, therefore, opposed to 
the free coinage of silver except by international agreement with the leading 
comme rcial nations of the world, which we pledge ourselves to promote, and 
until such agreement can be obtained the existing gold standard must be pre- 
served. All our silver and paper currency must be maintained at ae 
with gold, and we favor all measures designed to maintain inviolably the 
obligations of the United States and all our money, whether coin or paper, at 


the a standard, the standard of the most enlightened nations of the 
earth. 


President McKinley, in his inaugural address, avowed his pur- 
pose to carry out this declaration of party faith in the following 
terms: 


The question of international bimetallism will have early and earnest 
attention. It will be my constant endeavor to secure it by cooperation with 
the other great commercial powers of the world. Until thatcondition is real- 
ized when the parity between our gold and silver money springs from and is 
supported by the relative value of the two metals, the value of the silver 
already coined, and of that which may hereafter be coined, must be kept 
constantly at par with gold by every resource at our command. The credit 
of the Government, the integrity of its currency, and the inviolability of its 
obligations must be preserved. This was the commanding verdict of the 
people and it will not be unheeded. 


The present Secretary of the Treasury, in a recent address in 
the city of Philadelphia, avows himself in full accord with this 
policy, as follows: 

Besides, his enemies, if he means the Republican party, are not boastin 


that they have buried bimetallism. They proclaim themselves its friend; 
they approve it in their platform. The political head of that party has 
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been active to secure it under the only conditions by which it can be main- 


tain ternational agreement, with nm mints to both silver and 
eee ee one to inaugurate such a method t the President heartily sup- 
ports the principles of his oP and in his efforts he has the sup- 
port of ailthe members of his o 


family, iunuendoes and declarations from 
various sources to the contrary notwithstanding. Until it can besecured in 
this rational manner, 


we propose to maintain the kind of bimetallism we 
have now, wart which five hundred millions or more of silver are kept on a 
ity with gold. 

ps0 the position of this Administration and the policy of the Re- 
ublican party is to use both gold and silver in our monetary sys- 

Gn keeping the same always at a parity, opening the mints to 

free coin only when an international agreement is reached, 

which shall 1 make such a step expedient and safe. 

This policy was quite in accord with the views of the Demo- 
cratic party in 1892, when it declared in its national platform: 

We hold to the use of both gold and silver as the standard money of the 
country, and to the coinage of both gold and silver without discriminatin 
against either metal or cha for n ntage, but the dollar unit of coinage o 
both metals must be of equal intrinsic exchangeable value, or be adjusted 
through international agreement or by such saf of | tion as shall 
insure the maintenance of the ty of the two metals and tne equal power 
of every dollar at all times in the markets and in the payment of debts; and 
we demand that all paper currency shall be kept a with and redeemable 
in such coin. We insist upon this policy as especially necessary for the pro- 
tection of the farmers and laboring classes, the first and most defenseless 
victims of unstable money and a fluctuating currency. 

More than this, Congress has twice declared by solemn enact- 
ment that it isthe policy of the United States to maintain the two 
coins at a parity. The declaration in the so-called Sherman Act, 
repeated in the repeal of the purchasing clause of that measure, 
was a solemn assurance to every holder of our national obliga- 
tion that they were not to be discharged in a degraded currency. 
So long as the two coins are maintained at a parity the public 
credit can not be impaired nor the public faith impugned. 

Any proposition, therefore, which proposes to abandon this pol- 
icy and create a ee ge between gold and silver, and, when that 
disparity is secured, discharge the national obligations with the 
inferior coin, however great its depreciation, is to my mind a 
violation of the public faith and but little short of repudiation. 

The resolution now under consideration proposes to abandon 
the policy of maintaining the parity between gold and silver, by 
opening the mints of the United States to the free and unlimited 
coinage of silver dollars of 412} grains of standard silver, worth 
intrinsically but 43 cents, and use the dollars thus obtained to 
discharge the interest-bearing obligations of the United States. 
This is the bald, undisguised avowal, and this is declared to be 
‘not in violation of the public faith nor in derogation of the 
rights of the public creditor.” 

ut it is said in reply that the opening of the mints of the 
United States to the free and unlimited coinage of silver at the 
ratio of 16 to 1 will not create a disparity between the two coins, 
but that in some way, somehow, by some mysterious process not 
yet evolved, two things of unequal commercial value are suddenly 
to reach a common level. Who so credulous as to believe it? 

The history of this nation and every other nation on the face of 
the globe refutes it. There is not a nation on the face of the earth 
to-day that has its mints open to the free and unlimited coinage 
of silver and gold alike, where gold is not at a premium and such 
nation ona silver basis. Why would not that be the result in 
this country if we resort to the free and unlimited coinage of sil- 
ver? We maintain our present enormous volume of silver at a 
parity with gold because its coinage is limited and on Govern- 
ment account and under Government control, and whatever may 
be the bullion value of the silver in the silver dollar, the Govern- 
ment stands pledged to maintain it at a parity with gold. How 
that is secured it is not now necessary to stop to explain. But 
what power would maintain the parity under free and unlimited 
coinage? Certainly not the Government, and without its sup- 
port every dollar of such coinage would sink at once to the level 
of its bullion value. 

Yet to pay off the bonded indebtedness of the United States in 
such depreciated coinage is declared not to be in violation of the 
public faith. Do the gentlemen remember the circumstances 
under which the bonds authorized by the act of 1870 were sold 
and the pledges made in relation thereto? When the prototype 
of this latest attack on the public credit was presented in the Sen- 
ate December 10, 1877, it was well known that its terms could not 
be fulfilled. At that time the silver dollar was not being coined, 
nor had it been since 1873. Prior to the act of 1873 the total coin- 
age of silver dollars had but little exceeded $8,000,000, and these 
could hardly be said to be in existence, having been exported 
from the country or melted down to obtain the greater value of 
the bullion. 

It was an obstructive movement in the way of the resumption 
of specie payments. But while one branch of the legislative 
department of the Government was thus engaged in a fruitless 

ort to impair the faith and integrity of the Government, the 
Executive, in the exercise of lawful authority, was sparing no 
effort to maintain the public faith. To do that and to relieve the 
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country from the blight of depreciated paper money, there being 
no silver in existence, it was necessary to obtain gold coin. 

The ae fears arising from the agitation of a silver- 
coinage bill and the rumors of a purpose to make the bonded ob- 
ligations of the United States payable in depreciated silver dollars 
made it difficult to obtain gold without some assurance on the 
part of the executive branch of the Government that the bonds 
sold under the act of 1870 were intended to be and should be paid, 
principal and interest, in that kind of coin received for them upon 
their sale. The timecame, bear in mind, prior to the introduction 
of the Matthews resolution, when it became necessary for the 
executive branch to declare itself plainly upon this point. It was 
absolutely necessary to exercise the utmost good faith with the 
people from whom the Government hoped to get the gold neces- 
sary for resumption. Therefore on June 19, 1877, to remove all 
doubt upon the question, the Secretary of the Treasury made pub- 
lic the following letter: 

Your letter of the 18th instant, in which you inquire whether the 4 per 
cent bonds now being sold by the Government are payable, principal and 
interest, in gold coin, is received. The subject, from its great importance, 
has demanded and received careful consideration. Under laws now in force 
there is no coin issued or issuable in which the ee of the 4 per cent 
bonds is redeemable, or the interest a except the gold coins of the 
United States standard value fixed by laws in force on the 4th of July, 1870, 
when the bonds were authorized. The Government exacts in exchange for 
these bonds payable at their face in such gold coin, and it is not to be antici- 
pated that any future legislation of Congress, or any action of any Depart- 
ment of the Government, would sanction or tolerate the redemption of the 

rincipal of these bonds or the payment of the interest thereon in coin of 
ess value than the coin authorized by law at the time of the issue of the 
bonds, being the coin exacted by the Government in exchange for the same. 

The essential element of good faith in preserving the equality in value 
between the coinage in which the Government receives and that in which it 
pays these bonds will be sacredly observed by the Government and people 
of the United States whatever may be the system of coinage which the gen- 
eral policy of the nation may at any time adopt. 

Yet, in the face of this declaration, the Senate of the United 
States is asked to declare that the payment of these bonds in de- 
preciated silver is not in violation of the public faith. Could any- 
thing be more monstrous? 

In this connection I commend to Senators on the other side of 
the Chamber the words of Senator Bayard when the Matthews 
resolution was under consideration. He said: 

Any act which weakens the credit of the nation adds just so much to the 
burden of the laboring men and takes away just so much from the just 
rewards @f labor. On the old score of cold economy, a weakening of the 
public credit is the most wasteful of conceivable proceedings. A man’s good 
name is his chief possession, and our laws give remedies and recompense to 
every citizen who is damnified by slander or by libel. But a nation has no 
such er + and its sole defense must be found in the jealous care by its 
citizens of the public honor and credit. 

Fortunately, however, this resolution, though it may pass this 
body, can not have the force and effect of law. It may possibly 
serve to alarm the business interests of the country and slacken 
the pace of returning prosperity, but let me assure you it will also 
serve to arouse the forces of sound money to resist this fresh as- 
sault upon the public credit and the national honor. The better 
sentiment of the American people will respond to the inspiring 
declaration of the President uttered but yesterday before the 
National Association of Manufacturers: 

There is another duty resting upon the National Government—‘ to coin 
money and regulate the value thereof.” This duty yoqmenes that our Gov- 
ernment shall regulate the value of its money by the highest standards of 
commercial honesty and national honor. The money of the United States is 
and must forever be unquestioned and unassailable. If doubts remain, the 
must beremoved. If weak placesare discovered, they must be strengthened. 
Nothing should ever tempt us, noma ever will tempt us, to scalé down the 
sacred debt of the nation through a legal technicality. Whatever may be 
the language of the contract, the United States will discharge all of its obli- 
gations in the currency recognized as the best throughout the civilized world 
at the times of payment. Nor will we ever consent that the wages of labor 
or its frugal savings shall be scaled down by permitting payment in dollars 
of less value than the dollars accepted as the best inevery enlightened nation 
of the earth. 

Upon this declaration of the President we stand. 

In hoc signo vinces. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, as the hour approaches for the 
final consideration of the various amendments which have been 
proposed to the pending resolution, I will consume but a few 
moments in endeavoring tosummarize my thoughts. In the first 
place, if Senators on the other side of the Chamber are at a loss 
to appreciate why the resolution has been brought here, some of 
us are likewise at a loss to know why, if they credit their own 
statements, they do not vote accordingly. I have heard it re- 
marked by several distinguished and opposing Senators that the 
proposed declaration is legally accurate, and still later we have a 
further criticism made by the substitution of the word “ techni- 
cality.” This is a Presidential distinction. 

I quote from the resolution: 

That all the bonds of the United States issued, or authorized to be issued, 
under the said acts of Congress hereinbefore recited are payable, principal 
and interest, at the option of the Government of the United States, in silver 
dollars of the coinage of the United States containing 412} grains each of 
standard silver; and that to restore to its coinage such silver coins as a legal 
tender in payment of said bonds, principal and interest, is not in violation of 
the public faith nor in derogation of the rights of the public creditor. 
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It is said the first part of the proposition is declaratory of the 
law, and Senators who antagonize it insist that thesecond portion 
is obsolete because of the alleged nonexistence of conditions pre- 
vailing at the time of its adoption. 

Mr. President, if it be true that the law is stated correctly in the 
resolution, why do we not so announce? Senators ask us why it 
is necessary to redeclare the law. I have not often heard 
assigned as a reason for refusing to declare that to be the law 
which is admitted to be the law that at an earlier date a similar 
truth had been proclaimed. Such a reply is evasive. 

We here ask the affirmance of a proposition which we under- 
stand to be disputed in some quarters, and the evidence before us 
justifies the conclusion that there is some question with reference 
to it. We wish to remove all contention. When Senators state 
that there is no right upon the part of the United States morally 
to make payments save in gold, they inject into the resolution a 
feature not assented to when the Congress of 1878 phrased it. 
They make a new platform and discover a hitherto unknown law. 
Senators who then voted for it, gentlemen distinguished now in 
public life who then’ supported it, have changed their views. 
They refuse to-day to admit that to be the rule of conduct which 
they then declared to be such, and yet they quote no statute, refer 
to no resolution, in any way a pmo or modifying the enact- 
ment which was then advertised by the Congress of the United 
States. 

Has there been anything said to justify the assertion that the 
Republican party as represented in high places to-day questions 
the existence of that law? One of two things is certain. Either 
that party does question the existence of that law or its officers 
violate that law upon the ground of the existence of a higher rule, 
to wit, compliance with conditions to be dictated by the creditors 
of the United States. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] who 
has just taken his seat quoted from certain remarks made in this 
Chamber by adistinguished Democrat from Delaware, Mr. Bayard. 
I believe, though I have not referred to the Recorp mn 
that that distinguished Senator voted against the passage of the 
Matthews resolution, and it is a matter worthy of remark that 
the Republican party has at length come to the position which 
Mr. Bayard so ably defended in this Chamber when he contested 
the Matthews resolution in 1878. 

Mr. President, what is the ition of the Republican party 
upon the financial question? This subject perhaps might be de- 
ferred had it not been adverted to at length during this discussion. 
The real question pertains to the resolution concerning the correct- 
ness of which there is no substantial dispute upon the surface in 
this Chamber, notwithstanding the threat of numerous negative 
Republican votes. Connected with this, however, we have become 
involved in differences regarding general financial policies. It is 
always pleasing for those engaged in debate to understand the 
position of the respective parties. 

What is the position of the Republican party? Does anybody 
know? Certainly no member of that organization is willing to 
enact any measure in this Congress from which the ublican 
view can be learned. The committee having charge of this issue 
elsewhere has failed to agree to or report anything. The Secre- 
tary of the Treasury recommends a bill and the President of the 
United States, the head of the Government, in referring to that 
scheme, says: 

The Secretary of the Treasury has outlined a plan in great detail, for the 
purpose of removing the threatened recurrence of a depleted gold reserve 


and save us from future embarrassment on that account. To this plan I 
invite your careful consideration. 


This is an extract from the message of the President of the 
United States to the present Congress. It would be interesting to 
know what the President really thinks of that plan. He has not 
told us. Perhaps he is without opinion upon it. Certainly his 
opinion can not be adverse, or he would have saidso. He may be 
in doubt. We find in this message no recommendations except 
those contained upon pages 3 and 4 of the printed document and 
which furnish but moderate information or instruction. 

The Secretary of the Treasury, who may be said to represent the 
financial sentiment of the Administration, if it is ible for a 
Secretary of the Treasury ever to do so, appears before the com- 
mittee of the House and makes various statements which have 
been referred to here several times. I quote briefly. 

The Secretary says one object of his plan is— 

Tocommit the country more thoroughly to the gold standard, remove, so 


far as possible, doubts and fears on that Jn = — thus strengthen the credit 
of the United on both - home ms 
a * * 

As to the first nacnletininn de sia the par more thoroughly to the 
gold standard, remove as far as possible doubts and fears on that point, and 
thus strengthen the United States both at home and abroad—the proposition 
to refund the bonded debt of the United States, now payable in coi 
bonds bearing a lower rate of interest and payable, principal and interest, in 
gold, ” a oe d to that end. 


Ea fe * * 
Mr. ‘Cox. In that connection I desire to get this point clearly in my mind. 
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We will sa yom ut this into practical operation. I present } aliver certifi- 
omen and mand gold. The condition ot the , 
such that there is cian of a 
it your construction that I have a a 2 
the Secre of the senna fe b+ fe 

Secretary GAGE. I believe it is akg of the to pay it out if, 
in his discretion or opinion, it SS neeeey te a8 —s er to forestall an 
° ration which aes otherwise occur in the market —namely, the 

silver certificates at a Giecoent for 5 for gold. If I tho thought that event was go- 
‘on to hap pyen, and I had the gold, I would redeem in gold. If I did not have 
the - — have to get it — or default. 
*~ 


Mr. PRINCE. I sniiaetient that sae are about $348,000,000 in ceendialin 
now out. Now, what amount of ey notes is outstanding 

Secretary GAGE. Here are the n the re — 000,000. 

Mr. Prince. What is the ne). A — silver ce cates? 

Secretary GAGE apy ~ ee: ee amounting to $410,000,000. 

Mr. PRINCE. tal of how much 


GAGE. “, si d d 
oun ——7 Se undred an thirty million dollars, if I have stated 


Mr. PRINCE. wer, as I understand it, there are $930,000,000 of de 

notes of one kind and another which may be presented to you as Secretary 

of the Treasury for rede: The holder, we will say, demands the gol 
$930,000,000 can be paid in gold at the 


™m i 
instead of silver. Do you hold that the 
direction of the holder of this paper? 

Secretary GAGE. I hold that your uestion is theoretical. Yes, theoret- 
od they might all be presented. cally, it is a physical impossi- 

oe Prince. I agree with you on that. 

Secretary GAGE. It is as muchof a physical impossibility as it is for a man 
to breathe twice the —— of his Siem. He can not do it. 

Mr. Prince. IL agree wi ou there, but I am you whether, either 
in small bits or in total, heh ers could demand gold forit? Now, you pro- 


= lentes, ‘ou, to t aside $200,000,000 in this fund, and upon that 
ee Sa eeor t ¥ ch the banks can issue money? ” 
es, 


Mr. PREeOn. Then there is $200,000,000 now drawing no interest, which 
instead is to draw interest at 2} per cent? That leaves still §730,000,000 which 
= still come to you for the p of redemption? 

ecretary GAGE. That leaves 000,000 for the purpose of redemption; 
yes. sir. 

Mr. Prince. How many million dollars will the bank circulation reach at 
—— ae I —_ it will be thing like $500,000,000 

ecre AGE. some e 

Mr. = That, added to the $730, 


Treasury, we will assume, is 
ead not an abustense of gold. Is 
naan the gold and thea duty of 


ne 


Mr. Aru Wanintes: if I euinudinen nite. Mr. meatehion. you stated 
that the first dam covered by your bill-was the more firmly 
resent gold Ido not wish to introduce political qasutions into 
his aes ie. en there is one am I ES ay | like to ask you, and I have 
—— t to writing, and, with the ae ission of the eS Zs a 
ou are, of cou: Seow! can, sym: izing pu 
lican principles. The gee, recognined ss orm adopted at St. Louis looked toward bimet- 
allism as a pi ciple. You advocate, and I am giad that you do, for 
Isym athive with 7 most heartily, the firm Sranerentebiidhonent of the present 
gold standard, as ted in your _ declaration yesterday. I want to ask 
you if that does not conflict wi ae enunciated at St. Louis? 
Secretary Gage. I a en osir; not as I look upon the question 
of bimetallism, for bimetallism must be one ‘of two t ither two — 
ent kinds of money of unequal commercial value, circu i te et on an —_ 
with each other by reason of the lower quality being made e wi 
the higher and thus of equal value, or two ae mone - a Shane ely e = 
in value as to circulate on a ar parity. A bim ic “standard” 
not exist anywhere on earth. A bimetallic currency, as I understand bimet- 
ism, does exist in the United — now. The establishment of our 
system upon the gold standard, and the recognition of silver by the Govern- 
ment in the wa of such intercha: bility as may be necessary to k it 
equal to gold l better maintain bime , on the general principle I 
have Thee ee out 
in a manner, on for eighteen or nineteen years. 
There is seals at all in th — asin ion to more any a the gold 
standard to prevent us from all reasonable things to acco 
an increase in the value of Je money as will bring it to a untura! ral parity 
with gold, and thus relieve the Government from the expense of if 
maintenance and the embarrassment which has prevailed for many years, 
and which will perhaps prevail for many years to come in our financial sys- 


tem. 

In other words, the Secretary of the Treasury declares abso- 
lutely for the gold standard, and he is in favor of placing the 
United States in a position to redeem $930,000,000 of various 
classes of obligations if necessary in gold. This ‘includes silver. 
The President has been heard from to some extert, as stated b 
the Senator from Michigan, at last evening’s dinner. He sai . 
among other things: 

The money of the United States is and must forever be unquestioned and 
unassailable. If doubts remain they must be removed. If weak places are 
ena they must be strengthened. Nothing should ever tempt us— 

ong ever will tempt us—to scale down the sacred debt of the nation 

hrough a legal ere Whatever may be the language of the contract, 

the United States will discharge all of its o pry in the currency recog- 
nized as the best throughout civilized world at the times of payment. 

Whether the “best” money be gold, silver, or precious stones 
no inquiry has yet been made. 

Then the President continues: 

Whatever effort, therefore, is to make the settlement of this vital 
question clear and conclusive for all time we are bound in g conscience 
to undertake and if possible realize. 


What is that effort which is to be made? Is it to accomplish 
the passage of the bill recommended by the Secretary of the 
Treasury? What bill is before us bearing the indorsement of an 
committee of Congress?—and all of the committees are sana 
as to their majority of Republicans. What committee has sug- 
gested any scheme? But it is said, as an excuse for this failure, 
that the measure could not be passed. The President takes no 
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stock in that proposition. He knows that the House is largely I thought, as the Senator from Colorado said ‘‘we insisted that 
Republican and that the Senate is organized on Republican lines. | the letters must be forgeries,” that there was an element of sar- 


is in favor of treating the issue directly, he says. casm in his tone. 
eae attempt will be the best proof of sincerity of purpose. Mr. ae at ee ane believe o those om agra fer 
. : geries? as the alleged author denounced themassuch? Is there 
Let — —— t eee Sees — discuss the any proof to justify the belief that men prominent in the financial 
pln oS or Sent comMianes: = councils of the world would present letters alleged to be from the 


, Fea SY A3 St: so at offici 
For us to attempt nothing in the face of the prevalent fallacies and the - mo ees moana Rp 08 he Valied States witee thas ofietel 
constant effort to spread them is to lose valuable ground already won and signed: : ‘ 5 ae : 
ractically to weaken the forces of sound money for their battles of the Hence our —— opponents are put in this position, that while 
Fature. . Core to a party of bimetallism, while sending a mission 
Mr. President, when the distinguished author of this phraseology abroad for the purpose of advancing bimetallism, the head of the 
was delivering his address we were assured by one of the leading Treasury of the United States, the leading financier connected 
New York papers that— with the Administration, discredits that commission and says sub 
The President's great hit was made in his declaration that “the gold stand- | Tosa that the whole matter is nonsense; that international bimet- 
maintained.” e had 


ard must be caine’. a he let s go at Sat, Re 9 would ave done allism can not be accomplished, and intimations come from other 
ter, but as an afterthought he saw © admi' free coinage o imi ; ; - 7 all itis a hrow 
beteew mse eer ib oe ¢ woald iris similarly high Republican sources that after all it is a sop thrown 


oonamel Rotneen tke geen ws. | 00 Western Republicans. 
one Sa t— t t Senator Woncort's Seeaiedented suberanl sebeeed Mr. President, it is certain that in no part of this Republic 
and discredited. where the true bimetallic sentiment prevails and predominates 
Mr. President, think of it! Here were these gentlemen, distin- | can there be any further deception. It is certain that the man 
guished and able and patriotic, no doubt, men of enterprise and | who to-day votes against this resolution, which it is admitted is 
great intelligence and industry and high attainments, who had | but declaratory of the law, can not find any excuse before those 
gathered upon that festive occasion. e are assured they repre- | of his fellow-citizens who believed he was in truth a friend of the 
sent an annual output of over $9,000,000,000. We are assured | double standard and voted for him, though he was a Republican, 
that sixty trusts were properly there. We are advised, to use the | when they confront him with his record of to-day. 
somewhat enthusiastic language of a metropolitan journal, that I do not assume to blame any person for his views upon this 
it was a Belshazzar feast. subject. Opinions varying from mine are honestly entertained, 
Here were these gentlemen, sympathizing with the laboring | no doubt, by those who cherish them. I do not question the en- 
man, With the man who toils, anxious not so much toadd to their | tire integrity of those who differ totally from me, but what I do 
profits as desirous of increasing his, men who are anxious to as- | say is that candor, and fairness, and honesty, and our duty to the 
sist the poor farmer and make him rich and help to keep up the | public require that we should be plain and explicit 2nd that we 
price of wheat, which price even the Manufacturers’ Club does | should range upon the one hand those who are gold monometallists 
not, I believe, claim is due to any- policy of the Republican party, | and upon the other those who are bimetallists, and whatever may 
as no one attempts to saddle the India famine and other similar | be the effort of some people to prevent an issue of this sort, it will 
foreign horrors upon that organization—here were all these dis- | come. It can not be avoided. It can not be deferred. It has 
tinguished and able gentlemen convoked at a joyous table and | been delayed too long. 
approving the remarks of the President favoring the gold-stand- If the present Administration were not in accord with the hon- 
ard, but when he intimated that an international agreement | estly expressed sentiments of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
would be a good thing a chill, Mr. President, overcame them, and | would that Secretary still remain in office? Would he still pro- 
tremblingly they resumed their seats, fearing that silver might, | mulgate ex cathedra the principles of finance upon which his 
after all, remain a subject of international negotiation—a mone- | party must rest its claim to public approval? Obviously not. No 
tary possibility—until they were resuscitated by the practical ad- | one can be thus deceived. In fact, the Secretary candidly, and I 
mission of the President that the monetary commission was in | have no doubt truly, gave out to the Associated Press bnt a short 
fact a failure. time ago the announcement that there was no difference between 
Mr. President, it shonld not be necessary to define the position | him and the President; that their views were in substantial 
of the respective political organizations to-day with reference to | accord. 
this topic. The mblican party must make a straight fight for Mr. President, to briefly summarize the general principles for 
the gold standard and the Democratic party must adhere to its | which I have been contending I will put the matter thus: Does 
nae and unequivocal declaration made in the platform of 1896. | the pending resolution declare the law? If so, why should it be 
o attempt to disorganuize or discredit, no effort of interested par- | defeated? If everybody admits it to be the law, why not say so? 
ties to spread the spirit of discord in our ranks will keep apart | If it is voted down, will it not be hereafter claimed that such 
any of those who believe in true bimetallism, whether Democrats, | vote demonstrated that in the opinion of this body the resolution 
Populists, or Silver Republicans. Devoted to the cause, able and | fails to truly set forth the effect of the statutes of the United 
firm in its advocacy, determined to succeed, they will not recede | States? 
one step from their position; deliberately and patriotically taken, Thecontract referred to between the bondholders and the United 
they will be supported by the thousands of American voters who | States can not be properly waived in any regard by Congress. It 
were deluded by the pledges of the Republican party in the last | is our duty to conserve, not to give away the people’s rights. 
campaign — made never to be performed. While an individual may waive his rights with reference to mat- 
Mr. President, am I wrong when I attempt tostate the position | ters of private contract, the Congress of the United States, acting 
of the Secretary of the Treasury? We all listened with delight to | under hmited power and authority, should not be generous in the 
the eloquent and most interesting speech of the able Senator from | donation of public assets, and should hesitate to give away with- 
Col lo [Mr. Wo .cort] with reference to his participancy in, | out consideration valuable privileges of the people. 
the work or attempted work of the late monetary commission, and The people of the United States are interested as well as the 
regarding those who interfered with the commissions’ work. | bondholder. Their welfare must be also the subject of our solici- 
He said: tude. While it is not designed to alter the contract to the detri- 
We were also somewhat embarrassed by the statements of representatives | ment of the bondholder, it is obviously our duty to insist upon 
of New York bankers in England, who sought access to English officials and | those features of the agreement which were made for the security 
States Ti lee et ee ee ee ee ee ee United | of the public. While the bondholder is entitled to every ceut his 
sop to a few far Western Republicans: that the country generally favored contract calls for, he has no rights, as to interpretation or con- 
the gold standard, and that the President of the United States shared this | struction, beyond those which are enjoyed by the other party. 
view. : The Government is not bound to pay any penalty to its creditors 
Perhaps some of these intervenors may have seen the advance | because of legislation affecting the value of silver—tirst, because 


sheets of the President's speech of last night. the contract was made in view of the possibility of the exercise 


nein aa sli 


The statements were untrue, of course— of all the discretion possible by Congress; and secondly, for the 
Continues the Senator from Colorado— reason that the assaults made upon silver have emanated from 


but in support of them these people assumed to present interviews and | the bondholding class, who have ever been the notorious and pow- 
statements of the Director of the Mint. a hold over from the last Adminis- | erful sources of all adverse silver movements. 


tration, the late Comptroller of the Currency, an equally precious legacy, Those who oppose the pending resolution deny that the Gov- 
yam Se Attell - fo service and transiated’ to a Chicago bank. and pre: ernment has impaired the value of silver, or that the course of 


ury, to the effect that there was no chance for international or other bimet- | legislation has had that tendency. [If this is true, and such, too, is 


and favoring the permanent adoption of the gold standard. the claim of the bondholding class, it is absurd to base a pretense 
ee ay TO ee oper greene Sane that we are morally bound to give away our rights because of 
re’ of the Treasury were a different matter. We insisted that the letters | @ny breach of faith upon the part of the debtor. 


must be forgeries and the —omnoms ee = a ~ pee The bondholders were of full age and discretion when they con- 
was inconceivable that a member © net would see undermine » mos = . aed tr, die 
the efforts of a mission appointed by the President and whose efforts he was tracted. They were, for the most part, careful men. used to dri 


y and zealously seconding. ing close, if not hard bargains. I[t is not pretended that they 
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were deceived in any way, or that any frand was practiced upon 
them. Asarule they have had the better of the contract. 

The retention of the right to exercise the option given in the 
contract is important, even though gold may be ultimately paid 
as a matter of governmental discretion, because raids upon the 
Treasury will not be made if speculators know that the United 
States will be protected honestly and within the lines of the con- 
tract whenever the proper occasion arises; and further, for the 
reason that, under prevailing Treasury practice, it is the occupa- 
tion of the creditor to aid in promoting the continuance of the 
gold standard; while if the Government stands upon its rights 
the creditors’ interests will be manifestly to assist in maintaining 
silver as well as gold values. Moreover, the use of the metal 
upon an equality with gold will pave the way for the steady res- 
toration to its former status. 

While it is undoubtedly impolite and certainly wrong to speak 
with undue harshness of our creditors, yet in view of their frequent 
descents upon the Treasury in time of governmental distress, and 
remembering their shrowdness in concluding paying contracts with 
the Government, they should not be treated as paupers or objects 
of charity, or otherwise than as sensible men who are daily required 
to live »p to all of their obligations, and who occupy no superior 
position and are entitled to no peculiar consideration from the 
Government of the United States. 

The frequent assertion that the Democratic party is in favor of 
paying obligations in depreciated money is false. If the policies 
for which we contend are enforced, there will be no appreciated gold, 
and consequently no depreciated silver. It is admitted, at least in 
this debate, except by the distinguished Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. CarreRY], who is a candid advocate of the gold standard and 
does not believe in the positions with which we are told some Republi- 
cans concur, that bimetallism would inure to the benefit of humanity, 
and that if possible silver should be restored to its former position; 
though it is contended that this can not be done without an inter- 
national agreement. 

But no international agreement can ever be accomplished if we 
continue legislation adverse to silver. If we, who produce so much 
silver, manifest no faith, what can we expect of those otherwise 
interested? The failure of the monetary commission was to some 
extent no doubt due to the notorious circumstance that those pow- 
erful influences, constituting the trusts, syndicates, and monopolies 
who ardently supported the Republican party, threw cold water 
upon the whole plan. 

While Secretary Gage does not hesitate to pin his faith to gold, 
President McKinley contents himself with the declaration that the 
money of the United States must be unquestioned and unassailable, 
and that we must discharge all our obligations in the currency 
recognized as the best at the time of payment. He does not use 
the word ‘‘goid,” but the manifest purpose of the statement, the 
circumstances under which it was made, and the attendant phrase- 
ology demonstrate such to be his belief. Under the Democratic 
system there is no ‘‘better” or ‘‘best” currency in this country. 
All of it is “good;” all of it “unassailable.” At the great dinner 
already mentioned—styled sometimes a Belshazzar Feast—just held 
in the city of New York, there were present nearly one thousand 
diners, representing products of the annual value of nine ‘billion 
three hundred and seventy-five millions of dollars, and over sixty 
trusts. 

All of these people agreed as to the gold standard, which they 
have done so much toestablish. One of the leading speakers spoke 
scornfully of the inquisitorial corporation tax, the income tax, and 
the graded collateral-inheritance tax; alluded sarcastically to the 
crime of 1873, and also td laws regulating the hours of labor. The 


general expression seemed to be that these gentlemen could take. 


care of themselves without legislation, and hence that others should 
do the same thing. Unanimity of sentiment prevailed. Would a 
similar number of American farmers, of American producers of the 
soil, have passed similar resolutions or made similar speeches at a 
rural luncheon? And for which class is this Government organized ? 

The Democratic party claims that the benign influence of our 
system should be extended over all, and that burdens should be 
fairly apportioned; but the indorsers of the plans of the present 
Administration—of which those who met at the gathering to which 
I have referred are fair samples—have conceived the idea that they 
should be permitted to proceed in their own way, and that, having 
the power to monopolize everything, no legislation can properly 
interfere with their designs. 

The Secretary of the Treasury,in his address made at Boston 
recently, in speaking of the gold standard and endeavoring to ex- 
pose what he was pleased to term the fallacies of Mr. Bryan, used 
language which I quote from the New York Tribune. Speaking of 
the i6 to 1 argument and alluding to the assumed fact that wages 
did not show depression arising from the gold standard, he con- 
tinued: 


No, it is not upon wages that the injurious effect of a gold appreciation falls. 
It is upon those who own the land, the forest, and the mines, if upon any, that 
the injurious effect is visited. This is all so plain that one can not comprehend 
how the wage earner can be misled by that iridescent orator who, —— titudes 
of words, couched in ambiguous and sophistical phrases, seeks to obscure judg- 
ment. 
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It was said the other day by the Senator from South Carolina (Mr. 
TILLMAN), I think, that there were some 30,000,000 people in this 
country dependent upon agriculture. Here isa defensive statement 
made by the Secretary of the Treasury, talking for the ear of one 
particular class of people, and erroneously, I believe, stating to 
them that the appreciation of gold did not hurt them, but conced- 
ing and grounding his argument upon the fact that there is such 
appreciation and that the loss falls upon those who own the land, 
the forest, and the mines. 

For years we have made this contention. For years we have 
referred to those who produce agricultural products as the victims 
of the gold standard. For years the advocates of the gold stand- 
ard have denied that which the Secretary admits. We thus have 
a statement from that officer not only granting our contention, but 
glorying in it, and explaining to the wage earners how happy they 
ought to be because they are sacrificing the interests of rl en- 
gaged in the other pursuits to which I have adverted. 

‘he laboring people of this country, who have been to some extent 
influenced by considerations which prevented the free exercise of 
their judgment, are fast coming to know that there is no truth in the 
pretense that bimetallism and more money will injure them. They 
are fast learning that it is impossible that those who are acquiring 
the principal part of the wealth of this land are more devoted to their 
welfare than the tillers of the soil. They donot credit the pretense 
that their wages are upheld or maintained by other influences than 
their own exertions, intelligently directed through their own organ- 
izations and by the demand for their skill. They well understand 
that if occasion is ever presented they will suffer at the hands of 
those who untruly profess to be their disinterested friends the same 
evils and the same ills which have been visited upon agriculture 
throughout the United States. 

A time comes occasionally, as it did during the last year, when 
the suffering, the woe of many in other lands furnishes a source 
of pecuniary benefit to the producers of America. But it is a poor 
consolation to us to know that‘the only prosperity which we can 
expect in that part of the Union devoted to agriculture is to come 
when there is suffering and sickness and death and disaster unpar- 
alleled among other divisions of the human family. 

Mr. President, I will not trespass longer upon the time of the Sen- 
ate except torepeat that the issue between bimetallism and the single 
gold standard will be so clearly made from this on that it will be 
vain toseek to hoodwinkthe people. Itis obvious that those Repub- 
licans who, in the face of much local opposition, despite a feeling at 
their homes that they were perhaps doing violence to their convic- 
tions in thus a to the Republican party, have voted against 
us can not continue this course unless they see fit to go down with 
that organization to defeat and ignominy. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, I am reluctant to add to 
what has been so admirably and forcibly urged against the adop- 
tion of the resolution of the Senator from Colorado. But I am so 
impressed by its subtle attack upon the a credit and by its 
mischievous effect upon the country that I can not consent to rest 
my opposition solely upon my negative vote. 

Sir, the resolution proposed is not new, for it was the subject, 
as has been frequently observed by others, of extended debate in 
this Chamber twenty yearsago. Although commercial and finan- 
cial conditions have undergone a marked change, not only in this 
country, but in other countries, the resolution stands unaltered, 
and it is sought to apply it to present and future circumstances. 
The country has moved onward and upward in its development, 
commercially, intellectually, and financially, but the resolution 
takes no note of this. 


It is wholly reactionary in its purpose. It declares that the 
principal and interest of certain bonds shall be paid at the option 
of the Government in silver dollars of the coinage of the United 
States containing 4124 grains each of standard silver, regardless 
of the great decline that has occurred in silver throughout the 
world. It is not claimed that its terms either enlarge or restrict 
the obligations devolved upon the Government by existing law. 
It does not have the force of law; it is at most a brutum fulmen. 

It has been claimed, sir, that the Treasury Department has 
unfairly discriminated and is discriminating in the use of silver, 
and that gold only is exacted by the bond creditor and paid by the 
Government. This claim is unfounded and is at serious variance 
with the practice of the Department. I have assurance to this 
effect, which is disclosed by a telegram from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and which is as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, January 26, 1898. 
Hon. CHARLES W. FAIRBANKS, United States Senator. 


Dear Str: In reply to your inquiry asking the manner in which Sy came 
of interest and principal of Government bonds has been made by the - 
ury Department, I have the honor to inform you that it has for many years 
been the practice of the Department to make payment in whatever form of 
currency was the mostavailable unless a particular kind of money was 

for, in which case the request has been complied with. Gold, when demanded, 
has never been refused. 

But as a matter of fact there are few instances in which gold is called for, 
and payment is made in the most available form of currency and very seldom 
in gold. Asa matter of fact, nearly all payments on account of the Govern- 
ment, whether for interest, bond ent or current expenses, are made 
by drafts on the assistant treasurers in the largecities. Theyare not paidin 
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ney, but are offset by drafts and checks on the banks received by 
oot nant in the collection of its revenues. 

The difference is paid in whatever form is most convenient to the Govern- 
ment, unless it be in New York, where the settlement between the banks as 
a whole and the subtreasury are settled in large legal-tender notes from day 
to day, Not 10 per cent of our disbursements go out in the form of cash. 

Jery 


ly, you 
a L. J. GAGE, Secretary. 


It will be seen from this that the contention of the advocates of 
the resolution that the holders of the Government bonds are ex- 
acting nothing but gold and that the Government has been only 
too eager to pay in that metal is contrary tothe truth. It clearly 
appears that the bond creditors accept the currency of the Gov- | 
ernment, gold, silver, and paper indiscriminately, as public or | 
private creditors do in their innumerable daily transactions. The | 
charge, therefore, of undue discrimination in the use of either of | 
our current metal coins has no warrant in fact. 

I may be allowed to say, sir, without in anywise questioning | 
the good intentions of the author of the resolution, that its pur- | 
pose is not frankly expressed upon its face. The debate had pro- 
ceeded at some length before it was made perfectly clear as to the 
full scope and meaning of the declaration that ‘‘to restore to its 
coinage such silver coins as a legal payment of such bonds, princi- 
pal and interest, is not in violation of the public faith, nor in dero- 
gation of the rights of the public creditor.” After being pressed 
by the Senator from Wisconsin as to the effect of the provision in 
question, the Senator from Colorado clearly admitted that the pro- | 


vision contemplated the free and unlimited coinage of silver at a | 
ratio of 16 to 1, and that such silver coinage should become legal 
tender for the principal and interest of the bonds. 

It is thus evident that the central purpose of the resolution is to 
obtain the sentiment of the Senate upon the proposition for the | 
free and unrestricted coinage of silver at theratioof 16to1. Why | 
was not this purpose, Mr. President, frankly and clearly expressed | 
in the face of the resolution, in order that no doubt whatever might | 
arise as to its scope and meaning? So importanta question as the | 
currency and the coinage of gold and silver can not be settled by 
indirection, nor will we be entrapped into any inconsiderate and | 
doubtful expression with respect thereto. 

I do not for one moment challenge the exalted purpose of the | 
Senator from Colorado. His devotion to the subject of the free | 
and unlimited coinage of silver has been of long standing and 
constant. Compared with the restoration of the free coinage of 
silver all other public questions are subordinate. How far his 
judgment upon this question and his devotion to its advocacy is | 
affected by the fact that Colorado is one of the great silver-pro- | 
ducing States may be open to question. 

Tam aware, Mr. President, of the tremendous power of environ- | 
ment upon our lives and upon our judgments. It seems to me | 
that in the devotion of the Senator from Colorado to the cause of | 
free silver he is following but an ignis fatuus, and that he would | 
lead his country and his followers in the pursuit of it into the | 
morass of commercial paralysis, degradation, and dishonor. 

I have thought that the honorable Senator is so committed to | 
the doctrine which he entertains, and so zealous in its advocacy, 
that he would be willing even to see the country wrapped in the 
flames of war, if thereby the end which he seeks could be accom- | 
plished. I was struck, sir, - his speech on the 7th of the present | 
month upon bimetallism. is closing observations had no logical | 
and natural relation to the principal subject of his address, and 
were devoted to an arraignment of the Administration with re- | 
spect to its foreign policy, which has been prudent, conservative, | 
sagacious; which has been studiously observant of international | 
obligations and insistent upon the prompt redress of the rights 
of Americans everywhere. 

The distinguished Senator did not seem to fear a foreign war, 
and I felt that he rather courted it. Referring to Cuba, said he, | 
“T do not believe there would be war if we put our hands upon | 
Cuba; but if so, let it come.” He would have us become an inter- | 

| 
| 
| 


national intermeddler. He would have us unite with England in 
preserving the autonomy of China, Persia, Afghanistan, and Beloo- 
chistan. “ Weneed not goto war,” said he; butsuch comprehensive 
interference with the affairs of foreign governments which do not 
fps affect the honor or credit of our Government would, | 
in my humble judgment, tend to breed war sooner or later. But | 
how would that concern free-silver coinage? Sir, the first gun | 
fired would send us to a depreciated currency basis. Free-silver 
coinage would be ushered in with the advent of war. It seems to 
me that the honorable Senator in his address upon bimetallism and | 
our foreign relations did not speak idly, but with his conspicuous 
Sagacity, to a purpose. The present resolution followed quick 
upon the heels of the speech to which I refer. What is its pur- 
? What does it seek to accomplish? Sir, it seems to me to 
ay the groundwork of national discredit and national dishonor. 
Any impairment of the public credit sensibly and injuriously 
affects individual credit and private enterprise. Any possible de- 
rangement of our commercial interests must tend to create dissat- 
isfaction, discouragement, discontent, and out of such conditions 
it is hoped, I believe, that the free coinage of silver will emerge. 
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provement in nearly every field of commercial activity. 






I do not undertake to sit in judgment upon the motives which 
Its author may not have contemplated 
what I fear; but, sir, it is a familiar rule of the law that men are 
presumed to have contemplated the natural consequences of their 
Mr. President, the present resolution is unwarranted 
by existing circumstances. Whatever tends to arrest the rapid 
restoration of prosperity, which tends to disturb confidence, which 
is the foundation rock upon which all true and enduring pros- 
perity is built, is unwise, untimely. 

About us everywhere are multiplied evidences of returning 

rosperity. The press of the country records from day to day ev- 
idence that the condition of business is improving, and that thou- 
sands of our countrymen are finding increased opportunity for 
work and wages. The commercial agencies report weekly im- 
Failures 
throughout the country are decreasing in number and in impor- 
tance. Railway earnings, which are a fair commercial barometer, 
are about 17 per cent greater than last year; clearing-house ex- 
changes have increased about 32 per cent over the year that is 
passed; our export trade shows a large and increasing balance in 
our favor. 

Under the operation of the new tariff law, the Treasury is 
gradually being reenforced, and the day of deficits is at an end. 
I may be pardoned for the introduction of a letter received from 


| the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury which may not be wholly 
| unrelated to the subject under consideration in the view which I 
| take of the purpose of the resolution. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., January 24, 1898. 
My DEAR SENATOR: In accordance with your request,I take pleasure in 
iving you a brief statement concerning the receipts under the new tariff 
aw. he law has been in operation just six months to-day, and the receipts 
from customs and internal revenue during that period have been as follows: 


Internal 





7 ’ 

Year | Customs. | revenue. 
July 24 to 31 $2,771, 884.13 $7, 154, 626. 70 
SEE Bde cess cee 6, 987, 702. 84 11, 193, 194. 89 
September -...-..- 7, 943, 100. 28 12, 701, 975. 77 
an a cnatih shined ehiunnediianiibiiten 9, 713,494.62 | 13,614, 872.80 
ce 9, 830, 025.00 13, 530, 649. 48 
EP Re dtdd ddlidine odubacbn gras bubesd&sedeoduues | 11,660, 788. 74 14, 342, 928. 97 


January 1 toz 


Total 


10, 689, 451. 60 8, 753, 494. 25 


50,596, 447.21 | 81,291,742. 86 





The revenues have increased month by month, and the month of December 
shows an increase of $2,643,043.23 over the month of November. The receipts 
from customs for the first twenty-three days in January are nearly equal to 
those for the whole month of December. 

The receipts from all sources for December (excluding the $51,715,204 re- 
ceived on account of the Pacific Railroad sale, and the $900,000 paid out to 
qualify the Government to bid in case of the sale of the Kansas Pacific -Rail- 
road, and $517,428.96 interest paid on Pacific Railroad subsidy bonds not due 
until January) were $1,714,831.1)) in excess of the expenditures for that month. 

Itmust be remembered that the importations under the present law have 
been greatly reduced by the large importations made in anticipation of its 
passage. During the first four months of the operation of the law (the latest 
for which [ have the exact figures as to the volume of imports) the total re- 
ceipts from customs were $}4,474,322.74. Had the importations during that 
period been as large as they were during the same period of 1896, the rates un- 
der the present law would have produced $57,072,283, or $22,597,961 in excess 
of the actual receipts. 

In 189% business was suffering from depression, while 1892 was a particu- 
larly prosperous year. Take, therefore,an average for the same four months 
of 1592 and 1896, and applying the rates of the act of 1897, the estimated receipts 
amount to $69,574,152, an increase over the actual receipts of $35,099,830. 

The Secretary of the Treasury in his annual report estimates that the ex- 
penditures for the present fiscal year, exclusive of the postal service, will 
amount to $373,000,000. <A little over $200,000,000 of this amount was expended 
during the first six months, leaving an average monthly expenditure for the 
remaining six months, beginning January 1, of less than $29,000,000. 

The revenue has constantly increased under the present bill, and I think it 
is fair toassume that this increase will continue, for we are not yet importing 
the usual quantity of sugar, and our wool importations are exceedingly small. 
Adding these two items to the amount we are now receiving will consider- 
ably swell the total revenue. The expenditures for January and possibly 
April, the two months for the payment of the quarterly interest, will exceed 
the receipts, but I have no doubt that for the six months ending June 30 the 
receipts will at least equal the expenditures. 

As an evidence that the importations are gradually increasing, I beg tocall 
your attention to the following statement of the quantity of merchandise in 
the bonded warehouses at the port of New York: 


Pg 2 $4, 174, 264.41 | October 31, 1897 __- 
August 31,1897. .......... 
September 30,1897. _..... 


Very truly, yours, 


. $6, 435, 140.36 
7, 569, 135. 54 
9, 000, 000. 00 


4, 906, 464. 68 November 30, 1897 - 
5, 610, 762. 36 | 


December 31, 1897........ 


W. B. HOWELL, Assistant Secretary. 

Hon. CHARLES W. FAIRBANKS, 

United States Senate. 

Mr. President, what does all this signify? It means a gradual 
and rapid return to normal commercial conditions and to an era 
of renewed prosperity. And what does that signify? It is the 
death knell to the hope, to the possibility of the establishment of 
the free coinage of silver at 16 to 1 independent of an agreement 
with the leading commercial nations of the earth. The ranks of 
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free silver have been recruited out of adversity and disaster. I 
give the author of the pending resolution credit for the perspicacity 
to see that in the complete restoration of prosperity now imminent 
and manifest to all, the free and unrestricted coinage of silver is an 
utter impossibility, and as areal issue it would soon become as 
dead as the Czesars. 

Those who give support to the resolution before us attempt to 
classify its advocates and opponents as bimetallists and gold mo- 
nometallists. Bimetallism in the sense in which it is used by 
the opposition is a misnomer. Therecan be no bimetallism; that 
is the tree coinage of gold and silver at a ratio of 16 to 1 under 
present circumstances. I am fortified in this assertion by his- 
torical precedent. The law of Sir Thomas Gresham, discovered 
in the time of the old Greek Aristophanes, is familiar to every 
student of the currency. It is a law which has survived the cen- 
turies and is as true and inexorable in its operation to-day as when 
its influence was first recognized. 

It is more powerful than statutes; yes, more inexorable and ir- 
reversible in its operation than constitutions and monarchial 
edicts. I have great faith, Mr. President, in the genius and 
ability of the distinguished advocates of the resolution before us; 
but I do not believe that their opinions can outweigh the accumu- 
lated wisdom of centuries and overcome this great, fixed, but un- 
written law of currency. 

It is not my purpose, sir, to enter upon a critical and exhaustive 
discussion of the currency question. The accasion does not re- 
quire it, and my time does not allow it. But I may be permitted 
to say that during the last twenty-five years the most civilized 
nations of the earth have been closing and have closed their mints 
to the admission of silver and gold to free coinage at any ratio. 
What leading country to-day freely coins gold and silver, en- 
dowing each with legal-tender powers, and maintains them at a 
parity? Iam not aware, sir, of any country whose experience we 
can or should follow which is to-day doing what it is urged by the 
opposition the United States should attempt to do. 

I do not know of any country whose mints are now open to the 
free and uniimited coinage of gold and silver at any ratio where 
gold and silver are circulated at a parity. What is there in our 
own history which gives rational basis to the belief that we can 
accomplish what other great countries have found impossible? 
Have the mints of bimetallic France, our sister Republic, which 
has received the special praise of some of the distinguished Sen- 
ators in opposition, been able to continue the free coinage of gold 
and silver at the arbitrary ratio of 154 to 1? 

If I understood correctly the distinguished and able junior Sen- 
ator from Colorado in his recent report of his mission in behalf 
of an international agreement, it would be impossible to secure 
an agreement at the arbitrary ratio of 16t01. ‘‘My opinion is,” 
said he, and I do not attempt to quote him literally, as I do not 
have his speech at hand, ‘‘ that it will be necessary to adopt some 
other ratio, such, for example, as 20 to1.” No one will either 
doubt the ability of the honorable Senator or his loyalty to the 
cause of bimetallism. 

This observation is to me full of significance. It means that in 
view of the great decline in the value of silver that even the con- 
current action of a number of the leading nations, aside from 
England, would be utterly powerless to open their mints at a ratio 
of 16 to 1 when the present commercial ratio in all the world’s 
markets is about 36 to1. It is, of course, obvious that if the lead- 
ing commercial powers, in the judgment of the distinguished 
junior Senator from Colorado, should adopt a ratio in the neigh- 
borhood of 20 to 1 that it would be nothing short of criminal folly 
for this country, independent of all others, to attempt the restora- 
<— of free coinage at 16 to 1, the ratio contemplated by the reso- 

ution. 

There seems to be some diversity of opinion upon the opposite 
side as to whether or not under free coinage the money value of 
the silver dollar would be enhanced in price above its market 
value or whether it would fall to its value as bullion. Some claim 
that free coinage would raise silver to an equality with gold. 
Such was the distinct claim made by the candidate for President 
on the Democratic ticket at the last election, and some in this 
Chamber have expressed a similar view. I wonld inquire whether 
this opinion is founded upon past experience and whether there is 
historical warrant for it? Takeour own history, and free coinage 
has not resulted in bringing the coinage and commercial ratios to 
the same level. 

Mr. President, the free and independent coinage of silver at 16 
to 1 would result in silver monometallism, and thereby drive the 
gold out of the country, and it would inevitably result in the de- 
preciation of the value of our paper money, of our silver certifi- 
cates, and of our silver coins. e value of all under the expressed 
policy of the Government, as distinctly found in the acts of 1890 
and 1893, is kept at an absolute equality; each form of currency 
is equivalent to gold. But under free coinage we would have a 
single standard, and that silver. 

The erforced payment of the bond creditors of the Government 
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in cheap silver dollars would, in my judgment, be in violation of 
a and purpose of the contract, if not in contravention of 
its letter. 

I am not unaware, Mr. President, of the prejudices of some to- 
ward the bondholders of the Government. I do not fail to re- 
member how readily some have heretofore sought to attain public 
place by exciting prejudice against the holders of our obligations, 
who then were far more numerous than now. I well recollect 
the invitation that was presented soon after the war to induce 
the people by various devices to repudiate a portion of the great 
bond debt. 

But it is a part of our proudest history that the voice of the re- 
pudiator was unheeded and that the great mass of the people were as 
sensitive of preserving the national honor by meeting the nationa! 
obligations as they were to defend it upon thé battlefields of the 
Republic. It was more difficult, sir, to carry the burden in 1869 
than it is to-day. The principal of the bonds has decreased and 
the rate of interest has steadily diminished. It may be well for 
those who may be disposed to repudiate a part of the public obli- 
gations by payment in a depreciated currency to consider how 
little indeed they save by what seems to me to be an act of national 
dishonor. 

On the ist of June, 1896, the public debt amounted to $13.41 per 
capita, having been reduced from $69.26 in 1867, $43.56 in 1877, 
and $20.03 in 1887. The annual interest paid is only 49 cents per 
capita. Part of this relatively small debt which remains does 
not mature until twenty-seven years hence. It is proposed se- 
riously to declare the policy of the Government to be that this 
small debt, a large part of which matures more than a quarter of 
a century hence, shall be paid in a silver currency which is worth 
intrinsically one-half of its value in 1878, and which may still 
further decline before the bonds mature. 

Mr. President, who would be the beneficiary of this act of repu- 
diation? The Government? No. For it is not proposed that tho 
Government shall purchase the silver at the market value as in the 
Bland-Allison Act of 1878 and the Sherman Act of 1890 and coin it 
upon its own account and therewith pay the creditors of the Gov- 
ernment. If that were the policy, we can see how the Government 
might obtain some pecuniary advantage, might derive some bene- 
fit under the policy proposed, dishonorable and ignominious though 
it would be. But under free coinage contemplated by the resolu- 
tion the owners of silver bullion would be the sole and only bene- 
ficiaries. The Government would be obli, to receive their bul- 
lion, impress it with its stamp, transforming 44 cents’ worth into 
100 cents legal tender. The silver-bullion owner does not propose 
to divide his profit with the Government. The Government will 
be required to accept the 44 cents’ worth of silver for a full 100 
cents in the payment of its excise and customs duties. It will be 
no easier for it, as I conceive it, to obtain the silver than it will 
be to secure the gold. 

The claim that free-silver coinage will not result in the depre- 
ciation of silver to its market or bullion value is unfounded, or 
past experience is false. It seems to me, sir, that it is contrary to 
the spirit of the contract, which is as much a part of it as though 
written in its face, for the Government to repay its own bond- 
holders and creditors in a depreciated currency for the benefit in 
a considerable measure of the silver-bullion owners and the silver 
trusts. I have no war to make against them as such, Mr. Presi- 
dent. Iam in favor of lending to the legitimate producers of sil- 
ver all the fair and just encouragement which it is ible to lend 
under wholesome and just laws. but more than this I do oppose. 

When the Bland-Allison Act was under consideration in the 
Senate in 1878 and immediately after the passage of the resolution 
which is reproduced here, Mr. Blaine spoke against the free coin- 
age of gold and silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, and his observations 
are so pertinent to the consideration of the question before us that 
I shall draw upon them briefly. 

The question before Congress, then— 

Said he— 


sharply defined in the pending House bill, is whether it is now safe and 
expedient to offer free coinage to the silver dollar of 412} grains with the 
mints of the Latin Union closed and Germany not permitting silver to be 
coined asmoney. At current rates of silver the free coi of a dollar con- 
taining 412} grains, worth in gold about 92 cents, gives an timate profit 
to the owner of the bullion, ena him to take 92 cents worth of it to the 
mint and get it stamped as a coin and force his neighbor to take it for a full 
dollar. is isan undue and unfair advantage which the Government has 
no right to give to the owner of silver bullion, and which defrauds the man 
who is forced to take the dollar. 


Mr. Blaine will not be suspected of any subserviency to the 
invisible, intangible gold influence which, according to the oppo- 
sition, has been mysteriously and persistently at work throughout 
the world for the last quarter of a century or more in securing 
the dethronement of silver. If he were here to-day, how much 
more sharply would he condemn the policy which proposes to take 
44 cents’ worth of silver, giving a profit of 56 cents to the owner 
of the silver bullion, and force the bonded creditors of the Gov- 
ernment to take it for a full dollar. 
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untry, that it will seriously endanger the public credit, and thereby 
coe wee citizen, I shall vote to lay the bill upon the table. 


I trust that I may be eaeene for invoking the weight of the 
opinion of General Garfield against the policy advocated by the 
Senator from Colorado and his distinguished supporters. 

Mr. President, I shall not stop to critically examine the letter 
of the bonds of the Government, supplemented by the provisions 
of the resolution before us. Ishall write into them the good faith 
and moral obligation of the country to meet and discharge them 
fairly and squarely and without loss to the creditor. This obliga- 
tion, I take it, is of no less binding force upon a country sensitive 
of its honor than that which may be termed strictly the legal obli- 
gation, and I shall consent to no interpretation which shall prevent 
the Government from paying its debts in the best standard of 
money and in full measure. This policy I would apply in its best 
and most comprehensive sense to bonds, pensions, and every other 
class and form of Governmentindebtedness. Ihold, sir,that above 
all gold and all silver and all other forms of currency stand the 
honor and the credit of the Government. 

Sir, the present is no time for quibbling, for uncertainty, for 
doubt. There must be no equivocation with respect to the char- 
acter of our money standard and no hesitancy or divided purpose 
in its inflexible maintenance. It is our duty to place about it 
such safeguards as wisdom and prudence may suggest and to 
preserve it unimpaired. The judgment and the conscience of the 
American people found expression in the platform adopted by the 
St. Louis convention and which was triumphantly ratified at the 
ballot box in 1896. The declaration made was terable opposi- 
tion to every measure calculated to debase our currency or to im- 
pair the credit of the country. position was pledged to the 
free coinage of silver except by international agreement with the 
leading commercial nations of the world, to promote which, pledge 
was given; and until such agreement could be obtained, the exist- 
ing gold standard must be preserved. All our silver and paper 
currency must be maintained at parity with gold, and all measures 
were favored which were designed to maintain inviolably the obli- 
gations of the United States and all our money, whether coin or 
paper, at the present standard, the standard of the most enlight- 
ened nations of the earth. Sir, this constitutes our monetary 
creed—broad, sound, patriotic—the true foundation of all real, 
individual prosperity and enduring national greatness. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 2 o’clock p. m.). The Chair will 
annonnee that, according to the terms of the agreement made yes- 
terday, debate will now proceed under the fifteen-minute rule. The 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. WotcoTr] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask unanimous consent that the Senator 
from Colorado may be allowed to proceed without limit. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Iam quite sure, Mr. President, I shall not take 
more than fifteen minutes. I am obliged to the Senator for his 
courtesy, however. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senatorfrom Colorado will proceed. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, the discussion upon this question, 
it seems to me, has gone far afield of the resolution. As it was 
introduced, it is in words and phraseology identically the Matthews 
resolution, which met, twenty years ago, the overwhelming approval 
of this body under conditions which have not since materially 
changed. The binding force of that resolution is recognized to-day 
by almost every Senator on this side of the Chamber. The Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. Atpricu], the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
a and every other Senator whose experience and training 
has familiarized him with the subject now agmits that the principle 
laid down in the Matthews resolution is to-day the principle which 
must in law govern the paymeut of the principal and interest upon 
these bonds. 

One would think, however, from the discussion of the past three 
days, that this was a resolution demanding the immediate opening 
of our mints to the unlimited coinage of silver at 16 to 1, and that 
it involved directions to the Secretary of the Treasury that he 
should discriminate or not discriminate in favor of the payment of 
principal or of interest. 

Mr. President, this resolution has nothing on earth to do with the 
question of a bill for the unlimited coinage of silver. It is a resolu- 
tion which lays down a legal principle, defining the phraseology of 
our bonded indebtedness. Beyond that it does not go. 

Any Senator in this body who believes in silver monometallism or 
in bimetallism or in gold monometallism can vote for this resoln- 
tion with a clear conscience, because it embodies the exact state- 
ment of the terms of the obligation of the Government. Nor, Mr. 
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President, is it in the slightest degree any reflection upon the dis- 
crimination exercised or to be exercised by the Secretary of the 
Treasury. Thatis not at all involved in it. 

There has not been any question as to the character of the money 
which has been paid, either upon the principal of the small amount 
of bonds which have become dne or upon the interest due from timo 
to time upon our bonds, nor are the many other questions which 
have been imported into this discussion involved in the slightest 
degree respecting it. 

We have had a most extraordinary spectacle developed here, Mr. 
President. Senators have risen in their places and, invoking the 
pensioners of the Government against this declaration of « legal 
right, have declared that the pensioners of the Government xre the 
true bondholders and that, because the effect of the passage of a 
bimetallic measure might be to raise the price of agricultural prod- 
ucts, therefore those who enjoy the pension of the Government for 
service upon the field of battle should join hands with the gold mono- 
metallists and make our bonds specifically payable in gold. I can 
easily picture, Mr. President, the consideration which the pensioner 
would receive at the hands of the Indianapolis convention aud the 
warm and sympathetic treatment that would be extended to him by 
the great clearing-house associations. 

We were told on yesterday, Mr. President, that if this resolution 
passed the poor man was the one who would suffer and the banker 
would be the man who would gain. If that be true, the source of 
some of this opposition is difficult to find. No, Mr. President, this 
resolution, stripped of all its verbiage, is simply a declaration of 
right, so clear that it is difficult tomy mind that any man cau differ 
with it. 

In 1870 the standard of money in this country was 412} grains of 
silver. No man doubts that. In 1870, when we voted to issuc the 
bonds, there was a provision in the act that the bonds shou!d be 
made payable in coin of standard value. The coin of standard 
valne was 412} grains of silver. It was exchangeable for 23.22 
grains of gold, because the mints were open to both; but the stand- 
ard was the silver dollar. In 1873 the free coinage of silver was 
destroyed by law. 

Lest that might be construed as changing the legal effect of the 
obligations of the Government, after that had happened, in 1875, 
when we came to pass the specie-resumption law, at a time when 
the mints of the country were closed to silver, then, Mr. President, 
both Houses of Congress enacted into legislation a provision that 
bonds thereafter issued should be bonds of tlie same character as 
those issued under the act of July 14, 1870; and, as a matter of fact, 
every bond issued since 1873, when the mints were closed to silver, 
reads upon its face: ‘‘This bond, principal and interest, is payable in 
coin of the standard of value of July 14, 1870.” 

Now, if that is the phraseology of your bonds, if every purchaser 
takes notice, if he sees clearly impressed upon the face of his bond 
that it is payable, principal and interest, in coin of standard value 
of July 14, 1870, is it wrong that he should be put upon inquiry 
and invited to turn to the statutes of the country to see what was 
the standard of valne of July 14, 1870? That is all this resolution 
implies. 

In 1878, Mr. President, when this resolution, the Matthews reso- 
lution, passed this body by such a tremendous majority, it had the 
vote of the Senator from Iowa, and it had the vote in the House of 
Representatives of the distinguished President of the Unite«! States. 
Thus, Mr. President, in the tace of pending legislation the status 
of the bonds of the United States was duly and formally declared 
by the Matthews resolution. 

Now, I should like to ask if anybody in this Chamber will assert 
for a moment that if this resolution had then been immediately fel- 
lowed by the enacting of a bill for the unlimited ¢oins¢e of silver, 


+ 


and if the bill had passed both Houses of Congress 2nd been signed 


by the President, this would have been a violation of the obliga- 
tion of this Government? 

Mr. President, we must concede that if, upon the passage of this 
resolution, we had proceeded to enact a law for the unlimited eoin- 
age of silver, such a law would be within the line of goo: conduct 
toward the holders of our securities. Thisresolution was then fresh 


upon our reeords, and for 20 years it has remained there, and when 
the resolution is revived and again brought to the attention of the 
American people, with this recital of our legal right, we sre met 
by denunciation and abuse, and it is charged that we are attacking 
and impairing the good faith of this Government. 

Mr. President, there is no suggestion in the resolution of impugn- 
ing the good faith of the Government. It is true now, as it was in 
the days of Junius, “ Private credit is wealth; Public honor is secur- 
ity.” That public honor may be safely invoked to-day at the hands 
of every American citizen. I do not believe within the contines of 
our land there are a hundred men who, under any circumstances, 
would vote to pay the obligations of this Government with any 
money but the best, if, unfortunately, there was one money better 
than another. I do not believe that man is yet born who is willing 
to betray the honer and integrity of his country by offering to pay 
@ dollar of its indebtedness in a spurious or a debased coin. 

We have had suggestions from bimetallists on this side, who are, 
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some of them, I regret to say, bimetallists on a gold basis, that 
under the provisions of this resolution we are attacking the integ- 
rity and good faith of the Government. Mr. President, in the cen- 
tury now closing I know of but one act which stands out as a most 
deplorable financial transaction—and I include in my review all the 
dark days of the war—and that took place in 1894, when, in the dire 
and bitter distress of this Government, a syndicate of holders and 
owners of money united and came to this Government in its hour of 
need, and said, ‘‘Your bonds are selling at 115, and we will give 
you 10i4 for them,” and impressed, as the President of the United 
States was, with what he believed to be the serious condition of 
the country, he sold this organization, which included almost every 
leading financial institution, $62,500,000 worth of bonds at 104}, 
and within ten days they jumped up again to 117—$9,500,000 taken 
from the pockets of the people of the United States. And, Mr. 
President, it ill becomes men who defend that transaction to charge 
us with attempting to impair the honorand good faith of the United 
States. [Manifestations of applause in the galleries. ] 

I say to you that the people of the West may be intrusted with 
the national honor. We have never betrayed it; we have never 
taken the Government’s money in its hour of need. We never yet 
have voted, and we never will vote, to impair its credit or pay its 
debts in any but the best money. 

The amendment of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] and 
other amendments are to my mind wise and judicious declarations 
of the intent of this Government, but they have no place here. 

Whatever may have been the purposes for the introduction of the 
resolution, to-day it has become timely because of the attempt of 
the Secretary of the Treasury to commit this Government finally to 
the single gold standard. It should be passed without change and 
without amendment, for provided it fails there would be encourage- 
ment to every man who is a gold monometallist to say, and to say 
with force, that the Congress of the United States refused to de- 
clare that the bonds were payable in lawful money—in coin of the 
standard of July, 1870—therefore you have enacted that these bonds 
are payable in gold; and in any attempt which might be made, as I 
believe an attempt will be honestly and successfully made, to bring 
about an international bimetallic agreement, we would be met by 
the statements of these gold monometallists that, Congress having 
indirectly declared our bonds to be payable in gold, we can not in 
honor and in good faith enact any law which shall recognize silver 
at open mints or seek to change the single gold standard. 

Mr. President, if anything further were needed beyond the unfor- 
tunate declarations of the Secretary of the Treasury to drive bimet- 
allists to despair, it would be the successful attempt by the oppo- 
nents of the resolution in the Senate of the United States to refuse 
to recognize the fair and equitable declaration which was made 
twenty years ago. The maintenance of the public honor and the 
public credit is dear to all our hearts, but is it not as much incum- 
bent upon us not to change the legal liability of this country upon 
its bonds as it is to change it and mako it payable in a coin which 
was not contemplated when the bonds were issued ? 

Mr. President, I sympathize with the appeals which call upon us 
to stand by the national honor. Those appeals are best answered 
by a vote of this body that we will stand by the phraseology of the 
bond itself. We have an option. We do not propose to yield it or 
to enforce it to the impairment of our national honor, and we will 
never consent that by any change—the dotting of an ‘‘i” or the 
crossing of a ‘“‘t”—the phraseology that went upon the bonds in 1870, 
was reasserted by Congress in 1875, after the mints were closed, and 
reasserted by the Matthews resolution of twenty years ago, the 
rights we then reserved shall be given away and another obstacle 
interposed to the attainment of international bimetallist—an attain- 
ment within our reach if we will loyally seek it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, twenty years ago I had the honor 
of voting for this resolution in the Senate and of trying to support 
it insome remarks which I then submitted to this body. I desire 
now to put on record some facts which sustained me in the vote I 
then gave,and prove that this country has been greatly benefited 
by the adoption of the resolution twenty years ago and will be 
benefited now by its readoption. 

I wish to show by a quotation of facts from the report of the Di- 
rector of the Mint for 1897 that those Senators who are very appre- 
hensive of the effect of the resolution upon the promotion of the 
free coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1,if you please, or at any 
ratio, are very much mistaken, not only as to what is to be the effect 
of the resolution upon that proposition, but what would be the 
effect of free coinage if we were to resort to if to-day. 

I suppose in a debate of this kind we have a right to refer to the 
mint reports as presenting the highest authority that can be cited 
in favor of the statistical facts on which argument ought to be predi- 
eated. I have no other source of information on the subject. As I 
see the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] in his seat, 
I wish to call his attention to a summary of the statistics on the 
subject of silver production and silver coinage and the use of silver 
in the arts as appears in the mint report for 1896. 

On page 193 of the report it is stated that the world’s production 
of fine ounces of silver was 165,100,887, of which it is stated on the 
game page that the United States produced 58,834,800 fine ounces; 


Mexico, 45,646,424 fine ounces; other American States, estimated, 
about 30,000,000 ounces. Probably that is too large an estimate, 
So the American States, including the United States, produced in 
1896, 134,481,224 fine ounces of silver. That leaves for the produc- 
tion of the balance of the world 30,619,663 fine ounces, which just 
about balances the production in the Central and South American 
States under their imperfect development in mining at present. 

Now, what becomes of this silver? What was done with it? 
What was done with it in 1896? The world’s coinage of silver in 
1896 was 153,395,740 fine ounces. The uso of silver in the arts 
amounted in the United States to 4,801,377 fine ounces of silver, or 
about 15 per cent of our own product. Applying the same ratio of 
use to other countries, it would require 10,215,048 fine ounces to 
supply the necessities of the arts. The coinage of the world in 
1896 added makes 168,415,165 ounces. The world’s product being 
165,100,887 ounces, it leaves 3,315,378 fine ounces of silver to be sup- 
plied by an encroachment upon the accumulated stock of the world 
prior to 1896. 

Mr. President, I should like to hear some of the wise financiers of 
this body deal with that proposition and upon it predicate an argu- 
ment that this country is in any danger from the overproduction of 
silver in the world, when the fact is that the annual production of 
silver in the world does not keep up with the demand for coinage 
and the demand for the arts. 

In 1816, shortly after the close of the Napoleonic wars and imme- 
diately after our last war with Great Britain, that Government 
held the obligations of every Government in Europe, except France, 
for immense sums of money advanced to them for the support of 
their armies. The estimated sum was $1,200,000,000. 

In order to double, or even treble, the value of that debt she 
resolved to reverse a policy she had pursued since the reign of 
Queen Anne, in 1702 to 1714, under which she had made silver a full 
legal tender and gave to it free coinage equally with gold. Having 
done this in theory, but not in practice, she could insist that her 
debtors in Europe should follow her example, and they were not 
powerful enough to refuse. Even France and the Latin Union had 
to conform to British policy. 

We paid our war debt incurred in our second struggle for inde- 
pendence with Great Britain so rapidly that she despaired of sub- 


jecting us to the yoke she had fastened on the necks of European 


sovereigns, and bided her time until some great national calamity 
should chain us to her chariot wheels. That event caine with our 
civil war. We fell into the category of a debtor nation and our 
bonds and adverse commercial balances were held in Great Britain 
in immense sums, they having been sold at 30 to 40 per cent discount. 
Then she set about to force them to payment in gold, as she had 
done in Europe. 

I will now state the process by which that resulé was brought 
about. It is a painful narrative of the cowardice of political par- 
ties and the treachery of leaders who look to the power of money to 
control Congressional and Presidential elections. 

The only real and efficient leverage that exists for the lifting of 
silver to the commercial value of gold at the existing ratio, or at a 
ratio that prevails in Europe, is the firm declaration that now and 
hereafter we will use both metals, without discrimination, and at 
our option in payment of all public debts and demands, and make 
the money coined from both metals a legal tender for private debts. 

Our trade, based upon this financial foundation, will compel the 
world to accept the situation we will thus adopt. 

When the rest of the nations of this hemisphere come to our sup- 
port, as they will, because this is almost exclusively the silver-pro- 
ducing part of the world, the progress of restoring silver as a money 
metal to the service of the thousand million of industrial people of 
the world will be rapid and safe. 

Europe, Asia, and Africa can no more dispense with the silver of 
the three Americas than they can do without our corn, wheat, cot- 
ton, and provisions. 

No government in the world that has money in use as a measure 
of values can maintain its rule over the people if it should make it 
criminal to use silver coins as money, as all decent governments 
make it criminal to circulate coins that are clipped or debased. 

The indispensable necessity of using silver coins in the constant 
dealings of the people in their transactions makes it an impossibil- 
ity to strike out silver as a money metal. 

This fact places the entire world under an indispensable depend- 
ency upon silver-producing countries, which gives them the con- 
trol of the market for silver as a commodity of commerce, and 
enables them easily to put the value of silver bullion at par with 
its coinage value. 

It wants nothing but American concert of action to put this hem- 
isphere in this attitude of vast and assured advantage, and the dec- 
laration in this resolution is the first necessary step in this great 
and inevitable march of events. 

This resolution, adopted twenty years ago, has not only strength- 
ened the public credit by adding more than 600,000,000 silver dol- 
lars to the strengthening of the nerves and bones and sinews of the 
industrial people, in whose labors the whole strength of the public 
credit is lodged, but it has saved the Government from bankruptcy, 
and has aided, beyond all other legislative agencies, in the increase 
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of our population from 45,000,000 to more than 75,000,000 in twenty 


y°The readoption of this resolution will be a reassurance to the 
world that the people who have worked out this great problem in 
the United States, —— the most powerful political and monopo- 
listic combination of capital and credit, of banking houses and cor- 
porations, with princes, crowns, and principalities that ever existed, 
are still on the march for the deliverance of mankind from a curse 
that is worse than ‘‘ war, pestilence, or famine.” Clouds of dark- 
ness and distrust, deception and confusion have gathered over this 
great question, ‘‘ Shall silver still remain as a money metal?” 

The elections in 1896 let in a great flood of light on the situation, 
and the people begin to feel a hope of release from this bondage to 
monopoly. The visit of our monetary commission to Europe con- 
firmed the steady approach of the day of deliverance, and the reen- 
actment of this resolution will hasten its advent. 

It is the second firm step in the direction of the restoration of our 
people to the full measure of their legal and constitutional rights, 
and if it shall give us even 1,200,000,000 of silver dollars in the next 
twenty years it will confer upon this country and the world a bless- 
ing of incalculable value. 

It will clothe the naked, feed the starving, shelter the homeless, 
heal the sick, and spread the banners of peace where the black flag 
of monopoly now hovers above our free and patriotic people. 

I have no pride in any vote I ever gave in the Senate that is so 
gratifying to me as the vote I cast for this resolution twenty years 
ago. And I appeal to the history of the last twenty years in sup- 
port of the vote I then gave for this resolution. 


THESE ARE THE FACTS. 


At the close of our civil war the debt we had to provide for was 
$2,778,236,173.69, or in lawful money of the United States, 
which meant legal-tender greenbacks. 

The Government had reduced it by over $600,000,000 in 1873, and 
surprised the whole world with the new and inconceivable fact that 
it could pay the whole debt in the third of a century. 

In February, 1870, the Supreme Court, in the case of Hepburn vs. 
Griswold, held the legal-tender feature of our greenbacks was un- 
constitutional. 

This decision assured the British bondholders that our bonds 
would never be paid; that our debt was permanent, and there 
would be no more “ Black Fridays.” 

They demanded that our bonds should be made papable in coin, 
and we consented, and enacted the law of July 14, 1870, to pay them 
‘‘in coin of the standard value of the United States on the 14th day 
of July, 1870.” 

The bondholders then thought they were secure ina funded bond 
debt, yielding a revenue, at 5 and 6 per cent, that would never end. 

In May, 1871, our Supreme Court reversed its decision of 1870, and, 
in the case of Knox rs. Lee, decided that greenbacks were full legal 
tender for all debts, public and private. 

The bondholders again took the alarm when this great addition 
was made to the volume of sound money, for they saw that it would 
enable the people to earn the “coin” to pay their bonds, 

This greenback legal-tender currency pushed all our industries 
into tremendous activity. Especially, the mines were worked with 
great enterprise and diligence. 

In 1853 we produced in gold $60,000,000; in silver, $50,000; in 
all, $60,050,000. In 1873, twenty years later, we produced, gold, 
$36,000,000; in silver, $35,750,000; in all, $71,750,000. Silver produc- 
tion had come within $250,000 of the gold production, and threat- 
ened to pay the public debt. 

Our people rejoiced at the prospect, silver then being 3 per cent 
premium over gold, but the British bondholder quailed before it, 
because in 1816 Great Britain had reversed her policy of bimetal- 
lism, which was enacted by Parliament iu the reign of Queen Anne, 
and had taken away free coinage and reduced the legal-tender 
power of silver to 40 shillings, or $10 in one payment. 

The British bondholders then had some partners in their miserly 
distress. They were our national banks, the American bondholders, 
and persons with fixed salaries, and that gorgeous band of rich 
Americans for whom life had lost all its zest, except in monkeying 
around among the gentry and titular lords of Europe. 

They are very numerous, and can be accounted for only on the 
theory that their new wealth has cost them no labor and ne suffer- 
ing, but has cost a day’s work to as many millions of toilers as there 
are dollars in their vast fortunes. 

What are these enormous aggregations of wealth? One million 
one hundred and twenty-nine thousand eight hundred and fifty 
families in the United States own $46,098,539,125, while 11,560,293 
families own $16,938,552,072. One tenth of our people own more 
than the other nine-tenths by $29, 159,987,053. These wealthy classes, 
as arule, stand for gold and a permanent national debt; the others 
for bimetallism and independence, with no national debt. Lord 
Macaulay’s division of the British people into ‘‘ beasts of burden 
and beasts of prey” is being realized in America. 

In the progress of this system it became necessary to destroy the 
standard silver dollar, so that there would be no other legal-tender 
“coin” except gold with which the bonds could be paid. 
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Then came the death warrant of the silver dollar in the black act 
of 1873. 

When General Grant and the people began to look around for the 
silver dollar, the old stand-by in every time of trouble, they found 
that it had been killed. 

The reason for its death seemed to be inscrutable, and the sorrow 
of the people, and their righteous indignation, were immeasurable. 

The trade dollar, created by the same law, and attended with the 
right of free coinage, was given them as a substitute—another 
“cowardly makeshift”—legal tender for $5, and they refused it. 

Then the true Democracy and the brave Republicans began the 
effort to restore the standard silver dollar to its former place in our 
financial system. 

In 1878, the Stanley Matthews resolution was adopted. 

In 1878 the Bland-Allison act was passed at a later date. Then 
the battle over the purchasing clause of the Sherman act, in which 
the Democracy were defeated by a coalition between Cleveland and 
John Sherman that has caused a dead tree to put forth a new sprout 
at Indianapolis. In all these wars the Democrats have stood to- 
gether until that battle, when we were surrendered to the enemy 
under a breach of faith, by which our own President delivered us 
to the enemy as prisoners of war. 

We rallied and passed the bill for coining the seigniorage. 
That was vetoed! The endless chain was put at full speed and the 
triumphant beasts of prey began to load the pack saddles of the 
beasts of burden with the new issue of bonds. 

Now, here we are, one party offers us more bonds as the hope of 
relief, another offers more bonds until Great Britain consents to 
the free coinage of silver and heavier taxation, while we await the 
royal pleasure. 

The grand Democracy following Washington, Jefferson, Madi- 
son, Hamilton, Benjamin Franklin, Gouverneur Morris ,Andrew 
Jackson, and Millard Fillmore, in the old time, and three-fourths of 
the Democrats in the Senate, since 1877, propose, as they did, the 
restoration of silver to its ancient power. 

Does this offend God? 

Does it offend the Constitution? 

Does it offend Democratic history or practice? 

Will it flood the country with silver? 

Will it bring us to the silver basis? 

Will it drive out gold? 

Will it harm the laboring man? 

All these questions have been answered in the negative by the 
recorded truths of twenty years of our history. 

On this side of the Senate only two Senators are here who voted 
upon this resolution in 1878, the senior Senator from Missouri [ Mr. 
COCKRELL] and myself. 

Now an almost solid phalanx appears on this side the Chamber to 
renew their assurance of approval of the course we then took and 
have followed since 1878 without faltering. A most powerful body 
of Senators on the other side of the Senate, men with great renown 
in national councils, have been sent here by the States to support 
the policy and justice of this resolution. 

To further sustain my attitude now and twenty years ago I will 
have to quote from my utterances on that question to detine more 
particularly the grounds upon which I rested my vote for this reso- 
lution. 

“The resolution presents the question whether the bonds issued 
under and in pursuance of the act of July 14, 1870, and the resump 
tion law of January 14, 1875, may be paid both as to principal and 
interest in silver dollars weighing 412} grains, containing 371} grains 
of pure silver, without a violation of the public faith or without 
derogation of the rights of public creditors. If the latter branch 
of the resolution is true, the first branch is not questionable, for the 
national honor can not require more of us than that we should not 
act in derogation of the rights of our creditors. These rights 
depend on the law; the law is their definition and measure; and 
whatever dealing with them on our part is lawful must be right, 
and therefore honorable. There is no matter of sentiment involved 
in the question, and there is no occasion that appeals should be 
made to the magnanimity of the Government on the one hand, or 
to the hardship of the exactions made by creditors on the other 
hand. It is a pure, dry question of law arising upon the statutes 
and the contracts made in pursuance of them. 

‘*The first aspect of the question, as we ought justly to consider 
it, is, what did the creditors agree to accept from us in payment of 
the interest on these bonds and of the principal when it shall fall 
due? We turn to the bonds held by them and we find that the act 
of Congress of July 14, 1870, is cited in the’ bond, and it is stipu- 
lated that the bond is redeemable at the pleasure of the United 
States after a named date in ‘coin of the standard value of the 
United States, on said July 14, 1870, with interest in such coin from 
the day of the date’ of the bond. It would be impossible to con- 
ceive of any contract more definite than this. And it is impossible 
to doubt that, as between individuals, this contract could lawfully 
be discharged in such coin as was of the standard value of the United 
States onthedaynamed. The coin of any nation isa legal tender for 
this debt, if itis of the standard value of the United States. Neither 
in the bond nor in the statute is the coinage of the United States alone 
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made a legal tender for this debt. The statute uses the simple word 
‘eoin,’ which means any coin of the requisite weight and fineness, 
to make a dollar, for the sum of the debt is enumerated in ‘dollars,’ 
andnot in pounds, or francs, or thalers, or any other denominations 
of coin, The contract designates the ‘coin’ with greater certainty 
by the fixed and unfailing guide of ‘the standard value of the 
United States.’ Any coin, therefore, that fills that standard of value 
is lawful coin with which to pay the debt. 

‘The creditor can not lawfully refuse to accept such coin under his 
contract, no matter what recognized government has issued it or 
whose stamp and imprimatur it bears, if it fills the requirement of 
‘coin of the standard value of the United States’ on said July 14, 
1870. To test this, take the case of our calling for these bonds on 
the 2d of July, 1907, nearly thirty years hence, and on that day we 
have in our Treasury the coins of Spain or Mexico of the standard 
value named in the contract, so that such dollars are worth precisely 
the same amount that our dollars of standard value were worth on 
the 14th of July, 1870. Must we recoin these dollars, either of gold 
or silver, in our mint and put our stamp upon them before the credi- 
tor could be required to receive them under his contract? What 
reason can possibly be assigned for the justification of such a 
demand? 

‘When we recur to the statute the case is even stronger, if possi- 
ble, for the reason that the word there used is simply ‘coin,’ with- 
out any description of the nationality of the coin, even as to the 
standard of its value. The more particular description of the coin 
in the bond was inserted, doubtless, for the security of the bond- 
holder, so as to give him a standard measure of the value of the 
coin he should receive and to exempt him from the liability, to 
which he would otherwise be exposed, to have ‘coin’ of the United 
States, called dollars, put upon him, without reference to the 
standard of the value of such coins. But this benefit does not ex- 
tend to the right to have United States coins of the standard value 
of the United States laws. The standard of value and the quantity 
of coins measured by that standard are all that the contract calls 
for and are even more than the statute requires. I think it is quite 
clear, then, that neither the statute nor the contract calls for coins 
stumped in the mint of the United States. 

“Tf we should abolish both gold and silver as money, and should 
resort to the ‘greenback’ alone as the only true and honest money, as 
some seem to believe, as money based on the bullion of public credit, 
to be coined as fast as need be by the tax collector, we could still 
pay our national debt in ‘coin.’ We could purchase the coin, and 
the South could enable us to doit with about four cotton crops; we 
could just as easily purchase coin of the standard value of the United 
States on the 14th day of July, 1870, so as to meet the exact require- 
ment ofthe bond. Would our creditors say that these were ‘dis- 
honest dollars’ because we did not cointhem? Now, the conclusion 
is inevitable, if these premises are true, that we are perfectly at 
liberty to do as we will with our currency, gold, silver, or green- 
back, so that we are ready with coin of gold or coin of silver on the 
days named in the contract to pay the interest and the principal 
when due in dollars or other such tokens of the standard value of 
the United States. Where we shall obtain these coins, or what we 
shall pay for them, or what stamp they may bear is no concern of 
the creditor if they are up to the standard value of July 14, 1870. 

“This all seems quite plain to a plain mind; I know not whether 
any sophism may make itdark again. I can not understand, there- 
fore, what right our creditors have to say what sort of money we 
shall use in our daily business. They have nothing to do with our 
daily business. Their business with us is at stated intervals of six 
months, when they are to receive coin for the interest due them of a 
certain standard value as it was fixed by law on a certain day, and 
when that business is transacted we can dismiss them without dis- 
honor or even impoliteness until ‘the next day in course.’ 

‘‘Tf we pay them in honest Spanish dollars once in every six 
months, when the interest debt falls due, it isnone of their business 
if ve cheat each other every day of the interval with dishonest 
dollars coined in our own mint. 

‘I do not know how to push the argument any further in pursuit 
of this question of honor without entering upon that wild field of 
Quixotic strife in which phantoms and scarecrows are ranged in lines 
of battle. 

“We aroinvited to leave thesolid ground of the coin contract of the 
standard value of the United States on the 14th of July, 1870, and 
to enter the domain of commercial values. There is no such thing 
as a commercial value of gold or silver hinted at in the statutes or 
in the bonds. 

“Tf this be true, why may we not elevate or depress the commercial 
value of gold and silver month by month, if we choose, without dis- 
honoring public faith or breach of our contracts? England and Ger- 
many have as much right to reverse their policy as to gold and silver 
as if they had never demonetized the latter. If they should do so, 
then quite as clamorous ademand would be made upon us to remon- 
etize silver as there is now to prevent us from restoring it toits proper 
rank in our currency. 

“The law has made no pledges as to the commercial value of gold or 
silver here or elsewhere, and our contracts are free from such con- 
atraction. Ifany of our public agents have done this, they have acted 
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without authority and merit disgrace. The power of any agent, 
however general may be his authority or however varied or extensive 
the character of his dealing to bind the Government, must be found 
in the law. The law is the source of all such authority; it is the 
exponent ofall such authority ; it is the measure ofallsuch authority, 
its test, its limit, and its judge. 

“Oursis a Government of laws. That which does not have its war- 
rant in the laws, which does not exist in virtue of the laws, is as un- 
lawful as if it were prohibited by law, so far as it affects the rights, 
duties, and liabilities of the Government. More clearly and for 
greater reasons is this true of those agents of the Government who 
belong officially to the machinery of its organism. Ordinary and 
unofficial agents may act in the name of the Government without 
lawful authority, or contrary to law, and leave no public shame 
upon the country or scandal upon the public administration when 
the act isdisavowed. Persons treating or dealing with such agents 
take the risk of the question whether they are acting wlira vires; 
but when the higher functionaries, having the broadest public com- 
missions as the tokens of authority, anticipate the laws, assume the 
powers of lawmakers by way of aie to justify their con- 
duct, or violate, disobey, or disregard the laws, it then becomes a 
matter of the gravest moment to the country. 

“In this view of the subject there can be no more salutary or 
important principle of government than that which measures all 
power and authority of public officers by the law, and denies to 
them every power not provided by law. 

“Tt was under the influence of this rule of universal recognition, 
and under a careful consideration of the honor and interests of the 
Government, that Congress used the greatest diligence and the ut- 
most care in providing a law under which the public debt should 
be funded. Congress was in no respect remiss in duty or careless in 
the expression of its will in this matter of highest public concern. 
It provided for the issue of bonds that contained the only agree- 
ment that could lawfully be made, and all the terms and conditions 
of that agreement, leaving nothing to inference and precluding the 
right of any and every body to alter, vary, or enlarge the stipula- 
tions, directly or indirectly, by inference or by express understand- 
ing. A declared purpose of the refunding act of July 14, 1870, was 
to remove all doubt as to the nature and extent of the obligations 
then already incurred by the Government, or that might afterwards 
be incurred by existing von, and to fix a certain and unchangeable 
basis of the value of the contract; and this was still made moro 
certain in the act of January 14, 1875. 

“Tt was well and wisely done. If aprophetic spirit had enabled 
that Congress to forecast the condition of the country at this mo- 
ment, and had revealed the wrongs to the people that have crept 
into the lurking places of our legislation, and have ensconced them- 
selves in the statutes under deceptive disguises, and that have found 
refuge and protection in the assumed authority of our public agents, 
it could not have more surely provided for the people an unassailable 
ground of defense and security than it has established in the letter 
and spirit of the acts of July 14, 1870, and January 14, 1875. This 
law needs noconstruction. It is too plain for construction. It was 
intended that it should. be exempt from construction. It was too 
important to be allowed to fall into that dangerous category in 
which construction too often has defied the legislative will and has 
reversed the plain intent and purpose of the public statutes. 

** Coin of the then standard value is an immutable standard of the 
value of the dollar named in the contract. The word “dollars” was 
in some sense indefinite, because there was, and is, and will always 
be some difference in the commercial value of different dollars, 
whether paper, gold, or silver. 

“The language of the act and of the bonds accords with the his- 
tory of the measure, so that either, and certainly both ae es- 
tablish a fact of undeniable authenticity—that the standard valuo 
of coin as it was then fixed by the laws of the United States was 
the measure of the value of the coin in which the bonds were to be 
paid. It was intended that the value of the coins should be fixed 
by a standard that prescribed the quantity of silver or gold of a 
certain fineness that should comprise the dollars m which the debt 
should be paid. 

“The reasons for this mathematical precision were quite obvious, 
I have already adverted to those which relate to the putting of nec- 
essary restraints upon the authority of officers and agents of the 
Government in their dealings with others in the sale of our bonds. 
The other reasons relate to the duty of providing against all decep- 
tion and misconstruction as to the nature and extent of the engage- 
ment on the part of those who loaned us the money and accepted 
our bonds as the pledge of repayment of the principal and interest. 
So the contract with all its legal obligations is correctly stated in 
the resolution and in the recitals of the preamble. The question of 
good faith is met in every legal sense by the fact that the stipula- 
tions of the contract and the rights of the holders of our bonds, as 
declared in the resolution, correspond exactly. 

“Tt is a question of justice, as has been suggested by the Senator 
from Vermont. Justice and good faith are one and the same when 
we come to measure the rights of the —_— to ana ment. The 
law of the contract is the true rule of justice, and the faithful exe- 
cution of this law is the full satisfaction of all the demands of hener. 








1898. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


iI oe 





i room for the play of sentiment, nor any allowance of the 
bt “hardship in questing such contracts. If each party is still 
und by the contract as it was originally made, the law in reference 
to which it was made is clear enough and leaves nothing open for dis- 
ute. The real question seems to be this, as presented in the debate: 
oes the national honor uire us to absolve our creditors from the 
part of their contract which requires them to take silver dollars of 
412} grains, containing 3712 grains of pure silver, or gold coin, at our 
option, in the payment thereof? ; 

‘We have never absolved them from this part of the contract, 
and they can not lawfully or justly set up its rescission on our part. 
We have not repealed the law which requires them to receive silver 
coin; we have only deprived our own officers of the power to pay 
them in silver dollars by providing that more than $5 in one group 
are not to be received or paid out as money upon a debt. Possibly 
I go too far in this statement; it is more literally true that we have 
only said that silver is a legal tender for debts in sums not exceed- 
ing $5 in one payment. Otherwise than by this law, the laws have 
not been repealed which authorize the payment of customs dues in 
coin, or that set apart such coin for the payment of interest on the 
public debt, and the treasurers are not prohibited from paying it. 

“So far as I have been able to discover, the law which requires 
the receipt of coin for the payment of customs dues and the law 
which requires that the coin so received shall be set apart as a guar- 
antee, if I may so term it, of the payment of principal and interest 
of the national debt, and the law which authorizes the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay coin upon the interest of the national debt, 
have not been repealed, amended, or modified except through the 
effect of the legal-tender statute. 

‘Silver dollars of the standard value of the United States contain- 
ing 412} grains of silver of the prescribed fineness were a legal tender 
when the public debt was created, and were contemplated as a law- 
ful means of its payment. They are not now a legal tender, which, 
if the legal-tender law remains as it is, may be to the advantage or 
disadvantage of our creditors when the debt matures. We can not 
now say how this will be. As to this matter everything is left to con- 
jecture. A war between the great powers of Europe or a war with 
Mexico might in England, France, Spain, Italy, Germany, Austria, or 
Russia, orin this country, lift gold and silver so far above the national 
credit that it would bea great injustice to deprive our agents of the 
power to pay our creditors in silver, which would so well suit their 


u . 
a It is too soon to begin to legislate for the millennium. It is safer 
to include wars and rumors of wars in our calculations. Our laws, 
as they stand, ibly deprive our creditors of one clear right they 
have under their contracts, which is to be paid in silver coin, if we 
have gotit, when our debts fall due; aright that will be especially 
valacieds them if we should not then have, as we shall be certain 
not to have, the — to pay the debt. Can it be legally unjust to 
restore to our creditors the right to have coins of silver as well as 
coins of gold when our debt falls due? There is more danger of dis- 
honor in the throwing away the means we have of paying our debts 


according to our contracts, — destruction of silver money, than 
there is in our returning to the point of departure and placing the 


country on the identi und that we occupied when the contract 
was made, and in maintaining it until the debt is fully paid.” 

I rejoice, Mr. President, that in “oye of such great and deter- 
mined opposition from those who seek to use the powers of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States that they may hold a monopoly of 
the money supply, those who supported this resolution twenty 
years ago have been able to do for the people of this country a serv- 
ice that has saved them from deeper distress than they have suf- 
fered, and from a servitude that still threatens their liberties. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from Alabama to the fact that his fifteen minutes have 
expi 

r. FORAKER. Mr. President, limited as I am now under the 
rule that applies restricting debate to fifteen minutes, I can not 
make the speech I have had in mind to make. I shall on that 
account content myself with as plain a statement as I may be able 
to make of a few of the many reasons I have why I shall vote against 
this resolution. 

I desire to commence an out what in my judgment the 
resolution means; and it is essential to do this because in the mean- 
ing of the resolution is predicated the objection I have to it; and 
there is a propriety in pointing out what the resolution means, 
because it must have been observed by Senators that as the debate 
has pro a great diversity of opinion upon this question has 
been made manifest. 

Not to go further back in the debate than this morning, we were 
told by the distinguished Senator from California [Mr. WHITE] that 
the resolution is but declaratory of the statute law of this country. 
That statement made by the Senator from California was a few 
moments ago repeated by the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
Wotcort], who added to it that it was so absolutely confined toan 
expression of what the statutory provisions now in force are, that 
& single gold standard man, a singlesilver standard man, or a bimet- 

t could, one and all alike, vote for the resolution without doing 
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any injury whatever either to their convictions or their consciences. 

Mr. President, I do not so understand this resolution. On the 
contrary, it is not in all respects declaratory of the law, but inwne 
and the most important particular it never was declaratory of the 
law of this country. The resolution is twofold in its character. 
Its first proposition is that the Government of the United States, 
by virtue of the statutory provisions cited in the whereases, has 
an option to pay its bonded obligations either in gold or silver coin. 
The second proposition is that it is not a breach of the public faith, 
nor in derogation of the rights of the public creditor, to restore 
silver to coinage as legal-tender money in payment of those bonded 
obligations. 

So far as the first proposition is concerned, the statement is cor- 
rect that it is but declaratory of the statute law of the country. 
Nobody has taken any issue with that proposition. We on thisside 
of the Chamber have coneeded from the outset that, according to the 
statutory provisions applicable, the Government of the United States 
does have the option to pay its bonded obligations either in gold or 
silver coin. But that is as far as the resolution is declaratory of 
the statute law of the country. 

It is the next proposition that makes the resolution objectionable 
tous. Thenext proposition isthatit is not in derogation of the rights 
of the public creditor to restore thesilver dollar to itscoinage. What 
is meant by that proposition? Thereisa diversity of opinion aboutit. 
There ought not to be. It means and can mean only one thing, and 
that is the free, unlimited, and independent coinage of silver. When 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] had the floor he was inter- 
rogated as to whether or not the resolution now means what it 
meant when it was passed by this body in 1878. He answered, some- 
what impatiently, as I thought at the time, that it did and of neces- 
sity must. It does, Mr. President, mean now just what it meant 
then. It could not mean anything else. What did it mean in 1878? 
I suppose the author of the resolution was competent to interpret 
it. Senator Matthews, who was the author and framer of it, and 
who was a man of distinguished ability, as the Senator from Colo- 
rado said, spoke in behalf of the resolution, and he interpreted his 
resolution to mean an expression of opinion to the effect that this 
Government ought to restore the coinage of silver to where it was 
before the passage of the act of 1873. He so interpreted it. Every- 
body else in this Chamber so interpreted it, so far as the discussion 
discloses. 

It was passed, Mr. President, with that interpretation put upon 
it by its author; but instead of the resolution having stood until 
this time, through twenty years, in full force and effect, it was, 
within thirty daysafter it was so passed, repudiated by both Houses 
of Congress. At the time when the resolution was passed, there 
was a free-coinage bill pending, which had passed the House. 
Within thirty days after the resolution was interpreted and passed 
as an opinion in favor of free coinage, that bill, amended, passed 
this body. 

It passed this body, however, as you are all aware, not as a free- 
coinage measure, but with an amendment attached to it which sub- 
stituted for the free coinage feature.a provision that the coinage 
should be limited and on Government account. In other words, 
this body, after further consideration, did not see fit to go to the 
extent which the resolution expressed an opinion it was right aud 
proper for this Government to go. 

That was the purpose of the resolution when it was passed—free 
coinage. That purpose was departed from when the Senate came 
shortly afterwards to legislate. Ever since that time there has been 
a contention that there should be free coinage of silver, but nobody 
has ever pointed to this resolution as a declaration that was still 
standing, in force and in effect, in behalf of that proposition. 

Again, Mr. President, the resolution provides that you shall ‘“ re- 
store” the silver dollarto itscoinage. Whatdoesthatmean? Itcan 
not mean restricted and limited coinage on Government account, for 
we have that already, and you can not ‘‘restore” what you now have. 
They undertook to declare in favor of restoring free coinage, which 
we had hadand abandoned. Since that time we have had restricted 
coinage on Government account, and we have it to-day under the 
act of 1890. You can not give intelligence to its language, you can 
not give itany rightful meaning except you interpret it to mean the 
free, independent, and unlimited coinage of silver. That is what it 
means as I understand it, and because it means the free, unlimited, 
and independent coinage of silver I propose to vote against it. 

I propose to vote against it in the first place because, that being 
the purpose of the resolution, I think the Senator from Colorado, 
when he introduced it, having that purpose in view, ought to have 
framed a resolution of his own which would have plainly expressed 
the purpose he had in mind. Then we would have had an issue, 
and we would not have been compelled to waste time here in the 
discussion of this branch of the question, What is the meaning of 
the resolution and what is the proper interpretation and construe- 
tion of it? 

Mr. TELLER. 
vote for it. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator from Colorado was afraid I would 
not vote for it. Of course I would not vote for it if it had been put 


I was afraid the Senator from Ohio would not 
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in that form. The point to which I wish to call the attention of the 
Senate is, that it is an attempt to foist upon the people of this coun- 
try a declaration in favor of the free, independent, and unlimited 
coinage of silver without using the words, but by resorting to the 
use of a resolution that must be interpreted, and which twenty 
years ago Senators voted in favor of when there were entirely dif- 
ferent conditions existing. My first objection, therefore, is that the 
resolution does not say what it ought to say,in view of the purpose 
its supporters have in view. 

In the second place, I am opposed to it (I have no time to enter into 
any argument about it, except to state the conclusions I have 
reached in regard to it) because J believe, and it does not seem to 
me possible for any man to believe otherwise, although I know 
other people do so believe as conscientiously as I believe the oppo- 
site, that if we resort to the free, independent, and unlimited coin- 
age of silver, as this declaration so interpreted means, we at once 
destroy the parity of the two metals, and instead of having bimetal- 
lism, to which we do not object, we go immediately to the single sil- 
ver standard basis. I believe that would be a calamity to us, both 
at home and abroad. 

I have no disposition to charge anybody with dishonesty. Ihave 
no disposition to charge anybody who advocates this resolution with 
less knowledge and less ability and less patriotism than those are 
supposed to have who are in opposition toit. But I think the time 
has come when in this country we have got to stand either by the 
maintenance of the existing gold standard until we can get bimetal- 
lism by international agreement, or else go to the silver standard 
through the medium of the free and independent coinage of silver. 


If I believed the free and independent and unlimited coinage of | 


silver would result in bimetallism, would bring gold and silver to 
a parity, I would, without any hesitation whatever, vote for it, for 
I believe that bimetallism is preferable to monometallism of either 
gold or silver; but if we are to have a single standard of either 
metal, I prefer that standard should be gold as we now have it, 
rather than silver, as the Senator from Colorado said he would pre- 
fer to have it. 

This being the case, Mr. President, it is not a question between 
gold on one hand and bimetallism on the other. But it is, as I 
have already indicated, a question whether we are to maintain the 
gold standard until we can have bimetallism through agencies that 
now, at least for the time being, seem impossible, or whether we 
are at once not only to abandon bimetallism, but to abandon the gold 
standard also, and go to the silver standard, having which, the use 
of gold in connection with silver will be an impossibility. 

Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President, the resolution which is now 
before the Senate deals with a part only of the great financial ques- 
tion, but it is assailed and opposed by the leading spirits of the 
Republican party as everything is assailed and opposed by them 
which looks like loyalty to the double coinage contemplated by the 
Constitution of the United States. 

The debate has taken an unlimited sweep, and we should bring 
ourselves back to the precise resolution to be voted on. 

It is not necessary to copy the preamble of that resolution. I 
presume there will be no difference of opinion here concerning the 
existence of the facts stated in that preamble. 

It recites the substance of the acts under which the bonds of the 
United States have been issued, and refers to the act of 1869, which 
declared bonds to be payable in coin. 

Then follows the resolution itself, which forms the subject of 
debate here, and which I quote in full: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring therein), 
That all the bonds of the United States issued, or authorized to be issued, 
under the said acts of Congress hereinbefore recited, are payable, principal 
and interest, at the option of the Government of the United States, in silver 
dollars of the coinage of the United States containing four hundred and 
twelve and one-half grains each of standard silver; and that to restore to its 
coinage such silver coins as a legal tender in payment of said bonds, principal 
and interest, is not in violation of the public faith nor in derogation of the 
rights of the public creditor. 

The sole question which properly arises upon this resolution re- 
lates to paying or refunding the public debt of the United States. 


AMOUNT OF PUBLIC DEBT. 


According to the last report of the Treasurer of the United 
States, the interest-bearing debt of the United States consisted of 
$847,365,130, exclusive of the Pacific railroad bonds. These are also 
substantially the figures as given by President McKinley in his 
annual message sent to Congress at this session. Theitemsof this 
debt are as follows: 


Rate of 


’ Amount out- 
interest. 


standing. 


Title. When payable. 


Per cent. 
Funded loan of 1891 _... 2 


Funded loan of 1907 
Refunding certificates -..... 
Loan of 1904 

Loan of 1925 


Option of United 
States. 

July 1,1907_......| 

Convertible......| 

Feb. 1, 1904 

Feb. 1, 1925 


$25, 364, 500. 00 
559, 640, 100. 00 


100, 000, 000. 00 
| 162,815, 400.00 
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It will be useful to examine this table in detail. 
The first item is $25,364,500. The bonds making upthis amount 


are dated September 1, 1876, and I give a copy of the body of one 
of them: 
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

Are indebted to ,.or assigns, in the sum of one thousand dollars. 
This bond is issued in accordance with the provisions of an act of Congress 
entitled ** An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt, approved 
July 14, 1870, amended by an act approved January 20, 1871," and is redeem- 
able at the pleasure of the United States after the first day of September, 
A. D. 1891, in coin of the standard value of the United States on said July 14, 
1870, with interest in such coin, from the day of the date hereof, at the rate 
of four-and-a-half per centum iy annum, payable quarterly, on the first day 
of December, March, June, and September in each year. The principal and 
interest are emt from the payment of all taxes or duties of the United 
States, as well as from taxation in any form, by or under State, municipal, 
or local authority. Transferable on the books of this office. 


These bonds fell due in 1891, and were continued by mutual 
agreement between the Secretary of the Treasury and the holders. 


— ae memorandum was printed across the face of these 
nds: 


At the request of and for value received by the owner of this bond, the same 
is continued during the pleasure of the Government, to bear interest at the 
rate of two (2) per centum per annum from September 2, 1891, as provided in 
Treasury Circular No. 99, dated July 2, 1891. 


It will thus be observed that there are $25,364,500 of United 
States bonds now outstanding which can be paid and ought to be 
paid at this time. 


The second item of the national indebtedness amounts to 


$559,640,100. I give a copy of the body of one of the bonds con- 
stituting this amount. 
WASHINGTON, July Ist, 1877. 
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 


Are indebted to , or assigns,in the sum of one thousand dollars. 
This bond is issued in accordance with the provisions of an act of Congress 
entitled “* An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt, approved 
July 14, 1870," amended = act re January 20, 1871, and is redeem- 
able at the pleasure of the United States after the first day of July, A. D. 
1907, in coin of the standard value of the United States on said July 14, 1870, 
with interest, in such coin, from the day of the date hereof, at the rate of 
four per centum per annum, payable quarterly, on the first day of October, 
January, April, and July in each year. The principal and interest are 
exempt from the payment of all taxes or duties of the United States, as well 
as from taxation in any form, by or under State, municipal, or local authority. 
Transferable on the books of this office. 


The third item of this indebtedness is relatively small, being 
$45,130 of refunding certificates. I giveacopy of the body of one 
of these certificates: 


APRIL 1, 1879. 
This certifies that the sum of ten dollars has been deposited with the 
Treasurer of the United States, under act of February 26, 1379. 


WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Treasurer of the United States. 
Act of February 26, 1879. 


Register of the Treasury. 
Convertible, with accrued interest at four per cent per annum, into four 
= cent bonds of the United States issued under the acts of July 14, 1870,and 
anuary 20, 1871, upon presentation at the office of the Treasurer of the U.S., 
Washington, D.C.,in sums of $50 or multiples thereof. 


These, it will be observed, are convertible into bonds such as 


those last described, and hence are to be construed like the other 
4 per cent bonds. 


The fourth item of this indebtedness is $100,000,000, due in 1904, 
and are the bonds issued by President Cleveland in 1894 and 1895 
on the ground that it was necessary to maintain the $100,000,000 
gold reserve. I give a copy of the body of one of these bonds. 


FEBRUARY 1, 1894. 
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

Are indebted to or assigns, in the sum of one thousand dollars. 
This bond is issued under authority of an act of Congress entitled ‘An act to 
provide for the resumption of specie payments,” approved January four- 
teenth, eighteen hundred and seventy-five, being one of the descriptions of 
bonds described in the act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the refunding of the 
national debt,” approved July fourteenth, Seiten, hundred and seventy, as 
amended by the act of January twentieth, eighteen hundred and seventy-one 
and is redeemable at the pleasure of the United States after the first day of 
February, nineteen hundred and four, in coin of the standard value of the 
United States on said July fourteenth, eighteen hundred and seventy, with 
interest in such coin from the day of the date hereof at the rate of — 
centum per annum, payable a the first day of February, May, 
August,and November in each year. e principal and interest are exempt 
from the payment of all taxes or duties of the United States, as well as from 
taxation in any form by or under State, municipal, or local authority. 
Transferable on the books of this office. 


The fifth item consists of $162,315,400, bonds due February 1, 
1925. These bonds were issued by President Cleveland in 1895 and 
1896 to replenish the gold reserve for the third and fourth time 
during his Administration. I give a copy of the body of one of 
these bonds: 
WASHINGTON, D. C., February 1, 1896. 
FOUR PER CENTS OF 1895. 
1000) THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA No.— 
Are indebted to , or assigns, in the sum of one thousand dollars. 
This bond is issued under authority of an act of Congress entitled “An act 
to provide for the resumption of specie payments,’’ approved January four- 


teenth, eighteen hundred and seventy-five, being one of the descriptions of 
bonds described in the act entitled “An act to authorize the refunding of 


[1000 
1925] 
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” ed July fourteenth, eighteen hundred and sev- 
the nations, ea by Cee act of January twentieth, eighteen hundred and 
seventy-one, and is redeemable at the pleasure of the United States after the 
first day of February, nineteen hundred and twenty-five, in coin of the stand- 
ard value of the United States on said July fourteenth, eighteen hundred 
and seventy, with interest in such coin from the day of the date hereof at 
the rate of four per centum per annum, payable quarterly on the first day 
of February, May, August, and November in each year. The principal and 
interest are exempt from the aes of all taxes or duties of the United 
States, as well as from taxation in any form by or under State, municipal, or 
local authority. Transferable on the books of this office. 

This completes the description of the outstanding interest-bear- 
ing debt due by the United States, and the bonds, of which I give 
copies, are the obligations, and all the obligations to which the 
pending resolution refers. 

The people of the United States can read these instruments for 
themselves and determine whether it is proper to pass the pending 
resolution. 

I call special attention to the fact that each one of these bonds 
contains the express stipulation that it— 
is redeemable in coin of the standard value of the United States on said 
July 14th, 1870. 

This being so, in order to reach a conclusion as to the coin in 
which redemption may be made, it is only left to determine what 
coins were of standard value at the time mentioned, to wit, July 
14, 1870. 

This is an easy task. On July 14, 1870, the bill striking the sil- 
ver dollar from the coinage of the United States had not been 
enacted. The silver dollar of 412} grains was at that time a 
standard of value and a full legal tender in this country. The 
act of 1837 was then in force. The silver dollar was recognized 
as standard money, as it had been since the foundation of the 
Government, and double coinage was an established part of our 
financial system. az ; 

In addition the word ‘‘ coin” is itself clearly recognized to mean 
both gold and silver in the act of 1869, which first gave the bond- 
holders the right to call for coin. It is found in section 3693, 
United States Revised Statutes, and I quote as follows: 

The faith of the United States is solemnly pled; to the payment in coin 
or its equivalent of all the obligations of the United States not bearin 
interest, known as United States notes, and of all the interest-bearing obli- 

ations of the United States, except in cases where the law authorizing the 


ue of any such obligations has expressly provided that the same may be 
paid in lawful money or other currency than gold and silver. 


In view of these facts the question presented by this resolution 
is simplicity itself. As all the outstanding bonds of the United 
States are payable in coin of the standard value of 1870, and as the 
silver dollarssuch as are now in use were of standard value in 1870, 
therefore it is within the right of the United States to pay these 
bonds in silver dollars such as those now in use. So, as the silver 
dollars, the coinage of which is proposed to be restored, are the 
same silver dollars as those which were of standard value in 1870, 
it is within the right of the United States to restore the coinage 
of such dollars and use them in the payment of said bonds. 

This is so plain a proposition upon its face that the wonder is 
that any Senator can be found to deny it. It is so plain, indeed, 
that it would seem, under ordinary circumstances, unnecessary 
to declare it in Congress. 

But, Mr. President, the circumstances are not ordinary. For 
more than twenty years there has been a systematic, unrelenting 
ro on the part of the capitalists of the world to make the 

nds of the United States payable in gold only, in spite of the ex- 
plicit terms contained in these bonds, and the wishes and interests 
of the American people. 

When this resolution was first passed through Congress in 1878, 
it was to meet squarely a pretension set up in many quarters that 
the silver dollar coined at the Government mints could not be used 
to pay the bondholders. The large majority of votes it received 
in both the Senate and the House ought to have quieted forever 
this claim; and, if so, there would be no necessity that the Fifty- 
fifth Congress should put upon its records any declaration of public 
policy such as that which the Forty-fifth Congress had enacted. 

But when did Government loan holders ever rest quietly under 
any interpretation of their contracts which did not discriminate 
in their favor? 

The contention now arises more persistent than ever before, that 
the bondholders of the United States are favored creditors and 
must be paid in go, while the officers, pensioners, laborers, and 
soldiers of the Government can be paid in anything that is lawful 
money. 
Uniortunataty, every President whom we have had for fifteen 
years has been in sympathy with the pretensions of the bond- 
holders in this respect. There has never been a time since the at- 
tention of the American people was drawn to the importance of 
the relation between a sound financial system and general pros- 

rity that a declaration in favor of paying United States bonds 

n gold could have passed through Congress; and yet our Chief 

Executives have constantly assumed that such was the obligation 
of the Government. 


his assumption has grown bolder as one Administration has suc- 
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ceeded another, until now that which has been glossed over and 
acted rather than said for fifteen years is championed by the 
present Administration with vigor and openness. To fix the 
impression and foreclose upon our people the theory that the bonds 
of the United States must be paid in gold is one of the main pur- 
poses of the financial manipulation which has gone on ever since 
the election of Mr. McKinley. 

We find in the report of the Indianapolis monetary commis- 
sion, under the chairmanship of Mr. Edmunds, the recommenda- 
tion that there shall be (1) an explicit legislative definition of 
the ‘‘gold standard” and a pledge that it will be maintained; 
(2) a requirement that all obligations, public and private, unless 
otherwise stipulated in the contract, shall be payable in conform- 
ity with that standard. We find in the message of the President 
of the United States a statement which means the same thing. 
We find in the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, submitted 
to us a short time ago, the following language: 

The word “coin,” now used to express the obligation in the public debt, is 
an ambiguous word. It is no doubt understood by the more discriminating 
public creditor to mean gold coin, and the solemn act of Congress pledging 
the maintenance of silver coin upon a parity with gold coin makes it impos- 
sible to construe the word ‘“‘coin,”’ as therein used, to mean anything other 
than gold or its full equivalent. 

When we thus see powerful outside organizations and dignita- 
ries of the Government engage in the effort to force a usurer’s 
construction of the word ‘‘coin” upon the public as that which 
the Government of the United States will respect, it is timely for 
the Senate of the United States, which, under the Constitution, is 
a part of that Government, to renew expression of its opinion on 
the subject. ~ 

Congress met this tenacious claim of the bondholders during the 
last Administration by refusing to put the word “ gold” in our 
bonds, though we could have saved $16,000,000 on one of the four 
Cleveland bond issues by such a change of the contract. 

We should meet it now during the McKinley Administration by 
declaring again that our national bonds are not payable in gold 
only, but in coin—the coin of the Constitution and the contract— 
silver as well as gold. And we should continue to meet this 
claim wherever and whenever it raises its oppressor’s hand. 

I do not say that it is necessary to doso. I never will admit 
that the executive branch of this Government, by dint of reiter- 
eration, can bind the taxpayers of the United States to a con- 
struction of their contracts which the two Houses of Congress 
have solemnly and decisively rejected. 

As I have shown, there are more than twenty-five million dol- 
lars of bonds of the United States which are now overdue, and 
which the Government of the United States has the right to pay. 
May we not use standard silver dollars collected from the tax- 
payers and now in the Treasury to pay off the holders of these 
bonds as we use silver dollars to pay off other persons who deal 
with the Government? 

But there is a larger question yet. On the 1st day of February, 
1904, $100,000,000 of the bonds issued by Mr. Cleveland will fall 
due, and on the ist day of July 1907, the great body of the public 
debt will fall due. If the Executive construction put upon these 
bonds is permitted to pass without protest, and we should be un- 
able to make payment of them, the pressure to provide for refund- 
ing by gold bonds will beintolerable. 

When the representatives of the people then point to the fact 
that both Houses of Congress in 1878 declared that these bonds 
were payable not only in gold but insilver coinage, it will be said 
that the resolutions of 1878 have perished by lapse of time; that 
succeeding Secretaries of the Treasury, and even Presidents, had 
effaced this construction of the Government's duty by repeated 
and unequivocal proclamation that the obligations of the United 
States were to be paid in gold. 

When that time comes those who offer to abide by the contracts 
as they were made will be branded as incompetents and repudiat- 
ors. There will be papers and public men ready then as now to 
laud themselves as guardians of the public honor and defame all 
others as its enemies. 

Such hypocrisy may prevail; but let us trust that in the Con- 
gress of the United States there will then be men who think 
clearly, who can penetrate disguises, who can do justice to capital 
without yielding to its intimidations, and who believe that the 
rights of the common people of the United States are the most 
sacred treasure committed to the keeping of an American Senator. 

In the hope that we may help those who come after us to make 
headway against the pressure which that time will surely bring, 
= us put on record again the specifications of our true responsi- 

ility. 

This resolution does not touch free coinage. It means simply 
that whatever standard dollars of the United States of 4124 grains 
are authorized by Congress to be issued from our mints, those 
— dollars can be used under the contract to pay our public 

ebt. 

It is true that many who support this resolution are in favor of 
free coinage. 
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The people whom I represent are the victims of protective tariffs 
which help a few classes, but which can not be made to help the 
men, women, and children who raise fruit, cotton, wheat, and 
cattle. They believe that the opening of our mints to silver will 
raise prices, unloose enterprise, and start prosperity all over the 
Union, for the good of all classes alike, 

They believe that the free, independent, and unlimited coinage 
of silver isa measureof reform entirely safe, honorable, and benefi- 
cent. 

They believe the dollars thus to be coined will be not inferior 
dollars or discounted dollars, but more plentiful good dollars, like 
those which would exist if the same number of additional gold 
dollars were put into circulation. 

They believe that we will never bring creditor nations like Eng- 
land and Germany to an international agreement as long as they 
feel that we are afraid to act without their cooperation. 

They believe that the gold operators of the world will continue 
to beat down silver until they find that this Government intends 
to exercise its right to pay them in that metal, and then they will 
put their shoulders to the work of sustaining the parity. 

They believe that a double-coinage policy is the only safe basis 
upon which a great fabric of American progress can be built. 

They believe that to accept the gold standard is to mortgage to 
the financial mastery of a few men the natural opportunities of the 
millions who toil to sustain our Government and our civilization. 


They believe there will be no scaling the debts of bondholders, | 


but the weighing out to them of the last ounce of coin to which 
they are entitled. 


They believe that after free coinage is begun, even if gold shail 


go to Europe as threatened that it will soon come back again, or | 


that if it stays there, it will necessarily increase the gold circula- 
tion in England, Germany, and France, and thus stimulate the 
prices of our cotton, wheat, and other productions sold in those 
countries. 

They believe that the silver bullion in a silver dollar will rise to 
an equilibrium of value with the gold bullion in a gold dollar if itis 
given the same function, namely, the right to be used as money. 

They believe that the railroads, banks, shops, farms, factories, 
and commercial enterprises of this country are so large, varied, 
scattered, numerous, and unlimited in capability of development, 
that all the money added to our circulation by both gold and silver 
coinage will be absorbed readily and without a quiver by the de- 
mands of American industry. 

So believing, they favor giving the question a fair, immediate, 
and conclusive trial. They believe that there will be no reason 
for dismay when that trial comes. The men who hold the purse 
strings of the world may be able to produce a panic whenever 
they feel disposed, but the people are determined to enforce their 
natural and constitutional rights in spite of threats of financial 
explosion. 

he American péople are now at the mercy of the great syndi- 
cates of the world. e saw in Cleveland’s Administration a com- 
bination of capitalists force the issuance of $262,000,000 of interest- 
bearing bonds to burden this and future generations. The same 
or any other like combination can do the same thing again. The 
Treasury of the United States is notoriously helpless against the 
raids of great financial conspirators. The people are determined 
to make achange. They want no panic. Free silver will brin 
no panic. Butif there were no other escape, even a panic woul 
not be too high a price to pay for deliverance from our present 
state of national dependence and humiliation. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I offer an amendment to the pend- 
ing resolution, and in connection with it I desire to submit a few 
statements. When a witness is sworn in court he is not only sworn 
to tell the truth, but the whole truth and nothing but the truth. 
So with the resolution that is now pending before the Senate. It 
does, to a certain extent, declare the technical truth, but not the 
whole of it by a great deal. 

It is true that under existing laws, technically, the Government 
can pay its obligations in every instance, except where the law other- 
wise provides, in either gold or silver. But coupled with that right 
is a duty—a duty enjoined upon the Government—to maintain the 
parity of the two metals. 

This duty rests upon two grounds—a statutory mandate and 
changed conditions in the relative value of the two metals. The 
Government has the technical right to pay its obligations in gold or 
silver, but coupled with that right is the duty always to maintain 
the parity of the two metals. I can pay my debt in silver or gold 
if I have not obligated myself to pay in gold, but I have not the 
duty to perform that the Government has—that of maintaining the 
parity. The Government has the right to pay in either silver or gold, 
but coupled with that right is the duty enjoined upon it by law— 
by two existing laws, that of 1890 and 1893—under all conditions 
to maintain the parity in value. 

Senators have stated on this floor that the conditions are now 
the same as they were when this resolution was passed in 1878. Mr. 
President, neither as a matter of fact nor as a matter of law is that 
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true. Asa matter of fact, in 1878, when the resolution was passed, 
the silver in the silver dollar was worth about 90 cents in gold. 
To-day it is worth only 44 or 45 cents in gold. At that time we had 
no law on our statute book requiring the Government to maintain 
the parity of the metals. That was not placed in the law of 1878. 
It was not in existence at the time that resolution was passed. 

In 1890, when the so-called Sherman law, providing for the exten- 
sive purchase of silver, was passed, the duty of maintaining the 
parity was first enjoined in that law. Some of the Senators who 
aided in passing that law are now, in effect, seeking by this resolu- 
tion to destroy the effect of the parity requirement. This is the 
provision of the law of 1890: 

That upon the demand of the holder of any of the Treasury notes herein pro- 
vided for, the Secretary of the Treasury shall under such regulations as he may 
prescribe, redeem snch notes in gold or silver coin, at his discretion, it being the 
established policy of the United States to maintain the two metals on a parity 
with each other upon the present legal ratio, or such ratio as may be provided 


by law. 

Here you have a statutory declaration of duty, a mandatory duty, 
laid upon the Government in connection with the monetary legisla 
tion that was procured at the instance of the advocates of free sil- 
ver at that time. My objection to the resolution in the present 
condition is that while it announces the technical right of the Gov- 
ernment to pay in either metal, it utterly ignores the duty of main- 
taining the parity. ‘This same duty was reiterated and enjoined in 
the act of 1893. If the Government adheres to the duty laid down 
in both of these acts, and maintains the parity of the two metals, 
then it will make no practical difference in which coin the bonds 
are paid, 

If this resolution is correct it does not go far enough, If our 
bonds are payable, as the resolution says, 80 are our greenbacks 
and so are the notes issued under the act of 1890. If you add the 
amendment which I introduced the other day, and shall offer to-day, 
and attach it to the resolution, in legal effect the two together 
would be exactly the language of the act of 1890, giving the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury the option to pay the Treasury notes issued 
under that act either in gold or silver, with the condition that it 
was always the duty of the Government to maintain the parity of 
the two metals. Unless you object to the maintenance of the par- 
ity—unless you aim by indirect means to destroy that parity—you 
can certainly have no objection to the amendment to which I refer. 

Let me also call attention to the fact that whenever the Govern- 
ment, fails in its duty to maintain the ve itis not only the bond- 
holders who suffer, but every one of us who holds any of Uncle 
Sam’s money except gold coin. If the Government of the United 
States, when a creditor comes and demands payment of any of its 
obligations, whether it be a bond or a Treasury note, shakes its 
head and says “I can not pay you in gold; that is the dearest 
metal; I will pay you in the cheaper, silver” —whenever the Gov- 
ernment assumes that attitude and refuses to pay either a green- 
back, a Sherman note, or a, bond to the holder in gold, when he 
demands it, that moment and in that act the Government discredits 
its silver money and says it is not as good as gold, and that brin 
ns on a silver basis immediately, when silver will circulate on its 
bullion value, 

What is the difference between our silver dollar and the Mexican 
silver dollar? Down in Mexico they have a silver dollar with a 
little more silver in it than ours. There they have the free coinage 
of silver. Yet that silver dollar is worth only 45 cents in gold, 
because there is nothing back of it. It circulates upon its value 
as silver bullion merely. 

Onur silver dollar is worth 100 cents in gold. Why? Because the 
Government of the United States, our law, and our policy, and our 
practice stand back of it and make that silver dollar as good as a 
gold dollar. By standing pledged to maintain the parity, by being 
ready to redeem all our paper in gold, and by receiving the silver 
dollar in payment of all public dues as equivalent to a gold dollar, 
we maintain the parity. Our American silver dollar can say what 
the Mexican silver dollar can not say, ‘‘I know that my redeemer— 
Uncle Sam—liveth.” 

If our friends on the other side seek to pass this resolution with- 
out providing that the Government shall maintain the parity, then 
they are indirectly seeking to bring about a state of silver mono- 
metallism, though this may not be their avowed purpose. 

Mr. President, if it were only the bondholders they would injure, 
that would be bad, but not the worst of it. But the bondholders 
Whenever you cut down 
our currency by such methods, whenever you Mexicanize our silver, 
you not only punish the bondholders, but punish every citizen in 
the United States who has any of our currency, except gold. Every 
dollar of nbacks, every dollar of Sherman notes, every silver 
dollar, and every national-bank note is at that moment cut down to 
the bullion value of silver. 

There are only $850,000,000 bonds outstanding, while our green- 
backs and Sherman notes, our silver and silver certificates, and our 
national-bank notes exceed, in the aggregate, over $1,100,000,000, 
nearly ai: of it outstanding and in circulation. To put us on a 
silver basis, you would not only reduce the value of the bonds mcre 
than one-half, but also the value of all this currency, a loss that 
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reach every holder of this money. And, in addition to all 
—- would further contract the currency, by driving our gold 
money abread and out of circulation. 

You not only punish the bondholders—if that was the extent of 
your punishment, though unjust, we might stand it—but you strike 
at every man who has any of the money of this Government in his 
possession. You not only strike him down, but you reduce the 
wages of the laboring man; you reduce the value of saving depos- 
its and of all outstanding money obligations. And thus you would 
bring about a publie calamity much more serious than even you 
contemplate or intend. ; 

Mr. President, I am not here shedding tears for the bondholders, 
but I am here to protect the American people from the calamity of 
silver monometallism. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I wish to say a word or two on 
this resolution, in view of what has been said from time to time, 
respecting the attitude of those who voted for a similar resolution 
in 1878. desire to say that I find no objection to the resolution 
except to that part of it which, after line 8, states: 


And that to restore to“its coinage such silver coins as a legal tender in pay. 
ment of said bonds, principal and imterest, is not in violation of the public faith 
nor in derogation of the rights of the public % 


As interpreted by me when I voted for that resolution in 1878, 
there was no violation of the public credit nor any disaster to the 
bondholder. It was not in 1878 intended by me to be a deelaration 
in favor of the free and unlimited coinage of silver. The Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. ForRAKER] a few moments ago stated that that-was 
its meaning in 1878, and that the person who offered the resolution 
so explained it to the Senate. I have no doubt the then Sena- 
tor from Ohio, Mr. Matthews, in his argument may have se stated, 
but if he did so state, and if that was the meaning of the resolution 
then, the Senator from Ohio has not every argument in favor of the 
resolution now, beeause he says that being the pu , Within less 
than thirty days the Senate by a vote of 44 or 46 to 22 overruled that 
concurrent resolution by its vote, and nearly or quite-two-thirds of 
the Senate voted in favor of a limited coinage of silver. 

If the meaning of this resolution in 1878 was for limited coinage 
and not for free coinage, then it has served its purpose, and the lat- 
ter clanse which I have read has nosignificance unless it be for free 
coinage. 

I stated here the other day that when I voted for the Matthews 
resolution in 1878 I voted for it in the face of the fact that I then 
had charge of a bill, which had already been printed and was in our 
archives, with an amendment for limited coinage on Government 
account. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] and the then 
Senator from Ohio, Mr. Matthews, the author of that resolution, 
who presented it in the Senate and urged a vote upon it, both voted 
to strike out the free coinage of silver in 1878, and for my amend- 
ment, which was for limited coinage on Government account. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me—— " 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator will see how impossible it is for me 
now to engage in a debate with him with only fifteen minutes 
allowed me. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator understands how it was that we voted 
for that amendment. Surely he does not mean to say that I voted 
against free coinage. 

Mr. ALLISON. I repeat that the Senator from Colorado and the 
then Senator from Ohio, the author of the resolution, both voted to 
strike out free coinage from the House bill and voted for the limited 
coinage of silver. ere they voting in violation of what had taken 
place before, or were they voting in execution of the concurrent 
resolution which was passed only a few days before? 

Therefore, Mr. President, when Iam gibbeted in this Chamber 
upon the crossroads of public opinion for voting in 1878 for this 
resolution and now voting against it, I want to call the attention 
of Senators to the situation in 1878 as compared with the situation 
now. lt is now publicly and openly and persistently avowed by 
the promoters of this concurrent resolution that they mean by it to 
declare that the free and unlimited coinage of silver independently. 
and by the United States alone, at the ratio of 16 ounces of silver 
to Lof gold, will in no degree affect the public faith or be a viola- 
tion of our duty to the public creditor, our duty to each other, to 
all the creditors in the United States, and all the people who are 
e in productive occupations in the United States. 

, Mr. President, I base my hostility to this resolution upon the 
fact that its supporters are seeking to commit me and the Senate to 
the free and unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1 when 
I believe, and when it is almost as axiomatic as that two and two 
equal four, that such an opening of our riints to the free and un- 
limited coinage of silver, without an international ment or 
coneurrent legislation of other nations, will lead us inevitably to 
the silver standard alone and to silver monometallism. 

I care nothing for the asseveration of Senators on this floor that 
they do not declare that there shall be a diminution in the value of 
our standard money by that process. It is as certain as that the 
sum shines at noonday that if we have the free coinage of silver we 
shall have the silver standard in this country and that our gold 


or. 


will be banished at the ratio of 16 ounces of silver to 1 of gold, 
and yet in this indireet way we are asked now to pledge ourselves 
in favor of that monstrous proposition—I do not mean monstrous in 
an offensive sense, but a monstrous change of our monctary situa- 
tion—and the man who votes for this resolution, unless the first 
part of it be stricken out, votes his belief that the United States 
alone can open its mints to the free and unlimited coinage of silver 
without thereby impairing the standard of money and placing us 
upon the silver standard. It is as though I were to write in hero 
that I am in favor of the coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to lin 
order to establish the silver standard against the gold standard, 
which we have now. 

Mr. President, others in this Chamber, on this side or on the other 
side, may execute their judgment upon this question according to 
their consciences and their public views, but with the views I enter- 
tain I can not vote to place the United States upon the single stand- 
ard of silver, as this resolution would. 

Why was it, Mr. President, that we put the provision which has 
been referred toin the coinage act of 1878? It was because we were 
opposed then to going to the silver standard. 

I believe that the only way to restore silver is to restore it by 
means of concurrent legislation of the great commercial States or 
by an international agreement. I have been in favor of that since 
1878; Lam for it now; and it is the only way whereby silver can be 
rehabilitated as an international money so that it will circulate side 
by side with gold. 

I do not look with despair upon the outcome of the mission of the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcotTt] and his associates in their 
endeavor to secure an international agreement in favor of bimet- 
allism. They made great progress in their arrangements with other 
nations, although they failed for the time; but does anybody believe 
that that failure is permanent? The effort will be revived from 
time to time as were the monetary conventions of 1878, of 1881, and 
of 1892, and the one in 1897. 

Mr. President, I am a better bimetallist than those who want to 
place us in the line of the silver standard, because any such action 
as they propose will practically destroy the hope of international 
bimetallism. So, believing, as I do, without entering into an argu- 
ment upon this question, I can not upon my conscience as a Senator 
vote for a resolution which will thrust our country, without pre- 
meditation, and without an understanding of the situation, into 
silver monometallism at the ratio of 16 ounces of silver to 1 of 
gold, and therefore I shall vote against it. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to ask the Senator from Iowa a question. 
I ask if he means to have the Senate understand that I voted 
for his amendment because I was not a free-coinage man, or that 
Senator Matthews voted for it because he was not? The Senator 
— that Senator Matthews and myself were in favor of the House 

ill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know perfectly well that the Senator from 
Colorado and the then Senator from Ohio were in favor of the House 
bill, but I also know that they voted as I voted, in accordance with 
the terms of the then pending concurrent resolution for a limited 
coin of silver, which was in accordance with the sentiment then 
prevailing in the Senate as to what the resolution then meant. 

Mr. TELLER. I am not denying that. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator now is not denying that, but other 
Senators have denied it; and, therefore, I wish only to justify the 
situation respecting that vote by showing that the resolution means 
now, when silver is worth but 44 cents, what it did not mean in 
1878, when silver was worth 92 cents as measured with gold. 

Mr. TELLER. I only wish to say that I do not desire to be put 
in a false position by what seems to me the very unfair statement 
of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. How have I stated the Senator unfairly? 

Mr. TELLER. I will take that back if the Senator has any 
objection to it. 

The opposition to the bill as it came from the committee was 
made by those who believed that we should have no legislation on 
the subject. There was no division in the Senate between those 
who believed in free coinage and those who believed in the charac- 
ter of bill which the Senator reported from the Finance Committee. 
We knew full well that it would require two-thirds of this body if 
we ever enacted if into law; we knew it would be vetoed by the 
President, and we knew we did not have two-thirds of the body 
upon a straight free-coinage bill. Therefore I, and others who 
advocated and who were in favor of free coinage, voted as we did; 
not because we were not in favor of free coinage, but because we 
could not get what we wanted. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me just a moment, I 
made no suggestion that the Senator was hostile to free coinage at 
that time. oo quoted him in connection with tho concurrent 
resolution which was then pending. 

Mr. TELLER. Thatis what the Senator meant, I think. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am perfectly willing to accept the Senator’s 
explanation that he had no such purpose. 

r. GRAY. Mr. President, I have not been able, on account of 
cireumstances beyond my control, to hear a great deal that has been 
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said pro and con upon this question. I have heard enough, how- 
ever, to convince me that the yeasty waves of silver debate have 
carried the Senate a long way from the question that is raised by 
this resolution, as I understand it. I am not concerned, in the few 
minutes which I am to be allowed to occupy, in answering argu- 
ments in regard to the free coinage of silver. 

Most of the arguments upon this resolution, its propriety, or its 
effect, do not concern me in what I am about to say. I think that 
my record in regard to the monetary policy of this country in regard 
to what is wise and honest and just for the people of the United 
States to enact into law in regard to monetary standards is about 
as well known as anything can be known respecting so humble a 
public career as mine. 

But I read a resolution, Mr. President, that states conclusions of 
fact and law that can not be gainsaid. I read that it is proposed 
that the Senate of the United States shall assert in the form of a 
concurrent resolution— 

That all the bonds of the United States issued, or authorized to be issued, under 
the said acts of Congress hereinbefore recited, are payable, principal and interest, 
at the option of the Government of the United States, in silver dollars of the 
coinage of the United States containing 412} grains each of standard silver. 

That is a proposition that neither I nor anyone can dispute. The 
resolution further says: 
and that to restore to its coinage such silver coins as a legal tender in payment 


of said bonds, principal and interest, is not in violation of the public faith nor in 
derogation of the rights of the public creditor. 


And I undertake to say that that can not be successfully gain- 
said. 

But, Mr. President, we are not concerned, or at least I am not con- 
cerned, about the rights or the situation in which the bondholders 
of the United States shall find themselves after they have contracted 
with the Government, except that the contract the Government has 
made with them shall be kept in letter and in spirit. 

It is not because we owe any other duty to the bondholder than 
that which is plainly written in the bond, that the Government of 
the United States is committed, by an express vote of Congress, to 
maintain the parity of the silver and gold currency, but itis because, 
if that parity is not maintained, this country will be relegated to a 
condition of silver monometallism, in which not the bondholder 
only or chiefly, but all classes will suffer in contracts that have been 
made as to the money of payment, and in the general disorder that 
comes from unstable and fluctuating currency to any community it 
which it exists. 

For that reason there is a most pertinent amendment offered by 
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NeLson], for which I shall cheer- 
fully vote. It only embodies what already exists in the statutes of 
the United States as a declaration of policy on the part of this Gov- 
ernment, that we should at all times maintain the parity between 
the silver and gold coin of the United States. 

Mr. President, a word more, that I may make my position plain. 
I believe that that parity can not be maintained as this Govern- 
ment has pledged itself to maintain it, unless at the Treasury of 
the United States silver and gold are paid out indifferently at the 
demand of the creditor; for so soon as the Government makes a dis- 
crimination by withholding what the creditor demands on his coin 
obligation, or upon any demand which gives him a right to call for 
payment on the Treasury of the United States, the moment it dis- 
criminates and says, ‘‘I will not pay you in the coin you desire,” 
that coin is at a premium, and the parity with the other is destroved. 

While the bullion value of the silver dollar is less than the bullion 
value of the gold dollar, nothing but absolute interchangeability 
will maintain their parity. To fail to maintain this interchangea- 
bility would soon put this country upon a monometallic basis; and 
if gold is refused at the demand of the creditor, then silver mono- 
metallism, in my belief, would be the result, for a premium on gold 
would be the immediate result, and it would disappear altogether 
in this country, except in the hoards of the Treasury, of the banks, 
and of private strong boxes. 

So, Mr. President, if this resolution attempted to declare for the 
Government of the United States a policy, or to alter in any degree 
the policy which has been heretofore pursued in order to preserve 
this parity, so necessary, in my opinion, to the credit and well-being 
of the country and its people, then the situation would be very dif- 
ferent, and I should vote against it, or against any proposition 
which embodied or sought to embody such a declaration of policy. 

But why should we—I mean those who think as I do on this gen- 
eral question—seek to give importance to this resolution, which 
strikes in the air, which has no application to any existing state of 
things, which is not to become a law, which imposes no policy, and 
which seeks to make no change in the policy heretofore pursued by 
the Government of the United States? Why should we stultify 
ourselves by voting against the manifest truth of a proposition of 
law and fact which it contains? 

For that reason, in voting for the resolution, I feel I am voting 
for a truism, for a proposition that I can not gainsay, and I am in 
no wise compromised in the matter of belief or opinion that I have 
heretofore expressed or entertained in regard to what the true policy 
of this Government should be in relation to its fiscal matters and 
to the monetary standard of the people. 
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Mr. President, we passed the resolution or the enactment that 
the policy of this Government is to maintain the parity of the two 
metals in circulation, not for the benefit of the bondholder, but 
for the benefit of the people of the United States; for the benefit of 
the wage earners, who are entitled to the best dollar; for the benefit 
of the private creditors; for the benefit of the thrifty industry of the 
country; for the benefit of the man who one year ago or two years 
ago loaned his thousand dollars or his two thousand dollars in gold, 
and whom free coinage would threaten with payment in depreci- 
ated silver dollars, which would not be above the value of the bul- 
lion of which it is composed under the condition of free-silver 
coinage. 

It is upon that account, and not because the bondholider has any 
right to demand anything more than the contract he has made gives 
him, that the Government of the United States, at great expense 
and with great trouble and cost to the people of the United States, 
has maintained up to the present time the parity of this great mass 
of silver dollars with the gold standard and the best currency ex- 
istent in the world. I shall never vote to put in jeopardy that con- 
dition of things. ‘The creditor, private and public, in my opinion, 
is entitled, so long as that condition of things can be maintained, 
to the highest and best currency that the world affords. 

But, Mr. President, if we should be, by any untoward or unfor- 
tunate legislation or condition of things, driven from that safe and 
stable foundation of the monetary affairs of this country to a silver 
basis, then the bondholder of this country has no rights which aro 
superior to those of any private creditor or those of any other cred- 
itor, whether he be a creditor by reason of holding a demand note 
of the Government of the United States or otherwise. It is not on 
their account that we have made these sacrifices. The man who 
loans money and takes a bond can protect himself by his contract, 
and he has protected himself. He has written in the bond that he 
must be paid in coin of the proper standard, and of the standard 
of the date on which his contract was made; and he has no right 
to demand any other or greater payment. 

I am well aware, Mr. President, that there are other considerations 
which have been raised by the discussion that has taken place 
around this resolution rather than upon it. I understand perfectly 
well that it is because the Government owes it to itself that it should 
not take advantage of the man to whom it owes money in order to 
put him in a position of hardship as compared with the condition 
in which he would have been at the time the contract was made, 
net because he has a legal right to demand more, not becanse he has 
a moral right to demand more, but because we owe it to ourselves, 
as every honest and moral human being owes it to himself and to 
his character for uprightness and for fair dealing and honest deal- 
ing, to do that thing which will comport with his own sense of 
right, and not because the other party has a right to demand it. 

Therefore, Mr. President, I do not see how this discussion as to 
the propriety of the free coinage of silver, which has raged here 
for two or three days, has any application to this resolution. It 
has been a factitious and artificial issue that has been raised, not 
pertinent to the matter that the Senate is called upon by its vote 
to act upon. Therefore, I shall vote upon the resolution as it stands 
without reference to most of the arguments that have been made in 
the debate of the past three days. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I regret very much to see the fol- 
lowers of Palmer and Buckner drifting away from their party. I 
listened yesterday to the remarks of the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. LINDSAY], and the remarks of the Senator from Louisiana [Mr 
CAFFERY], and to-day I have listened to the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. Gray], and I find in the ranks of that new, but not very nu- 
merous party considerable dissension; and, if I am correctly 
informed, after listening to those Senators, the Senator from Lou- 
isiana, like Cambronne at Waterloo, is ‘all there is left of the Old 
Guard,” the other two having deserted. 

Mr. President, there is more in this resolution than a mere declara- 
tion of law. Of course it embraces the statement of a legal prin- 
ciple, but its adoption or rejection will signify more than the 
approval or disapproval of what to me appears to be a very plain 
and simple proposition of law. 

If I understand a contract correctly, it is its office and purpose 
to fix the legal relation of the parties to it. No man can conceive 
of any other purpose of a contract than to determine the rights and 
liabilities of the parties subscribing to it, and the crystallization 
into its terms of the moral atmosphere surrounding the transaction. 
It is at one and the same time a legal and a moral test of the relation 
between the parties. 

If that were not true, every man who makes a contract to be ful- 
filled at some time in the future would do so with the right of a 
court or a legislative body to import into it conditions and terms 
that did not exist at the time it was signed. That can not possibly 
be true. Suppose a gentlemen should give a promissory note pay- 
able in standard coin of the United States five years from date, 
and five years from that time, we in the meantime having discovered 
more Klondikes, gold should be the baser and silver should become 
the precious metal, would any lawyer claim that, in the interpreta- 
tion of that contract, we should import into it by construction the 
condition that it was payable in the highest and dearest class of 
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money or coin? Why, Mr. President, that lays down a rule that 
has never been heard of, to my knowledge, in this country. 

There is no difference between the obligation of a governmentand 
that of an individual. It is the obligation of the individual to per- 
form his contract in letter and in spirit. It is the office of a sover- 
eign government to perform its contract in letter and in spirit, and 
we, as the legislative branch of this Government and representing 
the people have no right, no constitutional authority, to impose on 
them obligations that are not imposed by the express terms of the 
contract itself. 

But, Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa [Mr. peuseee and the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] and other Senators have dis- 
covered great difficulty surrounding this question, by reason of the 
disparity, as they say, between gold andsilver. We have heard that 
argument before, at least I have heard it quite often since I have 
been here, and I presume it has been used in the Senate for the last 
thirty years, in one form or another, and that we must pay in the 
dearer metal until such time as the parity between the two metals 
is restored. How in the world are you going to restore the parity 
if you constantly discriminate against one metal? 

I was surprised at the remedy the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
Gray] offered, which was to permit the creditors of the nation to 
determine the kind of coin they were to receive in discharge of their 
debts. You place it in the power of the creditors of this country to 
choose the coin in which their debts shall be paid, and you place it 
absolutely beyond the possibility of our ever restoring the parity 
between the metals. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Iask the Senator whether that condition of things 
has not existed for a good many years last past; that is, that the 
ereditor has had practically the choice of the coin which should be 

aid him by the Treasury. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GRAY. I merely ask that question. Then I wish to ask one 
other question. ' 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes; in 1891 or 1892. 

Mr. GRAY. Now, the other question is whether during that 
period the parity between the two metals has not been sustained, 
and if it can be sustained in any other way. 

Mr. ALLEN. It has not been sustained in the sense in which we 
speak of parity. 

Up to 1892—and I shall not, for lack of time, go into the matter 
extensively—the Government retained the right to determine in 
which coin it would pay. Every person who had given any thought 
or attention to the subject knew that the Government retained the 
power to determine in which coin it would pay. That had been the 
right of the debtor, private and public, for three hundred years and 
until it was taken away from the United States by Secretary of the 
Treasury Foster. No; you let the creditors of this or any other 
country have the right to discriminate as between the coins they 
shall receive in payment of their debts, and they can break all the 
parities that can be established by governments or by the produc- 
tion of the metals. 

Mr. GRAY. They have not broken the parity so far. 

Mr. ALLEN. They have, because they Sone made silver practi- 
cally a subsidiary coin. 

Mr. President, it is because I believe the restoration of silver to 
the coinage of this country, free, unrestricted, and unlimited, on 
terms of equality with gold, will restore the parity between the 
metals, that I shall vote for the resolution. The Senator from Iowa 
and other Senators say it will make us a silver monometallic na- 
tion. We had bimetallism from Colonial days until 1873, and yet 
we were a bimetallic nation all that time. 

More than eighty-one years of our national existence were bime 
tallic years. There was no expulsion of gold to any considerable 
extent during that time. We maintained bimetallismthen. What 
change of circumstances has taken place or will take place that will 
cause the free coinage of silver to now expel gold? 

No, Mr. President, parity is a law of equality established by stat- 
utes. The value of money consists in the office or function of 
circulation and exchange, and when you give to silver, under a 
system of free coinage, that office and function now possessed 
exclusively by gold, the parity between gold and silver will be 
reestablished, and it can not be done in any other way. This lies 
at the foundation of the whole question. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I desire to cail the attention of the 
Senate to the positions assumed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON] and by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. FoRAKER] in giving 

eir reasons why they will not support this resolution. I under- 
stand the Senator from Iowa to say that he voted for the resolution 
in 1878 because the conditions then were entirely different from 
what they-are now, and that he bases his present opposition to the 
resolution upon the-ground that to vote for it is to commit himself 
to the free and unlimited coinage of silver at 16 to 1. 

I understand that to be the proposition of the Senator, and he 

it upon the fact that some of the Senators who favor this 
resolution state that the resumption of coinage which they contem- 
Plate is the resumption at the ratio of 16 to 1. I understand that 








to be practically the whole objection urged by the Senator from 
Iowa, and I understand that to be practically the same objection 
which is urged by the Senator from Ohio. 

I desire to ask the attention of the Senate to the condition of 
affairs which existed in 1878 and to contrast it with the condition 
which exists now, to see whether or not there is such a difference as 
will justify a change on the part of the Senator from Iowa from the 
position he then occupied to the one he now occupies. According 
to the statement of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. FoRAKER), who has 
examined the record, the ground upon which the then Senator from 
Ohio, Mr. Matthews, placed his advocacy of the resolution which he 
had introduced was that he contemplated the resumption of the 
coinage of silver through the medium of the free and unlimited 
coinage of silver. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is nothing in the REcorRD that shows any- 
thing of the sort. I have read it to-day. 

Mr. BACON. I think, however, the Senator from Rhode Island 
will recollect, if he was present, that that was the statement of 
the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iwas not present. I am stating the facts. 

Mr. BACON. I donot think I can be mistaken in the fact that 
the Senator from Ohio did so state. But whether he did or did not, 
it can not be disputed that at the time the resolution was before the 
Senate in 1878 a number of those who were then supporting it were 
the earnest advocates of the free and unlimited coinage of silver, 
the Senator form Colorado [Mr. TELLER] among the number, and the 
author of the resolution also being among the number. So in 1878 
the Senator from Iowa was called upon to vote for a resolution—this 
particular resolution—when the advocates of it were divided, some 
favoring the free and unlimited coinage of silver, and others—him- 
self among the number—in favor of a limited coinage of silver. 

What is the situation to-day? Some of the advocates of the reso- 
lution—I confess myself among the number—favor the resumption 
which is herein spoken of, by the means of the free and unlimited 
coinage of silver. There are others here equally as earnest as we in 
the support of the resolution who are not in favor of the free and 
unlimited coinage of silver by the independent action of this Gov- 
ernment. Therefore the advocates now are as the advocates were 
then—some in favor of free coinage by independent action; others 
in favor either of coinage in limited quantities or by international 
agreement. So.in what way is the situation different now from 
what it was then in this regard? 

Mr. ALLISON. May I answer the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will not take too much of my limited 
time. 

Mr. ALLISON. At that time silver bullion was worth 92 cents, 
and the mints of the world were generally open to its coinage 
except those of Europe. Now silver is worth 44 cents, and every 
mint is closed to its free coinage except those of Mexico. 

Mr. BACON. That may all be true, but it does not change the 
fact. The Senator was then opposed to the free and unlimited coin- 
age of silver just as he is now, and he was called upon to vote upon 
a resolution at atime when some of its advocates were in favor of 
free coinage and others of its advocates were opposed to it, just as 
they are now. 

I want to say one word, although that was the principal thing 
which I rose to state to the Senate, about another feature of the 
resolution. The resolution does not simply confine itself to the 
question as to what shall be done with the silver doilars hereafter 
coined, but it relates to the silver dollars already coined. Wehave 
#500,000,000 of silver coin—#500,000,000 which are, so far as pur- 
chasing power goes, on an equality to-day with gold—and the lan- 
guage of the resolution applies to those $500,000,000 in the same way 

that it applies to such coin as shall hereafter come from the mint. 

Mr. ALLISON. If I do not interrupt the Senator, I should,like 
to ask him, then, what is the significar ce of the words “to restore” ? 

Mr. BACON. ‘There is a two-fold aspect to the resolution, as I 
have said, one relating to the present coinage and the other aspect 
relating to the coinage hereafter to be made. Of course, the latter 
part of the resolution refers to that hereafter to be made. 

But it is a most important matter that the policy and law of the 
Government shall be declared, for the reasons stated by the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] yesterday, in which 
he gave instances when declaratory laws were passed, where laws 
had fallen into disuse, or where they were not properly regarded. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Why do you not make it a joint resolution and 
give it the force of law? 

Mr. BACON. I think I could very easily go into that discussion, 
but manifestly I can not be turned from the immediate statement of 
a proposition to follow the Senator into a side issue. I say there 
are to-day #500,000,000, and that the resolution relates to those 
$500,000,000 as well as to future coinage. The resolution expressly 
states, as the resolution twenty years ago stated, that it was at ihe 
option of the Government that this was to be paid. 

The language of the law is the same as the language of the reso- 
lution—the statute—the language of which puts the option with the 
Government, an option which can not be exercised by transferring 
it to the creditor. What are the facts? The facts are that the 
Government for the past six years has distinctly violated not only 
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the language of the statute, but the express declaration as contained 
in the Stanley Matthews resolution. 

I hoid in my hand an extract from the message of President Cleve- 
land of December, 1895, in whieh, after he had issued three series 
- bonds for the accumulation of gold, he stated that he did it for 

she purpose of procuring gold with which to pay bends, and that at 
the time he did it, he had in the Treasury ample money of other 
kinds with which to do it—money which was payable under the 
option given to the Government and recognized in this declaratory 
resolution of 1878. I will read the statement, as itis short. This 
is an extract from the message of Mr. Cleveland of December, 1895, 
after four issues ef bonds: 


Aé no time when bonds have been issued has there been any consideration of 
the question of paying the expenses of the Government with their proceeds. 
There was no necessity to consider that question. At the time of each bond 
issue we had a safe surplus in the Treasury for ordinary operations exelusive of 
the gold in our reserve, In February, 1894, when the first issue of bends was 
made, such surplus ar mounted to over $18 000,000; in November, when the sécond 
issue was made, it amounted to more than $42,000,000, and in February, 1895, 
when bends for the third time were issued, such sur rplus amounted to more than 
$100,000,000. It now amounts to $98,072,420.30. 


So, as I said, this is a most important declaratory resolution, de- 
claratory of the opinion of the legislative branch as to what is the 
law, and declaratory as to what is the duty of the Executive de- 
partment in obedience to that law. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator read that part of the message 
of the President wherein he stated that he sold bonds in order to 
get money to pay other bonds? 

Mr. BACON. Most undoubtedly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I donot think he paid for any bonds between the 
periods named, because I do not think any matured. 

Mr. BACON. Most undoubtedly he says practically that, and 
everybody knows that is what it was for—to pay bonds. 

Mr. ALLISON. Surely not. I donotthink a bond was paid dur- 
ing that period. 

Mr. BACON. I say to pay bonds. I am speaking, of course, of 
oblig: itions—green backs, as the Senator from South Carolina (Mr. 
TILLMAN) reminds me. 

Mr. ALLISON. Oh, yes; but this resolution does not relate te 
anything but interest- ‘bearing bonds. 

Mr. BACON. Does the Senator say that when the Government 
has reserved this option and printed it on the face of the bond, there 
is any higher obligation upon it to pay gold in the redemption of 
bonds than gold in the redemption of greenbacks ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly not. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator from Iowa says certainly not. There- 
fore the principle is the same, and the criticism of the Senator does 
net apply. 

I say that the Senators can not escape from a proper support of 
the resolution, upon the two grounds mentioned. They can not 
eseape from it upen the ground that the utterances of Senators 
here commit the resolution to a system by which the resumption of 
free coinage is to bo made only at the ratio of 16 to 1 by the independ- 
ent action of this Government, because, as in 1878, so now, some of 
the advocates of this resolution are in favor of one kind of resump- 
tion of the coinage and others are in favor of another kind of 
resumption of coinage. 

Mr. President, the “great need, in order that the financial question 
shall be settled, in order that the coinage question shall be settled, 
is that alk persons who are in favor of bimetallism shall, by one 
means or another, get on one side, and all those who in truth and 
reality are opposed to bimetallism and in favor of the gold standard 
shall get on the other side. We have never yet had such an issue. 
lt matters not whether it be a proposition before Congress or an 
issue before the country at large in ageneralelection. The friends 
of the single gold standard have always been shrewd enough so to 
confuse the issue that many men who at heart favered bimetallism 
have trained with those who are seriously and earnestly opposed to 
it, and whe favor only the single gold standard. 

Mr. President, one of the objects of this resolution is to range on 
two sides those two parties, so that there shall stand on one side 
all who favor bimetallism, and so that there shall stand on the 
ether all who favor the single gold standard. It recognizes the 
fact as a policy of this Gov ernment that when there is this resum 
tion it is proper and in accordance with good faith that the bonds 
shall be paid in silver dollars at the option of the Government. It 
does not assume to say how the resumption shall be. It does not 
attempt to say how this resumption of coinage shall be effected. 
It simply says that however that resumption shall finally be accom- 
plished, silver may be used properly and in good faith in the pay- 
ment of the obligations of the Government. 

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, the legal obligation of the 
United States is fully set forth in its contract. For Congress to 
atiempt to restate that legal obligation from time to time is un- 
necessary and in my judgment injurious. Our bondholders took 
our bonds with the full knowledge of the stipulations therein con- 
tained. They can not change them, and we can not change them. 
Nobody has denied or will deny the naked legal right of the United 
States to pay its bonds when due in the coin of the country—gold 
or silver. But in my judgment the question is not one of naked 
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legal right or of commercial necessity or advantage. It is a ques- 
tion of governmental ethics, of national honor, of public faith. 

So far as my vote on this resolution is conce the platform 
of my party has given me positive direction. I had full voice in 
the framing of that platform, and in its declarations I most cheer- 
fully acquiesce. The platform says: 

All our silver and paper currency must be maintained at with go 
and we favor all measures designed to maintain inviolably the ob “obligations of of 


the United States and of our money, whether coin or paper, at the present 
standard, the standard of the most enlightened nations of the earth. 


My party is pledged, and my party has pledged me, to take no 
action which will endanger maintaining the parity of all the dol- 
lars of the United States. To maintain dollars of different kinds 
at a parity necessarily implies that those dollars shall be imter- 
changeable, one with the other, upon the demand of whoever 
seeks to secure the exchange. For the United States of America 
to deny at its Treasury the exchange of one Government dollar 
for another on the application of any holder would _ be at once to 
strike down the parity of the two kinds of dollars and to appreciate 
one and depreciate the other. Of this therecan be no question, 
in my judgment. 

Mr. President, if when the time of payment comes our dollars, 
gold and silver, are still maintained at a parity, interchangeable 
freely at the Treasury, on thestreets, and at our banks, one with the 
other, it will be of no advantage to the United States of America 
to pay in one kindor theother. Unless when the time of payment 
comes one dollar is appreciated and another depreciated, it would 
be worse than folly to insist upon the exercise of a naked legal 
right which could bring the Government of the United States no 
possible value or return. 

So, Mr. President, I say that when the time of payment comes, 
if our dollars are all upon a parity, we can honorably and fairly, 
if we wish, require acceptance by the holders of the conde of our 
silverdollars. Butwhat advantage wouldthere bein that? What 
would we gain? What do the Senators on the other side of the 
Chamber suppose we would gain? The sole proposition of the 
demand in favor of the exercise of this legal right 3 is that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States shall pay as cheaply as it can, shall 
pay in the cheapest money at the time of payment. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I deny the right of a great government, of a great free peo- 
ple, to enhance its Treasury holdings by insisting wpon passing on 
its creditors dollars that are less in value than the best dollars of 
the civilized world. 

What is the necessity for the passage of the resolution now? 
Why is it forced upon us? The financial credit of a nation is al- 
most as sensitive as the reputation of awoman. To question may 
be to destroy. Iwill not ss at this time, in the few moments 
I have, the question of the free and unlimited coimage of silver. 
In my judgment the duty of the United States will remain the 
same on the day of payment whether the gold standard prevails, 
whether we have bimetallism international, or whether we have 
gone to the silver basis. On that day it will be the duty of this 
nation, higher and nobler and better and dearer than any com- 
mercial right, to pay its solemn obligations in the best dollars 
that the United States recognizes as money. 

Mr. President, it has been a matter of regret to me that in this 
discussion that same old, unwarranted campaign argument has 
been presented here, that silver is the poor man’s dollar that the 
laborers of the United States are compelled to accept their wages 
in silver; and that therefore the holders of the Government 
should be compelled to take the same. There has been no wage 
of an American man paid in a silver dollar under the legislation 
of the Republican party. 

Ev = lar that has come into his hard hand at the close of his 
day of labor has been a dollar, interchangeable, without discount, 
for a gold dollar at his own "home bank. No mechanic in this 
country has ever yet been compelled to take from iis employer a 
single dollar—gold, silver, or paper—which would not buy as 
much at the corner ry store, or, in fact, in — part of the 
civilized world, as the best gold dollar that Rothschild or Morgan 
has stored away in his vault. 

Mr. President, there can never be a cheap dollar and a dear dol- 
lar in a government where we maintain parity of all. You 
can never have one dollar for labor and another for capital unless 
you destroy the parity. It is only in the free-coimage silver coun- 
tries to-day where there is a dollar in which labor is compelled to 
take its pay —— than the dollar the banker can insist upon in 
his own transaction 

God pity the biaenmal the United States when it comes to pass 
that we have two kinds of dollars in this country, for when we 
find one dollar that is cheaper in purchasing power at the grocery 
store that some other dollar, that dollar must be accepted as legal 
tender by every man who toils, and the power of accumulated 
capital can hold its right and exercise its privilege then of basing 
all its transactions wpon the best dollar to the exclusion of the 


weaker. 
Mr, President, I come from an agricultural State. I represent 





1898. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








the men who have made the wilderness to bloom. I have heard 


day after day, campaign after campaign, the promise that has 
been held out to the wheat raisers of my country that under free 
and unlimited coinage of silver at 16 to 1 Sa receive a dou- 
ble price for their grain, and on the stump it has been represented 
to them that the wheat raisers of India, under India free coinage 
as it existed but a short time since, were receiving a higher price 
for grain than were the farmers of the United States under our 
existing gold standard. : : 

And yet, Mr. President, the same men in the same breath said 
to the same farmers that the price of every bushel of wheat was 
fixed in the Liverpool market, and that it was there paid in gold. 
The price there paid in gold was the same for the wheat of the 
United States and for the wheat of India. Do they mean to tell 
me that the same price for a bushel of wheat of India and Ameri- 
can growth paid in Liverpool in gold at the same time was more 
when it reached the hand of the raiser in India than when it 
reached the raiser in the United States, because perchance its char- 
acter was ex from gold to silver at the boundaries of 
India? You might as well tell me that if the price of wheat were 
paid in Liverpool in dried apples, the American farmer would get 
more dried apples, because they got wet and swelled on their way 
over. 

Mr. President, this is not a question of a legal right. It is a 
question, as I say, of governmental ethics. I believe in meeting 
issues as they come. e way to legislate is to enact laws when 
the necessity arises. It is not statesmanship to take advantage 
of the passing whim or humor of the hour, to resolve and resolve 
what posterity will do when the time comes to act. Posterity 
will act as honorably as ourselves. The people will elect those 
who pay our bonds as they have elected us. 

Let us trust the rights of the United States to them. We can 
safely do so whether the gold standard is fixed upon the world, 
whether we secure international bimetallism, or whether we go to 
a silver basis. I have faith to believe that when the time of pay- 
ment comes, whatever party is in power, there will be some great 
American President in the executive chair who will see to it that 
the honor of the United States is maintained and that we pay ina 
dollar that will pass current around the whole wide world. 

Mr. President, this country is just getting ready to do business. 
One year ago it was said to us that we had not enough money to 
do business with. The trouble was we had not enough business 
in the country to circulate the money we had. Our business has 
increased 50 per cent. Our money is found ample for all our en- 
larged transactions. Our great wheat crops and other crops are 
moved without the least difficulty for money. Interest rates are 
downward; credits are easy; there is no scarcity of money in the 
United States. We are doing business again at the old stand un- 
= the legislation of the Republican party. Let well enough 

one. 

I say to those who are seeking to further resolve for the gold 
standard, I say to those who are seeking to further resolve for the 
silver standard, for God’s sake let the business people of the United 
States run their business for another year or two and let us see 
where we stand. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, during the brief time at my 
disposal I shall make no attempt to discuss the resolution itself, 
but confine my remarks to some snapshots, so to speak, at some 
of the phases which it presents to my mind. 

We have been told that this discussion is useless; that it is a 
moot court, so to speak; that nothing material can come from it; 
and I have been struck with the agility and dexterity with which 
some men have jumped from side to side of this issue in twenty 
years and the ee explanations that they give. 

Mr. President, this is not’ a useless discussion. It is a politi- 
cal discussion pure and simple. The two great parties of the 
United States are maneuvering for position in the campaign 
that is on for Congress next fall, laying the foundations for the 
campaign of 1900, when this issue, this battle of the standards, 
will be fought to a finish; and the people will win it as they have 
won every struggle for liberty in the United States. 

The issue has been clouded from the very time when the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] in 1878 suggested the compromise by 
which the Bland-Allison Act was substituted for a free-coinage 
bill, and the little 8 per cent difference between the two metals 
at that time has been allowed to grow to 50 per cent and over 
50. Again, there was humbuggery and cant and hypocrisy in 
the pretensions of those who stand for gold when the Sherman bill 
was a by which the purchase of silver wasincreased. There 
was isy last year when the so-called bimetallic plank was 
inse in the St. Louis platform, just as there was hyprocrisy in 
the hearts of the men who manipulated the Democratic conven- 
tion of 1892 and came in with that dodge of ‘‘parity.” 

Mr. President, what is parity in regard to the two metals? Is 
it parity to make one carry the other? If we had bimetallism to- 
day, the business of the country would walk on two legs, one gold 
and the other silver, as it did from the establishment of the Gov- 


ernment down to 1873. Two legs make bimetallism the double 
standard. But you have cut one leg off, and instead of throwing 
it away as useless and making all your paper money redeemable 
in gold, you take the silver leg and put it on the shoulder of the - 
one-legged man and have him hop around the world on his gold 
leg; and yet you pretend that it is bimetallism. There is no 
bimetallism in it,and you knowit. You intend to fasten the gold 
standard on this country. 

The greenbacks were good enough to pay off the soldiers who 
saved the Union and preserved it. Oh, yes, they were good 
enough, but not when you came to settle with the public credit- 
ors, the shylocks who bought the bonds with greenbacks and 
then seduced or bribed Congress to ‘‘strengthen the public 
credit” by making those bonds payable in coin, fixing the limit 
in the act of 1870 and guarding against a change of ratio so that 
the coin therein specified was that then current, 4124 grains of 
silver and 25.80 grains of gold. You fixed the value of the dollar 
in it, and you are not yet satisfied, or rather the men who boss 
and dictate to this Government are not satisfied. 

Shylock not only wants what we promised, but more. 


Shylock 
has been alluded to here. 


Some of you seem to have forgotten 
your Shakespeare. The bargain was not for the pound of flesh 
except as a forfeit. Antonio simply promised to pay so much 
money at such a time, and if he failed, Shylock was to get the 
pound of flesh. Have we failed to pay? No. The Republican 
party is so anxious to preserve the credit and honor of the Gov- 
ernment that it insists that what was promised shall be redeemed, 
not in what the bond nominates, but in the * best money.” 

Mr. President, as I said, I can not talk on this subject at any 
length. Thereis just one little phase of it which I wish to present 
to the Senate, and then I will close. This struggie is simply as to 
whether the national banks shall issue all the paper money of this 
country or whether we shall continue to have greenbacks and 
other forms of Government paper. That is it boiled down to its 
essence, 

It has so happened that the national banks have controlled the 
financial policy of this country since 1865 und before. Asscon as 
they were organized they took hold of it. It is peculiarly the 
province of the Comptroller of the Currency to watch and control 
the national banks. He is appointed to see that they comply with 
the law and that their auaineieen and their depositors are pro- 
tected. Since 1865 we have had in that office Freeman Clark, 
H. R. Hulburd, John J. Knox, H. W. Cannon, W. L. Trenholm, 
Edward S. Lacey, A. B. Hepburn, James H. Eckels, and the 
present incumbent, Mr. Charles G. Dawes. 

Section 5200 of the Revised Statutes, a section of the national 
banking act, provides that— 

The total liabilities to any association of any person, or of any company, 
corporation, or firm, for money borrowed, including, in the liabilities of a 
company or a firm, the liabilities of the several members thereof, shall at no 
time exceed one-tenth part of the amount of the capital stock of such asso- 
ciation actually paid in. But the discount of billsof exchange drawn in good 
faith against actually existing values, and the discount of commercial or 
business paper actually ownel be the person negotiating the same, shall not 
be considered as money borrowed. 

Section 5239 makes provision as follows: 


Sec. 5239. If the directors of any national banking association shall know- 
ingly violate, or knowingly permit any of the officers, agents, or servnts of 


the association to violate, any of the provisions of this title, all the rights, 
privileges, and franchises of the association shall be thereby forfeited. Such 
violation shall, however, be determined and adjudged by a proper circuit, 
district, or Territorial court of the United States in a suit brought for that 
purpose by the Comptroller of the Currency,in his own name, before the 
association shall be dissolved. And in cases of such violation every director 
who participated in or assented to the same shall be held liable in his personal 


and individual capacity for all damages which the association, its sharehold- 
ers, or any other person shall have sustained in consequence of such violation. 

In December last we had a failure of a large bank in Philadel- 
phia, the Chestnut Street National Bank. After that bank had 

ailed, and it was discovered that its principal debtor was Mr. 
Singerly, its president, I believe, certainly one of its directors, 
and that he had borrowed almost the entire capital stock of the 
bank, Mr. Eckels, the then Comptroller of the Currency, came out 
in an interview in the New York Journal, and he said: 

In speaking of the Singerly failure this evening Comptroller Eckels said: 

“T have known of the condition of the Chestnut Street National Bank for 
two years. At that time its affairs were in bad shape and were brought to 
my attention. One year ago I could have closed the bank, but it would not 
bave done. It was in election times. 

“I have to take chances on banks. Anyone who has been familiar with 
my office during the past four years would appreciate this. Many banks 
have been on the verge of failure. Isavedthem. I believed in thiscase that 
Mr. Singerly could pull through. Two years ago there was no money in the 
country toinvest. I thought that with the return of prosperity he would be 
able to place his stocks at an advantage. I took the chance, aud the condition 
of the bank is 50 per cent better than it was two years ago.” 


Here we have a sworn officer of the Government ignoving his 
sworn duty to protect the banks, the stockholders or depositors, 


and giving as an excuse that it would not have done, it was 
election time. 


Mr. President, the commentary on this effort to turn over all 
the paper money of this country to the national banks under the 
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direction and control of Comptrollers of the Currency is best illus- 
trated, its results, its policies, I say, are best illustrated, by this 
simple statement of history. 

Of the nine Comptrollers of the Currency since 1865 whom I 
have mentioned here, six of them have graduated from that office 
into presidents of national banks or trust companies; showing that 
they were owned by the corporations while they were pretendedly 
serving the Government, and secured their reward in that way, 
or that they were bribed. The banks dictated their appointments, 
so to speak, to the President to put the man in, saying, ‘‘ He is our 
tool; he is our friend; he will protect us; he will let us do as we 
please, notwithstanding the law forbids us to do these things.” 
We did not see any light; we could not understand why these 
Comptrollers could get to be bank presidents so easily, but Mr. 
Eckels, in the innocence of his heart or of his mind, opens up a 
vista into this pesthouse of the United States Treasury, and we 
see down under the clouds, ‘‘ National banks boss here; I belong to 
them.” 

Mr. President, if we go on in this effort, if this conspiracy 
against the liberties of the people is successful, if the national 
banks shall succeed in destroying the greenbacks, if all our national 
paper is to be called in and gold bonds issued instead, we will have 
Comptrollers of the Currency no doubt who will continue this 
same policy; and will not we common people, we farmers, we 
laborers, we horny-handed fellows with whom the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON] sympathizes so much in the matter of 
depreciated dollars, will we not have a nice time in having a sys- 
tem of banking which will enable these capitalists to increase the 
currency when it suits their speculative purposes and to decrease 
it, and will we not have protection under such a system? 

I thought it was well, Mr. President, to call attention to just 
this one phase of ourfinancial management. Iam free to say that 
Mr. Eckels entered the Treasury Department as a Democrat. 

Mr. COCKRELL. So-called. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Well, a Republican in disguise I prefer to 
term him, just as his chief, the man who appointed him, was a 
Republican in disguise, and the best friend of the money power 
that the United States has ever seen, because he accomplished 
more than any other man in its history has ever been able to ac- 
complish to enslave the masses, to put the farmers in the poor- 
house, and to fasten the manacles of gold upon the American 


people. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, the recitation of the act of 1869 
in the preamble of the pending resolution is unfortunate for the 
promoters of the resolution. The act of 1869 was originated, 
— and accepted as meaning what would be meant by a dec- 


aration to-day that debts must be discharged by money of the 
highestand best. It was demanded in that day by many that bonds 
should be paid by the tender of noninterest bearing notes. The 
** sreenback craze,” so called, was at its height. The act of 1869 
pledged the Government to the payment of bonds in coin or its 
equivalent. The silver question had not arisen. A silver dollar 
was worth more than a gold dollar—perhaps 3 per cent, more or 
less. That act put the greenback craze to rest. 

It was a hard-money bill, a gold bill. It was equivalent to say- 
ing, ‘‘ We will pay in gold.” 

The recitation of the act of 1870 in this resolution is equally 
unfortunate, because it declared that the bonds were redeemable 
in coin of the then present standard value, gold and silver being 
then of equal value, with silver a little ahead in the market. 
Those acts sustain our view rather than the view of the advocates 
of the resolution, because their language called for the highest 
money used at the time. 

The pending reproduction of the unhappy Matthews resolution 
of 1878 may pass the Senate, and probably it will. The original 
did not seriously injure the public credit. It was not a law; it 
was a campaign threat. It did not change the manner of paying 
the debt or the financial action and policy of the Government in 
any regard. Wecontinued to pay what we considered to be gold 
or its accepted equivalent, and have done so ever since. The 
thing was born dead. It did not have even chemical vitality 
enough to create a stench. It was a last year’s bird’s nest. 

This resolution is intended to secure or promote the payment of 
national bonds in silver dollars actually worth 43 cents each. A 
variety of causes has brought down the value of one of the 
precious metals, whereupon it is deemed to be good ethics to take 
the cheaper metal to pay honest debts incurred when nobody 
dreamed of such a change of values. It is intended, I say, to pro- 
mote the absolutely free and unlimited coinage of such dollars. 

Suppose we had said when we entered the markets of the world 
as borrowers, ‘‘We may need two thousand million dollars; we 
may pay in coin, gold and silver being nearly equal in value; we 
may pay in noninterest-bearing demand notes; but if during the 
twenty or thirty years the bonds will run either of the metals 
shall depreciate, we shall pay with the cheaper material.” Sup- 
pose we had said that frankly and led the people to anticipate the 
possibility of a metal depreciated to a wholly uncertain degree, 
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and had said that we would take the cheapest thing to be found to 
pay the debt with. 

We could not have borrowed upon a one thousand dollar bond 
anywhere in the world. Everybody knows that. You could not 
sell the bond with the chance of a serious change in the value of 
a metal of payment hanging over it for twenty or thirty years. 

The Government sent agents across the ocean to place our bonds. 
The world believed that we were able to pay. That was not the 
whole question. It also believed that we were animated by a 
high purpose to pay according to the highest possible standard. 

When the great rebellion closed the solidity of the Union was 
| established, but there were questions coming after that of more 
importance to posterity than the mere question which could win 
in the contest of physical force. It remained to be seen whether 
the American people could pay their debts. It was said abroad: 
“Ah, it is all very well. We understand that you are capable of 
becoming excellent soldiers; you have been very brave and able 
on both sides; your temper was up; you had a just cause, each of 
you thought, and you fought it out. Now, when the cold test 
| of peace comes and the taxgatherer comes around, you will see 
the American people in another light. You will find that this 
great democracy will not vote to tax itself to pay $3,000,000,000.” 
Upon that supposition they placed their hope of the real failure 
of the Republic, for a failure to discharge our pecuniary obliga- 
tions to the fullest would have rendered of no account the great 
struggle for the Union. It would have demonstrated the unfit- 
ness of a free people to carry on a free government, because 
financial integrity is of the very highest importance. Its failure 
is shame; its failure is ruin. Better never to have fought at all 
than to have won the fight.and dishonorably refused to pay. 

The American people, sir, are proud of their honor. In my 
opinion they would heap contempt and indignation upon an Ad- 
ministration that would tender $43 to pay $100 and send across 
the ocean $430,000 to pay bonds calling he $1,000,000. The silver 
dollar has no power as a legal tender one foot beyond the bounda- 
ries of the Union. To attempt to discharge a foreign debt with 
silver dollars at their face value would be regarded as worse than 
| a farce and a failure; it would be indelible shame and disgrace. 

I care nothing whatever for what has been called a technical 
right. The Senator from Nebraska {[Mr. THURSTON] well says 
that it is a question of governmental ethics and not a question of 
technical right. A shyster and a shylock might chuckle over the 
success of such a scheme, but an American audience would never 
rise with enthusiastic cheers to greet the news that we had com- 
pelled a foreign creditor to take 43-cent dollars because a technical 
and literal construction of the statute and a wholly unexpected 
depreciation seemed to make it a compliance with law. 

The nation is bound to the highest standard. If it has prom- 
ised to its hurt, so much the more honorable the payment. 

I will pass over much that I thought of saying, for I only wish 
to indicate just where I stand. From the beginning of these con- 
tests, thirty-three years ago, to this hour I have again and again 
planted myself upon these words: 


That which the whole civilized world accepts as full and final payment is 
the only payment the American people will ever consent to tender. Uncle 
Sam must be a gentleman. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I shall occupy the attention 

of the Senate but a few moments, and without any attempt at 

| declamation or rhetoric will present the views that | entertain in 
| regard to the obligations of the Government to its creditors. 

I hold that the bonds of this Government should be paid in the 
| best money of the world, money that has a fixed international as 
well as a fixed national value; and I believe, correctly or incor- 
rectly, wisely or unwisely, that to attempt to pay those obliga- 
tions in any other kind of money would bring disasters to this 
country such as the world has never known. 

Mr. President, I find among the amendments which have been 
| offered to this resolution one amendment for which I shall vote 
with great pleasure, and that is the amendment submitted by the 
a Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE], which is in these 
words: 

That all the bonds of the United States issued or authorized to be issued 
under the said acts of Congress hereinbefore recited are payable, principal 
and interest, in gold coin or its equivalent; and that any other payment, 
without the consent of the creditor, would be in violation of the public faith 
and in derogation of his rights. 

It has been freely admitted in this debate that the question of 
free silver coinage is involved. Had that statement not been made 
I should have remained silent, and I speak only a moment to-day 
to place myself on record, not for the first time, plainly and unre- 
servedly against that proposition. 

One year ago or thereabouts, Mr. President, I found in a news- 
paper published in Philadelphia, called the Philadelphia Ameri- 
can, a communication from a well-known citizen of Denver, Colo., 
the home of the junior Senator from that State [Mr. WoLcorT], 
who has discussed these resolutions with so much earnestness and 
ability, a letter which reads as follows: 


If the mints of the United States were now opened to the free coinage of silver 
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tio of 16 tol of gold, and the gold coins should cease to be used as 
eae what harm could come to the masses of the people because of it? 
Bimetallists may boldly challenge the whole gold-standard host to show why, 
how, and wherein the people and the industries and commerce of the United 
States will suffer in the smallest degree if every American gold coin should 
leave our shores. Nay. more; they can safely offer to demonstrate that it 
would be a blessing of the choicest variety at the present time. 

There is absolutely nothing in the history and experience of nations, in the 
science of money, in the nature and requirements of commerce, in the char- 
acter and volume of existing contracts, nor in the obligations of national and 
individual honor which affords the slightest reasonable ground to appre- 
hend anything but the most beneficent results from such circumstances, 
not even a temporary inconvenience. 


Mr. President, that statement has been made over and over 
again, and it is with that statement that I take issue to-day, and 
say that in my judgment the continued free coinage of silver in 
this country, driving us to the monometallic standard, as it inevi- 
tably would, would bring dire disaster to every material interest 
of our land. 

The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], in his very earnest 
speech a little time ago. called attention to the fact that we had 
bimetallism from the foundation of the Government until the 
year 1873, and yet no harm had come to any of the interests of this 
great country, and he inquired why we might not continue to 
have the free coinage of silver as well as that of gold at the pres- 
ent time. Well, Mr. President, the Senator from Nebraska is a 
scholar; he investigates public questions, and he knows, as we all 
know, that from 1792, when the first coinage laws were enacted, 
until the year 1878, the date of the Bland-Allison Act, we coined in 
this country only 8,031,000 silver dollars; and the Senator likewise 
knows that from 1878 until the year 1893 we coined over four hun- 
dred and fifty millions of silver dollars. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit an interruption just 
there? 

Mr. GALLINGER. With pleasure. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator’s statement that we coined only a 
little over $8,000,000 of silver is true, so far as the silver dollars 
themselves are concerned. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is what I said—silver dollars. 

Mr. ALLEN. But we have coined practically $150,000,000 of 
silver. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I repeat my statement that from 1792 until 
1878 we coined 8,031,000 silver dollars, and from 1878 until the 
repeal of the purchasing clause of the Sherman silver law we 
coined over 450,000,000 silver dollars. 

Mr. ALLEN. How much subsidiary coin? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It does not follow, as I interpret this great 
question, that bimetallism, if there is such a thing, can be main- 
tained if the silver money in our currency greatly exceeds the 
gold money, which will necessarily result if the Silver party comes 
into power in this country; for it is to be remembered, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that on this floor, in a former debate, it was boldly stated 
that when that party took possession of the Government, as the 
Senator from Webasaiee insists that that party is going to take 
possession of this Government, they would create mints, if neces- 
sary, so that they might coin many more silver dollars than the 
present capacity of the American mints will allow them to do. 

The conditions are very different at the present time from what 
they were in 1878, and I submit again that it does not follow that 
because silver was kept at a parity with gold, or at a premium 
compared with gold, when we had 8,000,000 of silver dollars in 
our currency, we can keep it at a parity with gold when we have 
about 500,000,000 of silver dollars in our currency. 

Let us take a passing glance at the great commercial nations of 
the world and see how the silver question affects them. I turn 
to our own country and I find that we have $696,300,000 in gold. 
From the same authority—and I presume it is as good authority 
as can be found—I find we have in silver dollars and subsidiary 
coin $634,500,000, and that we have a total of gold and silver of 
$1,330,800,000, and of that coin money 48 per cent is in silver sub- 
sidiary coin and silver dollars. 

Now, Mr. President, we turn to Great Britain, and what do we 
find there? We find that there are $584,000,000 of gold in the cur- 
rency of that great Empire, and that there are $121,700,000 of silver 
subsidiary coin and silver dollars, most of it subsidiary cofn, mak- 
ing a total of $705,700,000, and the per cent of silver in Great 


Britain is 174 as compared with the entire coin money, as against | 


48 per cent in the United States. 

I go to France, that great commercial nation which uses silver 
so freely in her coinage, and I find that there are $772,000,000 of 
gold and $443,900,000 of silver, making a total of $1,215,900,000, 
and the proportion of silver in the coin money in France is 36} per 
cent as against 48 per cent in the United States. 

I turn to Germany, and I find there $654,500,000 in gold and 
$212,800,000 in silver—a total of coin money of $867,300,000; and 
Germany has a percentage of silver as to the entire coin money of 
—— cent as against 48 per cent in the United States. 

W hy, Mr. President, our per cent of silver to the entire stock of 
coin money is one and one-half times that of France, twice that of 
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Germany, and almost three times that of Great Britain; and yet we 
are told in the Senate of the United States that we need to go to free 
silver coinage to give us more silver money to circulate among the 
people of the United States. 

Mr. President, I shall vote against this resolution on the two 
grounds which I have so hastily and imperfectly stated. First, 
because I believe the honor of the country oman that the bonds 
be paid in the best money known to the great civilized and com- 
mercial nations of the earth, and secondly, because lurking in it 
is the poisonous and destructive doctrine of free silver coinage. 

Mr. President, I aim told that this resolution is to pass this Sen- 
ate. Let it pass. The proposition contained in it has other 
gauntlets to run before it can become a potential fact. Before 
then, thank Heaven, it will receive the coup de grace. The pro- 
nunciamento of King Canute was just as effective as this resolu- 
tion will be. 

It spite of the vote to be taken in this Chamber to-day, free-sil- 
ver coinage is an iridescent dream, and the honor, integrity, and 
faith of this Government will be preserved, at least until the close 
of the Administration of our present able and patriotic Chief 
Executive. 


{[Mr. ELKINS addressed the Senate. See Appendix. ] 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair reminds the Senator from 
West Virginia that his time has expired. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I do not propose to make any 
extended remarks upon the resolution under consideration, and I 
shall only need a small portion of my allotted fifteen minutes. I 
rise simply to state, as briefly as I may, my own understanding and 
intention regarding the proposed measure. It isunnecessary to 
discuss now the expediency or inexpediency, the desirability or the 
undesirability, the wisdom or unwisdom of introducing such a 
resolution. It is here before us and we must dispose of it as we 
do other matters which confront us, by voting ‘‘ yea” and ‘‘ nay” 
thereon. 

Taking it as it reads and for what its language fairly means, I 
propose to vote in the affirmative as now presented, or as it may 
perhaps be and I hope will be hereafter amended, because I am 
unwilling at this time to commit myself, even inferentially, to 
gold monometallism. ‘Neither am I ready to commit myself to 
silver monometallism, for I am one of those who have not lost 
faith in bimetallism nor my hope for international bimeta!lism. 

It seems to me that we ought to treat this matter, as it is a busi- 
ness matter entirely, on business principles. The Government 
should transact its business, as between debtor and creditor, ac- 
cording to the acknowledged rules and laws of business the world 
over. I believe that it is usual, nay, that it is universal, fora 
debtor, when his obligation is given, to insist that he shall be the 
beneficiary of all the reservations and options that the law and 
letter of the bond or the obligation may contain. 

Take our banks, for instance—and I allude to banks because 
they deal exclusively in money and credits—they owe a great deal 
of money and a great deal of money is due them. Nearly every 
bank issues certificates of deposit, some on demand, some payable 
on time. No bank, or very few indeed, issue obligations payable 
in gold, yet I submit there is scarcely an instance, when business 
| is in normal conditions, where a creditor can not obtain at any 
| time from his banker the accommodation of payment in gold, if 
; he desires it, or the accommodation of money upon a certificate 
| that has not matured, notwithstanding the bank is not legally 
bound to accommodate him in either direction. The same should 
| hold true with the Government. 

It is my intention in my vote to-day, and it will be my intention 
in every vote that I shall cast in this body, to maintain in the 
highest degree the honor and the dignity and credit of the nation; 
but I believe thatitis as just and fair, and certainly much safer, for 
the Government to refuse to surrender any of its options and 
privileges as it is for an individual to do so. We have now, and 
always have had, the option of paying our bonds in coin, gold or 
| Silver,either or both. Let usstill preserve and reserve that option. 

I wish at this time to say that I do not indorse, nay, I refuse to 
indorse and I repudiate in toto, the very extravagant statements 
which have b2en made and the views which have been expressed 
| as to the imputed hidden meaning or intention of those who may 
have introduced this resolution, or the ulterior motives not ex- 
pressed in its language. I vote upon this proposition exactly as 
it reads, being word for word the Stanley Matthews resolution 
which passed both Houses of Congress years ago, receiving the 
votes of William McKinley, many of the Senators now here, and 
of other distinguished Republicans and statesmen. I understand 
that it represents word for word what is now on the statute buoks, 
and what has been declared over and over again as the intention 
of this nation, and in that declaration I believe in continuing 
business, if I may borrow the phrase, ‘‘at the same old stand and 
in the same old way.” 

We have been in the business of issuing bonds and payinginterest 
and principal thereon for many years. There has been no trouble 
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between the United States and the holders of bonds. There has 
been no time, I believe, when the holders of bonds have not been 
accommodated with such money as they desired. and I have the 
word of the distinguished Senator from Indiana [ Mr. FarrBaNnks} 
that the last twenty or thirty million dollarsof bonds and interest 
were paid, not in gold, but in silver and paper. 

With bonds going higher rather than lower in value from day 
to day, with the bondholders entirely satisfied, with our reserva- 
tions and options just as they have been maintained all these 
years, while it may have been, and probably was, unnecessary to 
introduce this resolution, yet it seems to me we ought not to go 
any further than we are now committed toward monometallism 
nor make any further unasked promises to our creditors, but we 
should say: *‘ Our bonds are satisfactory to those interested, and 
we will maintain the same position between bondholders and the 
Government, or between debtor and creditor, as heretofore.” 

It seems to me we are safer in case of some Black Friday gold 
panic or extreme business depression if we maintain and reserve 
the privileges we have, rather than to surrender our option hon- 
estly attained to pay in coin, either gold or silver, rather than 
indorse a sentiment which restricts us to the use of gold alone. 
I expect to see our bonds paid in the best money of the world and 
according to the wish of holders, but I would reserve all our ex- 
isting rights as an insurance against undue pressure and damage 
during times of peculiar, unusual, and temporary distress. 

Il am aware that it may seem idle to insinuate that the United 
States of America may ever be financially embarrassed, even for a 
single day. It would have seemed idle five or six years ago to 
predict that a day would soon arrive when all the banks in this 
country would simultaneously be in distress, but the time came, 
and the distress was so severe that the banks of the great cities, 
New York, Boston, and other cities, practically suspended pay- 
ment for some three months and did business through clearing- 
house certificates, charging at times a large premium on currency, 
gold, silver, and paper money alike. 

Mr. President, taking this view of it, and desiring that it shall 
be understood that I am not committed by re vote to the extreme 
and extravagant pro-silver position assumed by some of the Sena- 
tors upon one side, and charged by the other, I shall vote now and 
hereafter to maintain always the highest honor and credit of the 
nation, but in so doing to at all times preserve and guard with 
jealous care every reservation and option that now exists in the 
law and letter of our national bonds and obligations. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, it is not my purpose to detain 
the Senate morethan a moment. I had expected todwell at some 
length upon the resolution, but I shall not do so now. I will 
merely state that I intend to vote against the resolution because, 
in my judgment, if there is anything in it at all, it isa proposition 
to commit the Senate so far as possible in the direction of the free 
and unlimited coinage of silver at 16 to 1. 

I wish now to submit a few observations not directly related to 
the pending resolution. I have gathered some statistics to which 
I wish to call the attention of the Senate. I hold in my hand the 
official figures of the Treasury Department showing the money in 
circulation in the United States July 1, 1896, and January 1, 1898. 


| | 
July 1,189. January 1,1898. 


ieee cette 1 a 
ner CEN GENO... wicmoweaunmeasescece 52, 116, 994 
Subsidiary silver -................. 60, 204, 451 
EE SE ae ee 42, 198,119 
ee ee 330, 657, 191 
nr idee ismaiian oral 95, 245, 047 
United States notes 224, 249, 868 
Currency cortificates._.....................--.-.- 31, 890, 000 43,315, 000 
National-bank notes 215, 168, 122 223, 827, 735 


Total 1, 506,434,966 | 1, 722, 100,540 


$547, 568, 360 
61, 491, 073 
65, 720, 308 
36, 557, 689 

376, 695, 592 
148, 445, 936 
262, 480, 927 





Gain in circulation in eighteen months, $214,665,674. 

We have heard much about the distress in the country and the 
disposition on the part of the Republican party and its Adminis- 
tration te negiect the people and to subserve only the interests of 
the bondholders, and [ submit whether we have not done measur- 
ably well to increase the circulation of the country in eighteen 
months since the nomination of the candidates for the Presidency 
im 1896 $214,665,674. 

The addition to the currency of the country by coinage of the 
United States mints since July 1, 1896, is as follows: 


July 1, 1896, to January 1, 1897 
January 1, 1897, to January 1, 1898 


$39, 129, 305 
96, 041, 882 
Be oe 135,-171, 187 


I call the attention of the Senate to the fact that Mr. Bryan, in 
kis Greensboro, N. C., speech in 1896 asserted that Senator Sher- 


Horses, average (Chicago) 
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man had stated that there should be an addition of $42,000,000 per 
annum to the circulating medium of the country to keep pace 
with the growth of population, and he said: ‘“‘ What provision 
has the Republican party made for the supply of the money that 
we need? None whatever.” Yet it will observed that the 
amount of money coined by the mints of the United States since 
the beginning of the campaign of 1896 is more than double the 
increase named by Senator Sherman and approved by Mr. Bryan 
in the speech referred to above. 

Mr. STEWART. Will it inconvenience the Senator—— 

Mr. CULLOM. I decline to be interrupted. 

Mr. STEWART. I would not be interrupted either if I had 
made that statement. 

Mr. CULLOM. The statement is entirely correct, so far as the 
facts are concerned with reference to Mr. Sherman, who was then 
a Senator, and Mr. Bryan, the gentleman for whom the Senator 
from Nevada voted. 

I call the attention of the Senate to another table, compiled 
from Bradstreet’s Journal, comparing the prices of articles men- 
tioned on January 1, 1898, with those of July 1, 1896, the nearest 
obtainable date to Mr. Bryan’s nomination. They show that in 
practically all articles which farmers produce the prices now re- 
ceived are much higher than when Mr. Bryan was nominated and 
when his party insisted that improved conditions could only 
come through the free and unlimited coinage of silver; also, that 
in a large proportion of the articles which the farmers and others 
must purchase for daily use the prices have fallen. The figures 
relate to New York markets, except where otherwise specified. 


re 


Articles. July 1, 1896. | Jan. 1, 1898. 


Wheat, No. 2, red winter 
TR i, ccaneenciatne epitthdiiiiaiinecintgts eid 
Barley, No. 2 (Milwaukee). ..................- do 
Rye 
Fiour, winter 
Beeves, best (Chicago) 
Sheep (Chicago) 

ogs. ..- 


s 


oS... . Somer... 
aekagasseunanes 


Beef carcasses (Chicago) 
Hogs’ carcasses (Chicago) 
Mutton carcasses (Chicago) ..............-- 


te 
do... 
atest ieebantiaes 


_..-.per dozen.. 
a ccccocnnnass OF RAFTS. - 
salen een nd 


a eae rte 
Bacon, smoked (Chicago) 
SII Sia in asennad nteetinn dated aliens antiereediaatata ol 
TNs Sas cs dib des cine inten endecesehacentinesiseomnan eal a 
Potatoes, easterm .................+...-- per barrel_- 
ON dain cstanlll reine cetnieniatlisaaiRiniinininitie 
Wool, Ohio and Pennsylvania X (Boston) 
Td cmisakines agaace siknbbaatbnaddcinks 


~ 
er 
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geussesegia: 


ze 
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o, medium (Louisville) 
Cotton seed (Houston) 
Lumber, _— yellow 
Timber, Sareea otn— ae 
Timber, hemlock (Pennsylvania) 

Nails, wire 
Tin plates (Pittsburg) 
Cotton sheeti 


= 

. 

ee ee 
weber 


pee op. b ie... oe... Boe 
BRSHRSRPRBSSSRHARNsSURSnRERSEAs 
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Steel rails (Pittsburg) 

Coal, anthracite -.... 

Coal, bituminous (Chicago) 

McConnellisville coke-...................--..-.. 
Phosphate rock (South Carolina) 
I 6 circ is i timntinntinnh pretiindninns 


— 


, Freer >. 


ore BR, 
beusisugeanssn: 


I present the table because our distinguished friend the Senator 
from Colorado was talking much about the blistered hand of the 
farmer, and I desire to show that the farmer did not suffer so badly 
last year as compared with previous years. 

Mr. GEAR. May Linterrupt my friend the Senator from Hli- 
nois? 

Mr. CULLOM. I would prefer not to be interrupted. 

Mr. GEAR. I merely wish to make a statement. In 1896 
during the campaign, our Democratic friends carried in one hand 
the Democratic platform and in the other Bradstreet’s and Dun’s 
reports, showing that they trusted them implicitly, and now they 
deny everything therein stated. 

Mr. CULLOM. Asa matter of fact, I think the country gener- 
ally, without reference to party politics, regards Bradstreet’s 
report as entirely impartial. 

here has been a great deal said also about the hard times and 
failure of the prosperity for which we have been looking to mate- 
rialize, and our friends on the other side indicate that they see no 
evidence that we have any increased prosperity in this country. 
I want to submit a statement showing the resumption of manu- 
facturing activities and increase of wages since the enactment of 








1898. 





the Dingley law, taken from Bradstreet’s, a generally recognized 
journal of , finance, and public economy: 
AUGUST. 
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Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railroad Company adds 30 
clerks to its force in auditing office. : 
Illinois Steel Company, at Chicago, Milwaukee, and Joliet, 





Cleveland (Ohio) rolling mills resume work, employing 2,000 | Tesumes work with increased force. 


en. 
Wages increased 16} per cent on Louisiana plantations of Leon 
Godchan, the largest sugar producer in the United States. 
Wheaton & Co.’s glass works, at Millville, N. J., resume work. 
Ensign Car and Manufacturing Company, Huntington, W. Va., 
resume work. ] ; 
Cotton mills at Lancaster, Pa., resume operations, employing 
1,000 hands. 
Edge Tool Works at Ogontz, Pa., resume work. 
Philadelphia and Reading coal and iron collieries, near Potts- 
ville, Pa., have resumed. 
American Watch Company, Waltham, Mass., resumes work. 


The Crescent tin-plate mill, Cleveland, Ohio, the second largest | full time. 


mill in the United States, resumes work. 

Rolling mills at Lebanon, Ohio, resume operations. 

Birmingham, Ala., rolling mills resume work, employing 1,200 
men. 

Gate City, Ala.. rolling mills resume work. 

American Wire Nail Company, St. Louis, increase working force 
from 400 to 1,000 men, 

Victor Window Glass Company, St. Louis, increases its plant 
50 per cent. : 

American Tin Plate Company, St. Louis, increases its working 
force 600 men. 

Reading, Pa., iron works resume, giving ‘employment to 700 
men. 

Richardson & Boynton, stove works, New Jersey, resume. 

Norwalk Woolen Mills, Winnipauk, Conn., resume work, noti- 
fying employees that night work will be also required. 

Birmingham, Ala., rolling mills resume, employing 700 men. 

Alabama Pipe Works, at Bessemer, Ala., resume.’ 

East Lake Woolen Mills, Bridgeton, N. J., resume work. 

Providence Coal Company Mines, Scranton, Pa., resume after 
two years’ idleness. 

Delaware Iron Works, Newcastle, Del., resume, giving employ- 
ment to 500 hands. 

Wall paper factory at Newark, Del., begins operations. 

Advance of 20 cents per ton on prices paid miners in Boyd coal 
mines, Nashville, Il. 

Pottery manufacturers of New Jersey announce advance in 
wages averaging 124 per cent. 

Southern Railway increases working hours in its shops at Bir- 
mingham, Ala. 

Alabama Great Southern Railroad Company increases working 
time from five hours per day to nine hours, affecting 1,000 men. 

Hutchinson, Cole & Co., manufacturers of shirts, Norwalk, 
Conn., resume, giving employment to 500 operators. 
j ae States Rubber Company, Millville, Mass. , increases work- 
ing hours. 

Hetzel & Co., worsted goods manufacturers at Chester, Pa., 
restore —— of 1892, affecting several hundred hands. 

Mitchell-Lewis Wagon Works, Racine, Wis., increases time to 
twelve hours per day. 

Hartford, Vt., Woolen Company restore wages of 1892 rates. 

Methuen, Mass. ,cotton mills, employing 500 hands, resume work. 

Pottstown, Pa., iron mills resume work, running night and day. 

Whitaker [ron Company, Wheeling, W. Va., resumes work. 

Consul-General Osborne reports that leading tin-plate and 
woolen manufacturers of Great Britain are preparing to transfer 
their manufactories to the United States. 

_Heskell & Barker Car Company, Michigan City, Ind., increase 

time to twelve hours, affecting work of 1,500 men. 

Hillsboro (N. H.) woolen mills start up on full time. 

Britton Tin Plate Com , Cleveland, Ohio, resumes work. 

Union Rolling Mills, Cleveland, Ohio, resume work. 

All railroad shops at Birmingham, Ala., increase working time 
to ten hours per day. 

Washington Steel and Tin Plate Company, Washington, Pa., 
resumes work at double its former capacity. 

Pennsylvania Railroad locomotiveshopsat Altoona, Pa. , increase 
working time to ten hours per day. 

Girard Union Iron and Steel Works, Youngstown, Ohio, resumes 
after a long shut-down. 

Read Carpet Company, Bridgeport, Conn., resumes operations. 

— be Works, McKeesport, Pa., increase wages 10 per 
cent. 


saan River (Mass.) Iron Works, employing 2,700 men, resume 
ork. 


American Printing Company, Fall River, increases working 
hours to full time. 

Columbus, Hocking Valley and Toledo Railroad shops increase 
working hours from half time to 10 hours per day. 


SEPTEMBER. 


Great Falis Manufacturing Company, at Somerville, N. H., re- 
sume work with 2,000 hands. 

Eight puddle furnaces of Ellis and Lessig Steel Company, Potts- 
town, Pa., resume work. 

Glasgow, Pa., Rolling Mill resumes after a year’s idleness. 

Philadelphia and Reading machine shops increase working 
hours to fall time. 

Schuylkill, Pa., Coal Exchange advances miners’ wages 6 per 
cent. 

Sharpsville, Pa., iron furnaces resume work. 

Falls Manufacturing Company, Norwich, Conn., start up on 


Sampson & Williams's woolen mill, Fairfield, Me., increase 
hours to double time. 

New York Herald publishes official estimates of trades union, 
showing that 36,000 workmen in New York City who were idle in 
1896 are employed in 1897. 

Reports from 20 large iron plants in Mahoning Valley, Ohio, 
indicate business 70 per cent better than one year ago. 

Corunna Coal Company, Owosso, Mich., advances miners’ wages 
5 cents per ton. 

Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company reports the demand for 
freight cars in excess of supply. 

Isaia (Ohio) Cordage Mills, idle several years, resume work on 
full time. 

East Lake Woolen Mills, Bridgeton, Pa., resume work after 
three years’ idleness. 

Wead Paper Mill, Malone, N. Y., resumes after two years’ idle- 
ness. 

Advance in wages of coal miners in Ohio, West Virginia, and 
elsewhere, affecting many thousands of men. 

Cleveland Rolling Mill announces sale of 1,000 tons of bar steel 
in Birmingham, England; and Appleton, Wis., paper mills an- 
nounce sale of 2,000 tons of print paper for Japan. 

American Wire Nail Works at Madison, Ind., resume work. 

Lamp chimney factories at Madison, Ind., employing 800 hands, 
resume work. 

National Rolling Mills, Pittsburg, Pa., resume work in puddling 
department after long idieness. 

American Steel Casting Company, Sharon, Pa., doubles the 
ney of its manufacturing establishments. 

Naire (Ohio) Stee] Company resumes work, with new $500,000 
blast furnace in operation. 

Tip-Top Coke Works, Scottdale, Pa., resume work after an idle- 
ness of three years. 

Reports from Pennsylvania coke fields show an increase of 886 
ovens in operation within twelve days’ time. 

Monadnock Cotton Mills, Claremont, N. H., increase schedule 
from half time to full time. 

Lindsay & McCutcheon’s Iron Mills, Allegheny, Pa., advance 
wages. 

Peninsular Car Works resume operation in all departments, in- 
creasing force from 2,500 to 3,500 men. 

One of the largest soap manufactories of England announces 
establishment of a large factory in the United States and con- 
struction of a village for its employees. 

OCTOBER. 

Philadelphia and Reading Company increases working hours in 
its locomotive departments. 

Woolen mill operators at Chambersburg, Pa., advance wages. 

Red Stone Coal, Oil, and Coke Company begins work in its coke 
plant; built five years ago, but never operated in full until now. 
Brooke Iron Company, Birdsboro, Pa., increase output 20 per 
cent. 

Sharpsville, Pa., furnace works resume after more than one 
year’s idleness. 

Reading, Pa., Iron and Pipe Company increases hours to double 
time. 

Cumberland Valley Railroad shops increase to ten hours per day 
for the first time in several years. 

Seyfert Rolling Mills, Naomi, Pa., resume work. 

Warren Tube Works, Warren, Ohio, increase wages 10 per cent. 

Minnesota Iron Company increases wages of all employees 10 
per cent. 

Large increase in blast furnaces in operation at Birmingham, 
Ala., reported. 

Hollidaysburg, Pa., iron and nail works resume after a long 
period of idleness. 

Sharon, Pa., iron works resume, including thirty-six puddling 
furnaces; increase of employees, 25 per cent over 1896. 
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Coal miners at Des Moines, Iowa, give a 10 per cent increase of 
wages. 

Disston Saw Works, Tacony, Pa., resume work on full time, 
employing 1,000 men, after four years of partial idleness. 

Bellefonte, Pa., glass works resume operation. 

Lake Erie, Alliance and Southern Railroad advances wages 10 
— cent and restores employment to all employees laid off during 
the year. 

Me a ne Iron Company, Canal Dover, Ohio, resumes after a long 
idieness. 

Wilhelm Bicycle Works, Hamburg, Pa., increase wages 5 per 
cent. 

Wages of cornice and skylight workers in New York and Brook- 
lyn advanced. 

Old Dominion Iron and Nail Company, Richmond, Va., resume 
work in horseshoe rolling plant. 

Wages of employees in Howard-Harrison Pipe Works, Bessemer, 
Pa., advanced. 

East Lake Woolen Mills, Bridgeton, N. J., resume work. 

Work resumed in thirty-four furnaces of Porkhouse Iron Mills, 
Allegheny, Pa. 

Naumkeag Mills, Salem, Mass., increase time from four days 
per week to full time. 

Several iron mills at Sharon, Pa., announce resumption after 
long idleness. 

New York beet-sugar factory, Rome, N; Y., announces its first 
production of beet sugar. 

Pennsylvania Railroad Company places orders for 40,000 tons of 
steel rails to be delivered before January 1, 1898. 

Postal authorities at Washington announce increase of 7 per 
cent in business of post-offices in thirty largest cities, comparing 
September, 1897, with same month of 1896. 

Olneyville, R. I., woolen mills restore 1892 wages, an average of 
over 20 per cent increase. 

Wages advanced in the Riverside, Weybosset, Manton, and Ly- 
mansville, R. I., mills. 

Lawrence Carpet Mills, Philadelphia, Pa., resume operations on 
full time, with increased machinery. 

Thomas Iron Company, Allentown, Pa., resumes operations. 

Frankstown Rolling Mill, Pittsburg, resumes work, employing 
1,000 men. 

New steel manufacturing plant announced by Standard Steel 
Company at Pittsburg, to employ 1,000 men. 

Columbia Steel Mill. Uniontown, Pa., announces resumption 
after a long period of idleness. 

NOVEMBER. 

Basic steel plant in operation at Middlesboro, Ky., for first time 
in several years. 

Vale Mills, Nashua, N. H., resumed work after long idleness. 

Tremont Worsted Mills, Methuen, Mass., increased wages from 
10 to 20 per cent. 

Carpenter Steel Works, Reading, Pa., increased schedule to 
double time. 

Andrew Bros., blast furnace, Youngstown, Ohio, advances 
wages 10 per cent. 

Bachman & Co., Philadelphia, advance weavers’ wages 5 per 
cent, affecting earnings of 1,000 persons. 

Mahoning, Pa., blast furnaces advance wages 10 per cent, af- 
fecting 3,000 employees. 

Allegheny County, Pa., reports every blast furnace within its 
borders in operation. 

Berkshire, Mass., glass works resume operation. 

Bethlehem, Pa., steel mills resume work, employing 1,000 men. 

Lehigh Zinc Company, Bethlehem, Pa., announces large addi- 
tions in its manufacturing establishment and increase of employees. 
. Wages increased from 10 to 20 per cent at Alice Furnace, Sharon, 

a. 

Laconia, N. H., car works resume operations, employing sev- 
eral hundred men. 

Wages of 2,000 employees of Wheeling, W. Va., Iron and Steel 
Company advanced 10 per cent. 

East Liverpool, Ohio, potteries announce that their pay rolls 
have doubled over those of August, most of the establishments 
running double time. 

Wages advanced 10 per cent in Eddy Woolen Mills, Fall River, 
Mass., affecting several hundred hands. 

Moore & Sinnott Distillery, Gibsontown, Pa., resumes after two 
years’ idleness. 

Shamokin, Pa., coal-mine operators announce their pay roll the 
largest in several years. 

Twenty per cent advance in wages announced by Bessemer, 
Carbon, and other limestone companies of Mahoning Valley. 

Ten per cent increase in wages announced by Chapin Mining 
Company, Pewable Mining Company, the Antoine Ore Company, 
Aragon Ore Company, and Pennsylvania iron Mining Company, 
of Iron Mountain, Mich., affecting over 2,000 men. 
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British silk manufacturers, A. W. Pierson & Co., of Southfort, 
England, establish silk works at Passaic, N. J., to employ large 
number of hands. 

Wages of 15,000 employees of Missouri Pacific Railway advanced 
10 per cent. 

en per cent advance in wages of employees of New York Knife 
Company, Walden, N. Y. 
DECEMBER. 


Fifteen per cent advance in wages at Wyoming Lace Mills, 
Wilkesbarre, Pa. 


Ten per cent advance in wages in Jones & Laughlin’s Iron 
Mills, Pittsburg. 

President Garland, of the Amalgamated Association of Iron and 
Steel Workers, reports tin-plate mills generally filled with orders 
and steady work in prospect. 

Work resumed at puddle and nail-plate mills of Chesapeake 
Works, Harrisburg, Pa. 

Work resumed in McKee Bros. chimney shops, Jeannette, Pa. 

Myers Company works, Beaver Falls, Pa., increase schedule 
to full running time. 

Miners’ wages advanced 20 per cent at Creede, Colo. 

Lackawanna Company resumes work in Avondale colliery, pro- 
ducing 700 tons of coal per day, after a long shut down. 

Northern Illinois coal miners resume work. 

Glass factories controlled by the American Glass Company re- 
sume work with an advance of 12 per cent in wages. 

Ten per cent increase in wages given employees in wire-nail 
works at Newcastle, Ind. 

Wages advanced 15 per cent in mines of Coronna Coal Company 
and Virginia and Alabama Coal Company, Alabama. 

Resumption of work in window-glass factories, giving employ- 
ment to 15,000 men, with advanced wages in most cases. 

JANUARY, 1898 

Advance of 124 per cent in wages of pottery establishments in 
New Jersey and other Eastern States. 

Paxton furnaces, Harrisburg, Pa., resume work. 

Flint-glass factories in Ohio Valley and elsewhere resume work 
on full time. 

Saxony Knitting Mill, Little Falls, N. Y., increases schedule to 
full time. 

Five per cent increase given employees of Humaston & Beckley 
Cutlery Manufacturing Company, New Britain, Conn. 

St. Paul railway chops at Milwaukee announce large increase 
in employees and work, with greater demand than at any time 
since 1892. 

Pennsylvania Railroad Company ordered 100,000 tons of new 
steel rails. 

Illinois Steel Company, South Chicago, announces increase in 
running hours. 

Increase of wages by Metropolitan Iron and Land Company, 
Ironwood, Mich., affecting 1,000 employees. 

Illinois Steel Company announces extension of its works, which 
will add 1,000 men to its pay roll. 

Pennsylvania coke manufacturers report the 1897 output of coke 
at 6,915,054 tons, valued at $11,409,835. 

Mr. BACON. Does the table which the Senator from Illinois 
has presented take into account the New England cotton factories? 

Mr. CULLOM. Ido not know whether it does or not. I think 
it does, and that some of the Southern factories are mentioned in 
it as well. There area great number of the factories named where 
work has begun in which, under the former Administration, noth- 
ing was being done whatever, or very little. 

Ir. BACON. The former Administration maintained the same 
financial pee oe the present one. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator from Illinois will permit 
me, in answer to the observation of the Senator from Georgia, I 
will say that the great Amoskeag corporation in Manchester, 
N. H., employing 10,000 people, was idle a considerable part of 
last summer, and is now running at a less rate of wages than was 
paid two or three years ago, but the operatives are better off, they 
think, to get reasonably good waar rather than to be entirely 
idle, as they were for a considerable time under the Wilson Act. 

Mr. BACON. Can the Senator tell us about the other mills in 
New England? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is a fact that wages have been reduced 
in cotton mills. The Senator from Massachusetts explained that, 
and the Senator from Georgia ought not to complain if it helps 
out his own country. 

Mr. CULLOM. One would sup from listening to the de- 
bate of the last two or three days that there had been no improve- 
ment in the condition of affairs within the last year, while the 
list I have submitted mentions hundreds of establishments which 
have resumed work and are now doing business and have been 
doing business since the Republican party came into power. 

I desire to insert a brief paragraph from the speech of the hon- 
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orable Secretary of the Treasury at Philadelphia a few nights ago 
in relation to wages: 

i the question to the test of fact. It has been asserted upon au- 
ates cont believe it to be approximately true, that within the period 


1872-1891 prices have fallen an average of 27} percent. Iam at liberty, there- 
fore, to ocuge the same authority as to the course of wages. It appears from 


austive figures of the Commissioner of Labor, the authority cited, 
ee ania the parted 1872-1891 wages have increased an average of 10 per 
cent. Taking the greater power of wages to command things by reason of 
their lower price, the economic advantage gained by labor is still further 

ized. 
emp? 100 in gold would buy a certain amount of living; in 1891, prices 
having fallen, $100 would buy 27} per cent more than it did in 1872, and wages 
having increased 10 per cent in the meantime, the same work which was paid 
$100 in 1872 received $110 in 1891. From the double advantage of decreased 
prices and increased wages it follows that in 1891 the same labor would pur- 
chase 51.7 per cent more of living than it did in 1872. Let us apply these 
advantages b: ne. 

In 1891 the labor that supported fifteen people supported only ten in 1872. 
In 1891, from the same labor as in 1872,a man living upon the same scale would 
have over one-third of his wages to put in bank or better provide for his 

ily. 
mS further borne out in this demonstration . the statistics of savings 
banks covering the period under consideration. Since 1871 the number of 
depositors in such institutions has increased from less than 2,000,000 to more 
than 5,000,000, and the average per capita saving in the United States has 
increased 86 per cent. 


I also submit a statement in relation to exports in 1897: 
HEAVY EXPORTS DURING 1897. 


A comparison of the exports of domestic articles during the year 1897 and 
the preceding year of 1 shows that notwithstanding the enactment of a 
protective-tariff law our productions have gone abroad ineven qreckee uan- 
tities than under a low-tariff measure. In the first eleven months of 1897 the 
value of the exports of agricultural implements was $5,149,000 against $4,527,- 
000 for the first eleven months of 1896. The value of cattle exported in the 
first eleven months of 1897 was $35,498,000 against $33,621,000 in 189. The value 
of the berets exported in these eleven months of 1897 was $5,170,000 against 

282,000 in 1896. 

" The value of sheep exported in the first eleven months of 1897 was $1,259,000 
against $1,891,000 in 1896, showing a falling off in the exportation of these ani- 
mals. This, however, is more than satisfactorily accounted for by the fact 
that the sheep raisers of the country are —e up their flocks, and many 
farmers are branching out into act raising and wool growing. Of barley, 
the exports increased from $5,555,000 in 1896 to $6,535,000 in the eleven months 
mentioned in 1897. Somevery ating figures are found in the exportation 
of corn, which in 1897 amounted to $53,441, against $39,382,000 in 1896, and 
corn meal $1,209,000 in 1897 against $551,000 in 1896. 

The exportation of oats has increased from $6,796,000 in 1896 to $11,852,000 in 
1897; oatmeal, from $789,000 to $1,025,000; rye, from $2,038,000 to $4,362,000. Of 
course in wheat the contrast is marked, the value of the exports of the first 
eleven months of 1896 being $51,356,000, inst $87,412,000 in 1897. The value 
of the total exportations of breadstuffs was $160,000,000 the first eleven 
months of 1896, inst $222,000,000 in the corresponding period of 1897. 

The exports of carr . cars. etc., have risen from $5,924,000 in the first 
eleven months of 1896 to $9,393,000 in the corresponding period of 1897. Of hog 

roducts the exports in 189 were 27 ,927 000, against $35,566,000 in 1897; of but- 

er, the exports of 1895 were $3,578,000, against $4,412,000 in 1897; of cheese, 
$3,512,000, against $5,212,000 in 1897; of pio grees men $1,678,000, against $2,231,000 
in 1897; of w manufactures, $7,413,000, against $9,017,000, and of lumber, 
$10,548,000, against $12,537,000. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The timeof the Senator from Illinois 
has expired. 


Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I had intended to discuss the 
pending resolution at some length, but at this late hour, instead 
of noticing or attempting to reply to a number of most astonish- 
ing statements made by the opponents of the resolution—I have 
made note of a number of their astonishing statements—I will 
simply content myself with stating in one sentence their position 
(and if I am not correct, I will allow any Senator opposed to the 
resolution to correct me), then briefly reply to them, and expose, 
and I think I can, the fallacy of their position. 

The sum and substance of the argument of the Senators oppos- 
ing the resolution is this: First, that according to law the Gov- 
ernment has clearly the legal option to pay the interest and prin- 
cipal of all our coin obligations in gold or silver coin, whichever 
is most advantageous to the Government and the taxpayers, but 
that the national honor demands that we do more than stand by 
the contract and pay according to contract—that is, that we 
must surrender our option (for which we gave millions of dollars) 
to the bondholders and pay them in any money that they preferred, 
which would be the dearest money; second, that it is necessary to 
pay these bonds in gold to maintain the parity between gold and 
silver. If that is not a fair statement of the position of Sena- 
tors opposing the resolution, I pause to be corrected. [A pause. ] 
I presume that is a fair statement. 

Now, I wish the attention of the Senate for a few minutes in 
reply to these two positions. The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
NELSON] has offered an amendment providing, as he says, for 
maintaining the parity, and he says he will vote for the resolution 
if the amendment is adopted. Every Senator, whether he is for 
free silver or = to it, whether he is in favor of this resolu- 
tion or opposed to it, is in favor of maintaining the parity. But 
let us have no misunderstanding about how you shall maintain 
the parity and in what way it shall be done. 

The gentlemen who favor the gold standard and who are opposed 
to the resolution take the astonishing position that the only way 
to maintain the parity is by the disuse of one metal, silver, put- 
ting the whole burden of money function upon the other, gold—an 
operation that will always inevitably keep gold at a premium and 


which will therefore always keep silver below par. Let me illus- 
trate: I wish to keep my two arms of equal strength; I wish to 
develop the muscles in my arms equally; but in order to do it, to 
maintain the parity between my two arms, I will put this one, the 
right arm in disuse, and use that one, the left arm, all the time. 

ill the right arm under these conditions maintain a parity with 

the left arm? No. Yet tosay that it should is as logical as the 
ition of our gold friends with respect to maintaining the parity 
tween silver and gold. 

They say that they are trying to maintain the parity. But what 
do they do? They pay gold alone and refuse to pay out silver to 
maintain the parity. When this Government declared that it 
was in favor of maintaining the parity between the two metals, 
what did it mean? How did Congress intend that the Executive 
and the Secretary of the Treasury should use that option? I will 
state what was meant, and I challenge any supporter of the gold 
standard or opponent of the resolution to deny it. 

It was meant that the Secretary of the Treasury, when liquidat- 
ing either the interest or principal of any of the Government’s 
coin obligations, should make such payment in gold coin when- 
ever the market value of 25.8 grains of standard gold is less 
than the market value of 412} grains of standard silver, and to 
continue to pay in such gold coin until the market value of 25.8 
grains of standard gold shall be equal to the market value of 
4124 grains of standard silver; but when the market value of 25.8 
grains of standard gold shall be greater than the market value of 
412} grains of standard silver, he shall pay the interest and the 
principal of said coin obligations as they become due in silver 
coin, and continue to pay the same in silver coin until the market 
value of 4124 grains of standard silver shall be equal to the mar- 
ket valne of 25.8 grains of standard gold. 

That is what the Government meant, and I challenge any friend 
of the gold standard to deny it. I pause forareply. No one re- 

lies. Then everybody admits that this is what the law means. 

et, instead of doing that, every Secretary of the Treasury has 
done just the opposite. You say that you maintain the parity by 
making them interchangeable and turning the option over to the 
bondholder, and in the next breath you say we have 40-cent dol- 
lars. If you have maintained the parity, why do you say that 
silver dollars are worth only 40 cents? You admit that your own 
proposition and method is a failure. Weare all in favor of main- 
taining the parity, but we are in favor of doing it in the only fair, 
logical, honest way in which it can be done—that is, using both 
metals alike on equal terms, using the option of the Government 
to pay in the metal that is below par in order that, using it, we 
may bring it to par, and not by using the one that is already at a 
premium, which will clearly make the disparity even greater. 

Mr. President, as to the next point, they say that the * national 
honor” is at stake. They admit that legally we have a right to 
pay in silver, but they say ‘‘ the sacred national honor” is at 
stake, and therefore we must do what? You must tax the tax- 
pee to give a bonus to a few people who hold Government ob- 

igations; that is, to tax all the taxpayers to pay to the few more 
than we promised to pay. This is a question between the few 
bondholders and the millions of taxpayers. Does*‘ national honor” 
require that we should tax the millions to pay to the few more 
than the contract calls for? When did the private fortunes of the 
bondholder become more sacred than the welfare of the millions 
of taxpayers? In heaven’s name, has the taxpayer no interest 
that this Government must respect? 

When you talk of national honor, in heaven's name why do you 
not apply that honor to the sacred interests and the welfare of the 
taxpayers of the nation? Whenever you discriminate against the 
taxpayers and tax them unmercifully to give a bonus to the bond- 
holders above what the contract calls for, you are striking the 
most deadly and infamous blow ever struck at national honor and 
national prosperity. A government that does not regard sacredly 
the rights of all its citizens who pay the taxes; the government, 
standing as the trustee of the citizen, that will rob and pillageits 
own citizens to pay a bonus, more than equity and the contract 
call for, is a government that is blasting national honor and na- 
tional prosperity. 

If ever ‘‘national honor” and equity should require a govern- 
ment to change a solemn contract, then that contract should be 
changed in favor of the interests of the many, and not in the inter- 
ests of the few at the expense of the many. The greatest good to 
the greatest number should control. 

Mr. President, one word more. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts said we should in honor pay back what we received. I accept 
that proposition. If the bondholder wants to cancel the contract 
lam willing to do equity. I want to state here, and defy contra- 
diction, that to-day if we paid every cent of our natienal debt in 
silver, we would pay to the bondholders more than twice as much 
as equity demands. 

We would pay them more of labor, land, and products to-day if 
we paid them in silver than we would have paid them according 
to the contract when the debt was contracted. If the bondholder 
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wants to go on equity instead of law, I, for one, am willing to 
wipe out the contract and pay him in value received, according to 
the amount of land, products, and labor, as they stood then, and 
stand now. When the war closed we owed a national debt of 
nearly $3,000,000,000. We have paid more thah half of that debt, 
yet to-day it will take more than twice as many bales of cotton to 
pay the remaining half—less than half—than it would have taken 
to pay the whole debt when the warclosed. Less than 6,000,000,000 
pounds of cotton would have paid the whole national debt in 1865. 
Now it will take more than 12,000,000,000 pounds to pay the less 
than half still unpaid. 

Mr. President, [ would like to continue this illustration to land, 
labor, and the leading products of the nation, to show that ‘‘eq- 
uity ” would pay the bondholder less than the law of the contract 
will pay him in silver dollars, but time forbids. I have agreed to 
give the remainder of my time to the Senator from Utah. 

With the permission of the Senate, I will put into the Recorp 
as a part of my remarks a letter written by a free silver railroad 
conductor during the last campaign and publisked in the Silver 
Knight-Watchman. It is a complete reply to all of this specious 
argument and plea that we have heard from our gold friends who 
are opposing this resolution to the effect that free silver would not 
hurt the bondholders as much as it would hurt the wage earners, 
the laboring men, and the depositors in savings banks, etc. They 
have used this plea to try to relieve themselves of the odium of 
standing as the champion of the bondholders. They have at- 
tempted to hide behind the wage earner, while it is well known 
that the gold standard and the contraction of currency has not 
only caused a reduction in the wages of the laborers, but has 
thrown millions of them out of employment. Were itnot for the 
gold standard the savings of the wage earner and his accumula- 
ser in savings banks would be more than twice what they are 
to-day. 

Mr. President, I yield the remainder of my time to the Senator 
from Utah [Mr. Raw Lins]. 


THE WAGE EARNER AND PREE SILVER—WHY FREE SILVER WILL HELP THE 
EMPLOYEES OF RAILROADS AND OTHERS WHO WORK FOR WAGES OR 
SALARIES—A CONVERSATION ON THE TRAIN BETWEEN A RAILROAD CON- 
DUCTOR AND A PASSENGER ABOUT THE GOLD CIRCULAR BEING SENT OUT 
TO WAGE EARNERS. 


On THE ROAD, August 21. 


DsAR Sir: I have never seen a cong of your paper, but I have heard of it 
and know the side that you are on in this campaign. I send this letter to you 
because I know that you will publish it, and your paper has probably a larger 
circulation than any other paper that would publish it. y name is h- 
held for reasons that are obvious. 1 am a conductor on a Western railroad. 
A few weeks ago a certain official of this railroad company handed Mme a 
small pamphlet of several leaves entitled The Wage Earner and Free Sil- 
ver. I was asked to take it home with me, read carefully, and return it. I 
did so. In fact, I read it three times. It worried me very much. I have 
been in the railroad service for about fifteen years, and have never given any 
special attention to political questions, and know probably more about the 
tariff than any other question, and don’t know much about that. 
In a general way I have felt from observation that_ money was too scarce. 
I have seen all businesses and enterprises getting dull. I have seen land sell 
under the hammer for half what it sold for a few years ago. I have heard 
complaints from relatives and friends who live on farms to the effect that 
prices were so low that it was difficult to meet expenses and have en h 
money left to pay taxes. I have heard merchants oungtis that they could 
not sell half the goods that they had been selling. I had no doubt railroads 
would do much more business In carrying out and bringing back freights if 
a brought a better price and new enterprises were started up; so I 
an gue up my mind to vote for the side that favored more money in this 
ght. 
But now for the circular. It started out with calling our attention to the 
fact that we were receiving wages of so much per day, or salaries of so much 
per month, and that it was to our interest that everything we had to buy 
should be cheap, so that our wages would buy more of other things. Then it 
stated that free coinage of silver would cause the prices of farm products and 
all other things that we had to buy to go up about double, w would have 
about the same effect as if the company were to reduce our salaries one-half. 
The circular also went on to say that the railroads all owed bonds —— 
in gold, and that free coinage would not only drive all gold out of the coun- 
try, but that it would also send it toa premium; therefore that the railroad 
companies would have to pay a premium to get the gold to meet their bonds, 
and that this would so embarrass the roads that they would have to either 
raise their frieght and passenger rates or reduce the wages of their em- 


ployees. 

That freight and passenger rates were now as high as the people would 
stand. Therefore the only thing left would be to reduce the w of those 
who work for the roads. That this would be a double blow to the men em- 
ployed, and appealing to them (to us) not to vote to bring this calamity 
ourselves. The circular also went on to say that free silver would drive for- 
eign capital out of this country: would cause railroad securities which are 
held abroad to be returned and thrown upon the market and much more 
along the same line. 

As I have said, this circular gave me a great deal of trouble and had about 
brought me to the conclusion that my duty to my wife and children would 
force ine tc vote against free silver. e day before I returned the circular 
T had on my train a United States Senator. While I did not know him well, 
I knew that he was a strong free-silver man, and that he had also on all occa- 
sions taken sides with the laboring man. So I handed him the circular and 
asked him to read it and hand it back to me, saying to him that if what was 
in that circular was so, why then was it not my duty to myself and my 
family to vote against free silver? ; E 

When next I passed through the car, he asked me to sit down a moment in 
the seat with him. He handed me back the circular and asked me if they were 
being distributed generally among the employees of the raitroad. I told 
him that I thought they were. Then,smiling, he said: ““The advice of these 
companies to the effect that your wages will be reduced if you vote for free 
silver reminds me of what once occurred between a banker and his carriage 
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driver. The banker asked his driver, as they were about starting for the 
polls on voting day, how he was going to vote. Upon receiving the driver's 
answer, the banker replied: ‘Don’t you know that if you vote that way you 
can not get as good wages as you get now? The driver promt rephed: 
‘Sir, if that were so, methinks you would vote that way yourself.’ ” 

I admitted the force of the illustration, but I told the Senator that I 
wanted him to explain to me whether or not this circular was correct when 
it said that free silver would raise the prices of farm products and many 
other things which I would be forced to buy out of my salary each month. [ 
give you below as best I can from memory his answers and my questions: 

SENATOR. Yes; free coinage of silver will undoubtedly raise the prices of 
allfarm products. But you must remember that—— 

Conpucrtor. If that is so, then I want you to show me, if you can, how it 
would be to my interest to vote for free silver. But first let me state to you 
- case. My general sympathies are all on the side of farmers and those 
who create wealth. I even feel that generally the coun would b2 more 
prosperous if there were more money, and for that reason I had about made 
up my mind to vote for free silver. I have a wife and agrowing family. My 
only income is my salary, which is $75 per month. It is all that I can do now 
with this salary to make both ends meet. My oldest girl will soon be grown. 
_ My wife and I feel that we must send her off to school this fall it we ever 
intend to do anything more for her than give her a common-school educa, 
tion. This circular says that if I have to pay double prices for what I buy- 
that it will amount to the same as cutting my salary in half. Now, it woul 
be ——. im ble for me to live on $37.50 
mitting that free silver would be the best nerally, is 
not my first duty to my wife and family? I not vote 
against free silver, situated as I am? 

SENATOR. You have stated the case probably as strongly from the gold 
standpoint as it is possible for anyone to make it. 

But the circular tells only a half truth, and tells that to mislead you. To 
tell half the truth when the whole truth should be told is often the most 
dangerous and vicious kind of falsehood, because it is so d ive. 

In the first place, it would not cost you double as much to live, and in fact 
very little more, if any, with free silver than it would under the gold stand- 
ard. Free silver simply means the increasing of the amount of legal-tender 
dollars, and will effect you no more than increasing the number of gold dol- 
lars would. Everyone admits that there is not enough gold for money. No 
one would ob to the sin gold standard if there was enough gold to 
make a sufficient grees legal-tender money to meet the needs of in- 
creasing of population and business. Yes, some one would object, but it 


would not be the free-silver le. 
monopolists, and money gamblers. 


rmonth. Therefore, even ad- 
for the —s 
erefore shou 


It would be the bondholders, They 
want money scarce. It is their only way to make fortunes without working. 
If there was enough gold, then they would want to demonetize gold and use 
something that was scarce for money. 

Of course, you remember that when gold was discovered in California and 
Australia in large pe that the bankers and ee lenders held 
several conferences London and New York with a view to trying to de- 
monetize gold and to use silver alone if gold got more plentiful than silver. 
In fact, under the advice of these bankers and bondholders Germany, Hol- 
land, and other countries actually demonetized gold in order to make iegal- 
tender money scarce. 

With free silver the farmer will get more for his cotton, which the manu- 
facturer will pay, but the cotton will not. cost Pi any more, for the 
manufacturer is now charging all t+ competition will allow him to charge 
under the tariff laws: and the manufacturer (though he would pay more tor 
cotton) would himself be benefited, for he would sell twice as much of the 
manufactured uct, and his employees would be benefited, for the fac- 
tory would run fall time; for if the farmer gets a fair price for his products, 
he would buy at least twice as much cotton as he does now. 

The same applies to wheat and other farm products. And besides, it 
would be the same way with every other mannfactured product. While the 
manufacturer would have to pay more to the farmer and laborer for the raw 
material, and would pay out more money to labor employed in his factory 
for full time as well as an increase in his wages, yet you would not pay any 
more for the than now. There would simply be a better distribution 
of profits. manufacturer then would not become a millionaire, but the 
farmer and the men who work in factories would prosper as much as the 
manufacturer. 

Besides, there are a number of fixed charges which you are now forced to 
meet out of your each month, which would be the same with free coin- 
age or more money. I have said, it would cost you very little—only afew 
dollars—more per month to live then than now, _— you paid the same 
for manufactured products and a little more for what you got from the 
farmer; but you must remember that the prices of a large number of manu- 
eel products which you now buy have been forced up by the combina- 

ions and trusts. 


w ing 

buy that is now controlled b monopolists. 
would a expenses for oe coe the saving here would be 
than increased price you would pay for farm products. 
hich now sells in the oO) Sete» penne, 

pound. 
t, for argument’s sake, let us admit that it would cost a great deal more 
That is, let us admit that all that is said in that cir- 
cular is true, then still another to this matter which you must 
not overlook, inasmuch as you love your wife and children. The fact is that 
ou have as much and probably more ear from the gold 
the farmer, even though you are drawing " 

Did it ever occur to you that if the gold eeeetart Se pemematiy Bx0d 
upon this country your salary is sure to be reduced, and not only reduced 
once, but continuously and successively, until there is no telling upon how 
little you may be forced to live per month; and, besides, did it ever occur to 


you that you are liable at any to lose your position? 
Conpucrtor. I do not tand that. Why should I lose me position as 
reduced, either? 


long as I do my duty to the company, or have ~ sala 

SENATOR. you know any man to-day who is out of a job who is as com- 
petent to serve as conductor on this road as yourself? 

Conpuctor. Yes, I know several. 

Senator. Several? If you will think for a moment, you will think of more 
than several. The fact is that, if you take the country over, for every man 
who has a job that pays as much as yours there are at least ten men ey 
as competent to fill it who are either out of a job or trying to make a 
in some other way, who would be ready and anxious to take your job an 
every other job like it, and even to e it at a lower n you are 
getting, if necessary. . 

There are political reasons why the railroads do not just now force down 
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ou ant eke — e other man who wa wak for less; 
k you: Isit human nature for any man or corpora’ pay more 
ae eo E services that they can get other men, —_- competent, 
the same services? Let the gold standard once be permanently 
fastened on this country, when the corporations and the gold men feel safe, 
and as sure as fate every man who is now in their employment will have to 
accept a big cut in his wages or be dismissed to give place to some other man 
equally as competent, who will do the work for less. 

Does not the hist of Engiand, and in fact of the whole world, show and 
prove that this has n the case in every country where and when the 
amount of legal-tender money in circulation was contracted? It isone of the 
inexorable laws of supply and demand which apply with equal force tomoney 
as to everything else. é ep ee 

Let me ask you, what would you do to-day if yon were dismissed as a con- 
ductor? Which way would you turn to make a living? 

Conpuctror. God only knows. I would try to find some other job, but my 
family would suffer if I were to lose one month's wages. 

SENATOR. You would try to find another job? But would you not find at 
least ten men as competent as you are applying for thesame job? Then, how 
could your chances be any better than 10 to get the job? If every other 
man was as competent to fill the place as you, and you had no special pull, 
then the only way that you could get it would be by doing the work for less 
than the others. a hain 

How destructive this competition is to labor, and, on the other hand, how 
greatly to the advantage of corporations! As money grows scarcer this com- 
petition between labor grows greater, arid the conditions of labor will get 
worse and more helpless. : : 

Therefore, the scarcer money gets the better it is for corporations and the 
worse itis for labor. The number who are employed would not to-day be 

etting even as much as they are were it not for the force and power of the 
Bor ol izations. Do not the corporations always fight these oi 
tions? ho has always been the friend of labor when it wanted legislation? 
Has not every farmer in Congress always stood up for labor when it wanted 
legislation? 

On the other hand, has not every corporation attorney in Congress or in 
our State legislatures fought such legislation demanded by labor? 

To-day there are millions of men willing to work who are idle, and even 
those who have jobs do not get as much as they deserve. 

The fact is, there are so many people not employed that if you were to av- 
erage the wages paid to those now empio with those unemployed, the 
average which labor now receives would not be more than half of what 
suger 1 labor actually received before silver was demonetized. Whena 
man whose only capital is his labor is forced to be idle a day, that much of 
his capital is forever lost; it is confiscated; it can never be gotten back for 
him or for society; it is as much lost as when a building is burned. 

Conditions that would require a certain number of houses to be burned 

each day would not be any more unjust or destructive to the owners of the 
houses than present conditions are to the laborer when forced to be idle, 
on willing and anxious to work, while his wife and children suffer for 
bread. 
The fact is that labor employed is to-day forced to support labor that is 
idle. Capital never contributes one cent to the support of idle labor. Those 
not employed must be supported by you and those who are employed, or they 
will suffer and starve. 

Let me ask you, Have you any sons who are not employed? 

Conpuctor. Yes, Il have two sons—one 19 and the other 15. I have been 
trying to get them a job, but I can only get them temporary work here and 
there. 

SENATOR. Then you have to support those twosonsin idleness out of your 
$75salary. If those two sons were employed at good wages, or werein busi- 
ness, you not only would not be burdened to support them, but they could 
help you to send your daughter to school, and also give their mother more 
comforts and help at home than you can now out of your present salary. 


your salasies ov Sams 
D 


to you for 
to perform 


But why is it that you think of nothing but getting a job for these boys | 


or of getting a job for yourself? Orif you were to lose your job, why would 
you not go into some business enterprise with them where you could be with 
your family more, and have more time that was your own? 

ConpvuotTor. [ know of no business that I could go into in which I could 
make a living. I would porte to death at farming, though I was raised on a 
farm. The mercantile business is run in the ground, and men with more 
capital and experience than I have got are failing each day. 
drummers complain of dull trade, and I see a 
been dismissed 


I hear all the 
t many others who have 
y their firms on account of falling off in sales. 


Sexator. Then you admit frankly that the condition of the country is | gent of the United States is, whether these bonds are to be paidin 


very bad, and even alarming. Now, are you safe even asa man drawing a 
salary when your sons are idle and can not get a job or go into business, and 
where you are liable to have your salary reduced, in fact, certain to have it 
redu if the number of unemployed men increase, and where, if you lost 
your job, you would be at sea and would soon face want? 

Only the other day a certain class of men who work for this road, who are 
paid by the hour for eight hours’ labor each day, were notified that they 
would be paid hereafter for only six hoursaday. This is 25 per cent reduc- 
tion in the w: of these men. 
would mean a ee 8.75 per month at one blow. Those men aresubmitting 
to this reduction, and if it —— to you, would you not submit also? 

You would be forced tosubmit or be withouta = entirely. 
other men are as helplessand as much compelled 


before the war. There are plenty of idle men ready to take your job at this 
reduction, or even at a greater reduction, which is sure to come. 

Do you prefer this situation of things? Or would you prefer to have your 
sons employed 
around waiting for your job engaged in profitable business—some of them 
farmingand making money, some of them merchandising and making money, 
some of them going into manufacturing enterprises and making money, some 
of them going on to new railroads that would be built, until there was a de- 
mand for more labor than there were men to supply the demand? 

Then the combined salaries of you and your sons would be at least 20a 


month. This is what would happen with a sufficient supply of money. Then 
you, instead of being in danger of losing your job, would have another rail- 
r bidd for your services and offering youagreatersalary. They would 
also be for the services of your sons. There would be no danger of 
you losing your job. 

nan question would be, Which job would you take? And the chances 


nity of f° into some business more congenial to your taste and more 
agreeable to your family would open up. ere are two pictures. One is as 
sure as fate under the single gold standard; the other is as sure as fate with 
free coinage and an honest financial system, where the amount of money will 
be increased each year in exact proportion to the increase of population and 


Under the gold standard what hope have you for the future of your chil- 


dren? Unless you could make a contract for life for your sons to hold a job 
at a given salary you would lie on your death bed with your greatest con- 


XX XI——74 


If this order should be applied to you it | 


Youand these | 
o submit to whatever terms | 
are put upon you, without being consulted, as were the slaves of the South 


you would not serve as conductor on any railroad, for the opportu- | 
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cern as to whether or not they would be able to live even as you had, or 
whether they would go down in poverty and want and rags. In short, your 
own future and that of your children is safe, and the future of every man is 
safe who is willing to work for an honest living, provided we have a change 
in our laws and an honest financial system. : 

The Senator was about to advance another point, to show why the rail- 
roads themselves would be for free silver if they were not owned by foreign 
capitalists and the gold trust, but we were nearing the junction, where he 
changed cars. But he said enough to show me clearly that Iwas about to 
vote to damage my family and to finally enslave my children. Isee the whole 
thing now clearly. 

The gold standard can not help anyone except the hoarders of aggregated 
capital, the gold trust, the bondholders, and those who through trusts and 
monopolies can levy a fixed tribute like a tax upon every man and upon 
every industry, and who can cut our wages at will and leave us helpless to 
accept what they offer or lose our jobs and suffer. My mind is fixed. I will 
vote for Bryan and free silver. 

Yours, truly, A FREE SILVER CONDUCTOR. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah is entitled 
to five minutes of the time of the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, the issue upon which we are to 
vote is quite clear. It is whether we shall pay the money as pro- 
vided in the contract, or, to use the expression of those opposed to 
the resolution, pay in the best money. What they mean by ‘*‘ the 
best money ” is that money which has the highest purchasing power. 
They do not mean the best money that was in circulation at the 
time the contract was made. They do not mean the best money 
at the time of the passage of the resolution in 1878. They do not 
mean the best moneyin circulation now. They mean by that ex- 
pression the best money which may exist at the time of the matur- 
ity of the obligation. 

The policy which the bondholders would have adopted is, there- 
fore, that of contraction, to make the money in which the bond 
is to be paid better and better, in accordance with a sort of 
geometric progression. They started with lawful money of the 
United States which they succeeded by their infinence in chang- 
ing into coin, then the best money. Later they stopped the coin- 
age of one of the metals, and thereby virtually destroyed tho 
option by taking away one of the objects upon which it might be 
exercised. 

They propose now to take another step and make it better money 
by converting ail forms of money other than gold into bonded 
debts, these, too, to be paid, in accordance with the amendment to 
the resolution offered by the junior Senator from Massachusetts 

[Mr. LopGs],in the “highest money.” The proposition is that the 
money can not be too good; it must be better next year than this 
year, and better the following year than the previousone. Whereas 
now we can get so much money for so many bushels of wheat, or 
so many pounds of cotton, or so many acres of land, they wou!d 
have it multiplied indefinitely, if their logic is sound, between 
now and the time when the bonds mature. Instead of paying 
them in money in accordance with the terms of the contract, it is 
to be paid in the very best money, that money having the greatest 
possible command of all commodities and property. 

But I want to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that 
the best money for the bondholders in that sense means the worst 
possible industrial condition of the people. Itcan not be that the 
people must be made slaves to preserve their honor. 

The issue presented by the amendment offered by the junior 
Senator from Massachusetts, and by the declaration of the Presi- 


the best money, the money having the highest command over all 
the property, over every effort of the people to exist at the time 
the obligation matures, or whether we shall perform our contracts 


| in accordance with the spirit and the terms of them by paying in 


a currency of the same purchasing power as when the contracts 
were made. 

It is idle to attempt to confuse this issue with any question of 
parity. Senators speak of debased currency. Debasement of the 
currency can only have one meaning, the diminution of purchas- 
ing power. An increased purchasing power means better money 
in their estimation. 


But one other suggestion in this line. The Republican party 


and to see all of these unemployed men who are standing | claims that it is in favor of bimetallism and will do everythingin 


its power to promote it by international agreement. Bimetallism 
by international agreement means in effect to double the primary 
money of the world. That means, other things being equal—th 
demand for money being the same—to debase the money to the 
extent of one-half. 

Payment in gold and silver, a debased currency, undera system 
of international bimetallism, must logically follow. They depre- 
cate payment in what they are pleased to call a debased currency 
except it is blessed with the benediction of the Governments of 
Europe. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The time of the Senator from Utah 
has expired. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, it did not need the assurances 
of the distinguished Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL]} last 
evening, nor those of the distinguished Senator from Arkansas 
— JONES} this morning, to convince one who has listened to 

is debate for the past three days that it was the purpose of the 
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author and promoters of the pending resolution to precipitate a 
political discussion upon the Senate and to formally open in this 
manner the political contest of 1898. 

It is unfortunate that the questions at issue between the two 

arties are not clearly defined by the terms of the resolution. 
ut the senior Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL], with the 
frankness which always characterizes him, has stated those issues 
clearly, and I accept his understanding of their character. It is 
to be a contest between those who believe that the mints of the 
United States should be opened at once to the free, unlimited, and 
independent coinage of the silver dollar and those who believe 
that such free coinage would place the business and currency of 
the country upon a silver basis, and that the silver dollar so coined 
would have no greater value or purchasing power that the 4124 
ains of silver bullion of which it was composed, and that such 
ree coinage and the resulting depreciation of the currency would 
inevitably bring to our people universal distress and disaster. 

It is a contest between those who are in favor of a depreciated 
currency in order that public and private debts may be dis- 
charged in a cheaper money and those who believe that the 
United States is bound by legal enactment and by every honora- 
ble consideration to maintain at all hazards and at every cost the 
parity in value and purchasing power of every dollar of money 
which the United States has coined or issyed. 

It is a contest between those who believe that if a disparity in 
value or debt-paying power should exist between our gold and 
silver coins, the Government could honorably pay all of its obli- 
gations in the cheaper coin and those who believe that in case of 
such inequality arising from any cause good faith and a due re- 
gard to the public credit require that all Government obligations 
should be paid in the best money. ° 

Itis acontest between those who believe in silver monometallism, 
with all that that implies, on the one hand, and those who believein 
true bimetallism on the other. 

This is the nature of the contest which is to engage the atten- 
tion of the American people in the next campaign. The issues 
which are thus presented will be met frankly, honestly, and cour- 
ageously by every man upon this side of the Chamber who belongs 
to the Republican party. 

It is unfortunate at a time when the people of the country are 
expecting the Congress to take some action to strengthen public 
confidence in the stability and integrity of our currency that this 
miserable, ineffectual resolution should be brought here and be 
made the basis of a great political discussion. We are not re- 
sponsible for its introduction. Its plain purpose, its admitted 
purpose, I might say, is to divide and to distract and to defeat the 
opponents of the free coinage of silver. If it shall accomplish 
this purpose its promoters will be satisfied. The extent to which 
it shall be successful in this regard will appear from the votes to 
be given in a few minutes. 

I repeat, we intend, as Republicans, to meet this free-coinage 
issue squarely. We may not be responsible for the personnel of 
the army which is to fight on the side of sound money, but we 
are responsible for our fidelity to the great party we represent 
and its declared principles. tare and beyond that, we are re- 
sponsible to the people of the United States for the preservation 
of the national honor and credit. 

Mr. President, I do not intend with the limited time at my dis- 
posal to discuss at any length the question at issue between the 
two parties, but I shall take time to examine very briefly the reso- 
lution now before the Senate from a practical standpoint. 

What practical purpose is to be served by its adoption by the 
Senate? Willit change thelaw? Will it change the practice un- 
der the law? By no means. No man in this Chamber will claim 
for it that it would have any such effect. The original Matthews 
resolution was a concurrent resolution expressing the opinion of 
the two Houses of Congress. This is a concurrent resolution de- 
claring ‘‘ that the Senate of the United States (the House of Rep- 
resentatives concurring)’ has an opinion so and so. 

It is well understood in advance that the House will not concur, 
so that the Senate itself may have no opinion upon the subject 
until the House concurs in their action. 

Mr. COCKRELL (in his seat). That is weak. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is true, technically. I am willing, how- 
ever, to give to this resolution all the force that the opinion of the 
Senate entitlesitto. It was with surprise and regret that I heard 
a keen observer of men and affairs say the other day that the 
financial eccentricities of the Senate of the United States no 
longer interested or alarmed the people of the country. 

Several SENATORS. Why? 

Mr. ALDRICH. If it is true, it is on account, I suppose, of the 
frequent adoption of useless and meaningless expressions like that 
contained in the pending resolution. If the Senate is in favor of 
free coinage of silver, or if this resolution means a declaration in 
favor of the free coinage of silver, why not say soin plain and 
definite terms? If you have any purpose other than that which 
is apparent, viz, to defeat the Republican party and all it stands 
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for, why not say so plainly? Why hide behind a simple declara- 
tion made twenty years ago, under entirely different circumstances 
and conditions from any that exist to-day? 

Let us see what fault, if any, can reasonably be found with the 
practice of the Treasury Department in payment of the principal 
or interest of United States bonds. 

Prior to 1879 the interest was paid in goldcoin. Why? Because 
it was payable, certainly after 1869, in coin, and gold coin was the 
only coin in existence. The revenues from custems were payable 
in gold, and the gold was used in payment of interest on the debt. 

Since 1879, as was shown by the Senator from Indiana [{ Mr. 
FAIRBANKS], both bonds and interest have been paid in any funds 
in the Treasury that were available for that purpose, the creditor 
having the option of taking whatever currency he desired. He 
has been paid, in other words, indiscriminately in gold, silver, or 
paper. 

There has been no discrimination in favor of the bondholder as 
gaainst other creditors, no discrimination in favor of gold asagainst 
silver, esr Io the orderly conduct of the business of the office 
in a manner that is entitled to general commendation. 

Now, let us examine the resolution itself and see what it pro- 
poses. The first clause declares that all bonds of the United States 
are payable, principal and interest, at option of the Government, 
in standard silver dollars, The legal right of the Government to 
exercise this option has not been denied in this discussion, and, so 
7 - I know, is not denied by anyone in this Chamber or out 
of it. 

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] asks why we are op- 
posing it if itis good law. If he and his friends will stop with 
the first part of the resolution, I think that single proposition 
would be adopted by a unanimous vote. It is not the declaration 
in favor of the option of the Government to pay in silver coin that 
we object to. It is that which follows. We admit, if you please, 
that the Government has a naked legal right to pay as indicated 
but this right was, however, qualified by the legislation of 1890 
and 1893, when there was written into the public law and made a 
part of the contracts by which bonds and interest are paid the sol- 
emn pledge of the Government that every dollar of our currency 
should be maintained at parity. 

This option has no value, as it makes no difference to the public 
creditor or to the United States, so long as that parity is main- 
tained, whether the bonds are payable or paid in gold or silver. 
Why, then, should we force any public creditor to take silver? Is 
it necessary to establish a principle? Would the Senator from 
Arkansas force a creditor of his, if he should happen to have one, 
to take standard silver dollars in payment of an obligation merely 
to show his devotion to silver? If there is no obligation of this 
kind in private contracts why should there be in public contracts? 
The fact is, there is no dispute here or anywhere else as to the 
legal questions involved in this resolution. The last clause of the 
resolution provides *‘ that to restore to its coinage such silver coins 
as a legal tender in the payment of such bonds is not a violation 
of the public faith nor in derogation of the rights of the public 
creditor.” 

It is this part of the resolution, with the interpretation that has 
been put upon it by the Senator who offered it [Mr. TELLER] and 
by a large majority of its supporters, that we strenuously ob- 
ject to. What coinage of silver is to be restored? I assume that 
it.is the coinage desired by its friends, namely, the free and un- 
limited coinage. It is on this account that the Senator from Ne- 
vada [Mr. STEWART] supports it. As a free-coinage measure it 
will receive the votes of all the members of all the various silver 
parties in the Senate. I feel sure that the Senator from Delaware 
will not feel quite at home in the society in which he will find him- 
self in voting for this proposition. 

Mr. GRAY. The society is good enough; it is very good. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The society is good enough, put somewhat in- 
congruous as to belief. 

When this resolution was originally passed twenty years ago, 
—, had been demonetized. It had no legal status. It was not 
coined—— 

Mr. STEWART. What is your construction of the last clause? 
You have given ours. Does it mean the free coinage of silver? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I assume that it does mean the free coinage of 
silver; and because I believe that the free coinage of silver involves 
necessarily a depreciation of the currency and violation of the 
public faith and a destruction of the rights of public and pri- 
vate creditors I shall vote against the resolution, and this reason 
controls the votes of my party associates. If you will amend the 
resolution and put into it a provision that it is intended simply to 
indorse the limited coinage which we now have, then I should not 
seriously object to it. 

Mr. STEWART. Then why do you oppose it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is because I know that it will be construed 


every where, and properly so, as an indorsement of free coinage of 
silver that I can not give it my support. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 6 o’clock has arrived, 


1898. CONGRESSIONAL 


when, under the unanimous-consent agreement, the resolution be- 
fore the Senate and all amendments thereto will be voted upon. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I offer an amendment to the 
pending resolution which I send to the desk, I ask for the yeas 
and nays on the adoption of the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of the resolution add the following: 

And that it is the duty_of the Government of the United States, under 
existing laws, to maintain the parity in value of its gold and silver money, so 
that the dollar of the one metal shall for all monetary purposes always be 
equal in value to the dollar of the other metal. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELson]}. 

Mr. VEST. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri moves to 
lay the amendment upon the table. 

fr. ALDRICH and Mr. NELSON called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DEBOE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. TuRLEY]. If he were 
present, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. ELKINS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
mycolleague [Mr. FAULKNER]. If he were present, he would vote 
‘‘yea” and I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE}. 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. I transfer that pair 
to the Senator from Nevada [ Mr. JONES] and vote “ yea.” 

Mr. MONEY (when Mr. WALTHALL’s name was called). My 
colleague { Mr. AeA is paired with the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. Spooner]. If my colleague were here, he would 
vote ‘ yea.” 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 42, nays 37, as follows: 


YEAS—42, 
Allen, Daniel, Mills, Smith, 
Bacon, Harris, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Bate, Heitfeld, Money, Teller, 
Berry, Jones, Ark. Morgan, Tillman, 
Butler, Kenney, Murphy, Turner, 
Cannon, Kyle, Pasco, Turpie, 
Carter, McEnery, Pettigrew, Vest, 
Chandler, Mc! aurin, Pettus, White, 
Chilton, Mallory, Rawlins, Wolcott. 
ones Mantle, Roach, 
Cockrell, Martin, Shoup, 

NAYS—37. 
Aldrich, Gallinger, McBride, Quay, 
Allison, Gear, McMillan, Sewell, 
Baker, Gray, Mason, Thurston, 
Burrows, Hale, Morrill, Warren, 
Caffery, Hanna, Nelson, Wellington, 
Clark, Hansbrough, Penrose, Wetmore, 
Cullom, Hawley, Perkins, Wilson. 
Davis, Hoar, Platt, Conn. 
Fairbanks, Lindsay, Platt. N. Y. 
Foraker, Lodge, Pritchard, 

NOT VOTING—10. 

Deboe, Frye, Proctor, Walthall. 
Elkins, Gorman, Spooner, 
Faulkner, Jones, Nev. Turley, 


So the amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. LODGE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Massachusetts will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed tostrike out all after the enact- 
ing clause, and in lieu thereof to insert the following: 

That all the bonds of the United States issued or authorized to be issued 
under the said acts of Congress hereinbefore recited are payable, principal 
and interest,in gold coin or its equivalent, and that any other payment, 
without the consent of the creditor, would be in violation of the public faith 
and in derogation of his rights. i 

Mr. LODGE. I ask for the yeasand nays upon the amendment. 

Mr. VEST. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I trust the Senator from Missouri will with- 
draw that motion and let us have a square vote upon the question 
of paying the bonds in gold. 

tr. VEST. I have not the slightest objection to that, but I 
would rather see the resolution passed without any amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts has 
asked for the yeas and nays on the adoption of the amendment. 

The — and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PETTUS. I understood the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
VEsT] had moved to lay the amendment on the table, and I un- 
derstood the Chair to state the question to be on the adoption of 
the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon the adoption 
of _ —— offered by the Senator from Massachusetts 
» LODGE}. 
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Mr. PETTUS. I understood there was a motion to lay the 


amendment on the table. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. That motion was withdrawn. The 
question is on the adoption of the amendment of the Senator from 


Massachusetts. The Secretary will cail the roll. 
The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 


Mr. DEBOE (when his name was called). I announce my pair 
with the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. TurLEy]. If he 


were present, I should vote ‘“‘ yea.” 


Mr. ELKINS (when his name was called). I desire toannounce 


my pair on this question with my colleague [Mr. FAULKNER]. 


Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). I again announce 


my pair with the Senator from Maine | Mr. Frye}. 


Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Vermont |Mr. Proctor], but I transfer that 


pair to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES], and vote “ nay.” 


Mr. MONEY (when Mr. WALTHALL’S name was called). I wish 
to announce that my colleague [Mr. WALTHALL] is necessarily 
absent, and that he is paired with the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Spooner]. If present, my colleague would vote ‘“‘nay” on 


this amendment. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [I ask that the names of Senators not voting 
may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the names of 
Senators who have not voted with whom pairs have not been an- 
nounced. 

The Secretary read the names of Mr. ALLISON and Mr. Burrows, 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 53; as follows: 


YEAS-— 24. 
Aldrich, Foraker, Hoar, Penrose, 
Baker, Gallinger, Lodge, Platt, Conn, 
Caffery, Gear, McBride, Platt, N. Y. 
Cullom, Hale, Me Millan, Sewell, 
Davis, Hanna, Mason, Wellington, 
Fairbanks, Hawley, Morrill, Wetmore. 

NAYS—53. 
Allen, Hansbrough, Money, Stewart, 
Bacon, Harris, Morgan, Teller, 
Bate, Heitfeld, Murphy, Thurston, 
Berry, Jones, Ark. Nelson, Tillman, 
Butler, Kenney, Pasco, Turner, 
Cannon, Kyle, Perkins, Turpie, 
Carter, Lindsay, Pettigrew, Vest, 
Chandler, McEnery, Pettus, Warren, 
Chilton, McLaurin, Pritchard, White, 
Clark, Mallory, Quay, Wilson, 
( lay. Mantle, Rawlins, Wolcott. 
Cockrell, Martin, Roach, 
Daniel, Mills, Shoup, 
Gray, Mitchell, Smith, 

NOT VOTING—12. 

Allison, Elkins, Gorman, Spooner, 
Burrows, Faulkner, Jones, Nev. Turley, 
Deboe, Frye, Proctor, Walthall. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. QUAY. If in order, Mr. President, I now desire to reoffer 
the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts, with the mod- 
; = pap I have made in the print, which I send to the Secretary’s 

esk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It proposed to strike out all after the resolv- 
ing clause and insert: 

That all the bonds or other obligations of the United States i 
authorized to be issued under the said acts of Congress hereinbef 
should be paid, principal and interest, in the money that is the highest money 
of the world. 

Mr. VEST. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri moves to 
lay upon the table the amendment submitted by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. QUAY. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. ELKINS (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair on all these questions with my colleague [ Mr. FAULKNER]. 

Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). I again an- 
| nounce my pair with the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye}. 
| 







ssued or 


Mr. MALLORY (when his name wascalled). Iagain announce 
| my pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor}, and that 
| I have transferred that pair to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 

JONES]. I therefore am at liberty to vote, and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MONEY (when Mr. WaALTHALL’s name was called). I 
again announce that my colleague [ Mr. WALTHALL] is necessarily 
absent from the Senate, and that he is paired with the junior Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner]. My colleague, if present, 
would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to say that the junior Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER] is necessarily detained from the Cham- 
ber on account of family illness at home, and he has left for 
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Wisconsin. He is paired with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
WALTHALL] upon all these questions. If present, I have nodoubt 
he would vote as the majority of Senators on this side of the 
Chamber vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DEBOE. lLagain announce that I am paired with the junior 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. TURLEY] on all questions relating 
to the pending resolution. If he were here, I should vote “‘ nay” 


on this proposition, and I think the Senator from Tennessee would 
vote ‘‘ yea.” , 


Mr. BATE. I could not hear the statement of the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. DeBor], but I wish to state that if my colleague 
[Mr. TurRLEy] were here he would vote ‘‘yea” on the pending 
motion, and that he would vote for the passage of the main reso: 
lution. 

The result was announced—yeas 47, nays 31; as follows: 
YEAS—47. 

Mills, 
Mitchell, 
Money, 
Morgan, 
Murphy, Turner, 
Pasco, Turpie, 
Pettigrew, Vest. 
Pettus, 
Rawlins, 
Roach, 
Shoup, 
Smith, 
NAYS—31. 
Lindsay, 
Lodge, 
McBride, 
McMillan, 
Mason, 
Morrill, 
Nelson, 
Penrose, 
NOT VOTING—11. 
Pritchard, 
Elkins, Gorman, Proctor, 
Faulkner, Jones, Nev. Spooner, 


So the amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend the resolution by adding at the 
end what I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of the resolu- 
tion the following proviso: 

Provided, That under no circumstances will the principal or interest of 


the — debt be paid in depreciated currency or in any money other than 
the best money of the world. 


Mr. GRAY. 


Allen, Daniel, 
Hansbrough, 
Harris, 
Heitfeld, 
Jones, Ark. 
Kenney, 
Kyle, 
McEnery, 
McLaurin, 
Mallory, 
Mantle, 
Martin, 


Stewart, 
Teller, 
Thurston, 
y, Tillman, 
Butler, 

Cannon, 
Carter, 
Chandler, 
Chilton, 
Clark, 
Clay, 


Cockrell, 


Warren, 
White, 
Wilson, 
Wolcott. 


Aldrich, 
Allison, 
Baker, 
Burrows, 
Caffery, 
Cullom, 
Davis, 
Fairbanks, 


Foraker, 
Gallinger, 
Gear, 
Gray, 
Hale, 
Hanna, 
Hawley, 
Hoar, 


Perkins, 
Platt, Conn. 
Platt, N. Y. 
Quay, 
Sewell, 
Wellington, 
Wetmore. 


Deboe, Frye, Turley, 


Walthall. 


The amendment is similar to the one just voted on. 
Mr. VEST. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. HOAR. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye}. : 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). Iagain announce 
my pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor], which [ 
transfer to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JoNEs], and will vote. 
I vote ‘* yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MONEY. Iwill state that my colleague [Mr. WALTHALL], 
who is absent, is paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
SPooneR]. If my colleague were present, he would vote “yea.” 

Mr. ELKINS. Iam paired with my colleague [Mr. FAULKNER]. 

The result was announced—yeas 42, nays 32; as follows: 

YEAS— 42, 
Mills, 
Mitchell, 
Money, 
Morgan, 
Murphy, 

asco, 
Pettigrew, 
Pettus, 
Rawlins, 
Roach, 
Shoup, 


I am paired with 


Allen, 
Bacon, 
Bate, 
Berry, 
3utler, 
Cannon, 
Carter, 
Chandler, 
Chilton, 
Clark, 
Clay, 


Cockrell, 
Daniel, 
Harris, 
Heitfeld, 
Jones, Ark. 
Kenney, 
Kyle, 
McEnery, 
McLatrin, 
Mallory, 
Martin, 


Smith, 
Stewart, 
Teller, 
Tillman, 
Turner, 
Turpie, 
Vest, 
White, 
Wolcott. 


Aldrich, 
Allison, 
Baker, 
Burrows, 
Caffery, 
Cullom, 
Davis, 
Fairbanks, 


Deboe, 
Elkins, 
Faulkner, 
Prye, 


So the amendment was laid on the table. 


Foraker, 
Gallinger, 
Gear, 

Hale, 

Hanna, 
Hansbrough, 
Hawley, 
Hoar, 


NAYS—22. 


Lindsay, 
Lodge, 
McBride, 
McMillan, 
Mason, 
Morrill, 
Nelson, 
Penrose, 


NOT VOTING—1. 


Gorman, 
Gray, 
Jones, Nev. 
Mantie, 


Pritchard, 
Proctor, 
Spooner, 
Turley, 


Perkins, 
Platt, Conn. 
Piatt, N. Y. 
Quay, 
Sewell, 
Thurston, 
Wellington, 
Wetmore. 


Walthall, 
Warren, 
ilson. 
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Mr. FORAKER. I move to amend the resolution by striking 
— after the resolving clause and inserting what I send to the 
esk. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 


The SecrRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the re- 
solving clause and insert: 


That it is declared to be the financial policy of the United States that until 
there shall have been obtained an international agreement with the leading 
commercial nations of the world for the free coinage of silver, which agree- 
ment the United States is hereby further pledged to promote, the faith, 
honor, and credit of the United States are solemnly pledged to preserve the 
existing gold standard; and all silver and paper currency shall be main- 
tained at a parity with gold, and all obligations of the United States shall be 
maintained inviolably at the present standard. 


Mr. VEST. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. FORAKER. I hope the Senator from Missouri will with- 
draw that motion and allow us to have a direct vote on the 
amendment. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I ask that the amendment may again be read, 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

The VICE. PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Missouri to lay on the table the 
amendment eee by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. COCKR LL. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. ELKINS (when his name was called). I am paired on 
this question with my colleague [Mr. eae 

Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Maine {Mr. Frye]. 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). I again an- 
nounce my pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor], 
which I transfer to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones], and I 
will vote. I vote “* yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MONEY. My colleague [Mr. WALTHALL] is paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner]. If my colleague 
were present, he would vote “* yea.” 


The result was announced—yeas 44, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—44. 


Mantle, 
Martin, 
Mills, 
Mitchell, 
Money, 
erat 
urphy, 
Pasco. 


Allen, 
Bacon, 
Bate, 
Berry, 
Butler, 
Cannon, 
Carter, 
Chandler, 
Chiiton, 
Clay, 
Cockrell, 


Daniel, 
Gray, 
Harris, 
Heitfeld, 
Jones, Ark. 


Roach, 
Shoup, 
Smith, 
Stewart, 
Teller. 
Tillman, 
‘Turner, 
Turpie, 
est, 

White, 
Wolcott. 


Lindsay, 
McEnery, 
McLaurin, 
Mallory, 


Pettigrew, 
Pettus, 
Rawlins, 


NAYS—=33. 
McBride, guay, 


McMillan, ewell, 
Mason, 


Aldrich, 
Allison, 
Baker, 
Burrows, 
Caffery, 
Clark, 
Cullom, 
Davis, 
Fairbanks, 


Foraker, 
Gallinger, 
Morrill Wellingte 
Morrill, ellington, 
Nelson, Wetmo: 
Penrose, Wilson. 
Perkins, 

Platt, Conn. 

Platt, N. Y. 


NOT VOTING—12. 
Pritchard, 
Proctor, 
Spooner, 


So the amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend the resolution by adding asa 
part of it the ae which has just been voted down. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment wil! be stated. 


The Secretary. It is proposed to add at the end of the resolu- 
tion the following: 


That it is declared to be the financial policy of the United States that until 
there shall have been obtained an international agreement with the leading 
commercial nations of the world for the free coinage of silver, which agree- 
ment the United Statesis hereby further pledged to promote, the faith, honor, 
and credit of the United States are solemnly pledged to pnaree the existing 
gold standard; and all silver and paper currency shall be maintained at a 
puter with gold, and all obligations of the United States shall be maintained 
inviolably at the present standard. 


Mr. VEST. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. HOAR. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and theSecretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye}. 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). Iagainannounce 
my pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor], which I 


transfer to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jonzs], and will vote. 
I vote “‘ yea.” 


Hansbrough, 
Hawley, 
Hoar, 

Lodge, 


Deboo, 
Elkins, 
Faulkner, 


Frye, 
Gorman 
Jones, Nev. 


Turley, 


Walthall, 
Warren. 
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The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. ELKINS. On this question I am paired with my colleague 
[Mr. FAULKNER}. 

Mr. MONEY. I announce that = on WaALTHALL 
is paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner]. 
my colleague were present, he would vote “ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 44, nays 33; as follows: 

YEAS—44. 
Mantle, 
= Gray, Martin, Shou 
Bate, Smit 
Berry, Heitfeld, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Butler, Jones, Ark. Money, Teller, 
Cannon, Kenney, Morgan, Tillman, 
Carter, Kyle, Murphy, Turner, 
Chandler, Lindsay, Turpie, 
— M laut, Pett F White 
c us, . 
elon, Mallory, Rawlins, Wolcott. 
NAYS—33. 

Foraker, McBride, Quay, 
Aan or, McMillan, Sewsil, 
Baker, Gear, Mason, Thurston, 
Burrows, Hale, Morrill, Wellington, 
Caffery, Nelson, Wetmore, 
Clark, senehcough, penreee. Wilson. 
Cull wiley, ‘er’ 
haa Hoar, ” Platt, Conn. 
Fairbanks, Lodge, Platt, N. Y. 

NOT VOTING—i2. 

boe, Frye, Pritchard, Turley, 
Pree, Gorman r, Walthall, 
Faulkner, Jones, Nev. Spooner, Warren. 


So the amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I send up an amendment to be placed at the 
end of the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Louisiana offers 
an amendment, which will be read. 


The SecrETaRY. It is proposed to add at the end of the reso- 
lution the following proviso: 


That if at the time of payment of So pa and interest on 
the bonds herein men the market value of silver is not on a par with 
gold at the ratio of 16 to 1, the principal and interest of said bonds shall be 
enid in gold or ailver at the option of the creditor. 


Mr. VEST. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 
The motion to lay on the table was agreed to. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of 


concurrent resolution No. 22. 
were present, he would vote “‘ yea” and I should vote “ nay.” 
already stated by that Senator. 
Mr. GORMAN — his name was called). 
the Senator from 
vote a7 
Mr. 
stands paired with the Senator from 
all these —. The pair applies to all the votes taken this 
evening. my colleague were here, he would vote “yea ” on the 
passage of the resolution. 
Mr.GALLINGER. And the Senatorfrom Vermont [Mr. Proc- 
TOR] would vote “ nay.” 
Mr. MALLORY (when his name wascalled). I again announce 
my _ with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Esteet 
= t pair to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JonEs 
ea.” 


_ Mr. ALLISON (when Mr. Spoonzr’s name was called). I de- | 
sire to state that the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] is | 
absent, and that if present, he would vote “nay.” He is paired 
with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL). 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MONEY. My colleague [Mr. WALTHALL] is absent sick, 
and is paired with the Senater from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner]. 
If my colleague were present, he would vote “ yea.” 


Mr. HALE. On that let us have the yeas and nays. 
a ea I ask for the yeas a sas 

e yeas nays were ordered; an e Secretary proc 

to call the roll. 
Mr. DEBOE (when his name was called). I announce my pair 
with the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. TuRLEY]. If he 
Mr. ELKINS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
Ss e, the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FaAuLKNER}. 

. PA (when Mr. FAULKNER'S name was called). I was 
requested to state that the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
FAULKNER] is necessarily absent, and that if present he would vote 
“‘yea.” He is with his colleague [Mr. ELKiNs], as has been 

Tam paired with 
[Mr. Fryer]. Ifhe were present, I should 
” and the Senator from Maine would vote ‘‘ nay.” 
WART (when the name of Mr. Jones of Nevada was 
. By arrangement my colleague [Mr. Jones of Nevada] 
ermont [Mr. Proctor] on 


I trans- 
, and vote | 


The result was announced—yeas 47, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—47. 

Allen, Daniel, Martin, Shoup, 

Gray Mi Smith, 
Bate, b Mitchell, Stewart, 
Berry, Heitfeld, Money, Teller, 

tler, Jones, Morgan, i 
Cannon, Kenney, Murphy, Turner, 
Carter. Kyle, asco, Turpie, 
Ch Lindsay, Pettigrew, Vest, 
Chilton, McEnery, Pettus, Warren, 
Clar Mec rin, Pritchard, White, 
Clay, Mallory, Rawlins, Wolcott. 
Cockrell, Mantle, Roach, 
NAYS—32. 
Aldrich, Foraker, Lodge, Platt, Conn, 
Allison, Gallinger, : McBride, Piatt, N. Y. 
Baker, Gear, McMillan, Quay, 
Burrows, Hale, Mason Sewell, 
Caffery, Hanna, Morrill, Thurston, 
Cullom, Hansbrough, Nelson, Wellington, 
Davis, Hawley, Penrose, Wetmore, 
Fair’ oar, Perkins, ilson. 
NOT VOTING—10. 

Deboe, Frye, Proctor, Walthall. 
Elkins, Gorman — 
Faulkner, Jones, Nev. Turley, 


So the concurrent resolution was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
preamble. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House insists 
upon its amendments to the bill (S. 471) relating to the adultera- 
tion of foods and drugs in the District of Columbia, agrees to the 
conference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Curtis of Iowa, Mr. 
Bascock, and Mr. Meyer of Louisiana managers at the confer- 
ence on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 4066) to permanently locate the capital of the 
Territory of New Mexico; and 

A bill (H. R. 6896) making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1899, and for other purposes. 


PETITION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the petition of V. O. Gee, 
tor of Grace Episcopal Church, and sundry other citizens of 
ucson, Ariz., praying for the enactment of legislation to limit 
absolute divorces in the District of Columbia and the Territories; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. KYLE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PETTUS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ACQUISITION OF TERRITORY. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer the resolution which I send to the 
desk, and ask to have it read and that it lie over until to-morrow, 
when I wish to submit some remarks in regard to it. 

The resolution was read, and ordered to lie on the table, as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That it_is contrary to the interest, policy, and tradition of the 
people of the United States to acquire any territory so situated as to require 
a navy to protect it. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 4066) to permanently locate the capital of the 
Territory of New Mexico was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Territories. 

The bill (H. R. 6896) making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1899, and for other purposes, was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn until Monday 
next at 12 o'clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o'clock and 55 minutes 
p.m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, January 31, 1898, at 12 
o'clock meridian. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, January 28, 1898. 


The House met and 12 o’clock m., and was called to order by 
the Speaker. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. CoupEN. 

ery ournal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 

rovea. 
. Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the consideration of the following bill. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. FISCHER. Will the gentleman withdraw his demand for 
the regular order a moment? The Indian appropriation bill was 
passed with a number of amendmerits, some making insertions in 
the bill and others striking provisions out. I want to ask unani- 
mous consent to make the footings agree with the bill as it passed. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Will it provoke any debate? 

Mr. FISCHER. I think not. It is only to make the footings 
agree with the biil as it passed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that the enrolling clerk be authorized to make the 
total footings agree with the bill. The Chair thinks that such 
action is unnecessary, but if there be no objection, permission will 
be granted. [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BUTLER. Does the gentleman insist on the regular order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the demand for 
the regular order was withdrawn. 


PURE FOOD IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Senate disagrees to the amendments of the House of 
Representatives to the bill (S. 471) relating to the adulteration of foods and 
drugs in the District of Columbia, and asks a conference with the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Ordered, That Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. MCMILLAN, and Mr. FAULKNER be 
the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

M:. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
insist on its amendments and agree to the conference asked for by 
the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker announced the ap- 
a as conferees on the part of the House of Mr, Curtis of 

owa, Mr. Bascock, and Mr. MrYeEr of Louisiana. 

JAMES EDWARD PALMER. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of joint resolution 92, for the relief of ex-Cadet 
James Edward Palmer. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I will inquire of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania if it will provoke discussion or debate. 

Mr. BUTLER. If it does, I think itis but fair to say to the gen- 
tleman from Texas that I should not press it at this time. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. You will withdraw it if it provokes 
discussion? 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Clerk will read the bill, I think members 
will all understand it and there will be no discussion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the Presi- 
dent of the United States be, and is hereby, authorized to appoint, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, James Edward Palmer asa passed 
assistant engineer in the Navy, with relative rank of junior lieutenant, to 
take rank at the foot of his original class, next after P. A. Engineer A. 8. 
Halstead, said Palmer having been honorably discharged by the operation of 
the act of Congress aapreres August 5, 1882: Provided, That he shall not re- 
ceive pay for time while out of the service: Provided further, That the said 
James Edward Palmer shall be required to pass an examination satisfactory 
to the Secretary of the Navy as to his physical, mental, moral, and profes- 
sional qualifications for appointment. 

Mr. BUTLER. The relief of Palmer is recommended by the 
Secretary of the Navy and Commodore Melville, the Chief Engi- 
neer. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is it an increase of the force? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir; this cadet graduated at Annapolis in 
1884 and was retired from the service by reason of the act of 1882. 
He is a skillful engineer, and his reinstatement is requested by 
the Department. He is the only one eligible of those who were 
retired by that act. 

Mr SULZER. I call for the reading of the report. 

Mr. HULL. Did not that act retire only those who are not 
qualified? 

Mr. BUTLER. No. 

Mr. HULL. Then how did they make this selection? 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker. I would like to have the report 
read. 

Mr.STEELE. Mr. Speaker, has unanimous consent been given 
to the consideration of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. Not yet. ; 

Mr. SULZER. I withdraw the request for the reading of the 


report. 
Mr. LOUD. Unless the report is read I shall object. 
Mr. HANDY. Mr. Speaker, let us have the report read, 


JANUARY 28, 


Mr. STEELE. I have no objection to the consideration of the 
bill, but I do not want it to take up time. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 

The report (by Mr. BUTLER) was read, as follows: 


_ The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the joint resoln- 
tion (H. Res. 92) for the relief of J. E. Palmer, submit the following report: 

James Edward Palmer was appointed a cadet engineer in the Navy in 
1879, and, after satisfactorily ing all examinations to which he was sub- 
jected, was graduated from the United States Naval Academy, at Annapolis, 
June, 1883, standing in his final examination in 1885 No. 23 in a class of 43. 

On the 5th day of August, A. D. 1882, Congress passed an act discharging 
honorably from the service of the Government Mr. Palmer, who had by rea- 
son of this act become a naval cadet. 

The reason for discharging him and a number of others was that there were 
no vacancies to which they could beassigned. Sincethetime of Mr. Palmer's 
honorable discharge from the Navy of the United States he has continuously 
followed his profession as a marine and mechanical engineer, in the employ 
of some of the largest shipbuilding concerns in the United States. He has 
also engaged to a considerable extent in electrical engineering and holds a 
United States inspectors’ license as engineer of ocean steamers, so that his 
experience in civil life has increased his ability and enhanced his fitness for 
the position of engineer officer of the Navy. 

While Mr. Palmer was employed asa marine and mechanical engineer in 
the establishment of the Harlan & Hollingsworth Company, of Wilmington, 
Del., he designed a steam towing machine for towing vessels at sea in heavy 
weather, which has been in successful use for nearly ten years. 

The reinstatement of Mr. Palmer will in no way interfere with the appoint- 
ment of any other engineer cadets, either in July, 1898 or 1899, as there will bo 
more than enough vacancies at each time to take them all into the service. 

The Secretary of the Navy has advised that Mr. Palmer be restored to the 
service, “suggesting that the measure for his reinstatement provided that 
he pass an examination satisfactory to the Secretary of the Navy as to his 
physical, mental, moral, and professional qualifications for appointment.” 

It seems to your committee that Mr. Palmer, having shown his fitness for 
the engineer service of the Navy, isentitled to be restored theretoasa passed 
assistant engineer, with the relative rank of junior lieutenant, to take rank 
at the foot of his original class. 

Your committee therefore recommend the adoption of this report and the 
passage of the resolution, with an amendment in compliance with the recom- 
mendation of the Secretary of the Navy. 


Navy DEPARTMENT, 
. Washington, January 10, 1898. 
Sir: Referring to your communication of the 7th instant, inclosing a copy 
of joint resolution for the relief of ex-Cadet E eer J. E. Palmer, and re- 
eae the views of the Department touching the merits of said resolution, 
have the honor to inform you that the case of Mr. Palmer does not differ 
materially from that of other cadets whose connection with the Navy was 
severed by the operation of the act of August 5, 1882, and for whose restora- 
tion to the Navy under certain conditions the draft of a bill was forwarded 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs of the House of Representatives on the 
lith ultimo. If, however, it is deemed proper by the committee to consider 
the case of Mr. Palmer apart from those of others concerned, the Depart- 
ment has no objection to offer, but approves of his restoration, suggesting 
that the measure for his reinstatement provide that he pass an examination 
satisfactory to the Secretary of the Navy as to his physical, mental, moral, 
and professional qualifications for appointment. 


Very respectfully, 
JOHN D. LONG, Secretary. 
Hon. Aston G. DAYTON, 


Chairman Subcommittee on Private Bills, 
House of Representatives, 


Statement of ex-Cadet Engineer James Edward Palmer. 


I was appointed a cadet engineer in the pery in 1879, with an understand- 
ing with the Government that if I passed all examinations satisfactorily I 
would be commissioned an engineer officer in the Navy. I passed all my ex- 
aminations satisfactorily and graduated from the Naval Academy in 1883, 
one eaeer two years of sea service passed the final examinations satisfactorily 
in 1885. 

I should have then been appointed an engineer officer, but under the op- 
eration of the act of August 5, 1882, 1 was honorably discharged from tho 
service, as there were not vacancies enough at that time toincludeme. The 
act was intended to reduce the great number of officers in the Navy at that 
time. But now the state of things is entirely different, which is as follows: 
There were on July 1 of this year 183 officers in the Engineer verre, while 195 
isthe number allowed by law, making 12 vacancies. On July 1, 1898, there 
will be 17 vacancies caused by ordinary retirements alone, while there are 
only 12 engineer cadets to come up for appointment on that date. 

On July 1, 1899, there will be 12 vacancies, with only 10 cadets to come up 
for appointment. There will undoubtedly be more vacancies caused by re- 
tirement on account of physical disability, death, etc.,and with the increased 
number of vessels the service will be in urgent need of engineer officers. Tho 
Engineer in Chief asks for 105 additional engineer officers,and the Secretary 
of the wary. in his report to the President, recommends that 75 additional be 
appointed. 

‘i e act of 1882 was retroactive, as far as I was concerned, for I had fulfilled 
all that was required of me, but the Government did not carry out its part of 
the contract. 

If I had failed in my examinations and been turned back into the class of 
1884, I would have been undoubtedly retained in the service, for there were 
vacancies enough in the next year to have given me a place. 

The classes of cadet engineers of 1881 and 1882 were reinstated by the 
Supreme Court, the status of those classes differing from mine only by a mere 
technicality. Morally we were in exactly the same position. Since leaving 
the Navy I have closely followed my profession, having been employed for a 
number of years by the Harlan & Hollingsworth Company, of Wilmington, 
Del., in naval architecture and marine engineering in all of their branches. 
I designed the first towing machine for towing vessels in heavy weather, and 
they have been used for ten years with perfect success in towing coal barges 
from Philadelphiato Boston. I have alsodone considerable work inelectrical 
engineering, and I hold a United States r’s license as engineer of 
ocean steamers, so that my experience in civil life has increased my ability 
and eminently fitted me for t - ponte of an engineer officer in the Navy. 

In addition, I also hold a Uni States inspector’s license for pilot of steam 
vessels, and I was in command of the steam yacht Petrel for a number of 
years and spent all of my vacations ‘and spare time in navigating and cruis- 
ing, which gave me excellent practice. ' 

ory reinstatement will not in any way interfere with the Aa meg ® of 
any of the engineer cadets next July or July, 1899. As sta’ above, there 

ill be more enough vacancies at each time to take them all into the 
service. 
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It may be brought = that my reinstatement at the foot of my original 

might cause some tisfaction among those officers below that —_— 

but they have already received great benefits from the operation of the act 
of 1882, which has worked such a hardship upon me. 

In asking for this resolution I do it with the entire approval and recom- 

mendation of the Secretary of the Navy and the Engineer in Chief of the 


wy: J. E. PALMER, Wilmington, Del. 
DECEMBER 20, 1897. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. LOUD. Ishall not object to the passage of the bill; but I 
wish to call attention to the fact that a great many cadets have 
been dismissed from the service in just the same way that this 
cadet has been dismissed; and the passage of this bill will simply 
open the door to putting back all the restof them. Perhaps they 
ought to be put back; but if so, why not eos and introduce a 
bill which will do that, and in that way benefit the service more 
than by action in this way on a single case? 

Mr. BUTLER. There is a bill—— 

Mr. CUMMINGS. There are thirteen vacancies there now, 
and we might as well fill them. 

Mr. LOUD. But why fill them in this way? 

Mr. BUTLER. This seems to be a special case. 

Mr. LOUD. So I understand. This is special legislation in 
behalf of one individual. But I shall not object. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the 
bill? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. STEELE. I would like the Clerk to send me the report; I 
wish to examine it. I desire also a copy of the act referred to in 
this bill. [A el 

The SPEAKER. e Chair does not understand—— 

Mr. STEELE. They are some time getting the act which I sent 
for, although I sent for it immediately. |A further pause.] 

Mr. DOCKERY. In order that the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. STEELE] may secure the additional information he desires, 
the obtaining of which appears to involve some time, I suggest 
that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BUTLER], pursuant 
to the arrangement which was made, withdraw the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. Thatis right. I will keep my word with the 
other side. If it is in order, I will withdraw the bill. 

Mr. STEELE, I do not think the gentleman can withdraw the 
bill; I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman has the floor and desires to 
address the Chair he should go on with his speech. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Do I understand that the gentleman from 
Indiana objects to the withdrawal of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana claims that he 
has the floor. 

Mr. STEELE. I have the floor. 

Mr. OGDEN. We should like to have the gentleman proceed 
with his remarks, and not keep the House waiting. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman should pro- 
ceed with his remarks. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I make the point that the gentleman is not 
proceeding in accordance with the rule. 

Mr. STEELE (referring to a volume of the laws). Iam finding 
my remarks. a 

The SPEAKER. The House will come to order. Gentlemen 
will please take their seats. 

Mr. STEELE. Iask the Clerk to read the supplemental part 
of the report, which, as I understand, was not read. 

Mr. SWANSON. [rise toa point of order. As I understand, 
consent was given to calling up this bill on the express under- 
standing that if any objection should be made, or if the matter 
should precipitate debate, the bill would be withdrawn. Under 
that promise, consent was given on this side. And consent hav- 
ing been given under those conditions, it is not now in order for 
the gentleman from Indiana to proceed. Weshould be very glad 
to hear the gentleman some other time. 

Mr. STEELE. I submit that when unanimous consent has 
been given for consider: tion of the bill the gentleman who called 
the bill up can not withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that unanimous consent 
does not change the status of the bill, but it is before the House the 
same as if it came up in any other way, ard under the rules it 
could be withdrawn before action had been taken onit. But the 
difficulty is that the gentleman from Indiana has the floor. 

Mr. SWANSON. I presume that the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania retained the floor so as to be able to carry out the promise 
he made to this side that he would withdraw the bill if it should 
provoke any debate. I think that possibly he yielded to allow the 
GunSomen from Indiana to ask some question, and then, as I un- 

erstand, the gentleman from Indiana claimed the floor; but the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, in pursuance of the promise he 
made to this side of the House, desires to withdraw the bill. 

Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine. But, Mr. Speaker, is it competent 
for a gentleman to withdraw a bill that the House has determined 
to consider? Itseems to me that after unanimous consent is given 


for the consideration of a measure it is before the House and can 
not be withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the bill is in the same 
position as if it came up in any other way, and that it can be 
withdrawn. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. [rise toa parliamentary inquiry. How 
much time did the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield to the 
gentleman from Indiana? 

The SPEAKER. That is the difficulty. The Chair does not 
understand that the gentleman from Pennsylvania yielded at all, 
but the gentleman from Indiana claimed the floor. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, as I 
understand, would be entitled to the floor unless he yielded. 

The SPEAKER. He would be entitled to the floor if he asked 
for it; but if he did not, and somebody else got the floor, would 
the gentleman from Tennessee think the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania was still entitled to the floor? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Not at all; but, Mr. Speaker, we under- 
stand very well that the gentleman who calls a bill up, or obtains 
the consent of the House for its consideration, controls the time; 
he is entitled to the time if he desires it. If he does not desire it, 
I understand under the rules the floor may be given to any other 
gentleman. But the gentleman from Pennsylvania would be en- 
titled to the floor if he desired it. 

Mr. STEELE. But he did not desire it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ihave tried to find out whether he yielded 
the floor or not. 

Mr. STEELE. He did, after the bill was read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. BUTLER] please state whether he yielded the floor? 

Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
supposed that the gentleman from Indiana simply dacteel to ask 
a question, and naturally yielded. 

Mr. STEELE. Not atall. The Speaker was proceeding to put 
be = bill for consideration, whereupon I asked to be heard on the 

ill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think we ought to have the status fixed 
and to know how much time the gentleman has. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks he had stated and was put- 
ting the question to the House when the gentleman from Indi- 
ana arose and addressed the Chair and was recognized. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. And stated that he simply de- 
sired to have the report read. 

The SPEAKER. As soon asthe gentleman from Indiana has 
ceased, then the Chair will recognize the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania. He would have recognized him first if he had asked 
for the floor, because that is the custom of the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes; I understand that. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, did not the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania arise and request to withdraw the bill? 

The SPEAKER. He did so after the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. STEELE] was recognized. 

Mr. SWANSON, But, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. STEELE. I regret very much 

Mr. SWANSON. If the gentleman from Indiana permitted the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania to be recognized to withdraw the 
bill in his time, is he then entitled to the floor, under a point of 
order, when there is nothing for him to discuss? 

ben SPEAKER. Did the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] 
yield? 

Mr. STEELE. I did not. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand that he yielded. 

Mr. SWANSON. I should like to call for the reporter's notes, 
to see whether the gentleman from Indiana did not rise in the 
time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to ask a question in 
reference to this bill. That was my understanding. 

Mr. STEELE. The notes of the reporter are hardly necessary, 
when the Speaker has stated that I obtained the floor regularly. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair is very anxious to have this matter 
settled right, if possible. The gentleman from Pennsylvania can 
state—— 

Mr. BUTLER. I supposed I had the floor, and if I yielded it I 
did not doit intentionally, but to permit Governor STEELE to make 
his remarks. Therefore the unintentional surrender of it should 
not be counted against me. I supposed I had charge of the bill, 
and after unanimous consent was given 

The SPEAKER. Well, the Chair suggests to the gentleman 
from Indiana [ Mr. STEELE] that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Soran} being a new member and not having understood 
the rule, may have unintentionally yielded. 

Mr. LOUD. Why, Mr. Speaker, I had the floor between the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania and the gentleman from Indiana, 
{Laughter.] Yes, I had the floor, was recognized, and sat down; 
and then the gentleman from Indiana 

Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine. How did you get the floor? 

Mr. LOUD. Why, I took it. 

Mr. BOUTELLEof Maine. The gentiemantaking the floor does 
not constitute holding the floor under the rules of this House, 
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Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker—— 

M. RICHARDSON. Let us have order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must regulate the matter upon his 
understanding of it. The Chair was putting the motion to the 
House when the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] rose and 
claimed the floor, and the Chair recognized him. The gentleman 
from Indiana will proceed. 

Mr.STEELE. I should like to have the Clerk read the act under 
which they propose 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Georgia rise? 

Mr. FLEMING. I understand the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. STEELE] sends a document to the Clerk’s desk to be read. I 
object to the reading of it by the Clerk unless permission is given 
by a majority of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. STEELE. Letmetakeit. Icanreadit. I will geta better 
understanding of it. I understand the gentleman’s interest in 


me-— 

Mr. FLEMING. You are filibustering against this bill, and I 
would rather you would use your own throat than the throat of 
the Clerk. 

Mr. STEELE. Iam opposed to the bill. Are you in favor of 
the bill that is under consideration? 

Mr. FLEMING. Ido not know much about the bill you are 
talking about. Iam in favor of the one you are trying to fili- 
buster against here. 

Mr. STEELE. This is a bill for the restoration of a man to the 
Navy whom it was especially provided should be discharged 
under a certain act of Congress. Now, I want tosee what that act 
of Congress provided. I want to inform myself, and I want to 
inform the House, if I can. 

Mr. GAINES. Yes; and you are in favor of increasing the 
Navy, but you are against Cuba. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be entirely fair with 
the Chair, and if, on the statement made, he thinks that I ought 
to yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, I shall certainly be 


glad todoso. [Applause. 
ae SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, then, has 

the floor. 

Mr. BUTLER, Then I would ask for the immediate considera- 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY,. I hope the gentleman will ask for the with- 
drawal of the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Withdraw it. The gentleman said that 
if the bill would provoke any discussion he would withdraw it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Have I the floor for the purpose of withdraw- 
ing the bill, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I will keep my word, although it is a 
great disappointment to me not to have the bill considered. 

Mr. DOCKERY,. That is a very manly act. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of general appropriation bills. 

_ Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. 
he SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If that motion is voted down, will it not 
be in order to go into Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. It will be in order totake up the unfinished 
business of Friday. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I hope the motion will be voted down. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. Grout; and on a 
division (demanded by Mr. Grout) there were—ayes 72, noes 129. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. DALZELL. The yeas and nays. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays, and there 
were 47 in favor of the demand. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask for the other side. 

The negative being taken on the demand for the yeas and nays, 
there were—ayes 47, noes 139. 

Accordingly, more than one-fifth voting in favor thereof, the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 70, nays 167, 
answered ‘*‘ present” 5, not voting 114; as follows: 


YEAS—70. 
Adams, 
Baker, Ill. 
Barber, 
Barham, 
Barney, 
Bartholdt, 


Booze, 
Boutelle, Me. 


Broderick, 
Brown, 
Cannon, 
Clark, Iowa 
Connell, 
Connolly, 
Cousins, 
Crump, 


Gardner, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Grifti 


Hemenway, 
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Henry, Conn. 


Pitney, 
i burn, Ra: 


Sauer 
en. 
Smith, Ol. 
Snover, 
Southard, 
Spalding, 
Sprague, 
NAYS—167. 
Adamson, Lanham, 
Allen, Latimer, 
Babcock, Dinsmore, Lewis, =. 
Baile Lewis, 
Baird, Linxey, 
Barlow, Dorr, Littl 
Bartlett, 
Bel 


Benner, Pa. 

Bennett, 

Benton, 
land. 


Wanger, 

Weymouth 
etcham, oe 
Kirkpatrick, 


Say 
Settle 


Shattu 
Shufo' 


aw 
Sime; 


Botkin, 
Boutell, Tl. 
Bradley, 
Brantley, 
Brenner, Ohio 
Brewer, 
Broussard, 


Brundidge, 
Bull, 
Burke, 
Burleigh, 
Butler, 
Castle, 
Clardy. 
Clark, Mo. 
Clarke, N. H. 
Cla 


packer, 
Curtis, Iowa 
Davis, 
Davison, Ky. Russell, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT” —5. 
McEwan, Miers, Ind. 
NOT VOTING—114. 
Cranford, 
Curtis, Kans. 
Davey, 
a m, Wis. 
Dovener, 


De Vries, 
McClellan. 


Acheson, 


Landis, 
Alexander, Lentz, 


Eddy, 
Ficspatrick,” 
Fletcher, 
Fowler, N. J. 
Graff, 


7 


Codding, 
Ooelien 

So the House refused to 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of general appro- 
priation bills. 3. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. § er, I desire to vote. 


into Committee of the Whole House 


The SPEAKER 
was called? 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. I was. 

The SPEAKER. And listening, and failed to hear his name? 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. I was. 

The SPEAKER. e gentleman’s name will be called. 

The name of Mr. Jones of Virginia was called, and he voted 
“nay.” 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. ACHESON with Mr, CRANFORD. 

Mr. WARNER with Mr. FITZPATRICK. 

Mr. WARD with Mr. LESTER. 

Mr. BARRETT with Mr. SPARKMAN. : 

Mr. Henry of Indiana with Mr. Miers of Indiana. 


Was the gentleman present when his name 
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passage without debate of the bill that will send this claim to the 
Court of Claims for adjudication. 

The question, therefore, is, Is this committee justified in imme- 
diately appropriating the sum of $288,000 out of the Treasury at 


this time for the paymentof this claim? That, of course, depends 
largely upon the character of theclaim. In the Forty-third Con- 
gress this matter was passed upon by a Committee on War Claims 
consisting of some of the most distinguished gentlemen on both 
sides of the Chamber that have been in public life for a great many 
years. With only two dissenting voices the claim was adjudicated 
to be unworthy of consideration by the House. In the Forty-fifth 
Congress it was passed upon again, and there the report was made 
in favor of the claim. 

Mr. BLAND. DidI understand the gentleman to say the Forty- 
third or Forty-fourth Congress? 

Mr. DALZELL. The Forty-third Congress. That was the re- 
port to which I referred the other day, which was signed by, 
among others, Colonel Morrison, late of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, and by the late Judge Holman. 

In the Forty-fifth Congress a report was made favorable to the 
claim, but a strong dissenting report was also filed. From that 
time to this the claim has been before this House without consid- 
eration. It was denied consideration when gentlemen on that side 
of the Chamber were in control of the House in the Fifty-second 
Congress and in the Fifty-third Congress. And the spectacle is 

resented to-day of a solid Democratic minority joined with some 

epublicans on this side of the House to put through this House 
a claim to which the Democratic party when in power refused to 
give any consideration. 

Now, I am exceedingly desirous that before the vote is taken 
on this claim the members of this committee shall know just 
exactly what the claim is, and for that purpose, and with that end 
in view, I propose to read the report prepared by Senator TELLER 
in the Forty-fifth Congress, rather than the report prepared in the 
Forty-third Congress, for the reason that it is much shorter and 
yet contains all the facts that are necessary to an intelligent un- 
derstanding by the committee. 

Mr. FLEMING. I would like to say to the gentleman that the 
other day I raised an objection to the Clerk’s reading that report, 
because I thought it was asked to be read in order to defeat dis- 
cussion and consume time. Now, being satisfied that there is no 
disposition to consume time, I shall make no objection to having 
the Clerk read the report if the gentleman wishes it. 

Mr. DALZELL. I thank the gentleman, but the gentleman 
from Georgia misunderstood me the other day. There was no dis- 
position on my part to consume time. I did not ask to have the 
report read for delay, but because [I wanted the committee to know 
just exactly what was involved in this question they are called 
to pass upon, and because I myself would be unable to give the 
committee the information within the brief length of time at my 
disposition. Ithank the gentleman for his courtesy, and I will 
ask that the Clerk read the report, and I trust that the members 
of the committee will listen to it. 

Mr. GAINES. This report which the gentleman is about to 
have read, is it the Lawrence report? 

Mr. DALZELL. Itisnot. ItistheTellerreport. I substitute 
it for the Lawrence report because it is very much shorter and 
contains all the information which is in the other. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Does not the document about to be read 
embody merely the views of a minority of the committee? 

Mr. DALZELL. It is a minority report of the Forty-fifth Con- 
gress; but it embodies the views of the majority in the Forty-third 
Congress. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It is not a majority report? 

Mr. DALZELL. No, sir. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. 
report this is. 

r. DALZELL. Iam having read a minority report made in 
the Forty-fifth Congress; but, as I have just stated, it embodies the 
views of the majority in the Forty-third Congress. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. IsitaSenate report or a House report? 

Mr. DALZELL. It is a Senate report. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Made by whom? 

Mr. DALZELL. It is signed by Senator TELLER and two 
other Senators whose names [I do not recall. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Has not Senator TELLER recently 
joined in a report favorable to this bill? 

Mr. DALZELL. That I do not know. 

The report was read, as follows: 


VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 


The undersigned, members of the Committee on Claims, to whom the 
claim of the Book Agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South was re- 
ferred, submit the following as their views in the case: 

The claimant, the Book Agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, 
claims compensation for the use and occupation by the Army of the United 
States of a certain building, and the machinery therein, situated in the city 
of Nashville, Tenn., from the Ist day of January, 1864, until the 13th day of 
December, 1865. 


I should like to understand what 


The claimant is a corporation owned and controlled by the general confer- 
ence of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, and was organized for the 
purpose of publishing church literature. The real beneficiary, then, is the 
general conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church South. 

The claimant alleges that for the use and occupation of said building and 
machinery, as well as damages sustained by reason of some changes made in 
the building, it has sustained damages to the amount of $458,400. But the 
spent of the claimant are now willing to accept much less than that amount. 

iis claim was presented to the Forty-third Congressand received theatten- 
tion of the Committee on War Claims of the House of Representatives, and 
on the 22d of June, 1874, the committee reported the claim adversely. The 
report was signed by William Lawrence, G. W. Hazelton, A. Herr Smith, 
James Wilson, J. Allen Barber, W.S. Holman, and its conclusion that the 
claim be disallowed was concurred in by W. R. Morrison. The claim was 
presented to the Forty-fourth Congress, and, not having been acted on, was 
renewed at this session of Congress. 

_ The property was situated in an insurgent State, and by virtue of its loca- 
tion became enemies’ property. We need not cite the opinions of learned 
jurists of foreign countries nor the writers on international law, as the Su- 
preme Court of the United States has repeatedly recognized this as the law 
applicable to cases of this character. (See Prize cases, 2 Black, 628; Mrs. Al- 
exander’s cotton case, 2 Wall.,418; Miller vs. United States, 11 Wall.; Bentzon 
vs. Boyle, 9 Cranch, 191, 197, 199; Kent’s Commentaries, volume 1, section 74.) 

Not only was the property enemies’ property, because of its location, but 
it was the property of a corporation that wasa resident of aninsurgent State, 
and therefore it was to be treated as enemies’ property because of its owner- 
ship. (Prize Cases, 2 Black, 670, 674; Mrs. Alexander's Cotton Case, 2 Waill., 
419, 421, 422; Miller vs. United States, 11 Wall., 305, 306.) 

It is not material to inquire, if we propose to be governed by the strict 
rules of international law, whether the owner was loyal or disloyal. The 
majority of the committee say that “it can not be imputed to this great 
ecclesiastical body that it took groundsagainst the Government of the United 
States during the war.” The majority of the committee having thus pre- 
sented this issue, we think it proper to inquire what are the undisputed facts 
of matory in connection with the attitude of this great ecclesiastical body 
toward the Government of the United States during the late war. We can 
not, in the strict sense of the term, say the corporation was disloyal, but it 
may be that its corporators and stockholders, its officers and managers were 
disloyal; and, if so, the corporation must be treated as disloyal, and it must 
suffer for the disloyal acts of its disloyal members. (See Angell and Ames 
on Corporations, 9th edition, sections 311, 382, 385.) 

It was said at one time that a corporation could not be guilty of trespass, 
but that theory has long since been abandoned; and if a tre S may be 
proved against a corporation by proving the wrongful acts of its officers and 
members, we think a corporation may be shown to be disloyal if we show its 
officers and members were disloyal and made the corporation an agent for 
and the means of carrying out their disloyal ideas. 

The affairs of the corporation were, at the time of the breaking out of the 
rebellion, managed by the Rey. John B. McFerrin, as general agent. The 
Rev. R. Abbey was its financial secretary. 

The Book Agents published at the publishing house a newspaper ostensi- 
bly devoted to church literature, and called the Christian Advocate. This 
paper was edited by three editors, who were selected as all the other officers 
of the book ——_ were selected, that is, by the general conference. 

That the Christian Advocate so published by the Book <a was a dis- 
loyal paper will not be denied by those familiar with its publication during 
the winter of 1860 and 1861 and up to the time that its publication was sus- 
pended. It was a paper of largecirculation and of great influence among the 
members of the Methodist Church South. 

Not only was the church organ a secession organ, but when it became im- 
possible for its editors to continue its publication on account of the pressure 
of the Army of the United States, two of its editors retreated with the Con- 
federate army south, and were accompanieé@ in their flight by the general 
agent of the corporation, Dr. McFerrin. 

But before leaving the city of Nashville, and while in charge of the prop- 
erty, the general agent allowed the Confederacy to use some of the machinery 
of the corporation in the manufacture of arms for the Confederate Govern- 
ment. It is claimed by the general agent, in his affidavit, that this use was 
“under imperative demand.” The printing press, t . ete., were also used 
to print Hardie’s Military Tactics for the use of the Confederate Army, and 
it appears from the same castmeny that this work was not under “‘impera- 
tive demand,” but was done as a job. 

It also appears that during the latter part of the year 1861 the publishing 
house published a work entitled “The Confederate States of America in 
Prophecy,” by the Rev. W. H. Seat, of the Texas Conference of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South. The character of the work can be seen by reference 
to the report made by the House committee of the Forty-third Congress, be- 
fore alluded to. (Report 777 of Forty-third Congress.) A more impious pub- 
lication can not be found among all the wild and fanatical publications of the 
exciting times of the war. 

This corporation, then, not only published a disloyal newspaper, a wicked 
and blasphemous work entitled ‘‘Confederate States of America in Proph- 
ecy,”’ but also allowed its machinery to be used in the manufacture of arms 
and munitions of war, and its type and press to be used in the publication of 
military tactics for the Confederatearmy. 

The full sympathy of its officers and managers with the rebellion isshown 
from the fact that its general agent and two of its editors prefe to take 
their chances with the Confederacy, in flight from Nashville, rather than to 
remain and face the victorious Army of the Union, with which it is now con- 
tended they were in sympathy. 

It would tax our credulity to the utmost to believe that any considerable 
portion of the membership of that church residing in the insurgent States 
were loyal to the Government during the war, except in the eastern part of 
arenes and inthe mountainous regions of the States bordering on East 

ennessee. 

if this organization, now claiming compensation for their losses sustained 
by war, was disloyal, it has no claim on the generosity of the Government, 
and onght to rest its claim on the law, and on the law only. 

Thisclaimant was then disloyalin lawand disloyal infact. It had noclaim, 
while a state of war existed between the Government of the United States 
and the insurgent State where its habitat was, and where its property was 
also situated, to the protection of the Government of the United States for 
damages sustained either at the hands of the Army of the United States or 
the army of the Confederacy. It was an alien enemy without the protection 
of law, except such as the law of nations and the acts of Congress conceded to 
an alien enemy. It was to be treated in all respects as if it had never been a 
citizen of a State in the Union. 

When the war ceased, and the Government saw fit to recognize such former 
enemies as citizens of the United States, then, and then only, were they en- 
titled to the protection ranteed under the conditions. But when they 
were reinstated to their former citizenship, the Government was under no 
obligation, either moral or legal, to redress the wrongs they had suffered 
while alien enemies. 

But Congress, recognizing the fact that while by the strict rules of law all 
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citizens of insurgent States were public enemies, yet many in fact were loyal 
at all times to the Government under circumstances that called for a recog- 
nition on the part of the Government of such loyalty, mitigated the strict 
rules of law b puns that loyal citizens who could rebut the pheno 
tion of disloyalty arising from their residence might dosoand might recover 
of the Government certain losses sustained by them. But the Government 
made no provision for a case of this character, although the owner might 
have been loyal tothe Government. (See Mrs. Alexander’s Cotton Cass, 2 
Wall, 422, 423.) 3 

The Government might have treated all alike, whether they sustained 
their losses in an attempt to overthrow the Government or through the mis- 
conduct of their fellow-citizens. 

And it has been the policy of the Government to treat all alike unless the 
losses fell within the rule laid down in the statutes. 

The Committee on Claims reported against the claim of Elisha Bass, for 
compensation for the use of a piece of land and buildings thereon in Texas, 
occupied by the Army of the United States for about five years, on the ground 
that the land, being in an insurgent State, was by virtue of its location 
enemy’s property, although it was admitted that Bass had ever been a loyal 
citizen, and was not at any time during the war a citizen or resident of an 
insurgent State. In that report the Senate concurred. If such was the law 
applied to a loyal citizen, it ought to be the law applied to a disloyal one. 

he Supreme Court early in the war declared that there was no right of 
compensation for the use or destruction of the property of a belligerent, and 
in the Prize Cases (2 Black, page 671) the court says: “The right of one bel- 
ligerent not only to coerce the other by direct force, but also to cripple his 
resources by the seizure or destruction of his property, is a necessary result 
of a state of war.”’ The court said, in the same case, on page 673, that the 
Government of the United States might exercise (in the war of rebellion) the 
rights of belligerents as well as the rights of a sovereign. ; 

It is said that there are some peculiar features in this case that entitles it 
to the special consideration of Congress. 

First. That General Buell, when he was about to take possession of the city 
of Nashville, was met by the mayor of the city and a cc mmittee of citizens, 
who had been instructed by the city council to inform the commander of 
the condition of Nashville, and invite him to eccupy and protect the city;” 
and thereupon General Buell assured the mayor and committee “ that pro- 
tection to both person and property of all peaceable citizens would be fully 
extended by the Army of the Uni States,” and requested the mayor so to 
inform the people of Nashville. 

Now, it does not appear that the city surrendered on account of such prom- 
ise made by General Buell. It was not a capitulation on terms. 

The Confederate soldiers had left Nashville before the mayor and com- 
mittee had requested the invading army to enter, and we suppose no one 
will doubt but that General Buell would have entered without such invita- 
tion. No eee was made by General Buell, and what he did say in 
reply to the mayor and committee must be a subject of conjecture. He 
doubtless assured them that he would observe the rules of war recognized 
among civilized people. 

If more had been intended, he would have put it in the form of a procla- 
mation. He need not have done more than that. He was at the city; it was 
without defenders; behind him was an army flushed with victory. Why 
should he under these circumstances abandon the rights of the Government 
as a victorious invader? He knew the war was not over; he knew the rights 
that the Government had acquired over the conquered city, and it is not 
reasonable to suppose he abandoned any rights that the Government had 
under the laws of war. Besides, the affidavit of the mayor in this case shows 
that the guaranty so made was carried out and observed so far asa state of 
war would reasonably admit. (See affidavit of Cheatham, February 6, 1874.) 

If General Buell had by proclamation declared that the Army would re- 
spect private property, it would have been no broader in terms than the 
proclamation of General Butler when he entered New Orleans, and the Su- 
preme Court declared that his proclamation “did not exempt private prop- 
erty within the occupied districts from liability to confiscation as enemy's 
property if in truth it was such.” (See Planters’ Bank vs. Union Bank, 16 

all., 483 (495-6). ) 

It is said that General Buell’s order issued to the Army on the 26th of Feb- 
ruary is a pledge that private property should not be taken. 

The order is as follows: ; 

(General Orders.] 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE OHIO, 
Nashville, Tenn., February 26, 1862. 


The general commanding Congentniates his troops that it has been their 
rivilege to restore the national banner to the capital of Tennessee. He be- 
ieves that thousands of hearts in every part of the State swell with joy to 

see that honored flag reinstated in a position from which it was removed in 

the excitement and folly of an evil hour; that the voice of her own people 
will soon proclaim its welcome, and that their manhood and patriotism will 
ae and perpetuate it. The general dces not deem it necessary, though 

he occasion is a fit one, to remind his troops of the rule of conduct they 
have hitherto observed and are still to pursue. 

We are in arms not for the pur of invading the rights of our fellow- 
countrymen anywhere, but to maintain the integrity of the Union and pro- 
tect the Constitution under which its people have n prosperous and happy. 

We can not therefore look with indifference on any conduct which is de- 
signed to give aid and comfort to those who are endeavoring to defeat those 
objects, but the action to be taken in such cases rests with certain author- 

persons, and is not to be assumed by individual officers and soldiers; 
peaceable citizens are not to be molested in their personal property; all 
wrongs to either are to be promptly corrected, and the offenders brought to 
unishment. To this end all persons are desired to make complaint to the 
mmediate commander of officers or soldiers so offending, and if justice be 
not done prom ty, then to the next commander, and so on until the wrong 
is redressed. tt the necessities of the public service should require the use 
of private property to public purposes, fair compensation is to be allowed. 

o such appropriation of private property is to be made except by the au- 
thority of the highest commander present; and any other officer or soldier 
who shall presume to exercise such privilege shall be brought to trial. Sol- 
diers are forbidden to enter the residences or grounds of citizens, on any 
plea, without authority. 

No arrests are to be made without the authority of the commanding gen. 
eral, ye in case of actual offense against the authority of the Govern- 
ment; and in all such cases the fact and circumstances will mateo be 
reported in writing to headquarters through the immediate commanders. 
The general reminds his officers that the most frequent depredations are 
those which are committed by the worthless characters whostraggle from the 
ranks on the plea of being unable to march, and where the inability really 
exists it will be found in most instances that the soldier has overloaded him- 
self with useless and unauthorized articles. Phe orders already published 
on this subject must be enforced. 

The condition and behavior of a corps are sure indications of the efficiency 
and fitness of its officers. 1f any regiment shall be found to disregard that 
propriety of conduct which belongs to soldiers as well as citizens, they must 


not expect to occupy the posts of honor, but may rest assured that they will 
be placed in position where they can not bring shame on their comrades and 
the cause they are engaged in. The Government supplies with liberality all 
wants of the soldier. The occasional deprivations, in hardships incident to 
rapid marching, must be borne with patience and fortitude. Any officer who 
neglects to provide properly for his troops and separates himself from them 
to seek his own comfort will be held to a rigid accountability. 

By command of General Buell. 

JAMES B. FRY, 

Assistant Adjutant-General, Chief of Staff’. 


J. M. WRIGHT, 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 

As this was not a stipulation with the people of the city of Nashville, and 
was only for the government of the Army, the commanding general might 
have changed it the next hour after it was issued; and it can not be said that 
it was binding on General Thomas, who succeeded General Buell. On the 
24th of April. 1863, the Government, through the War Department, issued an 
order, No. 100, in which it was declared * that churches, hospitais, or other 
establishments of an exclusively charitable character, establishments of 
education, museums, etc., may be taxed or used when the public service may 
require it.” These instructions have the same force in the government of 
the Army that statutes do, and as this was the law when the property of 
claimant was seized by General Thomas, it is decisive of the question of 
liability of the Government. 

It is said sometimes that the policy of enlightened nations has been toavoid 
destroying charitable and religious institutions. This is true, and the Gov- 
ernment of the United States recognized this as a wise and humune policy, 
reserving to itself the right, however, to use such property when the inter- 
ests of the Army demand it. But can it be said, because it is a wise and 
humane rule to save from the ravages of war property of this character, that 
when the necessities of the Army required its use, or the accidents of war 
caused its destruction. the Government must pay for the use or make good 
to the hostile owner the losssustained by its destruction? 

We know of no instance where compensation has been allowed in cases of 
that character; and it is not necessary that compensation should be made to 
establish the rule that property of that character should, as far as possible, 
be exempt from the ravages of war. Whether the necessities of the Army 
required the use of the building of claimant was a question submitted by law 
to General Thomas. He decided that question; and such decision ought not, 
after a lapse of so many years, to be revised by Congress. 

The Government may lawfully, in time of war, make use of the property 
found in an insurgent State when needed for the use of the Army, and that, 
too, whether the property of a citizen of such insurgent State or the propert 
of a citizen of another and loyal State; and this is true of all kinds of build- 
ings, including churches, colleges, and buildings of that character. 

The Government proceeded on this theory of the law, for we find that such 
was its practice when its Army went into the insurgent States, and in the 
instructions issued to the Army April 24, 1863, the Government says: 

“That the United States acknowledges. and protects in hostile countries 
oceupied by the United States Army, private property. 

‘This rule does not interfere with the right of the victorious invaders to 
tax the people or their property, to levy forced loans, to billet soldiers, or to 
appropriate especially houses, lands, boats, ships, and churches for tempo- 
= military uses.” (See Scott's Military Digest. page 447, section 1177.) 

hese instructions were proposed by the late Dr. Lieber. and it is safe to 
say that no man in the United States was better qualified for that task than 
he; they embodied the rules of warfare recognized and enforced among the 
most civilized and enlightened nations of the world. 

This being the law of nations, and especially recognized by the Govern- 
ment in its rules for the government of its Army, by declaration, as it had 
been in practice from the commencement of the war, it can not be said that 
the promise of General Buell, if we admit it was made, as claimed, could have 
protected their property. 

It is sometimes said that the Constitution prohibits the Government from 
taking and using even as a military necessity the property of a citizen with- 
out just compensation. This provision of the Constitution does not apply to 
a case of taking property under a military necessity even if it is wwe by a 
loyal citizen. e ‘ 

(See Gilman vs. City of Sheboygan, 2 Black, 513; Township of Pine Grove 
vs. Talcott, 19 Wall., 675.) 

Butin this case it will not be contended that the Government was restrained 
by a constitutional prohibition from taking the property of an alien enemy; 
as such alien enemy it had no right to invoke the aid of the Constitution for 
the protection of its property. 

It is also stated that the Government attempted to confiscate the prop- 
erty, and afterwards abandoned such confiscation proceedings, and thereby 
admitted— 

First. That the claimant was loyal. 

Second. That the claimant was the owner of the property. 

This can not be the effect of the failure of the Government to proceed with 
its attempt to confiscate the property. 

The Government had no right to confiscate the property of the corpora- 
tion, even if its disloyalty was admitted. The confiscation act does not pro- 
vide for the confiscation of the property of a corporation. (See Planters’ 
Bank vs. Union Bank, 16 Wall.) 

The right of the Government to confiscate was not derived from the stat- 
ute. The method to be pursued having been provided for by statute, no other 
course could be paqeued than that provided for in the statute. The statute 
having declared what property should be confiscated, none other could be 
confiscated. (Planters’ Bank vs. Union Bank, 16 Wall.) 

But the right to seize the property of a public enemy was not by the statute 
at all interfered with, and inasmuch as the right to seize the property of the 
public enemy, even if it was a corporation, existed without statute, it can not 
now with reason be said that a failure to provide for the confiscation of the 

yroperty of a corporation that was a public enemy by virtue of its habitat, or 
»y reason of the situs of the property, is a declaration that the Government 
would not exercise its right, under the laws of war, to seize such property, 
whenever the necessity or interest of the Government required such seizure. 

The occupation by the Government of the property was legal for the fol- 
laying reasons: 

1. The property was situated in an insurgont State and must be treated ag 
enemy's property. 

2. Because the property had been used by the public enemy for warlike 
purposes and might be so used again. 

3. Its owner was disloyal. 

For any one of these causes the Government might have seized and occu- 
pied the property without a violation of the laws of nations. 

For the first and second causes the Government might have so used and 
occupied it, although it belonged to the commanding general of the United 
States Army. 

For the second cause the Government might have destroyed the property 
without a violation of the rules of warfare recognized among civilized people. 

Upon what theory can the claimant recover of the Government the losses 
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it has sustained? Certainly not on any law recognized by the enlightened 
nations of the earth. If at all, it will bein the faceof re isions of 
the Supreme Court of the United States. It will be against the decision of 
every Department of the Government, legislative, judicial, and executive. 
It will be in violation of the rules of the laws of warfare recognized among 
all civilized people. : 2 

If we allow this claim it will be cited asa precedent in cases that will be 
presented to Congress for years to come. 

Having once recognized the liability of the Government in a case of this 
kind, it will not be easy to deny the same relief in cases of like character. 
There is not a corporation in the late rebellious States that suffered lesses 
growing out of the war that can not present as strong a case of loyalty as 
this corporation has done. There are thousands and tens of thousands of 
men in the South who have as much claim on the Government as has this 
claimant, and if we are to vote money out of the eee because this is a 
needy ration, or because it will make good use of the money so voted 
to it, we shall find the same reasons given for like claims on the Government 
by corporations and individuals. 

The claimant has neither a legal nor moral right to the money proposed to 
be paid toit. And the case, fairly presented, is an attempt to obtain a dona- 
tion from the Government toa great religious denomination because it has 
many influential supporters. ; 

It is said by the majority of the committee that no private claim was ever 
presented to Congress so extensively and earnestly epetes as this claim 
is, and, after giving the character of the memorialists, he said that— 

“ These memorialists indicatea sentiment which is honorable tothe people 
and most —— to all who desire that our past differences may cease to 
be remembered as causes of present or future discord, but may only be ad- 
verted to as admonitions to warn us against like evils.”’ 

Is it necessary, “that our t differences may cease to be remembered as 
cause of present or future discord,” that we shall, in utter violation of the 
law of the land heretofore recognized by all departments of the Government, 
make good the losses sustained by the rebels in law and rebels in fact, while 
we refuse to make compensation toloyal citizens for the lesses they sustained 
because in their cases we adhere to the strict rules of law? Anxious as the 
people are who were loyal to the Government that differences be for- 

otten, they are not quite willing to make yo the losses susta: by re- 

vellious citizens in the effort to destroy the Government, even to secure that 
era of good feeling of which we hear so much, and the beneficial effects of 
which we see so little. 

Cheerfully have the people borne the at burden of taxation im on 
them by the war, because they have felt it was necessary to be borne to 
maintain the honor and plighted faith of the nation, and they will continue 
to pay the necessary taxes imposed, even if still more burdensome, if they are 
satisfied that such payment is neces to maintain the national credit and 
sustain the national honor; but will the people continue to pay these taxes 
without complaint if Congress shall increase their taxes by compelling them 
to pay claims of this charaeter? Congress refuses ae to grant a . 
sion of a few dollars per month to the widowsand orphan children of the 
soldiers of the late war on the barest technicalities of the law. 

For nearly _ years there has been on the files of the Senate of the 
United States the petition of eight widows who allege that their husbands 
were enlisted soldiers of the United States and were killed the Confeder- 
ate soldiers during the fore of the year 1863. These widows ask of the 
Government the pensions that they are entitled to under the laws of the 
United States as the widows of private soldiers. This petition has been re- 
fused by Congress, not because the recitals of the petition were disputed, 
but becanse the dead soldiers had not been technically mustered into the 
service of the United States. fused to take into consi 
the distance they were from Federal lines and the impossibilit 
being mustered. The heroism and courage of these men and fidelity 
to their principles has few parallels in the hi of the world, and their 
eonduct must command the admiration of mankind while the love of coun- 
try shall be considered a virtue. 

Controlled by the bare technicalities of the law, the widows and orphan 
children of the patriotic dead are left to starve, or support life as they may, 
without the aid of the Government, because no legislative bodies, no church 
conference, noaristocratic and imposing array of governors, lawyers, doctors, 
and divines have taken sufficient interest in their case to press Its considera- 
tion. « 

Shall this be a Government restrained by the technical rules of law when 
the widows and children of its dead soldiers appeal to Congress, but a Gov- 
ernment unrestrained by law when its former enemy demands com tion 
for losses sustained during a war that such enemy was one of the chief agents 
in bringing on? 

We can not afford, with a pension roll incurred by this war with more than 
a quarter of a million names, with over 100,000 applications still pending in the 
proper Department of the Government for pensions to our soldiers, their wid- 
ows and orphans, to make this disloyal corporation, this agent of rebellion, 
the recipient of the Government bounty, while we turn a deaf ear to the thou- 
sands and tens of thousands of meritorious cases presented by our wounded 
soldiers, by widows and orphans of the patriotic dead, because the cases do 
not fall within the technical rules laid down by statute for the granting of 
pensions. 

It is not charity that these soldiers, widows, and orphans demand; it is 
justice; but that must be determined by the law. The Government must 
discharge all its obligations, but has no right to donate the people's money to 
any person or corporation, however needy or ae such corporation or 
person may be, and as there is neither a moral nor legal obligation resting on 
the Government to make good the losses of theclaimant, we recommend that 
the claim be disallowed. 

H. M. TELLER. 


5. J. R. McMILLAN. 
ANGUS CAMERON. 


ng DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I occu- 
ied? 

The CHAIRMAN. Forty minutes. 

Mr. DALZELL. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. COX. Before the gentleman from Pennsylvania sits down, 
if it is in the line of his thought, I should like to propound this 
question to him: Recognizing the legal authorities cited im the 
document just read as substantially correct, this property was 
not in an insurgent State—-- 

Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman must not make a speech in my 
time; I have not enough time to permit it. 

Mr. COX. If the gentleman can not allow me to put an intelli- 
gent question, it is all right. 

. DALZELL. The gentleman can address the committee in 
his own time. 
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Mr. COOPER of Texas. I yield ten minutes to the gentieman 
from Arkansas _ DINSMORE}. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. i , L rise not for the purpose of 
making an argument, but to appeal to those who have manifested 
a disposition to obstruct the passage of this most just measure to 
allow it to pass. Every time a vote has been taken it has been 
manifested that a majority of this House recognize the justice of 
this demand. When the time has come that my distinguished 
friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] can only interpose as 
an argument against the enactment of this bill a report made to 
Congress twenty-odd years ago, it is shown that this question has 
passed beyond the domain of argument. 

The minority report just read shows that the refusal of the mi- 
nority of the committee who made that report to acquiesce in and 
approve the bill providing that this money be appropriated was 
based solely upon the ground that the people among whom this 
church was located had been engaged in the rebellion, and that 
the passage of the bill would recognize a claim from the South, 
while at the same time Congress was “ turning deaf ears,” accord- 
ing to the language of the report, to just meritorious claims 
coming from the soldiers who had fought for the preservation 
of the Union. It was made at a time w the war sng 
still strong in the minds of the people of both sections. 
heaven, we have passed beyond the boundaries of that time and 
have reached a period when all citizens are recognized as } to 
the Government. In proof of this, the gentleman who made this 
minority report has since acquiesced in another recom- 
mending that this claim receive the ition to which it is 
entitled from Congress and that it be paid. We have also seen 
rising on this floor in defense of the claim the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENoR], whose loyalty I presume 
no one will a whose judgment upon matters of this kind 
no one will doubt. 

When a gentleman of such standing, whom no one can suspect 
of being ready to assist in the payment of money for any disloyal 
purpose, states on this floor with the energy and the earnestness 
of honesty that this claim ought to be paid I think the time has 
arrived when members of his party should come forward and do 
their duty. They have already manifested such adesire; and this 
desire would have found e ion in a favorable vote m the 
— of the bill but for obstructive methods which have 

n pursued by the ition. 

Mr. Chairman, why d not this claim be paid? Why, sir, 
in the report just read to the House it was stated (if I did not 
misunderstand the reading) that this measure had not received 
the approval of other church organizations. At this time the 
churches of the country, Catholic and Protestant, Gentile and 
Hebrew, North and South, have all given voice to their support 
of the justice and merit of this most deserving claim. It has re- 
ceived support everywhere except from the only authority which 
can appropriate the money to pay the claim—thait is, the Congress of 
the United States—and its approval, if we may judge from the 
manifestations here, it will receive to-day. Does anybody su 
pose that if this were a private claim any gentleman on that side 
would offer objection to its pa t? hy, sir, the man who 
would rise up in his seat and offer any excuse to defeat payment 
of a — claim founded as much in justice as the claim of 
this church would, by that very act, injure his credit and stand- 
ing as a citizen of the country. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will it interrupt the gentleman if I ask him 
a question here? 

r. DINSMORE. I will try to answer it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I understood the gentleman to say that Sen- 
ator TELLER had made another report differing from the one 
that has just been read. I want to ask the gentleman if Senator 
TELLER at any time, by any report or in any way, expressed 
the opinion that this bill now pending should pass, or has he 
P upon any question of that kind? Has he done anything 
more than to say that he is willing that this should go to the 
Court of Claims and there have an adjudication? 

= GAINES and Mr. COOPER of Texas. I will answer the 

ntleman. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I will yield to my friend from Texas [Mr. 
Cooper], who is better informed than myself. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. The facts are these, that this identical 
bill, couched in the same language, making a di payment of 
$288,000, has been favorably reported by the Committee on Ciaims— 
that is, that it be placed upon the omnibus bill that they are going 
to report. The committee have already agreed to it, and Mr, 
TELLER, who is chairman of that committee, voted for it. Solam 
informed by the clerk of the committee. 

Mr. DINSMORE. It is upon that state of facts that I made 
bold to make the statement that I did to the House, that Senator 
TELLER had rescinded his former action and = his approval of 
the justice of the claim as embodied in this bill. 

Now, I was remarking that no tleman could 
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uld be wrecked. Who would have respect for a business con- 
aa that, while acknowledging the justice of a claim, resorts to 


methods of ement and evasion and says, ‘“‘ You must go 
into the courts of the country before I will pay.” Shall we send 
this confessedly just demand to the Court of Claims, where it 
would probably abide for years and years, and still have no judg- 
ment? And even after j ent is rendered by that court, if we 
may judge from the fate of other claims which have passed into 
judgment of that court, it may sleep here in this House, as other 
meritorious claims have slept for years, the House refusing to pay 
the judgment which the court has rendered against the Govern- 
ment. 

In the name of this great church, of the people who constitute 
it, the people who are guarding its interests, who have been de- 
prived of this just payment so long withheld from them, I ask that 
the House now do its duty. 

Mr. Chairman, this is no great corporation organized for the 
purpose of enriching the members who hold stock init. This is 
no strong business enterprise that comes asking the intervention 
of Congress to make the Government do its duty, to restore that 
which has been taken from it by the Government, but it is a hum- 
ble branch of the Church of Christ, composed of brave men who 
are giving their lives for the cause of their Master, men who not 
only go into the great metropolitan cities of the country and erect 
magnificent temples to the glory of God, but sends its humble serv- 
ants out into every nook and corner of civilization to preach His 

ospel. 
. There are men who abjure all selfish interest, who go without 
compensation, with nothing in their scrip, receiving only the 
meager contributions of a poor and humble people, into the by- 
ways and hedges, to advance not only the cause of religion but 
the cause of civilization. 

I am not a member of this church—I have not even been reared 
in it; but, sir, I have ever loved it for its noble, unselfish devotion 
to God and duty. In the history of our Government when has it 
not been found at the outposts of civilization? With its march 
westward over the Alleghany Mountains, the Methodist Church 
accompanied it, and none can measure the benefits of its influence 
in Christianizing and civilizing the rough people who were always 
found _ the frontiers; and at a time when and in places 
where the administration, the execution of law was feeble and 
ineffective. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the oi has expired. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I yield to the gentleman one minute 


more, 

Mr. DINSMORE. They can not hire lobbyists to urge upon us 
their rights. This is an humble church, devoting its energies to 
the elevation and salvation of mankind. It isnot more entitled to 
recognition than any other class of our citizens, but 1 do claim that 
itis entitled to the same justice that should be meted out to all, and 
weareshamed by the long delay inrenderingit. Istandever ready 
as an humble member of this House to vote for the payment of 
any claim which is a just one against the Government. It is no 
more decent for a government to be dishonest than for an indi- 
vidual. I think thata majority of this House are convinced of 
the justice of this claim, and therefore that we ought to payit. I 
think that it is necessary to maintain the dignity and integrity of 
the Government, and as a representative of an honest and proud 
constituency I —- against further delayed justice. : 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I yield seven minutes 
to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY}. 

Mr, KERY. Mr. Chairman, in the brief time allotted to 
me it will not be possible to review the facts and circumstances 
upon which this claim rests. I desire, however, to read an edi- 
torial from the St. Paul Dispatch, one of the leading Republican 
papers of the Northwest, published at St. Paul, Minn., and of date 

og 18. . 
ame TEELE. It is better on politics than it is on religion, I 
Mr. DOCKERY (reading)— 
One of the war claims—one of the few war claims, we might say—that Con- 
ss is under the ob tions of honesty and fair dealing to pay is that of 
© Methodist Church for the practical destruction of its great central pub- 
ishing house at Nashville during the war. The Federal authorities took 
possession of this property, a church property, and used it for its own pur- 
poses as a publishing house and headquarters. Every printer knows what 
‘was liable to happen to that publishing house—a Southern institution in the 
hands of Northern soldiers. The war is far enough in the past, and war prej- 
udices are sufficiently removed, we should say, to permit an impartial and 
unbiased Administration to do torte ee in this case. It may not make 


any votes, but it will pay an honest ¢ that this nation owes toa church 
that is as popular and as deserving as any in the nation. 


Mr. Chairman, it gives me great pleasure to quote that edito- 
tial utterance, coming as it does from one of the t journals of 
the Northwest. I concur in the sentiment so well expressed that 
We are in fact sufficiently far removed from the war to do justice 
n'ir/1 am glad that this editorial nforced on this 

, lam t this editorial expression is reenfo on thi 
floor by each a distinguished soldier and Representative as the 
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gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROosVENOR], who is characterized by 
my colleague [Mr. CLARK of Missouri] as the ‘‘ grim old lion of 
Athens.” It has also the support of another eminent gentleman 
on that side, a gentleman of wide and varied accomplishments 
and an orator of surpassing renown, the gentleman from Iowa 

Mr. DOLLIVER]. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Nortaway], 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania |Mr. Manon], the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. Evans], and numerous other gentlemen on 
the other side of the Chamber favor it, but I can not now stop to 
enumerate them all. They have given this claim their approval, 
the result of impartial consideration. 

But, Mr. Chairman, perhaps the most touching and beautiful 
phase of this situation is the indorsement of the bishops of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church. It isa factof history that the divi- 
sion of the Methodist Church was a result of one of the most un- 
fortunate differences which estranged our people and possibly 
contributed to precipitate the civil war. 

But, sir,I am pleased to know that these two great church or- 
ganizations are being reunited by the growing sentiment of fra- 
ternity, and one evidence of this fact which should be hailed with 
joy by all the people is that the chief executive organization of 
the Methodist piscopal Church has given to this claim the sanc- 
tion of its high approval. 

Sir, there is more involved in this claim than the mere amount 
of $288,000 carried by its provisions. Its passage is another vin- 
dication of the doctrine of love, which will bind together still 
more closely, as with hooks of steel, the different sections of our 
common country. It is obvious that the bill will pass by a deci- 
sive majority, but this is not the fact which gives me greatest 
pleasure; it is the loyal, generous support which comes from the 
other side of the Chamber, the herald, as I believe, of an approach- 
ing era of good feeling between the various sections of our great 
country. ut, sir, I would be more accurate if I recognized that 
this long-delayed era is not approaching, but is even now with us. 
The prone of this bill will only accentuate fraternity between 
the North and South. 

_I yield back to the gentleman from Texas the remainder of my 


time. 

Mr.DALZELL. I should like toask my friend whether, during 
the last ten years, he has not uniformly and consistently voted 
against the ae of Southern war claims? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will state in reply to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania that I think he has in the main stated my position 
correctly. 

Mr. DALZELL. I think so. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I have opposed the payment of all kinds of 
claims, not alone Southern war claims, as the gentleman stated, 
but claims of all kinds about whose justice and merits I have 
entertained doubts. I should oppose this claim if I had any doubt 
as to its merit and justice. I regret that during the years that I 
have stood here trying to protect the Treasury against what I 
thought were doubtful claims I have not had at all times the effi- 
cient aid of the gentieman from Pennsylvania. I recall, for in- 
stance, a claim or a proposition involving more than $3,600,000 
about which I had very grave doubts. Possibly the gentleman 
was right. 

It found its way into the paragraphs of a bill in the form of an 
indefinite appropriation, and the gentleman’s constituents were 
beneficiaries of that appropriation. 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, no. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Now, it may be that he was right and I was 
wrong. I know that he favored it and I opposed it. It carried, 
in round numbers, $3,600,000, and this claim calls for but $288,000, 
for an institution not organized for private purposes, properly 
speaking, but a corporation the proceeds of which, after paying 
the expenses of operation, go to support superannuated iinisters, 
their widows and orphans. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DALZELL. I trust the gentleman may have another mo- 
mentto answer me. The gentleman does not claim—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. Do you yield me the time? 

Mr. DALZELL. I will yield tothe gentlemanamoment. The 
gentleman certainly does not mean to convey the impressicn to 
the members of this committee that the-measure which he speaks 
of was a private claim against the United States. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I did not so state. 

Mr. DALZELL. You said it went to the benefit of my con- 
stituents. I say it went to the benefit of the whole United States. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh! 

Mr. DALZELL. It was to condemn the private property of a 
corporation that had tollgates in one of the great highways of 
commerce in this country. It had no relation, no analogy, was 
nothing like a private claim against the United States Govern- 
ment. It was in furtherance of a great public work for the bene- 
fit of the citizens of all the entire territory over which the flag 
waves. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Do you yield me the time to answer? 
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Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman has already answered. He 
says it was not a private claim. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I did not so assert. 

Mr. DALZELL. Iso understood the gentleman. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I do not think that the reporter’s notes will 
show that I made that statement. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Doesthegentleman from Pennsylvania yield? 

Mr. DALZELL. Not anyfurther. If the gentleman thinks he 
is entitled to more time he may have it, but I am satisfied. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If Isaidit was a private claim I did not intend 
so to state, and I think the reporter's notes will not justify such a 
construction. Butthe proposition was for the benefit of the Monon- 
gahela River Improvement Company. 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, not at all. 

Mr. DOCKERY. In the gentleman’s district. And while it 
may have been for the benefit of the whole country, the facts are 
that the gentleman, with his usual adroitness and ability, was 
pressing the matter in the form of an indefinite appropriation. 
Subsequently payments amounting to about $3,600,000 were made 
which went to the people who reside in his Congressional district. 

The purchase may have been for the public interest, a case of 
difference of opinion between the gentleman and myself, but if I 
said that the proposition was in the nature of a private claim I 
did not so intend. 

Mr. DALZELL. I will answer the gentleman when I resume 
the fioor. s 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. LINNEY]. 

Mr. LINNEY. Mr. Chairman, lam sorry to see any opposition 
to this measure, especially from the distinguished gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL], who has won the respect and prob- 
ably the admiration of almost every member of the House because 
of his liberality as well as his intelligence. If there be a claim, 
Mr. Chairman, or ever has been one considered by this House 
that is entirely free from any objection upon the ground that the 
property used was in the territory of the enemy during the late 
war, itis this. The crowning glory of those who governed the 
war thought of the late unpleasantness and directed the armies of 
the Republic was this: That there were certain things too sacred 
to be touched, even amid the clash of arms. Church property was 
one of them. All sorts of charities, libraries, museums of the fine 
arts or for scientific purposes was another, and numerous other 
things. 

I will relate a little war incident to show the elevated spirit, the 
noble spirit, that actuated a great many of the leaders in the armies 
in the late conflict. A regular minister, passing through the sec- 
tion of country where I was going to school, was riding a horse, 
and he came up with some Federal soldiers. His horse was a 
pretty one; the Federal Army needed it, and the officer wanted to 
take it; but the minister said, ‘‘Iamanoncombatant. I am en- 
gaged in advancing religious thought.” The officer said, *‘ Well, 
we will not take your horse, but we will swap you one which is 
injured temporarily, and then you can be in a better condition 
than you were before.” I say that that is a noble spirit. It may 
be that it is peculiar to the American people; it may be that it is 
peculiar to the American soldiery; but it is a thought upon which 
we now dwell with peculiar pleasure that those who controlled 
the Army in the North in this late conflict of arms weré governed 
by this lofty purpose. And one reason why this property is excep- 
tionally free from conditions of that sort which taint this claim, 
was because the church was considered the house of God. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. LINNEY. I hope the gentleman will give me one more 
minute. 

— COOPER of Texas. I yield one minute more to the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. LINNEY. In volume 2 of Blackstone, by Cooley, in defin- 
ing burglary, we find this: 

As to the place: It must be, according to Sir Edward Coke’s definition, in 
a mansion house; and therefore to account for the reason why breaking 
open a church is burglary, as it undoubtedly is, he quaintly observes that it 
is domus mansionalis Dei (v). Butit does not seem absolutely necessary 
that it should in all cases be a mansion house. 

The house of God; and therefore breaking into it was burglary. 
This book concern was not the church, but it was the handmaid 
of the church, a great agency of promulgating Christian thought. 
The kings in the days gone by who moved under the guidance of 
duty had their armor-bearers. This enterprise, which I under- 
stand was for the purpose of disseminating knowledge, was the 
7 Pia of heaven. Have you any assault to make upon 
that? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I did not know that the armor-bearers of 
heaven were engaged in the publishing of Hardee’s Tactics? 

Mr. LINNEY. They werecontrolled by the two armies in that, 
and under duress published war thought instead of Christian 
thought. 

Here the hammer fell. 
ir. COOPER of Texas. Will the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia occupy some of his time? 
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Mr. DALZELL. Iwould rather the gentlemen take some more 
of their time: we have consumed more than you have already, 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER]. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Chairman, I do not know that I would 
take any particular interest in or have any particular knowledge 
of this claim if it were not for the fact that when I came to the 
House in 1889, for some reason the Speaker assigned me to service 
on the Committee on War Claims; and, as I had nothing much on 
hand at that time and was somewhat interested in the jurisdic- 
tion of that committee, it became my duty to examine this claim, 
and I joined in the reports that were made in the Fifty-first and 
Fifty-second Congresses. I wasconvinced that the claim was just, 
against my prejudices both political and ecclesiastical. 

[ am prejudiced, to start with, against these claims against the 
Government; and I am all the more anxious to get this just claim 
out of the way, because in a report soon to be submitted by a com- 
mittee of the Senate it is put in with the contents of an omnibus 
bill, which will require more examination than the members of this 
House will have time to give. Therefore, it is peculiarly gratify- 
ing to me that this measure is saved from the odium that is likely 
to attach to the omnibus bill if that should ever come before the 
House. Iam in favor of this, because the property to whichit refers, 
at the time of its seizure by the Army of the United States, was not 
situated in territory in which the rebellion was active and regnant, 
It was in the city of Nashville, and at the time of the taking pos- 
session of the property by the Union forces, that territory had for 
two years been free from military occupation of the Southern 
army. 

Therefore this property, without the territory of the rebellion 
and within the territory controlled by the United States, with the 
courts of the United States open to all the people, was not subject 
to military seizure and confiscation. I think that fact was suffi- 
ciently tested in the proceedings at law begun by the United 
States district attorney for that district in 1862 for the confisca- 
tion of this property under the act of 1861, a proceeding which 
was subsequently dismissed, not, as gentlemen have claimed, upon 
a technicality, but on account of an order by the Attorney-Gen- 
eral, based upon the decision of the Supreme Court in the case of 
the Venice (2 Wallace, 258), that the property was not liable to 
confiscation. 

My eonsideration of the whole record regarding the action that 
was taken for possession of the property leads me to believe that 
General Thomas took possession under a misapprehension that it 
had already been libeled and duly confiscated under the act of Con- 
gress. Iam sure that at the time the roperty was taken it was 
within territory no longer occupied by the Confederate troops, and 
therefore the proclamation of General Buell as to property of 
peaceful citizens residing in Nashville, a proclamation which de- 
clared that— 

If the necessities of the public service should require the taking of private 
property for public uses, compensation is to be allowed— 
should be made good by the Congress of the United States. But 
even if that is not true, I go upon the theory that it was not the 
purpose or spirit of the Union Army to destroy monuments of ait 
and institutions of education and religion in the Southern States. 

I gather that impression from the proclamations of Abraham 
Lincoln, as well as from the spirit of General Order 100, issued at 
the outbreak of the rebellion. It was, as my learned friend from 
North Carolina [Mr. LINNEY] has just said, the broad and wise 
policy of the men responsible for the movements of the Un 01 
Army that nothing should be allowed to destroy the monuments 
of art or the agencies of education and religion in the Southern 
States. I believe this claim ought to be paid because this institu- 
tion was in effect an instrument of religion and charity. Iam 
not here for the purpose of reviving any of the old controversies 
about the Southern Methodist Church. Those controversies be- 
long to the past, and there is no better evidence of that fact than 
is found in the circumstance that the learned and eloquent gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL], instead of bringing his 
arguments against this bill up to date, has contented himself by 
asking us to listen to the reading clerk as he mumbles over a re- 
port filed in this House nearly a quarter of a century ago. [Ap- 
plause.] I rejoice—— 

Mr. BROWN. I would like to have the gen *'eman from Iowa 
state why it is that it would not be fair anu right and proper in 
this case to have this whole matter go to the Court of Claims, 
agreeably to the bill which passed the Senate? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Chairman, I have favored since I have 
been in this House the creation of a court for private claims with 
jurisdiction to hear and decide, and issue proper orders in rela- 
tion to such claims. If we had such a court 1 would cheerfully 
consent to send this claim there, but, unfortunately, it is as hard 
to get a judgment of the Court of Claims paid in this House as to 
get the original claim allowed here, and I do not wonder that the 
friends of this bill have advised the claimant to throw off nearly 
one-half, in order to have the other half paid, rather than see the 
claim, after thirty years’ waiting, clothed with the poor privilege 
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ing into a court which hardly ever renders a judgment, and 
pat Fadgments are never paid by the Congress of the United 
States. [Applause] : ar 

There is a profound significance in the fact that the brilliant 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DaLze.u], abler by far than 
any mcn whose reports he has quoted here, has relied on a docu- 
ment twenty-five years old. hy is it? It is because within the 
last twenty-five years the whole spirit and temper of the Ameri- 
can people toward the controversies of the last generation have 
changed. William Lawrence, of Ohio, who had reasons, not only 

litical but ecclesiastical, for prejudice against the Methodist 

piscopal Church South, I have no doubt would sign a petition in 
favor of this bill to-day. [Applause.] 

The current proceedings of Congress show that the Senator 
whose report my friend has had read has given his consent to an 
omnibus claims measure which includes this very bill in the exact 
form in which it is now before the House. What better evidence 
is there that times have changed, and what larger grounds are 
there for national gratitude than the fact that the American peo- 
ple, within thirty years, have put away all the passions of civil 
strife? It does not require the annual message from the President 
of the United States to remind us that we are in a new era in 
which the old controversies between the North and the South 
shall not be permitted to keep alive the bitterness of other years. 
[Applause. ] 

I was struck with the felicity of the lengeege of my friend from 
Missouri who has just taken his seat [Mr. Dockery]. Hespoke of 
the fact that this was not only an institution of education, but an in- 
stitution of charity. I will be understood by those who know me 
if I claim aspecial knowledge of the character of thismeasure. I 
keep in my house a pair of old saddlebags carried for fifty years 
by an old Methodist preacher who used them to distribute the 
books and other documents issued by the Book Concern of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church. I know something of the history 
and the philosophy of that great organization. It was more than 
an institution of education. Yet as a mere promoter of education 
no one thing has approached it in influence upon the intellectual 
life of the United States. It has brought the best literature into 
the homes of the people, North and South, and from it have flowed 
the living waters of mental and moral culture. 

But it has been more than an agent of culture and a servant of 
education and religion. It is an institution of Christian charity. 
It is intended to take care of the worn-out preachers who, under 
conditions often hard and discouraging, have given their lives to 
the ministry of the church. 

Old age comes upon them with its infirmities and misfortunes. 
There is a beautiful provision made for them by the foresight and 
sagacity of the men who laid the foundations of the church, and 
that is this Book Concern, which ministers to the educational and 
religious wants of the community, and takes every dollar of profit 
made by the business and gives it as a contribution to keep the 
shadows of extreme poverty from falling upon the veteran clergy- 
men of the denomination and their widows and orphan children. 
[Applause. ] 

I should feel that I was forgetful of my inheritance as well as 
of my duty as a member of this House if I gave my consent to the 
doctrine that it was any part of the purpose or spirit of the old 
Union Army to walk over the institutions of religion, to break up 
the agencies of education, and to overthrow the charities which 
belong to the Christian civilization of the States that were lately 
in rebellion against the Government of the United States. [Ap- 
plause.] Therefore, I have felt at liberty to stand in defense of 
this measure, as I did ten years ago. My convictions as to the 
justice of it are such that I can not keep silence when the measure 
is before this House. 

It is in vain for my friend here to talk about Hardee’s Military 
Tactics. The record of this case shows that the rights of this pub- 
lishing house were invaded by the armies of both Northand South. 
The necessities of the Confederacy first disturbed its rights of | 
property under pressure and under compulsion; and then the | 
necessities or convenience of the Union Army disturbed it after | 
the Confederates had retreated. The claim has stood on the Cal- | 
endar of this House for over a quarter of acentury. It represents | 
the rights and the interests of millions of our countrymen; and | 
this House will not in this generation find a nobler opportunity | 
to contribute to the perfect fraternity of the American people than | 
to touch the hearts of these millions, after the delays of thirty | 
years, by this simple act of national justice. [Long continued | 
applause. 

r. DALZELL. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from 
Towa [Mr. Heprurn]. 

_Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, undoubtedly anyone who has 
listened to my friend who has just taken his seat [Mr. DoLLIvER] 
would sympathize with this institution, which, in his language, 
has been “pillaged by both armies;” but possibly that feeling 
would be somewhat mitigated and sympathy would not be ex- 
treme if the fact were well understood that this institution for 
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which he now invokes our sympathies aided in creating one of the 
armies that ‘‘ pillaged” it. I suggest that the gentleman can not 
wave away with his hand the participation of this institution in 
the creation of that situation which called into life the Confeder- 
ate army and made it necessary to publish Hardee's Military Tac- 
tics, which voluntarily and in its course of business, as an ordinary 
job, for which it willingly received pay, it did publish. 

But, passing all that, Mr. Chairman, gentlemen talk about the 
justice of this claim, about the rights of this claimant. I assert 
in the light of the report read here—in the light of the law and 
facts which no man has yet disputed—no one has said that the 
propositions of law stated in that report are not in fact the law of 
the land and the law of nations—in view of those facts, and in 
view of the fact that every one of the individual members consti- 
tuting this corporation was disloyal to the United States, we on 
this side do much when we waive that question of loyalty and 
permit this matter to go into the courts. 

Gentlemen talk about the justice of the claim. There is not 
one man of you who, under the solemnities of an oath, in view of 
every sentence of testimony that has been introduced here, would 
dare to say within a hundred thousand dollars what was the 
amount of damages that have been proven. On this point no 
witness has testified. At the most, there are vague statements— 
mere estimates. No man in all the list of witnesses presented 
assumes to speak from knowledge. They simply estimate this 
and estimate that, none of them presume to speak from actual 
knowledge. 

Take the case of the clerks who were in the storehouse, who say 
that they do not know what property was there at the time of the 
seizure; they do not know what property was returned; they do 
not pretend to say what was the damage done to that which was 
returned, but they estimate that there was taken property toa 
given amount and they estimate that there was returned some 
other amount. That is the character of the testimony upon which 
you gentlemen are acting. Remember that, while the report 
speaks of depositions, not a deposition has been taken; no witness 
has been cross-examined. At best, the evidence is in the form.of 
mere ex parte statements, no one having had an opportunity to 
search the consciences of the witnesses to ascertain their knowl- 
edge as to the facts of which they have spoken. 

Mr. Chairman, I was perfectly willing, and I so stated to gen- 
tlemen on the other side, to vote for the Senate bill, the measure 
which was first calied up. In that I was, as I thought, waiving 
much. 1 was waiving altogether the question of the responsi- 
bility of this firm for bringing about the conditions from which 
they suffered. I was willing todo more. I was ready to refrain 
from insisting that the court should be limited merely to a find- 
ing of the facts and a statement of the amount that they recom- 
mended should be paid. I was willing the court should tind a 
judgment—a judgment for which the Committee on Appropria- 
ay would be required to provide payment on an appropriation 

ill. 

I was willing this way to save all delay. I was willing to do 
more. I was willing that these ex parte affidavits might be con- 
sidered. But I did desire that the United States should have an 
opportunity to havea hearing in court, should have an opportunity 
to introduce witnesses, to summon the persons who had already 
testified, to subject them to cross-examination, to sift their con- 
sciences, to ascertain their means of knowledge, and determine 
the value of the vague statements that have heretofore been made. 

I was willing to do that. Why is it that you gentlemen are not 
willing? You say you want justice. Are you afraid of the 
courts? Yousay youonly wantwhat youareentitledto. Areyou 
afraid to subject your witnesses to cross-examination, to the test 
of an oath? Let me call attention to the provisions of the bill 
that upon this side of the House all, so far as I am advised, were 
willing to support: 

That the said claim, with all the accompanying petitions and ewe. be, 


and the same is hereby, referred tothe Court of Claims. That full jurisdic- 
tion is hereby conferred upon said court to ascertain the loss or injury, if 
any,that may have been sustained by said corporation in the occupation, use, 
and consumption of the property, including the buildings and grounds, the 
time the same was used and occupied, the value of all material of every kind 
used, taken away, injured, consumed, or destroyed by the United States or 
its Army or for its benefit in any way, connected with the publishing house 


of said corporation in Nashviile, Tenn., during the years 1*64 and 1865, or at 
any other time; and the said court shall render judgmenta st the United 
States in favor of said corporation for whatever sum that may be thus found, 
which judgment, when paid to the duly authorized agent or attorney in fact 
of said corporation, shall be in full discharge of all claims of said corporation 
against the United States. 





Sec. 2. That the said court in the trial of said cause shall admit as competent 
evidence the affidavits now on file in the cause before Congress, both for and 





against said claim. and may hear such additional proof as y be submitted 
on behalf of the claimant or the United States, with the right of appeal by 
eithe? party from such judgment. 

Gentlemen, what more could you ask? Have you not an oppor- 
tunity there, ample and complete, to establish whatever claim 
you may have? The bar of the statute of limitations is waived. 
The question of loyalty is waived. Full jurisdiction is conferred 
by this act, and the proof of loyalty would not be a question first 
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to be determined before jurisdiction attached to the court, as in 
ordinary cases. We have given you every opportunity in this 
bill to maintain a just cause, if you have a just cause, and you 
are asking us now to do as apparently you are about to do, to 
assume that the damages amount to $288,000, when no one has 
done more than to express a mere vague opinion, based upon esti- 
mates that ho has made with regard to the matter. 

It seems to me that we have proposed all that you ought to ask. 
We have proposed all that justice requires. It is true that con- 
siderations such as my colleague from the Tenth district of Iowa 
[Mr. DoLLIvER! has suggested have influenced me. This is, ina 
sense, a Charitable organization. This is one of the great agents 
of Christian civilization at this time, I believe, although I do think 
at one time it was diverted from this purpose. But I am willing 
to waive all that, and therefore I have been willing to go beyond 
the letter of the law. I donot believe that under the law the 
Government of the United States is liable to this institution for 
one solitary dollar; but I was willing that there might be investi- 
gation of the facts, and that there might be complete, ample, and 
entire payment of every loss that they have sustained by act of 
the Army of the United States. That is asfar, 1 think, as lought 
to be asked to go. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. DALZELL. How much time has the gentleman occupied? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has consumed twelve min- 
utes. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I‘yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sims]. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I had hoped to use my voice on this 
floor on behalf of the old soldiers of the cross, their widows and 
orphans, the beneficiaries of this bill, but being more desirous to 
secure the passage of the bill than to give myself prominence by 
being connected with its discussion, I yield my time to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon], the chairman of this com- 
mittee, who will discuss the legal propositions connected with it. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I have given this bill a great 
deal of consideration, having it in charge in the Committee on 
War Claims. I have but little time and I must use it to the best 
advantage I can, so I can not read the authorities I have before 
me. We have had a great deal of law read from the old report. 
That law does not apply tothis case. Gentlemen who rely on that 
law are mistaken. In the case of William Bageley, in 5 Wallace, 
pages 402-409, the court makes this statement: 

Personal property, except such as is produce of the hostile soil, follows, as 
a general rule, the rights of the proprietor. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we find that in March, 1862, in the second 

year of the war, the country in which the city of Nashville was 
situated was put under Federal authority, and from that.date to 
the close of the war was absolutely inside of the Union lines. 
There is no question about that. Now, what does the President 
say in his proclamation of 1861? Lincoln’s proclamation of Au- 
gust 16, 1861, which declared the people of certain States in re- 
bellion, limited the statement by excepting ‘‘ territory which may 
from time to time be occupied or controlled by forces of the United 
States engaged in the suppression of said insurgents.” 
- Mr. Chairman, the moment that General Buell, at the request 
of the people of the city of Nashville, took possession of that city 
it came within the President's proclamation of August 16, 1861, 
and was exempted from the territory in rebellion, which was sub- 
ject to the laws of war relating to confiscation of property. 

We have heard a great deal of talk here that this Government 
is not liable to pay for property destroyed. I take the position 
that under the proclamation of 1861, when the people put them- 
selves under the control of the United States Government, from 
that day until 1865, when the war closed, they were under the 
President's proclamation, or were, in other words, removed from 
the insurgents’ territory. 

Now, is this Government bound to indemnify them? If lam 
right, that from 1862 to 1865 these people were not within the ter- 
ritory of the rebellion, then the Government is unquestionably 
bound toindemnifythem. This property wasnot confiscated. It 
had not been used for the benefit of the Confederatearmy. Ifyou 
investigate this case, you will find that when General Buell took 
possession of that city this great publishing house was running in 
the interest of the great institution for which it had been estab- 
lished, was supplying the Methodist Church South with such lit- 
erature and such printed matter as that church required, and the 
proceeds up to that time had been paid, not to the men in theCon- 
federate service or in the service of the Confederate government 
or to the Confederate government, but had been faithfully paid 
to the worn-out preachers and their widows and orphans. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expir@d. 

Mr. MAHON. I should like to have ten minutes more. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I yield to the gentleman five minutes 
more. 

Mr. MAHON. I make the broad proposition, without taking 
time to read authorities, that all of the law writers of the past 
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and of to-day have always held, and the courts of this Govern- 
ment and of all governments have held, that where the property 
of a person was taken for ae purposes and for the common 
good, there was only one thing which would excuse the Govern- 
ment from making the owner whole, and that was the utter ina- 
bility of the Government to pay. That is the law of this country, 
It is the law of all civilized nations. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of the passage of this bill 
for another reason. The great Methodist Church North, com- 
prising 3,000,000 of communicants, the great denomination that 
builds two churches every day between the rising and the setting 
of the sun, and has been building them for the last fifteen years 
at that rate, that great pioneer of civilization which has crossed 
the Ohio and the Mississippi rivers, the first church in advance in 
the march of civilization and of Christianity, and which is to-day 
moving toward the Klondike region to erect its churches there, 
asks that this bill be passed. What did they do during the war? 
I have a letter on my table from the great chaplain, McCabe, now 
a bishop of the Methodist Church. You remember that ho went 
all over this broad land during the war, and with his sweet voice 
sang to the people of the North, and as the result of his efforts 
(without reward, except that reward which will come to him in 
the future world) poured hundreds of thousands of dollars into 
the treasury of the Christian commission to fake care of the sick 
and wounded soldiers on the field of battle and in the hospitals of 
the North. 

What church was it that the great Abraham Lincoln relied on 
in time of war? It is known toevery person who knows anything 
about the history of that war that one of his confidential advis- 
ors was the greatest pulpit orator this world has ever known, the 
great Bishop Simpson. I assert that the Methodist Church has 
done as much, if not more, for this country as any other organi- 
zation in it. 

Mr. GAINES. And Bishop Simpson indorses this claim. 

Mr. MAHON. I have his letters here from the bishops of the 
church asking for the payment of this claim. This is a claim in 
the interest of the widows and orphaned children of men who, 
during their lives, preached the everlasting riches of Christ, 
which make this country what it is, because I am one of those 
who assert that if yon blot Christianity out of this country this 
nation would in a hundred years, in spite of all its greatness, go 
back into barbarism. 

If I were appealing to the other side of the House, I could not 
appeal to them from a political standpoint to support this bill. 
The other side of the House are Democrats, and you on that side 
can not support this bill from political considerations, because 
the million voters in this country who belong to the great Metho- 
dist Church, nearly all of them, from preachers down, are Repub- 
licans, and notonly Republicans but practical politicians. {Laugh- 
ter.] If that side of the House has anybody to fear in the great 
Presidential campaigns of this country, if there is any organiza- 
tion which has done anything to strike the Democratic party out 
of existence, it is the great Methodist Church of the North, 
[Laughter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MAHON. I should like another minute. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I have only one minute remaining. 
The gentleman can have that minute. 

Mr. MAHON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I simply want to say that 
we have examined all this evidence carefully. We have affidavit 
upon affidavit setting forth the justice of this claim, showing as 
surely as the sun shines above us to-day that if this Government 
owes them anything it owes them $490,000, and the reason this 
bill has been cut down to $288,000 was because Senator Harris, 
after a long and tedious investigation of the case in a committee 
of the Senate, pared it down to $288,000, in order that no one 
could question the correctness of the amount. 

These people are to get the principal due them. If you should 
have to pay interest on what you owe, this Government would pay 
them a million dollars. The controlling reason why I am in favor 
of supporting a bill making a direct appropriation is because the 
claim is just, and that they are willing to take one-half of what 
we owe them. [A plause.[ 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. ill the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
occupy some part of his time? 

Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman has not occupied as much as 
we have on this side. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. How much time has the gentleman 
occupied? 

Mr. DALZELL. Forty-five minutes and twelve minutes. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I yield seven minutes to the gentle- 
man from Mississippi | Mr. Saeeat. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with a good 
deal of pleasure to what has been said on this subject; and it 
makes little difference to us on this side of the Chamber whether 
anybody else thinks there is any politics in it or not; this isno such 
question. There can be, there is, nothing in this question except 








a matter of right and a question of whether gentlemen on the 
other side of the House are willing to join with us and vote to pay 
a debt that is due to a religious corporation, the withholding of 
which debt has impoverished it for years; whether or not they are 
willing to do that thirty years after the trouble was settled out of 
which this grew. We are satisfied so far as we are concerned on 
this side that ample votes from the other side will join us here. 
This is not a question of whether one is a Republican or a Demo- 
crat. It is a question of whether or not it is right to pay this debt 
for y taken and used. 

It appears that away back during the war—and this is an echo 
from that war—the rty belonging to the Methodist Church 
was taken by the Federal Army two years after the Federal troo 
had taken ion of the city of Nashville, at a time when the 
citizens of Nashville were inviting the Federal t to remain 
there; that under General Buell the property of the Methodist 
Church was taken; not simply taken and destroyed, but taken and 
used for years—that which was of service and of use in the publi- 
cation of their documents and in the making of arms and muni- 
tions of war; that at the end of a certain period it was surrendered 
to the Methodist Church when no longer needed by the Federal 
Army. Now, then, my triend from Pennsylvania [Mr. DaLze.L] 
has read a part of one report, which is merely an abstract from 
the majority report made in the Forty-third Congress, but has 
left out a great many — that appear in connection with that 
report showing the actual facts of the case upon which it was 
based; and I ask the indulgence of the House while I read an ex- 
tract from the minority report made at the same time, and while 
it may be ancient history, while that may be a long time ago, and 
while it may be that there are many new facts that have occurred 
since that time, I want to put this in juxtaposition with that 
which the gentleman has had read. 

Now, then, Mr. Chairman, in the Forty-third Congress this 
statement was made, and made at a time when the matter was 
fresh in the memory of men. I read from the report of the mi- 
nority in the Forty-third Congress, first session: 

a . not ble of being @ ted, that the property of this 
ines described in the said Petition was taken peopens aay of and umd bro 
mili force of the United States located in the said city of Nashville; that 
the propesty was thus held and used, without the consent of the owners 
thereof, bout the space of two years,and the whole mass of material 
and the 


or al 
by the corporation was taken possession of; the same was used, 
greater of it consumed in the service of the Government, under 
the authority of its milita 
It appears most plainly t 


agents aforesaid. 

at when aeprperty was thus taken and used 
in the manner described, the city ville i 
disturbed on of the 


of Ni was in the peaceful and un- 
of the United States, and had been in that 
situation for nearly two years; the said city having been gnietly taken pos- 
session of by General Buell and his forces, upon the formal invitation of the 
civil authorities of the city, and apparently with the full consent of its popu- 
lation of all classes. 


Now, I desire ——— to remember the fact that for two 
years the city of Nashville had already been in the peaceful pos- 
session of the United States troops—no ition, no resistance, 
nothing of disloyalty to the Government being done; not a thing 
of this , absolutely nothing of that sort. No excuse for con- 
fiscation of this Sy sep! on the ground of disloyalty or participa- 
ithe Fed bo di io kk = si f this particula t 

e e took possession o i r property 
by military order, as is shown by the following: 


It appears also that when General Buell thus took of Nashville 
Ro Sid Go endet © Selerate and Sormal suncenbe of sateta of the pespie 
therein resident and of the property of kinds bel to them. It does 
not appear that at a subsequent to the en’ the said Federal 
troops into Nashville re was the least military between the said 
sree the officers commanding the same, and ang 20 of the inhabit- 
ants of the said city; or that the relations between said Federal forces 


and the le of the said city were in the least degree unfriendly at any 
time up © period of the resurrender of the said property to the said cor- 
ae Clinton B. Fisk, the last in charge of the city of 

ashville, atthe termination of the war, which commander, with that elevated 
magnanimity and clear sense of justice which characterized him so honor- 
abt: is known to this committee, by his own letters and other indubitable 
e to have voluntarily interested himself in behalf of this claim, as 


have a considerable number of other individuals in Tennessee and elsewhere 


of unquestionable Union sentiments and of the highest social standing. 


No outbreak; not a thing done to incur the hostility of the 
United States troops; nothing of violence done to the loyal citi- 
zens on the part of this eee nee & so 
far as is shown or is believed. Nothing has been complained of 
7 the from Pennsylvania except two things—that 

tdee’s Tactics were printed and published there, and that for a 
short period of time the Confederate Government used this prop- 
erty for governmental p The gentleman very well knows 
that ion was forcibly taken, and that over the protest of 
Mr. Abbey and Mr. McFerrin, both of whom were then in charge 
of the Methodist Publishing House, and that nothing had been 
done or said by anyone having authority to speak on the subject 
to authorize or agree that the Confederate government should 


take possession. 
{Here the hammer fell.] 
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Mr. SULLIVAN. I should like one more minute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas contro!s the 
time. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. 
ute, 

Mr. SULLIVAN. That is the only defense that can be made, 
the only defense ees. that the Methodist Publishing House 
permitted Hardee's Tactics to be published, and permitted also the 
use of the building for the purposes of manufacturing arms and 
munitions of war. That was done under duress, and that was 
done against the will and wishes of those in charge of the insti- 
tution. Now, then, the only question is whether or not you are 
going to abide by the record as shown here in half a dozen reports 
or by only one report made yearsago. The amount ciaimed is 
undisputed—disloyalty is not proven. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I trust the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania will now proceed. 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
New Jersey. 

Mr. McEWAN. Mr. Chairman, my whole heart goes out ina 
most anxious desire to vote in favor of the direct payment of this 
claim. The denomination or section of this great religious body 
appeals most strongly to my emotions, but when I remember that 
Iam here as a trustee to vote away the money of the people, it 
seems to me that I would be derelict in my duty were I to let my 
emotions or my sentiments prevail in voting away, as trustee, the 
money of others. I submit to you alli that it ought to be controlled 
by the head and reason. Therefore I can not vote for the direct 
payment of this claim until it shall be submitted to the adjudica- 
tion of the properly constituted body, the Court of Claims. I 
want to make this explanation of my vote, because it goes so en- 
tirely against what I would like todo. It is rearon and not my 
emotions that governs me. 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
DINGLEY] such time as he desires. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, if the only claim of this char- 
acter before Congress to-day, or likely to be before Congres; in 
the future, was the one under consideration, I should be tempted 
to vote for it on the ground that the great Methodist Church 
South is now doing so grand a work for the people of that portion 
of our country that we might venture to give the corporation 
known as the Methodist Publishing House. at Nashville, under all 
the circumstances, what they ask; but I can not forget that in 
voting for the payment of this claim I am aiding in setting a 
precedent which is to govern in the disposition of thousands of 
other claims that will surely follow it. 

I regret, therefore, that we should have presented here, enlist- 
ing our sympathies to the extent it certainly does, a claim that 
will establish a precedent from which I fear evil results will fol- 
low. Noone can surpass me in my high regard for the Methodist 
Church Organization South, which is presenting this claim, but I 
can not vote, when I am acting as trustee for the Government and 
the taxpayers of this country, on any sentimental grounds. [ 
must vote according to my sense of duty as a trustee of the people 
of this country, intrusted, as we all are, with the proper disposi- 
tion of the money that has heen obtained by taxation. 

I would have been gratified if this claim could have been re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims for the purpose of establishing its 
legal character. I should like to know, by a judicial Cecision, 
whether, as has been contended by the chairman of the Committee 
on War Claims, a nation, in time of war and as an act of war, 
taking p y under the conditions which this property was 
taken is liable for that taking. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Will the gentleman from Maine allow me a 


I yield the gentleman cne more min- 


question? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I prefer not to be interrupted just now. I 
was entirely willing that the claim should go to the Court of 
Claims, first, to settle the question whether or not the Government 
was liable, and second (if liable), what amount should be paid. 
I think that would have been a wise disposition of the matter in 
view of the many claims of a similar character that are to come. 

I desire to say here that it is a misapprehension to suppose that 
Congress has ever refused to pay a judgment of the Court of 
Claims. On no occasion has there ever been any such refusal, 
but every judgment of the Court of Claims has been placed as a 
— of course in deficiency appropriation bills and has been 
pai 

I suppose this misapprehension arises from the reference of 
claims to the Court of Claims under the Bowman Act, not for 
the p of securing a judgment, but for the purpose of find- 
ing the facts and reporting the same to Congress. But the bill 
reported here was not only to give the Court of Claims the power 
to find the facts, but also to enter a judgment, and if it had 
entered a judgment the claim would be paid asa matter of course. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I did not rise for the purpose of making 
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any opposition to this claim, because it is evident that it will pass 
on account of the sympathy for the great body to whom this 
money will go, but for the purpose of entering my protest against 
the precedent that is going to be established. I want to point out 
to gentlemen that other similar claims are already trooping up 
for consideration whenever this bill shall have passed and we 
shall have established this precedent. I find reported and on the 
Private Calendar already ‘*An act for the relief of the Newberry 
College, of Newberry, 8S. C.,” a case of injury to collegiate prop- 
erty. 

I find on the same Calendar “‘An act for the relief of the Cum- 
berland Female College, of McMinnville, W. Va.,” whichis an act 
to reimburse a female college for the destruction of its property 
during the time of war. I also find ‘‘An act for the relief of the 
trustees of St. Joseph’s Catholic Church, at Martinsburg, W. Va.,” 
an act of the same character. I find also ‘‘An act for the relief of 
St. Charles College,” and ‘‘An act for the relief of the trustees of 
the German Evangelical Church, of Martinsburg, W. Va.” I find 
also ‘‘An act for the relief of Richmond College, located at Rich- 
mond, Va.,” and ‘‘An act for the relief of the trustees of the Cen- 
tenary Reform Church, of Winchester, Va.”—acts of the same 
character. 

Also, a bill to authorize the Secretary of War to cause to be in- 
vestigated and to provide for the payment of the claim of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Huntsville, Ala., for the use and 
occupation of said church building for Government purposes by 
the United States military authorities during the late war, and 
all claims for damages resulting from the appropriation to Gov- 
ernment use of any of the furnishings or materials pertaining to 
said building, and for damage to said building. 

I find also a bill for the relief of Stewart College (now the South- 
western University), located at Clarksville, Tenn. I find alsoa 
bill for the relief of the trustees of the Presbyterian Church of 
Dardanelle, Yell County, Ark. I find also a bill for the relief of 
the Roman Catholic Church of St. Peter’s, at Jackson, Miss. I 
find also a bill to authorize the Secretary of War to cause to be 
investigated and to provide for the payment of the claim of the 
North Alabama College, of Huntsville, Ala., for the destruction 
of its building during the war. I find also a bill to authorize the 
Secretary of War to cause to be investigated and to provide for 
the payment of the claim of the Cumberland Presbyterian Church 
of Athens, Limestone County, Ala. 

I find also a bill to authorize the Secretary of War to cause to 
be investigated, and to provide for the payment of, the claim of 
the Florence Masonic Lodge, of Florence, Ala. I find also a bill 
for the relief of the trustees of Holston Seminary, at Newmarket, 
Tenn. And, to crown the whole, I find on the Calendar of the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union a bill to au- 
thorize the Secretary of War to cause to be investigated, and to 
provide for the payment of, all claims for the use and occupation 
of church and school buildings and grounds for Government pur- 
poses by the United States military authorities during the late 
war, and all claims for damages resulting from the appropriation 
to Government use of any of the furnishings or materials in said 
class of buildings. 

I have read the titles of these bills already reported in the past 
nine weeks, to be followed, undoubtedly, by thousands of others, 
for the purpose of pointing out to this committee what we are en- 
tering upon—what, indeed, in a few cases, we have already entered 
upon—but.most conspicuously in this case. Yet I should say 
nothing in opposition to the bill now before the committee, not- 
withstanding the fact that the corporation we propose to pay for 
its building is stated in the report to have been publishing at the 
opening of the war, and continued to publish for months there- 
after, a paper advocating secession and supporting the Southern 
Confederacy—I should say nothing as to the pending bill if it were 
not for the fact that we are to-day making a precedent which it 
seems to me will open the way to the payment, not simply of a 
few hundred thousand dollars, but of many million dollars, mak- 
ing an aggregate far beyond the anticipations of any gentleman 
here to-day. 

We are going to set this precedent tc-day in this conspicuous 
manner on sentimental grounds. I appreciate the force of that 
sentiment; I share in it. Yet I feel that, acting as I do as one 
of the trustees of the people of the United States—the people who 
have established and who maintain this Government—I, person- 
ally, can not allow such a precedent as this to be set without 
entering a word of caution to those about me as to the results 
that are to follow. 

I do not propose to make any special objection to this bill. I 
propose simply to point out the dangers which gentlemen are 
entering upon when, with their eyes wide open, they make pro- 
vision for the payment of such claims as this, especially before 
there has been any investigation by any judicial tribunal as to 
what the facts are, as to whether the Government is liable or 
ought in equity to be liable, or as to the extent of the damage. 
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Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I re- 
maining? 

The CHAIRMAN. Fifteen minutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania is 
willing, I will occupy now a part of the time on the other side. 

Mr. DALZELL. That will be satisfactory to me. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the Chair will recognize me for thirty 
minutes, the remaining portion of the time of the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr Cooper}, I will proceed to use that time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas has thirty min- 
utes remaining. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman has agreed to yield that 
time to me. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I should like to know how much time 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania remains? 

The CHAIRMAN. Fifteen minutes. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. And on this side I believe we have 
thirty-one minutes. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR] thirty minutes, to be used as may suit his conven- 
lence. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Arkansas [ Mr. TERRY). 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I congratulate the House and I 
congratulate the whole country upon the scene presented in this 
Hall to-day when the pending measure was given the right of way 
for consideration and final disposition. For years and years the 
ministry and representatives of that great y of Christians, the 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, have been pressing for the 
settlement of as just a claim as was ever presented to Congress. 
Finally, in God’s good time, the cause of justice wins its way to 
the hearts and consciences of the Representatives of the great 
American people without regard to party, section, race, creed, or 
condition. The grizzled old soldier from Ohio [Mr. GROsVENOR] 
leads the rallying hosts of the North in behalf of a measure of re- 
lief for a great institution of the South; and the whole country 
will applaud the action now to be taken. 

How beautiful is the spirit of brotherhood that shines forth in 
such ascene! Justice is great, but brotherhood is glorious! Fra- 
ternity is the soul of broad humanity, the very essence of the 
highest love—that love which is the ‘‘jeweled clasp upon the 
golden chain that links us tothe stars”—the jeweled clasp upon 
that golden chain that doth the orb of this fair earth of ours hang 
pendent to the throne of God. 


Though from the hero’s bleeding breast 
Her pulses Freedom drew — 


Though the white lilies on her crest 


Sprang from that crimson dew— 

While Valor’s haughty champions wait 
Till all their scars are shown— 

Love walks unchallenged through the gate, 
And sits beside the throne. 


Fraternity—love—the highest essence of humanity—is greater 
than martial glory or the warrior’s fame. [Loud aa 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I yield the remainder of my time to 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. GAINES]. 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Chairman, Maj. A. W. Wills, who was Quar- 
termaster-General of the United States, and in charge of the 
claimant's building during its entire use by the Federal authori- 
ties, in his statement says that ‘‘the sum saved,” actually saved, 
mind you, ‘‘to the Government was far in excess of the amount 
recommended by the committees.” The original claim was 
$458,500, while this bill and the committees’ recommendation 
were for the compromise sum of ,000. 

Now, in the few minutes which I have accorded me through the 
kindness of General Grosvenor, I desire to repiy to the proposi- 
tion of law laid down by the distinguished gentleman from lowa 
[Mr. HEPBURN]. He states that we dare not challenge his conten- 
tion as to the law as read from the old report by the Clerk to-day. 
I do challenge it, Mr. Chairman. I contend that the property of 
corporations was not confiscable under our war statutes. 

I hold in my hand, sir, an opinion delivered by the supreme 
court of New York as late as 1881, in which the direct question 
that now challenges the attention of this honorable body was 
settled in a unanimous opinion, and the law settled in that court, 
in exactly the opposite way from that stated and contended for 
by my friend and the opposition. The opinion reaffirms the 
Planters’ Bank opinion pater in 16 Wallace, both opinions 
holding that the property of a corporation was not confiscable. 

The circumstances in brief of this case were these: The George- 
town Bank of South Carolina for value received ontene’ $10,000 
to the claimant in 1861, and gave him, the plaintiff, Risley, a 
check therefor. The check was presented about the 3d of Jan- 
uary, 1865, payment being refused by the Phenix Bank of New 
York, the correspondent of the other bank, on whom it was 





1898. 


drawn, because the presentor, the plaintiff, was not ‘“ known to 

e bank.” 
thine next day it was presented by a party “‘ known,” and pay- 
ment refused because on the morning of that day, January 5, 1865, 
the money was taken and confiscated - order of the district court 
of the United States for the southern district of New York, under 
the acts of 1861, August 6, entitled ‘“‘An act to confiscate property 
used for insurrectionary purposes,” and the subsequent act of July 
17, 1862, entitled ‘“‘An act to suppress insurrection, to punish trea- 
son and rebellion, to seize and confiscate the property of rebels, and 
for other purposes.” A decree of confiscation was had. On the 
24th of January, 1865, the defendant, the Phenix Bank, paid over 
(by decree of said court) to the marshal the sum of $12,117.38, the 
whole amount of the credit of the Bank of Georgetown with the 
defendant bank. So much for the statement of the facts in brief. 

The court held that the property of the corporation was not 
confiscable under these war acts. The full court, through An- 
drews, judge, said: 
cnet taaaete aitat te thaceiaton et Festive Brena ie Finns. 
ers’ Bank vs. Union Bank (16 Wall., 496). 

And I call to the attention of this committee, and especially of 
the fierce opponent of this measure [Mr. DaLZELL], the fact that 
Justice Strong was from his State, Pennsylvania. 

Andrews, judge, further said: 

* * * Andconsidering the question de novo, I fully concur in the opinion 
of the learned justice upon the point stated. 

This is on page 335 of this volume, 83d New York. 

On page 336 the court further said: 

We are of opinion that such indication does not exist in the confiscation 
acts. The statutes of 1861 and 1862 are in pari materia. 

Now listen to this especially: * 


They relate to the property of sentient beings possessing a will impelled 
by motives and capable of forming an intent. 

As said by Strong, setae, be of these acts had in view property of nat- 
ural persons who were public enemies, «r persons who gave aid and comfort 
to the rebellion, or who held office under the Confederate government or 
under one of the States oumpetng it. ' , 

The district court, upon this construction of the confiscation act, in direct- 
ing the seizure and decreeing the confiscation of the property of the Bank of 
Georgetown, acted wholly outside of its jurisdiction, and the entire proceed- 
ings, including the seizure, condemnation, and distribution, were void, and 
constituted no justification to the defendant in paying over the fund to the 
marshal. The acts did not confer upon the district court general jurisdic- 
tion to seize and confiscate enemies’ property. It had no jurisdiction what- 
ever to seize and condemn the property of corporations. 


Now listen to this: 


But of natural persons only. That the case was not one within the juris- 
diction of that court appeared upon the very inception of the proceedings. 
The information disclosed that the property proceeded oe was the prop- 
erty of the corporation; demanded of the court, directed its seizure as the 
property of the es and it was declared to be the property of the 
corporation in the final sentence of condemnation. 


The court below ——— the law accordingly. The jury found 
the facts for the plaintiff, and this opinion as to the law and find- 
ing of the jury was made the unanimous opinion of the Néw York 
court of appeals, the highest court of that State. This opinion, 
as stated, affirms the 16 Wallace case, to which I refer the distin- 
guished geutlemenof the opposition. Strong, judge, in 16 Wallace, 
in referring to these acts, said: 

In none of the six classes of persons whose property was by the acts of 1861 
and 1862 declared subject to confiscation was an artificial being [a corpora- 
tion] included. 

The claimant is a charitable corporation. Its property, then, 
though in fact practically destroyed, was not confiscated. The 
grounds of defense of the defendant, the Phenix Bank in this case, 
elaborated, were as follows: 

First. That the bank of Georgetown uired the property seized with the 
intent specified in the act of 1861, and used and employed it with that intent. 

Second. That the corporation, since the 17th day of July, 1862, acted as the 
fiscal t of the Confederate government and of several of the States of 
the Confederacy, and accepted such oqecy from several States after the date 
of the ordinance of secession of those States. 

rd. That since the l7th any, of July, 1861, the Bank of Georgetown, while 
owning property in the State of New York, had given aid and comfort to the 
rebellion in the ways and by the acts set forth in the information. 

Fourth. That the corporation, after the passage of the act of July 17, 1362, 

ing engaged in aiding and — the rebellion, did not, within sixty a 
after the proclamation of the President of July 25, 1862, cease therefrom. The 
information avers that, by reason of the causes alleged, the “said property, 


a and effects” were liable to confiscation and condemnation, under the 


acts of Congress, and demands judgment sentencing it to be condemned as 
b 


confiscated and forfeited to the United States. 
Iam surprised, Mr. Chairman. I thought the distinguished gen- 
tleman [Mr. Hepsurn], who states that erroneous proposition of 
aw, stood with us in the fight we are making for a claim that is 
absolutely just. A few days ago the distinguished gentlemnan 
was on this side of the House aiding us to get this claim through, 
and he stated to me that it was ‘‘a plain case of eminent domain.” 
Mr. HEPBURN. Do you mean to say that I ever said to you 


or to any other human being that I would support this bill? 
Mr. GAINES. You did not say that in so many words, but you 
were on this side of the House—— 
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Mr. HEPBURN, I did say to you that I would support the 
bill then pending, and I am ready to do it now 

Mr. GAINES. Iam just stating what you said. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But I would not bunco anybody in the way 
some of you gentlemen attempted to bunco us on this side of the 
House, by getting up a proposition we were willing to vote for, and 
then substituting another of this character that we are not will- 
ing to vote for. 

r. GAINES. The reason why this bill for a direct appropria- 
tion was substituted for the other was because to refer this claim 
to the Court of Claims meant absolute destruction to this claim 
for the want of a hearing. That docket is crowded and five years 
behind. I was responsible for that change, and I made it after a 
full personal investigation. I hold in my hand a letter from ex- 
Congressman John C. Houk, of Tennessee, who succeeded his 
illustrious father, Hon. L. C. Houk, in this House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GAINES. Ishould like a little more time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. How much more time remains? 

The CHAIRMAN. Twenty minutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I can not yield. 

; Mr. GAINES. Then I ask unanimous consent to print the 
etter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
print a letter which he presents. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 





KNOXVILLE, TENN., May 28, 1896. 


DEAR Sir: I spent yesterday and day before in Nashville, and while there 
had several conferences with our mutual friend Captain Baker and others 
yo the political outlook. 

t seems that the Captain came home from Washington very much disap- 
pointed, and I am really afraid that I may innocently have had something to 
do with bringing this result about. You will recall the correspondence had 
with you, previous to the assembling of Congress, respecting the appoint- 
ment of committees, and especially the effort which would probably be made 
to secure the passage of fraudulent war claims. 


METHODIST CLAIM A JUST ONE. 


Tt never occurred to me that these letters might be made to apply to this 
claim of the Publishing House of the Methodist Church South. They are 
certainly not intended to apply to this claim. I have had occasion to look 
into the matter, and I can say to you in all sincerity that I know of no more 
meritorious claim. It is one which I think ought to be paid and in which 
view Iam sure you will concur upon a full investigation. 


JOHN C. HOUK. 
Hon. THomAs B. REED, 
Speaker House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I do not care at this stage of 
the proceedings to enter into any further discussion of the merits 
of thiscase. Thecourse of the argument upon the other sideitself 
demonstrates that this case ought to go to the Court of Claims. 
Allegations as to the law are made upon one side and denied upon 
the other. Statements of fact honestly made upon one side are 
as honestly denied upon the other, and yet in this chaos, in this 
condition of uncertainty and want of knowledge and information, 
we are asked to abandon the traditions of this House and to enter 
upon a new course of proceeding— to establish the precedent of put- 
ting our hands into the Federal Treasury to pay claims upon the 
mere ex parte allegations of interested persons made before Com- 
mittees on War Claims. 

There are two facts that stand out here, prominent and incapa- 
ble of denial. The first is that this claimant was disloyal to the 
Union. Not only was it disloyal to the Union, but in addition it 
made use of all the enthusiasm and zeal and energy pertaining to 
its position as an ecclesiastical body in the interest of secession, to 
fire the Southern heart. The second is that, being thus beyond 
the domain of any appeal to the generosity of the United States, 
it is equally outside the pale of the law, according to every princi- 
ple of international law and the law upon our own statute books. 

Such being the character of the claim, I Cesire to emphasize the 
character of the startling proposition that is presented to us, that 
we abandon the old-time methods of sending disputed claims to 
some judicial tribunal with authority to enter judgment and the 
of following that judgment by our action in the House. 

Why, the gentleman from Missouri, my friend Mr. Dockery, 
said that there was more involved in this case than $288,000. He 
meant that there was a sentiment involved init. I say there is 
more money involved in this case than $283,000. There are mil- 
lions of dollars in the shape of war claims which are now pending, 
and I want to say to you that if there is one thing upon this mun- 
danesphere of ours that has the element of immortality that thing 
is a Southern war claim. I have known such claims to be turned 
out of doors in the Court of Claims, to be turned out in the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, and still at an available oppor- 
tunity to pass a Committee of the Whole of this House, made up, I 
am loath to say, of voters who are reciprocally interested in one 
way and another, and therefore willing to help each other in the 
passage of claims upon the Calendar. 

I want to call your attention to a statement made and not de- 
nied on the 25th day of May, 1894, in this House. Mr. Burrows, 
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then a member of this House, now a Senator from Michigan, pre- 
sented a list of claims pending before the Committee on W 
Claims in that Congress made up of claims presented by citizens 
of States that he named, as follows: 


DARI... onc oo cree cor wecewsoseccuuseeutsunseueseatssssacesneances os, 314, 879. 91 
IEE 6.00 cone wo cnvetsous adnate hddinabininnetinmnaneasijaamnaiiie 3, 357, 337.90 


SaIIOIIOID, .... snssssnepiarcsemenes totatnctidpitintrieeinesniamiatianiaratdeatiiiaieaiadbaiintinaaiatisadiaataine 3, 162, 186. 16 
IEE. .ncccesdencewntips ankianabnin eda ain sden dau dled eae 1 ” 866, 893. 72 
EE ORIN sins clk cetcbnt iipesmndaelipelach a taciastiacdighl mail 1, 658, 520. 00 
I i iicscxseotintishictinitecninbtabicieiitiaicatacbiasince tips tabithinaicitiiaataditiniedsiniipten ons ean 1, 384, 260. 62 
I ceed sie duiainatianial 1, 175, O17. 21 
Neen Te nn ia ee ee 871, 944. 70 
Mary an winaticstiaeapmiama dada nibadat a eee ae 636, 435. 74 
a a i nei ili enero nlp aaa 257, 583. 28 
laa nella eaiaal 213, 966. 64 


an neateekiomndieiaieaal 174,618. 68 


West Vir — i saa uy ae Wunsch anthapeacaeaninplabiioameoaiahiaale 108, 478. 80 
Florida - ides citi k cidhabaidldistmidibded aecanthindeselndeeinatamengiaciaddagianidasiial 92, 685. 00 
TTI ies iocacnesip chashaondaiensines Siomstisidiethtatdieencatidianhanipintaidienigeatilcmeapiiaiiaiins 27, 066. 46 





ee LOE DOE Oe ae SOL 19, 291, 874. 82 


The total amount of these claims is $19,291,874.82. Think of it! 
These claims are not dead. They will be resurrected from time to 
time. You will be called upon to dispose of them, not after the 
old-fashioned method of sending them to the Court of Claims, but 
after this new method to be originated to-day of putting your 
hands into the Federal Treasury and paying out the money di- 
rectly therefrom. 

I fail to see, as my friend from Missouri [Mr. DockERy] does, 
anything affecting or pathetic in the newspaper articles and in the 
opinions of Methodist bishops and Methodist elders, and all that 
sort of thing, inthe interest of thisclaim. These things strikemein 
another way. for, Mr. Chairman, in all the years—and they are 
many—that I have had the honor to serve upon the floor of this 
House I have never known a claim that has been lobbied as this 
claim has been lobbied—in the newspapers, by personal appeals, 
by letters, and otherwise; and upon what ground? 

Upon the ground that theclaimant isthe great Methodist Church; 
upon the ground that the claimant is an agent of civilization! 
Think of it—an agent of civilization, engaged in a crusade to take 
out of the Federal Treasury $288, 000 upon a claim the justice of 
which is doubted by many of our most intelligent members, and 
the justice of which its friends are unwilling to submit to the judg- 
ment of an impartial tribunal. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, some gentleman has said that there i is no 
politics in this qu uestion. I say there is a great deal of politics in 
this question. hen the next Congressional campaign comes on 
you will find every Democrat and every Populist on the stump all 
over this broad land denouncing Republican extravagance, and so 
far as this claim is concerned, denouncing it justly. And what is 
the attitude we assume here to-day? 

We take up a claim that no Sicmscaiie Congress of recent 
times would entertain, and find a sufficient number of Repub- 
licans allying themselves to the combined and solid Denssniie 
minority to make possible the taking of this money out of the 
Treasury. I lift up my voice in warning, my fellow-Republicans. 
I warn you that your action now will come home to you at some 
future time to worry you, and that then you will regret the vote 
that you now cast. 

I know, Mr. Chairman, that I am making a losing fight. I 
know that the passage of this bill is inevitable, but I sho not 
be satisfied that I had done my duty to my constituency and to 
the entire American ple if I had not, as I have, resisted it to 
the utmost of my ability. [Applause. } 

Mr, Chairman, how much time have I remaining? 

_ The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has seven minutes remain- 


ing. 

Nr. DOCKERY. Of course, we have the closing. 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. I yield seven minutes to the gentile- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CONNOLLY]. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, from the statement just 
made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania . DALZELL], who 
knows better about the situation of this bill than I do, it seems to 
be a predetermined matter that this bill shall pass the House. I 
want to ws to my colleagues upon this side of the House that if 


it shall _e their vote, I think it will be a most shameful thing 
for the 


patlican House of Representatives to do. 
Mr. MA I should like to suggest that Republicans of this 
House can vote as they please. 

Mr, CONNOLLY. I understand that they can vote as they 
please, but I can have the privilege of expressing my opinion. I 
want to say that the amount involved in this bill would pay pen- 
sions to a thousand old soldiers in this country who are without 
them to-day who are entitled to them, but who, for some-slight 
eee in the cases presented to the Pension Office, can not get 

em. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. What has that got to do with it? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. It has this to.do with it: This is a proposi- 
tion to pay a concern that was disloyal and that helped to make 
these old soldiers the wrecks that they are to-day; it is proposing 


to pay this corporation for its property that was taken for the use 
of the soldiers, and the use of the Government, and the use of its 
Army in the field, and to leave these old soldiers with their wounds 
and diseases incurred in the service of the country—to leave them 
clamoring like paw 


at the door of this Republican House. 


Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. May I ask the gentleman a ques- 


tion? 


Mr. CONNOLLY. I have not the time. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 
Mr. CONNOLLY. It has been stated on this floor in this de- 


bate that this Methodist Episcopal Church South was a loyal in- 
stitution. It is well that gentlemen wait thirty-five years after 
the event to proclaim the loyalty of that institution. When this 
claim first came to Co: 
it memorialized Congress, and in the memorial I find it using this 
language: 


asking for payment for its property, 


That as a Christian corporation this institution was incapable of disloyalty 


to the Federal Government. It neverlent its aid in any manner to the inter- 
est, benefit, comforts, or purpose of the Southern Confederacy, before or 
during the war. 


aa a was publishing a newspaper, the Christian 
vocate. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Notatall. I beg your pardon. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Why, the report made by a committee of 
this House of Representatives years ago shows that fact. Iam 
making that statement from the seneed 

Mr. MAHON. That record is not true. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. It was a publishing house, and if this news- 


paper concern, this establishment, had used the power that it had 


against secession in the State of Tennessee, there can be little 
doubt but what the State of Tennessee would have remained as 
loyal to the Union as the State of Kentucky did. 

But this institution allowed itself to be used as an instrument 
of the Confederacy; as an instrument to fire the Southern heart 
and bring about the war of the rebellion. It allowed a part of its 
machinery to be used for the benefit of the Confederate army, or 
the portion of it occup the city of Nashville. It allowed its 
presses to be used for the publication of military manuals for the 
instruction of the Confederate army. It also voluntarily allowed 
its presses to be used in the publication of a book by one Seat, the 
sole of which was to justify Christians who ved in the 
=~ ecies of Daniel in their course in entering on secession against 

nited States Government. 

nil quate a Sow pacuguetnnn tinh ietstochen Gn guipioe Gut 
the po and the materials of this very concern were used for 
ini That book of Seat’s which they published as a job, and 
was put in circulation, I find here, in discussing the passages from 
Daniel’s mayne uses this language: 


ted by the seven Sores. or 
of the State of Virginia at once 


adopted the 

Again he says: 

The secession of was hailed with arom delight 
of the seceded States, cs, hl Te it rendered the snbiuga ation of the Ee eReriee 
States even more certainly a. ae a repre- 
sentative of the entire four ‘incbe ed in the eee ieeen of which are 
‘And thay sball waste (or eat up, as the snargin tho eee States. 
with the sword, and the Level te the entrances thereof (or, as the 
margin reads, with her cae Or ced swords). Thus shall he deliver us from 
the when he cometh into our land. 

Again he says: 


Let the rest eat the flesh one of another. 
Quoting from the vision of Daniel. He proceeds: 


Saye as we believe, to Se fet eee bat So tebe stare smong the 
States 1¢ North, rest Ce of their General Gov- 
ernment. Then, and not w then, will the slain _— arise. Not one 
of the border States will be able, as we believe, to en owe 
federacy until that time. This expressed as 

June, in the city of Houston, padre tees mkrae ae 
1861. This eT referring 
to these States. | 4 > ; 


N wnt surel fin the wine of God's gates people has there ene such 
remarkable a: orm such tremendous odds, and with 
ee =} found in the fact that 


coercion f of his peculiar 
Than it has boos ond thusit be fu tho clone of the war. —— 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
[Mr. GROSVENOR addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


The CHAIRMAN. Thehour of 4o'clock having arrived, under 
the order of the House debate is closed. 

eT er Is a motion to report the bill favorably in 
order 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. That motion is already pending. | It 
was made on last Friday. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on ordering the bill to be 
favorably reported to the House, 
The motion was agreed to. 
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The committee accordingly rose; and the S er having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. PAYNE reported that the mittee of the 
Whole House had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 4829) 
for the relief of the Book Agents of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church South, and had directed him to report the same to the 
House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, under the agreement 
entered into this morning the vote is to be taken upon that bill 
immediately. 

The SP. R. Under the order of the House a vote will be 
taken on the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was ae read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. DALZELL. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 190, nays 67, 
answered “ present” 4, not voting 95; as follows: 


YEAS—19. 
Adamson, De Graffenreid, Landis, Settle, 
Allen, De Vries, Lanham, Ss 
Babcock, Dinsmore, Latimer. Shannon, 
Baird, Dockery, Lewis, Ga. Shattuc, 
Barlow. Dolliver, Lewis, Wash. Shuford, 
Ba: tlett, Dorr, Linney, Simpson, 
Beach, Elliott, Little, Sims, 
Bell, Ellis, Peete, Skinner, 
Benner, Pa. Lloyd, Slayden, 
Bennett, Ermentrout, e L Smith, Ky. 
Benton, E i Love, Smith, 8. W. 
Bland, Fischer, McAleer, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Bodine, Fitzgerald, McCormick, Ss 4 
Botkin, Fleming, McDowell, Stallings, 
Boutell, 1 Fletcher, McRae, Stark, 
Bradley, Foss, Maddox, Stephens, Tex. 
Brantley, Fowler, N. C. Moguire, Stewart, N. J. 
Brenner, Ohio Fox, M. \ Stokes, 
Brewer, Gaines, Marshall, Strait, 
Brom well, Gibson, Maxwell, Strowd, N. C. 
Broussard, Greene, Meyer, La. Sullivar, 
Brownlow, Griggs, Miller, Sulloway, 
Brucker, Grosvenor, Moon, Sulzer, 
Brundidge, Handy, Mudd, Sutheriand, 
Burke, Harmer, Newlands, Talbert, 
Burleigh, Hartman, Northway, Tate, 
Butler, Hawley, Odell, Tawney, 
Castle, Hay, Ogden, Taylor, Ala. 
Clardy. Henry, Miss. Osborne, Terry, 
Clark, lowa Henry, Tex. Otey, Todd, 
Clark, Mo. sen Otjen, Underwood, 
Clarke, N. H. Howard, Ala. earce, Mo. Vandiver, 
Clayton, Howard, Ga. Pearson, Ve 
Cochran, Mo. Howe Peters, Vincent, 
Codding, Howell, Pierce, Tenn. Walker, Mass. 
Co! Hunter, Pitney, Walker, Va. 
Conn Johnson, N. Dak. Plowman, Weaver, 
Cooney, Jones, Va. Powers, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cooper, Tex Jones, Wash. zh, Wheeler, Ky 
Cowhe Joy. Rhea, White, N. 
Cox, Kelley, Richardson, Williams, Miss. 
Cranford, King, Ridgely, Williams, Pa. 
Crump, Kitchin, Rixey, ilson, 
Cummings, Kleberg, aa Yost, 
Davenport, Knowles, Robbins, Young, Va. 
Davis, Kulp, Robertson, La. Zenor. 
Davison, ~% , Robinson, Ind. 
De Armond, tank, Sayers, 
NAYS—47. 

Baker, IL Dingley, Kirkpatrick, Sauerhering, 
Barber, Feuton, Lawrence, Shelden, 
Barham, Foote, Loud, Simpkins, 

roe Gardner, Low, Snover, 
Boutelle, Me. Gillet, N. Y. Lybrand, Southard, 
Broderick, Graff, cCall, Spalding, 
Brosius, Griffin, McDonald, 8 4 
Brown, Hager, McEwan, Steele, 
Brumm, Hamilton, Meekison, Stewart, Wis. 
Cannon, Henry, Conn. Minor, Stone, C. W 
Capron, Hepburn, Moody, Sturtevant, 
Cochrane, N.Y. Hi Payne, Tayler, Ohio 
ene, Hill, Perkins, Van Voorhis, 
Cooper, Wis. Hitt, Prince, Wadsworth, 
Crum r, Hull, Ray, Wanger, 
Dailzell, Jenkins, Royse, Weymouth. 
Danford, Ketcham, Russell, 

ANSWERED “PRESENT ”"—4. 
Grout, McClellan, Norton, Ohio Swanson. 
NOT VOTING—%. 

Acheson, Bishop, Dovener, Hopkins, 
A Booze, Dr Hurley, 
Alexander, Brewster, Eddy, Jett, 
Arnold, Bull, Faris, Johnson, Ind. 

ley, Burton, Fi trick, Kerr, 
Baker, Md. Campbell, Fowler, N. J. Knox, 
Ball, Carmack, Gillett, Mass. Lentz, 
Bankhead, Catchin Griffith, Lester, 
Barrett, Chickering, Grow, Littauer, 
Barrow Corliss, Gunn, Lorimer, 
Bartholdt, Cousins, Heatwole, Lovering, 
Belden Curtis, lowa Hemenway, McC % 
Belford, Curtis, Kans. | Henderson, McCulloch, 
Belknap, Davey, Henry, Ind. McIntire, 

. Deriicen, Wis. Hicks, MeMillin, 

Bingham, Dayton, Hooker, Mahany, 


Mann, Morris, Sherman, Tongue, 
Marsh, Norton, 8. C. Showalter, Updegraff, 
Martin, Olmsted, Smith, Ml. ard, 
Mercer, Overstreet, Southwick, Warner, 
Mesick. Packer, Pa. Sparkman, White, IL 
Miers, Ind. Parker, N. J. Stevens, Minn. Wilber. 
Milis, uigg, Stone, W. A. Young, Pa. 
Mitchell, eeves, Strode, Nebr. 

So the bill was passed. 


The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. CHICKERING with Mr. Swanson, 

For this day: 

Mr. Giuuett of Massachusetts with Mr. CARMACK, 

Mr. McCLEARY with Mr. Norton of South Carolina, 

Mr. Curtis of Kansas with Mr. BAILEY. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gen- 
tleman from Iowa, Mr. HENDERSON. If he were present, I would 
vote ‘‘aye.” 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. McCuLLocs#, is 
absent from the House on the business of the House. If he were 
present, he would vote “aye.” 

Mr. SWANSON. Isee that I am paired with the gentleman 
from New York, Mr. CuickErtinG. I do not think he voted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cuick- 
ERING] is not recorded. 

Mr. SWANSON. I desire to withdraw my vote and to state 
that I should have voied ‘‘aye” if the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. CHICKERING] had been present. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. COOPER of Texas, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of the 
following title: 

S. 1788. An act to provide an American register for the bark- 
entine Sha ooter, of San Francisco, Cal. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House take a 
recess until 8 o’clock this evening. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine moves that the 
House take a recess until 8 o’clock this evening. Is there objec- 
tion?. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER designated Mr. Lacry as Speaker pro tempore 
for the evening session. 

And then, in accordance with the order just adopted, the House 
(at 4 o’clock and 25 minutes p. m.) took a recess until 8 o’clock p. m, 





EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House, at 8 o’clock p. m., re- 
sumed its session, with Mr. Lacey in the chair as Speaker pro 
tempore. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the special 
order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The House shall, on each Friday at 5 o’clock p. m., take a recess until 8 
o'clock, at which evening session private pension bills, bills for the removal 
of political disabilities, and bills removing charges of desertion only shall be 
prea said evening session nct to extend beyond 10 o'clock and W min- 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of 
considering business on the Private Calendar under the rule just 
read. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole under the special order, with Mr. CHARLES W. STONE in 
the chair. 

JOHN C. DULL. 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2307) to correct the naval history of John C. Dull. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be authorized and di- 
rected to correct the naval history of John C. Dull, who, while yet a minor, 
was onlisted as a landsman in the U. S. 8. Zina for service during the war 
with Mexico, so as to relieve him from the charge of desertion, dated June 3, 
=. and that said John C. Dull be given an honorable discharge from that 

ate. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon laying the bill aside 
to be — tothe House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. HUNTER. I ask that the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. Dayton). was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2307) to correct the naval history of John C. Dull, have considered the same, 
and beg to submit the following report: 

A similar bill has once passed Congress and has been reported favorably 
in several others. 

For reasons stated in the following report, made to the Fifty-fourth Con- 
gress, now ad and made a part hereof, the committee recommend the 
passage of this bill: : 

“The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 716) to 
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correct the naval history of John C. Dull, have considered the same and beg 
to submit the following report: 


** A similar bill passed Congress, but failed of approval by the President. 
‘For the reasons stated in the following report, made to the last Congress, 


which the committee atoms and make a part of this report, the committee 
recommend the passage of this bill: 


**The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1535) 


to correct the naval history of John C. Dull, after consideration, recommend 
the passage of the measure. 

** In 1847 John C. Dull, at the age of 18, entered the Navy as a landsman 
forthree years. He served on the Ontario, the Franklin, and the Etna. After 
seventeen months of service he deserted from the Etna, off Frontera, Mexico, 
June 3, 1848. These facts appear on the records of the Bureau of Navigation, 
Navy Department, and in the office of the Fourth Auditor of the Treasury. 

** Hon. B. F. Tracy, then Secretary of the Navy, in a letter to Hon. Hilary 
A. Herbert, then chairman of the House Committee on Naval Affairs, under 
date of March 11, 1892, says: 


“***Tn view of the fact that Dull wasa minor at the time of his enlistment 
and of his desertion, and that prior to the date of his desertion hostilities had 
ceased and the treaty of peace between Mexico and the United States had 
been concluded and ratified, the Department perceives no objection to the 
favorable action of Congress upon the bill to correct his naval history.” ’ ” 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, before going into the consid- 
eration of these measures, I desire tocall the attention of the com- 
mittee to the rules of the Committee on Pensions in the United 
States Senate, a copy of which was mailed to me, I suppose, by 
the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions of this House. 
I think it very well to read these rules before entering upon the 
discussion of these measures: 

Committee on Pensions, United StatesSenate. Rules. 
mittee January 11, 1898. ; 

These rules, as I understand them, are good ones, and they show 
that the members of the House and members of the Senate have 
at least realized the factthat they must call a halt in this extrava- 

ant pension legislation. I only want to call the attention of the 

ouse to these rules. They come within my contention in the 
opposition which I have made to pension legislation, and, if car- 
ried out, such claims for pensions as I have heretofore opposed 
will be eliminated, and Iam glad tosee it. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Will the gentleman permit me to say 
right here that I have caused a copy of those rules to be sent to 
every member of this House, and I suppose they have all read 
them. Now,I beg of the gentleman to let us go on with this 
legislation. 

Mr. TALBERT. Iassure the gentleman that my object is not 
to kill time or to oppose this bill. Iwish to read the rules, so that 
they can go into the REcorD, with the hope that they may be 
observed and finally adopted by the House. 

Mr. RAY of New York. If the gentleman desires to do it for 
that purpose, I have no objection. 

Mr. TALBERT. Iassure the gentleman that my object is not 
to kill time. I will not do that, for I only want tosee certain un- 
deserving pension claims ruled out, such as I have always opposed 
since I have been a member of this body. 

Mr.SULLOWAY. Iwantto state to the gentleman from South 
Carolina that those rules have not been adopted by the House 
committee by any manner of means. 

Mr. TALBERT. They have not been adopted, I know; but I 
hope they will be, for they are good ones. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Not by the House Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, no matter who circulated them. 

Mr. TALBERT. I will proceed to read the rules and let the 
House be its own judge of their merits: 

1. Consideration will not be given to any bill which has not first been sub- 
mitted to the Pension Bureau for adjudication unless conclusive proof is pre- 
sented that the claimant has no pensionable status beforethe Bureau. Claims 

ssed upon by the Bureau, whether allowed or rejected, will not be enter- 

ined by this committee until a period of at least one year has elapsed. 

That has always been the contention of a great many of us in 
the House, that before a bill is considered here it should be first 
carried through the Pension Bureau, and I think it very proper 
that such should be the case. 


2. Where original pension or increase of pension has been allowed by oe. 
this 


cial act, no proposition for additional pension will be entertained by 
committes. 


3. Bills providing for the payment of arrears will not be considered in any 
cas 


Adopted by the com- 


se. 

4. Bills proposing to pension children of soldiers will not be entertained 
except in cases where the child has been idiotic, deformed, or otherwise men- 
tally or physically incapacitated from birth or early childhood, and then only 
in cases of destitution. 

5. Bills for increasing pensions by special act which have been granted by 
the Bureau at the maximum rate under the act of June 27, 1890, will not be 

iven consideration except in cases of actual destitution or extreme physical 

isability: Provided, however, That where pension has been allowed under 
the act of June 27, 1890, and a rejected claim exists under the general law, the 
equities in the latter claim will be considered with a view to increase. 

6. Bills proposing to pension men who were not mustered into service, ex- 
cept in cases where they performed actual military duty and were wounded, 
or unless some special or extraordinary service was rendered in connection 
with the Army, are not admissible. 


Now, you know it has been the contention in this House that 
any man who was not mustered into the service or who was not 
wounded or disabled in the service did not deserve a pension and 
that his claim ought not to beconsidered. It isa known fact that 
this House has pensioned photographers, camp followers, picture 
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takers, and all that sort of thing—men who have not been mus- 
tered into the service. I think that rule covers their cases, and [ 
a that the committee will observe it and rule them out here- 
after. 


7. No widow’s pension will be granted by special act in excess of the maxi- 
mum rate allowed by law except in cases of destitution, to be substantiated 
by sworn testimony, a the claimant’s affidavit; and in no case willa 
higher rate than $50 per month be allowed. 

It has been contended by myself and others that no widow 
should be allowed by special legislation more than she is entitled 
to under the general law. 

You know it has been the case here in this House that numbers 
of widows were allowed $75 and $100 a month, which seems to me 
to have been wrong; and the House finally reduced a number of 
applicants to $40 or $50, as specified in the rule. 

8. This committee will not give consideration to any bill which proposes to 


restore to the roll the name of a widow of a soldier whose pension was for- 
feited by remarriage unless she was the wife of a soldier during the war and 


is now a widow in actual need. 

You recollect that that was one of my contentions, and the con- 
tention of others here, that no remarried widow was entitled to a 
pension under the law after she willingly and of her own accord 
relinquishes her claim by remarriage. 


_%. Bills proposing to pension the brothers and sisters of soldiers will not be 
given favorable consideration. 


10. As a rule, bills for original pension will be given consideration in pref- 
erence to those for increase. 


ll. Bills will be promptly referred toa subcommittee upon request of any 
Senator, but all bills referred to subcommittees must be reported back to 
the full committee for action before being reported to the Senate. 

_ 12. An authorized statement by a member of the committee, or by the 
Senator introducing a bill, as to the circumstances of the claimant, will be 
required when satisfactory evidence does not appear among the papers ac- 


companying the bill. 
JACOB H. GALLINGER, 
Chairman Committee on Pensions, United States Senate, 

W. H. H. Jonnston, Chief Clerk. 

Now, then, according to these rules, it appears that there has 
been an awakening, at least so far as the Senate is concerned, and 
I am glad to be able to say that, looking over the list of claims 
before us to-night, I find the most, at least, of them somewhat 
meritorious. 

Now, I submit that this pamphlet, this circular, has been mailed 
to each one of us, and I supposed it would be adopted by the House. 
I think the rules are otek They do not go exactly as far as some 
of us contended in the last Congress about pensioning deserters, 
I think if they had added that it would have been a good thing— 
that is, if deserters were all rejected. 

I just asked the privilege to read these rules, hoping that it 
would do some noel They were pointed out to the Committee 
on Pensions in the Senate by the eminent gentleman from New 
Hampshire, Senator GALLINGER, its chairman, who sees the ne- 
cessity of calling a halt, and calling attention to so many cases 
for removal of charges of desertion. Now, here isa bill for the 
removal of a charge of desertion; but in view of what the Hon. 
B. F. Tracy has said, that this party was a minor, and his deser- 
tion was after peace had been declared, I see no reason that the 
bill should not pass. With these remarks, I do not offer any op- 
position to the bill for the reasons mentioned, but hope that these 
rules will be observed. 

Mr. RIDGELY. I want to ask the chairman of our Committee 
on Invalid Pensions if these rules adopted by the Senate commit- 
tee have been adopted ns & our committee. I understand the gen- 
tleman to say that they have not? 

Mr. RAY of New York. I will answer, Mr. Chairman, that 
they have not been adopted by the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. RIDGELY. I hope they will not be. 

Mr. RAY of New York. The question, of course, will be 
whether or not the House will undertake to act differently from 
what the Senate of the United States has declared its purpose to 
be. What the action of the Committee on Invalia Pensions will 
be in regard to the matter of these rules I do not know and can 
not state. It may be a subject of discussion in the committee at 
some time; but as yet, 1 will say to the gentleman, the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions of the House has not violated these rules. 
We have not reported any bills that would be in violation of the 
principles there laid down. 

Mr. RIDGELY. I want to say right here that while the rules 
in the main are fair and would meet with my approval, the rule 
that denies a soldier’s pension claim consideration for twelve 
months in my judgment will in many cases work great injustice 
and ought never to be a rule of this House, the Senate, or the 
Pension Department. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I will say on that subject that the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions of the House unanimously passed 
a resolution asking the Senate to expunge that part of the rule 
from their rules. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Iam ver oe to hear it. 


Mr. RAY of New York, ether they will do it or not is yet 
to be determined, 








1898. 


Mr. HUNTER. The rules of the Senate have no binding force 
at all with the House. We are not under the rules of the Senate. 
We have a right to do as we choose in this matter, and make our 
own rules. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. HUNTER. Weare under the old rules. 

Mr. RAY of New York. We are acting on our own rules. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. What would be the use of considering pen- 
sion bills unless the Senate will consider them? 

Mr. HUNTER. That may produce a conflict, and there may 
be some conflict between the Houses, and we may have some fric- 
tion, but it seems to me these rules will not govern the House 
unless we choose to adopt them. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Notatall. Having been adopted by the 
Senate, weregarded it as wise that the members of this Houseshould 
be fully informed of their action, and whether the committee will 


adopt them or not, or whether this House will be guided by its | 


own rules, remains to be determined. Thus far in reporting bills 
it so happens that there is nothing that we have done that will 
clash with these rules, ———s ibly that clause to which I 
have called attention, and which, I now repeat, the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions have asked the Senate committee to abrogate. 
Mr. CLARDY. I would like to make a suggestion to the gen- 


tleman as to whether it would not be wise for the Committee on | 
Invalid Pensions to secure an interview with the Committee on | 
Pensions of the Senate and agree upon joint rules which might | 


govern both bodies, and then when we pass a bill here, we may 


have reasonable expectation of having it passed through the Sen- | 


ate, and vice versa. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I will answer that question frankly by 
saying in my own personal judgment it would be wise for the 
Committee on Pensions of this House, having charge of cases aris- 
ing out of the war of 1812, the Mexican war, and the Indian wars, 


and the Committee on Invalid Pensions, having charge of all cases | 


where the soldier served in the late civil war, and the Committee 
on Pensions of the Senate to agree upon what their action will 
be. It would be well to have certain rules which shall guide 
them; then we will have no friction, no hanging up of cases, and 
we will have less friction here upon the floor of the House. And 
I want to say further to the gentleman that we have bad inter- 
views and communications, and efforts will be made to arrive at 
some satisfactory arrangement so that we will know that a bill 
enacted in the House can go to the Senate and meet its approval, 
and so that we may know here what to do with Senate bills. 
We do not want war on these questions; we do not want antago- 
nisms. 

Mr. CLARDY. It seems to me that that is the only way to 
oe it—by having some rules in common between the two 

ouses, 

Mr. RAY of New York. We are getting along very well now. 

Mr. GARDNER. Is it assumed by the gentleman that a rule 
of a committee will necessarily control the action of the Senate, 
or is a committee to have the control of the Senate, or are its rules 
binding upon that body? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Not at all. 
when a bill is up in the Senate and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions of the Senate, it will have to come out of that com- 
mittee before it will be considered in the Senate, although, of 
course, it is within the power of the Senate to take any bill from 


will be in the power of this House to take a bill once referred to 
a committee, without consideration, from the committee; but it 
will have to come from the committee, unless that course is taken, 
with a favorable report. 

Mr. GARDNER. That will not belikely to occur in this House, 
if I understand the Senate and its previous action on pension mat- 
ters. If this committee were to adopt rules which laid aside the 
many bills of Senators, they would be relieved on one motion. 

Mr. TALBERT. The chairman of the committee has stated 
that these rules have not been adopted by the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 
plied, and I thought it well to read them tothe House. That was 
my only idea. I think they are good rules, eliminating unworthy 


claims, and while I have objected tosome pension bills heretofore, | 


because I deemed them vicious, I have looked over the list that 
has been reported by the committee to-night, and I see no reason 
as yet why the most of the bills that are before the House to-night 
should not be 
not read the rules for that purpose. 
should pass, and I have no objection to any of these where they 
come within the rule as read, but will continue to fight vicious 
measures. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Then, Mr. Chairman, in the interest 
of good legislation, I hope we shall be allowed to proceed. If any 
bill has been reported from this committee, or the Committee on 


But I do assume that | 


I did not know that all the members had been sup- | 


So far as wanting to take up the time, I did | 
I think that all good bills | 
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ment of the case, any gentleman can object to it and we can dis- 
cuss it. I think we have good bills on the Calendar, and bills that 
no gentleman will object to. 

Mr. HUNTER. Ido not want to detain the House one moment, 
because I want to see the bills passed as rapidly as possible. But 
I do think that in order to facilitate business the House ought to 
have rules of their own the same as the Senate. If we pass bills 
here not in line with those rules, they will be defeated in the 
Senate and our efforts will be of no avail. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HUNTER. Certainly. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. The chairman of the committee has 
stated that there has been no bill revorted here in opposition to 
those rules. Why may we not go on and pass these bills instead 
of taking up time in discussing rules which do not conflict with 
any bills reported by the committee? It looks to me like.a loss of 
time. I assure you that this committee has been very careful, 
and there has been no bill reported in conflict with the rules that 
have been read by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HUNTER}. 

Mr. HUNTER. Certainly, I should not interpose any sort of 
objection here to the passage of these bills after the assurance of 
the chairman and the gentleman from Indiana that these bills do 
not interfere or conflict with the rules. But this conflict wiil 
arise at some time, and it was only with a view to facilitate the 
business of the House that I thought it better to settle the ques- 
tion now, as it is likely to arise sooner or later. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, I think sufficient for the day is the evil 
thereof. 

Mr. GARDNER. The gentleman seems to have got it into his 
head that the Senate has adopted these rules. It was only the 
Committee on Pensions in the Senate. 

Mr. HUNTER. I understand that very well. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, I think we had better not 
go tooquickly. Let us take alittle time about some of these bills. 
This is a bill reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs to 
correct the naval record of John C. Dull. So far as the report ac- 
companying the bill shows, it does not seem to me to contain any 
real good reason why the record should be corrected. Here was 
a young man 18 years of age, to all intents and purposes a full 
adult, who entered the Navy, served for a while, and deserted, and 


| there isnoreason or excuse shown, in the report at least, why that 


record should now be cured. There may be cases of persons, 
there have been undoubtedly many cases of persons, under tho 
charge of desertion where there was some excuse, some reason, 
why that record should be corrected at the end of fifty years, asin 
this case. There is nothing, Mr. Chairman, in this report in ex- 
tenuation or excuse. 

Mr. STURTEVANT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask a 
question? 

Mr. BROMWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. STURTEVANT. I want to ask if it is not the fact that this 


; man served through the war and left at its close? 


Mr. BROMWELL. The fact stated is that he served with the 
Ontario, the Franklin, and the Etna, and after seventeen months 
of service deserted on June 3, 1848. 

Mr. GARDNER. Was not that after the close of the war? 

Mr. BROMWELL. It makes no difference whether it was be- 


| fore or after the close of the war; what reason was there for his 
the hands of a committee they have referred it to, and so here it | 


leaving the vessel? Now, another thing. If this man has his 
naval record cleared up, there is nothing to prevent his coming in 
and making a claim for an allowance, and going before the Pen- 
sion Department and getting a pension. It does seem to me 
that there is no excuse for that desertion, no extenuating circum- 
stances that should lead the House after fifty years to clear it up 
and give him an honorable discharge. 

In the next place, if such a discharge should be granted, it 
seems to me this bill should contain some provision that this man 
shall not by virtue of its passage have any claim for pay, allow- 
ances, or pension. 

Mr. ELLIS. If the reason adduced in this case is a good one, 
why should not every soldier be relieved from the charge of de- 
sertion? 

Mr. BROMWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I have no knowledge whatever of 


| this case; but I wish to say that in the Committee on Military 


Affairs the universal rule is that when we report a bill to remove 
a charge of desertion we insert a clause that no pay or allowances 
shall become due or payable by virtue of the passage of the act. 
It seems to me that some such amendment should be put upon 
this bill, if it is to pass. 

While I am on my feet I want to say another thing. 1 believe 
that the Committee of the Whole House can not be too careful in 
passing bills to remove the charge of desertion. The Committee 
on Military Affairs and the Committee on Naval Affairs have a 


Naval Affairs, or the Committee on Military Affairs, that ought | very large number of bills of this class before them; and in very 


not to pass, when gentlemen hear the report read, and the state- | many cases investigation shows that the men deserted during the 
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heat of the war, enlisted in other regiments in order to obtain high 
bounties, and then in these recent years came in to have the charge 
of desertion removed so that they might have a chance for a pen- 
sion under the act of 1880. Unless a man served through the war, 
or unless there is some exceptional reason to justify his failure to 
serve out his term of enlistment, this House will be wise if it acts 
with great caution in the passage of such bills. 

As for the present bill, I will not vote for it unless some provi- 
sion be inserted to protect the Government from any claim for pay 
and allowances between the actual time of desertion and the time 
when the man was stricken from the roll asa deserter. A man 

may be a deserter to-day; but it may be two, three, four, or pos- 
sibly six months before he is so reported and his name stricken 
from the roll. In such a case, if you pass a bill in the form in 
which this bill now is, as I understand, and give the man an hon- 
orabie discharge from a date named, he would receive pay from 
the time when he was last paid until the date designated. 

Mr. ELLIS. Does not the law now permit persons situated as 
this man is to secure a deserter’s release which will secure him 
from arrest or any other penalty by reason of his desertion? 

Mr. HULL. There is nodanger of this man being arrested for 
deserting in 1848. The general law designates, I believe, five 
grounds « on which a man who deserted from the military service, 
especially during the civil war, may be exonerated and receive 
an honorable discharge—for instance, if, after deserting, he re- 
turned to his regiment voluntarily within a certain period. And 
there are four or five other grounds of excus%. But in this case 
there appears to be no good reason assigned why an honorable 
discharge should be granted. I should be glad if the gentleman 
in charge of the bill would give some reason why a man who de- 
serted in 1848, and who has been on the rolls ever since asa 
deserter, should now receive an honorable discharge. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iask that this bill be laid aside without preju- 
dice. The gentleman who introduced it is evidently not here. 
assume it is his place, after introducing a bill, to look after it, and 
not impose that duty on members of the Naval Committee. We 
considered this case carefully and decided to make a favorable 
report upon the bill. Beyond that Ido not know that we have 
any duty to perform. In the absence of the gentleman who intro- 
duced the bill, I ask unanimous consent that it be laid aside with- 
out prejudice. 

The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection, this bill will be 
passed over without prejudice. 

There was no objection. 


ROBERT KENNISH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
§457) for the relief of Robert Kennish. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to rm an honorable discharge to Robert Kennish, 
late a mate on board the U.S. 8. Restless, as of the date of September 30, 1862. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Let us have the report read. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, a bill identical with this 
was r apoeme favorably during the last Congress, but was not 
reached on the Calendar. Technically this is not a bill to remove 
the charge of desertion. No such charge was ever made against 
thissoldier. He enlisted in 1861; he served on the steamer Rest- 
iess for about a year, when he became ill. After his illness had 
continued two or three months he made an arrangement with his 
superior officer to go home. Before doing so he procured, with 
the knowledge and assent of his superior officer, a man to take 
his place in the service. He then went home with a distinct 
understanding that if should recover from his illness he was to 
return; if not, the officers were to send him a discharge. He did 
not recover. 

He had some correspondence with his officers, but the discharge 
was never sent to him. He made application to the Secretary of 
the Navy fora discharge, but for technical reasons it was refused. 
This bill simply authorizes the issue of a discharge. The bill has 
been referred to the Navy Department, and that Department says 
there is no objection to its passage. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I call the attention of the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. Broprricx] to the fact that this bill does not seem 
to be in order under the special rule under which we are oper- 
ating. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Substantially it is in order, though techni- 
cally it possibly is not. Butif the bill is not in order here, it is 
not in order at any time. The passage of a bill of this kind dur- 
ing the consideration of this Calendar is the only way this soldier 
ean have a discharge. I know him personally. He is a reliable 
man and a good citizen. I am sure that his statement of the case 
is correct. And it is fully corroborated by the report of the 
Department. 





full knowledge and consent, an 
time. 


this bill? 


Mr. HULL. Is he marked as a deserter? 


Mr. BRODERICK. He is not marked as adeserter. Thereare 


no charges against him, and never were. They simply have the 
record of his service and no record of his ever leaving it. 


Mr. HULL. And no desertion is charged against him? 
Mr. BRODERICK. Noc whatever. He left with their 
they knew where he was all the 


Mr. HULL. Is he still in the service? 
Mr. BRODERICK. [If he is, this is to get him out. Probably 


he is technically still in the service. 


Mr. HULL. Does he still get pay? 

Mr. BRODERICK. Oh, ne. 

Mr. HULL. Of what date does this give him the discharge? 
Mr. BRODERICK. As of date of September 20, 1862. 

Mr. HULL. To what date was he paid? 

Mr. BRODERICK. He was paid, I think, 2 to that time. 

Mr. BROMWELL, I should like to ask if there is a report on 


Mr. BRODERICK. There is a report. 
The CHAIRMAN. The reading of the report is called for. 


The Clerk will read the report. 


The report (by Mr. DayToNn) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5457) 


for the relief of Robert ao Reming had the same under consideration, 
beg to submit the 


A similar bill, ee in tne Fifty- fourth Congress, was favorably re- 


= by this committee, and for the reasons set forth in said i (now 
; ere ane made a part of this report) the committee recommend passage 
° 1s 


The report is as follows: 

“The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred House bill we 
5389, have had the same under consideration, and su 

“Robert Kennish enlisted and served on the U. 8. 
ber 1, 1861, to September 30, 1862, That during this a ied ‘he, said vessel was 


under the control of the Quartermaster’ s Department of the Army; that on 
the ad named date the Restless was transferred from the Ares to the 


sick a wholly unable to render oo service — —_ at_St. Louis, Mo., he 
left the service, because of such sickn: with th and consent of 
his superior officers; that before eoninen\ he ai man to take his Leen, 
and that there wasan understanding wae some of the @ officials that in case 
he was unable to return they would send him a discharge. 

a further states that he never sufficiently recovered to perform mili- 
tary service, and never returned _ never soared his disc aon 

2 *The bill has been referred to the Secretury of the Navy formation 
and suggestions, and the official statement shows the sertion on setened herei 
and does not show any cha against the soldier, so that his statement 
the case is corroborated by the official records.” 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention 
of the gentleman from Kansas to the fact that, even though this 
is a proper bill to , if does not carry the usual proviso that 
goes with bills of this kind—that no pay, pension, or emoluments 
shall become due on esumind of the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HULL. I hardly think the word “pension” is ever putin. 

Mr. BRODERICK. y do not think that is ever put in or that 
it should be. I think the usual proviso is that no pay or allow- 
ances shall become due by virtue of the passage of this act. 
There has never been any question as to a pension. 

Mr. HULL. I will make that amendment. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I will consent to that. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It has been some time since we have had a 
pension session, but my recollection was that pension allowances 
were also excluded. 

Mr. HULL. In cases of this kind, if a man is entitled to his 
rah he ought to stand on the same basis as any other honest 
soldier. 

Mr. BRODERICK. This soldier lost his health in the service 
and has never recovered it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Was he regularly enlisted in the Navy? 

Mr. BRODERICK. He enlisted in the Army and was trans- 
ferred to the Na ~ 

Mr. DOCKER I ask that question because the report seem 

_ ea that he was connected with the Quartermaster’s Dares’ 


ao. BRODERICK. He was temporarily connected with that 
department, but he was regularly enli and was transferred 
from the Army to the Navy. 

Mr. HULL. I offer an amendment _ roviding that no pay or 
allowances shall become due or —, y the passage of this act. 
Mr. BRODERICK. I will accept tha 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will cenit the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert at the end of the bill the follow 
“ Provided, That no pay or allowances 


fan become due or payable by rea- 
son of the passage of this act."’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
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MARY W. C. BURGESS. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1681) 
granting a pension to Mary W. C. Burgess. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


ted toplace on the pension roll, sub to the provisions 
and limitations of the laws, the name of .C. Burgess, widow 
of Benjamin F. Burg late acting assistant surgeon, United States Army, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $17 per month. 

Mr. HUNTER. I wish to make thesuggestion that where there 
is no representative of a bill present it does not seem to me that 
it is our business to take up the time of the House with its con- 
sideration. f 

Mr. RAY of New York. I will say that so far as the bills com- 
ing from the Committee on Invalid Pensions are concerned, there 
wil be somebody here to answer for them, to take the responsi- 
bility for them, to take charge of them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon laying aside the bill 
to be rted to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Let us have the report, Mr. Chairman. 

The report (by Mr. SULLOwaAy) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred Senate bill 
1581, submit the following report: 

This bill proposes to pension, at $17 per month, the maximum allowed b 
general law to the widow of assistant su ns, mney W. C. Burgess, of Gil- 
manton, N. H., as the widow of Dr. B. F Barges, who served for a time as 
acting assistant eee in the late civil war. 

The services ered by Dr. Burgess are quite fully set forth in the Sen- 
ate report, which is annexed and made a part hereof, but same may be 
briefly stated as follows: 

At the request of the surgeon-general of the State of Massachusetts, and 
at a time when his services were of incalculable value to the suffering sol- 
diers, Dr. Burgess went to the front, subjected himself to the orders of the 
Government, was assigned to r= J as omen, rformed the duties of the 
office so long as uired faithfully and with ability, but was not mustered 
into the service of the United States. 

While in the service he contracted disease which resulted in his death 
January 5, 1864, and within two years. 

He left his widow, Mary W. C. Burgess, now 69 years of age, and four chil- 
dren, the oldest of whom was then apenas of age and the yo 2 years 
of This widow has reared and educated these children, and in so doing 
cool ta the small means left by the husband and is now destitute of all means 


of su q 

one pensionable status at the Pension Bureau, as her husband was 
not mustered into the service. ad he been mustered this widow would be 
—* under the law, to a pension of $17 per month from the date of his 


eath. 

He performed the service of assistant surgeon, incurred the disability 
while so serving, and died at the age of 39 years as the result thereof. The 
widow, in her age and destitution, should be treated the same as though 
her husband had been actually mustered into the service. — 

In view of these facts this committee report the bill, with the recommen- 
dation that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


JAMES J. GIBBS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1971) to grant a pension to James J.Gibbs, of Knox County, Tenn. 
The bill. was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here- 
by, authorized and directed to place on the ae roll, subject to the limita- 
tions and conditions of the general pension laws. the name of James J. Gibbs. 
a pri vate of Capt. Gideon te’s pany of National Guards of East Ten- 
nessee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon laying the bill aside 
to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. DOCKERY and Mr. HULL asked for the reading of the 
Te ° 

he report (by Mr. Grsson) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1971) to grant a pension to James J. Gibbs, submit the following report: 

James J. Gibbs served in Capt. Gideon White’s company of National 
Guards of East Tennessee, some led Tennessee Home Guards. The 
War ent records show that this company was not in the United 
States service. The evidence filed with the committee shows that in 1864 the 
company to which he belon was, along with a portion of the First Ten- 
nessee Infantry, on a raid after guerrillas. Claimant and others appear to 
have been posted as guards around a house which was be searched for 
rebel guerrillas, with orders to shoot on sight anyone whom they saw trying 


to esca; 
Daring the search claimant received a gunshot wound, entering the left 
breast and making its exit just below the shoulder blade, the ball going clear 
r him. The surgeon who dressed the wound passed a silk handker- 
chief through the wound toclean it out. The claim was rejected inthe 
en Office, claimant not having been in the military service of the United 


Your committee are satisfied, from the evidence, that the wound was re- 
ceived in line of duty in the service of his country at the very seat of war, 
and ore recommend passage of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


BENJAMIN F, TUCK. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1890) 


a increase of ion to Benjamin F. Tuck. 
The was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
thorized and directed to place the resien roll, subject to the 
t 


au provisions 
and limitations of the pension lat the name of Benjamin F’. Tuck, latea 
Private in Company H, Sreteonth eghunen: Massachusetts Volunteer In- 
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fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month, in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon laying aside the bill 
to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut and Mr. STURTEVANT asked 
for the reading of the report. 


The report (by Mr. Miers of Indiana) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1890) to increase the pension of Benjamin F. Tuck, submit the following 


report: 
This pas prepeses to increase from $12 to $30 per month, the rate for total 
disability, the pension of Benjamin F. Tuck, of Milford, N.H., late private, 
Nineteenth Mas-achusetts Infantry Volunteers. 

The soldier served from December 9, 1861, to May 21, 1862, and from Decem- 
ber 28, 1863, to June 1, 1864, and received an honorable discharge. He is now 
pensioned at the rate of $12 per month for lumbago and disease of the rectum 
contracted in the service, having been increased from $4 to $6, then to $8,and 
finally to $12 per month. Further increase has been denied at the Pension 
Bureau. His present condition is fully shown by the Senate report (No.95), 
annexed and made a t hereof. 

It is evident thatthe soldier is wholly and permanently disabled by reason 
of disabilities conceded to be of service origin. This should and does entitle 
him to a pension of $30 per month under the law. He is poor, possessed of 
only $300 invested in his home, unabie to earn anything of account, and has a 
wife to support. He has one child only,a son, who receives a salary of $10 per 
week, and who has heretofore contributed to the support of the father. 

The soldier has no vicious habits and there is no pretense that any of his 
present disabilities are shown to be of other than service origin. It has been 
claimed at the Pension Bureau that lumbago is a localized rheumatic condi- 
tion confined to the lumbar region, and that when shown to be of service 
origin and general rheumatism is afterwards developed no connection be- 
tween the two will be ized; that is, the general rheumatic condition 
will not be rec ized as of service origin unless such condition is shown to 
have existed while in the service. It is probable that increase of pension was 
denied on this theory. 

The Bureau having recognized “ lumbago, dizease of rectum, and piles" as 
of service origin, and as the evidence is conclusive and uncontradicted that 
these troubles have greatly increased, and to an extent that they must of 
themselves totally disable the soldier, and that the soldier is suffering with 
chronic rheumatism; that the muscles of the back, shoulders, and arms are 
stiffened and yy atrophic changes; that there is marked tenderness 
upon pressure over the lumbar and sacral regions; that the right shoulder 
is partially anchylosed and its muscles have wasted more than those on the 
opposite side, and the arm can not be raised more than 35 degrees from line 
of body, this committee (in the absence of any proof to the contrary) must 
ont does believe that both lumbago and rheumatism are of the same service 
origin. 

In any event this committee will not deny this soldier his rights because a 
total disability created by diseases recognized to be of service origin is ag- 

ravated by rheumatism not so recognized at the Bureau of Pensions. Suf- 
ering from pensionable causes to an extent that must produce total disabil- 
ity, it is immaterial that he also suffers from diseases not of service origin 
(conceding this to be so), which would of themselves also cause tota! disabil- 
ity. Lum 0, disease of rectum, piles, etc., were the first developed dis- 
eases, and were duly recognized. 

The bill is therefore reported back with the recommendation that it pass. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon laying aside the bill 
to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Chairman, I do not rise to oppose 
the passage of this bill, but to make a suggestion. Within the 
past year or two I have had several cases myself where an increase 
of pension has been denied by the Department on the ground that 
the present condition of the applicant is not traceable to the pen- 
sionable difficulty, as in this case. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I beg the pardon of the gentleman. 
If he will permit me, this increase is not denied on any such 

ound. 

Mr. NORTHWAY,. Then why does he not obtain it under the 
general law? 

Mr. RAY of New York. I will tell you, if you wi!l permit me, 

Mr. NORTHWAY. That is what I want to know. 

Mr. RAY of New York. It presents just this case exactly. I 
have examined the case personally with great care, and I snb- 
mitted this question to one of the best doctors in the city of New 
York, before I consented, so far as I was concerned, to any favor- 
able report. I wanted to know whether the disease grew ont of 
the service, and whether the medical referee, in his notion, was 
exactly correct. 

The physician told me that the medical referee was certainly in 
error. But thatis not the point. The case is this exactly, and [ 
want to illustrate it: Here is a soldier inthe Army. He lost both 
hands and both feet. The restof himis here. What is left of 
him has rheumatism, so that if he had hands and feet he could 
not do anything. Now, in such a case, where the medical referee 
finds a case of that kind and the rheumatism can not be traced to 
service, he will only give him half a pension. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions think that if the man has 
disabilities that totally disable him that are traceable to the serv- 
ice it is entirely immaterial that he has some disability in addition 
to that which is not traceable to the service. We give him the 
pension which he is entitled to because he is utterly disabled from 

i and causes contracted in the service. That is this case. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. But you have to grant the increase in op- 

ition to the finding of the medical board here in the Pension 
partment. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Thatistrue, on their technical decision. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. That is just the caseI wasstating. Ihave 
three or four cases just like that, where the claimant makes his 
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case, as he supposes, for an increase of pension, on the ground 
that his present condition of disability results from the causes for 
which he receives the original pension. The pension examining 
board of physicians claim that it is the direct result of that. 

The medical board here disagree with them and disallow the 
pension. Now, this is what I want to know: Will the Pension 
Committee act favorably on cases of thiskind? Is this to be estab- 
lished as a rule? I am not opposing this bill. I only want to 
know so that my constituents can get just what the rest do. 
There is a case down here at Norfolk, Va., of a man who is only 
getiing $12 a month, and yet he is lying upon a bed and has to be 
cared for. He gets this small pension simply because the medical 
board here find that his present condition is not directly traceable 
to service origin. Yet half a dozen doctors have certified that in 
their opinion it is directly traceable to that. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. The opinion of this medical referee, in my 
judgment, does not make out a prima facie case. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. What was that? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Isay that the opinion of the medical referee 
did not make out a prima facie case. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I only wanted to know. I think myself 
there ought to be some bills like this introduced and passed. I 
am not opposing the bill, but wanted to know what the rule was. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I will say to the gentleman that the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions has established no rule as yet in 
the case he puts, for the reason that we have not had that par- 
ticular case before us, and the case he states is not identical with 
this one. This is a case where a man is evidently totally and 
wholly disabled by reason of disabilities that they concede origi- 
nated in the service. 

Now, in addition to that he has other disabilities superadded 
which they do not concede to have originated in the service, and 
therefore they say he is partially disabled from the one cause and 
he is partially disabled from the other cause, and so they divided 
his pension in two, split it on tbat ground. Now, the case is this: 
If he did not have a disability at all that they think is not of service 
origin, still he is a total wreck and totally disabled from a cause 
that is conceded to be of service origin. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Now, [have insisted on the medical board 
here that they should establish this as a rule: Where first-class 
physicians swear that they have thoroughly examined a claimant 
and swear as medical men and as experts that he has a pension- 
able disability that that should control the board here. Wherever 
there is a fair, prima facie case they should solve the doubt in 
favor of the claimant, but the practice has been to solve it against 
him. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Try us with a case of that kind. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. [have tried it with the Department. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

WILLIAM P. M’MURTRY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4618) for the relief of William P. McMurtry. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and heis hereby, author- 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion standing against William 
P. MeMurtry, of Greeneville, ‘tenn., late a member of Company E, Eighth 
Regiment of Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, and issue to him an honourable 
discharge. 


Mr. HULL. Let the report be read, Mr. Chairman. 
The report (by Mr. BRowNLOW) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4618) entitled ‘‘A bill for the relief of William P. McMurtry,” recommend that 
the bill do pass. 

. _ report of the Record and Pension Office of the War Department is as 
ollows: 


Case of William P. McMurtry, late private of Company E, Eighth Regiment 
Tennessee Infantry Volunteers. 


RECORD AND PENSION OFFICE, 
War Department, January 12, 1898. 

Itisshown by the recordsthat William P. McMurtry wasenrolled November 
1, 1888, and mustered into the service April 20, 1864, asa private in Company E. 
Eighth Regiment Tennessee Infantry Volunteers, to serve three years, and 
that he deserted June 4, 1864, at Lost Mountain, Georgia, never returning, al- 
though the company remained in service until June 3v, 1865. Itisfurthershown 
that he enlisted October 15, 1864, under the same name, in Company L, Eighth 
Regiment Tennessee Cavalry Volunteers, in violation of the twenty-second 
(now fiftieth) article of war. He was mustered into the service October 235, 
1864, to serve three years in this organization, and appears to have served 
ane with it until September 11, 1865, when he was honorably discharged 
the service. 

Applying for the removal of the charge of desertion and for an honorable 
discharge, the soldier testified, January 25, 1889, as follows: 

“Left his regiment (the Eighth Infantry) at Burnt Hickory, near Atlanta, 
Ga., to serve as a detail to East Tennessee? in company with four other sol- 
diers. Said detail left the regiment about 20th of June, 1864. On arriving in 
East Tennessee, the country being full of rebel soldiers, Christly Otterger, 
the sergeant of our detail squad, was killed, the rest scattered, and, being 
inside the rebel lines, it was impossible to get back toour command. After 
scouting and hiding about four months in the rebel lines in East Tennessee, 
at first opportunity soldier reported to General Gillem, who advised soldier 
if he enlisted then it would be all right. 

“Soldier then enlisted in Company L, Eighth Tennessee Cavalry,and served 
till war closed, and was mustered out at Knoxville, Tenn., which time was 
about eleven months.” 


On March 17, 1889, he further testified as follows: 

‘““ Was detailed from Burnt Hickory, Ga., to come home after some boys 
who was left here and was cut off from our command and could not get 
back toit. Our orderly sergeant was killed. Scouted here for four months; 
then I went to the Eighth Tennessee Cavalry. Was forced to do so from the 
fact the rebels were after and I had to gosomewhere. It was not a matter 
of choice with me, but compulsion.” 

On September 1, 1896, he again testified, declaring as follows: 

“That he was detailed at Burnt Hickory by Col. Felix A. Reeve to come 
to Greenville, Tenn., to get some members of said company and regiment 
who had been left back in Greene County, Tenn., sick. While engaged in 
that duty he was cut off from the Federal lines by General Longstreet and 
had to hide out in the mountains of East Tennessee until the opportunity to 
report to Union forces. He reported to General Gillem and could not get 
transportation, and under advice of General Gillem he reenlisted on the 15th 
day of October, 1864, in Company L, Eighth Regiment Tennessee Cavalry 
Volunteers, and served to the lith day of September, 1865, when from said 
service he received an honorable ee. id William P. McMurty is an 
illiterate man and acted in good faith under the advice of superiors in office, 
and he was never a deserter in fact or by intention.” 

Noah L. Pack, on March 1, 1889, testified as follows: 

“That he was before and after the war well acquainted with the said Wil- 
liam P. McMurtry; that they weresoldiers in the same regiment and company, 
and that the said William P. McMurtry was sent back home on detail about 
June, 1864, for the purpose of panne SP some of the members belonging to 
our company (Company E, Eighth Tennessee Infantry). He furthermore 
swears that about three months from the time he was sent back he volun- 
teered in the Eighth Tennessee Cavalry. The affiant swears that ho was one 
of the number detailed. He further states that he has no interest in this 
claim. He swears that the detail was sent back whilethe command was at 
Burnt Hickory, Ga., and that while at home the detail was cut off by the 
enemy and the applicant was forced to volunteer in another command. He 
swears that the applicant was not mustered into the service until the com- 
mand reached Charieston, Tenn., and that the detail was sent back before 
the applicant received any pay or bounty.” 

Isaac Hybarger, on March 4, 1889, testified as follows: 

‘That ho wasa member of the same regiment, Eighth Tennessee Infan- 
try. and that he well remembers that the said William P. McMurtry and 
others was sent home some time in June, 184, to bring back some members 
of the company that had been absent. He further swears that while the de- 
tail was home the enemy cut the detail off, and the applicant then volun- 
teered in another command, and he knows that the applicant received no 
pay or bounty on the account of his absence.” 

Calvin Litwell, of Midway, Tenn., on May 27, 1889, testified as follows: 

‘That he knows that claimant was scouting around home; was with him 
pers of time; we made three efforts to get out, but failed, and the reason that 

e did not rejoin his regiment was from the fact that he could not get to it 
on account of all passways being closely guarded by the rebels. This was in 
the year 1864, from about June to October.” 

‘ “ W. Boid, of Mohawk, Greene County, Tenn., on May 27, 1889, testified as 
ollows: 

‘His family lived in my father’s pare one I know that he was scouting all 
the time from June to October of the year 1864. He e several efforts to 
rejoin his regiment, but could not do so from the fact all the Ss were 
pone a by the rebel forces, and I know that when he did get to them 

e joined the Eighth Tennessee Cavalry. I know that he was scouting here, 
as stated above, from the fact I scouted with him.” 

The application for removal of the charge of desertion and for an honor- 
able discharge in the case of this soldier has been denied, and now stands de- 
nied, on the ground that the period of his absence between the date of his 
desertion from Company E, Eighth Regiment Tennessee Infantry Volunteers, 
and that of his enlistment in Company L, Eighth Regiment Tennessee Cav- 
alry Volunteers, exceeded four months, and Seuness the case doas not come 
within aay of the other provisions of the act of Ng ate approved March 2 
1889, which is the only law now in force governing the subject of removal of 
charges of desertion. 

Respectfally submitted. 

F. C. AINSWORTH, 
Colonel, United States Army, Chief Record and Pension Office. 
The SECRETARY OF WAR. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, this bill was reported by the com- 
mittee when I was absent from its session for a little while, and it 
does not contain the provision that all of these bills should con- 
tain, and that the Committee of the Whole has just added to a 
bill from the Committee on Naval Affairs.. I therefore move as 
an amendment the proviso ‘‘ that no pay or allowances shall be- 
come due or payable by reason of the passage of this act.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert at the end of the bill the following proviso: 

“That no pay or allowances shall become due or payable by reason of the 
passage of this act.” 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairmai, I listened carefully to the 
reading of that report, and it seems to me there are some things a 
little singular about it. The principal part of the report consists 
of the returns made by Colonel Ainsworth, of the Record and 
Pension Office, as to what appears of record concerning this sol- 
dier, and another portion of it comprises the affidavits made by 
the soldier himself and by two of his comrades, who did the same 
thing that he did—deserted from an infantry regiment and 
turned up three or four months afterwards as members of a cav- 
alry regiment. Now he states that when he and these two com- 
rades, who were witnesses for him, left their command it was 
near Burnt Hickory, in Georgia. 

At that time Sherman’s army was engaged in the advance on 
Atlanta. They say they went from there to East Tennessee: It 
is a matter well known to members of this House that at that 
time East Tennessee was in Federal possession. Longstreet was 
not there. Longstreet had been expelled from there the winter 
before, and there was no Confederate force there to capture these 
men, asl remember. Now, it seems to mea little bit strange that 
the committee have made no report upon these facts. The com- 
mittee contented itself simply with the returns to this House by 








1898. 





Colonel Ainsworth, of the Record and Pension Office, as it appears, 
concerning this man. 

If this bill passes, then you can see very distinctly that the two 
witnesses who have filed affidavits for him are in the same boat, 
and their record must be corrected also; and you will have in 
East Tennessee a large number that you can operate on, who 
exchanged from ee service to cavalry service in that very 
same way. I should feel a great deal better satisfied about this 
bill if the committee had given us some further statement than 
these facts that appear on record in the War Department. Of 
course they appear there, but how much reliance can be placed 
upon the statements made by witnesses on their own behalf, each 
one testifying for the other? 

The amendment offered by Mr. HULL was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favora- 
ble recommendation, 

ANSON W. GILLETT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6062) for the relief of Anson W. Gillett. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion now standing against 
Anson W. Gillett, alias Henry W. Edwards, late of Company G, Fifty-ninth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to give to the said Anson W. 
Gillett, alias Henry W. Edwards, an honorable discharge from the said com- 
pany and regiment. . 


Mr. DOCKERY. Let us have the report read. 

Mr. HULL. I move the same amendment to this bill that I did 
on the last: ‘‘Provided, That no pay or allowances shall become 
due or payable by reason of the passage of this act.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That no pay or allowances shall become due or payable by reason 
of the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. GRIFFIN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6062) for the relief of Anson W. Gillett, having had the same under considera- 
tion, submit the following report thereon: 

A similar bill was favorab M reported to the House by the Committee on 
Military Affairs of the Fifty-fourth Congress, and which former report is in 
part as follows: 

“It is shown by the records of the War Department that Henry W. Ed- 
wards, — 16 years, was enrolled September 9, 1861, and mustered intoserv- 
ice October 31, 1861, to.date September 10, 1861, as a musician in Company G, 
Fifty-ninth New York Infantry Volunteers, to serve three years; that he 
served faithfully until September 6, 1862, when he is reported ‘ deserted;’ 
that no record has been found showing that he returned to his company 
and regiment, although his term of enlistanent did not expire until Septem- 
ber 6, 1864; that it is also shown that under the name of W. H. Gillett he was 
enrolied June 18, 1863, and mustered into service June 24, 1863, as a private 
in Company K, Thirty-seventh New York State Militia, to serve thirty days, 
and was mustered out of the service and honorabl discharged as of that 
company July 22, 1863, and that such enlistment in the last-named organiza- 
tion was in violation of the twenty-second (now fiftieth) article of war; that 
in an application for removal of the charge of desertion this man testified, 
August By. 1888, that his captain gave him permission to go home; that he 
afterwards enlisted in Company K, Thirty-seventh New York Militia, for 
thirty days, and as a landsman in the United States Navy; that the applica- 
tion for relief was denied October 3, 1888, the case not having been covered 
by the act of Congress approved July 5, 1884, the soldier’s absence from the 
service in a state of desertion having ex ed four months; that the same 
reason precluded relief under the act approved March 2, 1889. 

“In a letter dated May 15, 1896, from Rear-Admiral Francis M. Ramsay, 
Chief of the Bureau of Navigation, United States Navy, it is stated that one 
Anson W. Gillett enlisted in the Navy at New York November 5, 1863, served 
= board of the North Carolina and Dawn, and was discharged January 16, 


“In an affidavit made April 7, 1896, the soldier states that at the time of his 
enlistment he ran away from home, in New York City, and enlisted under 
the assumed name of Henry W. Edwards in the organization above men- 
tioned; that after serving one I$"; the regiment being near Washington, 
= being sick, his captain, Gould J. Jennings, gave him money and sent him 

ome. 

“In another affidavit, made May 11, 1896, he states that his sickness was 
dysentery and fever; that the captain called him in his tent and gave him $4, 
being half of all he had, and also gave him a pass and told him to go to Wash- 
ington and go home, no other person being present. In the affidavits he states 
that he did not think or Know of the serious consequences of the act, being 
only 16 years of age and a drummer in the company; that the captain always 
kept him with him, sleeping and eating in his tent, and taking fatherly inter- 
est in him; that Captain Jennings was killed at Antietam. 

“The soldier further states that when he got to Washington he found he 
had not enough money to get home, and that he wrote his mother tosend him 
some more; that such letter was sent to Hon. William E. Fuller, with other 
proofs, during the Fiftieth Congress, in support of a bill introduced in the 
soldier's behalf; that such letter gave an account of his sickness, and the same, 
with the other papers sent Mr. Fuller, have been lost. He further deposes 
as to his second enlistment in the New York State Militia, and also his enlist- 
ment in the Navy, as shown by the records above mentioned. He also states 
that when he went home he was slightly convalescent from a long sickness of 
d — and malarial fever, and that he left by the advice and sanction of 

captain. 

“ In affidavits made on April 7 and May 11, 1896, Mrs. Hattie L. Price states 
that she is a sister of the soldier; that in 1862 they resided at the home of 
their parents in New York City, and in the fall of that year the soldier came 
to their home sick, emaciated, and weak in mind and body from long illness, 
incurred while he was in the service of the United States in the war of the 
rebellion; that he was then a boy 16 or 17 years of age, having enlisted but a 
i prior thereto, and also that the soldier's statement is true as far as the 

etter written home is concerned. 

“In an affidavit, made on the 2ist day of April, 1896, James G. Johnston, 
poe of Grace Methodist paeescpel Church, Port Richmond, N. Y., states 

it he has been acquainted with Anson W. Gillett since SS and 
Was a member of his father's household from 1860 to 1866; that in September, 
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1861, the soldier ran away from home and enlisted in Company G, Fifty-ninth 
New York Volunteers, under the name of Henry W. Edwards; that having 
served about a year. he returned home very sick, stating that the captain, 
G. J. Jennings, gave him the money and sent him home. The aftiant is also 

sitive that the soldier again enlisted and served in the Thirty-seventh 

ew York State Militia, and also a short time in the United States Navy.” 

Your committee indorse and approve such former report, and in view of 
the fact that the statements of the soldier with reference to his enlistments 
and service are corroborated by the records, and also that the fact of his poor 
condition of health on his return home is corroborated by the affidavits of 
his sister and the Rev. Mr. Johnston, and also the frank statement of the sol- 
dier with reference to the manner in which he left his company to go home, 
and his inability to obtain corroborative evidence of the circumstances sur- 
rounding that event, owing to the death of Captain Jennings, and the soldier 
being but 17 years of age at the time he is stated to have deserted, your com- 
mittee feel justified in accepting the statement of the soldier that he was 
convalescent from a long period of illness and went home by advice of his 
captain and under the circumstances related in his affidavit, and therefore 
recommend that the bill do pass. 


The amendment of Mr. HuLL was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 





HANNAH HOWARD, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
91) for the relief of Hannah Howard, stepmother of Francis W. 
Howard, late of Company D, Sixty-fourth New York Volunteer 
Infantry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hannah Howard, de- 
pendent stepmother of Francis W. Howard, late a private in Company D, in 
the Sixty-fourth Regiment of New York Infantry Volunteers, and to pay her 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month 


Mr. RAY of New York. I desire to say in regard to that bill 
that Hannah Howard is dead, and I ask unanimous consent that 
the bill be reported to the House with the recommendation that 
it lay upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JOHN HURLEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4122) to correct the naval record of John Hurley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


De it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to remove the charge of desertion now standing on 
the recordsagainst John Hurley, late of the U.S.S. Ohioand Lackawanna, and 
grant him an honorable discharge. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside for 
favorable recommendation. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I think we had better have 
the report read. 

The report (by Mr. BULL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4122) to correct the naval record of John Hurley, have considered the same, 
and report: 

It appears from an examination of the records in the case of John Hurley 
that he enlisted in the Navy at Boston, Mass., June 16, 1864, as a second-class 
fireman for three years; served on board the U. 8S. steamships Ohio, Lacka- 
wanna. and Vermont, and is charged with having deserted from the service 
August 29, 1865. He had previously served in the Navy in the capacity of 
coal passer on board the man-of-war San Jacinto from 1854 to 1855, and re- 
ceived an honorable discharge. His application to the Navy Department for 
the removal of the charge of desertion was denied, on the ground that the 
charge was properly entered and the Department had no authority of law 
since the expiration of theact ‘to relieve certain appointed or enlisted men 
of the Navy and Marine Corps from the charge of desertion,’ approved Au- 
gust 14, 1888, to remove the charge of desertion. 

From the evidence before your committee it appears that Hurley, after 
serving faithfully until after the close of the war, obtained leave of absence 
from the receiving ship at Brooklyn, N. Y., on or about July 20, 1865, and 
went home to his family in Providence, R. I., which consisted of his wife and 
five young children, whose condition rendered it necessary for him to stay 
home and support them, which he did, believing that his services were no 
longer needed in the Navy, as the war was over, and considering it his duty 
to provide for his family, unconscious of the fact that he was committing any 
offense or that it was necessary to procure a formal discharge from the naval 
service. 

It is further shown that Hurley bears a good reputation, that he served 
faithfully during both periods of his enlistment, and that it was mainly due 
to the pleadings of his wife and the consideration of his young children, the 
eldest at that time being only 7 years of age, together with the fact that he 
considered his services no longer needed by the Government, that induced 
him toremain home. 

In view of these facts and circuinstances your committee are of the opin- 
ion that the charge of desertion ought to be removed from the record of Hur- 
ley, and therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, if that bill is passed, it ought 
to carry the usual provision as to pay and emoluments. I there- 
fore offer the following amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert at the end of the bill: “‘ Provided, That no pay or allowance shall 
become due or payable by reason of the passage of this act.” 

Mr. DOCKERY. I want to say one word. I shall not inter- 
pose an objection to this bill except by way of a vote against its 

assage. As I understand the report, it is wholly without merit. 

here seems to be no excuse whatever for the desertion. To re- 
move the charge of desertion on such aslender fabric of facts I do 
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not think is justifiable. I shall not do more than to enter my vote 
against it, for there seems to be no meritinit. — 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, I entirely agree with the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dockery]. There seems to be no 
extenuating circumstances or excuse, except that he went home, 
as hundreds of others did, but did not come back, as they did. 
He went home and found his wife and family and deserted, while 
hundreds of others went home and found their wives and chil- 
dren and then came back and did their duty. 

“ Mr. NN ORTHWAY. At what time during the war did he 
esert? 

Mr. BROMWELL. It makes no difference. We have men in 
the United States Army and Navy now; is it any excuse for their 
desertion that no war is going on? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I ask at what time this man deserted? 

. Mr. BROMWELL. It was after the war, but it makes no dif- 
erence. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Yes; it was after everybody treated the 
war as closed. He was not a deserter in the face of the enemy. 
We ought to have some sense about that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DockERY]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was laid aside with a favorable recommendation as 
amended. 

ELISABETH LANE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was a bill (H. R. 
2015) granting a pension to Elisabeth Lane. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Elisabeth 
Lane, widow of Joseph Lane, captain Company f, Forty-third Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per 
month in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, I would like toinquire from 
the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions whether one 
of the so-called rules which have been read here to-night does or 
does not provide that the maximum shall be $30 instead of $40. 
Now that we are started out at the beginning of this pension work, 
it seems to me we ought not to make fish of one and flesh of an- 
other. If we are going to fix the maximum, it ought to apply to 
all cases and we ought to know it. If each case is to stand on its 
own merits on the particular circumstances in each case, I would 
like to know that. The amendment here provides that it shall be 
$40, instead of $100, as reported in the bill. As I remember the 
rule, the maximum fixed by the Senate committee was $30 a 
month. 

Mr. RIDGELY. It is $50 a month. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Yes; $50 a month. The gentleman 
will understand that the committee have not adopted these rules. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Has the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
agreed upon a maximum of $30 a month? 

Mr. RAY of New York. in what cases? : 

Mr. BROMWELL. In the case of widows of soldiers. 

Mr. RAY of New York. In any case? 

Mr. BROMWELL. Yes. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Oh, no. I trust the gentleman will 
listen to the circumstances of this case as set out in the report and 
see if anyone objects to $40 being paid to this widow. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Oh, I do not object. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Well, want the members to listen to 
the reading of this report and see if there is any man who loves 
his country and fellow-man who will object to $40 to this widow 
under these circumstances. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the report. 

The report (by Mr. Mrers of Indiana) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2015) granting a pension to Elisabeth Lane, having carefully inquired into 
the matter, report as follows: . 

This bill as amended by the committee proposes to increase the pension of 
Elisabeth Lane, of Heltonyille, Ind., widow of Joseph Lane, captain Company 
¥, Forty-third Indiana Volunteer Infantry, from to $40 per month. 

Captain Lane served from November 1, 1863, until April 25, 1864, when he 
was killed in action at Marks Mill, Arkansas. He left surviving him his 
widow, Elisabeth Lane, and five children, all under 16 years of age, and also 
another son who was then over 16 years of age, and who has been a cripple in 

his foot and legs from infancy. This crippled child has always lived with 
and been cared for by the mother, and he has no person cther than the 
mother upon whom he can rely for support. He has no income whatever. 

The widow, who was married to the soldier on the 26th of April, 1846, and 
who is now 74 years of age. applied for and was granted a pension at the rate 
of $20 per month from June 6, 18@6, and she also drew $2 per month each for 
the five children mentioned until they severally became 16 years of age. 
Twenty dollars per month is the maximum allowed by law to the widow of 
acaptain. For this reason no’ can be done for her at the Pension Bu- 
reau. It is shown to the satisfaction of this committee that this widow is 
very poor, as she has only 22 acres of land, worth about $ an acre, on which 
there is a small box house in which she lives with her crippled son. She has 
no farm stock, personal property, or money on which to live, and thecrippled 
son has no property, She is to “J blind and has to be waited upon constantly, 
and some one be employed to do her cooking and washing. 

The five children above referred to and now —— up are absolutely 
unable to assist the mother or the crippled son, and are barely able to sup- 


port themselves and their families. This committee is reluctant to increase 
pensions above the rates allowed b neral law and will do so only in most 
exceptional and deserving cases. is such acase. This widow is totally 
helpless and of great age; she has no property worth mentioning; she has no 
one upon whom she can lean for support, and is burdened with this helpless 
child, who has been crippled from his infancy, and who, in some ts of 
the case, may still be regarded asa merechili. She gave her husband to her 
country and he lost his life in its service and left the widow without prop- 
erty, burdened with the support of five infant children and this crippled son, 
who always has been and now is unable to perform any manual labor. 

Such a state of facts is rarely found, and can not be covered by a general 
law. The bill as introduced proposes a pension of $100 per month, and this 
proposition was sustained by the petition or resolutions of Joseph Lane Post, 
Grand a of the Republic, No. 54, of Heltonville, Ind., annexed and made 
a part hereof. 

Your committee, after careful consideration and deliberation, have con- 
cluded to report this bill to the House with the recommendation that the 
same be amended by striking out the words “ one hundred,” in line 7, and in- 


serting in lieu thereof the word “forty;” so it will read “* per month,” 
and by striking out the words Rn nsion that may now d her,” in 
line 8, and inserting in lieu thereof the words “the pension is now re- 


ceiving,” and that when so amended the bill do pass. 


HELTONVILLE, IND., February 20, 1897. 

We, the undersigned, members of the Joseph Lane Post, No. 54, of Grand 
Army of the Republic, Heltonville, Ind., do respectfully request the House of 
Sepeessatntives and Senate of the United States to passa private pension 
bill to pone Elisabeth Lane, widow of Joseph Lane, captain Company F. 
Forty-third Regiment Indiana Volunteers, on the pension roll at the vale of 
$100 per month, for the follo reasons: 

That Elisabeth Lane is now b 5 cam notes $e Gosnyiiing. Said Elisa- 
beth Lane has an invalid son 50 years of age, and has been an invalid all his 
life. He isa cripple in his feet and legs, and never did a day's work in his 
life, and has been helpless almost fifty years. Said Elisabeth e has taken 
care of him for the last fifty years and is still taking care of him. 

Said Elisabeth Lane has no means of support, ony a pension of $20 oy 
month, and said Elisabeth Lane is poor, having only 22 acres of land, with a 
small box house on said land. Said land is very poor—not worth over $5 per 
acre. Said Elisabeth Lane has no stock or money to live her children all 
being married and left home except herinvalid son; and Elisabeth Lane 
has to keep some one to wait upon her and do and washing. 

We further state, as members of the Grand Army of the Republic, Post 
No. 54, Heltonville, Ind., that Elisabeth Lane is a respectable woman, and is 
almost 70 years old, and is a deserving lady, and has worked hard and raised 
a large family, and is now in feeble health. 

We, as members of the t that was named in honor of her husband, 
Joseph Lane, do respectfully ask that you use all honorable means to have 
her pension increased to $100 per month, to take care of her in her old age, 
while she is blind. 

We make this statement as soldiers of Grand Army of the Republic Post 
No. 540, Heltonville, Ind. 

It is further ordered by the Grand Army of the Republic Post No. 540, of 
Heltonville, Ind., that this tition be sent to the Hon. R. W. Mizus, Repre- 
sentative of the Second istrict in to present to the House of Rep- 
resentatives for their inspection. We further uest the Hon. R. W. Miers 
to use all honorable means to get the above petition before the House of 
Representatives. 

‘e, the aaieotes ed, members of Grand Army of the Republic, Post No. 
na. 


510, Heltonville, : 
R. W. Hunter, Compan a eee, 
ent Indiana Volunteers; 


G 
Commander Post No. i Heltooefiin 
John N. Ross, Com: F, Ninety-third Regiment Indiana 
Jabish &. 4 . 


Volunteers; Beyers, Company F, Ninety-third Regi- 

ment Indiana Volunteers; Da Ww: Com y F, Ninety- 

third ment Indiana Volunteers; Fender. 

pas F, Ninety-third ment Indiana Volunteers; Harvey 
lampitt, Company F, nth ent Indiana Volunteers; 

Barten R. Sears, Com 


pany F, First Hea 
or Company B, One hundred and 
Indiana Volunteers; Jacob L. Faubion, Company F, Forty-third 
ment Indiana Volunteers; George W. Ramsey, Company 
th ent Indiana Volunteers; Isiah Giger. m- 
ment Indiana Volunteers; Joseph 
reams Gata has, Sonaay kc Cetveeneate ios 
Indiana Volunteers; Kdward Turpin, Company F, One hun- 
W, Giger, Company B One hundred and forty -Afth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteers; Malaclin Tyler, Company D, Thirty first 
nt Indiana Volunteers: Silas Houston, Company I, 
y-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteers; William Steel, tees 

pany D, Twenty-seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteers. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that I 
know this widow, and I know the facts are not overstated in the 
report. I introduced this bill for $100, and I believe it.ought to 
be $100; but under the circumstances the thought $40 
was all they could recommend, and so I cheerfully acquiesced, 
I certainly believe that there is no gentleman who wo feel for 
a moment that this widow, who was a war widow, who gave her 
husband to her country, who is now totally blind and caring for 
the ward of the soldier, should be paid less than $40. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I rise not with reference to this par- 
ticular case so much, but 1am a member of the Committee on 
Pensions, as is also the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BromwE Lu]. 
We have had under discussion rules with reference to this kind 
of cases and agreed among ourselves, as far as we were concerned, 
that we would insist on a limit of $30. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Oh, I beg the gentleman’s pardon; that is 
one of the rules that I refused to give my assent to. 

Mr. SIMS. I was just going to refer to your part of it. The 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. LOUDENSLAGER| was instructed 
to insist upon that limit. but the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Brom- 
WELL] referred to cases that had passed the Senate providing for 
$50, and it was thought best not to put the burden ourcom- 
mittee. If we did not act upon this with reference to soldiers of 
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the Mexican war and Indian war, how can we come here and ask 
for a higher pension for widows of soldiers in the late war? 

I have no objection to the present case—not at all; but I think 
cases similar to this might be passed upon by our committee, and 
hardship might arise if we should undertake to adhere to the rule 
in certain cases and relax it in others. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Would the gentleman be willing to do 
this soldier's widow a hardship because of such a rule as he 
speaks of? 3 

Mr. SIMS. Iam not insisting on the rule, but I do not want to 
be bound by it with respect to widows whose cases we report and 
relax it in the cases of widows reported by your committee. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I would say abrogate the rule alto- 

ether. 

" Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Chairman, if the committee were 
acting under such an ironclad rule as has been mentioned, it would 
have no application to this case. This is the case of an old woman 
who has become totally blind, unable to do anything to help her- 
self, and who, besides, has this crippled, helpless son dependent 
upon her. We took these circumstances into consideration in fix- 
ing the amount of this pension. 

We were not willing to say that this old woman—a war widow— 
should have her crippled son carried “‘ over the hills to the poor- 
house” in her declining days. She stood by her husband and by 
this crippled child during the whole war. In an ordinary case a 
persion of twenty or thirty dollars would be readily granted; and 
the committee thought that, in view of the peculiar circumstances 
of the — case, something additional should be given, so that 
this old woman may have her crippled child with her until death 
closes her eyes. [Applause. ] 

Mr.SIMS. Mr. Chairman, it was not necessary, so far as my vote 
was concerned, that the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] 
should make this statement. I said that I had no objection to this 
case. Butit wasinsistedin our committee that weshould havesome 
uniformity of action—some uniform policy. I want to vote for 
this bill, but I do not want to vote against one for the same 
amount and presenting similar circumstances, when such a bill 
comes here from our committee. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I think thisCommittee of the Whole ought 
to understand the facts in regard to this rule which has been re- 
ferred to as having been adopted by the Committee on Pensions. 
As I understand, a set of rules was prepared by the chairman of 
the Pensions Committee of the Senate, the chairman of the In- 
valid Pensions Committee of the House, and the chairman of the 
Committee on Pensions of the House—the chairmen of the three 
Pension Committees. A copy of these rules as laid before the 
Pensions Committee by its chairman embraced a rule providing 
that no pension should be allowed to the widow of a soldier in 
excess of $30. 

I objected to that rule. I said that an ironbound rule of that 
character would work hardship in many cases—would make an 
unjust discrimination inst all widows whose applications for 
pensions might come before the committee during this Congress, 
as compared with those whose applications were presented to the 
Fifty-fourth Congress and previous Con I declined to 
support that rule. Under no circumstances would I feel bound 
to follow such a rule. Therefore, whatever may be the embar- 
rassment of my colleague on the committee [Mr. Sms], I have no 
hesitation in manereas this bill granting a pension of $40 a 
month, and I would support it cheerfully at $50, if that were the 
recommendation of the committee. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I am not on either of the Pension 
Committees, but it seems to me that these committees sit as courts 
of equity, and that no ironclad rule should be adopted in regard 
to matters of this kind. 

More than that, I want to compliment the Committee on in- 
valid Pensions of the House that at last we have a committee 
that can look below the rank of brigadier-general and recognize 
the rights of subordinates in the service—even the privates of the 
Union Army. [Applause.] For several Congresses I have voted 
against the enormous pensions to the widows of generals, because 
: that $50 a month was as much as any widow should 

ve, 


1898. 





If I have any criticism to offer in this case, it is that the com- 
mittee did not report in favor of allowing this old woman $50 a 
month—gi her as much as we have been in the habit of grant- 
ing to the widow of a brigadier-general. This woman is the 
widow of a soldier; she needs the money; and I repeat I am giad 
that at last we have a Committee on Inralid Pensions in this 

that can look below the rank of a star and recognize the 
rights of the widows of men who held subordinate places in the 


nion Army. 

Mr. RIDGELY. I move to amend this bill so as to make the 
pension $50 a mon 

Mr. SULLOWAY. That is right. 1 was about to move that 
amendment. 
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Mr. RAY of New York. I desire to say a word right here. 
Gentiemen of the Committee of the Whole, if you have any reason 
to stand by the Committee on Invalid Pensions by reason of the 
samples of work that you have seen from that committee, do not, 
I pray you, go into any ecstacies on the subject or indulge in any 
wild scheming which may tend to encourage a clamor about that 
committee in favor of reporting every bill at a very high rate. 
We have trouble enough there now. 

While I am anxious to avoid the consumption of time, so that 
we may get all these bills through to-night, I want to say a few 
words more. 

I want to say this: Since the Ist day of December, with the excep- 
tion of four or five evenings, I have been in that committee room 
every night. Ihave been there with able assistants, giving careful 
attention to these bills. The gentleman from Indiana [{ Mr. Mirrs}, 
when he presented the facts of this case, suggested that he would 
accept $50. There was some objection made to that in our com- 
mittee and the gentleman from Indiana i. Miers], like the gen- 
tleman he is, said, ““Let us all agree that we will make it $40.” 
Now, that doubles this old woman’s pension. It is a reasonable 
and fairsum. It commends itself, I believe, to the judgment of 
all the members of this House on both sides. Itis not extravagant, 
but it is reasonable and just. 

Now, if you start in with an amendment and say, “ We will 
make it higher,” that is an encouragement to every member of 
this House, and to every outsider who comes to that room—and 
they are coming there all day long—to clamor for a big rate, and 
they will say, *‘The House will stand by you; put it up, put it 
up.” And you will soon get us into a condition where you can 
not — our work. Then, when we have all agreed and come 
in, why, let us alone. When we are doing well, do not try to 
drive us into a path where we shall be criticised. [Applause.] 

Mr. HULL. That is right. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Mr. Chairman, I will not take up time, but in 
support of my amendment I want to say to the committee that 
while I am pleased with their work so far as it has reveale.] itself 
here to-night—and I think we all agree in this—yet if they find 
another case or twenty more cases like this, of a blind war widow 
with a crippled helpless son of the old soldier, in the condition in 
which this woman and this crippled son are, I would say in every 
case, ‘‘ Bring in your report for $50.” Let us make this $50 by 
carrying this amendment. 

. GR Mr. Chairman, just a word, please. Now, 
while I shall vote for the amendment, I want to say this: As has 
been said, this committee is doing its work, as it strikes me, and 
as I think it strikes all of us, very well. I doubt the propriety of 
starting in thus early with these amendments. If this amendment 
should carry, we should all want our bills amended, because we 
all want to give the parties more. 

Mr. RIDGELY. If their cases are as good as this one, they 
ought to get more. 

Mr. GREENE. While I believe that perhaps in this particular 
case this old lady is entitled to $50 a month, yet the committee 
have thoroughly and fully gone over the facts in the case, and the 
report is very comprehensive, and they have said that, in their 
judgment, $40 is a just and proper sum. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. And the author of the bill himself 
has agreed to that. 

Mr. GREENE. And as suggested by my colleague, and as the 
chairman of the committee |Mr. Ray of New York] has stated, 
the author of the bill himself has acquiesced in the opinion of the 
committee, and has said that he would be content with that 
amount of money. 

Now, I can realize the position in which the committee will be 
placed if we commence to pile up amendments in this House. I 
am sure the committee have trouble enough. But I am glad to 
say that, while I have some bills before that committee, [ have 
never troubled them. I have submitted my proofs, and I believe 
I am willing to leave the cases with the committee to investigate 
and make ther reports. I believe we ought to stand by this com- 
mittee as long as it is doing right, and it does seem to me that it 
is doing right now. [Cries of ** Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!”’] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment tothe 
| amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


WILLIAM P. COOPER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1957) to increase the pension of William P. Cooper. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


i 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to increase the pension of William P. Cooper, late a 
member of Company A, First Regiment of Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, to 


$50 a month, he having lost the sight of both eyes. 
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The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendment: 


Strike out all after the word “to,” in line 4, and insert in lieu thereof the 
following: “place the name of William P. ee late a member of Company 
A, First Regiment of Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, on the pension roll, and 
pay him a pension of $50 per month, in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon agreeing to the amend- 
ment recommended by the committee. 

Mr. SIMS. Let us have the report. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. SULLOWAY, and Mr. CRUMPACKER 
asked for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. Gipson) was read as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
1957) to increase the pension of William P. Cooper, having examined the 
same and the facts relating thereto, respectfully report as follows: . 

This bill proposes to increase the pension of William P. Cooper, of Whit- 
man, Tenn., from $17 to £5) per month, on account of total blindness and 
other conceded disabilities. : 

William P. Cooper, late a private in Company A, First Tennessee Volun- 
teer Infantry, served faithfully from August 2, 1861, to September 17, 1864, 
when he was honorably discharged, his term of service having expired. The 
soldier is now pensioned at $17 per month for disabilities admitted to be of 
service origin, viz., chronic diarrhea and resulting disease of heart and 
rectum and injury of back and left ~ His claim included injury of the 
left eye, resulting in total blindness, but this particular disability was_re- 
jected on the ground of “no record and claimant's inability to establish 
same as of service origin, and that loss of sight of right eye existed prior to 
enlistment.” 

The soldier is now totally blind in both eyes, and the blindness of the left 
eye he alleges to be the result of an injury to that eye received in the service; 
but although he has made considerable substantial proof that injury of the 
left eye was received in the service, and that the blindness of that eye re- 
sulted from such injury, he has not established the fact to the satisfaction 
of the Pension Bureau. It is there claimed that inasmuch as he had lost the 
sight of his right eye before he entered the service, the probabilities are that 
he lost the sight of his left eye from the same cause that produced tho loss of 
sight in the right eye, although there is no proof to substantiate such a claim. 
It is well to say that this committee is of the opinion that the causes which 
produced the loss of sight in the right eye had nothing whatever to do with 
the loss of sight in the left eye. There is no proof that such was the fact. 

This man served faithfully for over three years, and was accepted by the 
Government as a sound man, excepting, however, that it must have known 
of the blindness in the right eye. It is proved, and has been established to 
the satisfaction of the Pension Daresn, that this soldier not only had disease 
while in the service, but that he received injuries to his back and left hips and 
as there is considerable proof that he also received the injury to his left eye, 
and same is not discredited, the committee has arrived at the conclusion that 
the left eye was injured in the service, and that the blindness of that eye is 
the result of such injury. 

The soldier enlisted in the first company of the first regiment of loyal Ten- 
nessee soldiers, and he served faithfully for more than three years. He is 
now totally blind. He is very poor, 68 years of age, and otherwise very much 
afflicted by diseases admitted to have been contracted in the service of his 
country. 

In view of these facts, established to the satisfaction of the committee, 
and most of which are conceded and have been established to the satisfac- 
tion of the Pension Bureau, your committee report the bill back with the 
recommendation that it pass, but that it be amended by striking out all after 
the word *‘to.”’ in line 4, and inserting in lieu thereof the ak “place 
the name cf William P. Cooper, late a member of Company A, First Regiment 
of Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, on the pension roll,and pay him a pension 
of $50 per month, in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


AUGUSTE WHITMER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
92) granting a pension to Auguste Whitmer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, thename of Auguste Whitmer, the widow 
of Henry Whitmer, late a private in Company B, Ninth New York Heavy 
Artillery, and Company B, Tenth Veteran Reserve Corps, and to pay her a 
pension of $24 per month, in lieu of that which she is now receiving. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendment: 

Strike out the word “twenty-four,” in line 9, and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twelve;” so that it will read “$12 per month.” 

The committee amendment was agreed to. : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


ELLA D. CROSS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 492) 
granting a pension to Elia D. Cross. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the oesenery of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension rolls, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the general pension laws, the name of Ella D. 
Cross, widow of Richard E. Cross, late lieutenant-colonel of the Fifth Regi- 
ment New Hampshire Volunteers. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Let us have the report. 


The Clerk began the reading of the report (by Mr. SULLOWay) 
which is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred Senate bill 492, 
pore examined the same and the evidence relating thereto and report as 
ollows: 
Tis bill proposes to place on the —— roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the general pension laws, the name of Ella D. Cross, widow 
of Richard E. Cross, late lieutenant-colonel of the Fifth Regiment New Hamp- 
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shire Volunteers. If the bill is enacted into law, this widow will draw $30 per 
month, the maximum of rank held by the husband. 

Lieutenant-Colonel Cross served three years in the Regular Army before 
entering the volunteer service. He was mustered into the volunteer service 
as a private September 5, 1861, and served continuously until August 4, 1864, 
and received rapid promotion until he reached the rank of lieutenant-colone 
of hisregiment. He died September 16, 1894, leaving his widow, Ella D. Cross, 
and an invalid daughter. . 

While in the service he received gunshot wounds of the chest, hand, and 
leg, for which disabilities he was pensioned. His service was long, faithful, 
and arduous. The widow applied for a pension December 10. 1894. After the 
evidence was in it was thoroughly examined, and, February 2, 1895, the ap- 
plication was submitted for admission, which means that the case was recom- 
mended as established by the examiner who had charge of the case and who 
worked up the evidence. May 10, 1895, the case was resubmitted for admis- 
sion, which indicates that the reviewer sent the case back to the examiner 
for further evidence, and that same was furnished and the case again recom- 
mended for favorable action. The case was then approved for admission. 
February 6, 1895, the legal reviewer accepted it, and on rereview it was again 
accepted, May 13, 1895. 

The only question in the case was whether death resulted from apoplex 
and asphyxia not caused by army service, or from disease of the heart an 
resulting embolic apoplexy cpanel by or resulting from the gunshot wound 
in the chest received in battle, and for which, among other things, the sol- 
dier was pensioned. No autopsy was held to determine the cause of death. 
When the case reached the medical referee for final action he rejected the 
claim on the ground that death resulted from apoplexy not due to the cause 
which had been accepted. 

We have here a case where the medical evidence is somewhat conflicting. 
The authorities in the Pension Bureau were divided. The Senate of the 
United States has taken the matter up, and on a review of the evidence has 
declared that death ‘“‘ was caused by an embolism, the result of the irregular 
and unhealthy action of the heart,” and that such action was caused by the 
gunshot wound of the chest above referred to. This isin accord with the 
authorities at the Bureau of Pensions, excepting the medical referee. The 
chairman of the Senate Committee on Pensions is himself a Fe pa and 
has a weighed the evidence and submitted a well-considered report. 
We annex the same and make it a part hereof. The weight of evidence and 
of legal and medical opinion is very largely with the claimant in this case. 
In fact, only one person, the medical referee at the Pension Bureau, has pro- 
nounced against the claim. 

= case seems to have been decided adversely on a technical medica] 
question. 

The soldier was suddenly stricken down and died within twelve hours. 
The attending physician, who was called a short time before his death, certi- 
fied that death resulted from apoplexy andasphyxia. No autopsy was made, 
and this certificate was made without ony study or knowledge of the previ- 
ous condition of Colonel Cross. The soldier received a severe wound in the 
chest while in the Army, and serious heart trouble, debility, etc., resulted 
and attended him from that time until his death. 

Disease of the heart and attendant troubles may, and not aieatpentty do, 
prosace embolism, which is “‘ obstruction of a blood vessel by any y—em- 

»olus or plug—detached from the interior of the heart or some vessel. and 
borne along in the current of the circulation to the point of obstruction,” and 
this point may be inthebrain. ‘These obstructions are sometimes met with 
in diseases of debility or exhaustion; they may cause sudden death, as in 
embolism of the pulmonary artery, or give rise to hemiplegia, as in embolism 
of an important cerebral artery.” These plugs are liable to be detached from 
the interior of a diseased heart. ‘*Embolic apoplexy, apoplectiform cerebral 
embolism, results from plu Z up of the cerebral vessels with embolia, an 
anemic condition of the brain resulting from insufficient blood supply" 

The attending physician did not certify to the particular kind o: apoplexy. 
No particular attention was paid to this point. A sufficient and probab 
cause for the condition that produced death is found in the wound of the 
chest, which is known and was established years ago and accepted by the Pen- 
sior Bureau. Cause for any other than embolic apoplexy is unknown in this 
case, not known to have existed. 

What is the fair, legitimate, and irresistible conclusion? The answer is 
plain. The death resulted from the cause known to exist—heart disease of 
eevee cee from a cause that might possibly have existed, but which 
is not shown. 

Your committee concurs with the Senate in the conclusion that this soldier 
died from diseases contracted in the service, and reports the bill back with 
the recommendation that it pass. 


During the reading of the report, on motion of Mr. BROMWELL, 
the further reading was dispensed-with. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


WILLIAM F. PECK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
268) to restore William F’. Peck to the rolls of the Navy and grant 
him an honorable discharge. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to correct the record of William F. Peck, late a petty 
officer in the United States Navy, and to remove from Soo re of the 
vessel Richmond the charge of desertion made nst the said Peck, and to 
furnish to him an honorable discharge from the Navy of the United States 


Mr. GROUT. Let us have the report. 


The Clerk began the reading of the report (by Mr. Dayton), 
which is as follows: 


The Committee on Naval Affairs. to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 268) 

to restore William F. Peck to the rolls of the Navy and grant him an honor- 

| able Gechange, having had the same under consideration, would respectfully 
report: 

The case of William F. Peck was fully considered by this committee in the 

Fifty-second Congress, and a report thereon made, which is now here adopted 


and made a part hereof. For the reasons therein set forth, itis recommended 
that this bill do pass. 


The said report is as follows: 

“The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred House bill 1446, 
respectfully report: 

‘William F. Peck served on board the U.S. 8S. Richmond from the outbreak 
of the rebellion until the last of December, 1861. Then, his ship being in the 
Brooklyn (N. Y.) Navy-Yard, and he having been asked by his brother to 
leave the Navy and join a cavalry regiment then forming at their home in 
Rhode Island, he applied to the commander of the Richmond for a transfer. 
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Several other men also applied at the same time for transfers, leaves, and fur- 
hs. 

a ee what he supposed was a transfer ina sealed envelope, Peck left 
the ship and went to Rhode Island, where he presented himself in his sailor's 
uniform to the captain of Troop F, First Rhode Island Cavairy. This officer 
took from Peck sealed envelope, read its contents, and then enlisted him 
in the troop on January 16, 1862. In this cavalry regiment Peck served until 
August 3, 1865. He was in several of the leading battles of the war, in one of 
which he was shot. For three months he was a prisoner of war, and he is 
now a pensioner because of his gunshot wound and other injuries directly 
traceable to his army service. A little over a oes ago he was notified by a 
friend that some of those who served on the Richmond during 1861 were en- 
titled to prize money which they had never drawn, and he applied to see if 
he was entitled toany. To his surprise he was notified that he was borne on 
the rolls of the Navy as a deserter from the Richmond. This was the first 
intimation he had of the fact, and he immediately applied to Congress for 
relief. 

“The above statements are substantiated by the affidavits of Peck, of one 
Gardner, sergeant of Troop F, of another comrade in the same troop, and of 
the adjutant-general of Rhode Island. The records of the War and Navy 
Departments are also entirely corroborative of them. 

“It appears to your committee, therefore, that the charge of desertion 
ought to be removed. Under the general laws Peck’s “desertion ” could be 
removed under the circumstances if he had deserted from the Army and 
reenlisted in the Navy, or had deserted from any organization in either the 
Army or the a reenlisted in another organization in the same branch 
of the service. e general law does not, however, cover a case like this, 
where a man “ deserts’ from the Navy and reenlists in the Army. 

“The case coming well within the precedents and rules governing the 
cases cited above, and only needing a special act because of the evidently un- 
intentional omission in the general law above mentioned, your committee 
recommends that the bill do pass.” 


During the reading of the report, on motion of Mr. ALEXANDER, 
the further reading was dispensed with. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Isuppose that bill ought to have a proviso 
that its passage shall not entitle him to any pay or allowances. I 
offer that amendment. 

Mr. LOW. Weshould not deprive him of his right to his prize 
money. 

The. CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert at the end of the bill the following: 


“Provided, That no pay or allowances shall become due or payable by rea- 
son of the passage of this act.”’ 


Mr. LACEY. This case is so peculiar in its character that it 
seems to me that proviso ought not to be inserted. Here is a man 
who took what he understood to be his discharge and went from 
the Navy to the Army, serving continuously without any loss of 
time at all. The case is very unlike any of the other cases we 
have ever had. 

The amendment of Mr. CoNNOLLY was rejected. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 


with a favorable recommendation. 
MRS. ANNIE WITTENMYER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1546) granting a pension to Mrs. Annie Wittenmyer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Mrs. Annie 


Wittenmyer, who rende remarkable and unusual services as a hospital 


nurse during the late war of the rebellion, and to pay to her a pension of $25 


per month. 


Mr. WANGER. I ask that the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. STURTEVANT) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1546) granting a pension to Mrs. Annie Wittenmyer, having carefully consid- 
ered the facts relating thereto, paspeceay report: 5 

This bill proposes to place upon the pension roll the name of Mrs. Annie Wit- 
tenmyer, of Sanatoga, Montgomery County, Pa., who rendered remarkable 
and unusual service as a hospital nurse during the late war of the rebellion, 
and to pay her a pension of $25 per month. é 

Mrs. Wittenmyer served the soldiers during the entire civi] war, with the 
approval of Secretary Stanton. At the request of the Surgeon-General of 
the Army she collected supplies for the sick and wounded amounting to about 
$200,000 in value, established dietary kitchens, which became a recognized 
— of the hospital service,and appointed dietary cooks, who are recognized 

y the Pension Office, under a d ion of Assistant Secretary Reynolds, as 
having been a se by authority r ized by the War Department, and 
which recognition gives them a pensionable status under the act of August 
5, 1882. Mrs. Wittenmyer also used about $3,000 of her own funds in furnish- 
ng tou delicacies, etc., for the soldiers. 

he is now old and in straitened circumstances. A generous Government 
that she did not desert when it needed heroes and heroines will not desert 
hernow. The case isa worthy one. It was favorably reported in the Fifty- 
fourth Congress, but was not acted u 


pon. 
The claimant has no pensionable status at the Pension Office under any 


existing law, and it is useless for her to apply there. 


We annex hereto and make a part hereof the report from this committee 


(No. 2861) in the Fifty fourth Con second session. FL 
Your committee most cheerfully recommend the passage of this bill. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 


with a favorable recommendation. 
ROSA KARGER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


239) granting an increase of pension to Rosa Karger. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Rosa Karger, 
fate a landsman on the ships North Carolina, Sus- 


widow of William Karger, 
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quehanna, and Vermont, in the United States Navy, and topen her a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of any which she may be now receiving. 


Mr. CONNOLLY. Let us hear the report, Mr. Chairman. 
The Clerk began the reading of the report (by Mr. Driaas), 
which is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 239) 
granting an increase of pension to Rosa Karger, respectfully report: 

This bill proposes to increase the pension of Rosa Karger, of tne city of 
New York, widow of William Karger, late a landsman on certain ships in 
the United States Navy, from $8 to $12 per month. 

William Karger served from June 10, 1864, to July 18, 1866, and was treated 
while in the service for abscesses and diarrhea. It was proved that he was 
sound at enlistment. The evidence also shows that he suffered from lame- 
ness and inability to use his limbs from the time of his discharge to the date 
of his death. At the time of his discharge it was believed that he was suffer- 
ing from rheumatism, but his disease developed into and proved to be loco- 
motor ataxia in 1868. Medically speaking, it is a well-known fact and con- 
ceded by the best authorities that the symptoms of locomotor ataxia in its 
early stages closely resemble and are often mistaken for rheumatism. There 
is no doubt that he had locomotor ataxia in its earlier stages when he left 
pes service, and it is admitted at the Pension Bureau that he died from that 

isease. 

_ His application for a pension on the ground that locomotor ataxia was a 
disease incurred in service was denied, as the medical referee would not ad- 
mit the disease as of service origin. He appealed to Congressand was granted 
a pension of $40 per morith by special act, on the ground that injustice had 
been done him at the Pension Bureau, and that the disease from which he 
suffered, locomotor ataxia, was incurred in the service. This committee 
would not accept that action of a former Congress as binding upon it with- 
out an examination of the evidence, but after a careful examination of the 
evidence is of the opinion that action was correct, and hence has found that 
William Karger died from disease contracted in the service of his country. 

Rosa Karger, the widow, has been granted a pension of $8 per month under 
the act of June 27, 1890, and this establishes her dependence. It being estab- 
lished to the satisfaction of this committee that the death of the husband was 
the result of army service, the widow is under the general law entitled to $12 

r month. William Karger, as a result of army service, also became totally 
lind. He died April 27, 1893. As the Pension Bureau declined to accept the 
disease of which William Karger died as of service origin, and as he received 
his pension through special act of Congress, it would be useless for Rosa Kar- 
ger, the widow, to apply to the Pension Bureau for an increase of her pen- 
sion. She was married to William Karger January 27, 1859, and has not 
remarried. 

When William Karger left home to join his ship in 1864, he left his wife 
without means of support and with three small children, aged 10 weeks, 3 
and 5 years, respectively. During his service she labored hard to support 
herself and these children. Within three months after the close of his serv- 
ice William Karger developed the above disease and was then stricken totally 
blind, and afterwards lapsed into a condition of substantial helplessness. 
He required constant medical as well as other attendance, and Rosa Karger, 
by her own exertions, provided for him and the children, one of whom 
became an epileptic. 

This widow is now 62 years of age and is without any property or means 
of support, excepting the $8 per month she receives from the Government. 
Her children are unable to contribute anything of consequence to her sup- 
port. For thirty-three years she ——— to maintain the children above 
referred to and this husband, who finally lost his life because of disease con- 
tracted in the service of his country. 

In the judgment of this committee she is entitled to this increase of pen- 
sion, from $8 to $12 per month, and as she can obtain no relief at the Pension 
Bureau we report the bill back and recommend its passage. 


During the reading of the report, on motion of Mr. CONNOLLY, 
the further reading was dispensed with. 

The bill was ordered to be laid asideto be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 

JOSEPH P. PATTON. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1803) for the relief of Joseph P. Patton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and heis hereby, author- 
ized and directed to correct the record of the War Department in the case of 
Joseph P. Patton, late first lieutenant of Company C, Fifth Regiment of Ohio 
Volunteer Cavalry, by revoking the order of his dismissal and granting him 
an honorable discharge, to date September 21, 1864. 


Mr.TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order 
against this bill that it does not come under the rule for Friday 
night sessions. As I understand it, it is to revoke the sentence of 
a court-martial. 1 make that point. 

Mr.GRIFFIN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman’s objection is 
wellfounded. The bill is for the removing of the effects of a court- 
martial, and not a case of desertion. It is not a bill which it is 
in order to consider to-night. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order raised by the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT] is sustained. 

The Clerk will report the next bill. 

MARY E. WALLICK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1802) granting a pension to Mary E. Wallick. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary E. Waliick, 
widow of William Wallick, late captain of Company G, Fifty-first Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay to her the sum of $20 per month. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendment: 

Amend the title by striking out the words “granting a pension to” and 
insert in lieu thereof the words “increasing the pension of;"’ and at the end 
of line 9 add the following, “in lieu of the pension she is now receiving.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee to the body of 
the bill was agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


EMILY E. ATHERTON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (8. 1821) 
granting a pension to Emily E. Atherton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emily E. Atherton, widow 
of Capt. Benjamin T. Atherton, late captain in Company C, First Maine Heavy 
Artillery, and pay her a pension of $20 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

























LAURA A. BARRY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5965) granting a pension to Laura A. Barry, as widow of Charles 
W. Barry, late private, Company B, One hundred and eighth New 
York Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension rolls the name of A 
Barry, as widow of Charles W. Barry, late private, Company B, One hun- 
dred and eighth New York Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$8 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


SYLVESTER H. MASE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3608) removing the charge of desertion from the record of Sylves- 
ter H. Mase, a musician, Fifty-sixth New York Infantry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the a of desertion now standing against Sylves- 
ter H. MasSe,a musician, of the Fitty-sixth New York Infantry, be, and the 
same is hereby, removed, and the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and 
directed to issue an honorable discharge as of date of December 31, 1861. 


Mr. ALEXANDER and Mr. NORTHWAY. Let us have the 
report read. 
he report (by Mr. BELKNAP) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
3608) removing the ——— of desertion from the record of Sylvester H. Mase, 
a musician, Fifty-sixth New York Infantry, having had the same under con- 
sideration, respectfully submit the following report: 

It is shown by the records of the War Department that Sylvester H. Mase 
was enrolled and mustered into the United States service on October 18, 1861, 
as a musician in the band of the Fifty-sixth New York Infantry. 

About December 31, 1861, he left his command. March 1, hiscommand 
was mustered out, and he, not being present, was marked a deserter. 

August 26, 1862, he was mustered in as second lieutenant of Comeeny H, 
One hundred and twenty-eighth New York Infantry, and served ully 


until finally mustered out as regimental quar uly 12, 1865. 
It is the opinion of your committee that he left the ental band of the 
Pifty-sixth Seer York Infantry to recruit a company. e served faithfully 


from August 26, 1862, to July 12, 1865, when he was mustered out with his 
company. 

Saw of the facts presented to your committee in this case, we recom- 
mend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
JOHN N. BRUCE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R- 
2272) granting an increase of pension to John N. Bruce. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject _to the 
sions and limitations of the pension laws,the name of John N. Bruce, late 
captain of Company E, Fourteenth Regiment New 7 Volunteers, 
and pay him a pension of $50 per month, in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


Mr. CONNOLLY and Mr. CRUMPACKER. Let us have the 
report read. 
The report (by Mr. SuLLOWAY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred House bill 2272. 
having carefully considered the same and examined the evidence with great 
care, most respectfully report: 

This bill proposes to _ the name of John N. Bruce, of Manchester, N. H., 
Jate captain Company E, Fourteenth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers, 
on the pension roll and pay him a pension of $50 month, in lieu of that he 
is now ane In effect it increases the soldier's pension from $12 to $50 

er month. 
7 The action of your committee is based on the fact that the evidence shows 
the soldier is entitled to a pension of at least $50 per month under the 
yl has applied for increase at the Pension Bureau, but it has been 
enied. 

There is a great disparity between the ratings given by the examining 
boards and the rate allowed by the medical referee at the Bureau. 

Medical examination at Manchester, N. H., where the soldier resides, rates 
the soldier as follows: Ten-cighteenths for chronic diarrhea, six-eighteenths 
for piles, twelve-eighteenths for double inguinal hernia, eight-ceighteenths for 
wound of throat, een for rheumatism, and six-eighteenths for 
intermittent fever. In these ratings thesoldier is given thirty-cighteenths— 
that is, a rating of $30 per month—bnt the medical referee refused to aceept 
these and rated the disabilities of service origin at $12 per month. 

An examination of the evidence conclusively shows that the soldior early 
developed an tude for military life, and was captain of a company of 
State militia. He enlisted August 14, 1862, and was mustered as sergeant, 
Company D, Fourteenth New Hampshire Volunteers; was promoted to first 
lieutenant Company C, and captain Company E, same regiment, to date Feb- 
ruary 22, 1865, and was discharge] July 8, 1865. Eis record is of the best, and 
be participated in many hard battles and severe marches, and suffered the 
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hardships incident thereto. In March, chronic diarrhea, 
from which he has since suffered, it being complicated with piles. In July, 
pcan tly resulted in malarial poisoning, for he sowed: 
an evidently in g, for was jioned for 
intermittent fever, chronic diarrhea, piles, and gunshot wombs snd result- 
in means nose service n, after the close of the war. 

en 


standing the diarr. 
he continued in the 
was injured on the left side of the head and his en permanently and se, 
riously impaired. Remain 
Creek, October 19, 1864, when he was struck on the head with a musket ball, 
which produced concussion of the 

throat and mouth, fracturing the jaw, whilea third ball penetrated the 

The major of the regiment, with others, atte 
who was unconscious, frem the field, but the 
that time caused him to beabandoned, and he fell into the hands of the ae. 


6, 1895, was rejecte 
sciatic rheumatism, im 
(conceded to exist) not accepted as results.” No other cause for loss of sight, 
rheumatic conditions, and loss of teeth is claimed to exi 


above descri 
er did, produce the impaired vision from which he has since suffered and 
whic 

and jaw not only probably would, but actually did, cause the loss of his teeth, 
as they came out soon after the injuries were received; and we do not doubt 
that these gunshot wounds, chronic diarrhea, piles, and 
had something to do with rheumatic pains, althou 
is a complete physical wreck as the legi 
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1863, he contracted 
with intermittent fever, which is of 


e was e = most lo’ brave,and determined soldier, for, notwith- 


ea, piles, and malaria from which he continued to suffer, 
field, and at the battle of Fishers Hill, September 22, 1864- 


ing on duty, he partici in the battle of Cedar 
b and he was also shot mneeh Se 


to remove the soldier, 
ious rush of the enemy at 


He was not picked up until the next when he was sent to the hospi 


da 5 
At the first possiblemoment he rejoined Ehocmmand. and at Savannah, Ga., 
in the spring of 1865, his eyesight became se: 
think, of a wounds in the head, rendered the more serious by his 
debilitated ec: pains 
also developed at this tim 


impaired as the result, we 
ition resulting from malaria. Most severe neuralgic 


2. 
While at Savannah he also suffered a partial sunstroke. Before this his 


eyesight had been perfect. As the result, this committee is convinced, of the 
gunshot wound in 
of vision has gradually increased until he is 


jaw and throat, he alsolost his a i" impairment 


y \ 
Chronic diarrhea, piles, and ing, all of service origin, have 


malarial poison 
resulted in such a condition that his bowels do not perform their functions, 
and he requires frequent and periodical care and ettendance 
He ean not carry on any businessor perform the slightest manuallabor. He 
is poor and 78 years of age. He also suffers from a rupture, but can not say 
it is of service origin, although he knows of no other produ cause. 


from auother. 


Notwithstanding these facts, his application for an increase, filed August 
4 May 27, 1896, on the ae 


pa ‘**No increase. All 
vision, loss of teeth, and double inguinal hernia 
xist. 
Your committee is of the oeueee that the gunshot wounds of the head 
i and the partial sunstroke not only probably would, but ac- 
has constantly increased; that the gunshot wound through the throat 


malarial poisoning 
D gh this is immaterial, as he 
timate result of his army service. It 
is with reluctance, and only on the most satisf vidence this com- 


actory c ce, 
mittee directly overrule the decision of the medical referee; but when a case 
is presented where the evidence is clear and cor,vincing, and an error to the 


nt, we can not hesitate. 


prejudice of the sold roe 
our committee is ed that an erroneous disposition was made of 
this case at the paren ane as the remedy there has been exhausted the bill 


is reported recommendation that it pass. 
Mr. CLARDY (during the reading). I move that the further 
reading of the be dispensed with. 


There was no objection. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


mendation. 


CHARLES B. EADES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
639) for increase of pension of Charles B. Eades, Hopkinsville, 


y. 
The bill was read as follows: 


Be it enaeted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles B. Eades, late pri- 
vate, Company K, Eleventh Kentucky Infantry Volunteers, and pay him a 
pension of $21 per month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recommen- 


JAMES T. HUGHES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6679) to repeal an act entitled “An act to perfect the military rec- 
ord of James T. Hughes.” 

The bill was read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That an act entitled “An act to the military rec- 
ord of cm ‘T. Hughes,” approved September 30, 1899, be, and the same is 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Let us hear the r in that case. 

The report (by MrGrirrin) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6679) to repeal an act entitled “An act to ‘ect the military record of James 
ed Se ber 30, having had the same under con- 


7 
sideration, its the owing ng oe thereon: 
This bill was introduced pores to asuggestion contained in House Doc- 


ument No. 31, first session -fifth Congress, consisting of a letter to th 
honorable Speaker of the Tkeuns from the honorable Secretary of the Interior 
ing tothe pension claim of Riisabeth i Guo bansiicinry’ tn cal ont. 
n e on ¢ j 

ok to which document uttention is invite mT 


The act which this bill proposes to re : 
“For the of ble status to Elizabeth Hughes, 


or purpose giving a 
mother of James T. Hughes, and for no other purpose, the Secre ‘ar 
be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to enter the name of James T. 
Hughes asan enlisted man on therollsof Company I, Fifth Tennessee Mounted 
Infantry, as duly mustered into the military service on the 16th day of No- 
vember, 1864, and killed in action on November 21, 1864.” 

The said Elizabeth Hughes, mother of said James T. has been and 
still is drawing a pension by virtue of the provisions of said act, her present 
certificate being No. 272023. 

it appears that exhaustive searches of the records of the War Department 
a the utter lack “7 any ene the _— and ne 
or service of any person nam: ames T. Hughes in Compan Ten- 
nessee Mounted infantry Volunteers, until it was entered therein pursuant 
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to the authority contained in said special act, and in conformity with which 
said pension was also granted. 

Since the passage of said act it has been proven beyond question that James 
T, Hughes was never in the military service of the United States. A favor- 
able report (H. R. 1180) submitted to the House by the Committee on Military 
Affairs of the Fifty-first Congress, first session, on the bill (H. R. 1268) to per- 
fect the military record of James T. Hughes, and which was enacted into law 
in conformity with the recommendation contained in said report, discloses 
the fact that said ot was predicated, and said bill accor¢ ingly passed, 
upon what purpor to be the testimony of Peter and James W. Parris and 
William , tending to show that James T. Hughes was enlisted in Com- 

any I, Fifth Tennessee Mounted Infantry Volunteers, early in November, 
Tees. and that while a member of said company and in line of duty was killed 
on or between the 18th and 2ist days of said month in a skirmish with the 
enemy, which took place between Ducktown and Cleveland, Tenn.; and fur- 
ther, that said Peter Parris, one of the witnesses, and who was wounded at 
the same time and place where said Hughes was killed, was in receipt of a 


nsion. 
~r similar bill to that of H. R. 1268, known as S. 1378, was, on the 12th day of 
June, 1890, favorably reported to the Senate by its Committee on Military 
Affairs, and which report recites substantially the same facts contained in 
said House report and is based on the same ne 

In January, 1896, the Bureau of Pensions received information to the effect 
that the pe sion which was nted to said Peter Parris, under certificate 
No. 107487, had been obtained through fraud, and the claim was thereupon 
carefull investigated by a special examiner of that Bureau, from whose re- 
port andl the testimony taken by him at Blue Ridge, Fannin County, Ga., on 
the 2lst day of January, 18965, and at Mineral Bluff, in said county, on the 22d 
and 234 days of January aforesaid, it ape that the depositions of the foi- 
lowing witnesses were taken, viz: Dr. T. T. Fain, George M. Long, John J. 
Prewitt, Thomas R. Frammell, James W. Parris, Peter Parris, Miles C. Turner, 
and Stephen Pitman. 

An examination of the testimony of these witnesses fully establishes the 
fact that Peter Parris was wounded on or between November 15 and 21, 1864, 
while he, with others, some of whom with Parris were deserters from the 
Confederate army, and amon such others the said James T. Hughes, though 
not a deserter, were ostensibly making their way from the Confederate to 
the Union linesand met Gatewood’s guerrillas near Greasy Creek, Tennessee, 
and all the Parris y except Peter Parris were instantly killed, the said 
James T. Hughes being among those who were thus killed by Gatewvuod's 
men, co’ uently the said son of the beneficiary named in said act approved 
September 30, , was not at the time he was ied a Union soldier, nor had 
he ever been such, and there is no proof even that he was at any time within 
the Union lines; that said Peter Parris survived the wounds which he re- 
ceived in said attack made on his band by said Gatewood’s bushwhackers 
and is the instrumentality an with the aid of others equally 
guilty of Srame, perauey. and crim ity, the Government has been ro . 
not only for said Parris’s own benefit, but also under the special act which it 
is proposed by this bill to repeal. 

As neither Peter Parris nor James T. Hughes had, at the time the one was 
wounded and the other killed, reached the Union lines, and as none of them 
had been previously enrolled, enlisted,or mustered into the service of the 
Union Army, neither they nor their ae have the slightest claim on 
the Government by reason of the wounding of one or the death of the other. 
All evidence as to the existence of an understanding between Parris’s band 
that they were to join the Union Army is founded upon the fact that Parris 
did subsequently join Company I, Fifth Tennessee Mounted Volunteer In- 
fantry. and what ve out as to the intentions of the others, but when 
the testimony of James W. Parris, a brother of said Peter Parris, was taken 
by the examiner, which testimony clearly showed that Peter Parris 
had never been within the Union lines or enlisted at the time he was 
wounded, the said Peter Parris, under oath, admitted that his brother's tes- 
timony was true. 

Such admission amounts toa confession that all the testimony given by 
witnesses in support of the claim that either the said Peter Parris or the 
said James T. Hughes were Union soldiers at the time of the skirmish with 
said Gatewood’s men was a fabrication, and hence the committees who re- 
ported favorably upon said bill authorizing the name of said James T. Hughes 
to be entered as an enlisted man on the rolls of Company I, Fifth Ten- 
nhessee Mounted Infantry Volunteers, in order to give the said Elizabeth 
Hughes, his mother. a pensionable status, and the Congress which passed said 
bill were all misled by the false testimony mted in the case. 

In the opinion of your committee the beneficiary in said act can not be held 
wholly blameless, for it would, under the circumstances, be doing violence 
to owey senaeneete presumption to concede that she did not have some in- 
formation as to the fact that her said son, James T. Hughes, was not a Union 
soldier when killed. a 

Your committee therefore recommend that said bill designed to repeal 
said former act do pass. 


(House Document No. 31, Fifty-fifth Congress, first session.] 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, April 17, 1897. 

Str: I have the honor to transmit herewith, by request of the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions, the papers in the pension claims of Elizabeth, mother of 
James T., Hughes, alleged to have served in Company I, Fifth Tennessee Vol- 
unteer Mounted Infantry, certificate No. 278023, and Peter Parris, of Company 
I, Fifth Tennessee Volunteer Mounted Infantry, certificate No. 107487. 

These claims are submitted for consideration relative to the propriety of 
aw the special act, dated September 30, 1890, by which the mother of 
J mw . Hughes —. pensioned, 

y: 


Hon. Tmomas B. REED, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


—— 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. C., April 9, 1897. 
Str: In compliance with the provisions of section 4720 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, I have the honor to forward herewith the original 
papers pertaining to the claim of Elizabeth Hughes, mother of James T. 
ughes, who is all to have served as a private in Company I, Fifth Ten- 
nessee Mounted Infantry, certificate No. 2/8023, and the ayers in the claim 
of Peter late private, Company I, Fifth Tennessee Volunteer Mounted 
—, cate No. 107487, for consideration as to the propriety of refer- 
ring pers to the Congress of the United States for action looking to 
the re of the act approved September 30, 1890, under which 
the pension in the former claim was granted. 
ie act in question reads as follows: ‘ 
“For the purpose of giving a pensionable status to Elizabeth Hughes, 
re of James T. Hughes, and for no other goreees, the Secretary of War 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to enter the name of James T. 


Cc. N. BLISS, Secretary. 
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Hughes as an enlisted man on the rolls of Company I, Fifth Tennessee 
Mounted Infantry, as duly mustered into the military service on the léth 
day of November, 1864, and killed in action on November 21, 1864.” 

© committee report which accompanies the special act shows that said 
act was predicated upon the testimony, or at least what purports to be the 
testimony, of Peter Parris, James W. Parris, and William Lillard, purport- 
ing to show that James Thomas Hughes was enlisted in Company I, Fifth 
Tennessee Mounted Volunteer Infantry, early in November, 1864, and while 
a member of said company and in line of duty was killed on or about the 18th 
day of that month in a skirmish with the enemy which occurred between 
Ducktown and Cleveland, Tenn.; and further, that Peter Parris. one of the 
witnesses, was in receipt of a pension on account of wound received in the 
same fight. 

As will be shown below, this Bureau is in possession of satisfactory evi- 
dence showing that fraud was perpetrated in obtaining said special act. 

In January, 1896, upon an aljegation that the pension which was granted 
to Peter Parris, late private Company I, Fifth Tennessee Volunteer Mounted 
Infantry, under certificate No. 107487, had been obtained through fraud, the 
claim was carefully investigated by Special Examiner A. B. Parkey, whose 
report will be found with the papers therein. 

As shown by the testimony obtained during the special examination of 
this claim, the facts surrounding the fight in which Peter Parris received his 
wound and James Thomas Hughes was killed are as follows: 

Just before the fight took place William Lillard, Peter Parris, and others 
had deserted from the Confederate army and had organized themselves into 
a band of bushwhackers, which pillaged the State of Georgia. They became 
so notorious that it became unsafe for them to remain in the vicinity, and 
hence they started to go through the Union lines, apparently with intent to 
secure their personal safety rather than to join the Federal forces. While en 
route to the Union lines this party or gang, which was in no sense a military 
organization, picked up James T. Hughes on the way, and as they proceeded 
on their journey they met a squad of Southern guerrillas—not soldiers—who 
shot them down, killing all except Peter Parris, who was desperately 
wounded. 

It was in this fight that the son of the pensioner was killed. Peter Parris 
did eventualiy go through the lines and afterwards actually enlisted in Com- 
pany I, Fifth Tennessee Volunteer Mounted Infantry; but James T. Hughes 
never did go through the lines, never enlisted, was never in the military 
service of the United States, and was not killed while in the discharge of his 


duty. 

The records of the War Department show that the name of James T. 
Hughes is not borne upon the rolls of Company I, Fifth Tennessee Volunteer 
Mounted Infantry, except as placed there under the provisions of the special 
act under which the pension was granted, and it is certain that he was never 
in the military service of the United States in any capacity whatever. 

While it is clear that James T. Hughes's death was not incurred while in 
the military service of the United States, it is deemed proper to invite your 
attention to the fact that the pensioner appears to he in no way responsible 
for the deception which was practiced in the case. On the contrary, every- 
thing points to one W. L. Hunter, a notorious character who has served a 
term in the penitentiary for violation of the law in connection with this 
claim, as baving prepared and caused the filing of the testimony upon which 
the committee report was predicated. 

The pensioner is a very old woman, and presumabiy will live but a few 
years longer. She is without other means of support than her pension, and 

er son was killed by Confederate bushwhackers, though at the time of his 
death he was not in the service of the United States, and was associated with 
an organized gang of bushwhackers who pretended to be serving the Union. 
He was, however, but a child, and there is nothing whatever in the evidence 
to show that he personally participated in any of the illegal acts of his asso- 
ciates, and it is possible that his motive in joming the gang was to enlist in 
the Federal service. 

Inasmuch, however, as the provisions of section 4720, Revised Statutes « 
the United States, are mandatory, I deem it proper torefer thiscase for your 
consideration as to whether it should be forwarded to Congress for action 
looking to a repeal of the act. 

ery respectfully, H. CLAY EVANS, 
Commissioner. 

The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

During the reading of the report, 

Mr. BRUCKER. I move that the further reading of the report 
be dispensed with. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Oh, let us have that finished; it is inter- 
esting. 

Mr. BRUCKER. AsI understand, it repeals the pension. 

Mr. BROMWELL. AsI understand it, this isa bill to repeal the 
act which gave a pensionable status to a certain party. This 
withdraws the pension, as I understand it? 

Mr. BRUCKER. Yes. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Then I have no objection. 

The further reading of the report was dispensed with. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I question whether this bill will accomplish 
the purpose intended as it is. The law authorized the Secretary 
of War to make an entry of enlistment of this so-called soldier, 
James T, Hughes, upon the muster rolls of the regiment. The 
Secretary of War has done as the law authorized bim todo. Now 
the records of the War Department lawfully say that James T. 
Hughes was enlisted as a member of that company. You repeal 
the act, but you do not cancel the records of the War Depart- 
ment. They have been left. After you repeal the act he is as 
lawfully on the records as if James T. Hughes had entered the 
service, and if you want to go still further, you should not only 
repeal the act, but direct the Secretary of War to cancel the record 
this man has been given at the War Department. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. r. Chairman, this bill, as stated in the report, 
was introduced by request of the Interior Department, suggesting 
that the act of 1890 be repealed. I want to say to the gentleman 
from Illinois that even with this act on the statute book there is 
now a section of the law which justifies and authorizes the Com- 
missioner of Pensions, when fraud is discovered in any pension, 
whether granted under a general law or by private act, to suspend 
that pension; and when this matter was first called to the atten- 
tion of the Committeeon Military Affairs, and before preparing this 
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report, [addressed a letter tothe Commissioner of Pensions to know 
if he had complied with the authority and power conferred upon 
him in the statute, and he replied that he had not done so; where- 
upon I advised him that he had power, in my judgment, to sus- 
pend the pension; but in view of the fact that it takes nearly an 
age to secure the passage of a just bill through Congress, I thought 
it was his duty to do so; and upon that suggestion he is taking 
steps now to suspend the pension, and it is believed when the act 
which gave this mother a pensionable status is repealed, that will 
answer all a. because by virtue of no other act is the 
mother of the soldier upon the records of the War Department. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Yes; but they are there. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. The record shows, as has been read in the 
report, that this man was killed while he was engaged in bush- 
whacking. He never had any connection whatever with the 
Union Army as a soldier or in any other capacity. The billis an 
important one, because I believe it is the first of the kind: 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Do not understand me as antagonizing the 
bill. I suggested that the amendment be put in to make it effect- 
ive. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. The Interior Department says that this is the 
proper way of getting at it. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. There is a question of law whether a man- 
damus would not lie. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. The matter is open toinvestigation, and we are 
carrying out the instructions of the Interior Department; and if 
this act does not accomplish all that is necessary, there can be an- 
other act. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

THOMAS H. HOLDEN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
101) to correct the naval record of and grant an honorable dis- 
charge to Thomas H. Holden, of Pawtucket, R. I. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to correct the naval record of and grant an honorable discharge 
to Thomas H. Holden, late a landsman on the U. 8.8. Sabine, and now or late 
a resident of Pawtucket, R. I. 


Mr. STURTEVANT. I call for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. Meyer of Louisiana) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.101) 
to correct the naval record of and grant an honorable discharge to Thomas 
H. Holden, having had the same under eonsideration, recommend that the 
same do pass, and adopt the following report made in Fifty-fourth Congress 
in support thereof: 

[House Report No. 1753, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session.] 

From the evidence submitted before the committee, it use that the 
said Thomas H. Holden enlisted in the Navy on September 12, 1862, for the 
term of one year; that he was assigned toduty as a landsman on the U.S. 
frigate Sabine; that he accompanied said vessel to a Western Islands, 
and returned to Brooklyn, N. Y., in March, 1863; that the weather was very 
stormy and rough on the return voyage, and thus, from the exposure to the 
extremely wet and rough weather while in the discharge of his dutieson said 
vessel, said Thomas H. Holden contracted inflammatory rheumatism, which 
totally wnfitted him for duty. 

He was granted leave of absence and went to his home in Rhode Island, 
where he continued to grow worse and suffered intensely, rendering it im- 

possible for him to return to duty when his leave of absence expired. He 
ae a cripp e and continued so during the remainder of his life. He died 
August 17, 1872, from consumption, which resulted from this exposure and 
suffering. It further appears that said Holden was a strong and well young 
man previous to his enlistment in the Navy, as aforesaid, and that he serve 
faithfully up to the time that he was taken sick on board the Sabine. 

All the foregoing facts and the circumstances surrounding the case are 
fully set forth in the affidavits of neighbors and shipmates, which said affi- 
davits are hereto annexed and made a part of this report. 

Your committee report the bill back and recommend that the same do pass. 





We hereby certify that Thomas H. Holden was a shipmate of ours on frig- 
ate Sabine, under Commodore Ringgold, from September, 1862, to March, 
1863; that he was intimately known to us both; that said Thomas H. Holden 
accompanied said frigate Sabine to Fayal, Western Islands, and return, be- 
tween the dates above; that the return voyage was extremely rough and 
stormy, it raining almost continuously for twenty days or more; that the 
said Thomas H. Holden, upon the arrival of the Sabine at Brooklyn, was suf- 
fering intensely with inflammatory rheumatism contracted while on said 
voyage, and, being totally unfit for duty, was sent on leave of absence to his 
home in Providence, and that previous to said voyage he was strong and able- 
bodied, but the constant exposure on said voyage, we verily believe, laid the 
seeds of the disease from which he died. 

Providence, R. L., May 3, 1894. 

FREDERICK M. WHELDEN. 
JAMES E. LUTHERS. 


THOMAS WARD, Notary Public. 


Sworn before me. 

[SEAL.] 

I hereby certify that I became acquainted with Thomas H. Holden in June, 
1862: that he enlisted in the United States Navy for the term of one year on 
September 12 of the same year; that he served faithfully on the frigate Sa- 
bine, under Commodore Ringgold, on a cruise to Fayal, Western Islands, etc., 
until March 1, 1863, when he returned home under the following circum- 
stances: He was exposed toan uncommon amount of wet and cold on the re- 
turn voyage, through which he contracted inflammatory rheumatism; that 
on the arrival of the Sabine at Brooklyn Navy-Yard he was suffering in- 
tensely, and returned to his home in Providence on leave of absence. The 
rheumatism settled in his right knee, causing the joint to stiffen and enlarge 
to an immense size. ; 

The suffering from this was terrible, and continued to grow worse, and 


made it impossible for him to return to the service when his leave was up, as 
he was a cripple and remained so the rest of his life. All this suffering do. 
bilitated him so that consumption set in, from which he died August 17, 1872, 

He was attended in his first sickness by the family physician, Dr. Job Ken. 
yon, but I can not give his testimony, as he died re ago. It is a posi- 
tive fact that he was totally unfitted for service by this disease, contracted 
on that voyage home, and that it was the cause of his death. 

ISABEL D. HOLDEN. 


STATE OF RHODE ISLAND, County of Providence: 


In Pawtucket, this 10th day of May, 1894, personally appeared before mo 
the above-named Isabel D. Holden, and made oath to thetruth of the forego- 


ing statement. 
[ SEAL. ] EDWARD W. BLODGETT, 
votary Public. 


I hereby certify that I was pegeunely acquainted with Thomas H. Holden 
revious to and at the date of his enlistment in the United States Navy, in 
September, 1862; that up to that time he was strong and able-bodied. I saw 
him in Providence at the time he was sent home from the frigate Sabine, in 
March, 1865. He was suffering intensely from rheumatism, which settled in 
his right knee, causing enlargement of the joint. For months he was unable 
to walk a step, and was a cripple for the remainder of his life. I was inti- 
mately acquainted with him from this time on, and at no time thereafter, to 
the date of his death, was hea well man. He died of consumption, after a 
lingering illness, in 1872. 
ovidence, R. I., May 8, 1894. 
FRANCKE G. THOMAS. 
OLIVER 8. ALERS. 
STATE OF RHODE IsLAND, County of Providence, ss: 


Subscribed and sworn to before me Mer 8, 1894. 
[SEAL.] WILLIAM H. JOYCE, Notary Public. 


CITY AND CounTY oF New YOorK, 8s: 


I hereby certify that Thomas H. Holden, of Providence, R. I., whoenlisted 
in the United States Navy on September 12, 1862, and served on the frigate 
Sabine until about March 1, 1863, was, on his return, sick and very badly crip- 

led with inflammatory rheumatism, which he contracted in the service. 

is right kneejoint was so badly affected that it was swollen to two or three 
times its natural size, and his condition was such that it was ap | impos- 
sible for him to return at the expiration of his leave of absence. strong 
and healthy man when he enlisted, he returned a wreck, and never recov- 
ered from the effects of his illness. His sufferings finally brought on con- 
sumption, from which he died on August 17, 1872. I was an intimate friend 
and companion for years, and was familiar with all the circumstances of his 
illness. I knowthat his condition was such that it was utterly impossible 
for him to return to the service. 

WM. TALLMANN, 


Sworn to before me this 3d day of May, 1894. 
A. G. OPPENHEIM, 


" Commissioner of Deeds, City and County of New York. 
STATE OF NEw York, City and County of New York, ss: 


On this 3d day of May, 1894, before me personally came William Tallmann, 
known to me to be the same person mentioned and described in the foregoing 
instrument, and he duly acknowledged to me that he executed the same. 

A. G. OPPENHEIM, 
Commissioner of Deeds, City and County of New York. 


STATE OF NEW YORK, City and County of New York, ss: 


I, Henry D. Purroy, clerk of the city and county of New York, and also 
clerk of the supreme court for the said city and county, the same being a 
court of record, do hereby certify that A. G. Coane, whose name is sub- 
scribed to the certificate of the proof or acknowledgment of the annexed in- 
strument and thereon written, was, at the time of making such proof or 
acknowledgment, a commissioner of deeds in and for the city and county of 
New York, dwelling in the said city, commissioned and sworn, and duly au- 
thorized to take the same. And further, that I am well acquainted with the 
handwriting of such commissioner, and verily believe that the signature to 
the said certificate of proof or acknowledgment is genuine. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the said court and county the 3d day of May, 1894. 

(SEAL. ] HENRY D. PURROY, Clerk. 


PROVIDENCE, May 4, 1894. 


STATE OF RHODE ISLAND, Providence, etc.: 


I, Robert B. Holden, of the city and county of Providence and State of 
Rhode Island, on oath depose and say that my brother, Thomas H. Holden, 
entered the Navy September 12, 1862. He was placed on board the war ves- 
sel Sabine. She madea cruise to the coast of Africa, after which she returned 
to — = Navy-Yard. I went on to Brooklyn to see him and found him in 
poor health. 

He received a leave of absence and came home March 1, 1863. His health 
continued to fail, and he was never fit to return to the ship. He was a great 
sufferer. His right knee was terribly afflicted with rheumatic pains, so 
much so that we feared his knee would come out of joint. At length he 
began to have hemorrhages, which were very severe at times. He never 
regained his health, but, on the contrary, seemed to gradually fail, until at 
length he died of consumption August 17, 1872. 

ROBERT B. HOLDEN. 


A.D.1 before me. 


Subscribed and sworn to this 7th day of May. 
E. H. LINCOLN, Notary Public. 


[SEAL.] 


I hereby_certify that I believe, from entirely reliable authority, that 
Thomas H. Holden was a strong, rugged young man before he en. in the 
Navy in September, 1862. 

That after his return in March, 1863, he was crippled from rheumatism 
through exposure to wet and cold on his return voyage, and that he was at- 
tended by Dr. Job Kenyon, now deceased, who, I eve, would certify to 
these facts if living. I was a lifelong friend and neighbor of the family. 

I can eer say, from my own observation for a number of years pre- 
vious to his death, that he was absolutely unfit to return to the service, and 
that he was asufferer and invalid until his death, August, 1872. 

MOSES FIFIELD, M. D. 

CENTERVILLE, R. L., May 8, 1894. 

Witness: 
T. W. D. CLARKE. 


STATE OF RHODE ISLAND, Kent County, ss: 
In Warwick, this 9th day of May, 1894, Dr. Moses Fifield personally appeared 
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before me and made oath that the above statement is true to his best knowl- 
edge and belief. 
SEAL. ] THOMAS W. D. CLARKE, 
Notary Public. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 




















orable discharge, from some wound or injury received or disease contracted 
while he was in line of duty in the service. 

(2) She must be a woman of good character, in necessitous circumstances, 
and not a widow. 

This rule of action in these cases has also been adopted by the Committee 
on Pensions in the Senate of the United States. 

It may be said that such a remarried widow—a woman who was the wife 
of a soldier during the war—ought not to be left in her old age a mere object 
of charity simply because of her remarriage, an act honorable in itself. 

As these conditions exist in this case, your committee, after careful con- 
— has decided to report the bill back with the recommendation that 

During the reading, on motion of Mr. RIDGELY, the further 
reading of the report was dispensed with. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, [ would like to ask the 
chairman of the committee why a bill is not reported granting to 
all widows a pension under the same circumstances? The coun- 
try is full of them, and I do not think it is fair and just bya 
special bill to grant a pension to one widow when there are thou- 
sands of others in the same condition precisely, all over the coun- 
try. We shall be overrun with private bills for this class of 
widows. 

Mr. RAY of New York. If this bill is going to open up any 
discussion, I ask unanimous consent to have it laid aside until the 
next meeting. We have declared that we will only pension a re- 
married widow when these same conditions exist. She must have 
been the wife or a widow during the war, and the soldier must 
have died in the service or have received an honorable discharge 
from some wound received or disease contracted when he was in 
the line of duty in the service. She must be a widow of good 
character, in necessitous circumstances, and now a widow. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Could not that be avoided by a general 
bill and save a flood of private bills for like cases? 

Mr. BRUCKER. I should like to ask, Mr. Chairman, who in- 
troduced this bill? 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I did. 

Mr. BRUCKER. Did you introduce the bill granting a pension 
of $40 per month to the widow of Joseph Lane, which we passed 
a few moments ago? 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Yes. 

Mr. BRUCKER. I want to make this suggestion. I represent 
a Congressional district in this House containing as large a soldier 
constituency as perhaps any other. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that this matter stand over until the next meeting. 

Mr. BRUCKER. Iam not seeking to kill this bill. I purpose 
while I am a member of the House to see that each district shall 
be treated fairly in this matter of special pensions and not bunched 
up. My district is entitled to be treated as well as any district in 
any other State in the matter of these special pension bills; and I 
want to give notice at this time that I shall object to special pen- 
sion bills being bunched up in a few Congressional districts at 
the expense of my district. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. LAacry having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. CHARLES W. STONE, 
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House reported that 
that committee had had under consideration various bills on 
the House Calendar, and had instructed him to report to the 
House bills H. R. 5457, H. R. 4618, H. R. 6062, H. R. 4122, H. R. 
2015, H. R. 1957, H. R. 92, H. R. 1802, H. R. 639, with amendments, 
with the recommendation that as amended they do pass; and bills 
S. 1581, H. R. 1971, S. 1890, S. 492, H. R. 268, H. R. 1546, H. R. 239, 
S. 1321, H. R. 5965, H. R. 3608, H. R. 2272, H. R. 6679, H. R. 101, 
H. R. 820, H. R. 2295, without amendments, with the recommenda- 
tion that they do pass; and the bill H. R. 91, for the relief of 
Hannah Howard, with the recommendation that it lie on the 
table. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that with reference to the bills reported favorably, the pre- 
vious question be considered as ordered on the adoption of the 
amendments and the passage of the bills. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 10.30 having ar- 
rived, the House under the rule stands adjourned until to-morrow 
at 12 o’clock noon. 





CHARLES WINTERS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
820) for the relief of Charles Winters, a quartermaster, United 
States Navy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to remove the charge of desertion from the record of 
Charles Winters, late United States ana and to restore to him all the rights 
and privileges he would have been entitled to if said charges had never been 
entered against his name. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 









MARY J. HART. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2295) granting a pension to Mary J. Hart, of Quincy, Ind. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ho is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Mary J. 
Hart, widow of Abel Pearson, late member of Company A, Seventy-ninth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the 
report read. 
he Clerk began reading the report, which is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2295) nting a pension to Mary J. Hart, have carefully considered the same 
and Se evidences relating thereto, as well as the principle involved in the 
case, and respectfully report: 

This bill proposes to | ee J. Hart, the remarried widow of Abel 
Pearson, late private in Company A, Seventy-ninth Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer Infantry, at the rateof $12 per month. Theeffect of this bill istorestore 
the pension this claimant was receiving prior to her remarriage. 

‘Abel Pearson served as a private in Company A, Seventy-ninth Indiana 
Volunteer wre, from July 24, 1862, to Jane 24, 1863, when he was honor- 
ably discharged. e died on the 13th day of October, 1864, from wounds or 
disease incurred in the service, and his widow, Mary J. Pearson, now 7 J. 
Hart, was pensioned from the date of his death at $12 per month until July 
20, 1867, when she was married to Henry Hart. By this remarriage she for- 
feited her pension. By her first husband she had three children, who were 
minors, and these were pensioned at the usual rate until they severally 
became 16 years of age. o one is now pensioned on account of the service 
of Abel Pearson. 

Henry Hart, the second husband, died on the 7th day of July, 1880. This 
claimant is now 68 years of age, without property or means of support, and 
she has no one who is legally bound to support her. She was married to the 
soldier, Abel Pearson, on the 2d day of August, 1845. She isa woman of good 
character, and resides at Quincy, Ind. Since the death of her second husband 
she has been entirely dependent upon her own labor fora livelihood. She 
lives alone and is a public charge. 

Under both the general law and the act of 1890 the widow of a soldier for- 
feits her pension by remarriage, and there is not and never has been any 
on of law restoring the pension of a remarried widow on the death of 

er second husband. Such pension has been restored in many instances by 
special acts of Congress. The theory of the legislative branch of the Govern- 
ment has been that when a widow who draws a pension remarries she is to 
rely wholly upon the second husband for her support, and that she voluntarily 
abandons the Sonaty of the Government and claim upon it when she as- 
sumes this new relationship. 

This provision of the law is wise, for it would hardly be just to permit the 
widow of a soldier to remarry and still draw a pension from the Government 
to aid in her support after she becomes the wife of another. When the sec- 
ond husband dies and leaves the widow in circumstances of destitution and 
unable to earn her own living and with no one upon whom she can lean for 
support, it becomes a serious question whether or not Congress should re- 
store her to the position she occupied prior to her remarriage. Should we 
apply the doctrine of election we might say with reason that, having made 
her choice, she must abide the consequences. On the other hand, it may 
justly be said that we ought not to discourage lawful and honorable marriage 
even in the case of widows of soldiers, and that the Government is not the 
loser or in any way injured if the pension ceases during the existence of the 
remarriage and then is restored in cases of necessity after the death of the 
second husband. 

When the widow of a soldier remarries, except in name she does not cease 
to be the widow of the soldier. In the case of so-called war widows the fact 
remains that she was the wife of the soldier while he was in the field serving 
his country, and_that she made the sacrifices and endured the anxieties of a 
soldier's wife. These facts do not cease to exist because of her remarriage, 
nor can it be said that by remarriage she abandons the memory of or love for 
her first husband. The most that can be said is that she enters into the hon- 
orable relationship of marriage and elects a new means of support. and that 
when she does this she abandons her claim upon the Government. When the 
second husband dies, leaving her in necessitous circumstances and without 
children upon whom she has a lawful claim for support, is the Government 
less obligated than before to contribute to her support on account of the 
service of her first husband? 

It has been argued from a so-called business standpoint that the remar- 
riage of soldiers’ widows ought to be encouraged by the oon of a policy 
restoring their pension on the death of the second husband leaving them in 
necessitous circumstances. The argument is that while remarried they re- 

eve the Government from all obligation to contribute to their support, and 
that if the inducement is held out that in case of necessity their pension 
shall be restored when they again become widows it will encourage such re- 
marriages, which are of themselves honorable, and thus save money to the 
Government. : 

Without stopping to make further suggestions on this much-argued and 
somewhat complicated question, this committee has arrived at the conclusion 
that it will not restore the pension of a remarried widow in any case unless 
the following conditions exist and are clearly established: 

(1) She must have been the wife of a soldier during the war, and the soldier 
must have died either while in the service or after having received an hon- 
































































EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
communication from the Acting Attorney-General, submitting 
estimates of deficiencies in the Department of Justice—to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the president of the Columbia Railway Company, 
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transmitting the annual report of the company for the year 1897— 

to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
rinted. 

7 A letter from the president and secretary of the Georgetown 

Barge, Dock, Elevator, and Railway Company, transmitting their 

annual report—to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 

ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting a letter 
from the chairman of the Board of Publication of the Records of 
the Rebellion, relating to certain surplus undistributed copies—to 
the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 
follows: 

Mr. WANGER, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 459) 
for a relief vessel for the Fourth light-honse district, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 289); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. ; 

Mr. CLARKE of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Pa- 
cific Railroads, to which was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 
6899) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury, under certain 
conditions, to purchase the Kansas Pacific Division of the Union 
Pacific Railroad, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 291); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on the Library, to which 
was referred House joint resolutions 19 and 91, reported in lieu 
thereof a joint resolution (H. Res. 135) in relation to monument 
to prison-ship martyrs at Fort Greene, Brooklyn, N. Y,, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 292); which said seacieiiion and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. KLEBERG, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2768) to grant 
lands to the State of Alabama for the use of the Industrial School 
for Girls of Alabama, and of the Tuskegee Normal and Industrial 
Institute, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 293); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SHELDEN, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5496) providing 
for the compulsory attendance of witnesses before registers and 
receivers of the land office, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 290); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the House Calendar. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. GRAFF, from the Commit- 
tee on Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
1733) for the relief of George F. Roberts, administrator of the 
estate of William B. Thayer, deceased, surviving partner of 
Thayer Bros., and others, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 288); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions was 
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7352) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. Huibertje Niermeyer; and the same was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
Se following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. JONES of Virginia (by request): A bill (H. R. 7392) to 
establish a postal savings bank system, and to provide for the con- 
duct and regulation of the same—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

, By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 7393) to prevent an ed- 


ucational qualification upon the right to vote under certain con- 
ditions—to the Committee on Election of President, Vice-Presi- 
dent, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R. 7394) to incorporate The Masonic 
Temple Association of the District of Columbia—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 7395) to amend the char- 
ter of the District of Columbia Suburban Railway Company—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 7396) to authorize the Chicka- 
saw Nation of Indians to bring suit against the United States in 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H. R. 7397) revising and amending the 
statutes relating to patents—to ‘he Committee on Patents. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7398) to amend Title LX, chapter 3, of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to copyrights—to 
the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. LITTLE (by request): A bill (H. R. 7399) to regulate 
the practice of dentistry in the Indian Territory—to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi (by request): A bill (H. R. 7433) 
for restoration of a uniform mail rate on printed matter, and for 
ae of authors—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A joint resolution (H. Res. 135) in rela- 
tion to monument to prison-ship martyrs at Fort Greene, Brook- 
lyn, N. Y. —to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A joint resolution (H. Res. 136) for the 
relief of farmers, gardeners, and truckmen selling produce of 
their own raising on the south side of B street, between Seventh 
and Thirteenth streets, in the city of Washington, D, C.—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DORR: A joint resolution (H. Res. 137) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to make a preliminary survey of New River, 
West Virginia and Virginia, and prepare estimates of the cost 
thereof—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: A resolution (House Res. No. 183) to print 
testimony taken before Committee on Reform in the Civil Serv- 
ice—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN: A memorial of the legislature of the State 
of Mississippi, favoring intervention in behalf of Cuban independ- 
ence—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

— Mr. CLARDY: A memorial of the legislature of the State 
of Kentucky, on the liquor question—to the Committee on Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 7400) for the relief of Da- 
vid D. Johnson, first lieutenant in United States Army, retired— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 7401) granting a pension to 
Susan Keene, of Cranston, R. I., daughter of Solomon Smith, a 
soldier of the Revolutionary war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 7402) for the relief of Barbara 
Atweiler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BITZPATRICK: A bill (H. R. 7403) for the relief of 
Archibald Gibson, of Laynesville, Ky.—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 7404) granting bounty to 
William H. Southwell—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7405) for the relief of James Matthews—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7406) nting a pension to Susan Stevens— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7407) granting a pension to Sarah Chappell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 7408) for the relief of the Old 
Dominion Granite Company—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7409) for the relief of Robert B. Paul, late 
private ae B, Second Pennsylvania Heavy Artillery—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H. R. 7410) to correet military record 
of John Piles and remove charge of desertion therefrom—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 7411) for the relief of Henry J. 
McQueeney—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KULP: A bill (H. R. 7412) for the relief of Lewis Kyle, 
of Milton, Pa.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (A. R.7413) to grant — to Harriet K. Hughes, 
widow of the late Maj. Chester K. Hughes, Company i, One 
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hundred and forty-third Pennsylvania Volunteers, of Berwick, 
Pa.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 7414) nting a pension to Eliza- 
beth Willis, widow of Robert B. Willis—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. , 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 7415) for the relief of the heirs 
of Davis B. Bonfoey—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7416) authorizing the placing of the name of 
Joseph Hooker Wood upon the retired list of the United States 
Army with the rank of lieutenant-colonel of cavalry—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 7417) for the relief of the heirs 
and legal representatives of Alfred Robinson, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PUGH: A bill (H. R. 7418) for the relief of B. C. Clay- 
ton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7419) removing charge of desertion from 
— record of John J. Evans—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. RIXEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 7420) for the relief 
of the Accotink Home Guards—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also (by request). a bill (H. R. 7421) for the relief of the legal 
are of Thomas Jett, deceased—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also ee a bill (H. R. 7422) for the relief of the First 
ao urch, of Alexandria, Va.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7423) for the relief of Joseph C. 
Boxley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7424) for the relief of the trus- 
tees of wood Presbyterian Church, of Stafford County, Va.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7425) for the relief of the heirs of Tilghman 
Weaver, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7426) for the relief of the trustees of Calvary 
Protestant Episcopal Church—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H.R. 7427) for the relief of 
William Roark—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STEELE: A bill (H. R. 7428) ting a pension to Al- 
bert D. Richards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STROWD of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 7429) for re- 
lief of Tony Jenkins, of Chapelhill, N. C.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.'7430) qaniee a pension to Milo Dixon—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON: A bill (H. R. 7431) authorizing and permit- 
ting J. H. Heyward, of Greenville, S. C., to lay and maintain a 
waik way upon the Government lot at Greenville, S. C., and to lay, 
maintain, and repair sewer, water, and pipes thereunder—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7432) to correct 
the military record of Mansel H. James, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. CALLAHAN: A bill (H. R. 7484) for the benefit of the 
schools of the city of Perry, Oklahoma Territory—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7435) for the relief of certain school-teachers 
in Greer County, Okla.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GARDNER: A bill (H, R. 7436) granting a pension to 
Melvina Bottles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 7437) increasing the pension of 
James Akers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: A bill (H. R. 7488) for increase of pension 
for Mrs. Lucy Keenan, widow of John B. Keenan, late major 
Eleventh Pennsylvania Infantry Volunteers—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: A bill (H. R. 7439) granting an hon- 
orable discharge to John A. Young—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 7440) for the relief of Thomas 
B. Scott—to the Committee on War Claims, 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following —_— and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Protest of the Philadelphia Coal Exchange 
against any reduction in the letter-carrier service under the free- 
delivery s —to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Protest of D. Crawford & Co. and 
other merchants of St. Louis, Mo., against the  pomaee of a gen- 
eral bankru law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Protests of the Cameo Mutual Aid So- 


ciety, Cincinnati Mutual Aid Association, and the Gem Mutual 


Christian Tem 
enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by 
providing that — imported in — packages on enter- 
ing any State shall 

on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 





Aid Association, all of Cincinnati, Ohio, in opposition to the so- 
called anti-scalping bill or any similar measure—to the Committee 
on Interstate and 


it Mr. BULL: Resolutions adopted at a meeting at Pawtucket, 


oreign Commerce. 


, Wherein the proposed arbitration treaty between the United 


States and Great Britain is condemned—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 


By Mr. CAPRON: Resolutions adopted at a meeting at Paw- 


tucket, R. I., wherein the proposed arbitration treaty between the 
United States and Great Britain is condemned—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 


Also, papers to accompany House bill granting a pension to 


Susan Keene—to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. CLARKE of New Hampshire: Petition of the Woman’s 
rance Union of Richmond, N.H., praying for the 


become subject to its laws—to the Committee 


By Mr. COONEY: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 


ance Union of Rocheport, Mo., to prohibit kinetoscope reproduc- 


tions of pugilistic encounters in the District of Columbia and the 
Territories and the interstate transportation of materials of the 


same—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. DANFORD: Petition of citizens of Baltimore, Md., 


praying for the enactment of more stringent immigration laws— 


to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
By Mr. ELLIS: Petition of George W. Johnston and 19 citizens 
of the State of Oregon, in opposition to the so-called anti-scalping 


bill or any similar measure—to the Committee on Interstate and 


Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of the Philadelphia Mari- 
time Exchange, favoring the creation of a department of com- 
merce and industry—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. EVANS: Protest of St. Martin’s Society of Louisville, 
Ky., against the Lodge immigration bill—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Louisville, Ky., for the relief 
of Barbara Atweiler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FARIS: Memorial of Free and Accepted Masons of the 
District of Columbia, asking for the incorporation of a new Masonic 
a Association—to the Committee on the District of Colum- 

1a. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Protest of 8S. M. Grant and other citi- 
zens of Boston, Mass., against any reduction in the letter-carrier 
service under the free-delivery system—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Trades League of Philadelphia, Pa., in 
favor of the passage of House bill No. 30 and Senate bill No. 1575, 
relating to ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK: Papers bearing upon the claim of B. 8. 
Hamilton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: Petition of the Baptist Church of Sparta, 
Wis., favoring the enactment of a bill to forbid the sale of liquors 
in all Government buildings—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of the Philadelphia Maritime Ex- 
change, of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the establishment of a de- 
partment of commerce and industries—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Memorial of the Grain Shippers’ Asso- 
ciation of Northwestern Iowa, urging legislation regulating and 
protecting the raisers and shippers of food products in the North- 
west—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of J. B. Swinburne, publisher, Earlville, Iowa, 
and Thomas W. Purcell, of Hampton, Iowa, protesting against 
the passage of the Loud postal bill—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of the Connecticut 
Dairymen’s Association, in behalf of the pure-food bill as relating 
to dairy products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HICKS: Petition of Sarah Clay Bennett and other mem- 
bers of the Federal Suffrage Committee of the National Woman 
Suffrage Association, for relief—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, protest of the Polish Roman Catholic Union of the United 
States, against further restriction of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HITT: Memorial of Rev. Charles Carpenter and other 
members of the Pecatonica (Ill.) Methodist Episcopal Church, 
favoring the passage of a bill to forbid the sale of intoxicating 
beverages in all Government buildings—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, protest of citizens of Galena, IL, against the passage of a 
general Denkruptoy law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. HOWE: Protest of District Assembly No. 49, Knights 
of Labor, of New York City, protesting against the proposed re- 
duction in the free-delivery service of the New York post-office— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HURLEY: Protest of District Assembly No. 49, 
Knights of Labor, of New York City, against any reduction of 

ostal deliveries—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
oads. 

Also, protest of the Polish Roman Catholic Union of the United 
States, opposing the Lodge immigration bill—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. KNOX: Papers to accompany House bill No. 5732, 
granting a pension to Ellen 8. Witter—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. KULP: Memorial of the Maritime Exchange of Phila- 
delphia, in favor of a department of commerce and industries, 
with duties substantially as provided in Senate bill No. 624, Fifty- 
fifth Congress, extra session—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, protest of the Polish Catholic Union of Chicago, Ill., num- 
bering 10,000, against any amendment to our immigration laws— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the banking institutions of Philadelphia, Pa., 
asking forthe pneumatic system for the delivery of mails in the 
city of Philadelphia, as recommended in the last annual report of 
— aaa the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. 

Also, protest of the Merchants’ Association of New York City, 
against the failure of Congress to provide for the deficiency in the 
amount reported in the appropriation bill for the Post-Office De- 
partment, and asking that Congress immediately provide for the 
deficiency—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, remonstrances of J. C. Lutz Lithographing Company and 
Miss B. A. Whitney, of New York City, against the passage of the 
Loud bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, protest of Marshall Field & Co., of Chicago, Ill., against 
the passage of a general bankruptcy law—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Petition of W. H. Burroughs and 62 citizens 
of Shelbyville, Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
hibiting kinetoscope reproductions of prize fights in the District of 
Columbia and the Territories—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of J. A. Doyle and 62 citizens of Shelbyville, Mo., 
favoring the passage of a Sabbath law for the national capital— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of 134 citizens of Camden, 
N.J., against the passage of the immigration bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. McCALL: Resolutions of the city council of Somerville, 
Mass., protesting against the proposed reduction of the postal 
delivery service in that city—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. MERCER: Petition of the Eckington Presbyterian 
Church, of Washington, D. C., and the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of the First Presbyterian Church of Omaha, 
Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the 
sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Keuka College, N. Y., for the passage of a bill for- 
bidding the sale of liquor in all Government buildings—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Keuka College, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion prohibiting kinetoscope reproductions of prize fights in the 
District of Columbia and the Territories—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Keuka College, N. Y., favoring the passage of a Sabbath law for 
national capital—to the Committee on the District of Colum- 

ia. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Keuka College, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation 
raising the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the District of 
Columbia and the Territories—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Keuka College, N. Y., for the passage of a bill to forbid interstate 
transmission of lottery and other gambling matter by telegraph— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Keuka College, N. Y., praying for the passage of a bill to prohibit 
interstate transmission of pictures and descriptions of prize fights— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Keuka College, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation 


to substitute voluntary arbitration for railway strikes—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Keuka College, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes 
imported in original packages on entering any State shall become 
subject to its laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Christian Endeavor Society of the Presby- 
terian Church of Wolcott, N. Y., for the passage of a bill to pro- 
hibit the sale of liquors in Government buildings—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the Central Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Auburn, N. Y., for the passage of a bill to prohibit the 
sale of liquors in Government buildings—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of citizens of Sanborn, Iowa, pro- 
testing against the passage of a general bankruptcy bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the Grain Shippers’ Association of Northwest 
Towa, on the subject of rates fixed by the railway companies for 
the transportation of grain from northwestern Iowa, and praying 
that the jurisdiction of the Interstate Commerce Commission be 
broadened—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. PRINCE: Petition of J. P. Walton and other citizens of 
Muscatine, Iowa, asking for an appropriation for a levee on the 
Mississippi River from Drurys Landing to New Boston, Ill.—to 
a Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi 

iver. 

Also, petitions of J. R. Bell, Albert Peterson, and others, pro- 
testing against the enactment of bankruptcy legislation—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of W. G. Guthrie and others, praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by pro- 
viding that cigarettes imported in original packages on entering 
any State shall become subject to its laws—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PUGH: ; i to accompany House bill No. 6435, grant- 
ing a pension to W. J. Worthington, of Greenup County, Ky.—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: Petition of citizens of Bethel Township, 
Armstrong County, Pa., in favor of postal savings banks—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Columbia City, Ind., to prohibit the 
sale of intoxicating beverages in all Government buildings—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Columbia City, Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation raising 
the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the District of Columbia 
and Territories—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Petition of the St. Joseph Society 
of Grand Rapids, Mich., against the further restriction of immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. STARK: Resolutions of the Business Men's Association 
of Wymore, Nebr., to accompany House bill No. 6252, relating 
to the construction of pyblic buildings in the Fourth Congres- 
sional district of the State of Nebraska—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, protests of the Polish Roman Catholic Union of the United 
States, against further restriction of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill No. 3163, granting a pen- 
sion to John Fisher, of Wilber, Nebr.—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 2206, granting a pen- 
sion to John F. Early, of Wilber, Nebr.—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 2668, for the relief of 
William Henry Johnson, of Ceresco, Nebr.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill No. 4915, granting an in- 
crease of pension to Josiah D. Fye, of Aurora, Nebr.—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska: Resolutions of the Loyal Legion 
of the United States, commandery of the State of Nebraska, favor- 
ing a national military park at Vicksburg—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: Petition of citizens of Adams County, 
Nebr., in favor of postal savings banks—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ZENOR: Resolution of the German-American Demo- 
cratic Club of Indianapolis, Ind., against the passage of the Lodge 
immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 






HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


SATURDAY, January 29, 1898. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. CHARLES M. 
GirrFtn, D. D., of Scranton, Pa. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BARNEY, from the Committee on Appropriations, pre- 
sented a report, which was read, as follows: 


The Committee on saeee riations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
15) mex appropriations for the payment of invalid and other pensions of 
the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899. and for other pur- 
, together with the amendments of the Senate thereto, having considered 
Pre same, beg leave to report as follows: 
They recommend concurrence in theamendment of the Senate numbered 1. 
They recommend nonconcurrence in the amendment numbered 2. 


Mr. BARNEY. I move that the House concur in the first 
amendment of the Senate and nonconcur in the second. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BARNEY. I move that a further conference be requested 
with the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER subsequently announced the appointment of 
Mr. WIL.1AM A. Stone, Mr. BARNEY, and Mr. ALLEN of Missis- 
sippi as conferees on the part of the House. 


DAM ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI AT MINNEAPOLIS. 


Mr. FLETCHER. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4934) permitting the building of adam 
between Coon Rapids and the north limits of the city of Minne- 
apolis, Minn., across the Mississippi River. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted to the 
Twin City Rapid Transit Company, its successors or assigns, to construct 
across the seen River, at any point between Coon Rapids and the north 
line of the limits of the city of Minneapolis, a dam, canal, and works neces- 
sarily incident thereto, for water-power pu: . The said dam shall be so 
constructed that the Government of the United States can at any time con- 
struct in connection therewith a suitable lock for navigation pur s: Pro- 
vided also, That the Government may at any time e ion of said 
dam and control the same for purposes of navigation by paying the said 
company the actual cost of the same, but shall not do so to the destruction 
of the water power created by said dam: Provided further, That the works 
shall be constructed so as to provide for the free passage of saw logs. The 
said Twin City Rapid Transit Company shall make such change and modifi- 
cation in the works as the Secretary of War may from time to time deem 
necessary in ‘he interests of navigation, at its own cost and expense: Pro- 
vided further, That in case any litigation arises from the obstruction of the 
channel by the dam, canal, or aoa the case may be tried in the proper 
Federal court of the United States in which the works are situated. 

SEc. S That the right toamend, alter, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved, 


The amendments reported by the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce were read, as follows: 


In line 9 strike out the words “the Government of the United States” and 
insert “there.” 

In line 10 strike out “construct” and insert ‘“‘to be constructed.” 
sua 12 insert, after the word *‘Government,” the words “of the United 

e.** 

* line 13 insert, after the word “dam,” the words “and appurtenant 
works.” 

In line 15, before the word “actual,” insert “value not exceeding the.” 

After the word “dam,” in line 17, insert **to any greater extent than may 
be necessary to provide pesper facilities for navigation.” 

In line 26 strike out “ bridge’ and insert “appurtenaut works.” 

At the end of the bill add the following: 

“Sec. 3. That this act shall be null and void unless the dam herein author- 
ized be commenced within two years and completed within five years from 
the date hereof.” 


Mr. MAHANY. Reserving the right to object, I should like to 
ask the gentleman from Minnesota |Mr. FLETCHER] whether he 
considers this bill of great importance to his city? 

Mr. FLETCHER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MAHANY. I will not object to the present bill; but I wish 


to say to the gentleman from Minnesota that in the future I shall | 


feel constrained not to let any unanimous-consent legislation go 
through in favor of his city, in view of the fact that he has ob- 
jected to the Grand Island bridge bill, which is of much greater 
ee to the city of Buffalo than this is to the city of Min- 
neapolis. 

r. FLETCHER. I wish tocorrect my friend from Buffalo, I 
have never objected to that bridge bill. 

Mr. MAHAN Y. Iam glad to hear that. My information was 
otherwise. In view of the gentleman’s statement, I withdraw my 
own. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill. 

The amendments reported by the committee were agreed to. 

Mr. LACEY. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of section 2, insert: 

“And provided further, That suitable fishways, to be approved by the 
United States Fish Commissioner, shall be constructed and maintained at said 
dam by the Twin City Rapid Transit Company, its successors or assigns." 
Mr. FLETCHER. I have no objection to that amendment. 
The amendment was agrced to. 
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third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


equivalent, of all the interest-bearing obligations of the United States, except 
in cases where the law authorizing the issue of such obligations had eaurensl 
provided that the same might be paid in lawful money or other currency 
than gold and silver; and 





The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 


On motion of Mr. FLETCHER, a motion to reconsider the last 


vote was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 


announced that the Senate had passed the following concurrent 
resolution, No. 22; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 


Whereas a 4 the act entitled “An act to strengthen the public credit,” ap- 
roved March 18, 1869, it was provided and declared that the faith of the 
Jnited States was thereby solemnly pietaed to the payment. in coin or its 


y 


Whereas all the bonds of the United States authorized to be issued by the 
act entitled “‘An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt,” ap- 
proves July 14, 1870, by the terms of said act were declared to be redeemabie 
n coin of the then present standard value, bearing interest payable semi- 
annually in such coin; and 

Whereas all bonds of the United States authorized to be issued under the 
act entitled “An act to provide for the resumption of specie payments,” ap- 

roved January 14, 1875, are required to be of the description of bonds of the 
Jnited States described in the said act of Congress approved July 14, 1870, 
entitled “An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt;” and 

Whereas at the date of the passage of said act of Congress last aforesaid, 
to wit, the 14th a of July, 1570, the coin of the United States of standard 
value of that date adiudied tdiver dollars of the weight of 412} grains each, 
declared by the act approved January 18, 1837, entitled ‘An act supplemen- 
tary to the act entitled ‘An act establishing a mint and regulating the coins 
of the United States,’”’ to be a legal tender of payment, according to their 
nominal value, for any sums whatever: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring therein), 
That all the bonds of the United States issued, or authorized to be issued, un- 
der the said acts of Congress hereinbefore recited are payable, principal and 
interest, at the option of the Government of the United States, in silver dol- 
lars of the coinage of the United States containing 412} grains each of stand- 
ard silver; and that to restore to its coinage such silver coins as a legal ten- 
der in payment of said bonds, principal and interest, is not in violation of the 
public faith nor in derogation of the rights of the public creditor. 


[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HEMENWAY, from the Committee on Appropriations, re- 
ported a bill (H. R. 7441) making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the pro- 
curement of heavy ordance for trial and service, and for other 
purposes; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I wish to reserve all points of order on 
that bill. 

The SPEAKER. Points of order are reserved. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The géntleman from Vermont. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of a concurrent resolution providing 
that the Secretary of War be requested to submit to the House of 
Representatives, as soon as practicable, the report of Capt. C. 
McDowell Townsend, Corps of Engineers, dated December 13, 1897, 
in reference to certain proposed improvements of the St. Joseph 
and Benton Harbor. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Vermont yield? 

Mr. GROUT. I move that the House resvulve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the con- 
sideration of appropriation bills. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I ask the gentleman from Vermont to yield 
just for a moment. 

Mr. GROUT. There are several others who have made the 
same request. 

Mr. HAMILTON. 
gentleman to yield. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont moves that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union for the consideration of general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
the District of Columbia appropriation bill, with Mr. PAYNE in 
the chair. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, how much time remains 
for general debate? 

The CHAIRMAN. There are thirty-two minutes remaining 
for general debate, twenty-two of which are under the control of 
the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Grout] and ten minutes under 
the control of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DockErRy]. 

Mr. DOCKERY. [I ask the gentleman from Vermont to use up 
his time. He has twenty-two minutes and I have but ten. 

Mr. GROUT. Iagreed to yield time to the gentleman from 
California [Mr. Loup], and if he will avail himself of it, I will 
yield to him at this time. I also agreed to yield to the gentleman 


It will only take two minutes, and I ask the 


Oe RE EE, AT RET a Cn Sn 
ar ~ oy cath me “es ‘a -_ s 
~ a 7 _ x a a 







































mt oe 


A Ss rite ees ae 8 NS RE A eR om Sa 


ee 


1208 


from New York [Mr. Low], and if he is present and would like 
his time he can have it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If neither of these gentlemen desires to occupy 
the floor, I will yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Arkansas 
{[Mr. BRUNDIDGE]. 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE. Mr. Chairman, in the short time at my 
disposal I desire to call the attention of the House to a portion of 
the very remarkable speech made by President McKinley in the 
city of New York on the evening of the 27th, in which he says: 

Nothing should ever tempt us—nothing ever will tempt us—to scale down 
the sacred debt of the nation through a legal technicality. Whatever may 
be the language of the contract, the United States will discharge all of its 
obligations in the currency recognized as the best throughout the civilized 
world at the times of payment. Nor will we ever consent that the wages of 
labor or its frugal savings shall be scaled down by permitting payment in 
dollars of less value than the dollars accepted as the bees in every enlightened 
nation of the earth. 

Now let us see how this sacred debt has been scaled down in tlie 

t. On the istof March, 1866, the debt of this Government was, 
in round numbers, the sum of $2,827,868,959. This vastsum thein- 
dustrious and toiling taxpayers of this country for more than thirty 
years have been striving to pay and, as the President says, scale 
down. They havé paid in interest alone more than $2,700,000,000 
and have largely reduced the principal; but while these great and 
magnificent payments were being made the holders of this indebt- 
edness were by nomeansidle. They have managed and contrived 
by unjust and corrupt legislation to have the purchasing power 
ot the currency so increased that it has at all times been equal to 
the amount paid. 

In fact, the national debt of to-day will purchase as much of the 
leading commodities of the country, and more real estate and 
more labor, than the entire indebtedness would have purchased 
in 1866. Thus we are confronted with the astounding fact that 
after more than thirty years of paying we really owe as much as 
we did when we commenced, and the truth is that under present 
existing conditions to pay the remaining debt will be infinitely 
more burdensome to the people than all of the payments which they 
have made in the past. 

And, Mr. Speaker, with these facts before us, the statement of 
the President that the language of the contract is to be disregarded 
and brushed aside in order that the bondholders’ remaining debt 
may be paid in gold comes as a surprise to the people of every 
political party in this country. 

Throughout the length and breadth of this land we have been 
taught that the obligations of a contract were sacred and could not 
be violated. Every court of justice has upheld them, and they 
have punished both by forfeiture and imprisonment their illegal 
alteration and changing. To change a contract has in all coun- 
tries and at all times been regarded as a crime, and properly so, 
for to do otherwise the best, purest, and safest forms of all civil 
government would be overthrown and interminable confusion 
would exist. : 

The proposition to change the language of the contract, whether 
coming from one high in authority or from the humblest citizen 
of the land, should always be denounced as revolutionary in its 
character and dangerous to civil government. 

But, Mr. Speaker, has the President of the United States always 
entertained such views as recently expressed? Let us see. 

On the 28th day of January, 1878, Mr. McKinley, as a member 
of Congress, standing upon the floor of this House, voted for the 

assage of a resolution to pay this same indebtedness, the bonds 
of the United States, not in gold, as he now says they should be 
paid, but in standard silver dollars of the weight of 412} grains, 
and his vote is so recorded on page 310 of the Journal of the Forty- 
fifth Congress. , . 

And still later on, in 1890, upon this floor, we find him givin 
utterance in a forcible and manly way to the following high an 
lofty sentiment: 

“It is a resolution, Mr. Speaker, to give to the House of Representativesan 
opportunity to pass some silver legislation, and to give to the country a sil- 
ver bill which the majority of this House believe will be fully responsive to 
the general sentiment of the country. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 
It is, Mr. Speaker, to give to the House of poscontesves an opportunity 
to pass a bill which shall take all of the silver bullion of the United States— 
all of the silver product of the United States—and utilize that silver bullion 
for monetary purposes, and putit in circulation for the movementof the busi- 
ness of the country. It is to give to the people of the country not $2,000,000 
monthly, but to give them four and one-half millions month 2 or two and 
one-half millions more than what is now provided by the existing law.’’— 
Congressional Record, June 5, 1890, volume 21, part 6, page 5647. 

Again, in the same debate, he said: 

‘** We propose to give to this country what gentlemen upon the other side 
of the House could not do, what you did not dare do for four years. We 
propose to give to the country a silver bill that will take all of the silver 
practically of the United States and make it available for the use of the peo- 
ple.” —Congressional Record, June 5, 1890, volume 21, part 6, page 5648. 

In what way, Mr. Speaker, are the American people to reconcile 
these conflicting statements and changing of opinions? No expla- 
nation has ever been made or offered, and in my humble judg- 
ment but one can be made. As a member of Congress, Mr. Mc- 
Kinley was free and untrammeled; his every pulsation and his 
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of this land, even to the rest citizen of his district. He under- 
stood their wants and their needs, he knew the remedy for their 
wrongs and oppressions, and boldly did he defend them. 

He had not then been placed under obligations to the money 
lender and bondholder—the American Shylock who has caused 
more misery and suffering to an innocent, unoffending, and in- 
dustrious eer than all other cies combined, 

But the President is not the only person high in official position 
who has experienced a change upon this great question in the past 
few years. Mr. Sherman, the honored Secretary of State, in a 
letter to the Hon. A. Mann, of Brooklyn, N. Y., written on the 
20th day of March, 1868, says: 

DEAR Str: I was pleased to receive your letter. ay vaergenal interestsare 
the same as yours, but, like you, I donot intend to influenced by them. 
My construction of the law is the t of careful examination, and I feel 
quite sure that an impartial court would confirm it if the case could be tried 
before acourt. Isend you my views as fully stated inaspeech. Your idea 


is that we propose to repudiateor violate a promise when we offer to redeem 
the principal in — tender. 

I think the bondholder violates his promise when he refuses to take the 
same kind of money he pays for the bonds. If the case isto be tested by law, 
Iam right. If it is to be tested hy soy Coske's advertisement, I[ am wrong. . 
I hate repudiation or anything like it, but we ——- not to be deterred from 
doing what is right by the fear of undeserved epithets. If under the law as 
it stands the holders of the five-twenties can on y be paid in gold, then weare 
repudiators if we propose to pay otherwise. If the bondholder can legally 
demand only the kind of money he paid, then he isa repudiator and extor- 
tioner vw —— money more valuable than he gave. ‘ 

ours, truly, 


JOHN SHERMAN. 


After a careful examination of the law and the contract, Mr. 
Sherman then thought that the bondholder violated his promise 
when he refused to take the same kind of money which he had 
paid for the bond, and if he demanded money more valuable than 
he gave, then he was branded as a repudiator and extortioner by 
this distinguished penta, who was at that time in full accord 
and sympathy with the people, and who since has done more than 
any one man to make these bonds — in gold. 

Now, behold how conditions have changed. This band of former 
repudiators and extortioners are no longer known by their correct 
names; they are now called the progressive business men of this 
country, with especial emphasis given to the word “‘ progressive,” 
while the plain, common people who dare to complain at this long- 
continued and systematic robbery and stealing are cursed and 
abused as being anarchists and dish onest repudiators of a just 
indebtedness. 

In conclusion, there is one other portion of the President's speech 
to which I desire to call attention, and it is as follows: 

All those w . 
wntinassItarouts Bf the comy Ove tact ouly to memnetves Bal fothe 

ople to insist upon the settlement of this t question now, or else to face 

he alternative that it must be again submitted for arbitration at the polls. 

The warning here given is a understood. The people are 
rising in their righteous wrath and by their ballots are hurling 
from power men who have undergone these sudden and so far 
mysterious changes upon this the greatest political question that 
to-day confronts us. 

But let them do their worst; there is no escape from facing the 
undesired alternative of submitting this question for settlement 
at the polls, and when that is done no sane man can long question 
what the result will be. 

We welcome the coming of the day when this great question of 
the money of the Constitution s once more be submitted to 
the uncorrupted and uncoerced manhood of this Government 
and when the last speech shall have been made and the last ballot 
cast I believe that we will then rejoice in the fact that the Demo- 
cratic party has won one of the grandest and greatest victories 
for the rights and liberties of the people that any party has ever 
achieved. [A lause on the Democratic side. 

Mr. GROUT. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Low], if he is present and cares to occupy the 
ae one if not, I yield to the gentleman from Washington [Mr, 

EWIs}. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much time does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GROUT. How much time would the gentleman from 
Washington like? 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I thank the gen- 
tleman from Vermont, but in view of the limited time and the 
desire of other gentlemen on this side to speak, I yield him back 
his time and request him to extend it to other gentlemen desir- 
ing it. 

Mr. GROUT. We do not wish to use time on our side. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. If no one else desires to occupy 
the floor, I should like to address the House regarding the Senate 
resolution which has just been received. 

Mr. GROUT. How much time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Ten minutes. 

Mr. GROUT. I yield to the gentleman from Alabama ten 
minutes. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, the prolon 


every heart beat was in touch and sympathy with the bread earners | and heartfelt applause from all the Democrats on this floor which 





1898. 
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Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Already this criminal legislation 


moments ago was presented to the House, has just died away. | has concentrated more than half the wealth of the land in the 


The Republicans, silent as the tomb, sad and despondent, still 
present a picture of the mee despair. 

It was only the day preceding the passage of the resolution by 
the Senate that President McKinley, voicing the policy of the 
Republican party, said: 

Whatever may be the angnege of the contract, the United States will dis- 
charge all of its ae nm the currency recognized as the best through- 
out the civilized world at the times of payment. 

This sentiment was reechoed and applauded and indorsed by 
nearly all the Republican Senators in their debate upon the Teller 
resolution yesterday. These declarations, Mr. Chairman, are 
made just following the report of the Monetary Commission 
informing us of their failure of any encouragement on the subject 
of international bimetallism, and in the face of the assertion of 
Secretary Gage, reechoed so generally by the ublican party, 
that international bimetallism is im ible, and the reiterated 
assertion of the followers of the Administration that all their 
votes and efforts shall be directed to the maintenance of the gold 
standard and the payment in gold of all the obligations of the 
Government. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there are two parties to the contract to 
which the President alludes—the Rothschilds, Barings, Pierpont 
Morgans, millionaires, and multimillionaires, on the one side, and 
70,000,000 honest, brave, industrious Americans struggling for 
existence on the other. The President, his Cabinet, Republican 
Senators, and the Republican party generally have volunteered as 
attorneys for the multimillionaire syndicate; and I volunteer my 
humble and earnest services, backed by every honest Democrat in 
the United States, as the attorney of the American people. Mr. 
Chairman, please enter my name on the docket, and, in these de- 
generate days of selfishness and or let the people have a 
dayin court. Let their voice be heard and let their rights be vin- 
dicated. [Applause on the Democratic side. } 

The people of the United States never made any contract nor 
did they ever enter into any obligation to pay the creditors of the 
Government in money ‘recognized as the best throughout the 
civilized world,” 

Their first contract was to pay the princi of the bonds in 
currency, which was then worth less than half the price of coin. 
In compliance with the demand of the bondholders, a Republican 
Congress, on March 18, 1869, enacted a law for the payment of 
the principal of these currency bonds in coin, and in February, 
1878, another Republican Congress, upon the further demand of 
the bondholders, demonetized silver, so as to compel the pay- 
ment of the bonds in gold. 

This nearly doubled the wealth of the millionaire and nearly 
doubled the already burdensome obligations which rested upon 
the people. Falling prices, panic, and distress followed, and the 
Republican party was overthrown by an outraged people in the 
elections of 1874 and 1876. 

A Democratic House was elected. It enacted a free-coinage law 
and forced an unwilling Senate to compromise on the Bland-Alli- 
son Act. This gave relief to the country; the rights of the labor- 
ing people were restored, money came to our country from all 
parts of the world, which, together with hoarded gold and money 
which had been invested in low-priced bonds, sought the chan- 
nels of trade and once more infused life and energy into all indus- 
tries, and a period of glorious prosperity blessed our country. 
This continued until the wheels of — were reversed by the 
enactment of the Sherman law of July, 1890, and the Cleveland 
repeal law of 1893. 

he first of these laws was enacted by a Republican Congress— 
the first Republican Congress elected since 1880—and the second 
by the almost solid Republican vote aided by a few mistaken and 
misguided men who were at that time posing as Democrats. These 
criminal enactments have again brought distress and ruin upon 
the producing and industrial classes of our people. Who, Mr. 
Chairman, are the ies to this contract whose rights and inter- 
ests are to be trampled under foot at the demand of the multi- 
millionaire holders of Government bonds? They are the men who 
fight the battles of our country in war, and by their industry cre- 
ate all the wealth of our country during periods of peace. They 
are honest, God-fearing people, who scorn to do less than pay 
every obligation strictly according to the letter of the contract. 

These brave, honest patriots stand here ready to deliver the 
pound of flesh, though it be taken from that which is the nearest 
the heart; but we, as their trustees, must and will resist the de- 
mand of these modern shylocks that they be permitted to pierce 
the heart and also take the lifeblood of noble, struggling people. 
[Loud applause on the Democratic side. } 


The C RMAN. The time of the gentleman from Alabama 


has expired. 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I would like a few minutes more. 


Mr. GROUT. I yield two minutes more to the gentleman from 


Alabama. 















hands of men so few in number that they could all be sheltered 
under the roof of this building, while the masses of the people have 
had wrenched from them the earnings of their hard labor, which 
is essential to provide food, raiment, and education for those whom 
the God of Heaven has intrusted to theircare. And the heartless 
demand for the perpetuation of this gold standard with its result- 
ing misery comes from those who seem to care no more for the 
s 


erings and distress of their own countrymen than they do for 


the wails and cries of the bleeding patriots now being ground to 
death by monarchical despotism in the Island of Cuba. [Loudand 
prolonged applause on the Democratic side. } 


Mr. GROUT. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 


Tennessee a GAINES]. 
ES 


Mr. GAI Mr. Chairman, agreeing with the distinguished 


gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRUNDIDGE] and the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER], I must express my surprise that 
President McKinley should have used a few evenings ago, in his 
speech at New York, this language: 


Whatever may be the language of the contract, the United States will dis- 


charge all of its obligations in the currency recognized as the best through- 
out the civilized world at the times of payment. 


The “ best money,” according to the Hannaesque idea, is ‘‘ gold.” 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I am not surprised that the President has 
taken sides with the set of people that elected him, but it is amaz- 
ing to know that he holds the platform upon which he was elected 
more sacred than the ‘‘ contract” under which these bonds were 
issued. [Applause.] The platform was made for the barons and 
boodlers who furnished the sinews of war, but a contract solemnly 


entered into by the Government carries with it the integrity of 
the American people, and is founded in the immutable honor of the 
Government itself. 

It is humiliating, therefore, to see the President of the United 
States, who is sworn to uphold the Constitution and enforce the 
law, range himself upon the side of those who make a business of 
preying upon the Government, and holding his party and its plat- 
form higher than the Constitution and the laws. [Applause. | 

I am further amazed, Mr. Chairman, that the President should 
be found now going all the way to New York to deliver himself 
of a declaration which had for its object the whipping in of his 
P associates in the other end of this Capitol to defeat the very 
resolution for which, in 1878, he himself voted. This Teller reso- 
lution of 1898 is the Matthews resolution of 1878 revivified. I 
quote that Matthews resolution for which this same President 
voted, that it may stand here in deadly parallel with his remark- 
able utterance of to-day: 


Be it resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring 
therein), That all bonds of the United States issued or authorized to be issued 
under the said acts of Congress hereinbefore recited are payable, principal 
and interest, at the option of the Government of the United States, in silver 
dollars of the coinage of the United States, containing 412} grains each of 
standard silver; and that to restore to its coinage such silver coins as a lega! 
tender in payment of said bonds, principal and interest, is not in violation of 
the public faith nor in derogation of the rights of the public creditor. 


Mr. Chairman, every member of Congress from Tennessee, Re- 
publican and Democrat, in 1878 voted for this resolution. 

The President goes Mr. Vanderbilt's ‘‘the people be damned” 
one better when he thus says: ‘‘ The contract be damned and the 
people by whom it was made, and they who contemn the law and 
the Constitution be glorified, and his Hannaized platform be 
blessed and canonized.” [Applause on the Democratic side. } 

The same President who on November 5, 1877, voted for the 
Bland 16 to 1 free-coinage act as a member of this House; who 
voted for the silver-bullion purchasing bills on February 21, 1878; 
who voted for the passage of the Bland-Allison Act over the veto 
of President Hayes on February 28, 1878; who reported and voted 
for the Sherman law of 1890; who on various and numerous occa- 
sions voted and spoke for silver and advocated bimetallism and 
upheld in effect the very spirit and letter of the contract which he 
now repudiates. 

It is an anachronism in our Federal system, Mr. Chairman, 
which prohibits to the States the right to pass any laws impairing 
the obhgations of contracts and takes to itself the power to do so. 


It stultifies our Constifation to hold up contracts as inviolable as 
to the States but violable as to the President of the United States. 

Mr. Chairman, it is not necessary to cite authority here to sus- 
tain the proposition that contracts are sacred and inviolable. 
They are so held by all honorable men and nations from the be- 
ginning, and no one would dare to rise in this presence, or else- 
where that honorable men gather, and maintain to the contrary. 

This was a solemn contract made for the benefit of the people 


who have the bonds to pay, and the President so declared when 
he voted for the Matthews resolution; but now he constitutes 
himself the champion of the bondholders, although he is the Pres- 
ident of the people, and deliberately declares his intention to vio- 
late that contract if the occasion should arise. 

The Hon. Oliver P. Morton, Republican, in aspeech in the Sen- 
ate of the United States in 1868, declared that what the President 
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now proposes to do would be a foul injustice to the people and 
the Government. He said: 


When it is asserted that the Government is bound to pay the 5-20 bonds in 
coin, I say that it is not only without law, but it is in express violation of at 
least four statutes. We should do foul injustice to the Government and to 
the people of the United States, after we have sold these bonds, on an aver- 
age, for not more than 60 cents on the dollar, now to propose to make a new 
contract for the benefit of the bondholder. 


Hon. John Sherman in a letter dated February 27, 1868, de- 
nounced what the President now proposes to do as repudiation 
and extortion. He said: 


The bond owner can demand only the kind of money he paid, and he isa 
repudiator and extortioner to demand money more valuable than he gave. 


Hon. Ben. Wade, Republican, denounces what the President 
now proposes to do as an effort of the bondholder to take more 
than his pound of flesh. Ina letter dated December 13, 1867, he 
said: 

I am for the laboring portion of our people; the rich can take care of them- 
selves. While I must scrupulously live up to all the contracts of the Govern- 
ment and fight the bondholder as resolutely when he undertakes to get more 
than the pound of flesh. We never agreed to pay the five-twenties in gold; 
no man can find it in the bond. and I never will consent to have one payment 


for the bondholder and another for the people. It would sink any party,and 
it ought to. 


The Hon. Mr. Norton, Republican, of Minnesota, in this House, 
in 1868, denounced what the President now proposes as a repudia- 
tion of the interest of the people. He said: : 

Sir, when this Congress pledges the faith of this nation to pay the 5-20 


bonds in coin, they repudiate the interest of the people, and impose upon 
them burdens which they ought not be required to bear. 


Hon. Thad. Stevens was a member of the committee which 
drew the bill authorizing the issuance of the greenback and the 
5-20 bonds. He ought to have understood what the terms of that 
contract were, and he declares that what the President now pro- 

oses to do would be a swindle upon the taxpayers of the country. 
ear him: 


If I knew that any party in this ae would go for paying in coin that 
which is payable in currency (meaning the 5-20 bonds), thus enhancing its 
value one-half, if I knew there was such a platform, and such a determina- 
tion on the part of anybody, I would vote on the other side. I would vote 
for no such swindle upon the taxpayers of this country. I would vote for 
no such speculation in favor of the large bondholders, the millionaires, who 
took advantage of our folly in granting them coin payment of interest. 


Judge Doolittle, of Wisconsin, then a Republican, declared that 
the bondholders took the bonds knowing the terms which the 
President now upholds them in repudiating. He said: 


When these bonds were issued the very law which authorized them to be 
issued declared that the legal-tender notes, which were authorized to be is- 
sued, should be lawful money anda legal tender in payment of every public 
debt, except the interest. When it is so declared in the law, and when you 
take into account the fact that what the Government received was depre- 
ciated paper money, and depreciated on purpose, as the Finance Committee 
informs us, that the more of it might be purchased with a dollar of gold, the 
holders of these bonds knew they took them subject to that contingency. 


Abraham Lincoln, the great patriot, believed in the people instead 
of the bondholder, and he believed in their right to pay their 
debts in either gold or silver. His prophetic eye foresaw these 
very times and he declared his policy to be to promote the people’s 
opportunities to dig out of the earth both gold and silver that 
they might prepare themselves to pay their enormous war debts. 
Hear him. It is a scathing rebuke to the party he founded, which 
now upholds its President in surrendering their rights and help- 
ing the bondholder repudiate the contract: 


{Abraham Lincoln, April 14, 1865.] 


Mr. Colfax, [want you totake a message from me to the miners whom you 
visit. I have very large ideas of the mineral wealth of our nation. I believe 
it practically inexhaustible. It abounds all over the Western out. from 
the Rocky Mountains to the Pacific, and its development has scarcely com- 
menced. During the war, when we were adding a couple of millions of dol- 
lars every day to our national debt, I did not care about encouraging the 
increase in the volume of our precious metals. We had the country to save 
first. But now that the rebellion is overthrown, and we know pretty nearly 
the amount of our national debt, the more gold and silver we mine we make 
the payment of that debt so much the easier. NowI am going toencourage 
that in every possible way. 

We shall have hundreds of thousands of disbanded soldiers. and many 
have feared that their return home in such great numbers might paralyze 
industry by furnishing, suddenly, a greater supply of labor than there will 
be a demand for. Iam going to try to attract eon to the hidden wealth of 
our mountain ranges, where there is room enough for all. Immigration, 
which even the war has not stopped, will land upon our shores hundreds of 
thousands more per year from overcrowded Europe. Iintend to point them 
to the gold and silver that wait for them in the West. Tell the miners for 
me that I shall promote their interests to the utmost of my ability, because 
their prosperity is the prosperity of the nation; and we shall prove, ina very 
few years, that we are indeed the treasury of the world. 


Mr. Lincoln again declared (see Barrett's History of Lincoln, 
page 836) that ‘‘our silver mines will help us pay this debt.” 

r. McKinley now declares that they shall not, and he will break 
the ‘‘contract” to prevent it. 

Mr. Chairman, I might multiply authority indefinitely from 
leading Republicans all down the line from Lincoln the Patriot 
to Hanna the Fat, upholding the sacred right of the people to 
have that contract solemnly made for their protection enforced 
for their benefit, and it remains for the President of this latter- 
day Republican party to repudiate this long line of eminent and 





patriotic authority and to lay down the banner of the people 
under the chariot wheels of the money power. 

In all the history of all nations and among all honorable men of 
all times, andaccording to the canon of every rule of right that was 
ever recognized among men, and according to. our own Constitu- 
tion, a contract is sacred and inviolable, until a new prophet of 
right arises in these last days of a corrupt and people-corrupting 
party to say that a paltry party platform, designed to catch votes 
and invite boodle, imposes upon him a more sacred obligation than 
the Constitution an laws of his country which he is sworn to 
enforce and uphold. [Applause. ] 

ae Sere I hope we can now proceed with the reading of 
the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For coroner's office: For coroner, $1,800, 


Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, it is time that the murderous warfare which for 
years has been devastating the beautiful Island of Cuba should 
be brought toaclose. With her bounteously fertile fields lying 
barren of production; with the bones of heroes who fought and 
died for her freedom bleaching on all her plains; with her fairest 
women cruelly driven from their homes or suffering in prison 
cells; with her loveliest little children begging in the streets of 
her cities; with her native soldiery contending in an unequal 
guerrilla warfare against all the forces that the cruel monarchy 
of Spain can muster, a spectacle is here presented upon which the 
United States can not longer afford to look with calculating 
complacency. 

As the greatest Republic on earth, as a people to whom freedom 
should be the sweetest word that tongue can tell, as a nation that 
believes that peace is better than war, that progress is better than 
devastation, that the lives of brave people are worth preserving, 
that independence is to be desired above bondage, that what is 
best is nearest right, it is nothing less than our national as well as 
our Christian duty to see that the barbarities in Cuba no longer 
blacken the close of the nineteenth century. 

I have great respect for what is commonly called the law of 
nations. Ihave, I think, sufficient admiration for the beauties 
and regard for the intricacies of diplomacy. I consider the ob- 
servance of treaty relations a high order of obligation. But in 
this good world, where God rules, in the main, there are obliga- 
tions higher than treaty observance, superior to diplomatic rela- 
tion, greater than the laws of nations. All regard for the things 
indicated in these technical terms fades into airy nothingness 
when a million and a half human beings are crying out for free- 
dom and dying in an effort to get it. 

The Cuban situation as it now exists is not a question of poli- 
tics. The cause of these people in their long and heroic struggle 
against the tyrannous oppression of a miserable monarchy pite- 
ously pleads to us in the holy name of justice, of equity, of right, 
of humanity, and of freedom, for sympathy, encouragement, and 
substantial aid. We should no longer disregard this pleading. 
I do not believe in further dalliance with the never-to-be-fulfilled 
promises of Spain. Knowing the situation which exists on the 
island, it is little less than criminal in us to further await the ex- 
periments of a ministry whose purposes are disapproved by those 
affected by them. Temporizing becomes a crime when men and 
women and children are being murdered pending the development 
of an experiment that is doomed to failure. In this cause human- 
ity cries out to us in trumpet tones that make all other considera- 
tions seem but fitful echoes. 

Mr. Chairman, this is no party question. From all parts of this 
broad country, from every State and city and town and hamlet, 
the demand has come that the United States should extend a help- 
ing hand to the struggling Cuban patriots. Democrats and Re- 
publicans and Populists, silver men and gold men, have buried 
their political differences and have united in the expression of the 
universal sympathy of the nation. The political conventions of 
all parties have embodied it in their platforms. 

ere is what the Democratic platform of 1896 said on the sub- 
ject: 

We extend our sympathy to the people of Cuba in their heroic struggle 
for liberty and independence. 

The platform of the Populists contained the following: 


We tender to the patriotic people of Cuba our deepest sympathy in their 
heroic struggle for political freedom and independence, and we believe the 
time has come when the United States, the great Republic of the world, 


— recognize that Cuba is and of right ought to be a free and independent 
8 , 


The platform upon which the Republican pay was elected to 
power, the declaration of principles which President McKinley 
accepted as his own, says: 

From the hour of achieving their own independence the people of the 


United States have regarded with sympathy the strugetes of the other 
American peoples to free themselves from Europemn domination. We watch 


with deep and abiding interest the heroic battle of the Cuban patriots t 
cruelty and oppression, and our best hopes go out for the full success of their 
determined contest for liberty. 








1898. 
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The Government of Spain having lost control of Cuba, and being unable to 
protect the property or lives of resident American citizens or to comply 
with its treaty obligations, we believe that the Government of the United 
States should actively use its influence and good offices to restore peace and 
give independence to the land. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, lest any of my Republican friends should 
say that the section I have just aust from their platform was 
simply a declaration of their beliefs and was not intended to be 
carried out in practice, let me quote the concluding paragraph of 
that same Republican platform of 1896. It reads as follows: 

nciples and policies of the ; 
orininice we will abide and thee policies + oii, oe ee es i 

Surely there could be no more definite promise than that. The 
Republican party stands pledged to action in behalf of Cuba, not 
merely to look on compassionately and say ‘‘ Poor fellows! God 
help you, I can’t;” not merely to send provisions and medicines 
and clothing, which never get beyond the hands of the Spaniards, 
who have made hunger and disease and nakedness the common 
lot of the Cuban people, but to “‘ actively use” the influence of 
the Government, which is in their control, ‘‘to restore peace and 
give independence” to Cuba. 

Mr. Chairman, although nearly a year has passed since the Repub- 
lican party assumed the reins of government, that promise has not 
yet been redeemed. No action been taken toward restoring 
peace; no move has been made to bring about the independence 
of Cuba. It is not because this Administration of President 
McKinley does not know that the authority of Spain has been 

sactlonlle e)‘minated; it is not because it is not known that the 
insurgents have almost won their cause. This Government so 
well knows the impotency of Spain in Cuba at the present mo- 
ment that it has senta warshipto Habana. Whatfor? To assist 
the oppressed? To help the unfortunate? To give independence 
to Cuba? Oh, no; for none of these things; but to help the weak 
and rotten Spanish Government preserve order in the town of 
Habana; to give that protection to American life and property 
which the Spaniards themselves confess they can not give in their 
military headquarters any more than in the provinces where the 
insurgents rule. 

The United States warship Maine is in Habana Harbor to uphold 
the authority of the Spanish King against possible riots among 
his own subjects that may follow the attempt to placate the 
insurgents by hollow promises. The Stars and Stripes are waving 
below the walls of Morro Castle, not as a promise of liberty for 
Cuba, but as a refuge for Blanco and the other officers of the 
Spanish court when the time shall come fof them to flee from 
their citadel. 

Is this the way the Republican party keeps its promises? 

While Nero fiddles, Rome burns. While the intricacies of in- 
ternational law, the usages of nations, and the binding obligations 
of treaties are brought into play to delay action and to prevent 
the interference of the United States, Cuba is being decimated. 
Its people, brought to the last stages of disease and starvation by 
the infamous “ concentration” policy of Weyler, who declared 


his determination to ‘“‘ exterminate the entire Cuban breed,” are | tary. 





| 
| 


spired again in 1855, waged war in 1868, in 1879, in 1885, and is 
fighting now since the 24th of February, 1895. 

But at the same time Cuba has never ceased to ask for jnstice 
and redress. Its people, before shouldering the rifle, pleaded for 
their rights. 

Before the formidable insurrection of 1868, which lasted ten 
years, the reform party, which included the most enlightened, 
wealthy, and influential Cubans, exhausted all the resources 
within their reach to induce Spain to initiate a healthy change in 
her Cuban policy. The party started the publication of periodic- 
als in Madrid and in the island, addressed petitions, maintained a 
— agitation throughout the country, and having succeeded in 

eading the Spanish Government to make an inquiry into the eco- 

nomical, political, and social condition of Cuba, they presented a 
complete plan of government which satisfied public requirements 
as well as the aspirations of the people. The Spanish Govern- 
ment disdainfully cast aside the proposition as useless, increased 
taxation, and proceeded to its exaction with extreme severity. 

It was then that the ten-year war broke out. Cuba, almost a 
pigmy compared with Spain, fought like a giant. Blood ran in tor- 
rents, public wealth disappeared in a bottomless abyss. Spain 
lost 200,000 men. Whole districts of Cuba were left almost en- 
tirely without their male population. Seven hundred millions 
were spent to feed that conflagration—a conflagration that tested 
Cuban heroism, but which could not touch the hardened heart of 
Spain. The latter could not subdue her bleeding colony, which 
had no longer strength to prolong the struggle with any prospect 
of success. Spain proposed a compact which was a snare and a 
deceit. She granted to Cuba the liberties of Porto Rico, which 
enjoyed none. 

On this deceitful ground was laid the new situation, throughout 
which has run a current of falsehood and hypocrisy. Spain, 


| whose mind had not changed, hastened to change the name of 


things. The captain-general was called governor-general. The 
royal decrees took the name of authorizations. The commercial 
monopoly of Spain was named coasting trade. The right of ban- 
ishment was transformed into the law of vagrancy. The aboli- 
tion of constitutional guaranties became the law of public order. 
Taxation without the consent or knowledge of the Cuban people 
was changed into the law of estimates (budget) voted by the rep- 
resentatives of Spain; that is, of European Spain. 

The painful lesson of the ten-year war had been entirely lost on 
Spain. Instead of inaugurating a redeeming policy that would 
heal the recent wounds, allay public anxiety, and quench the thirst 
for justice felt by the people, who were desirous to enjoy their 
natural rights, the metropolis, while lavish in promises of reform, 
persisted in carrying on unchanged its old and crafty system, the 
groundwork of which continues to be the same, namely, to ex- 
clude every native Cuban from every office that could give him 
any effective influence and intervention in public affairs; the un- 
governable exploitation of the co!onists’ labor for the benefit of 
Spanish commerce and Spanish bureaucracy, both civil and mili- 
To carry out the latter purpose it was necessary to main- 


dying by the thousand every day. The slight concessions that | tain the former at any cost. 


have been made from Weyler’s terribly oppressive order and the 


The debt that has been saddled onto Cuba is greater, consider- 


widening of the ‘‘zones of cultivation” came too late in many | ing its populstion, than that of any other American country, 


instances to save the lives of the poor, emaciated wretches, men, | including the United States. 


women, and children, whom he had collected in the towns. 
diseases that inevitably follow a famine are still sweeping away 
hundreds and thousands daily. 
ashes; the sword and the torch go hand in hand; the war con- 
tinues with all its horrors. Bleeding Cuba still bleeds, and hu- 
manity calls for us to assuage its wounds. 

Mr. Chairman, there never was a war that had a better reason 
for its existence than that which is being waged in Cuba now. 
No people were ever more oppressed or were ever more long-suf- 
fering than the people who in Cuba have taken up arms against 
Spain. Each of the long series of rebellions which makes up the 


history of the last century in Cuba was preceded by a peaceful | 


struggle for its rights. In each case Spanish blindness and mis- 
rule and oppression drove the people to desperation and forced 
them to strive for liberty from their oppressors by the arbitra- 
ment of war. The present rebellion, which began in February, 
1895, and has therefore continued for three whole years, is no 
exception to the universal rule. 

Cuba saw its most illustrious sons wander in exile throughout 
the free American continent. Cuba saw many of the Cubans die 
on the scaffold who dared to love liberty and declare it by act or 
word. Cuba saw the product of its people’s labor confiscated by 
iniquitous fiscal laws imposed by its masters from afar. Cuba 
saw the administration of justice in the hands of foreign magis- 
trates, who acted at the will or the whim of its rulers. Cuba suf- 
fered all the outrages that can humiliate a conquered people, in 
the name and by the work of a government that sarcastically 
Calls itself paternal. Is it to be wondered, then, that an uninter- 
rupted era of conspiracies and uprisings should have been inau- 
gurated? Cuba in its despair took up arms in 1850 and 1851, con- 


Cuba’s fertile valleys are yet in | 


| built one asylum or opened one public school. 





Without counting any of the ex- 


The | penses of the present war, Cuba was reckoned to owe in 1895 


$295,707,264 in bulk. 

This enormous debt, contracted and saddled upon the country 
without its knowledge; this heavy load, that grinds it and does 
not permit its people to capitalize their income, to foster its 
improvements, or even to entertain its industries, constitutes one 
of the most iniquitous forms of spoliation the island has to bear. 

In it are included a debt of Spain to the United States, the ex- 
penses incurred by Spain when she occupied Santo Domingo, 
those for the invasion of Mexico in alliance with France and Eng- 
land, the expenditures for her hostilities against Peru, the money 
advanced to the Spanish treasury during its recent Carlist wars, 
and all that Spain has spent to uphold its dominion in Cuba and 
to cover the lavish expenditures of its administration since 1868. 
Not a cent of this enormous sum has been spent in Cuba to ad- 
vance the work of improvement and civilization. It has not con- 
tributed to build a single kilometer of highway or of railroad, nor 
to erect a single light-house or deepen a single port; it has not 
Such a heavy bur- 
den has been left to the future generations, without a single com- 
yensation or benefit. The district which produces the best to- 

acco in the world—the famous Vuelta Abajo—lacks every means 
of transportation afforded by civilization to foster and increase 
the value of its products. No roads, no bridges, or even ports are 
found there. The State in Cuba collects the taxes, but does not 
invest them for the benefit of any industry. 

The continual thefts from the Cuban treasury by the Spanish 
Officials sent from Madrid would alone have been sufficient to keep 
a less productive country poor. They have been the common talk 
for years not only in Cuba, but in Madrid itself. Every official 








































































iia Ye ae aes eS a roa 











1212 


who comes to Cuba has an influential patron in the court of 
Madrid, for whose protection he pays with regularity. This is a 
ublic secret. General Salamanca gave it out in plain words, and 
fore and after General Salamanca all Spain knew and knows it. 
The political leaders are well known who draw the highest incomes 
from the officeholders of Cuba, who are, as a matter of course, the 
most fervent advocates of the necessity of Spanish rule in Cuba. 

It was under the régime of General Weyler that the pitiless 
war of ‘‘extermination of the Cuban breed” began. It was under 
Weyler that the peaceful citizens of the country districts, who 
had no thought of engaging in the war, were shot down merci- 
lessly in cold blood, each little affair of this kind being reported 
us an ‘‘important engagement” with the rebels. It was under 
Weyler that whole families of men, women, and children were 
butchered for the reason that they did not obey his orders to come 
into the towns and starve. It was under the orders of Weyler 
that the Spanish soldiery, guided sometimes by Cuban traitors, 
sometimes by accident, fell on Cuban hospitals in the woods and 
massacred doctors and patients, burning to death all those who 
were too ill to attempt to flee at the approach of the Spanish. It 
was Weyler who imprisoned American citizens on suspicion, sub- 
jecting them to unheard-of indignities. Under his régime 200,000 
— Spanish soldiers have been employed in putting down the 
rebellion. 

Never before has there been such a force sent out by a mother 
country to put down a rebellioninacolony. Simce the beginning 
of the war there have been 60,000 of the Spanish soldiery, draf 
from the brave and patriotic peasantry, who have died in hos- 
pitals from diseases caused chiefly by improper food; 15,000 have 
been sent home as useless; 30,000 are now lying in hospitals in- 
capacitated by disease; 10,000 have been killed in battle or have 
died from their wounds; 20,000 have died from exposure in the 
field. Out of the whole tremendous army that Spain has sent out 
to put down a ‘‘small insurrection,” as she calls it, only 65,000 
soldiers are left who are fit for the field. The failure of Spain to 
pay her army for the last six months, her failure to keep them 
supplied with the proper food and accommodations, and the thiev- 
ery and rascality of her officers who have stolen the money which 
should have gone to purchase needed supplies—these are the rea- 
sons that have resulted in the death of at least one-half of the 
Spanish army. If our sympathies were not already enlisted on 
the side of the Cubans who are struggling to establish a repub- 
lican form of government, modeled after our own, surely these 
facts would be enough to warrant our interference on the ground 
of humanity alone. 

Mr. Chairman, in my opinion, that time has come now. That 
the insurgents are entitled to be recognized as bee are oe if not 
as a independent, is shown by the fact that they have 
successfully maintained a war for independence for three whole 
years; that they have a fully organized civil government, with a 
capital, a constitution, and laws that are recognized over a large 
part of the Island of Cuba; that Spain has instituted a blockade 
of the coast; that as a political act impartiality requires that bel- 
ligerency should be recognized whenever, existing in fact, its de- 
nial is equivalent to taking part with one of the belligerents against 
the other. 

It is claimed that by recognizing the Cubans as belligerents it 
would give to Spain the right to stop our ships and search them, 
and that it would absolve her from the necessity of paying dam- 
ages for the injuries done to our citizens through the loss of prop- 
erty during the war. Granting all that, Mr. Chairman, it ap- 
pears to me that the argument loses all of its weight in view of 
the fact that according to Mr. Calderon Carlisle, the attorney for 
the Spanish Government in this city, Spain has already prepared 
a long list of damages, wkich she proposes to urge against the 

United States as an offset to our claims, and which amount in the 
aggregate to a much larger sum than the damages which our 
citizens have yet complained of. Spain’s claims for damages rest 
on the assumption that we ought to pay for injuries resulting to 
her sovereignty from the departure of expeditions from our 
shores in aid of the insurgents and the consequent resistence that 
the rebels have been able to maintain against the Spanish author- 
ity. Of course no such claims could be collected in view of our 
extraordinary efforts to preserve a strict neutrality, but even from 
a material standpoint there is nothing to be gained by putting off 
the day of judgment. 

Mr. Chairman, it is time that we as a nation took some action 
to put a stop to the cruel, oppressive, and barbarous warfare that 
is being waged almost within sight of our shores. The cries of 
the widows and orphans ring in ourears. If the spirit of our 
forefathers still lived in the breasts of the men who direct the 
affairs of our Government, or if it was not stifled by the commer- 
cial sentiment which fears the possible loss of a dollar in trade, 
we should not for so long have ignored the sufferings which the 
Cubens have undergone for the sake of freedom without lending 
a helping hand. No nation of Europe would have permitted such 
a strife as in Cuba has disgraced the name of civilization to have 
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continued at their very doors without intervening. There is no 
nation, except possibly that of Spain, which would not applaud 
us now if we listened to the dictates of humanity and took action 
to prevent the further loss of life and property in Cuba. Spain 
can never regain her holdon Cuba. The ever faithful iste has re- 
nounced her rule forever. Let us see to it that there shall be no 
more bloodshed, and assist in the spirit of the vary highest patri- 
otism in the inauguration of the new Republic of Cuba. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

During the reading the following occurred: 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. ZENOR. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman be 
allowed to continue. 

Mr.GROUT. I dislike very much to object, Mr. Chairman, but 
this bill has been delayed by political discussion which ran on for 
about two, days, and from the amount of manuscript the gentle- 
man has in his hand, it will take him a half an hour longer. He 
can obtain leave to print. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
he be allowed to proceed for seven minutes, 

The CHAIRMAN, Unanimous consent is asked that the gen- 
tleman from Indiana be allowed to continue his remarks for seven 
minutes. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For grading and pogaleting, Providence, Lansing, Hartford, and Tenth 
streets, Brookland, $9,000; in all, $26,000: Provided, That the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia shall hereafter have the power and authority to 
change the name of any street, road, avenue, or other highway whenever any 
two of such highways have the same name. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to pass 
over ber Fre my h for the time being. 

The C R . The gentleman from Vermont asks unani- 
mous consent that the paragraph last read by the Clerk be passed 
over. Isthere objection? |[Afterapause.] The Chairhears none. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Lighting: For illuminatin . , exti , re ng, 
and c canting public lamps aces chennai a. ealls ee a : 
and expense of erecting new lamp-posts, street designations, lanterns, an 
fixtures; moving lamp-posts and lanterns; replacing 
and re ing lam or unfit for service; for stor- 
age and cartage of material, $160,000: , That no more than $20 per 
annum for each street lamp shall be paid for gas or oil, lighting. extingean- 


Pp 
ing, repairing, pain and cooning, under any expe 
in this act: paged. Phat all of lamps shall burn every night, on the 


average, from forty-five minutes after sunset to forty-five minutes before 
sunrise: Provided further, That before any nditures are made from the 
appropriations herein provided for, the con ting gas companies shall 
equip each street lamp with a caren burner and tip, so combined 
and adjusted as to secure, under all ordinary variations of pressure and 
density, a consumption of 5 cubic feet of gas per hour. 


Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 17, at the end of line 23, insert the following: 
“And provided further, That not more than $500 of said a riation may 


be ex o , extinguishing, repai * 5 : 
ablic ls — of eee ae ate a aaa ioe 
‘arragut Square to Dupont Circle, which lamps shall not be subject to the 
restrictions of this paragraph as to the time of burning.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order. 
This seems to me to be general legislation, and unless there is more 
necessity for it than I can see, I shall insist upon the point of order. 

Mr. GROUT. I would like to have the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee give some good reason for making the point of order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understand it changes existing law. 

Mr. GROUT. Itissimply a limitation upon the existing appro- 
priation. It proposes to give the Commissioners authority to 
spend $500 in experimenting on a certain kind of lamp which 
they say they are well persuaded will give profitable resulis and 
by means of which they will be able to give a more satisfactory 
light at a less cost, and the committee thought they would give 
them that opportunity. There is no law prohibiting that, and, on 
the contrary, in the organic law it is incident to the power of 
Congress to oe money to do that very thing. 

Mr. RIC ON. The argument of the gentleman from 
Vermont concedes that there is no law for it. He says it gives 
the Commissioners authority to do certain things. To give them 
that authority changes the existing law, but if there is any good 
reason for it, I do not want to make the point of order. I do not 
believe in legislation on general appropriation bills. As I said 
before, if there is any good reason for it, I would not press the 
point of order, even if it is subject to it. 

Mr.GROUT. Iinsist, Mr, Chairman, that no point of order can 
liehere. Itisan eae ieee on the right to use the money. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. it is in the discretion of the Co 
sioners, rae it in this bill? 

Mr. GROUT. Because the language of the old appropriation, 
the appropriation for the current year, does not admit it, and this 
gives them TT to do it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then it changes the law? 

Mr. GROUT. No; it is authorizing them to do a certain thing 


ture provided for 
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in acertainway. They might not feel like trying the experiment 
without permission from Congress in the shape of this limitation. 
It simply falls, as I insist, within the ordinary rule that the exer- 
cise of a simple limitation that Congress has the right to exercise 
upon its appropriation bills is not a change of law. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair is prepared to rule upon the point 
of order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
order. 

Mr. HANDY. Mr. Chairman, for the sake of getting a ruling 
I will renew the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pointof order is overruled. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk, continuing the reading, read as follows: 


For electric arc lighting, including necessary inspection, in those streets 
now lighted with electric arc lights in the city of Washington, $50,000: Pro- 
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Well, I will not insist on the point of 


vided, That not more than 25 cents per night shall be paid for any electric | 


arc light burning from forty-five minutes after sunset to forty-five minutes 
before sunrise, and operated wholly by means of underground wires; and 
each are light shall be of not less than 1,000 actual candlepower, and no part 
of this appropriation shall be used for electric lighting by means of wires 
that may exist on or over any of the streets or avenues of the city of Wash- 
ington. 

Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Chairman, | offer the following amendment 
which I send to the Clerk's desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 17 strike out line 24, and on page 18 strike out line 1 and down to 
and including the word “ dollars,” in line 2, and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 

“ For electric arc lighting, including necessary inspection, in those streets 
now lighted with electric are lights in the city of Washington, and for exten- 
sions of such service along the lines of lawful conduits now existing, including 
Connecticut avenue between Farragut Square and Florida avenue; Indiana 
avenue and C street, from Fourth street NW. to Delaware avenue NE., and 
East Capitol street from First to Eleventh streets, not exceeding $60,000. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I would like to hear why 
this change is necessary. 

Mr. PITNEY. This change is considered advisable by the com- 
mittee, in order to provide for certain extensions of the electric 
lighting service in accordance with a schedule recommended by 
the Commissioners. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
cupied by electric lines? 

Mr. PITNEY. No, sir; the amendment by its terms is confined 
to extensions of service along lines of streets where lawful con- 
duits now exist. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then it enables connections to be made 
on those lines? 

Mr. PITNEY. It does. 
the Commissioners. 
ing to recommend. 

aad LOVE. Will this extension require an expenditure of 
$10,000? 

Mr. PITNEY. The extension does not require that $10,000 more 
be expended. The service for which we intended to provide in 
the bill as printed was inadequately provided for by the fifty- 
thanaaetinditier appropriation; and the Commissioners afterwards 
appeared before.us and said that about $5,600 would be necessary 
in addition to the $50,000 for the existing service; so that amount 
was added in, together with about $4,000 for the new service. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I withdraw the point of order. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Bathing beach: For the care and repair of the public bathing beach on the 
Potomac River, in the District of Columbia, $1,000. That any balance gemain- 
ing of the appropriation “toward adapting the inner basin on the Potomac 
Flats fora ss bathing pool,” contained in “An act making appropriations 
to provide for the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes,” approved 
June 11, 1896, which remains unexpended, may be applied by the Commis- 
sioners of said District for the examination, improvement, repair, and care 
of the public bathing beach on the tidal reservoir. 


Mr, RIDGELY. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking 
out the last word. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Before we enter upon debate on this para 
graph I want to reserve a point of order against it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order will be reserved. 

Mr. RIDGELY. I find on page 16 of this bill an appropriation 
of $130,500 for sprinkling, sweeping, and cleaning streets. Does 
the committee think that appropriation sufficient? 

Mr. GROUT. The committee did believe that sum to be suffi- 
cient. But let me say to the gentleman we have passed the para- 
ae in which that appropriation is made. 

. RIDGELY. I am not e ting to disturb that para- 
graph. I merely want to get this information. 
ow, Mr. Chairman, last summer there was a very important 
matter discussed at length in this city by its chief daily news- 
papers, the discussion running through several weeks. The ques- 


Does this apply to streets not already oc- 


It is in accordance with the request of 
In fact, they went further than we were will- 
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tion discussed was how to employ the unemployed laborers of this 
city, and it was suggested that if the city government continued 
to use the machinery which it owns for street-cleaning purposes, 
the machines would throw out of employment many necdy la- 
borers. 

The announcement was made in the papers that a compromise 
had been reached by the officers of the city government, in pur- 
suance of which a part of the machines were to be thrown out of 
use, and a larger number of laborers brought back to use the 
broom and the shovel. This was the measure agreed upon, as 
stated, in order that the poor people might be provided with em- 
ployment. 

Now, I wish to suggest to those who are concerned in the man- 
agement of public affairs here that if all this money is not required 
to hire men to operate the machines for the purpose of keeping 
the streets clean, ordinary business sagacity would suggest that 

such men as can be put to work in operating the machines 

| shall be so utilized and the remainder put to work in extending 

new streets or making other improvements. The question which 
seems to have puzzled the great papers of this city, and also the 
city officers, was how to keep these men at work with a given 
amount of money. 

If this appropriation is made we should so utilize it as to keep 
as many people as possible at work and at the same time go on 
extending and improving new streets, as well as keeping old ones 
clean. litseems to me well enough to suggest the fact that the 
question has been raised whether we had not better set aside the 
street-cleaning machinery and go back to the old methods. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, this work is now divided be- 
tween machines and hand sweeping. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Was it not agreed last summer that a part 
of the machines should be laid aside and remain idle in order to 
give employment to unemployed laboring men? 

Mr. GROUT. I can not say how that may have been, but the 
larger portion of the streets of this city are now swept by ma- 
chines; there is only a small area swept by hand. The committee 
requested the Commissioners to furnish a statement of the area 
swept by machines and that swept by hand. That statement has 
not yet cometous. [A pause. ] 

Iam informed by the clerk that such a statement has been re- 
ceived, but I have not examined it. There is only a small portion 
of the streets of this city swept by hand. 

Mr.RIDGELY. The gentleman hasa statement on this subject? 

Mr. GROUT. The statement is here, but I have no time to 
examine it now. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Just one moment more and I will yield the 
fioor. Does not the committee believe that instead of laying 
aside the street-sweeping machinery, in order to keep men at 
work, it would be best that the surplus laborers should be set to 
work in other directions, allowing these machines to be used to 
their full capacity? 

Mr. GROUT. The machines have not been laid aside except in 
some thoroughfares where, in the judgment of the Commissioners, 
the machines could be used to very little advantage and where it 
would be advisable to substitute hand sweeping. 

Mr. RIDGELY. But it was stated, as I understand, that the 
machines, or a certain portion of them, were iaid aside in order 
that employment might be furnished to the unemployed. 

Mr. GROUT. I would not undertake to follow all that may 
have been said in the newspapers concerning that, and I do not 
believe it would be quite profitable for the gentleman to undertake 
to be advised by them in every case. 

Mr. RIDGELY. The papers announced the decision of the offi- 
cers and named the officers, stating that they had decided to man- 
age the public sweeping so as toemploy the men by throwing aside 
a part of the machines. 

Mr. GROUT. That must have extended to but very few ma- 
chines. Iam unable to state how many; but the sweeping by 
hand is confined to a few streets, Pennsylvania avenue and some 
of the streets about the Capitol. Iam informed by the clerk of 
the committee that the statement concerning which I spoke a 
moment since has not yet arrived. He understood it related to 
another matter. 

Mr. RIDGELY. We shall have full information later, then? 

Mr. GROUT. Yes; if the Commissioners report as requested. 

Mr. PITNEY. I can give alittle information, if the gentleman 
desires. 


Mr. LOVE. I desire to ask.the gentleman a question for in- 
formation. Is this amount that is proposed to be appropriated for 


this purpose, $130,500, about the amount that was appropriated 
a year ago for that purpose? Is it an increase or a diminution? 

Mr. GROUT. It is the same amount. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Did I understand the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. PiTNEY] to say that he wanted to address him- 
self to the point of order I made? I see he does not, as he is 
otherwise engaged. 

I can not understand why we should be called upon to apply a 
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balance of unexpended money in this way. If Congress has here- 
tofore made an appropriation of money for a specific purpose, and 
it remains unexpended at the end of the year, by operation of law 
at the proper time it is covered back into the Treasury. 

Now, this is an effort to take an unexpended balance of a former | 
appropriation, to catch it on the way to the Treasury and prevent 
it going back into the Treasury under the operation of the law, to | 
appropriate it again in an indirect way, and apply it again to the | 
expense contemplated or set forth in this item. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the principal reason why I object to that 
is that it is bad legislation which covers up appropriations so 
that they do not appear in the aggregate of appropriations made 
bythe Congress. I think we ought to have all the appropriations 
of the people’s money open and public, so that anyone can see at 
@ glance what is appropriated. 

This is a covert, hidden appropriation. For that reason I seri- 
ously object to it, and think that if there is any sum necessary | 
for this bathing beach—and I amin favor of bathing and bathing 
beaches for the benefit of the people here—I think we ought to 
come squarely up and appropriate $2,000, $3,000, or whatever sum 
may be necessary for that purpose, and not conceal it in a hidden 
appropriation or a covert one, as is done in this section. 

Mr. KING. Is that the reason we have such bad water here, 
because we provide bathing beaches for the people to bathe in the 
river? [Laughter. | 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No, I think not, because the bathing 
beach is opposite the city, while we get our water 15 or 20 miles 
above the city. The bathing beach which is referred to here is 
immediately opposite the city. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, 
that my point of order is good, because I think the item must 
change existing law. 

If they had the law for this appropriation, they would not need 
this provision, and therefore it must change existing law to get it. 
But if Iam wrong in that, then I think the amendment is bad in 
policy, because it is not the proper way to appropriate the public 
money. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I hardly understand upon just 
what the gentleman bases his point of order; whether it 1s on the 
reappropriation of this unexpended balance or on some other 
point. Is that the point—that it is not competent for Congress to 
reappropriate this money? : 

Mr. RICHARDSON. - I think it is hardly in order, on an appro- 
priation bill, to change the law in respect to an appropriation in 
this indirect manner. This applies a balance of an appropriation 
for a specific purpose, set out here, to another purpose. 

Mr. GROUT. Not at ail. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Therefore the money not having been 
appropriated for the second purpose, or the purpose contemplated 
to be benefited by this clause, can not be so appropriated except 
by a change of the existing law. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, each appropriation bill is a law 
unto itself, and ceases to be law on the expiration of the fiscal year 
for which it is made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to inquire of the gen- 
tleman if the public bathing beach is a work now authorized by 
law? 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly; by a special act. 

The CHAIRMAN. And the unexpended balance is proposed to 
be used in the furtherance of that object? 

Mr. GROUT. Precisely so, as is specified in the bill— 

For the examination, improvement, repair, and care of the public bathing 
beach on the tidal reservoir. 

That is what the unexpended balance is to be appropriated for. 
This process of reappropriating unexpended balances is something 
that enters into every appropriation bill, and many times in the 
same bill. There is nothing new about it, and nothing of doubt- 
ful propriety. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I may be mistaken. I want to ask about 
it. The money was originally appropriated, and I use the exact 
language of the former appropriation: 

Toward adapting the inner basin on the Potomac Flats for a public bath- 
ing pool. 

That was the purpose of the appropriation. 

Mr. GROUT. Precisely. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now you seek to divert it, to take it and 
use it for the care of the public bathing beach on -the “ tidal 
reservoir.” 

Mr. GROUT. Now let me ask the gentleman a question. 
Would it not be competent to appropriate independently out of 
the Treasury, for just what we provide for here by this reappro- 
priation, viz— 
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ae examination, improvement, repair, and care of the public bathing 
ach? 


Could we not do that? 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. I think if you would say in this item that 


| you want to appropriate—— 


Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman answer that 


_question? Could we not properly do that? Would that be sub- 


ject to a point of order? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I did not catch the gentleman’s inquiry 
exactly, and therefore I did not answer it categorically. 

Mr. GROUT. The question is, Could we not, in this appropria- 


| tion bill, without reappropriating this unexpended balance, make 
| an independent appr 


oe straight from the Treasury for the 
wos designated? Thatismy question. Could we not do that? 
ould there be any existing law in the way of that? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think you might. 

Mr. GROUT. Precisely so, because we did it before in the act 
recited here. Very well; now, that money remains unexpended in 
the Treasury. What is the difference, will the gentleman tell us, 
a reappropriating that money and appropriating independ- 
ently? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Let me answer and then I will yield to 
the gentleman from Missouri. My answer to that is, Why do you 
not go on and do it if you do not need any legislation? If you 
want a law to authorize you to do it, you have got to change 
existing law. If you have got alaw to do it now, you do not need 
this provision. Now, I say that money heretofore appropriated 
toward adapting the inner basin on the Potomac Flats for a public 
bathing pool can not be diverted to the care of the public bathing 
beach on the tidal reservoir. That is the difference. If you can 
use it without the change of law or without any law, then you 
do not need to change the law; but if you have got to come to 
Congress to get authority to use it for this latter purpose, then 
you must change the law under which it was appropriated. 

Mr. GROUT. Now, just one moment. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I want to be heard for a moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. As far as the point of order is concerned, 
the Chair is ready to rule upon that. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is exactly what I want to address myself 
to. Waiving the question of the propriety of réappropriating 
unexpended balances, it is obvious to me that the appropriation is 
in order. This public bathing beach is a public object already 
authorized by law. That being so, Congress has the right, under 
clause 2 of Rule XXI, to appropriate for its maintenance, It can 
do so either in direct or specific terms, or it can do so by an in- 
definite appropriation. I think that is the unbroken practice. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Hepsurn). The Chair finds this prece- 
dent established on the 12th of February last: In the Post-Office 
bill was a paragraph devoting an unexpended balance for street 
letter boxes, etc., to the payment of the salaries of letter carriers. 
A point of order being made, the Chairman ruled that inasmuch 
as the carriers were authorized by law, the appropriation might 
be made. Regarding that as a precedent, it would be decisive of 
this case. So the point of order will be overruled. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, upon the merits of the proposition 
I only want to say a word or two. Ido not want to object toa 
proper appropriation. Congress has decided that this bathing 
beach is a public necessity, and being a public necessity, I have 
not objected to appropriations to improve it, to make it better, to 
afford better facilities to the poor people of the District of Co- 
lumbia for bathing purposes. 

Mr. Chairman, I appeal to the committee that we ought not to 
make these indirect and hidden appropriations for the public serv- 
ice. If they need $1,600, as I understand this amendment em- 
braces, why not get up and say, ‘‘ We give $1,600 for this purpose?” 
That.is better than to say we will take an unexpressed or unex- 
pended balance that is in the Treasury, that no man can tell what 
it amounts to by reading this bill, and say we will divert it and 
apply it indirectly to another public purpose, no matter how com- 
mendable it may be. I say it would be in order to appropriate 
$1,600 for the purpose contemplated in this section, if en right 
in assuming it to be $1,600, and to do that the gentlemen who are 
in charge of the bill ought to come forward, it seems to me, and 
put down the amount that we intend to give them, say $1,600, 
‘* which is hereby appropriated for this purpose.” 

When you come to add up at the end of the fiscal year, at the 
end of this Congress, the amount of these appropriations, you can 
not find anywhere in this bill that you have a So it. 
It will not becharged unless you go to work and hunt it up in 
some expert manner. I say the bill ought to say on its face, as 
all bills should, the amount of the appropriation, so that the people 
can understand and our constituents can understand everywhere 
the object and purpose and the amount of the appropriation. 

Mr. KING. Iam afraid the distinguished gentleman has for- 
gotten the fact that legislation is made nowadays to deceive the 
public. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That should not be soinan a 
bill. We ought, it seems to me, to put in the face of this item 
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the amount appropriated, so we may very well understand what 
it is for. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, some two years ago $5,000 was 
appropriated for improving the inner basin of the Potomac Flats 
for a bathing beach. That was expended, lacking $1,600 or there- 
abouts, which, of course, lies in the Treasury. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Is this bathing beach authorized by law? 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly, the bathing beach is authorized by 
law. This clause simply provides that they may now expend that 
unexpended balance. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Somewhere else. 

Mr. GROUT. No, no; on the same work. The gentleman 
from Tennessee said in support of his point of order that if they 
could expend this money under the old appropriation, why ask for 
this appropriation. Simply because the old appropriation has 
lapsed. That fiscal year is ended, and the money, not being ex- 
pended, will remain in the Treasury from want of authority to 


use it. If it is to be made available, it must be reappropriated, 
precisely as is done in this bill. 
The Commissioners recommend that it be done. There were 


certain things that could not well be done within the life of the 
appropriation, and so they did not use the money then. Now the 
Commissioners are ready to use the money, and this clause gives 
itto them. Let us have a vote, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move to amend by inserting, after the 
word ‘‘that.” in line 18, page 18, the words ‘“ the balance of $1,600;” 
so that it will read, ‘‘that the balance of $1,600 remaining of the 
appropriation be . ow 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 18, line 18, after the word “that,” insert the words “‘the balance of 
$1,600 remaining of the appropriation.” 

Mr. GROUT. Vote, Mr. Chairman! 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Division! 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 33, noes 50. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For public scales: For repair and replacement of public scales, $200: Pro- 
vided, That hereafter the Commissioners of the District of Columbia may 
change the location of any public scale in said District whenever they may 
deem such change in the public interest. 

Mr. KING. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 

I desire to invite the attention of the committee to what I think 


& very 
Mr. RICHARDSON. 
is. 
Mr. PITNEY. The point of order comes too late. 





I want to reserve a point of order upon 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the point of order comes 
too late. 
Mr. KING. I reserve the point of order. 


Mr. PITNEY. I object that it is too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. That comes rather late. 
offered an amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. He has not offered any amendment. I 
supposed he was going to make the point of order. 

a CHAIRMAN. The gentleman moved to strike out the last 
word, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
gentleman's object was. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will determine that hereafter. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not want to be deprived of the right 
to make the point of order. I had to wait until the Clerk got 
through the reading, and I hope the Chair will not take snap judg- 
ment on me, 

Mr. KING. Mr. Chairman, I have examined this bill very care- 
fully with a view of ascertaining the amount of appropriation, if 
any, which has been made for the enlargement and rehabilitation 
of the White House, but I have lookedin vain. It seems to me 
that this committee has overlooked it. 

Mr. PITNEY. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. KING. Certainly. 

Mr. PITNEY. If an appropriation for the enlargement of the 
White House were to be made, it would not belong in the District 
of Columbia appropriation bill. 

Mr. KING. Well, 1 have looked over other appropriation bills, 
and discover the same serious omission. 

Mr. PITNEY. ‘The bill to which that would belong would be 
o sundry civil bill, and that has not yet been reported to the 

ouse, 

Mr. KING. The gentleman should remember, if we are to 
believe the daily prints, that the eminent patriot, statesman, and 
divine, Marcus A. Hanna, has taken up his residence in the 
White House [laughter], and it becomes apparent that_there 
should be a liberal appropriation for the enlargement of the Execu- 
tive Mansion. [Renewed laughter.] It seems to me that gentle- 


The gentleman 


I had to wait until I could see what tbe 
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men are forgetful of that rule which is invoked so often, ‘that 
republics are habitually ungrateful.” I am afraid that we are 
ungrateful; that we are not appreciative of the distinguished serv- 
ices this eminent patriot has rendered and is still rendering in 
behalf of this great Republic of ours. I have used the word 
‘‘divine,” because the gentleman bas recently affirmed, with the 
fervor of a theologian, ‘‘ God reigns!” 

The Republicans should remember, as a reason for making this 
appropriation, one further fact. There is a vast amount of pub- 
lic pie that has not yet been distributed. All of the offices have 
not yet been filled. I invite your attention to the fact that it 
would facilitate this important public function if the residence of 
this eminent patriot of whom I have spoken, or his domicile, 
rather, were under the same roof as the President of the United 
States. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Is the gentleman speaking of that matter 
in a Pickwickian sense or in earnest? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. KING. I hope my friend is not sensitive on the question 
of the distribution of the public patronage. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. No; we are not in it for that. 

Mr. KING. Ihave nodoubt my friend, in view of the attitude 
of the gentlemen on the other side, feels the necessity of imme- 
diately having the offices filled and the ‘‘ rascals turned out,” be- 
cause we must not forget that an election is approaching, and I 
have no doubt my distinguished friend will go home to his people 
and will feel better if he can see that every officeholder in his dis- 
trict is a Republican instead of a Democrat. He can say to his 
constituents, ‘‘See how I have served my country! See how I 
have filled the offices in my county and Congressional district!” 
[Laughter.] ‘‘Have I not rendered such signal and conspicuous 
service in behalf of the people of the United States that I should 
be renominated by acclamation and elected unanimously toa seat 
in the Fifty-sixth Congress of the United States?” [Laughter.] 

Butto return to this very serious and very important (?) and para- 
mount question, concerning which I was addressing the commit- 
tee. Now, gentlemen, it does seem to me that a man who stands 
as such a great Colossus as the gentleman to whom I have referred 
is entitled to this consideration at our hands. I have heard ever 
since I came to Congress that the White House was not large 
enough for Mr. McKinley; that it was necessary that it should be 
enlarged and rehabilitated, and that the rooms should be cleaned 
and purified, and that great improvements should be made, sothat 
it might indeed be an Executive Mansion. If it were not large 
enough 

Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. BRUCKER. [ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
be allowed to proceed for five minutes. 

Mr. KING. I will take the five, but I think one minute more 
will be enough. 

Mr. PITNEY. 

Mr. KING. 
the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





No; I object to the five minutes. 
I desire to offer an amendment to this section of 


After the paragraph: “ That the sum of $50,000, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary, is hereby appropriated for the purpose of enlarging and improv- 
ing the White House, to make it a fit abodefor the residence of Mr. Marcus 
A. HANNA.” 


Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Chairman, I raise a point of order on that, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not wish to hear any argu- 
ment on that point of order. 

Mr. KING. I desire to argue the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon a point of order is in the dis- 
cretion of the Chair. 

Mr. KING. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemen from Utah is not in order, 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last two words. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Kansas Le Smmpson]. 

Mr. PITNEY. If the House has any choice in the matter, they 
would rather the Chair would recognize the gentleman from Utah. 
[Laughter. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, this is a section re- 
lating to the appropriation of money concerning the public scales 
of the District of Columbia. The few remarks that I wish to 
address to this section do not relate entirely to the scales in the 
District of Columbia, but have reference in a broader sense to the 
system of scaling things in the United States. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Scale down your speech. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. We read in the speech of the Chief 
Executive, President McKinley, made the other evening in New 
York City, where he says: 

The money of the United States is and must forever be unquestioned and 
unassailable. If doubts remain, they must be removed. If weak places are 
discovered, they must be strengthened. Nothing should ever tempt us— 
nothing ever will tempt us—to scale down the sacred debt of the nation 


through a legal technicality. ; 
Whatever may be the language of the contract, the United States will 
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discharge all of its obligations in the currency recognized as the best 
throughout the civilized world at the times of payment. 

Nor will we ever consent that the wages of labor or its frugal savings 
shall be scaled down by permitting payment in dollars of less value than the 
dollars accepted as the best in every enlightened nation of the earth. 


And, Mr. Chairman, this speech, according to the New York 
World’s account of it, was at a dinner in New York that cost 
$15,000, given in a hotel worth $10,000,000, to American manufac- 
turers representing over nine thousand million dollars. Now, 
it occurs to me that debts can be scaled up as well as down. It 
occurs to me that it is as much a violation of contract to scale the 
debts of the country up as it is to scale them down, and any 
attempt to bring this country upon a gold standard and make all 
its obligations payable in gold alone is, in effect, doubling the 
debt resting upon the taxpayers of this country. 

Therefore this assertion by the President of the United States, 
declaring that he will, in violation of law and in violation of the 
contract, pay the bondholders in the currency that is the dearest, 
is anarchy, and no less anarchy because it is dress-coat anarchy, 
and ought to be repudiated by the people of the United States. 

Mr. RIDGELY. And will be. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. That speech was made to the men 
who nowcontrol the Republican party and have brought the Gov- 
ernment to a condition of representing the money interests of the 
country instead of the people of the country. 

Mr. Chairman, I can now readily understand the motive behind 
the expressions I have heard from the other side—from the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] that some of us on this side 
are “‘backwoodsmen,” and from the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
DoLLIVER] alluding to an eminent gentleman on this side as a 
‘‘Representative from the rural districts.” They have no further 
opportunity of taking part in the government of the country, 
hence these sneers. Do not gentlemen belonging to the Repub- 
lican party remember that every statesman to whom you are 
indebted for your party existence, the men that built up’ your 
party, under your sneers would be ruled out of your party to-day. 
Such men as Lincoln, Garfield, Grant, and a long line of eminent 
statesmen and patriots were ‘‘ backwoods statesmen,” and ‘‘ repre- 
sented the rural districts.” [Applause on the Democratic side. } 
I mention this to show how far you have traveled along the road, 
so that they become the defenders of the plutocracy of this coun- 
try and they care nothing for the welfare of the people except that 
through vicious schemes of legislation they can control the coun- 
try. [Applause on the Democratic side. } 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HANDY obtained the floor and said: I yield my time to 
the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Idonot care to occupy further time. 

Mr. HANDY. Then I yield to the gentleman from Missouri 

[Mr. CocHRAN]. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
RICHARDSON] insist on his point of order? 

Mr. HANDY. Ihave yielded my five minutes to the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

Mr. PITNEY. I think the point of order came too late. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, I withdraw the point of order and 
yield to the gentleman from Missouri. I will not insist upon the 
point of order if the gentleman from Missouri wants to speak. 

Mr. PITNEY. Debate is exhausted. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Cocn- 
RAN] rises to oppose the amendment, 

Mr. TONGUE addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Oregon [Mr. TONGUE] 
is recognized. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I move to strike out the last 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oregon has been rec- 
ognized. 

Mr. HANDY. Mr. Chairman, how did I lose the floor after I 
was recognized? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman attempted to yield to the 
gentleman from Kansas, and then took his seat. 

Mr. HANDY. Itriedafterwards to yield to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Cocuran}. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri will be recog- 
nized in due time. The Chair, in the matter of recognition, is 
trying to alternate between the two sides. 

r. TONGUE. Mr. Chairman, I will not impose upon the com- 
mittee more than a few minutes. I have just listened to the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Kansas with reference to represent- 
atives from the ‘‘rural districts.” I have the honor to represent 
one of the districts that have been denominated ‘‘ rural districts.” 
The people in the First Congressional district of the State of 
Oregon are engaged principally in raising for sale every class of 
live stock, the various denominations of grain, dairy products, and 
almost every variety of northern fruits and vegetables, as well as 
in the production of lumber and coal, During the last few years, 





among the most remarkable scaling that has been done in this 
country was the scaling down of the prices of every product, from 
every range, from every farm, from every orchard, from every 
field, from every dairy, and from every valley and mountain in 
the State of Oregon. And it was done by the gentleman who rep- 
resents ‘‘the rural district” of the State of Kansas and his asso- 
ciates on that side of the House in the passage of the Wilson bill. 
{Applause on the Republican side. } 

When that was done, and the prices of every variety of our 
products were scaled down—when every particle of increased 
protection that had been accorded to us by the McKinley bill was 
taken from us by the Wilson bill, which that gentleman sup- 
ported—practically every bit of extra taxation was kept upon the 
— that the farmers of the State of Oregon purchased. While 
gentlemen on the other side were scaling down the duties upon 
wool and farm products, they kept up the duties practically upon 
things that we had to buy. There was no other thing that they 
could have done so effectually to scale upward every debt of 
every farmer of the State of Oregon as was done by that bill. 

The gentleman from Kansas may be a friend of the farmers in 
Kansas; a number of the gentlemen on that side may be friendly 
to the farming interests of their own States; but no act was ever 
passed by the Congress of the United States that brought such 
widespread ruin, so much bankruptcy, so much distress to the 
people of the State of Oregon, at least in the First Congressional 
district, as the Wilson bill, passed under the lead of William Jen- 
nings Bryan, followed by the gentleman from Kansas and his 
associates on that side of the House. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side. ] 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I suppose mem- 
bers of this body have read in the RECORD and some of them heard 
the debate on the Teller-Matthews resolution in the Senate, some 
references to which have been made on the floor of the House this 
morning. To such as coincide with distinguished Republican 
Senators who took part in that debate I address myself. When 
did it become the law of this country that debts shall be paid in 
the dollar of the highest bullion value? What statute lays down 
such a rule? 

Without a syllable in the law or thecontract requiring it—nay, 
with a plain statute as well as the plain words of the contract 
prescribing that coin, either silver or gold, may be used in pay- 
ing the bonded debt—by what authority does the President or the 
Secretary of the Treasury declare that when the bonds mature 
they must be paid in the metal that happens at the time to be 
scarcest? 

From 1805 until 1834 the gold dollar had the highest value as 
bullion; hence during that time the cheaper dollar—the silver dol- 
lar—was more generally used, and gold, the money of highest 
bullion value, was not in general circulation. Why? Because 
the silver dollar, measu in commodities, was the cheapest 
dollar. Because, by the use of it, instead of the gold dollar, the 
debtor could most easily discharge his debt. 

When the statute of 1834 revised our coinage laws, changing 
the coinage ratio to 16 to 1, silver was undervalued, as gold had 
been in the former period, between 1805 and 1834, when the coin- 
age ratio was 15 to 1. Thenceforth until 1873 the bullion in the 
silver dollar was worth about $1.04 in gold. Then what a 
pened? Why, the people used gold, because it became relatively 
more plentiful than silver. The silver dollar—the dollar of high- 
est bullion value—almost disappeared from circulation. Consid- 
ered as bullion, the gold dollar was worth less. It was cheaper 
than the silver dollar, and the people used it. 

During either of those two periods did any President of the 
United States ever say that honesty required this nation to pay its 
debts in the dearer dollar? Did any creditor expect such a thing? 

Was it regarded as dishonest to pay debts with the dollars which, 
on account of a difference between our coinage ratio and that 
observed in foreign countries, were cheapest? 

Bimetallism, theoretically and in practice, means that when 
one of the metals is relatively more ee than the other it 
enters the circulation more extensively than the scarcer metal, 
and thus it is made impossible for the scarcity of one of the met- 
als to cause a rise in the purchasing power of money. 

Study the history of the precious metals and I care not what 
our divisions of opinion may be with reference to other branches 
of the question, upon one point we will all agree. Historically it 
is absolutely true in past centuries, first one and then the other of 
the precious metals, on account of its relative scarcity, has meas- 
urably disappeared from circulation, while the other—the metal 
for the time being most abundant—has performed functions of 
commerce, Prior to the discovery of this continent both gold and 
silver were scarce, but gold was in Europe relatively most plen- 
tiful, and so gold was used more than silver. 

But when the treasure ships of Spain flooded the Old World 
with the treasures of Mexico and Peru, the supply of silver became 
relatively most plentiful and the world swung over to the use of 
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silver; and for centuries the Spanish milled dollar was the legal-| Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I should like two minutes more. 
tender money of Christendom, while gold almost disappeared from Mr. DOCKERY. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague's 
the channels of trade. Then gold had another inning. When in | time be extended two minutes. 
1849-50 and ensuing years a flood of gold poured into the world’s | The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the time 
circulation from Australia and California, gold became the more | of the gentleman be extended two minutes. Is there objection? 
abundant metal, and the people turned again to gold and used it There was no objection. 
for the purposes of exchange and the discharge of debts. Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Duringthe debate over the Teller- 
This sums up the vital issue between the parties to the conten- | Matthews resolution in the Senate nearly every Republican Sen- 
tion over the coinage of the precious metals into money of ulti- | ator who participated said that changed conditions had changed 
mate redemption. Gold monometallists would deprive mankind | the law of the contract. They admitted that there had been no 
of this ancient system; bimetallists would restore it. change in the statutes or in the form of the bonds, and that by 
I am astounded that any statesman, and especially the President | their terms, in conformity with the statutes, they may be legally 
of the United States, who, I believe, still professes to be a bimetal- | paid insilver. They said that when the Stanley Matthews resolu- 
list, should assail the whole theory of bimetallism by insisting | tion was passed it would have been entirely legal as well as moral 
that sound moralify requires the payment of debts in the dollar | to pass a free-coinage bill and begin immediately the coinage of 
of highest bullion value. silver dollarsand the discharge of the public debt by the payment 
Mr. Chairman, this canon of commercial morality was invented of silver dollars or their equivalent to the bondholders. 
by the school of statesmanship which selects Cabinet ministers When, may I ask, did this right cease? The laws remain un- 
from the pit of the stock exchange and the directors of cor- | changed. The bonds have not been changed in form by the dot- 
porations instead of from among the great statesmen or political | ting of an ‘‘i” or the crossing of a ‘‘t.” If it would have been 
economists, nearly every one of whom has condemned the de- | lawful and moral and honest in 1878 for the United States to re- 
structive system which would limit mankitid to the use of one of | store the laws and the monetary system destroyed by the dark-lan- 
the precious metals, in order to cut in two the money supply of | tern legislation of 1873, it is still lawful and moral and honest to 
the world, and thereby double the commodity value of money and | restore them. 
bonds and other paper representatives of money. What, after all, was the meaning of the Stanley Matthews reso- 
Again reverting to the contention that sound morality and na- | lution? It served notice on the world twenty years ago that in 
tional honor require the payment of debts in the dollar of highest | this country at the maturity of debts they may be paid in either 
bullion value, let us examine this proposition a little further. | silver or gold coin. It did this explicitly, and, moreover, it served 
Why, if that were true, then from 1805 to 1887 sound morality | notice that under the Constitution the Government may at any 
and honor required us to use not the relatively abundant silver | time resume the coinage of silver and gold, and that the object of 
dollar, worth as bullion less than the gold dollar, we should have | coining money is to enable the people to use it in commerce and 
searched Christendom for gold with which to pay 4 and 5 per cent | inthe paymentof debts. The resolution should have gone further 
premium on every debt in this country. And then when in 1834 | and declared that in this country debts at their maturity may be 
we reduced the weight of the gold dollar, and so brought gold | paidin any form of legal-tender money current when they mature. 
into circulation instead of silver, then it became our duty to rake | This is the law of legal tender in France, and ought to be the legal- 
the cash drawers of Christendom in order to find the higher-priced | tender law of every country in Christendom. 
silver with which to discharge our debts. To determine what form of money shall be a legal tender for 
Until the bankers secured control of theGovernment nobody ever | debts is a prerogative of sovereignty, and motives of public pol- 
heard of such a doctrine. Certainly it is impossible to conjure icy, and no other, should direct the manner of its exercise. No 
such a construction out of the meaning of any existing statute. legal-tender law dictated by sound motives of public policy can 
Mr. Chairman, when a proposition comes to me clothed in beauti- | be immoral, and no individual should be permitted to avoid the 
ful phraseology, I hesitate to accept it offhand as sound. I pre- | operationof any law conforming to this one requirement. Bonds, 
fer to examine before accepting it, to see whether I am falling in | notes, mortgages—do they represent debts more sacred than those 
love with the idea or with the garb which it wears. Sincere | evidenced by no written contract? The parties to every contract 
seekers after truth will do well to adopt this course in reference | make it with the distinct understanding that over and above all 
to all the jingling platitudes by which gentlemen seek to escape | contracts, governing all contracts, is the sovereign power of the 
facing a sharp! Totined issue, involving in its solution the un- | state, which has power to say what shall be the legal-tender money 
conditional aan perpetual establishment of the gold standard in | of the nT ee ee 
this country or its total abandonment. Mr. WILLIA of Mississippi. And to say it to the banker 
The real question is whether there is in the world gold enough | as well as to everybody else. 
to form the basis of all credits, to form an honest measure of The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
values, neither wronging creditors nor allowing debtors to escape | The Chair understands the formal amendment to be withdrawn. 
without full payment of their obligations. We say that to meet | Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, i move to strike out 
these requirements the metallic base of the monetary system must | the last two words. 
consist of both metals, and the entire available supply of both Mr. Chairman, I listened to the gentleman from Oregon a few 
metals, Gold monometallism teaches that gold alone is a fair | minutes ago with a great deal of interest. He seems to have 
measure of values, and that therefore gold only should be used fallen into the idea or it has fallen into him in some way that they 





as money of ultimate payment. have great prosperity out in Oregon, and that it is entirely due to 
The battle is henceforth between the gold standard, out and out, | the fact that the Dingley bill is now in force. I have before me 
and bimetallism. a letter addressed to an honorable member of this House [Mr. 


_ Brave men, honest men—all who have convictions and the man- Hanpy] from his uncle in Portland, Oreg. It is a personal letter 
liness. to stand by them—will take their places in the ranks of one and of course it is not necessary to read all of it, but I will just 


party or the other. read that part relating to the great amount of prosperity that 
Few debts are paid in either gold or silver, or in any other form | they are now experiencing in Oregon: 
of money. Well, I have nothing to tell you of a personal nature. Hard times and 


Who ever heard of millions of dollars being backed up toa pub- paste of them; not only no trains, but no single cars have reached bere 
lic creditor's door and dumped there in discharge of a stated | #4 with Republican prosperity. 
amount of national indebtedness? Debts, and particularly large That letter is dated January 17, and was written quite recently. 
debts, are paid with exchange, through the clearing houses, and | Now, it may be that a high protective tariff on fruit may benefit 
the ——- before the people is, Do you want this exchange, | a few people raising fruit in Oregon, but I hope the statesman- 
which measures property against debts, measured by the gold | ship of the gentleman is not confined to so smalla circle. He 
standard, which, as metallic money grows scarcer, goes deeper and | onght to consider the interests of the people who use and consume 
deeper into your wheat bin, your corn bin, your cotton bales, or | fruits in this country. 
do you want the bimetallic standard and a restoration of higher| Mr. BELL. The fruit crop wasa failure last year in most parts 
prices for property, labor, and the products of labor? | of the country. 
_ Mr. Chairman, I have digressed slightly from the subject [had | Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Another thing, as suggested by my 
in mind when I rose to address the House. I do not believe the | colleague, the gentleman from Colorado |Mr. BEeLw}, the fruit 
assumption that debtors are bound by any law, either statutory or | crop was a failure last year, and only a few spots in the United 
moral, to pay their debts in dollars made out of the one of the | States had a good crop of fruit. So it is reasonable to suppose 
precious metals which at the time of payment is scarcest has any | that the high prices came from that and not from the Dingley bill. 
foundation whatever. On the contrary, I regard it as diametric- Now, the gentleman says that the gentleman from Kansas, al- 
ally opposed to the law of the land and to the precedents and | luding to myself, voted for the Wilson-Gorman bill. I did vote 
usages of countries in which bimetallism has been the basis of | for it, not because I thought it was a good measure or a measure 


financial systems. such as we should have had, but because it was a step in that 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri | direction toward the absolute free trade in which I believe. The 
(Mir. Cocnran] has expired. gentleman ought to remember that after that bill went from the 
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House to the United States Senate there were over 600 amend- 
ments put on it, largely by Republican votes and manufacturing 
influences, which made it anything else but a liberal tariff meas- 
ure. It was avery high protective tariff, and therefore it was 
not a measure calculated to bring prosperity to the farming inter- 
ests of the country, nor did it. Neither will this. 

The statesmanship of the people in my district, whom I repre- 
sent, is broader than that. They are willing and ready to com- 
pete with all the world in the production of agricultural products, 
and they can do it, and are doing it; for every gentleman knows 
that the price of agricultural products depends upon the markets 
abroad, because our surplus must seek those markets. Therefore 
no protective tariff can help increase the value of farm products, 
but must prevent the increase in price, because it hampers trade 
and prevents other nations with whom we must trade exchanging 
products with us for the products that we produce. Does the 
gentleman contend that the duty on wheat has raised the price of 
wheat in Oregon? No gentleman with an ounce of gray matter 
in his head would make any such contention any more than he 
would contend that the 15 cents per bushel protective tariff upon 
corn raises the price of corn in this country, or that the duty of 
$1.50 a ton upon straw raises the price of straw in this country. 
That is a theory that has been exploded many times. Yet the 
gentleman gets up and defends the protective tariff on the ground 
that it has helped the farmers up in Oregon. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is my hope that gentlemen will come to 
see that no high protective tariff will benefit the people, but that 
there is another matter which affects the price of products. That 
is the money of the country. Believing as I do in the quantity 
theory, I believe that any attempt to return to the gold standard, 
to limit the money of this country to gold alone, with an ever- 
increasing population and an ever-increasing volume of busi- 
ness, and therefore an ever-increasing demand for money, if you 
limit us to gold alone, the supply being so inadequate, that the 
value of gold must advance in accordance with the law of supply 
and demand. 

Therefore, inasmuch as the products of the farm must be ex- 
changed for gold, or money based on gold, there will be a shrink- 
age in the value of farm crops under normal conditions. There 
must be a shrinkage under those conditions, and we never shall 
return prosperity to the farmers of this country until we in- 
crease the volume of the currency of the country, which means 
the opening of the mints to the free and unlimited coinage of sil- 
ver as well as gold. Se 9 mere on the Democratic side. ] 

Here the hammer fell. 
r. RICHARDSON. I move tostrike out the last three words. 

Mr. Chairman, a few days ago, on Tuesday, I undertook to 
show that since the passage of the McKinley bill, commencing 
the 1st of October ni running through that quarter until the ist 
of January, there had been a decline in the price of commodities 
of this country equal to1 per cent. Issue was taken with me 
upon that proposition, and one of the gentlemen who made other 
contentions was the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. In 
support of his contention he quoted R. G. Dun & Co.’s reports. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if these reports are to be relied upon, and 
I concede they may be to some extent, at least, I want to say to 
gentlemen that his contention then made was not good. I want 
to show by the reports which Messrs. Dun & Co. issued for the 
week ending yesterday that the fall in prices which I showed 
were 1 per cent for the last quarter of last year is still continuing, 
and that during the past week there has been a decline in prices 
in this country. I take the authority quoted by the gentleman 
from Ohio, R. G. Dun & Co., in the morning’s Post of this morn- 
ing, a very reliable journal, one of the most reliable we can get 
in the United States, and I find the report of R. G. Dun & Co. for 
the past week. Here in the first line of that report, and I read it 
as quoting from the report: 


The first month of the new year has brought rather more increase in busi- 
ness, but less improvement in prices, than was expected. 


The same low prices that I have described; the same fall of 
prices that occurred in the last three months of last year. Thisis 
the first month of the present year. What else, alittle lower down? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Quoting from the same report, I find 
this language. 

Mr. HEPBURN. May 1 ask the gentleman to please read that 
sentence again? 

Mr. RICHARDSON (reading)— 

The first month of the new year has brought rather more increase in busi- 
ness, but less improvement in prices, than was expected. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Does it say there has been a fall? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. ‘Less improvement in prices.” 

Mr. HEPBURN. “Less improvement!” 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then what else does he say? 


The iron manufacturer is getting larger orders for finished products, 


| 
| 


— 
Ee 


which crowd many works almost beyond their capacity, although some oth- 
ers are still in the market and poouene prices down. iron is steady, ex- 
cept that Bessemer at Pittsburg is 10 cents lower, etc. 

‘* Falling prices,” then, in this staple commodity, one of the com- 
modities which I believe gentlemen on the other sids say generally 
fix the prices of the commodities in this country and fix the range of 
prices. That is not all, Mr. Chairman; a little lower down in this 
report I find this: 

Failures— 

Failures in business, failures in enterprise— 
greater for the last week than the corresponding week of last year. 

The number is given. Quoting from that report— 


: Lp failures for the week have been 342 in the United States, against 331 
ast year. 

Now, where is the improvement in business under the Dingley 
bill? Prices going down; prices continuing lower; Bessemer iron 
going down; failures larger last week than the corresponding week 
of last year. 

Mr. MAHANY. Are they larger in the amount involved? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And yet we are told prosperity is grow- 
ing all over the United States. 

r. MAHANY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman can take the floor in his 
own time. 

I want to know where this prosperity is; what section of the 
country is blessed by the passage of the Dingley bill? I stated the 
other day, and I repeat now, that it has neither raised prices nor 
revenue in this country. More than a year ago Congress was 
called in extra session for the avowed purpose of passing a bill to 
raise revenue for an emergency. They could not wait until De- 
cember; they could not wait until Congress convened under the 
Constitution and law; but the President of the United States said 
we must call Congress immediately. He called it in ten days after 
the adjournment of the last session, on the 15th of March, in order 
that we might pass a bill to raise revenue; and yet up to this time 
it has failed to produce revenue equal to that which the Wilson 
bill was raising at that time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MAHANY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I would like to ask the gentleman from Tennessee if he 
has with him the figures as to what amount is involved in the 
failures quoted for this year as against the amount involved in the 
failures of last year? : 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ihave not got the amount. This report 
does not give them. 

Mr. MAHANY. Then your argument falls to the ground, be- 
cause you have assumed that the failures of this year are not lower 
in amount than those of a year ago. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I showed you that they are greater in 
number this year than last year, and that is all that is shown by 
the report. If they had been less in amount, R. G. Dun & Co., 
in their efforts to boom the market, would have been very willing 
to state it. 

Mr. MAHANY. That is another assumption, and is of a piece 
with the gentleman’s whole statement. I would like to ask if he 
would prefer a return to the conditions of the Wilson bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Infinitely. 

Mr. MAHANY. Do you say times were better and money more 
prevalent—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Times were better. 

Mr. MAHANY (continuing). A year ago than to-day? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. not you know that? 

Mr. MAHANY. No; nor do you know it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Prices were higher and fewer failures. 

Mr. MAHANY. The gentleman from Tennessee corptents him- 
self with a bald assertion which is contradicted by every trade 
report in the United States. 

r. WILLIAM A. STONE. Will the gentleman from New 
York allow me? I would like to ask the gentleman from Tennes- 
see whether if they have the next Congress the Democrats propose 
to reenact the Wilson bill? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No; a better one. 

Mr. MAHANY. The gentleman from Tennessee has stated that 
he infinitely prefers the conditions under the Wilson bill to those 
under the Dingley bill, notwithstanding he is perfectly cognizant 
of the fact that a year ago, or, to be more accurate, about a year 
and six months ago, dire distress was prevalent in all the great 
cities of this country, as well as in the rural districts, and that 
the soup houses were the only Democratic industries in full blast, 
as against the factories and mills now in almost universal opera- 
tion. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Does not the gentleman know that soup 
houses are open in Boston to-day? 

Mr. MAHANY. I prefer that the only Democratic Representa- 


tive from New England, the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 














FiTzGERALD], should defend his own city, which is under Demo- 
cratic administration, under the mayoralty of that distinguished 
reformer, that light of Democracy, Josiah Quincy. [Laughter.] 
The soup houses, whether the control be municipal, State, or 
national, are always coincident with Democratic supremacy. 
[Applause on the Republican side. | 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, in answer to a query put by 
the gentleman from Tennessee as to whether there is any locality 
in the United States where prosperity is found, I desire to have the 
Clerk read an article clipped from a local paper in my city, which 
indicates the condition of affairsinthecityof Aurora, fll. Iwould 
like to have my friend from Tennessee listen as the Clerk reads 
this article. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I did not hear where the gentleman said 
that the article is fypm. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It is from the Aurora Post, Aurora, Il. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Where is Aurora? [Laughter on the 
Democratic side. ] 

Mr. HOPKINS. Iam not surprised that a man who has just 
given utterance to the sentiments that the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] has does not know Where a great manu- 
facturing center, as Aurora is known to be, is located. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


There is no question but what the times are much improved. All lines of 
business are better in Aurora than they were a year ago. What is true of 
Aurora is unquestionably the case throughout the United States. We have 
a few “calamity howlers” here, but they do not attract much attention now. 
The car shops are employing more men and paying out double the amount 
monthly i» wages that they have in any year since 1892. Every factory in 
the city appears to be prosperous, and all are putting on new hands, some of 
them even running a night force. 

Atarecent meeting of the Charity Council it was shown that there were 
only 31 men in the entire city who were willing to work and were unprovided 
with employment. Mrs. Chris Solfisburg stated that in her district there was 
not one man idle now where ten were out of work last winter. The doctors 
and lawyers have ceased complaining, either about business or collections. 
In talking with a number of our merchants it was learned that nearly all are 
doing 25 per cent more business than they were a year ago. 

e Post has never had so much advertising and job work during Janu- 
ary asit has been favored with this month, and we are gaining new subscrib- 


ers daily. 
Dr. Colledge, who is not a politician, and usually votes the Democratic 
ticket, has visited Kansas, Iowa, Wisconsin, Michigan, and West Virginia 


this month. He says that everywhere he has been all indications show a 
return of prosperity. Manager Plain, another Democrat, says the increase 
of bank deposits proves better times. 

He also says that the opera house has been paying this winter for the first 
time since he has been in charge of it, which is another sure indication that 


the peeve have more money and are inclined to spend some of it. The 
building 


here, in neighboring towns, and in Chicago and the increasing list of 
real-estate sales constantly growing (in the Chicago papers especially) ought 
to satisfy the most pessimistic that the hard times are a thing of the past 
= — an era of a general revival in trade is sure to come during this year 
and next. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. As I understand, the article says that the 
doctors are prosperous in Aurora. I suppose the Dingley bill has 
created bad health, and so the doctors are prosperous. [Laugh- 


r. 

Me. HOPKINS. After the expression of the gentleman that he 
did not know where the flourishing city of Aurora is I can expect 
to hear anything from him. If he will leave off back-action pol- 
itics and pay a little more attention to what is going on in the 
country, we shall hear fewer pessimistic opinions from him. 

Mr. TONGUE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois 
if there is not as much reason for charging the ill health to the 
Dingley bill as the cotton strikes? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. MAHON. I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois 
if farmers are not now getting for their wheat $1.10? 

Mr. HOPKINS. That is correct. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. MaAHANY] a few moments ago was pleased to refer to 
the number of soup houses in the city of Boston. 

Mr.MAHANY. I begthe gentleman’s pardon. It was the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee {| Mr. RICHARDSON], on the Democratic side, 
that instanced the fact that soup houses were now open in the city 
of Boston. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I did not understand that statement to be 
made by any member on this side of the House. But I want to 
say that the soup houses have been more prevalent than ever in 
nearly every section of the country since Mr. McKinley was inau- 
gurated. [Cries of ‘‘Oh!” ‘*Oh!” ‘‘Oh!” on the Republican side. | 
The great State of Massachusetts has not been an exception in 
that respect. The gentleman who represents the Thirteenth dis- 
trict of husetts on the floor of this House, Mr. SImPxKINs, 
could tell you the number of persons in Fall River and New Bed- 
ford that are compelled to-day to ask relief from public charities 
on account of the iniquitous reduction in wages since the Dingley 
bill went into operation. 

Mr. SIMPKINS of Massachusetts. I would like to say in reply 
that in a ortion to the number of soup houses that were open 
under the Wilson bill the number open now is as nothing, and for 
myself I have not heard of any; and my colleague very well, also, 
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to Fall River at all. 
colleague on the Democratic side that there were 125,000 people 
in New Bedford now striking is absolutely and utterl 


the operation of the Wilson bill. 
side.} And they found that under the operation of the Dingley 
bill, passed to protect manufacturing industries and to increase 
the pay [applause on the Democratic side], not only are the divi- 
dends wiped out but starvation wages meted out to the operatives. 
























































knows that the present strike is confined to New Bedford, and not 


He further knows the assertion made by his 


false. 
e said. 
Well, that is false, too. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. In New England, 
Mr. SIMPKINS of Massachusetts. 


In the city of New Bedford there are only something over 60,000 
people, Serie 


tr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Is there not a strike in Maine? 
Mr. SIMPKINS of Massachusetts. Yes; in one mill. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. In reference to the statement just made 


by my colleague that there is nostrike in Fall River, I wish to say 
this: I think he may be right in that respect; but I am of the 
opinion that a strike does exist in the Philip mill at the present 
time. 
it is an undeniable fact that operatives in the Fall River mills to- 
day are compelled to work for starvation wages and are unable to 
support themselves and their families in that city. 
ford many of the people have been crying with hunger since the 
reduction in wages was enforced. 
gentleman from New York has been somewhat disposed to bring 
into this discussion—— 


If this is not so,a reduction of wages has been made, and 


In New Bed- 
The city of Boston, which the 


Mr. MAHANY. Oh, no; it was one of your own friends. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. The city of Boston has a bureau of char- 


ities open at the present time; and they have been busier than ever, 
not only there but in the other cities in Massachusetts, supplying 
the wants of the poor, since the Dingley bill went into effect. 
people of Boston were so anxious to repudiate Republican methods 
and Republican Administration that in the last municipal election, 
heldin December, although McKinley had carried the city of Boston 
by 18,000 in 1896, the Democratic candidate, Hon. Josiah Quincy, 
was elected by 4,000. 
of Massachusetts to-morrow, it is my firm conviction that McKin- 
— and Hannaism would be repudiated in every part of the 

tate. 


The 


If an election could be had in the State of 


[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
A great deal has been said here about the reduction of wages in 


Fall River and New Bedford; but [donot believe that the real situa- 
tion has been depicted on this floor. 
tion in Massachusetts at the present time under Republican domi- 
nation in such a manner that in a great many cases operatives 
have been fined for imperfect weaving more than the amount of 
the wages that was due them at the end of the week. These aro 
facts that can not be denied. 


The fine system is in opera- 


There is another point which I wish to emphasize. I do not 


think the gentleman who represents the Thirteenth Massachusetts 
district will deny that in New Bedford, where the strikes are 
taking place at the present time, these manufacturing establish- 
ments netted in 1897 a return of 16 to 20 per cent, yet in the first 
month of this year of 1898 they claim they could not afford to pay 
decent living wages to their operatives. 


Mr.MAHANY. Does not the gentleman’s statement regarding 


the profits of those establishments indicate that great prosperity 
exists in the manufacturing industries of New England, and that 
individual selfishness, not the Dingley bill, is thse cause of these 
strikes? 


Mr. FITZGERALD. These percentages were obtained under 
[Applause on the Democratic 


A great many of the mills in New England have been overcapi- 


talized, and a large per cent of the profits on cotton goods is con- 
sumed in the payment of dividends on watered stock. 
the case in the Southern mills, where the capital stock represents 
only the money invested. 


This is not 


Then, again, it is a well-established fact that a great many of 
the Northern mills have been turned into asylums for the taking 
care of the impecunious relatives of the officers. 

Extravagant salaries are paid to so-called superintendents and 
treasurers, amounting sometimes to $25,000 and $35,000 per year, 
while in the South these positions are held by practical men who 
understand the business and who are willing to work for fair 
wages. 

It seems to meif the mill owners in New England wished to 
solve this question in a practical manner they would have com- 
menced by squeezing some of the water out of their stock, thus 
reducing to an honest and legitimate amount the sum that a 
dividend is to be paid upon, and then reduced the salaries of their 
overpaid officials. If this were done, happiness and contentment 
would exist where misery and destitution now hover over many 
a New England home. [Loud applause on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. Chairman, I love my State and its people, and I am com- 
pelled to say on the floor of #:is House that in a great many sec- 
tions within her borders misery and unhappiness exist where I 
would gladly see happiness and prosperity. 

If the Dingley bill and the present Administration could bring 
contentment and good times where extreme hardship and privation 
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now prevail, no person would be more grateful than I, because 
I love the people of my State too dearly and have too great regard 
for their interests to allow myself tu be influenced by any partisan 
advantage which might arise from their unfortunate condition. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. SIMPKINS of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, my colleague 
[Mr. FitzGERALD] representing a Boston district has referred to 
a business condition existing in Massachusetts, and especially to 
the strike which is taking place at present in the city of New Bed- 
ford. Now, it is well known to every citizen of Massachusetis, 
whether he be a free trader or a protectionist, whether he be in 
favor of sound money or the money advocated by Mr. Bryan and 
the Populists, that these strikes occurring now and again are 
principally due to business conditions and are not the outcome of 
a protective tariff or a free-trade tariff. 

Mr. DOCKERY.. But what made the ‘‘ business conditions?” 

Mr. SIMPKINS of Massachusetts. For myself, I am free to 
admit that under a free-trade tariff, broadly speaking, I do not 
think there will be as many strikes by mill operatives in this coun- 
try as under a protective system, for this reason—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman repeat that statement? 

Mr. SIMPKINS of Massachusetts. Iwill repeatit. I for one 
am willing to say that under a free-trade system I do not think 
there are likely to be so many strikes by mill operatives, by the 
wage earners, as under the protective system [derisive laughter 
on the Democratic side], and for this reason: Under a free-trade 
system people have no work. The reason that men strike is to get 
more wages or to prevent their wages being lowered—to improve 
their condition. Under free trade they would have no work at all, 
ani so glad would they be to get anything to do that they would be 
willing to take any wages they could get. But strikes are not 
caused by tariffs, and the New Bedford strike was not caused by 
the Dingley bill, for the cotton schedule in that bill is identical, 
except for the finer goods, with that of the Wilson bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. SIMPKINS of Massachusetis. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Do I understand the gentleman to con- 
tend that people are more likely to strike when they get no wages 
than when they get some wages? 

Mr. SIMPKINS of Massachusetts. When times are hard the 
people do not strike; when they are out of work they do not strike. 
They strike when they have work and when they are not getting 
all the wages that they think the manufacturer can afford to pay. 
That is the condition to-day in Fall River. The contention of the 
manufacturers is that since the passage of the Wilson bill they 
have been engaged in the cotton business in competition with the 
people of the South. The Wilson bill—free trade in most of its 
provisions—gave a protective tariff for cotton industries. Since 
the Wilson bill was passed, in fact since 1892, the cotton spindles in 
the South have increased from 1,500,000 to 4,000,000. lrepeat there 
are now 4,000,000 cotton spindles at work in the South where there 
were only one million and a half spindles in 1892. As a New Eng- 
lander, I rejoice in that fact,for it means the extension of business 
tothecountry. During this same time the cotton spindles of the 
city of Fall River have increased 700,000. All together there are 
nearly twice as many spindles at work in the South and in Fall 
River now as there were in 1892. Under the Wilson bill the cot- 
ton industry lived, for the Wilson bill, in its cotton schedule, was 
ene to the same extent as the cotton schedule in the Ding. 
ley bill. 

The manufacturers of Fall River must now meet Southern com- 
petition and further contend that they have now on hand some- 
thing like 2,000,000 pieces of cloth, 7 yards to the pound, manu- 
factured when the price of cotton was higher than now. They 
say that this cloth cost them to manufacture something over 16 
cents a pound, and that the market price is now something over 15 
cents. The operatives contend that the manufacturers can con- 
j tinue business without reducing wages. The manufacturers say 
a) they can not. They contend—— 
ie Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman—— 

Aa Mr. SIMPKINS of Massachusetts. They contend that in order 
a) to keep their mills at work they must reduce the wages of oper- 
ators about 11 per cent. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts has expired. 
1a Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 
rs extended. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the time 
the gentleman from Massachusetts be extended five minutes, 
Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

F Mr. FITZGERALD. Do I understand my colleague to say—— 
ye The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 
aia Mr. SIMPKINS of Massachusetts. I yield for a question. 

. Mr. FITZGERALD. Do I understand my colleague to say that 
since the Wilson bill was put in force there has been an increase 
of many thousand spindles—— 
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Mr. SIMPKINS of Massachusetts. I will repeat my statement, 
Mr. Chairman, that since 1892 the number of cotton spindles in 
the South has increased from one million and a half to four mil- 
lion, and in the city of Fall River alone the spindles have increased 
about 700,000 during the same time. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Then the gentleman will admit that the 
Wilson bill caused an increase in the number of spindles not only 
in the South but in the city of Fall River? 

Mr. SIMPKINS of Massachusetts. Exactly. It did, and it did 
it because it was a protective measure in that respect. The cot- 
ton schedule was exactly the same in the Wilson bill as in the 
Dingley bill except for the finer numbers, as I have said before. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Then the Wilson bill, as to cotton, was a 
very eifective measure. 

Mr. SIMPKINS of Massachusetts. I have acknowledged that, 
as far as the cotton schedule went in the Wilson bill, it was emi- 
nently satisfactory. It was sufficiently protective at that time. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. SIMPKINS of Massachusetts. In one minute. With the 
permission of the House, I wish to insert in the RECORD an ex- 
tract from a statement published in the New York Sun and after- 
wards copied in the Boston Herald, showing the conditions of the 
cotton industry in Fall River after an impartial investigation 
that was made by a reporter of the New York Sun into the condi- 
tions existing now in Fall River and in New Bedford and in the 
cotton industry in Massachusetts. I have not time to read it here, 
but I commend it to the members of the House, because, if they 
will read it, they will get a great deal of information upon this 
subject, and Democrats on the other side of the Chamber will 
not indulge in such statements as they are now making, for ex- 
ample, as that there are 125,000 people out of Sa and 
striking every day in New Bedford or in New England, and that 
there are soup houses in Boston, and that this is owing to the 


| Dingley tariff. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent to print a paper in the Recorp. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

The statement is as follows: 


[Extracts from the Boston Herald of January 10, 1898, on the condition of the 
cotton industry in Fall River. From the New-York Sun.] 


CONDITIONS WHICH LED TO PRESENT PROSTRATION—WHILE THE COUNTRY 
PROSPERS ONE BUSINESS DECLINES. 
a ae oa ae cod * * 
The reporter for the Sun has devoted some time to the investigation of 
the situation. He had no interest whatever in the cotton business, and was 
sent to make a thorough study of the situation and report the facts as he 
found them. The best informed the most inte persons on both 
sides of the controversy, as well as the bankers who advance the money to 
carry on the business and the brokers who make their living by a close study 
of the market, were talked with, and everything was done that could be done 
to learn the facts and reasons for Fall River's present condition. 
There were two points, and only two, on which all these men one 
was that there is an overproduction of manufactured and the other 
that there has been an overproduction of paternal legislation. “‘Overproduc- 
tion of cotton goods” means that there are more cotton factur 
than there are consumed; that more are than there is a market for— 
more made than the people willbuy. “ 
that manufacturers are so hampered ty 
face to face with a situation like this of an overproduction of goods, they can 
not extricate themselves from the difficulty without a tremendous and ao. 
manent loss, because those laws make possible an outside competition t 
can not be met. 
A situation in which manufacturers are confronted by an overproduction 
of goods is not novel. It has occurred many times in the cotton-goods busi- 
ness, and up to afew years ago it was easily handled by the Fall River manu- 
facturers whenever it arose. m there wasan o 
milisat Fall River simply shut downand 
caught up with them. Then they went on again. 
to a few years the River mills controlled the grade of cotton 
goods that they manufactured. With such control, of course, it was easy to 
andie such overproduction. But for the last few years the market bas been 
slipping away. New mills have been built. Year by year Fall River hasseen 
her rivals in the manufacture of cotton goods w stronger. Year by year 
she has seen her rivals increase in number =::til now the exclusive contro! of 
the market which she ry has been wrested from her, and, ham 
by legislation, she is almost helpless, and the $45,000,000 she has in is in 
mills have on hand now a surplus stock of nearly 2,000,000 pieces which 


danger. 
it costs 16.84 centsa pound to manuf. the present market of which 
is 15.75 cents a pound—about Pouiet oie laws referred to forbid the em- 
loyment of women and minors for more than fifty-eight hours a week, for- 
bia the running of mills after 10 o'clock at night under any circumstances, 
and impose other burdensome ctions that are ee tpon com- 
peting mills in other States. This is the situation ina ll. Now, as to 
the reasons for it. 
The manufacturers all asserted Senna Mt the principal cause of 
all the trouble —— ee eompetition, and this they were suppo: 


, 


the market, the 
stopped producing until the demand 


unanim: ers and brokers, whose interests, of course, are 
almost iden: with the interests of the manufacturers. So the subject of 
Southern competition may be takenup first. Southern competition has been 
a factor in Fall River’s market for only a few years. In 1892 the South had 


1,534,182 spindles and 85,347-looms. Fall River alone at that time had nearly 
700,000 more s than the whole of the South. She had 2,192,220 spindles. 
The stati for the present year are not available, but on the Ist of 
we yd last the South had increased her spindles to very nearly 4,000,000, 
while Fall River had increased hers less than 700,000. There are now mcre 
indles in the South, and in Fall River there areabout 2,900,000. 

w the growth of compe inthe South. This wth 


Th 
is of the utmost i rtance to Fall River, because the South comes more 


directly into competition with the mills of that city than it does with the 
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ills of any other cotton manutacturing center. The South startedin making 
ane arate of goods that Fall River makes, and the business has grown 
on that line almost exclusively. 

In spite of this growth, all other things be equal, Fall River would be 
able to beat the South out of her boots. But all other things are not equal, 
and the result is that the South is able to beat Fall River on her own stamp- 
ing ground. The South has the advantage of Fall River in the cost of labor 
and in the hours of labor. The nearness to the cotton fields, where the raw 
material is raised, might be considered a great advantage, but it is not, in 
fact, an important factor, because the Southern mill owners have to pay local 
freights to get their cotton to the mills, and the ratesof freight on cotton from 
the fields delivered in New York are not much, if any, greater than the local 
rates to the mills with the freight on the finished product added. New York 
is the at market, and the Southern mill owners have to send their finished 
goods here and pay the freight on them. 

In the matter of s the South has an wenans advantage. The 
question of just what that advantage is is one of the matters of dispute be- 
tween the operatives and the mill owners in Fall River. The mill owners 
say it is about 25 per cent. The Arkwright Club, an association of New Eng- 
land manufacturers, recently sent a special committee to the South to loo 
into the matter of Southern competition with Northern cotton mills, and 
they declared in the report which they made to the club about three weeks 
ago that the cost of labor to the Southern mill owner was about 40 per cent 
less than to the Northern mill owner. That is for skilled labor. For un- 
skilled labor the Southern manufacturer, the Arkwright Ciub committee 
said, had to pay only 50 cents against the 90 cents and $1 that the Northern 
manufacturer to pay. 

These assertions of the Arkwright Club committee stirred up the opera- 
tives, and they have been gettin gures from the South, too. Their figures 
do not support the Arkwright Club's report at all. The fact of the matter is 
that both sets of figures are honest, but each side looked for the mill that 
would show the most favorable result to sustain argument. Other investi- 
gators who are disinterested have also been at work. They have taken the 
mills asthey came. It is not possible to give a table comparing the wages 
department by de ment, but the figures foot up a difference of about 2 
cents per pound of labor cost in manufacturing. 

Several bankers, who by reason of their large loans to mill owners are 
very greatly interested in all this — of Southern competition, agreed 
that the difference in wages paid by the Northern mills and the Southern 
mills was not less than 23 per cent, and probably not more than 25 per cent, 
in the average mill. In addition to the difference in the amount of money 
paid for wages, there is a further and greater difference in the matter of 
time. Where the Fall River operative works but fifty-cight hours a week 
and gets 23 per cent more wages, the Southern operative works sixty-six 
hours a week and gets less for it. The situation was put by these bankers to 
the reporter thus: 

‘‘Here are two concerns in precisely the same business, making exactly 
the same material, the product of each as good as the other, and sending that 

yroduct to the same market. The one has to pay 23 per cent more for the 
abor that enters into this product than the other. Now, how long can the 
—_ who om to pay the higher wages compete with the man who has to pay 
the lower?” 

But while the South has this piventage in the matter of wages, there are 
advantages enjoyed by the Fall River mill owners that go a long way toward 
offsetting it. 

Let us take the advantages that each has over the other, and see how far 
one offsets the other. First, the advantages that the South enjoys. The 
greatest, of course, is in the matter of wages, which has already been dis- 
cussed. Next, the matter of taxes. The Southern States are all anxious to 
advance manufacturing industries, and they have favored those industries 
by making tax rates very low. In some places the taxes paid by the mill 
owners are merely nominal, and in some no taxes at all are paid, as, for 
example, in Geo and Alabama, where the legislatures recently passed a 
law ws cotton industries from all taxes for ten years. 

Next, the South has an advantage in the matter of machinery. This ad- 
vantage is confined, however, to the very newest mills that have been estab- 
lished. In these milis they have a newly patented loom, which ‘is a great 
labor saver. With this loom one weaver can take care of sixteen looms, 
where with the old machinery one weaver can take care of only eight looms. 
Next, there is perhaps some small advantage in being close to the cotton 
fields where the raw product is produced. But, as said before, that advan- 
tage is very small. Next, in the matter of hours’ work. This advantage of 
eight hours a week is really second in value to the lower wages. Now, to 
offset all these advantages, Fall River has these: 

The mills are older, and have been in operation a great many years. They 
are all in the hands of practical mill men, who have been brought up in the 
business, and their operatives are all of them experienced. Experience in 
manufacture has taught these mill owners economies that can be learned 
only by experience. There is less waste by far in Fall River mills than thero 
isinany of the mills atthe South. Thesecond advantage for Fall River is that 
New Engiand is a center of capital, and capital is more active there than it is 
in the South. There is more of it. Money can be borrowed at lower rates of 
interest, and nearly all of the mills have accumulated surpluses that reduce 
the necessity of borrowing. 

In the North it is no favor to lend money to aman. Money is cheap; it is 
constantly looking for an investment, always provided the security is good. 
This advantage, it will be seen, is very great. The Southern mill owner has 
to come to New York to borrow. is business is not so long established, 
hence his security is not so good. Lending money to him is more of a favor, 
and the added risk warrants the demand for a higher interest. The Southern 
manufacturer buys as he needs, because his capital costs him somuch. At 
a time like this, for instance, when cotton is selling below the cost of pro- 
duction, the Northern mill owner, with his large surplus, and with his ability 
to borrow money at a low rate of interest, can go into the Southand buy up 
great quantities of cheap cotton torun his mi The Southerner can bu 
onty small quantities. ow, suppose cotton goes up 1, 2, or 3 cents a pound. 
The Northern mill man has got a great stock of cotton, for which he paid 
only 5 cents a pound,and the Southern mill man, who didn't have the money 
to buy when it was cheap, has to purchase at the higher rates. 

The next advantage that the Fall River man has isin the matter of mar- 
keting his goods. He borrows of whom he pleases, because his security is 
the best, and he is under no obligations to the man he borrows from. He is 
at liberty to sell his prods to whom he pleases, through whatever broker he 
fe ay He does sell his goods through a broker of his own selection, and to 

is broker he pays a commission of one-half of 1 per cent on narrow goods 
and 1 per cent on wide goods. The Southern mill owner borrows from his 
commission broker, and must sell through his commission broker. The bro- 
ker, in a large measure, fixes the commission, and the Southern mill owner 
to-day pays a commission of from 4 to 5 per cent to get rid of his goods. 
os ing these advantages one against the other, the reader will see that 
the difference is not so great after all. It is not nearly so great as the manu- 
facturers in Fall River wish the public to believe. 

In looking at these adyantages that the Fall River manufacturer has over 

Southern competitor, however, it will be seen that they are not perma- 


nent. For instance, the ecomomies in manufacture that existin the Fall 
River mills to-day and do not exist in the South will come to the Southern 
mills with experience just as they have come to the Northern mills. Again, 
as the Southern mills grow older their owners will accumulate surpluses, 
too. They will not be so dependent upon borrowed capital. They will have 
money to go into the cotton fields and purchase when cotton is cheapest, 
just as the Fall River man does now. And,again, with age and accumulated 
surplus the Southerner will be able to borrow money as cheaply as the Fail 
River man, and he will be able to select his own broker and dispose of his 
goods for as small a commission as does the Fall River man. 

In a word, his disadvantages will be constantly growing less, and as they 
grow less Fall River's advantages will melt away. The danger from South- 
ern competition is far greater in the near future than it isat present. There 
is a difference of opinion as to the extent of the present competition, but half 
a dozen of the best-informed men agree in stating to the Sun reporter that 
about 100,000 pieces of s manufactured by Southern mills now enter the 
Northern market weekly in direct competition with the Fall River goods. 
Fall River's weekly production is 230,000 pieces. 

So much for the advantages that the Southerners have, and so much for 
Southern competition. Next we can take up the competition of nearby 
States that have advantages over Fall River. In Rhode Island and other 
New England States the labor agitators have been able to force the legis- 
latures to pass sixty-hour laws—that is, laws forbidding the working of 
women and minors in mills more than sixty hours a week, which is two hours 
longer than Massachusetts permits the Fall River mills to operate. Two 
hours would not be so bad, but there is this difference between Massachusetts 
and the other New England States. 

Massachusetts’ fifty-eight-hour law is enforced in Fall River, and the sixty- 
hour law in the other States is not enforced, and, in fact, they run sixty-one, 
sixty-two, sixty-three, sixty-four, and sometimes more hours, against Fall 
River's fifty-cight. The average reader might not at a glance sce how this 
was avery great advantage, this being able to run more hours, when the 
operators are paid by the piece system, and when the market is suffering 
from an overstock of goods. At present cotton costs at the mills 5} cents a 

und. There is a waste of 16 per cent, which makes the cost of the cotton 
in a pound of finished goods 6.84 cents a pound. 

In each pound of cotton goods there is 6} cents’ worth of labor. The other 
expenses of manufacture, such as taxes, light, salaries of officers, interest 


charges, and the like, amount to 2} cents a pound,and the charge for depre- 
ciation of plant isl cent a pound. This last charge may seem high, but it is 
really below the charge in most mills. Carefully computed, in some mills it 


reaches 1}, in others 1}, in others 1}, and the very lowest is | cent. The mar- 
ket price of the finished product is 15j cents a pound. Here is a table that 
will make it perfectly plain: 


Cents 

en ees 2 Sci canal sateamnccatmipesecsesnaseduiun 6. 84 
I I och eh tei edihleieadidedl iitacisidlasitgna acujanes STS FR 6.25 
dc canner idiomas enndeepiin waseditiinnnnind ile-aingl 2.7% 
es cs mcm nde ineiecbilivepmdiidlididheeeiktooa 1.00 
I a ncinnwammamegiiensibutentionne audutidiiininie 16. 84 

ne es OE GREE OTT ait cei hecenececeen o ocdasecnnateesse< 15.75 
a Nd a celine cemeee 1.09 


Particular attention is called tothe item “‘ Other expenses of manufacture 
2.75 cents.” As stated before, included in this sum are the taxes and assess- 
ments and the thousand and one expenses of that sort; the salaries of the 
officers, of bookkeepers, of watchmen, and the like. These expenses are the 
same whether the mill runs sixty-six hours or fifty-eight hours. So it is 
plain that the mill that runs the greater number of hours is at a decided 
advantage. ; 

To put it in another way, the goods that are manufactured during every 
hour that it runs after the fifty-eight are manufactured at 2.75 centsa 
less than the goods manufactured during the fifty-eight hours, and 
ference may be the difference between making a profit and making : 

The _— ee in this table that will be disputed are those that repr 
the cost of labor per pound. The manufacturers place the cost of lal 
y ger a pound, and the operatives place it at 6cents. One is too high an 
the other is too low; 6.25 is a fair figure. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. My question is this: You stated 
that there were less strikes under free trade than under a protect- 
ive tariff. Do I understand you correctly to mean that the rea- 
son of that is that under the tariff the workmen have something 
to strike for and they strike, but under free trade the employers 
strike and shut their mills, and there is no work for the working- 
man? 

Mr. SIMPKINS of Massachusetts. That is exactly the point I 
made. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I object to 
leading the witness. [Laughter.] 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

fr. KNOX. Mr. Chairman, I was somewhat startled to hear 
that there is a soup house in full operation in the city of Boston. 
I am a resident of Massachusetts, living but 26 miles from the 
city of Boston, and I did not know that any soup house had been 







established there. But I wish to say to these gentlemen who are - 


making points upon the reduction of wages in the cotton in- 
dustry that there are no cotton mills in the city of Boston, and 
that there are no men, women, or children employed in the textile 
industry in the city of Boston. If there are any soup houses 
there, it is not on account of the failure of the cotton industry, 
or the low price of cotton, or the reduction of wages. Iam proud 
to say to the gentleman that in the great manufacturing district 
which I represent, in the city of Lowell, in the city of Lawrence, 
and the other small places that have their mills upon the little 
streams, there are no soup houses, and there are not, to my 
knowledge, men, women, or children who are being relieved by 
charity on account of the strike in the cotton mills. 
Talk about starvation wages! What do you mean by starvation 
wagesin New England? The reduction has only been 10 per cent. 
If a man or woman is making $9 a week in the mills of New Eng- 
land, and there is a reduction of 10 per cent, that means a reduc- 
tion of 90 cents, and that man or woman gets 90 cents per week 
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less wages. If a person is living upom $9 a week, is he going to 
starve at $8.10? This reduction, when taken in the aggregate, 
is small. It is 10 per cent upon the amount of wages which the 
operative is receiving. Anyreduction is too great. The wagesof 
laborers in cotton mills were too low before the reduction; but 
such reduction does not mean starvation. 

Let me tell you another thing, Mr. Chairman. The reduction 
in wages that has been made in Massachusetts in the cotton indus- 
try puts the scale of wages back where it was up to 1893 and 1895. 

What was done in 1895? After the passage of the Wilson bill 
in 1894, it was supposed that conditions would be settled. I think 
gentlemen upon both sides of the House will agree that wherever 
the conditions under a tariff are settled business is better. It 
was supposed that there would be an improvement in business. 
That was the argument that was made, and it was proclaimed in 
Massachusetts that there was to be an improvement in manufac- 
turing, and there was some improvement. George Fred Wil- 
liams, the Sancho Panza of Bryan, and the candidate for governor 
of Massachusetts, supported by the gentleman from Boston | Mr. 
FITZGERALD], went through the manufacturing districts of Mas- 
sachusetts and proclaimed that there was then a veritable boom 
in manufacturing in Massachusetts. Wages were raised in 1895, 
but the boom did not last, and the cut to-day has put wages back 
where they were in 1893 and previous to the increase in 1895. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. You have had the Dingley bill 
since; that is the reason. : 

Mr. KNOX. The Dingley bill You know, and every man 
knows, that the Dingley bill had no effect upon the low prices of 
cotton. There is no subsiantial difference in the rate. 

Mr. RipGELy, Mr. Simpkins of Massachusetts, and Mr. GREENE 
rose. 

Mr. KNOX. . I want to say a word to the gentleman from Ne- 
braska 

Mr. GREENE. I want to ask a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GREENE. Just for a question. 

Mr. KNOX. My time is very short. 

Mr. GREENE. It is only a question for information. 

Mr. KNOX. All right. 

Mr. GREENE. You say that after the McKinley bill went out 
of effect and the Wilson bill went into effect, that in 1895 they 
raised wages 10 per cent, but that since the Dingley bill has gone 
into effect they have reduced wages back to what they were under 
the McKinley bill. Is that true? 

Mr. KNOX. There has been no change whatever in the tariff 
on cotton. 

Mr. GREENE. Is that true? 

Mr. KNOX. And when you undertake to state—— 

Mr. GREENE. Is that true? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. That is not true. 

Mr. GREENE. That is what the gentleman said. 

Mr. KNOX. Oh, no; I said that in 1895 it was supposed there 
was to be an advance in manufacturing, and there was an advance 
in wages at that time. 

Mr. GREENE. That was under the Wilson bill. 

Mr. KNOX. But the boom in the cotton industry did not come, 
and the point I was making was not upon the tariff at all, but 
was that there were no starvation wages in New England or 
Massachusetts at the present time,either in the cotton industry 
or other industry. 

Mr. GREENE. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RIDGELY. I move to strike out the last three words. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE (to Mr. Knox). Do you want your 
time extended? 

Mr. KNOX. I should like to have it extended a minute. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I ask that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts have his time extended for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
RIDGELY] yield for that purpose? 

Mr. RIDGELY. Yes, if I may be recognized after the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Knox] have his time extended 
for five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KNOX. Now, I wanted to say another thing to the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska. 

Mr. GREENE. Will you answer my question, please? 

Mr. KNOX. I have answered that once, and I do not wish to 
answer it again. 

Mr. GREENE. You did not comprehend me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield, 

Mr. KNOX. There are many things the gentleman says which 
are very hard to comprehend. 

a GREENE. If you can not answer my question, why, do 
not. 





Mr. KNOX. _I wish to say, in regard to the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska, that I happened to be looking over the 
RECORD, and I saw many sympathetic words the gentleman ut- 
tered and the feeling that he exhibited for the poor miners in the 
district of the gentieman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], and the men 
who were suffering throughout the country; that he invited the 
people to go into Massachusetts, where the strikes were, and see 
the suffering condition of the people. Now,I wish toapply a balm 
to his stricken heart and to bid him be of good cheer and to dry 
his tears, because there is no suffering among the strikers at New 
Bedford at the present time. 

This strike, as I have said, is confined to New Bedford. The 
strike there is under the direction of some of the most powerful 
labor organizations that exist in New England. It is led by the 
Mule Spinners’ Union and the Weavers’ Union and by the various 
unions in theState. They are strong and powerful unions. They 
have existed for many years. It has been the custom of the mem- 
bers of these unions to pay in a certain amount weekly from their 
wages to prepare for strikes and for contests between themselves 
and manufacturers. 

These unions are not dependent upon charity for the support of 
their members. The labor unions of Massachusetts to-day, in New 
Bedford and Fall River, are capable of standing up and demand- 
ing their rights and enforcing them against the manufacturers, 
and God knows I hope they will get them. [Loud applause on 
the Republican side.] Now, let me read you a little, my friend, 
in order that you may be less apprehensive about the suffering 
that is existing among the strikers in New Bedford. 

In the Mule Spinners’ Union-— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. What paper do you read from? 

Mr. KNOX. From the Boston Herald, published in the city 
where the soup houses are, according to your story. [Laughter. } 

In the Mule Spinners’ Union the weekly pay from the union is $4a week, and 
25 cents extra for each child in the family. In the Weavers’ Union the pay 
ranges from $3 to $6, according to the premium paid weekly. Those who pay 
10 cents have $3 strike pay, those who pay 15 cents have $4.50, and those who 
pay 20 cents a week have $6a week. In the Loom Fixers’ Union the strike 
pay is$5a week. The cardroom help receives $ as strike pay. 

These labor organizations are supporting and paying fair living 
amounts each week to their members; and now I wish to say that 
the members who are on the strike in New Bedford to-day, many 
of them, are receiving more money idle than many of the oper- 
atives who are at work in the Southern cotton mills to-day. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RIDGELY. I yield to the other gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the gentleman 
from Massachusetts will be recognized in the time of the gentle- 
man from Kansas. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say, in 
answer to my colleague from Massachusetts who has just taken 
his seat, that while there are no soup houses, in the ordinary use 
of the expression, in Boston, there is great hardship, and Boston 
has seldom been less prosperous in recent years than it is at this 
moment. 

Complaints are made every day by the merchants of that city 
of the poor business conditions existing, and these complaints are 
increasing instead of diminishing. During the Presidential cam- 
paign of 1896 Republican orators went forth everywhere through- 
out the Commonwealth of Massachusetts asking the people of that 
State to elect Mr. McKinley, and promising that as soon as he was 
elected confidence would be restored and prosperity would come; 
but we have seen absolutely no evidence of prosperity in any part 
of Massachusetts; and I challenge any Republican member from 
that State to stand here upon the floor of this House and say that 
either in town or in village or in city there exists any prosperity 
or any increase in prosperity over that of the Cleveland Adminis- 
tration. Oe on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. KNOX. Will the gentleman allow me to answer him? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Certainly. But I have only a few mo- 
ments. 

Mr. KNOX. On last Monday in the Talbot mills at Billerica, 

just outside of Lowell, one of the largest woolen manufactories 
in Massachusetts, the pay was increased 10 a cent and the 
notice posted. [Applause on the Republican side. } 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, that statement may be 
true, and I believe it is true if stated on the floor by my colleague, 
but it is an exceptional case. [Laughter.] But I do submit that 
an occasional increase of 10 per cent in one small mill, affecting 
at the most a few hundred operatives, can not bring prosperity to 
a whole State. 

Mr. KNOX. There have been increases in every woolen mill 
in Massachusetts. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. There may have been an increase in cer- 
tain woolen mills in that State, Mr. Chairman. I am speaking of 
the general conditions. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 








1898. 





Mr. FITZGERALD. I should like about three minutes more. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
be allowed three minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman’s time be extended three minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Mississippi asks unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
be extended. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, Boston is the great mu- 
nicipality of New England. Cities like Lowell and Lawrence and 
Fall River, and all the other of the larger cities in the Common- 
wealth of Massachusetts, have many and large business relations 
with Boston. Boston is looked upon as the metropolitan city of 
the State. If there is lack of oe in any of those cities or a 
strike against a decrease of wages in those cities, it reflects itself 
in the business conditions of Poston. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman, will my friend permit me a 
question? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Certainly. 

Mr. McCAUL. I would like to ask if the increase of $30,000 
in a single month in the postal receipts at Boston post-office is 
any evidence of a general revival of business in that city? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No; they are writing for money 
and begging for money. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Idonot think that it is the best evidence 
that business improvement has come to that city, inasmuch as 
these increases have occurred periodically the past few years with- 
out any permanent betterment of business. 

Mr. ALLEN. They are writing there instead of coming now. 

Mr. PERKINS. The gentleman understands, I infer, that Mas- 
sachusetts and Kansas and Nebraska are in pretty hard lines. 
{Laughter. } 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Ido not speak for Kansas or Nebraska; 
I speak for Massachusetts. And I reiterate, and I challenge con- 
tradiction, that there never were so many men idle in Massachu- 
setts as there are to-day. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas, If the gentleman will allow me, I will 
say [laughter] to the gentleman from Iowa that so far as Kansas 
and Nebraska are concerned, we have ‘turned the rascals out” 
there, and so we have a moderate share of en and when we 
can get the rest of them out throughout the United States we will 
have more prosperity. [Laughter.] 

Mr. STEELE. Boston has ‘‘ turned the rascals ont.” 

Mr. FITZGERALD. In Boston the rascals stayed in accord- 
ing to the returns that went in on the 2ist day of December. 

ow, Mr. Chairman, my colleague from Massachusetts said a 
few moments ago that when the Wilson bill went into operation 
in 1895 the wages of the cotton operatives were increased 10 per 
cent, and that notwithstanding the reduction in New Bedford and 
Fall River and Lewiston and other manufacturing cities the rate 
of wages now is the same as the rate of wages that existed previ- 
ous to 1895. Now, [think my colleague is in error when he makes 
that statement. I do not think he wishes that remark to be 
spread broadcast throughout this country, that operatives in these 
cities are getting the same wages they obtained previous to the 
enactment of the Wilson bill. Ido not think the facts will bear 
the gentleman out in making that statement. 

There is hardship and privation and misery in the city of Boston 
and in every city in Massachusetts to-day, Mr. Chairman, and 
stagnation in business. I am able to say on the floor of this 
House, from conversation with business men, that there has been 
— no improvement in business. I do not care what 

gures may be given here regarding the failures, whether in 
amounts of money or in numbers, I know there is a feeling in 
Massachusetts at the present time that the Dingley bill has not 
met the expectations even of Republican business men. I think 
these gentlemen who represent constituencies in this House on 
the Republican side of the Chamber will find, when they go be- 
fore the people next November and attempt to argue with them 
that the Dingley bill has brought prosperity, that the Dingley 
bill has meee increase of wages—they will find wken the polls 
are closed and the votes are counted that the people will answer 
by intrusting their interests in the hands of the Democratic party 
for the succeeding two years. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. RIDGELY. Mr. Chairman, I take it that we are honestly 
tying to get at the truth of the conditions of the great laboring 
classes. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Oh, no. 

Mr. RIDGELY (continuing). That we are trying to get at the 
cause of the troubles that oppress the po If there is no sin- 
cerity in our talk, then it is worse than play, and I think we had 
better economize our time to a better purpose. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Very well, then, sit down. 
Mr. RIDGELY. There have been conflicting statements made 
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by the members of this House from New England as to the real 
conditions there. One Representative says that the reduction of 
wages there is so small that it is too trifling to consider, while 
another says that the laborers have decided to strike rather than 
to surrender to the reduction. 

Mr. GROSVENOR said the other day that there were only about 
15,000 laborers affected anyway. Now, I wish to read from the 
Manufacturers’ Journal, published at Philadelphia January 22, a 
weekly journal published by the Manufacturers’ Club. Now, 
mark the conditions and the number of laborers affected: 

The reduction in the wages of the cotton-mill operatives of New England, 
averaging in most cases about 10 per cent, promises to result in one of the 
most stubborn contests between mill owners and operatives in the history of 
the textile industry. The reduction affects the wages of about 125,000 opera- 
tives in 150 cotton mills. In nearly all the mills which have announced a cut 
the reduction was made on Monday last, January 17. 


Now, this is not all the troubles. We know that for many 
years we have had the same protective tariff applying to the cot- 
ton industries. It was the same under fhe Wilson bill as now 
under the Dingley bill. To this you all agree. You also agres 
that manufactories have been built up until the output is beyond 
the markets of the country. We find the mill owners are pur- 
posely bringing forth the conditions that produced these strikes. 
And for what purpose? I read again editorially from the same 
journal of same date: 

On Monday last the wages of the cotton operatives in the New England 
mills were reduced according to programme, and at New Bedford, Mass., and 
at some other places the men, also according to programme, quite promptly 
stopped work. One of the objects which was earlier held in view, namely, 


the reduction of output, will probably soon be attained as a result of the 
present movement. 


During the reading the hammer fell, and the following occurred: 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Iask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman be allowed to proceed for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gen- 
tleman be allowed to proceed for five minutes. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Chairman, I rise for a parliamentary in- 
quiry. What is the question before the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is on a motion to strike out the last two 
words of the paragraph. 

Mr. SHATTUC, I thought it was soup houses. 

Mr. RIDGELY. I trust gentlemen will pay attention to this 
extract, because it shows what is taking place under this pro- 
tective-tariff policy; and it is not limited to this cotton industry, 
but will apply to all the industries affected by tariff protection. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 
The Kansas delegation are making so much noise that we can 
not hear the gentleman from Kansas. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I call attention to the fact that the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] is making a considerable 
noise here, and I can not hear the gentleman who is speaking. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I was taking a nap, as I always do when 
Kansas speaks. [Applause. | 

Mr. RIDGELY. Never mind; we will put you to sleep politi- 
cally in 1900. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Not unless you prove that pros- 
perity has not returned. 

Mr. RIDGELY. The people will decide this. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I desire to ask the gentieman a 


question. You believe that prosperity has not returned, do you? 
Mr. RIDGELY. It is a disputed question on the floor of the 
House. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. And you believe, sofar as you are 
concerned, that it has not; that there is no greater prosperity 
under the Dingley bill than under the Wilson bill? 

Mr. RIDGELY. As farasthe cotton industry goes, there is not; 
nor do I believe prosperity exists in any of our great industries. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Are you glad or sorry that it is so? 

Mr. RIDGELY. Iam sorry that it is not better. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, declarations upon that side 
of the House that there is no prosperity do not help prosperity. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Can you not allow a man to 
laugh when he is down? 

Mr. RIDGELY. Isay that this is the programme of the mill 
owners themselves. Now, I want to make some comments on this 
extract which I have just read. 

By it we see as a result that under protection there are too 
many mills and too many goods; then by the deliberate plan of 
the mill owners, wages are cut to bring on a strike; the laborers 
strike, mills shut down, and this tariff policy is called by Repub- 
licans a howling success. 

So much for your cotton industries, when, after long years of 
protective tariff, you arm compelled to reduce your wages and 
bring on a strike, thus causing untold suffering and loss. Now, 
let us see whether your iron and other industries are really 
prosperous. I find here in the Topeka Journal of January 24, a 
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tepublican paper published in Topeka, the capital of my own 
State, this dispatch. I will read the dispatch: 
WAGES GO LOWER—EMPLOYEES OF A BIG STEEL PLANT NOTIFIED OF A 
SECOND REDUCTION. 
WHEELING, W. VA., January 2/, 1898. 

The employees of the Wheeling steel plant, in Benwood, about 500 in num- 

er, have been notified of a second reduction in wages within twelve months. 

The present reduction affects all employees of the company, including the 
laborers, and runsfrom 12 to 25 percent. The tonnage men will hold a meet- 
ing next Sunday and most of them now say they will not accept. The reduc- 
tion is to take effect on February 21. 

I now turn to the leather industry, which has been growing up 
under this system of protection. Let us see whether that indus- 
try is prospering, and whether the laborers are employed and get- 
ting better pay so they can stand this Dingley prosperity. And 
here comes the effect charged immediately to the Dingley bill. I 
read from the Pittsburg Tribune of the 24th instant: 

The employees in a great shoe factory at North Brookfield, Mass., have 
just been informed that after Saturday last their pay willbe cut down. The 
only reason assigned by the manufacturers is that they are losing meney and 
can not continue in business unless they reduce the wage account. The 
Dingiey tariff put a tax on hides, the raw material of the shoe factories, and 
the only way to meet this is to reduce wages. The duty was imposed against 
the earnest protests of shoe manufacturers, who insisted that it would 
seriously injure their business. 

Thus we find that ail these industries are trembling under the 
necessity of reducing wages, and hundreds of thousands of people 
are being foreed to take lower wages, and various industries are 
suffering, while hundreds of thousands, yes, millions, are held in 
forced idleness all over the nation. [Applause on the Democratic 
side: | 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

r. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, we have all of us been taught 
that ‘‘an honest man is the noblest work of God.” I think that 
everyone is impressed with that teaching whenever our oleaginous 
friend from Tennessee runs political amuck in this House. He 
has reiterated this morning a statement which he made afew days 
ago that everywhere throughout this country there is a con- 
tinual lowering scale of prices and that this fact indicates the 
entire absence of prosperity from any portion of this country. He 
made this statement with smiles and grimaces, as though it were 
a fact that filled his soul with joy. This morning he comes back 
with a reiteration of that general statement and with what he re- 
gards as proof. He calls attention, after indorsing his authority, 
to Dun & Co.’s weekly report; and he has read certain isolated, 
detached sentences in that report which he assumes sustains his 
theory. I want to call attention to that same report, which has 
his indorsement, and which he says sustains his assertion. I 
read: 

The first month of the new year has brought rather more increase in busi- 
ness, but less improvement in prices than was expected. 

And the gentleman goes on to insist that that establishes his 
proposition of lowering prices. There is no authority in that 
sentence for that untruthful statement. All that is said is that 
while there has been an increase in business, there has not been 
that advance or growth in prices that had been expected; the 
sanguine expectations of some men have not been realized. 
But nowhere is there the declaration that there is that general 
lowering of prices that the gentleman has been contending for. 

Again I read: 

With payments through clearing houses 7.3 per cent larger than in 1892, 
and probably the } est ever known in any month, with railroad earnings 
1i..2 per cent larger than the best of past years, the fact that prices. are very 
low only shows more clearly the increase in quantities of products sold. 

What does that mean? It means simply this, that the business 
of this country has been increased to a huge proportion never be- 
fore realized. What does this wonderful growth in transporta- 
tion mean? It means that the products of this country, gathered 
from their sources, have been distributed widespread all over the 
land, bringing the necessaries of life more abundantly within the 
reach of all the people and in a degree never before realized in all 
the wonderful history of our wonderful progress in commerce. 
| Applause. } 

But I read a little further: 

_ Nor is there any disposition to refuse orders even at present prices. In- 
deed, the competition of manufacturers seeking orders alone prevents a rise. 

Ts that an evidence of want of prosperity when even im these 
prices, low as they are, there is enough of remuneration to build 
up such competition, such activity of desire for sales, as to pre- 
vent the rise that otherwise would come? 

yvAgain I read: 

Most of them have all they can manage, many working night and day, and 
one great steel concern runningon Sunday; but the works not yet filled with 
orders are seeking contracts at as low prices as have ever been made, indi- 
cating that even these are not entirely unprofitabie. 

What does this mean—this working day and night, this work- 
ing on Sundays, this having two or three shifts of hands per 
day—all the mills at work? [t means there never has been such 
@ demand for labor heretofore. 


i amma . The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
expired. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I move that the gentleman be allowed time 
to conclude his remarks. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I want only five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to extending the time of 
the gentleman from Iowa five minutes? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HEPBURN. All of these things furnish more and more 
places to work. Our people are employed now as they were not a 
year ago. Could you find any such paragraph, any such declara- 
tion, in any of the commercial reviews a year ago? Was there in 
all this land a single manufactory a year ago working two shifts 
of hands, working night and day, working on the Sabbath day, in 
order to fill orders? And yet gentlemen say there is no prosperity. 
What is the test of prosperity? What is the best of all possible 
tests of prosperity? It is when all the people who want work are 
employed. {Applause on the Republican side.] It is when every 
man who seeks a day’s work can secure it and secure a day’s wages. 
Then is when we have prosperity;- then is when ity is uni- 
versal; then is when the country receives the highest benediction. 

But I read further from this report. 

Mr. HENDERSON. That is good reading. 
Republican side. 

Mr. HEPBURN (reading)— 

The settlement of wages on a 10 per cent advance April 1 for 200,000 coal 
miners of the central region, with other changes, will tend toward a larger 
demand for products of all kinds, though also toward some increase in cost 
of manufacture. 

No J aay What does that advance mean? Twenty thou- 
sand dollars a day to the coal miners of a single district. More 
than a half a million dollars each month, $6,000,000 a year, to this 
one class of employees in a single circumscribed district. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] And yet these gentlemen tell us 
there is no evidence of prosperity. And the gentleman from the 
State of Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] read this paragraph as 
proof sustaining the proposition that he urged three days ago and 
that he reiterates with so much confidence now. 

But I read further. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Keep right on, brother. 
light imto these fellows yet. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HEPBURN (reading) — 

Wheat has been conspicuous, rising 5 cents for the week, with 5} cents for 
Muy options. Western receipts have been 10,009,053 bushels in four weeks 
against 6,045,712 last year, but Atlantic exports have been 12,008,828 bushels 
in four weeks against 7,103,647 last year, and Pacific exports, without Tacoma, 
for the week. 4,015,583 bushels against 3,454,995.last year. So heavy an cut 
with wheat over $1 per bushel and with corn exports for the four wee 
equaling the extraor movement of last year discloses the strength of 
foreign demand even better than current accounts of disappointing ship- 


ments from Argentina and poor prospects in Russia. 
Cotton has risen a sixteenth. 


Gentlemen say there is no prosperity in the South. Whatdoes 
that mean? One-sixteenth of acent seems to be but little, but itis 
the advance of a single day. Extend that to the 9,000,000 bales of 
cotton raised annually in the South, and it means $2,800,000 of a 
rise in a single day on this great product. 

Mr. FOWLER of North Carolina. Will the gentleman permit 
a question? 

ir. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question concerning cotton? 

Mr. RIDGELY. I should like toask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. FOWLERof North Carolina. Is the gentleman from Iowa 
aware that cotton has been vacillating for the last thirty days— 
that it will go up maybe three or four points one day and fall back 
half a dozen — the next? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Oh, yes; we all know that. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Not now. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. When I get through. 

Mr. RIDGELY. I want you to explain about the iron, steel, 
and leather industries. 

Mr. HEPBURN (reading)— 

The cotton manufacture is in more difficulty than any other, not merel 
because prices do not much improve, nor as yet the demand for goods, thoug) 
both are helped by the closing of many mills, but largely because the manu- 


facturers and workers have considered too little the rapidly growing pro- 
duction at the South. 

The woolen manufacture is doing well, fine worsted goods having et 
at an advance of 20 per cent over last year, and the large mills are constantly 
buying wool, even at current high prices, which implies great confidence in 
the future, presumably based on larger orders than are ss reported. 
Such purchases of wool have been frequent. of late, even by mills su 
to be supplied far ahead, and one Providence mili ap to have n 
250,000 pounds worsted wool at Wheeling this week. es at three of the 
chief markets have been 8,080,100 and for four weeks 80,421,070, of 
which 21,367,720 were domestic, against 36,547,600 last year, of which 23,397,300 


were domestic. 
The iron manufactures gettin rorders for tinished products, which 
crowd many works almost beyond their capacity; although some others are 
g prices down. Pig iron is steady, excopt that 


[Applause on the 


You will get some 


still in the market and k 
Bessemer at Pittsburg is 10 cents lower, the output last year being officially 
reported as 9,652,680 tons and the consumption in this country, unsold stocks 
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considered, 9,625,383 tons, against 9,601,504 in the largest previous year, which _I do not know that I would go into a discussion of the condi- 
was 1895. tions in my own particular locality if so many others had not set 
Mr. FOWLER of North Carolina. Will the gentleman from | the example of talking about conditions in their districts. The 


Iowa allow me to ask him a question concerning cotton? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ishould prefer not to be interrupted. [Cries 
of **Order!” ‘* Order!” on the Republican side.] If I had the time, 
I should be glad to answer a question asked by any gentleman, 
such as my friend is. Lf the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
RicHARDSON] had been honestly in pursuit of information, if he 
had used all of the means that are within his power, in that same | 
column he would have found that very many of the mills of this | 
country had orders beyond their capacity to supply, that many of | 
them were hesitating about taking orders, that many of them | 
announced that they could not fill orders until later in the fall. | 

And yet the gentleman reads parts of this extract that I have | 
read, omits to read the other one that was within his reach, and | 
then uses that authority to bolster up the unwholesome statement 
that he made here the other day, that prices were falling. 

Well, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that gentlemen ought to | 
be more frank than that in their attempts to secure a political | 
advantage. In their hope to bring discredit upon a political party 
or upon the measure of a political party, they have no right to 
become the libelers and slanderers of their country or of any par- | 
ticular section of the country. [Applause on the Republican 
side. } 

Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. ALLEN Mr. Chairman, the suggestion made by the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Hzrsurn] who has just taken his seat | 
has ealled me to the floor. He says that an honest man is the | 
noblest work of God. I rise to give this House an opportunity | 
to behold the noblest work. [Laughter.] 


A Memper. Ecce homo. 


# 
Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Chairman, Iam a member of the snbcom- | "9 that crowd. 


mittee that prepared the bill under consideration, and as I helped 
to make it and have not intruded before in this discussion, I should 
like the privilege of having about fifteen minutes, part of which 
I want to put in on the bill. I ask the consent of the House now. 

Mr. GROUT. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman be 
allowed to address the House for fifteen minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that he be permitted to proceed for fifteen minutes. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 


| need not be inquiring about them. 


entleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins], the sage of Aurora, has 
just been telling us aboutthe prosperity in Aurora. I will inform 
him that I have recently been down to Tupelo [laughter], and 
also assure him that, unlike his town, when Tupelo is mentioned 
no one has to ask where itis. [Laughter.| I have consulted the 
great business and indusirial interests of Tupelo [laughter] and 
surrounding country, and I tell you that if prosperity is headed 
that way they have not found it out down there. Times are 
hard, money scarce, prices low, and business dull. 

Now, I am not of a pessimistic disposition. I do not want and 
would not, if it were true, conceal the existence of prosperity, be- 
cause there is no man who would be prouder than myself to state 
here on the fioor of the House that my country was prosperous, 
Our people are not starving; they have plenty toeat; but the prices 


| of their products are so low that money is very scarce, and though 


our people are working well and making large crops it is difficult 
for them to realize enough from them to get money to meet 
their actual requirements. I have talked abont it before and will 
not stop now to tell of the great depreciation of our great staple 
product—cotton. I have heard you gentlemen here talk about 
newspaper reports of prosperity, but 1 must confess that I have 
the first business man to talk to, either in Tupelo or Washington, 


| or anywhere else, who tells me that his business is much improved, 
| while most of them tell me it is distressingly bad and growing 


worse. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Who are your associates? 

Mr. ALLEN. They are a set you can not get into, and you 
{ Laughter. } 

I do not know of anybody who wants to get 
fLanghter. ] 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Chairman, I speak for my own country and 
my own section,and I must say that the prosperity that you have 
told us so much about reminds me of astory. It is not a new 
story. Ido not put it om you as a new one, or one you have not 
all heard, but I just give it to you on account of its applicability. 
It is the story of the old darky who caught the possum, dressed 


Mr. HAWLEY. 


; him well, and put him in the oven to bake, and surrounded him 
| with potatoes, and then lay down to sleep while he baked. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Is it the District of Columbia appropria- 


tion bill you are going to talk on? 

Mr. ALLEN. The District of Columbia appropriation bill and 
other cognate subjects. 

Mr. Chairman, as I said, I helped to make up this bill, and in 
mating it I have further demonstrated that I am the great and 
good friend of the Republican party. True, I had some slight 
assistance from other gentlemen on the committee [laughter], 
but we have brought in a bill here that carries $557 ,954.36 less than 
the same bill of last year. You see [ was not on thecommitiee last 
year. Now, we did this in order to help, as far as we could, by 
cutting down expenses, to restore the parity between the Dingley 
bill and the expenditures of the Government. [Laughter. ] 

So far as I am concerned, Mr. Chairman, I am tired of forcing 
Mr. DINGLEY up here on every appropriation bill to explain the 


country. Mr. Dine.ey is not a strong man physically, and I fear 
this thing is wearing on him. He makes an explanation every 
day. [Laughter.} He makes more sorts of explanations, more 
inconsistent and illogical explanations, than I ever heard, and it 
seems to me some of the most absurd explanations I ever listened 
to, but he does it with just as serious and solemn a cast of connte- 


nance as a Jew clothing merchant explains to me how he is able | 


tosell me clothing at a great deal less than it cost. [Laughter.] 
I think the country knows what the conditions are. I do not 
think it is necessary to be rubbing this thing in on Mr. DINGLEY 
every day. Iam up here to protest against it and to try to stop it. 
We are cutting down expenses. We are trying to make the gar- 
ment to fit the cloth. 

But, Mr. Chairman, as I have said, we are having a great many 


different sorts of explanations, and a great many gentlemen are | 


rising up here and bearing we to the fact that in some par- 
ticular locality prosperity is headed that way. Now, I want to 
tell you about my objection to your brand of prosperity. It is too 
spotted. [Laughter.} If it comes at all, it comes too much in 
patches—a sort of piebald affair. I thought when you were 
talking to us about the prosperity that this McKinley Administra- 
tion and this Dingley bill were going to bring to the country, that 
it would be an all-pervading, patriotic, nonsectional prosperity; 
that it was to be as broad as the beautiful speech made yesterday 
by Brother Dottiver, that we all enjoyed so much, in support of 
the bill to pay the claim of the Publishing House of the Southern 
Methodist Church. [Laughter.] 


About the time the possum was done another slick little darky 
slipped in and stole his possum, and ate it all up. Then he took 
the bones, put them down in front of the old man, greased his 
lips with possum grease, and put possum grease over his fingers. 


| When the old man woke up he looked and saw his possum gone. 


| He saw the bones lying in front of him. 


He saw possum grease 
on his fingers and he tasted possum grease on his lips, and he said, 
‘* Well, can it be possible dat I eat dat possum while I was asleep? 
It do look like I must have eat him, but, ‘fo’ God, dat possum had 
less effect on my constitution dan any possum I ever eat.” 
{Laughiter.}] You tell us about this prosperity, and you produce 
your figures here and make it look like prosperity; but, ‘fo’ God, 
this prosperity has had less effect on our constitutions than any 
prosperity we ever had before in our lives. [Laughter. | 

Mr. Chairman, the other day, when the chairman of the Ways 


| and Means Committee [Mr. DINGLEY] was troubled with the New 





England strike among the operatives in the cotton factories on 


: é . | account of the reduction in their wages and tried to account for 
reasons why the Dingley bill has not met the expectations of the | 


it on lines consistent with the Dingley bill, to hear him give as an 
excuse that these people down South were working too much 
flaughter], making too much cotton, and working too many hours 


a day to manufacture it! Yes, that the white people of the South 
were working too much! Why, you used to tell usif we would 
raise more corn and cotton and produce more manufactured goods 
and raise less hell, we would be a great deal better off. [Laugh- 
ter.] But now we have adopted your advice. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Is there any doubt about 
your being better off? 

Mr. ALLEN. We have adopted your advice, and you say now 
we are raising too much cotton and manufacturing too many cot- 
ton goods and that you will have to have a constitutional amend- 
ment to restrain the people of the South from overworking them- 
selves. In hisspeech the other day Mr. Dingley actually suggested 
that there should be a constitutional amendment to keep the South- 
ern people from working too many hoursinaday. My God. Mr. 
Chairman, who would have thought it would ever come to this? 
[Lanughter.| These indolent, lazy Southern people! As you were 
wont tocall them. Who would have thought that the time would 
come when you would need an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States to keep them from overworking themselves? 
{Laughter. } 

Why, Mr. Chairman, I will tell you our excuse for working so 
much. We do not do it just for our health, but we have to do it 
or starve, under your Dingley tariff bill and your Republican gold 
standard financial system. It is an absolute necessity. We have 
no surplus, with all the work we do. It takes it all to support 
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us and ourfamilies. I suppose you want us to work less, eat less, 
and wear fewer clothes. We have to work. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, bearing on this question of prosperity, and 
the particular location of the same, I will show you where you can 
see soie evidences of it, anda good many newspaper extracts have 
been read here to-day to show that there was prosperity in par- 
ticular localities—prosperity growing out of Republican methods. 
Let mereadone. I read from the Evening Star, of this city, a tele- 
gram from London as to the effect of President McKinley’s speech 
at the great banquet of the National Association of Manufac- 
turers at the Waldorf Hotel in New York the night before: 

FAVORABLE EFFECT ON STOCKS—PRESIDENT’S SPEECH AT NEW YORK 

PLEASES LONDON FINANCIERS. 
LONDON, January 28. 

The speech of President McKinley at the banquet of the National Associa- 
tion of Manufacturers in New York last night favorably affected business on 
the stock exchange to-day. 

Laughter. | 

There is another evidence of prosperity. But whereisit? When 
there used to be favorable comments on the Democratic tariff 
policy, you all thrust these London dispatches in our faces every 
day to show us that it was unpatriotic to earn favorable comment 
over there; but now, when your President has by his speech so 
favorably affected the London stock market, I do not hear any 
complaint from you about it. Affectedit why? Affected it how? 
He has declared his Administration and the Republican party in 
favor of a policy that makes every stock and every bond that calls 
for a dollar call for more of human labor and sweat and toil and 
sacrifice and human misery than ever before. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

Mr. Chairman, the President said in this New York banquet 
speech that there should be no scaling down of the money in 
which the obligations of this Government were to be paid, but 
that they should be paid in the highest and best money known to 
the civilized world, meaning that they should be paid in gold. 
This declaration is said to have created great applause at the 
Waldorf banquet. It was a fine thing to stimulate the stock and 
bond markets, both in New York and London. 

Mr. Chairman, would to God we could get one man in the White 
House and one in control of our Treasury Department who would 
consider not only the interest of the creditors of the nation and the 
creditor classes in the nation, but the interest of the plain people 
of this country who create the wealth and pay the taxes; one who 
would say, ‘‘ By the eternal, there shall be no more scaling up of 
the money the people have to pay!” [Loud applause on theDem- 
ocratic side. | 

Mr. Chairman, my friend from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] who pre- 
ceded me argued that, notwithstanding the low price of nearly all 
our commodities, so much business was being done at these low 
prices it made business good and times prosperous. He admitted 
that nearly everything was cheap. I put against his argument 
that there can be prosperity when everything is cheap a declara- 
tion I heard made on this Teor by the present head of your party, 
the President of the United States. In a speech on the 7th day of 
May, 1890, to be found on page 4255 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
first session Fifty-first Congress, there are these words as they fell 
from his lips: 

When merchandise is the cheapest men are the poorest, and the most dis- 
tressing experiences in the history of our country—aye, in all human history— 

ve been when everything was the lowest and cheapest, measured by gold, 
for everything was the highest and the dearest, measured by labor. 

Now, gentlemen, I put it to you: If the logic of your leader was 
good, then can you have prosperity under present conditions; for 
you know that almost everything except wheat—and it does seem 
that God Almighty out of His infinite mercy to the Republican 
party had chastised the rest of the world just to give you one 
oe on which to hang your claim of higher prices, and that is 
wheat. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I say if Mr. McKinley when he made that 
speech told the truth about the conditions of labor when com- 
modities were cheapest, I put his statement then against the state- 
ments you all make now about prosperity. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ALLEN. Justone word,Mr.Chairman, andI close. Now, 
I want to say in conclusion that peaceable man as I am, I am go- 
ing to offer the Republican party wager of battle on this question 
of prosperity. Let us go before the American people this fall and 
let this be the issue: Let every man who feels the effects of genu- 
ine prosperity on his constitution—every one who thinks he is 

*receiving the prosperity promised him by the Republican Admin- 
istration—vote for the Republicans, and let all who have not pros- 
pered as they should, by reasonable effort; all to whom the Republi- 
can promises have been a disappointment, vote the Democratic 
ticket, and we will wipe you off the earth. There will not be seed 
corn left of you. [Loud applause on the Democratic side. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, I am glad to say that the 
city of Cincinnati is one of the ‘*‘ patches,” one of the ‘‘ spots” re- 
ferred to in the remarks of the gentleman who has just taken his 
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seat, where prosperity has struck. A week ago last Monday the 
clearngs of the banks of that city reached the highest point since 
the year 1893. It would be useless for me to enumerate all the 
mills that have started up, all the industries that have improved 
in that city. It would take a CONGRESSIONAL RECORD to contain 
them. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I did not rise to speak of the prosperity of 
Cincinnati alone, but rather to supplement the remarks of the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] by reading the report of 
Bradstreet’s Commercial Agency for the last week. I shall not 
attempt tointerlineateany speech. Itspeaks for itself better than 
anything I can say: 

Favorable conditions in the trade situation continue to far outweigh thoso 
of an opposite character. Stormy weather throughout a large section of the 
country this week has checked the movement of merchandise into consump- 
tion, but a perceptible increasein the demand for seasonable goods is reported 
as already resulting. The last week of the month closes with increased 
activity in many lines, a number of price advances, heavily increased bank- 
ing clearings, as compared with Peru ago, at nearly all cities, another con- 
siderable drop in the number of failures reported, large exports of cereals, 

ek wheat, corn, and flour, and perceptible confidence in nearly all 
ranches of trade as regards the outlook for spring business. 

Another favorable feature of the week is the slight but distinct improve- 
ment in the cotton-goods situation, in which speculative agtvay is awaken- 
ing. Print cloths are higher, and some makes of gray and medium-weight 
cottons are more firmly held. Pig iron is reflecting the effect of the present 
unprecedented production, and a further weakening in prices is recorded at 
Eastern points. At the West, however, consumption of pig and of the fin- 
ished products of iron and steel is reported increasing, so as to hold prices 
firm. Large sales of bar steel and rails are repo at Chicago and St. 
Louis, with mills refusing to take orders for delivery earlier than late sum- 


mer. 

Bootsand shoes hold the late advance, and manufacturers of heavy weights 
will not take orders for fall delivery at present prices. Wool is strong on 
large sales and firm prices abroad. ices of most staple products are higher 
on the week; noticeable instances are those of wheat, which is past the dollar 
mark again at many Western markets. Theactive demand for the Klondike 
trade is reflected in canned s, stocks of which are reported very low, 
with prices holding the late advance. 


COLLECTIONS REPORTED FAIR. 


Collections are generally reported fair, those indicating backwardness 
coming most generally from the South. 

Cereal exports are again heavy, total shipments of wheat, including flour, 
for the week amounting to 5,110,624 bushe ainst 3.926,000 bushels last 
week, 2,515,000 in this week a year ago, 2,550,000 bushels in 1898, and 2,083,000 
bushels in 1894. Corn exports have also heavily increased from last week, 
amounting to 4,962,000 bushels, against 3,486,000 bushels last week, 3,011,000 
bushels last year, 3,197,000 bushels in 1896, and 942,000 bushels in 1895. 

Business failures for the week are the smallest reported in the fourth week 
of January for five years tt, oe reg Be 288, against 309 last week, 326 
in the corresponding week of last year, in 1896, 312 in 1895, and 340 in 1894. 
Of the failures reported, 251, or 87 per cent, were of concerns having $5,000 


comma or less, and 95 per cent in were of concerns having less than $20,000 
capital. 


usiness failures in Canada this week number 48, against 46 last week, 56 
in this week a year ago, and 63 in the corresponding week of 1896. 


During the reading of the above the time of Mr. BRoMWELL 


“—* 
. BROMWELL. Iask unanimous consent to print the re- 
mainder of the report. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to prolong 
this debate except for a few moments. The gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HEPBURN] seems to take issue with the argument which I 
made the other day and which I mere in part to-day, and he 
indulges in a criticism of me personally because I did not see fit to 
read all of the article which was offered here. I did not see fit to 
read it all. It was not ee 8 for me to do so in the line of 
argument I was making. e has read it all. He hasnot by read- 
ing it established anything contrary to the contention I was mak- 
ing; and yet the gentleman sees fit to impute improper motives to 
me; charges me directly with woes res of the article. 
Now, I shall not go out of my way, Mr. Chairman, to make any 
unfair insinuations against the course of that gentleman. If he 
sees fit to indulge in an argument of that kind, he can do so, but 
it is unworthy of us upon this floor. 

The question raised here is this: Have prices risen under the 
Dingley bill? The gentleman talks about people libeling and 
slandering the country—words that have no place on this floor. 

Mr. BROMWELL rose. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No, sir; I can not — We have only 
stated the truth, and it is the truth, and that is what hurts the 
gentleman. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I did not read 
all the article. ere was one sentence that I might have read 
with propriety to prove the contention I was making, and that is 
that prices are lower than they ever were before in the history of 
the commodities of the world. The gentleman read this sentence 
that I might have read. He said the mills are crowded with 
orders. This report says that most of them have all they can 
manage—many working night and day, and one great steel con- 


cern is working on Sunday and working night and day—and are 
working at prices as low as have ever been made. Thecontention 
I make is that they were as low as they were ever known to be. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Was not the tariff under the Wilson bill 
$4 a ton on iron and under the Dingley bill $4 a ton? 



























































Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is the same under both? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then how does the Dingley bill bring 
prosperity? , 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The very article that I have read shows 
that the tariff changes were met with reduced prices; and the 
contention I am making is just that, and yet the Massachusetts 

entleman imputes unfair motivestome. The contention I make 

is that there is no increase in prices and that permanent pros- 
rity has not arrived. More failures were known last week than 
in any corresponding week the year before. Do you deny it? 

Several MEMBERS (on the Republican side). Yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then you deny the report made by R. G. 
Dun & Co. Here are the figures: ‘‘ Failures for the last week, 
$42 in the United States, against 331 for the corresponding week of 
last year.” 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman object to reading the 
article above that in the same column? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No; you have read the article. That 
does not reflect upon the number of failures in the United States. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Bradstreet gives the number as 288, against 
309 for the corresponding week of last year. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Failures for the last week 342, says R.G. 
Dun & Co., and 331 in the corresponding week of last year. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But I am stating that Bradstreet says—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have quoted the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR] as saying that R. G. Dun & Co. are standard 
authorities on this subject. 

But, Mr. Chairman, if we can not believe this great commercial 
agency of R. G. Dun & Co., who arewe to believe? I have quoted 
newspapers in respect to prosperity in New England. The gen- 
tlemen hem Boston on both sides of the House have admitted that 
they have soup houses in that great metropolis to-day. I have an 
article here that shows that in the city of New Bedford, Mass.., 
they are maintaining soup houses for poor people out of employ- 
ment. They say the country is prosperous. I ask to have it 
printed inmy remarks. Butthatisnotall. Thereare other lines 
of industry in New England that are not prosperous. I find it is 
not confined to the cotton industries; not confined to the steel 
industries. I hold in my hand a newspaper clipping from another 
portion of New England where there is not prosperity. It reads 
as follows: 

READY FOR A REDUCTION—A NEW ENGLAND PASTOR SO INFORMS HIS 

CONGREGATION. 
MANCHESTER, N. H., January 20, 1898. 

Rev. W. M. Morrison, pastor of the First Universalist Church. at the an- 
nual meeting of the society last evening informed the members that he was 
ready to have his salary reduced from $2,000 to $1,500 for the coming year on 
account of the prevailing hard times, and in accordance with the recent cut 
down of 10 per cent in the mills. His offer was gratefully accepted. 

ere the hammer a 
r. RICHARDSON. I ask five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that his time be extended five minutes. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. SULLOWAY rose. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I decline to yield. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I want to say—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I decline to yield. I have a clipping 
from another paper. I concede that the newspapers of this coun- 
try in favor of protection and the gold standard have system- 
atically endeavored since the election of Mr. McKinley, and 
since the passage of the Dingley bill, to show that there has been 
an improvement in business in this country, and I want to show 
you how the text of this article compares with the headlines which 
this editor uses. A great many people read only the headlines. 
Here are the headlines: “‘Signs of prosperity,” in great big letters. 
Then in letters of nearly the same size, ‘‘Several new enterprises 
started in this town.” What is the evidence? The first line is, 
*‘A new pawn shop has been established.” [Laughter.] Whatis 
the other, and the only other one referred to? ‘‘ The Confederate 
veterans have organized an artillery camp.” ([Laughter.} And 
yet with these two subjects they have a flaming headline, ‘‘ Signs 
of prosperity in the country.” [Laughter. ] 

SIGNS OF PROSPERITY—SEVERAL NEW ENTERPRISES STARTED IN ATHENS— 
A NEW PAWN SHOP—THE CONFEDERATE VETERANS ORGANIZE THE TROUP 
ARTILLERY CAMP. 

The following is the extract alluded to in the beginning of my 
remarks: 

STRIKERS APPEAL FOR HELP—SITUATION IN NEW ENGLAND DISTRICT MAY 

REACH A CRITICAL STAGE. 
Boston, January 21, 1898. 


While on the surface the strike situation in the cotton industry ina num- 
ber of the manufacturing centers shows little change to-night, there is ap- 
parently an undercurrent of unrest, which denotes that the strain on the 
employees’ side, at least, is beginning to be surely felt. It is conceded that 
the end of the strike is a long way off. 

The joint committee on be of the strikers at New Bedford issued an 
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appeal to-night for financial assistance, and at Biddeford arrangements are 
being made for the issuance of soup tothe nonunion help out of work. The 
New Bedford committee, in its appeal, points out the fact that the mills con- 
cerned in the strike paid an average dividend last year of 7.6 per cent, two of 
them paying nothing, and twol0 and 16 percent. The two which paid no 
dividends made extensive improvements to the plants. 

The strike at Fall River appears also to be advancing toward a critical 
stage, and the minor strikes which have occurred there lead to the belief that 
the labor leaders may not be able to hold back the operatives in that city, 
and that a break may occur there at any time, which will not only affect the 
30,000 in that city, but every mill city in New England. The strike among 
the spoolers at the Narragansett mill in Fall River to day shows the growing 
sentiment in that city. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, gentlemen on the other side claim that all 
this prosperity is due to the Dingley bill. One gentleman on that 
side said the other day that ‘‘the revenues from customs will soon 
equal all the expenses of the Government.” He was not taking 
into calculation the revenues from internal receipts, but the rev- 
enues from customs, which he said would soon equal all the ex- 
penses of the Government. On the 24th of this month—the very 
day, if I am not mistaken, on which the gentleman made his state- 
ment—the Secretary of the Treasury makes report that the receipts 
from customs amounted to $416,976 and that the expenditures on 
that day were $1,505,000. In other words, the expenditures on 
that day were more than three times as much as the receipts from 
customs. 

What about the month of January? Upto the 24th the receipts 
from customs amounted to $11,106,427, the expenditures to $30,- 
231,000—nearly three times as much during the first twenty-four 
days of the month as the receipts from customs. 

What have been the receipts from customs for the fiscal year 
beginning on the ist of last July? Receipts from customs, $73,- 
931,448; expenditures, $238,435,211—more than three times as great 
as the receipts for customs. Why, sir, the one item alone of ex- 
penditures for pensions exceeded on the 24th of January the receipts 
from customs on that day. The receipts were $416,976, while the 
expenditures for pensions was $500,000. 

Mr. GROUT. Does not the gentleman know that that was for 
the last three months. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iam speaking of one day. And for the 
month of January, or rather for twenty-four days of the month, 
the receipts for customs were $11,106,427, while the payments for 
pensions for those twenty-four days amounted to $11,388,000— 
more than $200,000 in excess of the receipts from customs. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Tennessee 
has expired. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iaskto print with my remarks this state- 
ment, so that it may not be misunderstood. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman will have 
leave to print a statement with his remarks, 

There was no objection. 


The Secretary of the Treasury reported, January 24, 1898, the following: 
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The expenditures for pensions to January 24 have been $87,821,319, so that 
the revenue from customs lacks $13,889,891 of even paying them. The Secre- 
tary particularizes: 
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Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I regret it is 
the custom of the gentleman from Tennessee to appear on this 
floor with statements of the kind which he has just made and 
when presenting them to refuse to be corrected or interrupted, 
lest by some accident or design of this side some little truth should 

trickle into what he is saying and be sent to his constituents. To 
think of a constituency that depends mostly if not wholly for its 
political and economic information upon reading the speeches of 
the gentleman from Tennessee! He is exceedingly careful that 
these statements shall not be corrected. He cares nothing about 
how they appear on the floor of the House—how little confidence 
is put in them, or what they accomplish in the way of elucidating 
truth. 

Is there such a thing as truth, and is there any honor in seeking 
it? Is there any dishonor in seeking the contrary of the truth 
and spreading error over this country for the truth? 

Is there any man who does not know that for all products the 
trend of prices as civilization advances is downward and the 
wages of men upward? Is there anyone that does not know there 
can be no advancement of civilization except upon those two lines, 
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viz, lower prices and higher wages? And when the gentleman 
says that the advocates of a protective tariff talk about raising 
prices except relatively and when they are depreciated by abnor- 
mal conditions, he is stating that which he can not prove out of 
any speech ever made by an intelligent advocate of protection. 
[ App.ause on the Republican side.] What we claim is that a pro- 
tective tariff gives us this market and that the increase in the unit 
of products in a factory makes the fixed charges so small to each 
tnit that prices can materially depreciate and wages rise. 

Furthermore, the gentleman knows full well that the price of 
stocks and bonds is the barometer that shows prosperity, confi- 
dence, stability in the Government, success in business, and their 
lower price the reverse; but he quotes a statement of higher 
prices of stocks and bonds on this floor as proving that we are not 
in an era of prosperity, because, forsooth, stocks and bonds rise, 
What does that mean? It means a depreciation in the income 
on their cost to those buying and holding them; that the income 
upon them is less on their price than it was before; that is to say, 
that the average masses of the people, the plain people, are getting 
their service from all railroads, canals, street railways, and every- 
thing of that kind they represent at a lower price; that the income 
on bonds and stocks at their price is a less per cent. 

Then, again, one gentleman, the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. ALLEN], speaks of our complaint thatthe people down South 
are working too much. Who ever proclaimed such a thing? 
Who ever made any complaint that the people as a general propo- 
sition are working too much South or North? All we say is, that 
New England will have hard lines comparatively while the South 
is working up to the wage level and other conditions of New 
England. Massachusetts worked her women, children, and young 
people too long until the conditions were reformed by laws passed 
to prevent young lives being shortened in this way. Very soon 
you at the South will come to the adoption of similar laws. 

We make no objection in regard to wages. Those will soon 
regulate themselves; and New England can not—I say it on this 
floor, as I have said it in the home of our people—New England 
can not increase the wages of labor from now on during the next 
decade until the Sonth—— 

ere the hammer fell.] 
fir. PITNEY. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts have five minutes more. 

Mr. COX. I hope unanimous consent will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. As I was saying, we can not 
have an increase of wagesin New Engiand until the South has ad- 
vanced wages and shortened the hours of labor to the New England 
standard. Then weshall all advance our wages, North and South 
together; all our products will grow cheaper in price together; 
and the laboring man will improve his condition, and both end 
in lower prices and higher wages. 

It is notorious that cotton and wheat are produced in this coun- 
try in excess of the demand. There is an overproduction. I was 
told by one of the largest producers of wheat in Kentucky year 
before last that he could make more money with modern appli- 
ances in raising wheat at 60 cents a bushel to-day than he could 
for a dollar a bushel before 1860 with the appliances then used. 

No one claims that the tariff is wholly responsible for the rise 
of the price of wheat; but I want to call the attention of the hon- 
orable gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RIcHARDSON] to published 
statistics, showing that the consumption of wheat and corn and 
all other things per capita in this country was from one-quarter 
to one-third less under the Wilson bill than under the McKinley 
bill. Why? Because wages were less. Our market is in wages. 
The people were out of employment by thousands and hundreds 
of thousands, and therefore the average consumption of products 
went down. 

The increase in the consumption of products to-day in this 
country will increase somewhat the price of wheat and corn and 
oats and of all products of that kind, but not very materially, 
they are now produced with so little labor. We do not claim 
anythingof thatkind. Weadmit, and havealways admitted, that 
the short crop in Europe was largely responsible, was the largest 
element at any rate, in the increase in the price of wheat in this 
country. 

Until the cotton is less in volume in proportion to its consump- 
tion, the price of cotton can. not materially advance, and every 
gentieman on that side knows it; and he knows, furthermore, that 
the coming in of Texas to compete with the rest of the Sonth, 
with their older lands, in producing cotton, has had more to do 
with the depreciation in the price of cotton than all other things 
combined. 

Just a word about strikes. Why, gentlemen, do you not know 
that a man working fourteen hours a day and working for 50 
cents a day never was known to strike. Do you not know, gentle- 
men, that the men who strike are the ones who are receiving the 
highest wages, those that are the most independent and prosper- 
ous, those that are the most ambitious to get on? 
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Mr. MAHON. For instance, the Homestead strike. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Yes; the Homestead strike, 
Look at their immense funds that they have when they strike. 
Look at their education and high character. Look at the months 
upon months and months that they are on strikes. How does that 
come? Because their wages are very high, and rightfully, be- 
cause their conditions are at a high level, because they are inde- 
pendent and courageous and have the funds and are im the con- 
dition which warrants the strike. The very fact of the striking 
in New England is evidence that the wage earners are in good 
condition and that wages are high. You find there are but few 
strikes where wages are comparatively low and where they live 
in poor conditions. 

Soup houses may be maintained somewhat in cases of strikes 
for the benefit of the improvident and those that are notin trades 
unions. The honorable gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Frrz- 
GERALD] tells us he can stand on this floor and say that Boston is 
suffering from present tariff conditions. Certainly hecan. He 
can stand on this floor and make anything come out of his mouth 
that hechoosestosay. But the idea that Boston is not prosperous! 

All I have to say in reply to him is that his statement has no 
justification in fact, and he does not commend himself to intelli- 
gent men on this floor nor truly represent Massachntsetts by such 
declarations. He ought to remember “It is an ill bird that fouls 
its own nest.” [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Not at all, for he is so un- 
fair and so far from the truth that I will not recognize him in de- 
bate for a question nor as a representative of Massachusetts. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I have only this to say—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas has tho 
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the United States by reason of the Dingley tariff law, or by reason 
of the election of McKinley to the Presidency of the United States, 
or from any other cause, it ought to be a general prosperity and 
one which reaches out and affects every business enterprise in the 
country. 

I represent an agricultural section. My people are dependent 
entirely upon agriculture. I heard the gentleman from Oregon 
speak here in support of the position of the Republican party in 
its claim to having produced prosperity in the country, with ref- 
erence to the condition which prevails in his own country. Ionly 
desire to testify, with reference to that section which I have the 
honor to represent in an humble way, that there is not general 
prosperity there. Agriculture is, of all pursuits, it seems to me, 
the one which is most American, and America, above all other 
countries, is essentially an agricultural country. iculture is 
her greatest resource. She has more people engaged in agricul- 
ture than in any other pursuit. And if she is to continue to grow 
greater, it must be by agriculture, because all other business en- 
terprises in the country are dependent upon the fields and the 
farms of the country. Not only so, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. DINSMORE. The gentleman can take time in his own 
right, and I would rather not yield, if he will excuse me. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Justa single question, and I want the gen- 
tleman to answer it fairly. 

Mr. DINSMORE. There is an imputation in the language of 
the request which must force me to decline to yield, I will not 
yield the floor. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Will the gentieman yield to me? 

Mr. DINSMORE. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Is it not an admitted fact that 
expenditures have not increased since the Dingley bill went into 
force, and that receipts of customs have increased? 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Chairman, with all deference to my 
friend, I must say that in the short time I have to speak I shail 
not be permitted to enter into that field, and Ido not wish to 
answer his question, since it would divert me from. my purpose 
in taking the floor. 

The purpose for which I rose was to call attention to the fact 
that agriculture is not only languishing in the South and in the 
West, but thatit is languishing everywhere. It being the greatest 
of all our resources, it is the one. which ought to flourish, and 
would flourish if there were general prosperity. I now read an 
extract, published during this month, from a paper known to the 
House, the Washington Post. It is as follows: 

TO RECLAIM ABANDONED FARMS—GOTHAM ENTERPRISE TO POPULATB 
DESERTED NEW ENGLAND HOMES. 
New York, January ?, 1898. 


New England's abandoned farms are to be reclaimed, restocked, and reop- 
erated on a plan that is primarily philanthropic and seco: ly commer- 


fi 


cial. A corporation has been formed, with the secretary of the New York 
buildings in 


Wool Exchange at its head, to purchase arable land and farm 
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the States of Massachusetts, Connecticut, New Hampshire, and Vermont, and 
to resell both on such terms as to attract purchasers in large cities, and so 
relieve the congested centers of population. 

The plan is indorsed by John Wanamaker, Mrs. Ballington Booth, Nathan- 
jel S. Roseman, manager of the Hebrew Charity Fund, and William R. Ses- 
sions, secre’ of the Massachusetts State board of agriculture. Officers 
will be ——— ed here to-morrow. 

It is estimated that more than 200,000 acres of rich, fallow land, under cul- 
tivation twenty years ago, lie idle to-day in the New England States, and it 
is the intention of those who have associated themselves together for the 

urpose tosecure by option and by outright purchase all or nearly all of 
Fis vast territory and to populate it with material drawn from the crowded 
cities. : es) j 

The president of the company is A. Willis Lightbourn, secretary of the 
New York Wool Exchange. George M. Atkins is treasurer and Charles 
Roblee general manager. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, if that can be taken as true, it shows that 
agriculture is no more prosperous in New England than it is in 
the South and Southwest. If it be true that they are organizing 
philanthropic societies for the purpose of redeeming more than 
200,000 acres of ‘rich and fertile” lands now abandoned in New 
England, and at the same time for the further purpose of getting 
rid of the people who are congesting the commercial and the 
metropolitan centers, it demonstrates the truth of the statement 
that there is neither profit in agriculture nor general prosperity 
in the cities which need to be relieved of an incumbrance in the 
form of idle, unemployed people who cause the congestion com- 
plained of. 

In the first place, it shows that agriculture is not prosperous; 
that these rich, fertile lands of New England do not attract peo- 

le who are seeking an opportunity to make a living in the world 
by the application of industry and energy; that the fields have 
been abandoned because they are not fruitful of a living for the 
people; and in the second place, it shows that there is a conges- 
tion of population about the cities, of i who are out of em- 
ployment, who are upon the hands of charity in those cities; that 
they need relief from some source. So societies are organized to 

and attract them from the cities to the farms of the country. 
. Chairman, I would the Republican party could give us 
prosperity. I would that our agricultural people could get it 
from some source. And I declare to you that we are not so nar- 
row as to be unwilling to receive it from any source, but we have 
not obtained it from the Dingley tariff law. If we had, we would 
not witness the frantic efforts that are seen here every day to 
rove it. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. TERRY. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague have 
five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unani- 
mous consent that his colleague may proceed for five minutes. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I object. 

Mr. COX. You will regret that before you get done with it. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I withdraw the objection, and wish to ask 
the gentleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is withdrawn. Is there further 
objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I have left myplace, Mr, Chairman. Ihave 
yielded the floor. 

Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Chairman, if there is anything worse than 
a genuine calamity it is agenuine calamity howler. [Laughter. | 

I think of the extent to which this debate has run and the 
source and origin of it about two hours ago, I am furnished with 
the first adequate response that I ever have seen to the inquiry pro- 
pounded by the Emporia Gazette in the campaign of 1896, ‘‘ What’s 
the matter with Kansas?” [Laughter.] 

A Memper. She is all right. 

Mr. PITNEY. Lam glad to know that she is “all right.” But 
it would seem now that, not content with paying off $50,000,000 
of private indebtedness within one year, the Representatives of 
that State, finding no adequate cause of complaint within their 
own borders, are reaching out and ee fictitious state- 
ments of calamities elsewhere in order to slander the present con- 
dition of the American people. Every gentleman can speak of 
his own district and his own section. I desire to speak of mine. 
Mr. Chairman, my district is an agricultural district, and I want 
to say to those gentlemen who, representing agricultural dis- 
tricts, claim that the people of such districts have less encourage- 
ment and less prosperity than the rest of the community, that so 
far as my district is concerned that also isa slander. In my dis- 
trict, dependent largely upon agricultural pursuits, with no very 

manufactures, such as exist in Massachusetts, but with 
iversified industries, there has, by the confession of every man of 
truth and sobriety in the district, been a general increase of pros- 
perity, dating from the month of November, 1896, and continuing 
until the present day. There are more men employed; they are 
receiving better wages; there are more goods manufactured and 
more goods sold than there were in that year. There is more 
money in the savings banks. There are fewer men out of em- 
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ployment, and every sign shows an increase of prosperity. Ido 
not ask you to take my word for it. 

I do not attempt to quote figures, for you are tired of them. I 
can cite the evidence of every Democratic newspaper in the Fourth 
Congressional district, from which Icould bring citations to show, 
by news items, by advertisements, and even by editorial admis- 
sions, the substantial access of prosperity. 

I can cite a better authority, perhaps, than a Democratic news- 
paper. The gentleman from Kansas {| Mr. Simpson], the gentle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. DinsmMorr], the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi {[Mr. ALLEN], and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
RICHARDSON] complain and say that the South and the West are 
not partaking of prosperity. Mr. Chairman, in the town of 
Washington, in my Congressional district, there is a large organ 
factory. The proprietors of that factory are the avowed Demo- 
cratic leaders—the avowed Bryanite leaders—of the Fourth Con- 
gressional district of New Jersey. 

One of them represented the district in the Fifty-third Con- 
gress—was my predecessor. A Democratic newspaper in Wash- 
ington, which is the especial representative of those organ makers, 
is teeming week after week with the statement that the organ 
factory is running overtime and that the sales of organs are in- 
creasing all over the length and breadth of the land. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, cabinet organs such as are made in that 
factory are articles of luxury for the poor man. It is claimed, 
and there is no dispute, that they are sold in every State of the 
Union, in Arkansas, in Mississippi, in Kansas, in Nebreska, in 
New Hampshire, in Massachusetts, but especially throughout 
the West and the South. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Willthe gentleman permitme? Did 


| I understand you to say these were Bryan organs? 


Mr. PITNEY. The gentleman will understand what I say be- 
fore 1 finish. [Renewed laughter.] I say that these cabinet 
organs are articles of luxury for the poor man, and there is not one 
of those sales in one of the States in which it is made that does 
not bring testimony that a humb!e home is better able to enjoy 
the luxuries of life; that poor men and their families are able and 
willing to give a song of praise and thanksgiving for the blessings 
that God has given them,in spite of the teachings of the organ 
maker and in spite of the false clamor of the professional calam- 
ity howler. [Applanuse. ] 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. That is where the Bryan organs 
go—into families. 

Mr. LANDIS. Being wind instruments, f should suggest that 
they were Bryan organs. [Great laughter. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentieman from New Jer- 
sey has expired. 

r. TODD. Mr. Chairman, gentlemen on the Republican side 
continue to recite the fiction that the advance in wheat has been 
caused by the return of a Republican Administration and the 
enactment of the Dingley bill. No purer fiction, worse perver- 
sion of fact, or confession of ignorance could be possible. 

There is notasingle person who can read a newspaper who does 
not know that the advance in wheat is due chiefly to failure of the 
crop in the Old World, whose people are obliged to buy millions of 
bushels of our wheat to prevent absolute starvation. 

But there is another influence which has also been a great factor 
in advancing the price. I refer to the combination of men who 
have cornered the market in Chicago, and, by ways that are dark, 
have profited millions of dollars at the expense of mankind. 

The following dispatch from Chicago appears in this morning's 
papers: 

WHEAT AT $1.10—LEITER MAKES $400,000—FORTUNE MADE IN A SINGLE DAY 
ON THE BIG RISE. 
i CHICAGO, January 29, 1898. 

It is estimated that Joseph Leiter has 8,000,000 bushels. The advai 4 
cents to-day would be an increase of $400,000 in the 
Armour's deal with Leiter is closed, and he does not lose anything 

George B. French, the combination’s manager, said to-day: 

“According to the most reliable estimates obtainable, we think there is 
not more than 15,000,000 bushels of wheat unaccounted for. Scattered over 
different parts of the country we have holdings of at least that amount. so 
we can safely claim to have possession of all the surplus.” 





Is it any wonder that Leiter and hisclass of men, who can make 
$400,000 from the people in a single day, can invite the President of 
the United States to a banquet where the plates were $100 apiece and 
coerce him into utterances not in the spirit of the platform on 
which he was elected—utterances which, thank God, the Senate 
of the United States repudiated yesterday in no uncertaiu sound, 
and in a manner which will give happiness, cheer, and courage to 
every citizen in this great country? 

The President, in that New York speech, forgets his previous 
convictions and announces his policy as dictated by the corpora- 
tions and stock gamblers, at whose bidding he attended the feast. 

But how did Leiter and his brother gamblers secure their ad- 
vance in wheat? They took some railroad directors into their 


combine and secured the promise of a reduced rate of freight, of © 
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which the public had no knowledge at the time. Thus the value 

of their wheat was advanced exactly the amount of the reduction 

in rate, since the wheat was to be delivered to the seaboard for 
ort to foreign markets. 

Nhen the Dingley bill was under consideration and the con- 
ference report was presented to this House by the honorable gen- 
tleman from Maine, the author of the bill, he stated that the 
committee struck out the clause providing for a tax on these bond 
and stock transactions because they thought it could not be en- 
forced. 

Yet this class of men who are above the law and the Constitu- 
tion can put up or force down the price of grain or stock and 
make half a million a day without taxation as they fatten on the 
miseries and necessities of humanity. 

If the Republican party claims to be the cause of this advance 
in price, it must accept the responsibility for the frauds of the 
stock gamblers and the drought and devastation that is causing 
untold misery to millions of human beings in other lands. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Chairman, whatever may be the courage 
or convictions of that side, the gentleman will learn that this side 
of the Chamber always has the courage of its convictions, and that 
the American people will have the courage to maintain them. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. What are they? 

Mr. HAWLEY. They are primarily to maintain the national 
honor of the American Republic [applause on the Republican 
side], and on that issue we will meet you on every field and every 
platform in our country, and we are greatly mistaken in the citi- 
zenship of our country if they do not sustain us. [Applause. 

I have listened with some wonder to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [ Mr. wg res It was in that State I first saw the 
light, among whose people | spent the happy days of youth, but 
they are not the people whom I remember with pleasure and 
affection, if they can be deceived by that which is an unwarranted 
dignity to call by the name of “trash,” and which he has under- 
taken to impose upon this House. 

In reading an extract from the general review of the business 
situation he has based his whole statement upon the single propo- 
sition that pig iron, or some product of pig iron, had declined 10 
cents per ton. I willread from one of the great commercial agen- 
cies—and the gentleman says he bases his position in this matter 
on those agencies—to show the House what it says of the business 
condition of our country. 

The Bradstreet agency, covering as wide a territory and gath- 
ering as much and as accurate information as any agency in this 
country, clearly and explicitly says on the subject of the general 
state of trade, and particularly the comparative number of failures, 
to which he has especially called attention, with the unwarranted 
statement that prices were declining and the number of failures 
increasing: 

NEw YorE, January 28. 
Bradstreet’s to-morrow will say: 

Favorable conditions in the trade situation continue to far outweigh those 
of an opposite character. The last week of the month closes with increased 
activity in many lines, a number of price advances, heavily increased bank- 
ing clearings, as compared with one year ago at nearly all cities, another con- 
siderable drop in the number of failures reported, large exports of cereals, 

rticularly wheat, corn, and flour, and perceptible confidence in nearly all 
Eanes of trade as regards the outlook for spring business. 

Another favorable feature of the week is the slight but distinct improve- 
ment in the cotton goods situation, in which special activity is awakening. 
Print cloths are a, and some makes of gray and medium weight cottons 
are more firmly held. Boots and shoes hold the late advance, and manufac- 
turers of heavy-weights will not take orders for fall delivery at present 
prices. Wool is strong on large sales and firm prices abroad. Prices of most 
staple products are higher on the week; noticeable instances are those of 
wheat, which is past the dollar mark again at many Western markets. 

Business failures for the week are the smallest reported in the fourth 
week in January for five years past. 


It should be here noted with clear perception that the report 
carries us back to a period—1893—when failures really began in 
this country. 

I have observed with great satisfaction that the field of strife 
has been transferred from the agricultural districts of the West 
and South to the manufacturing centers of New England, which 
Mr. Bryan characterized, during the campaign of 1896, as ‘the 
enemy’s country.” 

Still you speak on the adverse conditions that attend agricnl- 
ture. I would like to ask that side of the House if it be true or 
not true that there is an agricultural interest anywhere West or 
Sonth, the cotton interest alone excepted, which is not more pros- 
perous than it was from 1893 to 1897? 

Mr. GAINES. I will answer that question. 

» Mr. HAWLEY. I do not want the gentleman to read any arti- 
cle. What is the product? 

Mr. GAINES. The extremely low price of mules. [Laughter 
on the Republican side. } 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not knowof a more appropriate answer. 

Mr. GAINES. You must acknowledge that mule raising is one 
of the greatest industries of the South. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I never heard a more appropriate reply, for I 
always knew that mules were associated with the Democracy of 
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to-day. [Laughter and applause.] But to make serious answer, 
The statement is unwarranted and untrue, for the mule market 
in Tennessee and Kentucky is not only more satisfactory with 
regard to price, but far more with respect to payment, for the en- 
gagements which were made for mules in 1894 and 1895 could not 
be met because of the adverse conditions imposed by a Democratic 
policy, and are only now being paid under the improved condi- 
tions conferred by a Republican policy, and the time is coming on 
apace when the South will stand on this floor andask that this policy 
shall be uniformly and universally maintained. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. LANDIS. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Chairman, that 
the time of the gentleman be extended. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. SwANson] 
has again turned his imagination in full play upon this House, 
and asked its attention to an array of figures whiels the rudest 
fancy only could have arranged for its own diversion. 

He is easy, airy, and a graceful speaker, and groups his state- 
ments, drawn from a wide imagination, as fluently and as flip- 
pantly as if they bore some relation to material facts. 

The last time the gentleman spoke on a great question, in July 
at the very close of tha tariff debate, he openly declared that 
high-grade raw sugars brought here for refining purposes could 
be imported in water—that it would be done, and in that way 
the refiners would defraud the Treasury and increase their profits. 
You might as well have said you cout: pack a full cream cheese 
in its own whey, ship it to London, and expect it to find the same 
market that could be secured for one in its natural state. It was 
a little hard to take sugar with water alone, but we stood it and it 
went tothe country. [Laughter.] 

But you may be sure that it traveled no farther than Virginia, 
for in the far South where the sugar cane grows and where hun- 
dreds of thousands of happy people, teeming with life, wait upon 
its culture, distributing their trade and purchases to every part of 
our country for every commodity that is required for human 
needs, there, in that land, if there were a boy 10 years old who 
would make such a proposition he would be disowned by his own 
family asa hopeless erratic. 

This was in midsummer, and I thought it might be a sort of 
madness that would right itself by and by, but yesterday the same 
character of jugglery was indulged in. It was once the tariff 
with which he sported. Itisnowthecurrency. Representatives 
on this floor are expected to be wise and thoughtful—more than 
either, sincere. Being all these, they might at least tell their 
people the conditions which would conduce to their prosperity, 
not lead them after this will-o’-the-wisp—free silver coinage— 
which can bring them no relief and plunge them only into irre- 
trievable disaster. [Applause. ] 

It was said plainly here in the sight of men and in full hearing 
that not overproduction of cotton—oh! no, not a bale—but scarcity 
of money, caused this depreciated value. It was well he stuck to 
cotton. He did not dare to wander from his text. He might 
with profit, and, I should think, with pleasure, have turned, in a 
spirit of fairness, to the other industries of the South—her cattle, 
that are bringing prices which have not been known for fifteen 
years, her horses, her sheep and wool, the sugar field and the rice 
field, the furnace and the forge, the spindle and the loom. Turn 
your eyes where you will and bear witness to the improved and 
improving conditions in every part of the South. 

Let us get down to business. He undertook through the un- 
happy value of cotton to show the increasing power of gold 
because of the crime of ’73 and a curtailment of a large part of the 
money supply of the world. Whatever may be thought or said on 
this floor, the price of cotton has been determined by the produc- 
tion of the American staple in so large a degree that the differen- 
tial is not worth discussing under existing conditions. 

He used Mr. Shepperson’s figures to prove the American crop. 
They are tentative, but I accept them. In the course of his re- 
marks the gentleman frequently said, ‘‘ Listen!” I presume that 
is the warning cry in the mountains of his home when he wishes 
to detail the horrors of a Republican Congress in their struggle to 
make the entire State of Virginia prosperous, over the solemn 
protest of its own people. 

With a disposition also to be heard, I ask your attention to the 
Government reports, which show the amount of money per capita, 
the amount of cotton grown each succeeding year, and the price 
which it brought, and I challenge the blindest advocate of free 
silver coinage at the ratio of 16 to 1 to show why the price has 
not invariably and inevitably been controlled by the amount of 
cotton produced and on the market. 

It is proven by every law of commerce and exchange, and proven 
in explicit terms by Mr. Shepperson, that able economist and 
statistician whom the gentleman of Virginia employed to estab- 
lish his own position, through the use of an isolated clause or fea- 
ture of his review, which, coupled with the entire report, plainly 
declares in the full scope of the article the opposite position and 
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reversed deduction from that which has been made from a 
single paragraph by the gentleman from Virginia, who labored 
hard to make the worse appear the better reason and sustain a 
falling cause. 

I have here the report of Shepperson complete, from which he 
drew his yesterday's inspiration. The gentleman declared that 
he spoke for the entire cotton production of the world. 

Mr. Shepperson states: 

The last cotton crop of India was 3,016,000 bales. More land has been de- 


voted to food crops and cotton acreage reduced, so that the new crop will 
probably not exceed 3,000,000 bales. 


Further on he states: 

To partly offset the diminished exports of cotton from India to Europe, 
the Egyptian crop promises to be about 30,000 bales more than last season. 

Think of speaking of a reduction of 46,000 bales in the India 
crop, offset largely by the increase of 30,000 bales in the Egyptian 
crop, and setting those two items over against the increased crop 
in this country of more than 1,500,000 bales of cotton. 

Further along in his report Shepperson declares: 

Enough is known of the American crop now being marketed to make it 
pertectly evident that it will be more than sufficient for the world’s consump- 

ion during the present season. The only question is how much of a surplus 
will be carried into the next season. 

He further declares the i this season for the entire South 
will be nearer 196 pounds than 182 pounds per acre, which were 
the original estimates, and that the acreage is: nearer 7 per cent 
increase over last season than 34 per ceht, which was originally 
computed, 

Perhaps these statements will offer some suggestion to the aver- 
age mind that the crop of cotton in the South for the season at 
hand is greater than the normal demand. 

In this exhaustive review of the whole cotton situation of the 
world it is distinctly stated that— 

The visible supply of cotton for the world's markets on September 1 was 
272,000 bales less than in 1896; 1,335,000 bales less than in 1895; 953,000 bales less 
than in 1894; 1,152,000 bales less than in 1893; 1,512,000 bales less than in 1892; 
and has not been so small at any time since September, 1889. 

These comparative statements relate to the 1st of September, 
which was the beginning of the fiscal year from which this crop 
is counted. 

In view of the excessive production of the South for 1897-98, if 
the stocks had been normal at the beginning of the season, what 
the condition of the market for cotton would have been, with the 
immense crop grown, weighing on the market, is easy to deter- 
mine. 

We have increased our output of cotton enormously within the 
last few years. From 1892 to 1898, inclusive, four crops out of 
the six have been between nine and ten million bales, while in 





1888, 1889, and 1890 approximately 7,000,000 bales was the average | 


crop. 
It will be well to note here that we have not practically in- 
creased the output of our wheat in a period of thirteen years, 


having made approximately as much in 1884 as we produced in | 
1897, while our output of cotton in the same period has nearly or | 


quite doubled. 
With respect to the values on this great staple and the relation 
of these values to their respective periods, with regard to silver, 


the table shows, beginning with 1879—that year in which this | 


Government started on a period of unparalleled prosperity, under 
the influence of resumption of hard money for fiat money, and a 
guaranteed stability in currency—the production of cotton was 
5,000,000 bales. 
and 12} cents a pound, respectively, when silver was worth $1.09 
and $1.13, respectively, and we had $16.75 in currency per capita. 

In July and December of 1882, with 5,000,000 bales produced, 
it sold ai 10}, with silver at $1.14, with currency in circulation 
$22.50 per capita, showing that cotton had declined largely, while 
silver was stationary. 

The crops of 1883 and 1884 show immaterial changes. The 
crop of 1889, with 7,000,000 bales, shows an average price, for 
July and December, of 10 cents a pound, while silver was worth 
92 and 95 cents per ounce. The consuming requirements of the 
world had come up to the increased production of cotton, but the 
development of silver and its supply had surpassed the require- 
ments of commerce for money and the arts. 


The price had fallen 20 per cent, while the price of cotton, with | lows: 


increased production, was practically stationary, in face of the 
fact that we were issuing more silver dollars every three months 
than we had coined for the first eighty years of our national! life. 

With a crop of eight and one-half million bales for 1891, the | 
market sold at 83 and 7} cents in July and December, with silver 


It sold in January and July of that year at 94 | 
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at $1.02 and 95 cents per ounce; currency in circulation, $23.41. 
With a crop of 9,000,000 bales in 1892, the price in July and De- | 
cember was 7? and 91, respectively, while silver was 88} and 82}, 
showing a decline of nearly 20 per cent in silver, while cotton had 
risen approximately as much as silver had fallen. 
Under the influence of superabundant crops lately produced, the 
market has gradually sunk to lowerlevels. It alwayshas been and 
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it always must be so of every commodity that is produced in excess 
of the world’s demands. 

In this remarkable report, which has been held aloft here by 
those who preached the doctrine that adebased currency wil! prove 
a panacea for the unhappy conditions that have been described, 
Shepperson concludes the subject in these words: 

In the meantime, whether prices advance or not between now and the time 
for =e preparations for the new crop, the experience of this fall makes 
it perfectly clear tothe Southern farmers that they should next year give 
less acreage to cotton and more to food and forage crops. 

I have no doubt whatever that if the present crop had been a million bales 
less that the cotton growers would have actually received considerably more 
money for the smaller crop. 

The South, unhappily for her children, have followed too far 
this silver fetich, which you created and have sworn would 
restore prosperity. We of the South have never had any such 
prosperity as is now within our grasp. Under the influence of the 
American industrial policy, restored to this country, her oppor- 
tunities are unrivaled. 

If there were nota dollar of gold, or silver, or paper in the world, 
the South, blessed with all her splendid natural resources, should 
be the richest of peoples, as they are the most enduring in suffering, 
the most loyal in trial, the most generous in fortune on the globe. 
They have simply mistaken their way; but they are awake; they 
are broader and wiser than you are. They know what is the mat- 
ter with cotton, and they will produce less of it and more of other 
things. They will do many things at home that are now done for 


| them abroad, and the capital with which they seek to enlarge their 


enterprises will come trooping after investment when we put the 
world on notice that the dollar we return will be in all respects as 
good as the dollarthat we borrow. This ons understanding alone 
is needed now to illumine every prospect in the South. 

The current of national life runs broader and deeper there—the 
star of hope, of power, of empire scintillates in the horizon, and 
southward takes its way. [Applanse.] 

Mr. GROUT. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. PAYNE reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had had under consideration 
House bill No. 6897 (the District of Columbia appropriation bill), 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 


SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate concurrent 
resolution, No. 22, was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
to its appropriate committee, as indicated below: 


Whereas by the act entitled “Anact to strengthen the public credit,’ ap- 
yreres March 18, 1869, it was provided and declared that the faith of the 
Jnited States was thereby solemnly pledged to the payment. in coin or its 
equivalent, of all the interest bearing obligations of the United States, except 
in cases where the law authorizing the issue of such obligations had expressly 
provided that the same might be paid in lawful money or other currency 
than gold and silver; and 
Whereas all the bonds of the United States authorized to be issued by the 
act entitled ‘“‘An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt,” ap- 
proved July 14, 1870, by the terms of said act were declared to be redee nable 
in coin of the then present standard value, bearing interest payable semi- 
annually in such coin: and 
Whereas all bonds of the United States authorized to be issued under the 
act entitled “An act to provide for the resumption of specie payments, 
pti mds of the 


ap- 
proves January 14, 1875, are required to be of the description of b 

Inited States described in the said act of Congress approved July I, 1870, 
entitled ““An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt; and 


Whereas at the date of the passage of said act of Congress last aforesaid, 
to wit, the l4th day of July, i87), the coin of the United States of standard 
value of that date included silver dollars of the weight of 412} grains each, 


declared by the act approved January 18, 1837, entit! 
tary to the act entitled ‘An act establishing a mint and regulating the coins 
of the United States,’’’ to be a legal tender of payment, according to their 
nominal value, for any sums whatever: Therefore 


sd “An act supplemen- 
















Resolved by the Senate (the House of Re esentatives concurring therein), 
That all the bonds of the United States.issued or authorized to be issued, 
under the said acts of Congress herei fore re ed, are payable, prin- 
cipal and interest, at the option of the Government of the United States, in 
silver dollars of the coinage of the United States containing 412} grains each 
of standard silver; and that to restore to its coinage such silver coins asa 
legal tender in payment of said bonds, principal and interest, is not in viola- 
tion of the public faith nor in derogation of the rights of the public creditor— 


To the Committee on Ways and Means. 


CHANGES OF REFERENCE, 


By unanimous consent, changes of reference were made as fol- 


Senate bill No. 948S—from the Committee on Pensions 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Senate bill No. 1040—from the Committee on Claims to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

House bill No. 


to the 


7328—from the Committee on the District of 
Buildings and Grounds. 
House bill No. 2527—from the Committee on the District of 


Columbia to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
LEAVE 


Qo” 


OF ABSENCE, 


Mr. VEHSLAGE, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of ab- 
sence for one week, on account of important business. 
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LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. Topp, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to print in the 
ReEcorp his reasons for objecting to the consideration of House bill 
No. 5547. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Grout (at 4 o’clock and 55 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
an were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, with 
a favorable recommendation, a draft of a bill to create a board 
of local inspectors of steam vessels for the customs district of 
Alaska—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisher- 
ies, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the president of the Brightwood Railway Com- 
pany, transmitting the annual report of that company—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 








REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
: RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clanse 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 
follows: 

Mr. LOUD, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1596) 
to amend the postal laws relating to use of postal cards, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 296); 
which said bill and report were referred tothe House Calendar. 

Mr. EDDY, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2508) granting the right to 
the Omaha Northern Railway Company to construct a railway 
across and establish stations on the Omaha and Winnebago reser- 
vations, in the State of Nebraska, and for other purposes, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 300); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6462) to authorize the 
transportation of distilled spirits to general bonded warehouses 
and the removal therefrom, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 301); which said bill and report 
He were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 

@ | of the Union. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIU, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6211) 
granting a pension to Isabella G. Daniels, widow of Milton T. 
Daniels, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
a. report (No. 297); which said bill and report were referred to the 
=| Private Calendar. 

4 Mr. SAMUEL W.SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
iq sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1603) for 
i Bi: the relief of Charles A. Nazro, reported the same without amend- 
te ment, accompanied by a report (No. 298); which said bill and 
i 
i 





ee report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

4 r. HENRY of Connecticut, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 670) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Marietta Hayes, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 299); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
oe following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 7442) to amend section 2323 of the 

evised Statutes of the United States, relating to tunnel rights— 
to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. FOSS (by request): A bill (H. R. 7443) to combine the 
7 and Engineer Corps of the Navy—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 7444) to enable the 
city of Prescott, Ariz., to issue bonds to construct a water and 
sewerage system—to the Committee on the Territories. 
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By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R.7445) to amend ‘“‘An act author- 
izing the construction of a railway, street railway, motor, wagon, 
and pedestrian bridge over the Missouri River, near Council Bluffs, 
Iowa, and Omaha, Nebr.,” and to extend the time for the comple- 
tion of the bridge therein provided for—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BRANTLEY: A bill (H. RB. 7446) to amend an act grant- 
ing pensions to the survivors of the Indian wars of 1832 to 1842, 
inclusive, known as the Black Hawk war, Creek war, Cherokee 
disturbances, and the Seminole war—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

3y Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: A bill (H. R. 7447) to indemnify 
the State of Pennsylvania for money expended in 1864 for militia 
called into the military service by the governor under the procla- 
mation of the President of June 15, 1863—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 7448) to provide an additional 
circuit judge for each of the sixth, seventh, and eighth circuits 
of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (B. R. 7488) to increase the safety 
of life and security of property on steam ferryboats in States and 
Territories of the United States—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. STARK: A joint resolution (H. Res. 138) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to exchange battery and equipments with 
= governor of the State of Nebraska—to the Committee on the 
Militia. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A resolution (House Res. No. 184) relative 
to Senate concurrent resolution No. 22, relating to the payment 
of bonds—to the Committee on Rules. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII. private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARBER: A bill (H. R. 7449) granting a pension to 
William S. Adams, late acting assistant surgeon, United States 
Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BELKNAP: A bill (H. R. 7450) for the relief of Patrick 
Clabby—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By ‘Mr. BRENNER of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 7451) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the record of John Stautacher, Company 
H, Twenty-second Ohio Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: A bill (H. R. 7452) to remove the charge of 
desertion standing against Jacob Olmstead—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRUCKER: A bill (H. R. 7453) to grant a pension to 
Matilda J. Moore—io the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7454) granting a pension to Harriet J. Wood- 
berry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7455) ne military record of Fred- 
erick Soloten—to the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7456) to amend the record of Ludwig C. 
Huebner—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R. 7457) for the relief of Orin 
Henderson, J. V. Forbes, and J. E. Forbes, of Christian County, 
Ky.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7458) for the relief 
of the heirs of the late Joseph M. Carrico—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. CORLISS: A bill (H. R. 7459) to relieve the charge of 
en against John Mahan—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. DANFORD: A bill (H. R. 7460) to 
late Company K, Third Ohio Volunteer I 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DORR: A bill (H. R. 7461) granting a pension to W. C. 
Chapman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7462) for the relief of J. W. Heavener—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. ; 

Also, a bill (H, R. 7463) for the relief of Cumberlain Smith— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7464) for the relief of Hugh Chambers—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7465) granting a pension to W. B. Hannah— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK: A bill (H. R. 7466) to place on the 
pension roll the name of Mrs. 8. A. Fraley, of Newcombe, Ky.— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7467) placing upon the muster rolls of the 
United States the name of John —to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7468) for the relief of John Ward—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 7469) for the relief of John 


nsion David Reese, 
antry—to the Com- 
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Also, protest of the Aurora Club, of Kansas City, Mo., against 
the passage of the anti-scalping bill—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Millersville, Ili., for the passage of a bill for- 
bidding the sale of liquorin all Government buildings—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CODDING: Resolution of the George Clymer Chapter, 
Daughters of the American Revolution, of Towanda, Pa., favoring 
the passage of a bill to protect the American flag from desecra- 
tion—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of Vesuvius Council, No. 116, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Sharpsburg, Pa., 
in favor of the Lodge immigration bill—to the Committee on Im- 





Brown, private of Company A, Fifty-eighth Regiment Pennsylva- 
nia Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 7470) for the relief of Robert 
Onick, a colored man, of Winchester, Va.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7471) for the relief of the John Mann Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church (colored), of Winchester, Va.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7472) for the relief of M. C. Leech, of War- 
ren County, Va.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 7473) to correct the military 
record of Jacob Higgins—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 7474) for the relief of Gotlieb 
Feldmeyer, of Annapolis, Md.—to the Committee on War Claims. f : mmil 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7475) for the relief of the heirs of John Bow- | migration and Naturalization. 
ling—to the Committee on War Claims. By Mr. DAYTON: Papers toaccompany House bill No. 7440, for 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7476) to relieve the heirs of John H. Waring, | the relief of Thomas B, Scott—to the Committee on War Claims. 
and so forth—to the Committee on War Claims. | By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of the Christian Endeavor Society 

By Mr. OSBORNE: A bill (H. R. 7477) for the relief of Hattie | of the Presbyterian Church of Dana, Iowa, for the passage of a 
A. Phillips—to the Committee on Claims. | bill to prohibit the sale of liquors in Government buildings—to the 

By Mr. RIDGELY: A bill (H. R. 7478) to remove the charge of | Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
desertion from the military record of William H. Linton—to the By Mr. DINSMORE: Petition of numerous citizens of the State 
Committee on Military Affairs. | of Arkansas, for the relief of the survivors of Captain Beven’s inde- 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7479) granting a pension to Elizabeth Nor- | pendent company in the United States service during the war of 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 7480) to pension Nancy Mar- | _ Also. petition of David W. Stidham, of Oakhill, Ark., for a pen- 
shall, widow of John Marshall—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
sions. Also, petition of James W. Anderson, of Cincinnati, Ark., fora 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7481) to remove the charge of desertion from pension—to the Comunittee on Invalid Pensions. be aaa 
the record of Conrad Springer—to the Committee on Military Af-| By Mr. FISCHER: Letter to accompany Honse bill for the re- 
fairs. | lief of P. J. Markoe, of Brooklyn, N. Y.—to the Committee on 

By Mr. STURTEVANT: A bill (H. R. 7482) granting a pension | Naval Affairs. - i . 
to Kliza B. Lowry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petitions of the National Union of 

By Mr. VANDIVER: A bill (H. R. 7483) to carry out the find- | Steam Engineers of America, No.7, of Boston, Mass., and Walter 
ing of the Court of Claims in the case of Mangram E. Langston— | Scott and other citizens of Dexter, Me., in opposition to the so- 
to the Committee on War Claims. called anti-scalping bill or any similar measure—to the Commit- 

By Mr. BROSIUS: A bill (H. R. 7484) for the relief of Con- | tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. = ; 
stantine Ruttgers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. Also, protest of the Polish Roman Catholic Union of the United 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 7485) for the relief of | States, against further restriction of immigration—to the Com- 
Bridget Turley—to the Committee on Pensions. mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. a A sae 

By Mr. FISCHER: A bill (H. R. 7486) for the relief of P. J. By Mr. FITZPATRICK: Petition of citizens of Paintsville, Ky., 
Markoe—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. for the removal of the charge of desertion against Allen Daniel— 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 7487) granting an increase of | to the Committee on Military Affairs. od 
pension to Robert E, Griffith—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | _ Also, sundry affidavits bearing upon the claim of Thompson 
sions. Hatfield —to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FOSS: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Evanston, I1l., praying for the enactment of legis!ation 








PETITIONS, ETC. 


to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers | imported in original packages on entering any State shall become 

were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: subject to its laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
By Mr. BARRETT: Petition of citizens of Wakefield, Mass., | Commerce. 

and resolutions of the board of aldermen of the city of Chelsea, By Mr. HANDY: Petition of Thomas H. H. Mersinger and 13 

Mass., protesting against the proposed reduction of the postal | other citizens of Wilmington, Del., against the passage of the bill 


delivery service in that city—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. BELKNAP: Protest of the State Union of German 
Catholic Societies of Illinois, against the Lodge immigration bill— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Protests of the Webster Mutual Aid 
Society, Walnut Mutual Aid Association, Stone Masons’ Inter- 
national Union, Cincinnati Waiters’ Alliance, and United Brother- 
hood of Carpenters and Joiners’ Union, all of Cincinnati, Ohio, in 
opposition to the so-called anti-scalping bill or any similar meas- 
ure—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Memorial of the Civil Service Reform Asso- 
ciation of the District of Columbia, protesting against abolishing 
the civil-service system—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 


prohibiting ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HEATWOLE: Protest of the Minneapolis (Minn.) Typo- 
graphical Union, No. 2, against the passage of the bill prchibiting 
ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petitions of George E. Greene and other citizens of Water- 
ville, and O. Schuber and others, of Hutchinson, Minn., protesting 
against the enactment of bankruptcy legislation—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HILL: Resolutions of the 98 Club of Norwich, Conn., 
wherein the proposed arbitration treaty between the United States 
and Great Britain is condemned—to the Committee on “oreign 


Service. Affairs. 
Also, petitions of Edith K. Bushong, of Lancaster County, Pa., Also, petition of the Christian Endeavor societies of Danbury, 
and Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Christiana, Pa., | New Fairfield, Brookfield, and Ridgefield, Conn., for the passage 


for the passage of a bill to protect State anti-cigarette laws by pro- | of a bill to prohibit the sale of liquors in Government buildings— 
viding that cigarettes imported in original packages on entering | to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

any State shall become subject to its laws—to the Committee on By Mr. HITT: Petition of the Christian Endeavor Society of 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. the First Congregational Church, of Amboy, IDl., praying for the 

By Mr. BRUCKER: Petition of William Barie and 33 citizens | enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liq- 
of Saginaw, Mich., protesting against the passage of a general | uors in all Government buildings—to the Committee on Public 
bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, protests of the Michigan Federation of Labor of Grand Also, petition of Dr. D. E. Foote and 11 other citizens of Belvi- 
Rapids, Mine Workers’ Union of Norway, Miners’ Protective Asso- | dere, Ill., protesting against the passage of Senate bil! No. 1068, 
ciation of Jackson, Central Trades Union of Bay City, and Vessel | for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of 
Loaders’ Union of Ludington, all in the State of Michigan, against | Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


the passage of the so-called anti-scalpers bill—to the Committee By Mr. HULL: Resolutions of the Military Order of the Loyal 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. Legion, State of New York, in favor of the establishment of a 


By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: Petition of the Polish National | national military park at Vicksburg, Miss.—to the Committee on 
Alliance of the United States and the Polish Roman Catholic As- | Military Affairs. 
sociation of the United States, in opposition to the Lodge immi- By Mr. KERR: Sundry petitions of J. E. Brown, C. L. M. Stark, 
gration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- | R. Carpenter, H. C. Heely, A. A. Danglaff, S. A. Fowler. G. L. 
tion. Brown, J. O. Upson, 8. L. P. Stone, J. V. Calwell, J. A. Rigby, 
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R. McCready, F. L. Gardner, G. F. Carpenter, and other citizens of 
the State of Ohio, protesting against the passage of the so-called 
anti-scalpers bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. KLEBERG: Petition of N. Bluntzer and others of 
Nueces County, Tex., asking Congress to assume control and se- 
cure deep water at Aransas Pass—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 

rance Union of Lee, Mass., praying for the enactment of legis- 
ation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol 
and all Government buildings—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Lee, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting 
the reproduction by the kinetoscope or other kindred devices of 
prize fights in the District of Columbia and the Territories—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Lee, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation to protect 
State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in 
original packages on entering any State shall become subject to 
its laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Lee, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation to raise the 
age of consent for girls to 18 years in the District of Columbia and 
the Territories—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Lee, Mass., praying for the enactment of a Sunday-rest law for 
the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Lee, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting 
the interstate transmission of newspaper descriptions of prize 
fights, etc.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of | 
Lee, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation to substitute 
se mematad arbitration for railway strikes—to the Committee on 

abor. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Lee, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting 
interstate gambling by telegraph, telephone, or otherwise—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Petition of 67 citizens of Shelby County, Mo., 
asking for the passage of a bill to forbid the sale of intoxicating 
beverages in all Government buildings—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. y 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of the Boston Association of Uni- 
versalists, State of Massachusetts, to prohibit the sale of intoxi- 
cating beverages in ali Government buildings—to the Committee 
on Pubiic Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MCDOWELL: Affidavit to accompany House bill No. 
5238, for the relief of A. B. Ackerman—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. MOON: Papers to accompany House bill No. 6224, for 
the relief of Thomas R. Harris—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. OTEY: Petition of George W. Ammen and 4 others, re- 
questing Congress to assume control and secure deep water at 
Aransas Pass—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of 15 citizens of Mapleton, Iowa, 
protesting against the passage of a general bankruptcy bill—to the 
Comiunittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: Petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Ithaca, N. Y., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that 
cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any State 
shall become subject to its laws—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Columbia City, Ind., for the observance 
of Sunday as a day of rest—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SAUERHERING: Petition of the Caledonia-Welsh | 
Presbyterian Church of Portage, Wis., favoring the passage of a | 
bill to prohibit the sale of liquors in Government buildings—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SHANNON: Protests of the Arion Society, of New 
York City, Roman Catholic societies of the State of New York, 
German Roman Catholic Central Society of North America, Pol- 


-ish National Alliance, and the Polish Roman Catholic Union of | 


the United States, against further restriction of immigration—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, protests of the order of Knights of Labor, District Assem- 
bly No. 49, and of the Merchants’ Association, all of New York 
City, against any reduction in the letter-carrier service under the 
free-delivery system—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 


By Mr. SHERMAN: Petitions of the National Association of 
Freight Commissioners, New York Board of Trade and Trans- 
portation, Christian Aid to Employment Society of New York, 
Grand Army Association of Philadelphia, Home Missionary Soci- 
ety of Philadelphia, and Children’s Aid Society of New York, in 
favor of the passage of House bill No. 30 and Senate bill No. 1575, 
relating to ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SPALDING: Petition of T. J. Thompson, R. Bean, and 
other citizens of Hudson, Mich., protesting against the enactment 
of bankruptcy legislation—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
Nancy Marshall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of Conrad 
Springer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SPRAGUE: Protest of 94 citizens of Brookline, Mass., 
against a reduction in the force of letter carriers—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petitions of Col. George W. Gunder and Capt. 
Fred D. Ballou, of Marion, Ind., asking to have the appropriation 
for militia increased—to the Committee on the Militia. 

By Mr. STEWART of New Jersey: Petition of the Evangelical 
Alliance of Paterson, N. J., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Govern- 
ment buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petitions of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance unions of Manchester, Richmond, and Plymouth, N. H., 
favoring the passage of a bill to protect State anti-cigarette laws 
by providing that cigarettes imported in original packages on 
entering any State shall become subject to its laws-—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. YOST: Resolution of Typographical Union No. 90, of 
Richmond, Va., in opposition to the so-called anti-scalping bill 
or any similar measure—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, January 31, 1898. 


Prayer by Rev. CHaries M. Girrin, D. D., of Scranton, Pa. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and 
approved. 
SENATOR FROM SOUTH CAROLINA, 


Mr. TILLMAN presented the credentials of John L. McLaurin, 
chosen by the legislature of South Carolina a Senator from that 
State for the unexpired term of Joseph H. Earle, deceased, ending 
March 3, 1903; which were read and ordered to be filed. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. McLaurin is present, and I ask that the 
oath of office be administered to him. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator-elect will take his place 
at the Vice-President’s desk and receive the oath of office. 

Mr. McLaurin was escorted to the Vice-President’s desk by Mr. 
TILLMAN, and the oath prescribed by law having been admin- 
istered to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 


INSPECTORS OF STEAM VESSELS IN ALASKA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a draft of a bill 
creating a board of inspectors of steam vessels in Alaska; which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


AGREEMENT WITH SEMINOLES, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy of a paper 
which purports to be a remonstrance adopted by a mass conven- 
tion of members of the Seminole tribe of Indians against the rati- 
fication of the agreement between the commissioners of the United 
States to negotiate with the Five Civilized Tribes and the com- 
missioners on the part of the Seminole Nation concluded on the 
16th of December, 1897; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Select Committee on the Five Civilized Tribes 
of Indians, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIGHTWOOD RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the anuual re- 
ps of the Brightwood Railway Company, of the District of Co- 
umbia, for the year ended December 31, 1897; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to he 
printed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrownlinG, its Chief Clerk, announ that the House had agreed 


to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1 to the bill (H. BR. 
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4308) making appropriations for the payment of invalid and other | Mr. KYLE presented a petition of the congregation of the Fire- 
nsions of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, | steel Church, of Badger, 8S. Dak., praying for the enactment of 
1899, and for other purposes; disagreed to the amendment num.- | legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Govy- 
bered 2 to the bill; asks a conference with the Senate on the dis- | ernment buildings; which was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. | lic Buildings and Grounds. 
Wituiam A. Stone, Mr. BARNEY, and Mr. ALLEN managers on| Mr. VEST presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
the part of the House. rance Union of Rocheport, Mo., praying for the enactment of 
The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- | legislation to prohibit, as far as the power of Congress extends, 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: | the reproduction of prize fights by the kinetoscope or other kindred 
A bill (H. R. 4829) for the relief of the Book Agents of the | devices; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
Methodist Episcopal Church South; and He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
A bill (H. R. 4934) permitting the building of a dam between | ance Unionof Rocheport, Mo., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
Coon Rapids and the north limits of the city of Minneapolis, Minn., | tion to substitute voluntary arbitration for railway strikes; which 
across the Mississippi River. was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
The message further announced that the Speaker of the House | 2nce Union of Rocheport, Mo., praying for the enactment of a 
had signed the enrolled bill (S. 1788) to provide an American reg- | Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia and the Territories; 
ister for the barkentine Sharpshooter, of San Francisco, Cal.; and | Which wasreferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
it was thereupon signed by the Vice-President. He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian ye cl 
PRYEFIONS.AND MEMORIALS. ance Union of Rocheport, Mo., praying for the enactment of 


: islation to prohibit interstate and mail circulation of extended 
wan nas ne a ——— _— enn newspaper descriptions of prize fights; which was referred to the 
alte : ; oe a 3.» remon- | Committee on the Judiciary. 

strating against the passage of the so-called anti-scalping ticket He ales ‘ sa . ‘ ie 

a cee : : ; presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 

ae hich was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- | ance Union of Fairport, Mo., praying for the enactment of legis- 

Re “a aa ; . lation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that ciga- 

wae civias tor = eaendaaee se es oe re ere rettes imported in original packages on entering any State shall 


fa 
es 


which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary become subject to its laws; which was referred to the Committee 
Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian © nar a Su pee ial of the Kansas City Live Stock E 

Temperance Union No. 1, of Lynn, Mass., praying for the enact- (ee ene olay + aggpmmaniagdleer athe wepseyseadier Par tegteage ecesag 

ment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette ae by provid- change, of Kansas City, Mo., remonstrating against the enactment 


; ; : . Ss d of legislation permitting the pooling of earnings by railroads; 
State shall become mabdess to ite laores ehdoh nas soteared G ths which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
Committee pe Senenateie Cousmerce: He also presented the memorial of D. Crawford & Co. and sun- 
He also presented a petition of the Boston Association of Uni- dry other citizens of St. Louis, Mo., remonstrating against the 
versalists, of Somerville, Mass., and a petition of the Hazlewood ee \. general bankruptcy law; which was ordered to 
Universalist Association, of Hyde Park, Mass., praying for the : as 7 ; : 
enactment of legislation fo prohibit the aloof intoxicating liquors | .,1p also Rresented a petition of the Paint, Oil-and Drug Cla} of 
. * . +4 > J 5 ) Passa} 5 c , 
Seal Public Buildings ite: - 0  getileenssicentantmatacaae relating to second-class mail matter; which was referred to the 
He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 7, Nationa, | Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
Union of Steam Engineers of America, American Federation of He also presented a memorial of the Commercial Club of Kan- 
Labor, of Boston, Mass., remonstrating against the passage of the | 545 City, Mo., remonstrating against the proposed amendment to 
so-called anti-scalping ticket bill: which was referred to the Com- | the interstate-commerce law permitting the pooling of earnings 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. - rn as - c > eter which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I present the memorial of Ed. H. , 
Cobbs and 19 other citizens of Tetons, remonstrating against | _ He also presented the memorials of Gate City Lodge, No. 92, 
the passage of the so-called anti-scal ing ticket bill or any similar Boiler Makers and Iron Shipbuilders, of Kansas City; of the Na- 
measure. Imove that the memorial be referred to the Committee | tional Brotherhood of Painters and Decorators of America, of the 
on Interstate Commerce. United Brotherhood of Leather Workers, and of Stonecutters’ 
The motion was agreed to. Association, of Kansas City; of the Aurora Club, of Kansas City; 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I present the petition of Mrs. J. S, | of Eureaka Federal Labor Union, No. 6488; of Local Union Build- 
Hawkins, Mrs. J. M. Pittman, Mrs. J. J. Howard, and a large | ing Laborers’ International Protective Union of America, and of 
number of other ladies, members of the Woman’s Christian Tem- | Journeymen Barbers’ Union No. 192, of Kansas City, all in the 
perance Union of Arkansas, and also signed by a number of voters, | State of Missouri, remonstrating against the passage of the so- 
praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the issuance | Called anti-scalping ticket bill; which were referred to the Com- 
of United ee liquor licenses in districts where the - of a oe “ a ee ar a a eee me entien 
is prohibite¢ local option or by State statutes. move that e also presented petitions of Iron Molders’ Union No. 142, of 
the petition be gece P the Committee on Finance. Hannibal; of the Industrial Council of Labor Unions of Kansas 
The motion was agreed to. City, and of Cherish Lodge. No. 440, Brotherhood of Locomotive 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I also present a petition signed by | Firemen, of Monett, all in the State of Missouri, praying for the 
the same persons anda large number of other citizens of the State | passage of Senate bill No. 95, to amend the laws relating to 
of Arkansas, praying for the enactment of legislation to protect | American seamen, for the protection of such seamen, and to pro- 
State anti-cigarette laws by providing that 1 ghee pene oo in | mote commerce; which were referred to the Committe on Com- 
original packages on entering any State shall become subject to | merce. 
its ows. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee | Mr. McLAURIN presented a petition of the Cotton Growers’ 
on Interstate Commerce. Association of Newberry County, S. C., praying for the enact- 
The motion was agreed to. ment of legislation to prohibit gambling in futures; which was 
Mr. GALLINGER presented petitions of the Woman’s Chris- | referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
tian Temperance unions of Webster, Richmond, and Candia, all Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of the Indiana Federation of 
in the State of New Hampshire, praying for the enactment of leg- | Labor, of Dunkirk, Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation 
islation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cig- | to establish a postal savings-banks system; which was referred to 
arettes imported in original packages on entering any State shall | the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
become subject to itslaws; which were referred to the Committee He also presented the petition of T. E. Jones, in behalf of the 
on Interstate Commerce. teachers of Greer County, Okla., praying Congress to authorize 
He also presented a petition signed by 75 members of the congre- | the payment of certain school funds due them; which was referred 
gation of the North Capitol Methodist Episcopal Church, of Wash- | to the Committee on Claims. 
ington, D. C., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit | He also presented a petition of the National American Woman 
the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings; which | Suffrage Association of the United States, praying for the enact- 
was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. | ment of legislation granting to women the right to vote for mem- 
Mr. KYLE. 1 present a joint resolution passed during the past | bers of Congress and Presidential electors in the States; which 
year by the legislature of the State of South Dakota, praying the | was referred to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 
eee of ms ead —- cae oe a eee He oS yee : roe ane a S New oo. 
llitary reservation. move tha € joint resolution referred | mony, Ind., remonstrating agains 1e enactment of a genera 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. baniivaptey law; which was ordered to lie on the table. — 
The motion was agreed to, He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Indianapolis, 
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Ind., remonstrating against the further restriction of immigration; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GORMAN. I present the memorial of William H. Welch, 
president of the Congress of American Physicians and Surgeons 
and dean of the Medical Faculty of Johns Hopkins University, 
Baltimore, Md.; of Daniel C. Gilman, president of Johns Hopkins 
University, Baltimore, Md.; of Charles M. Ellis, president of the 
Medical and Chirurgical Faculty of Baltimore, and of sundry other 
citizens of the State, remonstrating against the passage of Senate 
bill No. 1053, for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in 
the District of Columbia. As the memorial is quite an important 
paper, I ask that it be printed as a document. 

There being no objection, the memorial was ordered to lie on 
the table, and to be printed as a document. 

Mr. GORMAN presented the memorial of H. 8. Pretchtel and 
sundry other citizens of Baltimore, Md., remonstrating against 
the passage of the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill, or any simi- 
lar measure; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Greenmount Temperance 
Society of Baltimore, Md., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol and 
all Government buildings; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a memorial of the Medical Society of Wash- 
ington County, Md., remonstrating against the passage of Senate 
bill No. 1063, for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in 
the District of Columbia; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM presented the memorials of Dr. N. 8. Davis, jr., 
of Chicago; of Dr. Henry M. Lyman, of Chicago; of 12 leading 
physicians of Belvidere; of Dr. E. Fletcher Ingals, of Chicago; of 
Dr. J. R. Bedford, of Verona, and of Dr. C. C. Hunt, of Dixon, 
all in the State of Illinois, remonstrating against the passage 
of Senate bill No. 1063, for the further prevention of cruelty to 
animals in the District of Columbia; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a petition of 52 citizens of Centralia, Ill., and 
a petition of 54 citizens of Salem, [l., praying that a pension be 
granted Mrs. Harriet Hoover, widow of David T. Hoover, of Salem, 
ll.; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of Morrison, Plummer & Co., 
wholesale druggists, of Chicago, [il., remonstrating against the 
passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of 37 citizens of Cobden, IIl., and 
a memorial of 23 citizens of Danvers, Ill., remonstrating against 
the enactment of a general bankruptcy law; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of the Presbyterian Church of Marengo; of 
the Young People’s Christian Endeavor Society of the Christian 
Church of Tablegrove, and of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Millersville, all in the State of Illinois, remonstrat- 
ing against the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol and all 
Government buildings; which were referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Young People’s Christian 
Endeavor Society of the Christian Church of Tablegrove, IIL, 
praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting interstate 
gambling by telegraph, telephone, or otherwise; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Young People’s Christian 
Endeavor Society of the Christian Church of Tablegrove, I11., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to protect State anti- 
cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in original 
packages on entering any State shall become subject to its laws; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Young People’s Christian 
Endeavor Society of Marengo, I[ll., and a petition of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Marengo, Ill., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to prohibit kinetoscope reproductions of 
pugilistic encounters in the District of Columbia and the Terri- 
tories, and the interstate transportation of materials for the same; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of the Presbyterian Church of Marengo, IIl.. 
and a petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Marengo, IIL, praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 

,hibit the interstate transmission by mail or interstate commerce 
of, newspaper descriptions of prize fights; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Marengo, Ill., anda petition of the Young Peo- 

le’s Christian Endeavor Society of the Presbyterian Church of 

arengo, Ill., praying for the enactment of a Sunday-rest law 
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for the District of Columbia; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 


He also presented memorials of H. A. Williams, of the Chicago 


Varnish Company, of Chicago, IIL; of the Marble Cutters and 
Setters’ Union of Chicago, Ill.; of M. E. Foster, of Kansas City, 
Mo., and of the Stephenson Mattress Machine Company of Boston, 
Mass., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called anti- 
scalping ticket bill; which were referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 


He also presented petitions of the Children’s Aid Society of 


New York City; of the Custom Cutters’ Association of America; 
of the Christian Aid to Employment Society of New York City; 
of the National Association of Freight Commissioners; of J. P. 


Duffey, of Philadelphia, Pa., and of J. Henry Holcomb, of Phila- 


delphia, Pa., praying for the passage of the so-called anti-scalping 
ticket bill; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. ' 


Mr. HALE presented a memorial of the York County Medical 


Society. of Maine, remonstrating against the passage of Senate 
bill No. 1063, for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in 
the District of Columbia; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


He also presented the memorial of Col. A. B. Nealey and 19 


other citizens of Maine, remonstrating against the passage of the 


so-called anti-scalping ticket bill or any similar measure; which 
was referred to the Committee on Inierstate Commerce. 

Mr. BURROWS presented the petition of A. R. McCallum and 
8 other residents of the city of Washington; of Thomas W. Bres- 
nan and 4 other citizens of Baltimore, Md.; of J. McKnight and 
8 other citizens of Philadelphia, Pa.; of C. A. Steele and 4 other 
citizens of Pittsburg, Pa.; of George W. Miles and 16 other citi- 
zens of Chicago, Ill.; and of 76 other citizens of leading cities in 
the United States, all transfer clerks in the Railway Mail Serv- 
ice, praying for the enactment of legislation granting thirty days’ 
leave of adsence with pay to the employees of the Pos?-Office 
Department known as transfer clerks in the Railway Mail Service; 
ae were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

oads. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a memorial of sundry citizens of San- 
born, Iowa, and a memorial of sundry citizens of Bellevue, lowa, 
remonstrating against the enactment of a general bankruptcy 
law; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the National American Woman 
Suffrage Association, praying for the enactment of legislation 
granting to women the right to vote for members of Congress and 
Presidential electors in the States; which was referred to the 
Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 


He also presented a petition of Hyde Clark Post, No. 78, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Dubuque, Iowa, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prevent the desecration of the United States 
flag; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Grain Shippers’ Association 
of Northwestern Iowa, praying for an investigation by the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission of the high freight rates discrimi- 
nating against the products of that part of the country; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. QUAY presented a memorial of the Trades League of 
Philadelphia, Pa., and a memorial of the Coal Exchange of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., remonstrating against the proposed curtailment of 
the postal delivery service in that city; which were referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Troy, Pa., and a petition of the congregation of 
the Wesleyan Methodist Church, of Berrytown, Pa., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by 
providing that cigarettes imported in original packages on enter- 
ing any State shall become subject to its laws; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. ALLEN presented the affidavit of George H. Reinert and 
sundry other citizens of Valentine, Nebr., relative to granting to 
the incorporated town of Valentine, in the county of Cherry and 
State of Nebraska, certain lands, and for other purposes; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I present a letter addressed to me from the 
flag committee of the National Societies of the Daughters of the 
American Revolution, inclosing a draft of a bill to prevent the 
desecration of the national flag. I ask that the letter be referred 
to the appropriate committee. I think there is a bill prohibiting 
the desecration of the before the Committee on the Judiciary. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter will be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of sundry citizens of Shel- 
byville, Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting 
the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol and all Government 
buildings; which was referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, 
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He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Cole Camp, Mo., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that 
cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any State shall 
become subject to its laws; which was referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the board of directors of the 
Kansas City Live Stock Exchange, of Kansas City, Mo., and a 
memorial of the Commercial Club of Kansas City, Mo., remon- 
strating against the passage of the railroad pooling bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Shelbyville, 
Mo., praying for the enactment of a Sunday-rest law for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Shelbyville, 
Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit, so far 
as the power of Congress extends, the reproduction of prize fights 
by the kinetoscope or other kindred devices; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the legislative committee of the 
Industrial Council of Kansas City. Mo., praying for the passage 
of Senate bill No. 95, to amend the laws relating to American sea- 
men, for the protection of such seamen, and to promote commerce; 
whieh was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Paint, Oil, and Drug Club, 
of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the passage of the so-called Loud 
bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Kansas 
City, Mo., praying for the establishment of a department of com- 
merece and industries; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also presented memorials of Gate City Lodge, No. 92; of Boiler 
Makers and Iron Shipbuilders’ Association; of the Aurora Club; of 
Local Branch No. 1, United Brotherhood of Leather Workers on 
Horse Goods; of the Local Stonecutters’ Association; of Local 
Union Brotherhood of Painters and Decorators of America; of Eu- 
reka Federal Labor Union, No. 6488; of Local Union No. 192, Jour- 
neymen Barbers’ Union of America, and of Local Union No. 1, 
Building and Laborers’ International Protective Union, all of 
Kansas City, Mo., remonstrating against the passage of the so- 
called anti-scalping ticket bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the affidavit of N. B. Allen, of Madison 
County, Mo., and the affidavit of Thomas Holladay, of Madison 
County, Mo., in support of the bill (S. 282) granting an increase 
of pension to Juliet Gregory, widow of Felix G. Gregory, of Com- 

any I, Third Regiment Missouri Mounted Volunteers in the 
Becuens war; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. THURSTON presented a petition of the Young People’s 
Society of Christian Satsarer of the First Presbyterian Church 
of Omaha, Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
hibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings: 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr. HOAR presented a memorial of the board of aldermen of 
Cambridge, Mass., remonstrating against the proposed reduction 
in the letter-carrier force in that city; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the board of aldermen of Chelsea, 
Mass,, remonstrating against the proposed reduction in the letter- 
carrier force in the Boston district which includes that city; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Lee, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to prohibit, as far as the power of Congress extends, the reproduc- 
tion of prize fights by the kinetoscope or other kindred devices; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Lee, Mass., praying for the enactmentof a Sunday- 
rest law for the District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of the Boston Waiters’ Alliance, 
Local Union No. 34, of Boston, Mass., remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Lee, Mass., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigar- 
ettes imported in original packages on entering any State shall 
become subject to its laws; which was referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Lee, Mass., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to prohibit interstate gambling by telegraph, telephone, or 











otherwise; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Lee, Mass., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to substitute voluntary arbitration for railway strikes; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Lee, Mass., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion raising the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and the Territories; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented petitions of the Boston Association of Uni- 
versalists of Somerville, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of South Framingham, and of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Lee, all in the State of Massachusetts, praying 
for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicat- 
ing liquors in the Capitol and all Government buildings; which 
were referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. DEBOE presented a joint resolution of the general assem- 
bly of the Commonwealth of Kentucky, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the licensing of the whisky traffic 
in local-option districts; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. WHITE presented a petition of the Endeavor Society of 
Monrovia, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
hibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr. PASCO presented the memorial of Hon. F. B. Genovar, 
mayor of St. Augustine, Fla., remonstrating against the passage 
of the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Healso presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Palatka, Fla., 
raying that an appropriation be made for dredging the St. Johns 
iver at Orange Mills Flats and for removing and deepening the 

river at that point; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. DANIEL presented the petition of Rev. J. C. Reed, Rev. 
A. Coke Smith, Rev. Gus. W. Dyer, Rev. W. Ashby Christian, 
Rey. Louis C. Thearn, Rev. J. K. Clayton, and Rev. Le Roy J. 
Phariss, all in the State of Virginia, praying for the enactment of 
legislation for the relief of the Book Agents of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also presented a petition of the vestry of Pohick Church, 
Fairfax County, Va., praying Congress to indemnify them for 
losses resulting from the occupancy of that church by the United 
States troops during the late war; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also presented the memorial of R. L. Penn and sundry other 
citizens of Virginia, remonstrating against the passage of the so- 
called anti-scalping ticket bill, or any similar measure; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the First 
Baptist Church of Alexandria, Va., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the transmission by mail or interstate com- 
merce of newspaper descriptions of prize fights; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the First 
Baptist Church of Alexandria, Va., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Gov- 
ernment buildings; which was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the First 
Baptist Church of Alexandria, Va., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the interstate transmission of lottery mes- 
sages and'other gambling matter by telegraph, telephone, or other- 
wise; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 


merce. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of Oshkosh Chapter, 
Daughters of the American Revolution, of Oshkosh, Wis., pray- 
ing for the passage of the bill to prevent the desecration of the 
American flag; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Endeavor Society of the Cale- 
donia-Welsh Presbyterian Church of Portage, Wis., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in all Government buildings; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. PENROSE. I present a petition from the National Amer- 
ican Woman Suffrage Association, praying that women of the 
United States be accorded the right of voting for members ofCon- 
gress and Presidential electors in the States. I move that the 
petition be printed in the Recorp, and referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on Woman Suffrage. 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the Select 
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Committee on Woman Suffrage, and ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 


AN APPEAL TO CONGRESS BY THE MEMBERS OF THE NATIONAL AMERICAN 
WOMAN SUFFRAGE ASSOCIATION, 


To the honorable members of the United States Senate 
and House of Reprsentatives in Congress assembled. 


GENTLEMEN: In 1896, the members of the National American Woman Suf- 
frage Association memorialized the Congressmen of that year to protect 
white and black women equally with black men against State denial of the 
right to vote for members of Congress and Presidential electorsin the States, 
by a law made in pursuance cf the first section of the fourteenth amendment 
of our national Constitution, in accordance with the combined Minor vs. Hap- 
pornets and Yarbough decisions of the judges of the Supreme Court of the 

Jnited States. 

And we, the undersigned members of the Federal election committee of 
this association, now write to ask you, the honorable members of the present 
Congress, to do women this justice. 

We do not ask you, gentlemen, to protect women in the new “ right of ex- 
emption from discrimination in the exercise of the elective franchise on ac- 
count of race, color, or previous condition of servitude,” which the judges of 
the Supreme Court of the United States have affirmed that the fifteenth 
amendment of our national Constitution conferred upon the male and the 
female citizens of the United States when it was adopted in 1870. 

We ask you to protect women equally with black men against State denial 
of that old “‘ right to vote * for members of Congress and Presidential electors 
in the States which the original Constitution of the United States conferred 
upon the white, black, male, and female * people of the States,’ when it was 
adopted in 1789; that old right to vote for members of Congress and Presi- 
dential electors which women and black men both exercised in New Jersey 
until 1807, when that State made and enforced a law which confined the right 
to white men. : 

The judges of the Supreme Court who rendered the Minor vs. Happersett 
decision of 1875, in which the right of women to vote was considered, and the 
Reese and Cruikshank decisions of 1876, in which the right of black men to 
vote was considered, affirmed in these decisions that those rights which were 
derived from our national Constitution were the “ necessary” privileges of 
citizens of the United States and those which were derived from the consti- 
tutions of the States were not; that the new “right of exemption from dis- 
crimination in the exercise of the elective franchise on account of race, color, 
or previous condition of servitude,” therefore, was one of the necessary priv- 
ileges of citizens of the United States, because it was derived from the fif- 
teenth amendment of our national Constitution; but that the “ old right to 
vote’’ in the States was not one of the necessary privileges of citizens of the 
United States, because the right to vote in the States came from the States 
and had not been “granted or secured by the Constitution of the United 
States; and that black men therefore had not been protected in the right 
to vote at “any” election in the States by the “laws of the United States,” 
because Congress had no constitutional power to make laws providing pun- 
ishments for the protection of citizensin the exercise of any rights except 
such as had been granted or secured by our national Constitution. 

But they admitted that women had exercised the right to vote for State 
officers and for members of Congress and Presidential electors in the State of 
New Jersey upon equal terms with men until 1807, affirmed that they were 
citizens of the United States and “entitled to all the privileges and immu- 
nites of the citizenship,” and declared that if the right to vote in the States 
was derived from our national Constitution, and suffrage was therefore one 
of the necessary privileges of citizens of the United States, then the consti- 
tutions and laws of the States which confined the right of suffrage to men 
were in violation of the first section of the fourteenth amendment of our na- 
tional Constitution and consequently void. 

So the members of their court who rendered the Yarbough decision of 1884 
indirectly affirmed that the right to vote for members of Congress and Presi- 
dential electors in the States was one of the necessary privileges of citizens 
of the United States, and that the constitutions and lawsof the States which 
confined this right to men were void when they held that section 5520 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States providing imprisonment with bard 
labor for the protection of black men in the exercise of the right to vote for 
the above-mentioned Federal officers was not unconstitutional, null, and void, 
as claimed for counsel for Jasper Yarbough, by affirming in that decision 
that the right to vote for members of Congress and Presidential electors in 
the States was “conferred by the Constitution of the United States” upon 
the “citizens” and guaranteed against the statutes of the States by the first 
section of its fourteenth amendment. 

But the judges of the Supreme Court who rendered the Yarbough deci- 
sion of 1884 could not protect women against State denial of the right to vote 
for members of Congress and Presidential electors when they protected black 
men in the exercise of this right under section 5520 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, because, as these gentlemen say in speaking of the late 
amendments of our national Constitution in their ex parte Virginia decision, 
**Some legislation is contemplated to make the amendments fully effective.” 
And it is therefore to the Congress, and not to the judicial power of the Gen- 
eral Government, as these gentlemen also say in this decision, that the duty 
has been committed of protecting citizens against State denial of rights guar- 
anteed to them by the fourteenth amendment. 

So we members of the National American Woman Suffrage Association 
ask you, the honorable members of Congress, to protect white and black 
women equally with black men against State denial of the right to vote for 
members of Congress and Presidential electors in the States by a law made in 
pursuance of the first section of the fourteenth amendment, instead of ap- 
pecling to the judges of the Supreme Court of the United States for protec- 

ion against State denial of this right, as Mrs. Virginia L. Minor did in 1875. 

It is true, as the judges of the Supreme Court say in their Minor vs. Hep- 
persett decision of 1875, that “the right of suffrage was withdrawn from 
women as early as 1807 in the State of New Jersey, without any attempt to 
obtain the interference of the United States to prevent it.”’ 

But the reason that women did not try to obtain the interference of the 
United States to prevent New Jersey from depriving them of the nigh to 
vote for members of Congress and Presidential electors in that State in 1807 
was not because the right to vote for these Federal officers was derived from 
the constitutions of the States, as judgesof the Supreme Court who rendered 

ythe Minor vs. Happersett and Cruikshank decisions held in the case of women 
and black men, for the right to vote for these Federal officers is derived from 
our national Constitution, as the members of their court have held in their 
Yarbough decision of 1884. 

The reason that women did not prtemnet to get the United States to pre- 
vent New Jersey from depriving them of the right to vote for members of 
Congress and Presidential electors in 1807 was because the original Constitu- 
tion of the United States itself was so written as to enable the States to de- 
prive citizens of the right to vote for these Federal officers whenever the 
chose to do so, instead of forbidding them to make or enforce any law which 
would have this effect, as its fourteenth amendment has now done. 








As Alexander Hamilton explains in the fifty-second number of the Feder. 
alist, our Revolutionary fathers thought it would offend the States to reduce 
the different qualifications of the different States to one uniform rule. So 
they wrote the original Constitution of the United States in such a way as to 
make Federal ee conform to the standard already established or which 
might be established by the States themselves, thinking, as Hamilton says, 
that this would be agreeable to the States and safe for the United States, 
since it was not likely that “ the poopie of the States’ would soalter the con- 
stitutions of their States as to “abridge the rights secured to them by the 


Federal Constitution.” 
SARAH CLAY BENNETT, 
MARTHA A. ROOT, 
MELVIN A. ROOT, 
Members of the Federal Suffrage Committee of the 


JANUARY 22, 1898. National Woman Suffrage Association, 


Mr. PENROSE presented a memorial of the Coal Exchange of 
Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the proposed curtail- 
ment of the free-delivery service in that city; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the executive committee of the 
Temperance Association of Friends, of Philadelphia, Pa., and a 
petition of the Christian Endeavor Union of Delaware coaaty 
Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale 
of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol and all Government build- 
ings; which were referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of 309 citizens of Venango County; 
of the congregation of the Little Britain Presbyterian Church, of 
Lancaster County; of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union 
of Media; of the congregation of St. Mark’s Lutheran Church, of 
Washington Township; of the Presbyterian Sabbath School of 
Newtown; of the New Century Club, of Newtown; of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Newtown; of the Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Christiana, and of the Woman’s 
Christian enisebenies Union of Floyd, all in the State of Penn- 
sylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation to protect 
State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes entering 
any State in original packages shall become subject to its laws; 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. MASON presented the memorial of Emerick & Owsley, 
of Aledo, Ill., remonstrating against the passage of a general 
bankruptcy law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Arcola, I1l., 
remonstrating against the ratification of the Hawaiian treaty; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of the Amalgamated Wood Work- 
ers’ Union No. 7, of the Blankbook Forwarders’ Local Union No. 
25, of Hod Carriers’ Union No. 4, and of the Hoisting Engineers’ 
Association, all of Chicago, in the State of Illinois, remonstrating 
against the passage of the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 

He also presented a memorial of sundry physicians of Belvidere, 
iL, remonstrating against the passage of Senate bill No. 1063, for 
the further prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of 
Columbia; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of Graysville, 
Griggsville, Sterling, Lockport, Chicago, Pontiac, Pecatonica, 
Saybrook, and Whitehall, all in the State of Dlinois, remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of a general bankruptcy law; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORT ON DRY DOCKS, 


Mr. HALE, I move that the report of the board appointed to 
consider the subject of dry docks be printed. 
The motion was agreed to. 


4 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, if 


Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (8S. 1586) to provide for the sale of public 
lands in Missouri, reported it without amendment, 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6542) for the relief 
of Eldred G. Davis, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 3153) to amend the charter of the Capital Railway Com- 
pany, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was re- 
ferred, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. 8446) 
to authorize the extension eastwardly of the Colambia Railway; 
which was read twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1859) to regulate street-railway fares and transfers in the 
District of Columbia. submitted an adverse report thereon, which 
was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 448) to provide for the formation 
of cooperative business corporations in the District of Columbia, 
asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and that it 
be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia; which 
was agreed to. 
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He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
joint resolution (S. R. 89) providing for the publication of official 
statistics of cities, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Public Health and National 
Quarantine, submitted a report to accompany the bill (S. 2680) 
amending “An act granting additional quarantine powers and 
imposing additional duties upon the Marine-Hospital Service,” 
approved February 15, 1893, heretofore reported by him from that 
committee. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 6351) making appropriations for the De- 
partment of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

r. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 771) to incorporate the 
National Florence Crittenton Mission, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (5S. 2880) to raise the age of protection for girls in the District 
of Columbia to 18 years, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CARTER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1629) granting to the State of Kansas the 
abandoned Fort Hays Military Reservation, in said State, for the 
purpose of establishing western branches of the Kansas Agri- 
cultural College and of the Kansas State Normal School thereon, 
and for a public park, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3121) to au- 
thorize the Washington and Glen Echo Railroad Company to 
obtain aright of way and construct tracks into the District of 
Columbia 600 feet, to report it adversely, and to ask that it be 
indefinitely postponed, for the reason that a similar bill has already 
passed the Senate. 

The bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3155) for the relief of Benjamin Longpre, 
of Maxwell, Lincoln County, Nebr., reported it with an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the letter from the Attorney-General transmitting a spe- 
cial report made by the commission to revise and codify the crimi- 
nal and penal laws of the United States concerning the criminal 
and penal laws relating to the District of Alaska, etc., asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration and that it be referred 
to the Committee on Territories; which was agreed to. 


SENATE ELECTION CASES. 


Mr. LODGE. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] on the 26th in- 
stant, to report it without amendment, and I ask for its immediate 
consideration. 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed and bound in muslin, in one volume, 3,000 copies of the Senate 
Miscellaneous Document No. 67, Fifty-second Congress, second session, being 
the compilation of Senate election cases from 1789 to 1893, and the appendix 
thereto, prepared under the concurrent resolution of March 21, 1894, covering 
Senate e potion cases from 1893 to 1897; 1,500 copies for the use of the Senate 
and 1,500 copies for the use of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Senator if the publication can not 
be so extended as to include the present session anyway. Will it 
be so far completed that any action that may be had at the pres- 
ent session could not be added? 

Mr. LODGE. I understand that it is completed up to date; 
that is, it includes all the cases of last session. It does not include 
anything at the present session. 

r. CHANDLER. I think that undoubtedly if there is any 
decision in an election case at this session it could be included in 
the volume. I will ask the senior Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar], who knows more about the publication than I do, 
whether there is any doubt that any election case decided at the 
— session will also be included in the appendix to this pub- 

ication before the book will be in print. Can any decision at this 
session be added? That is the inquiry of the Senator from Mis- 
souri. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not know in what time the work may be done. 
I can not answer the question. 

Mr. CHANDLER. My impression is, considering the progress 
made in printing a book of this kind, that it would not be finished 
before the end of the present session. 

Mr. CULLOM. The resolution might be extended so as to in- 
clude whatever takes place at the present session. 

Mr. HOAR. I think that would be the better way, because the 
work probably could not be done in season for any practical use 
at the present session. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. Then I suggest that the resolution may lie 


on the table and that that addition may be made. 


Mr. LODGE. We can get that very easily. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let it go to the Calendar, so that we can ex- 


amine it. 


Mr. LODGE, I will state that this is the resolution as submit- 


ted by the chairman of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
and it covers only the points actually prepared, All the material 
is ready for the printer. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let the concurrent resolution go to the Cal- 


endar, and then we can look into the matter. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The concurrent resolution will be 


placed on the Calendar. 


USE OF GOVERNMENT TELEGRAPH POLES, 
Mr. McMILLAN. I am directed by the Committee on the Dis- 


trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 
91) authorizing the Public Printer to use certain Government 


telegraph poles, to report it favorably, without amendment, and I 
ask for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, gs ree to consider the joint resolution. It authorizes 
the Public Printer to place one six-pin arm on each of eleven poles 
now erected on North Capitol street between G and B streets and 
to string thereon six telephone wires for use between the Govern- 
ment Printing Office and the United States Senate and House of 
Representatives. 

he joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


PROPOSED INCREASE OF MINIMUM PENSIONS, 


Mr. GALLINGER. On the 25th day of the present month a 
bill was sent to the Committee on Pensions, introduced by the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], which proposes to increase 
the pension of soldiers who are receiving a = sum than $10 a 
month to that amount. 

The committee have made careful inquiry, and have come to 
the conclusion that it is not advisable to pass the bill. The added 
increase, if the bill should become a law, would be, under the 
general law, 130,079 pensioners, with an additional cost of $4,864,- 
970.40; under the act of June 27, 1890, it would affect 317,051 pen- 
sioners, with an additional cost of $9,912,144; under the old wars 
it would affect 21,233 pensioners, with an additional cost of $509,- 
592; or an aggregate number of pensioners of 468,363, and an ag- 
gregate additional cost of $15,286,706.40. 

The committee have submitted their reasons in writing why the 
bill should not become a law, and it will go to the Calendar. 

Now, Mr. President, just a word on one other phase of the pen- 
sion question. A few days ago the Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. 
A) and the chairman of the committee had a little colloquy 
as to the matter of ratings by local medical boards and their 
review by the medical officers of the Department. I wish to call 
the attention of the Senator from Nebraska to a case that has 
been brought to my notice within two days. 

A complaint came to the Pension Bureau that a certain soldier 
in one of the cities of the country was drawing more pension than 
he was entitled to receive. The Commissioner of Pensions sent a 
special agent to that city, with instructions to take that soldier 
before four different medical boards which exist in the city, not 
notifying any one of the boards that he had been or was to be 
examined by any other board. The return has come to the Pen- 
sion Bureau. The soldier is now drawing $17a month. The find- 
ings of those four boards were as follows: One board finds that he 
is not entitled to any pension; the second board finds that he is 
entitled to $8 a month; the third board finds that he is entitled to 
$17 a month, and the fourth board finds that he is entitled to $24 
a month. 

This illustrates one phase of the pension question and the rea- 
son why there is no uniformity in the rating, or why some sol- 
diers are justly complaining and others unjustly complaining that 
they are not getting enough. 

I simply cite this instance to illustrate the fact that the Com- 
missioner of Pensions has troubles of his own, and that in the 
administration of that great office there are difficulties which we 
of the Senate do not always fully comprehend. 

I ask that the bill go to the Calendar. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes; let it go to the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill (S. 3385) to increase the 
minimum of pensions, and for other purposes, will be placed on 
the Calendar, with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. BAKER subsequently said: A few moments ago the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire — GALLINGER] made an adverse 
report upon a bill introduced by the Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. 
ALLEN]. I should like to ask the Senator from New Hampshire 
if that was a unanimous report of the Committee on Pensions? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I would say that the Senator from Kansas 
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=: BAKER] dissented from the report, and I presumed he might 
le a minority report or make a statement. He did not agree 
with the other members of the committee. 

Mr. BAKER. I desire to have it appear in the Recorp that I 
dissent from that report. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 3447) for the relief of 
the heirs of Thomas G. Flagg, deceased, late of Berkeley County, 
W. Va.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims, 

Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 3448) to grant a township of 
land to the State of Alabama for the use of the Alabama State 
Normal College; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3449) to increase the school fund of 
Alabama; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. GEAR introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 8450) granting a pension to Rachael Birdsall (with 
an accompanying paper); 

A bill (8. 8451) granting a pension to Calvin Ellis (with an ac- 
companying paper); 

A bill (8. 3452) granting a pension to Mary J. Krabiel (with an 
accompanying paper); : 

A bill (S. 3458) granting a pension to Mary Jeffery (with accom- 
panyin 6 papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3454) granting a pension to Amanda Rhoades (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8. 3455) granting a pension to Peter O’Kell (with an ac- 
companying paper), and 

A bill (S. 3456) granting a pension to Hamilton K. Williams 
(with accompanying papers). 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 3457) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge over the Black River, at or near Pocahontas, 
Ark.; which was read twice by its title and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 3458) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Hiram A. Benefiel, of Carlisle, Ind.; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3459) granting a pension to Samuel 
B. Davis, of Newport, Ind.; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. CLARK introduced a bill (S. 3460) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of John Carroll; which was 
woe twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 3461) for the relief of 
Center Ledford; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3462) for the relief of William 
Johnson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (8. 3463) granting a pension to Laura E, Campbell; 

A bill (8. 3464) granting a pension to Sarah A. Metcalf; 

A bili (S. 3465) granting a pension to Judia Johnson; 

A bill (S. 3466) granting a pension to Sarah Hamilton; and 

A bill (S. 3467) granting a pension to Swinfield Stanley. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced.-a bill (S. 3468) for the relief of 
Ephraim Clayton and James R. Neill; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (8. 3469) granting a pension to 
Lawson H. Lemons; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3470) for the relief of Charles A. 
Bess, of Leavenworth, Kans.; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S, 3471) for the relief of 
George H. White, late captain Company H, Nineteenth Michigan 
Infantry Volunteers; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
y accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 


airs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3472) to incorporate The Masonic 
Tempie Association of the District of Columbia; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. WARREN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3473) to create 
a bureau of insurance for civilian employees in each of the De- 
partments and branches of the United States Government; which 
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was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee to Ex- 
amine the Several Branches of the Civil Service. 

Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (S. 3474) granting a pension to 
John C. Brown; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S, 3475) granting a pension to Charles 
Critzer; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S. 3476) to grant a pension to 
Mrs. M. Louise Anderson; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3477) granting an honorable dis- 
charge to William D. Noland; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 3478) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of William H. Linton; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

He alsointroduced a bill (S. 3479) granting a pension to Alfred D. 
Johnson, of Independence, Kans.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 3480) granting to the Chatta- 
n Rapid Transit Company the right to cross with its track 
the Dry Valley road tothe Chickamauga and Chattanooga National 
Park; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. : 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 8481) to authorize the es- 
tablishment of State exhibition buildings in Rock Creek Park, in 
the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3482) granting a ion to Ellen 
A. King, widow of William King, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill granting a pension to 
Ellen A. King I present a letter from the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, dated June 3, 1897, addressed to myself. I move that the 
bill and accompanying paper be referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 3483) to establish a postal 
savings bank system, and to provide for the conduct and regula- 
tion of the same; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This bill was introduced in the House by 
Mr. BARTHOLDT and, as Iam advised, was prepared by Mr. James 
W. Bell, of St. Louis, Mo., president of the St. Louis Safe De- 
posit and Savings Bank, a gee of high character and stand- 
ing. I move that the bill be referred, with the accompanying 
papers, to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

e motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 3484) for the relief of Ar- 
thur L. Flint; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McMIL introduced a bill (S. 3485) authorizing the ac- 

uisition of certain lands in Woodley Park for an addition to the 

logical Park, in exchange for the interest of the United States 

in certain land north of W street, between Fifteenth and Sixteenth 

streets, west and south of block 2 of the subdivision called Merid- 

ian Hill; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 3486) for the relief of George H. 
White, formerly captain of Company H, Nineteenth Michigan 
Volunteer Infantry; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 3487) for the relief of Rob- 
ert F. Thompson; which was read twice by its title, ami referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 3488) providing for the 
calling and holding of ial terms of the circuit court within 
and for the district of Nebraska; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (8. 3489) for the improvement of 
the Chattahoochee River; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr, HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3490) for the relief of widows 

and minor children of pensioners; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. DANIEL (by request) introduced a bill (S. $491) for the 
relief of loyal citizens; therein named, of Loudoun County, Va.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3492) granting a pen- 
sion to James W. Dunn; which was twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 3493) for the relief of 
David D. Johnson, first lieutenant in United States Army, retired; 








which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. ; 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 3494) granting a pension to 
David O. Carpenter; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3495) to divide the State of West 
Virginia into two judicial districts; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3496) for the relief of the Rev. 
William J. Larkin; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 3497) for the development 
and encouragement of ramie, silk, and flax preparation and man- 
ufacture, and their production and profitable home market in the 
United States, under the supervision of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He alsointroduced a bill (5S. 3498) authorizing and directing the 
Secretary of War to issue medals of honor tothe 130 living officers 
and soldiers of the five companies from Pennsylvania who were 
the first to reach Washington City for its defense on the 18th day 
of April, 1861; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3499) for the relief of Edward Bar- 
ton, of the city of Chester, Pa., and the heirs of James Barton and 
John. H. Barton, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 3500) for the relief of Flora 
A. Darling; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MASON introduced a bili (S. 3501) to establish a postal 
savings bank system and to provide for the conduct and regula- 
tion of the same; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3502) for the relief of the heirs of 
William McGarrahan; which was read twice by its title, and, 
= the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3503) ae for an additional 
circuit judge in the sixth, seventh, and eighth circuits; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3504) placing the name of Joseph 
Hooker Wood on the retired list; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Milit Affairs. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 96) for the im- 
provement of Mystic River, Massachusetts; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. . 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 97) 
granting permission to officers of the Army and Navy of the 
United States to wear the badge adopted by the Association of 
Military Surgeons of the United States; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


RETURN OF FLAGS. 


Mr. FORAKER. I introduce a joint resolution, and I ask 
unanimous consent for its immediate consideration. It is simply 
a joint resolution in regard to the return of some flags to the State 
of Ohio that are now in possession of the War Department. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read at length. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 95) instructing the Secretary of 
War toreturn to the State of Ohio the flags of certain regiments 
of Ohio Volunteer Infantry was read the first time by its title 
and the second time at length, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of War be, and he is 
hereby, instructed to return to the State of Ohio the regimental flags of the 
Twenty-first, chee ee and Sixtieth regiments of Ohio Volunteer Infan- 
try upon request of the governor of said State. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


REDUCTION OF FORCE IN PENSION OFFICE. 


Mr. TURPIE. I offer the following amendment, intended to 
be proposed by me to the legislative, executive, and judicial ap- 
propriation bill: 

Provided, That in making said reductions of force, the head of the Depart- 
mentshall retain those persons who have been honorably discharged from the 


military or naval service of the United States, and the widows and orphans 
of deceased soldiers and sailors. 


I wish to call particularly the attention of the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, the senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLIson], to the terms of this amendment. 
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It is well known that there is a reduction of force in the Pension 
Office of 110 places provided in the legislative, executive, and 
judicial appropriation bill. The amendment proposes to protect 

onorably discharged sailors and soldiers in the civil war now 
holding places and their representatives, such as widows and 
daughters, so that the reduction shall be effected merely by de- 
creasing the roll of civilians in employment in that Bureau. 

Mr. President, we have by statutory enactment in the most ex- 
press form favored the appointment and continuance of soldiers 
and sailors in the civil service of the United States. We have en- 
acted that they shall be preferred, other things being equal, in all 
cases. We have enacted that they shall not be subject to civil- 
service examination in certain cases. The whole policy and prac- 
tice of the Government has been one of favor toward the ex-sol- 
diers of the Union, in my judgment exceedingly meritorious, in 
my judgment a policy very well founded. 

The proposal of this amendment is to carry out that policy in 
the reduction to take place. To the reduction as a measure of 
economy I have no objection, and I do not know that any Senator 
has any objection to it. Still I propose that when we make such 
reduction it shall be made in positive terms, without interference 
with the employment of ex soldiers and sailors in the Bureau. 

I know it may be said that some of those men are old, that some 
of them are incompetent, but if they be incompetent, they aresub- 
ject to removal whether the amendment passes or not. So far as 
I know they are acompetent body. Theyarenot numerous. Not 
over one-fifth of the employees of the Pension Bureau are ex 
soldiers and sailors of the Union. So far as I know they area 
competent body for the discharge of their duties, entitled to the 
favor of the Government and entitled to the favorable consider- 
ation of Congress. Therefore, they ought not to be subject to 
this reduction on account of economy. 

_Task that the amendment may be printed and referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. HALE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was ordered to be 
printed, and, with the accompanying letter from the Secretary of 
the Navy, referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. WILSON submitted an amendment intended to be preposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ELKINS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. CHANDLER submitted two amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 


which were referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bir, and ordered to be printed. 
ANNEXATION POLICY OF THE UNITED STATES 

Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That a paper entitled, ‘The historic policy of the United States 
as to annexation,” written by Prof. Simeon EF. Baldwin, of Yale University, 
which is printed in Senate Miscellaneous Documents of Fifty-third Congress, 
second session, beginning at page 369 of said publication, be reprinted for the 


use of the Senate. 
SEIZURE OF BRITISH SHIPS IN BERING SEA. 

Mr. MORGAN. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk 
and I ask that it go over until to-morrow, I want to call the 
attention of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson] to the resolu- 
tion. 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution submitted the 
Senator from Alabama will be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President is requested, if in his opinion it t incon- 
sistent with the public service, to send to the Senate the correspondence and 
notes of diplomatic character relating to the negotiation and the exchange 
of ratifications upon a treaty between the United States and Great br L 
relating to compensation for the seizure of British ships in Berir “ h 
bears date on the 8th day of February, 1896. 

And also, all the instructions and advice given by the Department State 
to the agent, or the attorney of the United States, as to the co f the 
arbitration had under said treaty. 

And also, a full statement of the proceedings in said cause, inc! r the 
arguments, whether oral or printed, made by the cou t ited 
States before the arbitrators on the hearit aid cause; and a copy of the 
treaty under which such award was made, and a copy of the award made by 
the arbitrators under the authority thereof 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to say a word about the resolution. 


The appropriation for the award referred to has to be made at 
this session of Congress, and [ want to get the papers from the 
Department of State which relate to the award. 
Mr. HALE. I did not hear the first part of the resolution. 
Mr. MORGAN. Iasked that the resolution be printed and lie 
over until to-morrow, calling the attention of the chairman of the 
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Committee on Appropriations to the resolution, in order that he 
may see if any amendment be necessary to be made to it. 
Mr. HALE. I was going to ask that the resolution should go 


over. 
. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be printed and 
© over. 


RULES OF COMMITTEE ON PENSIONS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I offer a resolution for which I ask imme- 
diate consideration. I think there will be no objection to it. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That 10,000 additional copies of the rules of the Senate Committee 
on Pensions be printed for the use of said committee. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In regard to the resolution, as the number 
of copies of the rules desired to be printed seems large, I want to 
say that the committee is having calls for them not only from 
Senators, but from Members of the House of Representatives, and 
these rules, I think, are working a reform in our pension legisla- 
tion. We need them, and I hope the number asked for will be 
printed. . 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 

VICTOR H. MACCORD. 

Mr. CULLOM submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and is hereby, directed to furnish 
for the use of the Senate a copy of Secretary rT note to Mr. McKenzie, 
No. 169, dated Department of State, June 27,1896; Mr. Rockhill’s telegram to 
Mr. McKenzie, dated Department of State, September 23, 1896; Mr. Olney’s 
telegram to Mr. ‘Neill, dated November 17, 1896; Mr. Olney’s note to Mr. 
Neill, No. 210, dated Department of State, December 28, 1896; Mr. Olney’s tel- 
egram to Mr. Neill, dated Department of State, February 5, 1897; Mr. Neill’s 
telegram to Mr. Olney in reply, dated Lima, February 6, 1897, and copies of 
all letters, papers, including Solicitor Penfield’s brief of facts, correspond- 
ence, diplomatic or otherwise, on file in the State Department in connection 
with the arrest and imprisonment, at Arequipa, Peru, of Victor H. MacCord, 
a citizen of Linesville, Crawford County, Pa.,in June, 1885, he being at the 
same time consular agent of the United Statesin Peru, bearing date since 
the 4th of March, 1897, and touching the claim made by Mr. MacCord for in- 
demnity against Peru in 1888. 

FIJI ISLANDS CLAIMS, 

Mr. PENROSE submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 

Resolved by the Senate, That the Secretary of State be, and is hereby, re- 
quested to urge the early payment and liquidation of the claims of American 
citizens heretofore adjudicated in the colonial department for the Fiji Islands. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 4829) for the relief of the Book Agents of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church South was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 4934) permitting the building of a dam between 
Coon Rapids and the north limits of the city of Minneapolis, Minn., 
across the Mississippi River, was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 4303) making appropriation for the payment of invalid 
and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1899, and for other purposes, agreeing to one and disa- 
greeing to the other amendment of the Senate, and asking/for a 
conference of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move that the Senate insist on its amend- 
ment disagreed to by the House of Representatives and agree to 
the conference asked by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. PERKINS, 
Mr. CuLLom, and Mr. BERRY were appointed. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on this day approved and signed the act (S. 3053) to provide an 
American register for the steamer Navahoe. 

THE CENSUS. 


Mr. CARTER. I ask unanimous consent that on the closing of 
the morning business to-day the bill (S. 94) to provide for the 
Twelfth and subsequent censuses be laid before the Senate as the 
unfinished business. It will be remembered that that bill was 
temporarily displaced by the consideration of the resolution pre- 
sented by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. 

*Mr. ALLISON. I hope that will be done, and that then the 
Senator from Montana will consent that the bill lie over until 
to-morrow. 

Mr. CARTER. I have no objection to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Montana that the bill named by him be placed 
upon the Calendar as the unfinished business? Unless there be 
Objection, that will be the order. 
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Mr. CARTER. In conformity with the request of the Senator 


from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], it may be understood at this time that 
the bill will pass over for to-day. 


Mr. ALLISON. Very well. I wish it also understood that the 


regular order shall not interfere with the consideration of appro- 
priation bills when they are ready for action by the Senate. 


FREE HOMESTEADS. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I present an argument made by Hon. John 
H. King, before the Public Lands Committee of the House of 
Representatives on the free-homestead bill. I move that the paper 
rinted as a document, and referred to the Committee on Indian 

airs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ACQUISITION OF TERRITORY. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. [I introduced a resolution on Friday last, 
which I su will come up at the close of the morning business, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from South Dakota, coming 
over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the following resolution submitted by Mr. 
PETTIGREW, January 28, 1898: 

Resolved, That it is contrary to the interest, policy, and tradition of the 
people of the United States to acquire any territory so situated as to require 
a navy to protect it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I now ask that the resolution lie over 
until to-morrow, giving notice that I then desire to submit some 
remarks with regard to it. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the courtesy of the Senate never 
permits interference with the desire of a Senator to make a speech 
upon any subject-matter to which his attention is especially 
directed, but I do not wish the notice the Senator has given that 
he intends to speak upon this resolution to-morrow morning to 
be taken in any way as precluding the motion provided for in 
Rule XXXV, that where a Senator believes a discussion should 
be in secret session to move to proceed in secret session. If the 
Senator undertakes to discuss in open session the Hawaiian situa- 
tion, all of which is comprehended in the treaty, I give notice 
that a motion will be made under the rules to proceed to that 
consideration in secret. 

Mr. WHITE. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine this 
question: Whether it is to be the rule that any question germane 
to the treaty matter which is discussed by those in favor of the 
treaty may be discussed in open session, and that no kindred re- 
marks can be made by those who are supposed to be opposed to 
it? Iam led to this question by the fact that a discussion was 
had, or rather a statement from a Senator now present was made 
here some days ago, bearing upon this subject, in which he con- 
sidered something which had been said in executive session, and 
the lynx-eyed observation of the proannexationists did not detect 
this apparent intrusion on the sacred grounds which we are now 
informed will be protected. 

Mr. HALE. That discussion was in reference to a thing in the 
dead ae opinion of ex-President Cleveland as to what he 
would have done at a giventime. Of course it is difficult to draw 
the line as to when the discussion of a subject affecting a forei 
country, and especially the subject of an exact treaty, would 
touched upon or discussed in open or secret session. This whole 
question of the Hawaiian situation, which is comprehended in the 
treaty, came up before the Senate, and after debate, somewhat at 
length, the Senate determined that the discussion should be in 
secret, with closed doors. I am only now calling the attention of 
the Senate to that proposition, and to that position which the Sen- 
ate took. If the Senator from South Dakota proposes to discuss 
the whole situation in regard to Hawaii which is covered by that 
treaty, then the motion will be made and I presume seconded, 
and the whole matter then, by the rules,.will go into secret ses- 
sion, and then we can learn what the Senator from South Dakota 
does propose. 

Mr. WHITE. MayI make a suggestion to the Senator from 
Maine whether it is not ible for a broad and general question, 
such as that alluded to by the Senator from South Dakota, to be 
discussed without trenching upon the particular subject which I 
think the Senator has in mind? I imagine that it may be quite 
fully discussed and that particular subject left out. It may bear 
upon that subject, but there can be nothing secret in the mere 
general discussion of a topic such as this, nor could we ascertain 
what was in the mind of a Senator unless he had approached at 
least near the dangerous ground. Of course, if he shall once in- 
trude within the awful circle, I admit—if he shall talk against 
annexation, he ought to be stopped. 

Mr. HALE. Neither the Senator, nor I, nor any other Senator 
can settle the ao as to where such discussion shall take place, 
but it can be fully considered in secret session on the motion of a 
single Senator, seconded by another Senator, and there we can 
learn what is contemplated, If the Senator from South Dakota 
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only proposes a general discussion, which does not touch the sub- 
ject embraced in the treaty, that can easily be settled in secret 
session upon his statement of what he intends; but the rule pre- 
scribes that all these questions shall be settled in secret session. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I apprehend it will be soon 
enough toraise this question when I trench upon forbidden ground. 
I presume it will be impossible to do that in view of the prece- 
dents of the Senate, for the reason that within a few days a Sen- 
ator arose in his place and for more than an hour went into the 
question of Hawaiian annexation, attacked the Queen of Hawaii, 
and reviewed the history of this transaction fully and publicly in 
open session. I shall not go as far as, certainly not any further 
than, did that Senator. In view of the fact that on that occasion 
no effort was made to secure a secret session, I presume I shall say 
nothing that will prompt any Senator to desire a secret session 
to-morrow morning when I make my remarks. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President,I desire to say aword. I have 
been referred to in the debate this morning, not by name, but I, 
of course, know what was meant by it. It is not necessary for 
me to say a word more than I said before the Senate the other day 
in vindication of myself or my right, without discussing the treaty 
in the slightest degree, to enter upon a personal explanation in 
refutation of a statement which had been made by an ex-President 
of the United States, predicated upon a remark that he supposed 
I had made in executive session, and which I never made. That 


Mr. HOAR. This is the rule: 





Mr. CHANDLER. On that assumption. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Maine will pardon me, I think 
it does not require a majority. It is the right of any single Sen- 
ator to insist that that business is in order. Then the Senate, of 
course, has the power to dispose of that particular case by a new 
reference to a committee—— 

Mr. HALE. Or by taking up another subject. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not think so. 

Mr. HALE. I disagree entirely with the Senator on that. 


Rue VI. 
PRESENTATION OF CREDENTIALS. 

1. The presentation of the credentials of Senators-elect and other questions 
of privilege shall always be in order, except during the reading and correc- 
tion of the Journal, while a question of order or a motion to adjourn is pend- 
ing, or while the Senate is dividing; and all questions and motions arising or 
made upon the presentation of such credentials shall be proceeded with until 
disposed of. 

So the Senate is required to deal with a person who is claiming 
the right to a seat here and to vote on that motion. That subject 
is absolute and predominant, and takes the place of all minor 
considerations whatever. 
stand it. 

Mr. HALE. I agree with the Senator to a certain extent, but I 
do not believe any subject is so sacred or so privileged that, after 
it has been brought before the Senate under the rules by, it may be, 


That is the express rule, as I under- 


: : : single Senator, Ss é ot then by aiority owned 
was as far as I went, and in going through that refutation I i gle Senator, the Senate can not then by a majority determine 


undertook to show the reason why he himself was in error about | 


what was his former position on this subject. 
I went. 


That was as far 


SENATOR FROM OREGON, 


Mr. HOAR. Irise with reference to a privileged report, but I 
wish at this time merely to put a question, with the leave of the 
Senate, to the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. 
I desire to know when it is the purpose of the chairman of the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections tocall up the Oregon case? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Not until after Thursday of this week. [| 
had intended to call it up this morning, but a request has been 
made for delay, which seems to me to be reasonable, to which I 
acceded, so far as I was concerned, 

I will say that very soon the Oregon case ought to be called up 
and disposed of. The Senator from Massachusetts and myself 
were in the minority of the committee. I think I ought to give 
notice that we expect the majority of the committee, who favor 
the resolution which they reported that Mr. Corbett is not entitled 
to a seat as a Senator, to be ready to proceed at a very early day 
with such discussion as they wish to give to the subject. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I have no doubt that the Senator 
from New Hampshire and myself are in entire accord. So far as 
Iam informed, certainly, that is the case. I desire to have this 
matter promptly disposed of according to the rules. The rules 


that it will take up something else. There is nothing of higher 
privilege than a conference report, but after it is submitted the 


8S | Senate can proceed to consider something else, if it so chooses. 


The privilege, great asit is, isexhausted when the subjectis brought 
before the Senate, if the Senate proceed to consider some other 
subject. That is my view of the question. However, that need 
not come up now, for it will be settled when the time comes. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Im this case I should be glad to agree with 
| the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], but I understand the 
parliamentary rule to be exactly as stated by the Senator from 
| Maine [Mr. HALE]. This subject can be brought up at any time, 
| but then a majority of the Senate can do what they please with it, 
| either consider it to a finish at that time, or lay it upon the table, 
or postpone it for consideration at some future time. 

Mr. HOAR. If Imay be allowed one further observation, I shall 
submit that proposition, if it shall become a practical and impor- 
tant question, to the decision of the Chair and the Senate. I un- 
derstand the express rule of the Senate to be otherwise; that it is, 
in substance, that you shall not be doing other business while the 
title of the person to take part in that other business is pending, 
unless there be some special reason for it. It has never been heard 
| of in the history of the Senate of the United States that a question 
of the title to a Senator's seat here has been dealt with in any other 
| Way. 
| Mr. CAFFERY subsequently said: I desire to give notice that 





require that it shall be disposed of without delay in preference to on Thursday morning, immediately after the routine business, I 


all other business. 

Mr. HALE. I suppose the Senator wiil hardly say that would 
be so if the majority of the Senate should prefer to take up other 
business. 

Mr. HOAR. I am not quite sure about that. 
Senate must take up the subject and dis 
I understand the rule, but it is not worth while to detain the Sen- 
ate to discuss that now. 

I merely wish to say that I think with the Senator from New 
Hampshire that it ought to be disposed of at the earliest possible 
day; that it is due to a sovereign State and the Senate, and it is 
due to the gentleman seeking the seat. The conditions which have 
required the postponement so far seem to me to be unfortunate, 
and I give notice that I shall myself earnestly press the considera- 
tion and disposition of that case after Thursday. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Under those circumstances, I think I shall 
give notice that on Friday, after the conclusion of the routine 
morning business, I shall move to proceed to the consideration of 
the Oregon case. That is a privileged motion; but I understand 
with the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hak], although the motion is 
privileged, it will be entirely within the discretion of the Senate 
to decide by a majority vote whether or not we shall proceed with 
the consideration of the case. 

Mr. HALE. I so understand, and I understand further that 
the Senator from New Hampshire, representing a minority of the 
committee, does not propose that the majority of the committee 
making the majority report shall have charge of the matter as to 
when the motion shall be made, but that he will make the motion 
and not leave that to the majority of the committee as represented 
in their report. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It seems to me under the circumstances 
that the chairman of the committee, the seat being vacant, ought 
to insist upon action upon the case within a reasonable period. 

Mr. HALE. On the assumption that the majority will be ready 
to proceed? 


Of course the 


will call up the resolution in the case of Mr. Corbett, claiming a 

seat in the Senate, with a view of submitting some remarks thereon. 
PURCHASE OF KANSAS PACIFIC DIVISION. 

Mr. QUAY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R.6546) making appropriations for the support 





se of it in some way, as | of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899. 


Mr. FORAKER. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (8.3203) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury under certain conditions to purchase the Kansas Pacific 
| Division of the Union Pacific Railroad. I do not think there will 

be any discussion regarding it, from what I can understand. 

Mr. WHITE. Is the report a unanimous one? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. QUAY. If the consideration of the bill will involve no 
discussion, I shall not object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Pennsylvania 

| yield to the request of the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. QUAY. Ido, provided the bill leads to no discussion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is unanimous consent given for the 

consideration of the bill named by the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, when unanimous consent 
was asked on a prior occasion for the consideration of this bill, I 
proposed an amendment giving the President of the United 
States the right to sell the property when once acquired. Those 
who have given the most attention to the matter, including, as I 
understand, the members of the Committee on Pacific Railroads, 
are satisfied with a little modification of that amendment; and if, 
upon the consideration of this bill, the amendment with the modi- 
fication now proposed may be embodied in it without objection or 
discussion, I shall not raise any objection to the consideration of 
the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is unanimous consent given to the 
present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. QUAY. The unanimous consent is only given with the un- 
derstanding that the bill leads to no debate. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Subject to objection. 


é The Chair so 
understands. Is there any objection? ii 

Mr. FORAKER. The sale is to be held on the 16th, and it is 
important that the bill should be considered now. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. THURSTON. I offer the amendment I send to the desk, 
which I understand is accepted by the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of the bill the 
following additional section: 

Sec. 2. In case the said Kansas Pacific Division of the Union Pacific Rail- 
road, or any part thereof, shall be redeemed or purchased in the name of or 
for the United States, then end in that case the President of the United States 
may, in his discretion, sell and dispose of all the railroad and property so 
purchased or redeemed to the best interests of the United States. . 

The Secretary of the Treasury shall, under the direction of the President 
of the United Stites, make, execute, and deliver to the purchaser or pur- 
chasers of said railroad and property a conveyance in writing, but not under 
seal, which conveyance shall vest in said purchaser or purchasers all the 
—, a and interest of the United States in and to the property therein 

escribed. 

Mr. FORAKER. The amendment is accepted by the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. TURPIE, I wish to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. 
ment the following: 

But in no case shall such sale be made for a less sum than the original 


claim and interest thereon due to the United States from said railroad com- 
pany of the Kansas Pacific Division. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. THURSTON. Istated that I would interpose no objection 
to the present consideration of the bill if the amendment I pro- 
posed were adopted as a part of it. If it leads to other amend- 
ments of a grave and serious character, such as the one proposed 
by the Senator from Indiana, I must object to the present consid- 
eration of the bill, as I desire to discuss that question. 

Mr. FORAKER. I was not aware that any other Senator 
desired to offer an amendment. If the amendment to the amend- 
ment is insisted on, as I presume it will be, I withdraw the re- 
quest for the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. TURPIE. LIask that the amendment to the amendment 
may be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be printed, and the bill will go over under objection by the 
Senator from Nebraska. 

MINING LAWS IN ALASKA, 

Mr. CARTER. I present an amendment intended to be pro- 
osed by me to the bill (GH. R. 5975) extending the homestead 
aws and providing for right of way for railroads in the District 

of Alaska, which I ask may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. Carter to the bill (H. R.5975) 


extending the homestead laws and providing for right of way for railroads 

in the District of Alaska. 

Amend by adding to section 1 of said act the following, to wit: 

“And the laws of the United States relating to mining claims, mineral 
locations, and rights incident thereto extended to said Territory of Alaska 
by an act of Congress entitled ‘An act providing for a civil government for 
Alaska,’ approved May 17, 1884, shall continue applicable to said Territory, 
and qualified persons, companies, or corporations who have located mining 
claims in said district in conformity with the laws of the United States 
applicable to the public domain, or who have occupied and improved or exer- 
cised acts of ownership over such claims, shall not be disturbed therein, but 
shall be allowed to perfect their titles to such claims by complying with the 
mining laws of the United States and the local rules and regulations not in 
conflict therewith: Provided, That native-born citizens of the Dominion of 
Canada shall be accorded in said Territory of Alaska the same mining rights 
and privileges accorded to citizens of the United States in British Columbia 
and the Northwest Territory by the laws of the Dominion of Canada or the 
local laws, rules, and regulations, and the Secretary of the Interior shall from 
time to time promulgate and enforce rules and regulations to carry this pro- 
vision into effect.”’ 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I have requested the reading of 
the proposed amendment for the reason that the proviso attached 
to it constitutes an innovation upon the mining laws of the United 
States. Under the laws relating to the location of mineral claims 
on the public domain the right of location and ownership during 
the period of time the location endures, and prior to the issuance 
of patent, is and always has been confined to citizens of the United 
States or persons who have declared their intention to become 
such. 

Owing to the unique conditions existing in the Territory of 
Alaska and that portion of the Dominion immediately east of the 
international boundary line where many of our citizens are now 
engaged in mining, it has seemed proper that in a certain sense 
reciprocal recognition should be given to the citizens of the Do- 
minion of Canada who may cross the boundary line and begin 


It is proposed to add at the end of the amend- 


mining operations in the Territory of Alaska immediately to the 
west. Under existing rules and regulations citizens of the United 
States now operating in the Northwest Territory and British 
Columbia are accorded the same right, without limitation or re- 
striction, accorded to and enjoyed by the citizens of Canada in 
that country. This proviso pro to extend to native-born citi- 
zens of Canada within the Territory of Alaska privileges in refer- 
ence to location and working of mines like unto those extended to 
our citizens in Canadian territory. 

I move the reference of the amendment to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. QUAY. I renew my motion that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6546) making appropriations 
~- Aay support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been re- 
ported from the Committee on Appropiations with amendments. 

Mr. QUAY. I ask unanimous consent that the first formal 
reading of the bill may be dispensed with and that the committee 
amendments may be first disposed of as they are reached in the 
reading of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There being no objection on the 
part of the Senate, that will be the order. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 2, line 21, to increase the appropriation for clerks and 
messengers at the Headquarters of the Army and at the several 
department headquarters from $155,000 to $161,900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

ae reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 15, on 
page /. 

Mr. QUAY. In line 10, page 7, there should be inserted, after 
the word ‘‘clerks,” the words ‘‘ at $1,400 each.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the proposal? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SzcretTary. After the word “clerks,” in line 10, page 7, 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘at $1,400 each;” so as to read: 

For pay of thirty-five paymaster’s clerks, at $1,400 each, $49,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is that the aggregate amount? 

Mr. Wied That is the aggregate amount. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. e question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 8, after line 12, to 
strike out: 

For mileage to officers when traveling onduty without troops, when author- 


ized by law, not to exceed —— P 
owed a 


rovided, That in disbursing this amount 
the maximum sum to bea 


nd paid to an officer shall 4 cents per 


_mile, distance to be computed over the shortest usually traveled routes, and 


in addition thereto the cost of the transportation actually paid by the officer 
over said route or routes, exclusive of parlor car or sleeping car fare and 
transfers: And provided further, That when aay officer so traveling shall 
travel in whole or in part on any railroad on which the troops and supplies of 
the United States are entitled to be ted free of charge, or over any 
of the bond-aided Pacific railroads, he be allowed for himself only 4 cents 
per mile as a subsistence fund for every mile necessarily traveled over any 
such railroads: And provided further, That the transportation furnished b’ 
the Quartermaster’s Department to officers traveling without troops shall 
be limited to transportation in kind, not includi mogeing, or pation car 
accommodations, over free roads, over bond-aided Pacific r , and by 
conveyance belonging to the said department. 


And insert: 


For mileage to officers when authorized by law, $80,000: Provided, That 
hereafter the maximum sum to be allowed and paid to any officer of the 
Army shall be 4 cents per mile, the distance to be computed over the shortest 
usually traveled routes: Provided further, That officers who, by reason of the 
decision of the accounting officers of the Treasury, have been compelled to 
pay from their own means one-half of the cost of their travel fare over rail- 
roads known as 50 per cent railroads, shall be reimbu the same by the 
Pay Department, and paymasters st whom disallowances have been 
made by the accounting officers of the Treasury under such decision shall 
have the amounts so disallowed passed to their credit. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I understand this provision is to restore the 
law as it was. 4 

Mr. QUAY. Yes; it restores the former law. Itis merely ten- 
tative. We expect to modify the amendment somewhat in con- 
ference. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to tho 
amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 10, line 3, before 
the word ‘‘and,” to strike out “six hundred and eight thousand 
one hundred” and insert ‘‘ five hundred and sixty-five thousand;” 
so as to make the clause read: 


Making in all, for pay and general expenses of the Army, $13,565,002. 
The amendment was agreed to, 
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The next amendment was, on page 10, line 4, after the word Iam glad to hear the Senator from Pennsylvania say that if 
‘‘ appropriated,” to strike out the comma and insert ‘‘except the | anything is to be done in the way of increased pay to anyone, this 
appropriation ‘for mileage to officers when authorized by law;’” | amendment ought to be passed. I submit to the Senate that the 
so as to make the clause read: | War ee knows what it is doing when it asks that this 

All the money hereinbefore appropriated except the appropriation “for | man of twenty-three years’ service shall be paid an advance, al- 

‘lea hen author by law” shall be ; » 29/ ‘ x men of hic 
mileage $n the Pap aces = - — ean ee atone ae the sam proposed will be $200 less than other men of his 
pose shall constitute one fund. grade receive. 

Mr. QUAY. There seems to be no quorum of the Senate pres- 
} 


The amendment was agreed to. e 
The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Transportation ent, and I do not desire to call for a vote on the amendment. 
will accept the amendment and take the question into conference, 


and its supplies,” on e 16, line 25, rc . : 
‘oe to insert edie uvdling on wabtic duaareedined but at the same time I can not assure the Senator from Connecti- 
troops, and;” so as to read: cut that his amendment will be incorporated in the bill. Bs 

Transportation of the Army and its supplies: Transportation of the Army Mr. HAWLEY. i have done my duty, at least, and I shall pre- 
including officers traveling on pale duty without troops, and baggage of | Sume that other people will do the same, 
the troops when moving either by Jand or water, etc. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

The amendment was agreed to. amendment proposed by the Senator from Connecticut. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Medical Depart-| The amendment was agreed to. 
ment,” on page 20, line 23, before the word ‘‘ Hospital,” to strike| Mr. QUAY. Then the total should be changed. There is an- 
out ‘*General;” so as to make the clause read: other amendment rendered necessary by the one just adopted. 

Medical and Hospital Department: For the purchase of medical and hos- | In line 21, on page 2, I move to strike out “sixty-one thousand 
pital supplies, including disinfectants for general post sanitation, expensesof | nine hundred” and insert ‘‘ sixty-two thousand five hundred,” the 
medical-supply depots, pay of employees, medical care and treatment of offi- . : 
cers and enlisted men of the Army on duty at posts and stations for which 
no other provision is made; for the proper care and treatment of cases in the 
Army suffering from contagious or epidemic diseases, and the supply of the 
Army and Navy Hospital at Hot Springs, Ark.; advertising and other mis- 
cellaneous expenses of the Medical Department, $114,800; experimental cook- 
ing, $200; in all, $115,000: Provided, That not toexceed $40,000 shall be expended 
for pay of civilian employees. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I ask the Senator having the bill in charge 
whether the amendments of the Committee on Appropriations 
have been disposed of? 

Mr. QUAY. Yes; all the committee amendments have been 
disposed of. Mr. QUAY. Such items of expenditure come in properly on 

Mr. HAWLEY. Then I call attention to the amendment of! the sundry civil appropriation bill. I trust the Senator from 
which notice was given by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. | South Dakota will not insist on placing that amendment on the 
SEWELL]. I move the amendment which I send to the desk. pending bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. Mr. KYLE. I will state that an appropriation is made in a 

The Secretary. In line 18, page 2, after the word “‘each,” in- | lump sum to the amount of $750,000 for the construction of bar- 
sert ‘‘one clerk, at $1,800;” and strike out the word ‘‘ten” and | racks, repairs to barracks, etc. The question has been before the 
insert “‘nine.” so as to read, ‘‘ nine clerks, at $1,200 each.” Committee on Military Affairs, I believe. for some time as to 

Mr. QUAY. The effect of that amendment, I understand, is to | whether the barracks at Fort Meade should be replaced by build- 
increase the salary of one of the clerks from $1,200 to $1,800. ings of a more permanent character. The present buildings are 

Mr. HAWLEY. I was about to explain it. There are ten| in a tumble-down condition. The Secretary of War has advised 
clerks at Army Headquarters receiving $1,200. One of them is a | that they should be replaced by permanent buildings. General 
man who has been twenty-three years in the service, including, I | Coppinger, of Omaha, has made the same recommendation, and 
think, fourteen years as clerk at Headquarters of the Army and | also General Miles. In fact, the whole of the War Department 
ten as chief clerk at Headquarters of the Army, and his salary | and the Committee on Military Affairs have given their sanction 
has been $1,200, just the same as the salary of all the clerks asso- | to it. There can be no question in regard to the necessity for the 
ciated with him. The $1,800 proposed is $200 less than the salary | amendment. ; 
of the chief clerk of any of the other bureaus. It would still be Mr. QUAY. The appropriation in the bill is merely for the 
below that of other men who perform equal labors and hold | construction of temporary buildings, and the amendment sug- 
positions of equal importance. General Miles points out that | gested by the Senator from South Dakota, as I said before, would 
should the Commanding General of the Army take the field, his | naturally and properly come in as an amendment to the sundry 
chief clerk would receive $600 less compensation per annum than | civil appropriation bill. Has the amendment been reported from 
the clerk to the quartermaster of the General Commanding. The | the Committee on Military Affairs? 

Secretary of War recommends this increase, the Adjutant-General Mr. KYLE. They have it under advisement now. 
of the Army recommends it, and General Miles makes quite a Mr. QUAY. I feel it my duty to make the point of order 
lengthy communication of considerable vigor in asking for it. against the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Is the amendment offered by direction of a stand- Mr. HAWLEY. Icansayawordaboutit, Mr. President. The 
ing committee? Military Committee was in favor of an appropriation of this char- 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is offered by direction of the Committee on | acter, but not thinking the Army bill would be up so soon, laid it 
Military Affairs. It is reported from that committee, as the print | over just to see whether the War Department still adhered to its 
before the Senate shows. old recommendation. It does so adhere. It makes this recom- 

Mr. QUAY. Ihave examined this question. It was before the | mendation. Fort Meade is situated very finely indeed as to the 
Committee on Appropriations. I feel disposed, asfar as I amcon-| lay of the ground, climate, and all that. Strategically it is a 
cerned, and the committee felt disposed, to respect the recommen- | point of very great importance. It is one of the forts provided 
dation of the Commanding General of the Army, but it was the | for in the scheme of permanent forts of the Army. 
sense of the committee that owing to the present condition of the| Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator if there will not be ample 
revenues no increase in the salary of any official should be passed | time for the Committee on Military Affairs to report this as an 
at the present Congress. If there is to be any such increase, then | amendment to the sundry civil appropriation bill, the bill on 
this iets should be increased. If not, then it ought not to bein- | which such provisions naturally go? 
creased. Therefore, in deference to the view of the committee,I| Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senator insists that that is the proper 
move to lay the amendment of the Senator from Connecticut on | place for it, it will undoubtedly be ready. 
the table. Mr. KYLE. I will say that I have no objection whatever to 

Mr.HAWLEY. That motion is not debatable. I wish theSen- | that course if the sundry civil appropriation bill is deemed the 


amendment just adopted making an increase of $600 in the total 
appropriation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
is agreed to. 

r. KYLE. Attheend of line 12, page 16, I offer a short amend- 
ment notappropriating any money at all. I think it will be agreed 
to, probably, by the committee. 

The SzcrETARY. In the item making appropriations for bar- 
racks and quarters, at the end of line 12, page 16, insert: 


One hundred thousand dollars of which shall be used for the erection of 
permanent buildings at Fort Meade, S. Dak. 


SS 


ator would wait a minute. ee place. 
Mr. QUAY. Certainly; I will withdraw the motion for the . HALE. Such amendments always go on that bill. 
present if the Senator from Connecticut wishes to be heard. Mr. ALLISON. The military posts are always provided for on 


Mr. HAWLEY. I do not think it is quite fair in a case where | the sundry civil bill, and they will be provided for there, neces- 
we have not had the courage to raise sufficient revenue for the | sarily, in some form. I think the whole question ought to go on 
Government to take $600 out of the deficiency from a clerk of | that bill. 
many years’ service. Are we torefuse to give this man something Mr. KYLE. Then I will withdraw the amendment and will 
like the compensation that other men who do the same work re- | present it as an amendment to that bill. 
ceive because we want to save money for the United States? I Mr. HAWLEY. I will say a word further before the with- 
think the United States is not yet so very badly off that it must | drawal. The Senatorfrom lowa must see on page 16 these words: 
refuse to make corrections of injustice and fail to give reasonable | ‘‘ For barracks and quarters for troops, storehouses for the safe- 
salaries. keeping of military stores, for offices, recruiting stations,” etc., 
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*6$750,000,” and the appropriation alsoincludes ‘‘ the construction 
of temporary buildings” in certain other places. 

Mr. ALLISON. That provision is always put in the Army ap- 
propriation bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from South Dakota does not 
press the amendment now, but it proposes to dedicate a portion 
of that money to a specific use. It certainly comes clearly under 
that head. But if the Senator from South Dakota is satisfied to 
let it go over for the other bill, [ have nothing to say. 

Mr. KYLE. I merely want to get it in at the proper time; 
that is all. 

Mr. QUAY. The proper time will be when the sundry civil 
appropriation bill is before the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. The proper time to consider it will be on the 
sundry civil appropriation bill. Of course we can not tell what 
will be done with it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. QUAY. I move that the Senate request a conference with 
the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Quay, 

r. HALE, and Mr. FAULKNER were appointed. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 4751) making appropriations for the leg- 
islative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899, and for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Appropriations with amendments. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask thatthe formal reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with, and that the amendments of the committee be dis- 
posed of as the reading proceeds. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There being no objection on the part 
of the Senate, that will be the order. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘‘Sen- 
ate,” on page 3, line 2, after the word ‘‘dollars,” to insert: ‘‘mes- 
senger, acting as assistant librarian, under Senate resolution of 
July 8, 1897, $1,440;” and in line 16, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” to 
strike out ‘‘ sixty-six thousand and seventy-four ” and insert ‘‘ sixty- 
seven thousand five hundred and fourteen,” so as to make the 
clause read: 


Office of Secretary: For Secretary of the Senate, including compensation 
as disbursing officer of the contingent fund of the Senate, 35,000, and for com- 
pensation as disbursing officer of salaries of Senators, $396; hire of horse and 
wagon for the Secretary’s office, $700; chief clerk and financial clerk, at $3,000 
each, and $500 additional for the financial clerk while the office is held by the 
present incumbent; principal clerk, minute and journal clerk, and enrolling 
clerk, at $2,592 each; assistant financial clerk, and reading clerk, at $2,400 each; 
librarian, $2,220, and $280 additional while the office is held by the present im- 
cumbent; assistant librarian, $1,800; messenger, acting as assistant librarian, 
under Senate resolution of July 8, 1897, $1,440; six clerks, at $2,220 each; five 
clerks, at $2,100 each; keeper of stationery, $2,102.40; assistant_keeper of sta- 
tionery, $1,800; assistant in stationery room, $1,000, and $200 additional while 
the office is held by the present incumbent; two messengers, at $1,440 each; 
assistant messenger, $1,2U0; five laborers, at $720 each; in all, $67,514.40. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was. on page 5, line 8, after the word 
**Elections,” to insert ‘‘Additional Accommodations for the Li- 
brary of Congress,” and in line 15, before the word “ dollars,” to 
strike out ‘‘one hundred thousand” and insert ‘‘ one hundred and 
two thousand two hundred and twenty;” so as to make the clause 
read: 


Clerks and messengers to committées: Forclerk of printing records, $2,220; 
clerk to the Committee on Appropriations, $3,000; assistant clerk, $2,220; mes- 
senger, to be appointed by the committee, $1,440; clerk and stenographer to 
the Committee on Finance, $2,500; messenger, $1,440; clerk to the Committee 
on Claims, $2,220; assistant clerk, $1,440; messenger, $1,440; clerk to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, $2,220; assistant clerk. $1,440; clerk tothe Committee on 
Pensions, $2,220; two assistant clerks, at $1,440 each; messenger, $1,440; clerk 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, $2,220; messenger, $1,440; clerk to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, $2,220; assistant clerk, $1,440; messenger, $1,440; 
clerk to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, $2,220; messenger, 
$1.440; clerk to the Committee on the District of Columbia, $2,220; messenger, 
$1,440; clerk to the Committee on Foreign Relations, $2,220; messenger, $1,440; 
clerk to the Committee on Engrossed Bills, $2,220; messenger, $1,440; clerk to 
the Joint Committee on the Library, $2,220; clerks to the Committees on Naval 

airs, Census, Public Lands, Indian Affairs, to Audit and Control the Con- 

»y tingent Expenses of the Senate, Public Buildings and Grounds, Agriculture 
and Forestry, Education and Labor, Territories, Interstate Commerce, Public 
Health and National Quarantine, Private Land Claims, Patents, Coast De- 
fenses, Privileges and Elections, Additional Accommodations for the Library 
of Congress, Rules, Civil Service and Retrenchment, and clerk to conference 
ere of the Senate, at $2,220 each; clerks to committees on Woman Suf- 
aa inesand Mining, and Construction of the Nicaragua Canal, at $2,100 
each; in all, $102,220. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead “ For contingent 





expenses,” on page 8, line 9, after the word “ newspapers ” to in- 
sert ‘‘for Senators and the President of the Senate;’ and 

12, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘two hundred and 
fifty ’ and insert ‘‘three hundred and seventy-five;” so as to make 
the clause read: 


in line 


For contingent expenses, namely: For stationery and newspapers for Sen- 


ators and the President of the Senate, including $5,000 for stationery for 
committees and officers of the Senate, $16,375. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 8, line 24, to increase the 


appropriation for “fuel, oil, and cotton waste, and advertising, 
Si8 fy heating apparatus, exclusive of labor,” from $9,000 to 
15,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 9, line 1, to increase the 


“na ‘*for purchase of furniture” from $4,000 to $6,000, 


he amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CULLOM. Inthe clause making appropriations for the 


office of the Clerk of the House of Representatives, on page 12, 
line 4, after the word ‘‘session,” I move to insert ‘‘ and three 
months after its close;” in the same line, before the word ‘‘ days,” 
to strike out ‘‘ twenty-one” and insert ‘“ eighty-two;” in line 5, 
before the word ‘ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘seven hundred and 
twenty-six” and insert ‘‘ one thousand and ninety-two;” and in 
line 9, after the word ‘‘all,” to strike out “ eighty-four thousand 


eight hundred and thirty-four” and insert “ eighty-five thousand 
two hundred.” 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CockRELtL in the chair). 


Does the Chair understand that these are amendments proposed 
to the House bill? 


Mr. CULLOM. Yes, sir; and they are offered by the request of 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations of the House 
of Representatives. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments submitted by 
the Senator from Illinois will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 12, line 4, after the word “session,” 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘and three months after its close;” in the 
same line, before the word ‘‘days,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty-one” 
and insert ‘‘ eighty-two;” in line 5, after the word “day,” to strike 
out ‘‘seven hundred and twenty-six” and insert ‘‘ one thousand 
and ninety-two;” and in line 9, after the word “all,” to strike out 
‘‘eighty-four thousand eight hundred and thirty-four” and in- 
sert ‘‘ eighty-five thousand two hundred;” so as to make the 
clause read: 


Office of the Clerk: For Clerk of the House of Representatives, includin 
compensation as disbursing officer of the contingent fund, $5,000; hire o 
horses and wagons and car for use of the Clerk's office, $900, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary; Chief Clerk, Journal Clerk, and two reading 
clerks, at $3,600 each, and for the Journal Clerk for preparing pigest of the 
Rules, $1,000 per annum; tally clerk, $3,000; printing and bill clerk, and dis- 
bursing clerk, at $2,500 each; file clerk, and enrolling clerk, at $2,250 each; as- 
sistant disbursing clerk, assistant enrolling clerk, resolution and petition 
clerk, newspaper clerk, index clerk, assistant Journal clerk, and librarian, at 
$2,000 each; ae clerk, stationery clerk, and two assistant librarians, 
at $1,800each; one bookkeeper and seven clerks, at $1,600each; document clerk 
and locksmith, at $1,440 each; two messengers in the House library, at $1,314 
each; telegraph operator and assistant file clerk, at $1,200 each; one , one 
laborer in the bathroom, and six laborers, at $720 each; assistant index clerk, 
during the session and three months after its close, one hundred and eighty- 
two days, at $6 per day, $1,092; page in enrolling room and messenger in Chief 
Clerk’s office, at $720 each; stenographer to Clerk of the House of Representa- 
tives, $1,200; in all, $85,200. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of “ Library 
of Congress,” on page 19, line 11, after the word “‘ each,” to insert 
“one assistant (in charge of Smithsonian deposit), $1,500;” on 
page 20, line 1, after the word “each,” to insert ‘‘ driver for mail 
and delivery wagon, $600; four messenger boys, at $360 each, who 
may be promoted by the Librarian when vacancies oceur to the 
next higher grade, if found competent and deserving;” in line 8, 
before the word ‘‘assistants,” to strike out “four” and insert 
*“‘three;” in line 11, after the word ‘‘ each,” to insert ‘‘ chief clerk, 
who shall also be;” in line 12, before the word “‘ dollars,” to insert 
“five hundred;” and on page 21, line5, before the word *‘ dollars,” to 
strike out ‘‘ ninety-two thousand and twenty ” and insert ‘‘ ninety- 
four thousand five hundred and sixty;” so as to make the clause 
read: 

LIBRARY OF CONGRESS. 

For Librarian of Congress, $5,000; chief assistant librarian, $4,000; assist- 
ant librarian (superintendent of reading room), $3,000; assistant, $1,800; two 
assistants, at $1,500 each; one assistant (in charge of Smithsonian deposit), 
$1,500; three assistants, at $1,200 each; six assistants, at $900 each: ten attend- 
ants in collecting and distributing books, at $720 each; two attendants in Rep- 
resentatives’ reading room, one at $900 and one at $720; attendant in Senators’ 
reading room, $900; attendant in the Toner library, $900; attendant in the Wash- 
ingtonian library, $00; two attendants in the cloakrooms, at $720 each; at- 
tendant in the stamping room, $720; attendant in the packing room, $720; two 
watchmen, at $720 each; driver for mail and aoery waa ; four mes- 
senger boys, at $360 each, who may be promoted by the Librarian when 
vacancies occur to the next higher grade, if found competent and deserving; 
chief of catalogue department, $3,000; two assistants, at $1,800 each; three 
assistants, at $1,500 each; four assistants, at $1,200 each; six assistants, at 

each; chief clerk, who shall also be superintendent of art gallery, $2,500; 
ee assistants, at $900 each; superintendent of hall of maps an ta, 














000; two assistants, at $900 each; superintendent of periodical department, 
$500: three attendants and collators, at $720 each; superintendent of manu- 
script department, $1,500; twoassistants, indexing, at $720 each; superintend- 
ent of music department, $1,500; assistant, $900; two assistants, at $720 each; 
superintendent of Congressional reference library at Capitol, $1,500; two 
attendants, one at $90) and one at $720; a of Law Library, 
$2,000; two assistants, at $1,400 each; and one laborer, $720; in all, $94,560. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, line 1, after the word 
“Library,” to insert “‘ including the copyright business;” and in 
line 2, before the word “dollars,” to insert ‘‘ five hundred;” so as 
to make the clause read: 


For contingent expenses of the Library, including the copyright business, 
$1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, after line 2, to strike out: 
For expenses of the copyright business, $500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, after line 18, to insert: 

For the purpose of opening the Library during evenings on and after the 
lst day of October, 1897, the following: 

Under the Librarian: Five assistants, at the rate of $900 per annum each, 
and fifteen assistants at the rate of $720 per annum each; in ail, $11,475. 

Under the Superintendent of the Library Building and Grounds: For engi- 
neers, electrician, machinist, skilled laborers, elevator conductor, watch- 
men, attendant in ladies’ room, and charwomen, $7,395. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Executive,” on 
page 24, line 2, before the word “clerks,” to strike out “ two ” and 
insert. ‘“‘three,” and in line 10, before the word ‘‘hundred,” to 
strike out ‘‘ thirty-seven thousand three” and insert ‘‘ thirty-eight 
thousand nine;” so as to make the clause read: 

For compensation to the following in the office of the President of the 
United States: Secretary, $5,000; two assistant secretaries, at $2,500 each; one 
executive clerk and disbursing officer and one executive clerk, at $2,000 each; 
one clerk of class 4; three clerks of class 3; one clerk of class 2; steward, 
$1,800; usher to the President, $1,800; chief doorkeeper, $1,800; four doorkeep- 
ers, at $1,200 each; four messengers, at $1,200 each; watchman, $900; and engi- 
neer, who is also the fireman, $1,000; in all, $38,900. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 24, line 15, to increase the 
appropriation of the Executive office, including stationery, etc., 
from $9,000 to $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Department of 
State,” on page 25, line 16, after the word “each,” to strike out 
“‘one messenger” and insert ‘‘two messengers;” in line 17, before 
the word ‘‘ assistant,” to strike out ‘‘ three” and insert “two;” and 
in line 21, before the word “dollars,” to insert ‘‘one hundred and 
twenty;” so as to make the clause read: 


For compensation of the Secretary of State, $8,000; Assistant Secretary, 
$4,500; Second and Third Assistant Secretaries, at $3,500 each; chief clerk, $2,500; 
six chiefs of bureaus and one translator, at $2,100 each; private secretary 
to the Secretary, $2.400; eleven clerks of class 4; four clerks of class 3; eight 
clerks of class 2; sixteen clerks of class 1. one of whom is to be a telegraph 
operator; five clerks, at $1,000 each: ten clerks, at $900 each; two messengers; 
two assistant messengers; packer, $720; and thirteen laborers, including three 
aoe one by superintendent of the State, War, and Navy building; in 

, $122,120. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 25, line 25, to increase the 
appropriation ‘‘ for books and maps, and books for the library, 
from $1,500, to $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “Treasury De- 
partment,” on page 26, line 20, before the word ‘‘ expert,” to strike 
out “ two” and insert “‘ three;” and on page 27, line 3, before the 
word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘forty-five” and insert ‘‘ forty- 
seven;” so as to make the clause read: 

Office of the Secretary: For compensation of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. $8,000; three Assistant Secretaries of the Treasury, at $4,500 each; clerk 
to the Secretary, $2,400; three expert accountants, at $2,000 each; stenogra- 

her, $1,800; three private secretaries, one to each Assistant Secretary, at 

1,800 each; Government actuary, under control of the Treasury, $1,800; one 
clerk, $1,000; librarian, $1,200; four messengers; three assistant messengers; 
one laborer; in all, $47,280. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 29, line 7, before the word 
‘*clerks,” to strike out ‘‘three” and insert ‘‘four;” in line 10, 
before the word ‘‘clerks,” to strike out ‘‘ two” and insert “ three;” 
and in line 14, before the word “dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty- 
six thousand four hundred and ninety ” and insert ‘* twenty-nine 
thousand two hundred and fifty;” so as to make the clause read: 

Division of customs: For chief of division, $2,750; assistant chief of division, 

,(00; four clerks of class 4; additional to one clerk of class 4 acting as draw- 

*k clerk, $200; three clerks of class 3; two clerks of class 2; two clerks of 
class 1; three clerks, at $1,000each; threeclerks, at $900 each; and two assistant 
messengers; in all, $29,250. Hereafter collectors of customs and their special 
deputies shall be competent to administer oaths to officers of the Revenue- 

ine Service and employees in the customs service required by sections 
1790 and 2693 of the Revised Statutes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 34, line 20, before the word 
clerks,” to strike out ‘‘sixteen” and insert ‘‘ fifteen,” and on 
page 35, line 4, before the word ‘‘ hundred,” to strike out ‘‘ three 
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hundred thousand three” and insert ‘“‘two hundred and ninety- 
eight thousand five;” so as to make the clause read: 


Office of Auditor for War Department: For Auditor, $4,000; Deputy Au- 


ditor, $2,500; law clerk, $2,000; six chiefs of division. at $2,000 each; fifteen 
clerks of class 4; additional to one clerk as disbursing clerk, $200; forty-three 
clerks of class 3; sixty-six clerks of class 2; fifty-two clerks of class 1; eleven 
clerks, at $1,000 each; five clerks, at $900 each; skilled laborer, $900; threo 
clerks, at $840 each; one messenger; three assistant messengers; and eight 
laborers; in all, $298,500. 


Mr.CULLOM. On behalf of the Committee on Appropriations 


Lask that the amendment in line 20, striking out “ sixteen” and 
inserting ‘‘ fifteen,” be disagreed to; and also that the amendment 
on page 35, line 2, striking out ‘ three hundred thousand three” 
and inserting ‘‘two hundred and ninety-eight thousand five,” be 
disagreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Cray in the chair). The 


amendments will be considered as disagreed to, in the absence of 


objection. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 


the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 36, line 8, before 


the word ‘‘clerks,” to strike out ‘‘eleven” and insert “ twelve;” 
and in line 13, before the word ‘*‘ hundred,” to strike out “ ninety- 
two thousand one” and insert “‘ ninety-three thousand nine;” soas 
to make the clause read: 

Office of Auditor for State and other Departments: For Auditor, $4,000; 
Deputy Auditor, $2,500: law clerk, $2.000; three chiefs of division, at $2,000 each; 
twelve clerks of class 4; thirteen clerks of class 3; eleven clerks of class 2; 
seven clerks of class 1; fiveclerks, at $1,000each; four clerks, at $900 each; two 
copyists, one messenger, and three laborers; in all, $93,920. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 36, line 20, before the word 
“clerks,” to strike out ‘‘ seventy-three ” and insert ‘‘ seventy-two;” 
inline 23, before the word ‘‘ money-order,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty” 
and insert ‘‘eighteen;” and on page 37, line 6, before the word 
‘“*hundred,” to strike out “fifteen thousand five” and insert 
**twelve thousand three;” so as to make the clause read: 


Office of Auditor for Post-Office Department: For Auditor, $4,000; Deputy 
Auditor, $2,500; chief clerk, $2,000; seven chiefs of division, at $2,000 each; 
thirteen clerks of class 4: additional to one clerk as disbursing clerk, $200; 
fifty-nine clerks of class 3; seventy-two clerks of class 2; eighty-six clerks 
of class 1; sixty-eight clerks, at $1,000 each; sixteen clerks, at $900 each; 
skilled laborer, $1,000; eighteen money-order assorters, at $900 each; twenty- 
six money-order assorters, at $840 each; twenty-three money-order assorters, 
at $720 each; two messengers; twelve assistant messengers; twenty-three 
male laborers, at $660 each; three female laborers, at $660 each; and ten char- 
women; in all, $512,380. 

The next amendment was,on page 41, line 24, before the word 

‘* clerks,” to strike out ‘‘two” and insert ‘‘three;” and on page 42, 
line 5, before the word ‘‘ hundred,” to strike out ‘thirty-seven 
thousand seven” and insert ‘‘thirty-nine thousand five;” so as to 
make the clause read: 
_ Office of Life-Saving Service: For peneral superintendent of the Life-Sav- 
ing Service, $4,000; assistant general superintendent, $2.500; principal clerk, 
$2,000; topographer and hydrographer, $1,800; civil engineer, $1,800; drafts- 
man, $1,500; three clerks of class 4; three clerks of class3; two clerks of class 
2; five clerks of class 1; two clerks, at $1,000 each; four clerks, at $900 each; 
one assistant messenger; and one laborer; in all, $39,580. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 46, line 19, after the word 
*‘immigration,” to insert: ‘* Collectors of customs at all ports, ex- 
cept at ports for which commissioners of immigration have been 
appointed by the President, are constituted ex officio commission- 
ers of immigration, and are charged with the execution of the 
immigration and alien contract labor laws within their respective 
districts, and shall report to the Commissioner-General of Immi- 
gration.” 

Mr. CULLOM. The Committee on Appropriations have in- 
structed me to ask that the amendment be disagreed to, for the 
reason that the Committee on Immigration are considering a bill 
and are now about ready to report one, I understand, and they 
ask that the amendment be not included in the bill. 

The amendment was rejected. . 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 51, line 21, before 
the word ‘‘coin,” to strike out ‘‘two” and insert ‘‘three;” and on 
page 52, line 3, before the word ‘‘ hundred,” to strike out ‘‘ thirty- 
five thousand nine” and insert ‘‘ thirty-seven thousand four;” so 
as to make the clause read: 

Office of assistant treasurer at Chicago: For assistant treasurer, $5,000; 
cashier, $2,500; paying teller, $1,800; assorting teller and receiving teller, at 
$1,500 each; clerk, $1,600; .bookkeeper and three coin, coupon, and currency 
clerks, at $1,500 each; eleven clerks, at $1,200 each; messenger, $840; stenog- 
rapher, $720; janitor, $600; and three watchmen, at $720 each; in all, $37,420. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriation for office of as- 
sistant treasurer at New York, on page 54, line 11, before the 
word ‘*‘ watchmen,” to strike out ‘‘ six” and insert ‘‘ seven;” and 
in line 14, before the word “dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ ninety-five 
thousand six hundred and forty ” and insert ‘‘ ninety-six thousand 
three hundred and sixty;” so as to read: 

Seven watchmen, at $720 each; in all, $196,360, 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, in the appropriation for the mint at 
New Orleans, La., on page 57, line 19, after the word ‘‘ Louisiana,” 
to strike out: 

For assayer in charge, who shall also perform the duties of melter, $2,000; 
assistant assayer, and one clerk, at $1,500 each; in all, $5,000. 

And insert: 

For superintendent, $3,000; assayer, melter and refiner, and coiner, at 
$2,000 each; cashier and chief clerk, $2.000; assistant assayer, assistant melter 
and refiner, and assistant coiner, at $1,600 each; abstract clerk, bookkeeper, 
weigh clerk, and assayer’s computation clerk, at $1,200 each; register of de- 
posits, warrant clerk, and assistant weigh clerk, at $1,200 each; cashier’s 
clerk, $1,000; in ali, $25,200; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriation for the mint at 
New Orleans, La., on page 58, line 10, to increase the appropria- 
tion for wages of workmen and watchmen from-$7,500 to $20,000. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment. In lieu of lines 9 and 10 I move to insert ‘for wages of 
workmen and adjusters, $30,000.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out lines 9 and 10, on 
page 58, and insert in lieu thereof: 

Yor wages of workmen and adjusters, $30,000. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 58, line 11, to 
increase the appropriation for incidental and contingent expenses 
at the mint at New Orleans, La., from $3,000 to $5,000. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move to amend the amendment by striking 
= 11 and 12, on page 58, and inserting what I send to the 
desk, 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to amend the amendment by 
striking out lines 11 and 12, on page 58, and inserting in lieu 
thereof: 

For incidental and contingent expenses, including wastage of operative 
officers and loss on sale of sweeps, $8,000. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. McENERY. I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ihave heretofore opposed the offering of indi- 
vidual amendments, and I would rather the Senator from Louisi- 
ana would withhold his amendment until the committee amend- 
ments are disposed of. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This is only one amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. Very well; it may go in. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it come in by unanimous consent, 

Mr. McENERY. Isend the amendment to the desk. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to insert, line 12, on page 58, 
the following: 

And the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to 
supply the mint at New Orleans with silver bullion for conversion into stand- 
ard silver dollars and all smaller denominations of silver. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 7, on 

yage 62. 

, Mr.BACON. AsI desire to leave the Chamber for a short time, 
I should be very glad if the Senator from Illinois would permit 
me now to offer an amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. As the Senator from Georgia desires to leave 
the Chamber, and as I think I shall probably make the point of 
order on his amendment, I am willing to allow it to be offered 
now. 

Mr. BACON. I send the amendment to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecreTaRY. After line 7, on page 62, it is proposed to 
insert: 

Assay office at Dahlonega. Ga.: For assayer, who shall also perform the 
duties of melter, $2,000; one clerk, $1,000; in all, $3,000. 

For wages of workmen, $1,200. 

For incidental and contingent expenses, $750. 

Mr. BACON. Previous to giving notice of my intention to 
offer the amendment, I had not been advised of the fact that the 
committee had already reported the bill. My attention was called 
to it by the Senator from Illinois at the time the amendment was 
presented to the Senate, and although the bill had been then re- 
ported, I asked that the amendment might still be referred to the 

‘committee, hoping that they might have opportunity to consider it 
and report before the bill came up for action. Of course I recog- 
nize the fact that under the rule if a Senator makes the point of 
order the amendment will have to go out, as it is not in order, 
and it can only be considered by the committee. 

I desire to state that the amendment to establish an assay office 
at Dahlonega is a proposition to place such an office where the 
United States Government at one time had an important mint. 
I think I hazard nothing in saying that the gold fields of that 
particular section very far ex the gold fields of any region in 


the United States east of the Rocky Mountains. Prior to the dis 
covery of the great gold deposits in California, that was the prin- 
cipal gold-bearing district of the United States, and that mint fell 
into disuse and was discontinued simply because the great attrac- 
— hk the California gold fields caused those fields to be aban- 
doned. 

But now they are being rapidly taken up again and are bein 
worked. A great men te we somata from California, Cok 
orado, and all the great gold fields of the West and investing their 
money there and developing gold mines, and a considerable amount 
of English and Scotch capital has recently gone there. Itis really 
of very great publicimportance that there should be at least an assay 
office there. Itis true that this has not been estimated upon, but it 
is not anew matter. That section has heretofore, and for a long 
time, been recognized as a most important field of operations for 
the production of gold; and I sincerely hope that, in view of these 
facts, the committee will consent that the amendment may now 
= ae although I recognize that it is subject to the point 
of order. 

Mr. ALLISON, It is not usual to appropriate for assay offices 
until they are established by law. Formerly, I believe, such an 
office was authorized at onega, but it has long since been dis- 
continued. 

Mr. BACON, 
there. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the Senator had better postpone the 
consideration of this matter until next winter, and meantime in- 
troduce a bill to establish an assay office at Dahlonega and have 
it referred to the Committee on Finance, which has jurisdiction 
of the subject. 

Mr. BACON. Ishall be very much encouraged to do that if I 
can have the assurance that I will at least have the good will and 
cooperation of the Senator from Iowa, if not a definite agreement 
on his part. 

Mr. ALLISON. I can assure the Senator that he will have my 
good ep I should not be willing to say quite that I would co- 
operate. 

Mr. BACON, I know there is avery great economical desire to 
cut down appropriations as much as possible, and while I think 
this is an entirely ee appropriation, at the same time I am 
looking to practical results, and 1 believe, under the suggestion of 
the Senator from Iowa, there will be very much better opportunity 
to have this matter favorably considered then than now. At his 
suggestion I will let the matter take that direction. 

Mr. CULLOM. I was very glad to hear the Senator from 
Georgia give me the information and encouragement that there is 
a great amount of gold being found in Georgia, and certainly the 
remarks of the Senator will strengthen his case before the Finance 
Committee next winter in securing an assay office or whatever he 
wants in that direction. 

Mr. BACON. There is a most remarkably large field. There 
- 7 hundred square miles in which there is a large amount 
of gold. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iunderstand the Senator withdraws his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BACON. I do, on the suggestion of the Senator from Iowa 
and the Senator from Illinois, with the full knowledge that if I 
did not the Senator from Illinois would make the point of order 


The Government still owns a mint building 


upon it. 

Mr. CULLOM. While I appreciate very much the Senator’s 
desire in the premises and am gratified to hear of the development 
of the mineral interest in that State, yet as the rule has been that 
mints and assay offices shall first be established by law, I would 
have made the point of order if he had not withdrawn the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BACON. I so understood the Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to ask the Senator in charge of the bill 
whether he prefers to have certain amendments go over until the 
committee amendments shall have been disposed of? 

Mr. CULLOM., I prefer that the reading of the bill shall be 
completed and the committee amendments disposed of before other 
amendments are offered, if that is agreeable. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, and continued to line 15, 
on page 62, the last paragraph read being as follows: 

Territory of Alaska; For governor, $3,000; judge, $3,000; attorney, marshal, 
and clerk, at $2,500 each; nine commissioners, one of whom shall reside at 
Kadiak, in the District of Alaska, at $1,000 each; ten deputy marshals, at $750 
each; in all, $30,000. 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to ask the Senator in charge of the bill 
if there is going to be any appropriation or provision made for 
additional ju in Alaska? 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not know what the Judiciary Committee 
is doing with reference to judges or the creation of judicial offices 


in 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think the Judiciary Committee 
is not dealing with it. The Committee on Territories is, however, 


and has a plan providing for three judges in Alaska, 

















1898. 


Mr. WILSON. Sup 

Mr. THURSTON. 
me? 

Mr. WILSON. Certainly. 

Mr. THURSTON. Iam a member of the subcommittee of the 
Committee on Territories, which has that question under consid- 
ation. Weare very nearly ready to mpee to the full committee, 
and it is presumed from a knowledge of the views of the full com- 
mittee that the committee will report to the Senate a bill provid- 
ing for one court, but three judges in Alaska, with three district 
attorneys, and for the placing of court commissioners, having 
jurisdiction in preliminary and in petty cases, at such points as 
the district courts may think fit. That is the outline of our plan. 

Mr. WILSON. May I ask the Senator from Nebraska if that 
bill will carry an appropriation for the additional judges and 
United States attorneys? We do not want to wait for a year. 

Mr. THURSTON. Of course if that bill is brought in after all 
the other appropriation bills go through it would be necessary to 
insert in it a clause making an appropriation. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think the custom has been heretofore in a 
case where a new appointment is made of a judge that there has 
always been an appropriation made to take care of him. 

Mr. WILSON. That is entirely satisfactory. 

Mr. CULLOM,. There will be no difficulty about that in the 


future. 

Mr. WILSON. I did not want a year or two to elapse, because 
the condition there is a pressing one. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to ask the Senator from Nebraska a 
question. In the examination of the subject as to what shall be 
the judicial staff of the Territory did the committee take any 
other office into consideration—for instance, like the governor? I 
notice from this bill that the governor receives $3,000 a year. It 
seems to me that is a very small sum for the governor of a great 
Territory like that, where it is so very expensive to live. Has the 
salary of the governor or that of any other official there been taken 
into consideration by the Committee on Territories? 

Mr. THURSTON. Personally I entirely agree with the Senator 
from Colorado that the governor of Alaska, under the conditions 
which have lately arisen and under the development which seems 
certain to follow, ought to be paid more than his present salary. 
The subcommittee has not contempleted so far a change or enlarge- 
ment of the form of government of the Territory. We have not 
thought it advisable to provide for a legislature or any local legis- 
lation, or matters of that sort. If it is thought advisable to give 
the governor a greater salary or a greater contingent fund, it would 
be well to provide for that in the appropriation bill. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to make one suggestion with reference 
to the proposition to establish a judiciary in Alaska. Ithink there 
should be three judges at least, and in my judgment, having had 
some experience in those matters, having lived sixteen years in a 
Territory, the judges ought to be taken from outside of that Ter- 
ritory. As arule I should bein favor of taking a judge from the 
Territory, but the condition there is so different from that in any 
of the other Territories that I think the President should select 
the judges from some of the States, and they should be selected 
with a good deal of care. They should be men of high character 
and learning. There will be very great interests there to be liti- 
gated if one-half of what we are told as to the wealth of the gold 
region is true; there will be very great feeling and a great deal of 
controversy; and the importance of those judges will not be ex- 
ceeded by any judges in the country, unless it be upon the Supreme 
Bench or the circuit court bench. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CULLOM. There is nothing about the judiciary in Alaska 
in the pending bill, and I hope Senators will withhold further dis- 
a of that subject until we get through with the appropria- 

on bill. 

Mr. KYLE. I should like to know what provision has been 
made so far as regards the residence of the judges in Alaska. I 
remember that in the Committee on Territories it was thought 
best to have one judge reside at Sitka, another at Circle City, and 
another at St. Michael, I believe. 

Mr. THURSTON. That is the way our bill will be reported. 

Mr. KYLE. If that be true, it seems to me that the salary of 
$3,000 for the judge at Circle City at least will be entirely inade- 
quate. If he is compelled to pay $50 for a sack of flour he would 
have to own a gold mine in connection with his judgeship in or- 
der to get through. 

Mr. THURSTON. Itis my understanding that our committee 
will favor the same sal. for the Alaskan judges that is now 
received by the district ju of the United States—$5,000 a year. 

Mr. K . If we pass over this provision in the bill, can that 
be sneete 
Mr.CULLOM. Thesalary of the judges in Alaska will be fixed 
after the offices are created. 

Mr. KYLE. Very well. 
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se, then, that this bill should pass—— 
ill the Senator from Washington permit 
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The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. The next amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 64, line 1, 
before the word “nineteen,” to insert ‘‘in all;” so as to make the 
clause read: 

Territory of Oklahoma: For governor, $2,600; chief justice and four asso 
ciate judges, at $3,000 each; and secretary, $1,800; in all, $19,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 64, line 11, after the word 
** dollars,” to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That the legislative assembly shall not consider any proposition 
or pass any bill to remove the seat of government of said Territory from its 
present location. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ War Depart- 
ment,” on page 64, line 20, to reduce the compensation of the 
clerk to the Secretary of War from $2,400 to $2,250; and on page 
65, line 7, to reduce the total appropriation for the office of the 
Secretary of War from $96,700 to $96,550, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 67, line 15, before the word 
‘*‘clerks,” to strike out “‘ thirteen” and insert ‘‘fourteen;” and in 
line 17, before the word “hundred,” to strike out ‘forty-one 
thousand five” and insert ‘forty-two thousand seven;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

Office of the Commissary-General: For chief clerk, $2,000; one clerk of class 
4; three clerks of class 3; four clerks of class 2; fourteen clerks of class 1; 
aM at $1,000 each; two assistant messengers; two laborers; in ail, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 69, line 5, before the word 
**in,” to insert ‘‘only;” so as to read: 

And the services of skilled draftsmen, civil engineers, and such other serv- 
ices as the Secretary of War may deem necessary, may be employed only 
in the office of the Chief of Engineers to carry into effect the various appro- 
priations for rivers and harbors, fortifications, and surveys,to be paid from 
such appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 69, after line 13, to insert: 

Office of publication of Records of the Rebellion: For one agent, $2,000: 
two clerks of class 4; one clerk of class 3; one clerk of class 2; two clerks of 
class 1; one copyist; two assistant messengers; two watchmen, and one 
laborer, $600; in all, $15,380. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 70, line 15, after the word 
** dollars,” to insert ‘‘for the Rebellion Records Office, $1,200;” 
and in line 18, before the word “‘ hundred,” to strike out ‘‘three 
thousand four” and insert ‘‘ four thousand six;” so as to make the 
clause read: 

For rent of buildings for use of the War Department as follows: For med- 
ical dispensary, Surgeon-General’s Office, $1,000; for the Rebellion Records 
Office, $1,200; for Record and Pension Office, $2,400; in all, $4,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 72, line 9, to increase the 
number of watchmen for the State, War, and Navy Department 
building from forty to fifty-eight; and in line 16, to increase the 
total appropriation for the State, War, and Navy Department 
building from $106,440 to $119,400. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 74, line 4, to increase the 
appropriation for continuing the publication of an edition of 11,000 
copies of the Official Records of the Union and Confederate Navies 
in the War of the Rebellion from $18,000 to $19,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 77, line 1, after the word 
‘*ninety-seven,” to insert ‘‘ for completing a series of charts of the 
Hawaiian Islands, for the navigation of the vessels of the Navy and 
for the benefit of mariners generally, from data resulting from 
the Hawaiian Government survey, which have been made avail- 
able for this purpose by the Hawaiian Republic;” and in line 11, 
before the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ nine thousand six hun- 
a and insert ‘‘ twelve thousand;” so as to make the clause 
read: 


For drawing and engraving on copper plates the survey of Pearl Harbor, 
Hawaiian Islands, authorized under the sundry civil act of June 4, 1897; for 
completing a series of charts of the Hawaiian Islands, for the navigation of 
the vessels of the Navy and for the benefit of mariners generally, from data 
resulting from the Hawaiian Government survey, which have been made avaii- 
able for this purpose by the Hawaiian Republic; and for the construction of 
a series of charts of the coasts and waters between the State of Washington 
and the Territory of Alaska, including the reduction of the accumulated 
relating to the currents and meteorology of the adjacent ocean, $1%,' 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.CULLOM. On page78,in the clause making appropriations 
for pay of computers on piecework in preparing for publication 
the American Ephemeris and Nautical Almanac and improving 
the tables of the planets, etc., after the words ‘‘seven thousand 
dollars,” in line 4, I move to insert what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from Llinois will be stated. 
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The SECRETARY. On page 78, after the word ‘‘dollars,” at the 
end of line 4, it is proposed to insert: 

Of which sum not exceeding $2,500 may be expended in the discretion of 
the Secretary of the Navy for services of supervisor of tables. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of “ De- 
partment of the Interior,” on page 82, line 6, before the word 
‘“‘dollars,” to insert ‘‘two hundred and fifty;” in line 21, after the 
word ‘‘ watchmen,” to strike out the comma and insert a semi- 
colon; and on page 83, line 4, before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike 
out ‘‘and thirty” and insert ‘“‘two hundred and eighty;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

Office of the Secretary: For compensation of the Secretary of the Interior, 
$8,000; First Assistant Secretary, $4,500; Assistant Secretary, $4,000; chief 
clerk, $2,500, and $250 additional as superintendent of the Patent Office build- 
ing; nine members of a board of pension appeals to be appointed by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, at $2,000 each; special land inspector connected with 
the administration of the public land service, to be appointed by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior and to be subject to his direction, $2,500; clerk in charge 
of documents, $2,000; custodian, who shall give bond in such sum as the Sec- 
retary of the Interior may determine, $2,000; six clerks, chiefs of division, at 
$2,000 each, one of whom shall be disbursing clerk; four clerks, at $2,000 each; 
private secretary to the Secretary of the Interior, $2,250; eleven clerks of 
class 4; nine clerks of class 3; thirteen clerks of class 2; twenty-five clerks of 
class 1,two of whom shall be stenographers or typewriters; returns office 
clerk, $1.200; female clerk, to be designated by the President, to sign land 
patents, $1,200; two clerks, at $1,000 each; one clerk, $900; seven copyists; tele- 

yhone operator, $600; three messengers; six assistant messengers; fourteen 

borers; two skilled mechanics, one at $900 and one at $720? two carpenters, 
at $900 each; one laborer, $600; one packer, $660; conductor of elevator, $720; 
four charwomen; captain of the watch, $1,000; forty watchmen; additional to 
two watchmen acting as lieutenants of watchmen, at $120 each; engineer, 
$1,200; assistant engineer, $1,000, and seven firemen; to enable the Secretary 
of the Interior to employ laborers in the work of distributing the reports of 
the Eleventh Census, $3,960; in all, $224,280. 

The amendment was agreed to. : . 

The next amendment was, on page 83, after line 4, to insert: 

For a clerk of class 4, to act as census clerk, and for rent, salaries, heat 
and light incident to the proper care and preservation of the records of the 
Eleventh and previous censuses, $6,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. On page 84, line 15, in the appropriations for 
the General Land Office, after the word “thirty,” I move to in- 
sert the word ‘‘one;” in the same line, after the word “fifty,” I 
move to strike out ‘‘six” and insert “‘seven;” in line 20, after the 
word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ one depositary acting for the Com- 
missioner as receiver of public moneys and also as confidential 
secretary, $2,000;” and in lines 22 and 23 to correct the total so as 
to make the amount $488,490. F 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from Illinois will be stated. oe 

The SECRETARY. In the clause making appropriations for the 
General Land Office, on page 84, line 15, after the word “thirty,” 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘one;” in the same line, after the word 
“fifty,” to strike out ‘‘ six” and insert ‘“‘seven;” in line 20, after 
the word “dollars,” to strike out ‘‘one depositary acting for the 
Commissioner as receiver of public moneys and also as confiden- 
tial secretary, $2,000;” and in line 22, after the word “all,” to strike 
out ‘‘$487,090” and insert ‘‘ $488,490;” so as to make the clause read: 

General Land Office: For the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
$5,000; Assistant Commissioner, to be appointed by the President, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, who shall be authorized to sign 
such letters, papers, and documents, and to perform such other duties as 
may be directed by the Commissioner, and shall act as Commissioner in the 
absence of that officer or in case of a vacancy in the office of Commissioner, 
$3,500; chief clerk, $2.250; two law clerks, at $2,200 each; three inspectors of 
surveyors-general and district land offices, at $2,000 each; recorder, $2,000; 
ten chiefs of division, at $2,000 each; two law examiners, at $2,000 each; ten 
principal examiners of land claims and contests, at $2,000 each; thirty-one 
clerks of class4; fifty-seven clerks of class 3; fifty-nine clerks of class2; sixty- 
one clerks of class 1; forty-nine clerks, at $1,000 each; fifty-five copyists; two 
messengers; eight assistant messengers; eighteen laborers; and one packer, 
$720; in all, $488,490. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end 
of the clause making appropriations for the Pension Office, begin- 
ning in line 21, on page 86, and ending with line 2, on page 838. 

Mr. TURPIE. In line 2, on page 88, after the word “dollars,” 
by the courtesy of the Senator who has charge of the bill, I offer 
the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from Indiana will be stated. 

The Secretary. After line 2, on page 88, it is proposed to 
insert: 

Provided, That in making reductions of force from the number before pro- 
vided for the head of the Bureau and Department shall, in preference, retain 
those persons who have been honorably discharged from the military or naval 
forces of the United States and the widows and daughters of deceased sol- 
diers and sailors, unless there be other just cause for not retaining the same 
than said reductions. 

Mr.CULLOM. The Senator from Indiana did me the honor of 
showing me that amendment before he offered it, and I myself 
see no objection to it. I think I shall consent to its being adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be regarded 
as agreed to in the absence of objection. 





Mr. COCKRELL. There is a very great reduction of the force 
in the Pension Office provided for in this bill, and I do not believe 
the work of the Pension Office is in a condition to justify that 
reduction. If the business of every other Senator and of every 
Member of the House of Representatives is in the same condition 
as mine is, no reduction is justifiable. Only a day or two ago I 
looked over the unanswered letters I had awaiting reply from the 
Pension Office, and they amounted to 119, and they remain at 
about that amount all the time. 

I do not believe the business of the Pension Office will justify 
these reductions now. While I am not opposed to the reduction, 
I want it distinctly understood if at the next session there shall 
be an appeal to increase the force of the Pension Office, there will 
be very serious opposition to it, and there will be very serious in- 
quiries made as to why this reduction has been made if, as soon 
as the victims have been selected and the force is reduced, the 
head of the Bureau asks for an increase of force. I hope that is 
not the case, and I am not charging that it is the case, but should 
the facts develop such a state of affairs, I say there will be some 
amusement over it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I should like to hear the proposed amend- 
ment again read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Indiana will be again read. 

2 The Secretary again read the amendment submitted by Mr. 
URPIE. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I simply wish to observe, Mr. President, 
that it is so unusual a thing for the head of any Department or 
Bureau to suggest that there can be any economies practiced in 
the Government, that probably the Commissioner of Pensions 
understands that there can be in his Bureau some reduction of 
force without impairing the welfare of the public service. Per- 
sonally I know nothing about it. I know there are 650,000 appli- 
cations pending in the Bureau, but 450,000 of them are for in- 
creases, and it is possible that the rule recently adopted by the 
Commissioner, that the Bureau will not consider applications for 
increases within one year from the time of reduction, extending 
the time from six months to a year, may enable him to get along 
with a less force. 

I think I can safely say that the Commissioner has not in mind a 
reduction of force for the purpose of increasing it later on. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope not, and I do not so charge. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think we can safely assume that, Mr, 
President, and I think we would not be justified in opposing a 
proposed decrease that is recommended by the head of a Bureau. 
I think, too, that the amendment submitted by the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. TuRPIE], who is always watchful for the interests 
of the Union soldier, is in the right direction, and I hope it will 
be adopted. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, both the subcommittee of the 
Committee on Appropriations and the full committee considered 
the provision in reference to the force in the Pension Office under 
the Pension Commissioner, and we acted in the light of the infor- 
mation we first obtained from the other branch of Congress, 
where the Commissioner had stated that he could submit to that 
reduction of force with safety. Then while the subject was under 
consideration the subcommittee telegraphed to the Commissioner 
to ascertain whether the force, as provided for in the bill, would 
be sufficient or not—for we all desired to know exactly what he 
had to say about the subject—and he answered thatit was. Of 
course he proposed the insertion of an additional paragraph, indi- 
cating that he desired to control the force to suit himself, but the 
committee did not think that that amounted to anything beyond 
the ordinary control by the head of a bureau or Department re- 
garding his own office. So we did not feel that we were justified 
in refusing a reduction of the force after the Commissioner had 
made the statement to which I have referred to the committee on 
the part of the House of Representatives, and then repeated it to 
the committee on the part of the Senate, and so we accepted the 
provision just as it passed the House of Representatives. 

Mr. CHILTON. I wish to ask the Senator from Dlinois what 
is the number of the proposed reduction? 

Mr. CULLOM. About 95 clerks. ‘ 

Mr. CHILTON. Assuming that the Commissioner of Pensions 
is sincere in his recommendation, it seems to me he should be very 
highly commended for it. 

I know of the head of one other bureau in this city who has made 
an earnest effort to reduce the number of his employees, so as to 
save the taxpayers of this country as much as possible in the way 
of expenditures for that particular office. Se as I say— 
and I do not think we ought to assume anything else, and the 
future will demonstrate whether that assumption is correct or 
not—that the Commissioner of Pensions is actuated in the recom- 
mendation he makes by a genuine motive of retrenchment in his 
Bureau, I think he deserves to be explicitly commended in this 
instance for having made the suggestion which has been acted 
upon by the committee, 
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Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, in connection with this subject, I 
think it may be properly stated that in the investigation now be- 
ing conducted by the Committee on Civil Service and Retrench- 
ment the Commissioner of Pensions was before that committee as 
a witness. I do not remember now whether the Senator from 
Texas was present on that day or not. 

Mr. CHILTON. No; but I read the Commissioner’s testimony. 

Mr. LODGE, The Commissioner was then asked whether the 
force in the Pension Office could be reduced without at all im- 
pairing its efficiency, and he replied that it could be; that there 
was a considerable number of clerks there who were not needed, 
and who performed practically no service. I then asked him how 
much that reduction would amount to, and he said between 90 
and 100clerks could be dropped from the rolls, with the consequent 
saving to the Government, and that it would not only not impair 
the efficiency of the force, but, in his judgment, would make it 
more efficient and tend to the better performance of the work im- 
posed upon the Bureau. rates 

The Commissioner of Pensions, of course, gave that testimony 
before our committee without any reference to appropriations; 
but I thought it desirable that it should be known that he had 
made that statement officially. - 

Mr. CULLOM. I wish to say, in addition, that so far as I have 
observed the Commissioner of Pensions has been exceedingly atten- 
tive and watchful in his duties, and I am sure he is in thorough 
sympathy with the veteran soldiers of the late war. I do not 
think that we ought to even imagine that the Commissioner has 
any purpose of getting rid of a set of men to-day and asking Con- 
gress to give him authority to increase the force to-morrow or at 
any future time, unless it should develop in good faith that he is 
mistaken. In that case he will tell us so, I have no doubt, and 
ask for whatever in his judgment is desirable. ams 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, in a word I want 
to commend the Commissioner of Pensions for his testimony 
given before the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment, 
and I wish now to put on record my belief that if that committee 
will summon before it other heads of bureaus and other officials hav- 
ing charge of the work of the Departments and ask them the same 
questions, they will, if they answer as truthfully as the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions has done, be able to say that there might be 
very great reductions all along the line without impairing the 
efficiency of the clerical service of the Government. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the amendment will be adopted. * 

The amendment was agreed to. - > 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, under the subhead “ Pat- 
ent Office,” on page 89, line 15, before the word ** principal,” to 
strike out ‘‘thirty-two” and insert ‘‘thirty-three;” in line 16, be- 
fore the word “first,” to strike out “thirty-four” and insert 

**thirty-six;” in line 18, before the word “‘second,” to strike out 
“thirty-eight” and insert ‘‘forty;” in line 19, before the word 
‘‘third,” to strike out ‘‘forty-three” and insert ‘‘forty-five;” in 
line 21, before the word “fourth,” to strike out ‘‘fifty-two” and 
insert ‘‘fifty-five;” ou page 90, line 19, before the word ‘‘messen- 
r,” to strike out ‘“‘twenty” and insert ‘‘twenty-three,” and in 
ine 22, before the word “‘ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘six hundred and 
ninety-five thousand nine hundred and ninety” and insert ‘‘seven 
hundred and twelve thousand seven hundred and seventy;” so as 
to make the clause read: sa 
Patent Office: For the Commissioner of Patents, $5,000; Assistant Commis- 
sioner, who shall perform such duties pertaining to the office of Commis- 
sioner as may be assigned to him by the Commissioner, $3,000; chief clerk, 
$2,250; two law clerks, at $2,009 each; three examiners in chief, at $3,000 each; 
examiner of interferences, $2,500; thirty-three principal examiners, at $2,500 
each; thirty-six first assistant examiners, at $1,800 each; forty second assist- 
ant examiners, at $1,600 each; forty-five third assistant examiners, at $1,400 


each; fifty-five fourth assistant examiners, at $1,200 each; financial clerk, who 
shall give bonds in such amount as the Secretary of the Interior may deter- 
mine, $2,000; librarian, $2,000; three chiefs of division, at $2,000 each; three as- 
sistant chiefs of division, at $1,800 each; five clerks of class 4, one of whom 
shall act as application clerk; machinist, $1,600; six clerks of class 3, one of 
whom shall be translator of lan mages fourteen clerks of class 2; fifty-one 
clerks of class 1; skilled laborer, “1.2 ; three skilled draftsmen, at $1,200 each; 
four draftsmen, at $1,000 each; twenty-five permanent clerks, at $1,000 each; 
messenger and property clerk, $1,000; five model attendants, at $1,000 each; 
ten model attendants, at $800each; sixty copyists, five of whom may be copy- 
ists of drawings; seventy-six copyists, at $720 each; three messengers; twenty 
assistant messengers; forty-five laborers, at $600 each; forty-five laborers, 
at $480 each; twenty-three messengers boys, at $360 each; in all, $712,770. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 91, line 4, to increase the 
appropriation ‘‘for producing the Official Gazette,” etc., from 
$95,900 to $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 91, line 17, to increase the 
appropriation ‘‘for producing copies of drawings of the weekly 
issues of patents, for producing copies of designs, trade-marks, and 
pending applications, and for the reproduction of exhausted copies 
of drawings, specifications,” etc., from $59,000 to $64,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. ° 


~ ee re ee 


~~ 


* The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘“‘ Office of Com- 
missioner of Railroads,” on page 93, line 22, after the word ‘‘ dol- 
lars,” to insert ‘‘assistant bookkeeper, $1,800;” in line 23, before 
the word ‘‘ one,” to strike out “‘ one clerk of class 2;” and in line 
25, before the word ‘‘and,” to strike out ‘‘nine thousand six 
hundred” and insert ‘‘ten thousand;” so as to make the clause 
read: ee eee 

Office of Commissioner of Railroads: For Commissioner, $4,500; bookkeeper, 
$2,000; assistant bookkeeper, $1,800; one clerk, $1,000; and one assistant mes- 
senger; in all, $10,020. pe 
. The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 95, line 16, to increase the 
appropriation ‘‘for contingent expenses for the office of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior and the bureaus, offices, and buildings of 
the Interior Department, including the Civil Service Commis- 
sion,” from ‘ $72,000” to ** $80,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 95, after line 20, to strike 
out: 

For professional and scientific books and books to complete broken sets, 


And insert: 


For professional and scientific books, law books, and books to complete 
broken sets, periodicals, directories, and other books of reference relating 
to the business of the Department, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. ae 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Post-Office De- 
partment,” on page 100, line 22, before the word “ dollars,” to in- 
sert ‘‘two hundred and fifty;” and on page 101, line 8, before the 
word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out ‘‘one hundred and eighty” and in- 
sert ‘‘four hundred and thirty;” so as to make the clause read: 

Office Postmaster-General: For compensation of the Postmaster-General, 
$8,000; chief clerk, Post-Office Department, $2,500; private secretary, $2,250; 
stenographer, $1,600; appointment clerk, $1,800; one clerk of class 4; two clerks 
of class 3, four clerks of class 2 (including one heretofore employed and paid 
from a general appropriation); one clerk of class 1; one clerk, $1,000; curator 
of museum $1,000; one clerk, $900 (heretofore employed and paid from a gen- 
eral appropriation); one messenger; one assistant messenger; one tclephone 
operator, $660; page, $360; in all, $33,430. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 6, on 
page 106. 

Mr. CULLOM. After the word “ dollars,” in line 6, page 106, I 
move to insert what I send to the desk. 

_ The Secretary. Afterthe word “ dollars,” in line 6, page 106, 
it is proposed to insert: 

Of which sum not exceeding $300 may be expended for law books, books of 
reference, railway guides, city directories, and books necessary to conduct 
the business of the Department. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end 
of line 6, on page 110. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to amend this provision by striking 
out the word ‘‘ two,” in line 1, on page 110, and inserting “three.” 

The Secretary. In the appropriation for the Department of 
Labor, line 1, page 110, it is proposed to strike out “two” and 
insert ‘‘ three;” so as to read: 

Three charwomen. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. The total should be changed in line 5, page 110, 
to $102,780. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The change will be made. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end 
of line 4, on page 111. 

Mr. CULLOM. On page 111, after the word ‘‘thousand,” in 
line 4, I move to insert ‘‘five hundred,” so as to increase the ap- 
propriation for contingent expenses of the Department of Labor 
from $3,000 to $3,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Commicies on Appropriations was to increase the total appro- 
an for court of appeals, District of Columbia, from $25,725 
to $25,925. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iask the Senate to disagree to the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end 
of line 16 on page 113. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the necessity for singling out the district 
court in the northern district of Illinois and having a special 
enactment: 

Clerk of district court, northern district of Mlinois: For salary of the clerk 
of the district court for the northern district of Illinois, $3,000. 

Mr. CULLOM. This provision has been in the statutes for 
some years. It was inserted in the first instance because the clerk 
of the circuit court was doing the business of the district court as 
well, and there was some trouble about the matter. The result 
was that a provision was inserted providing for the appointment 
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of a district clerk, and giving him a salary, instead of depend- 
ing—— 

Mr. HOAR. Where is the provision for his appointment? 

Mr. CULLOM. He was appointed a long while ago. 
know where itis. But the district judge of the northern district 
of Illinois in the first instance was authorized to appoint a clerk 
at a salary of $3,000. 

Mr. HOAR. I donot understand why this should be separated. 
We add every year new districts and new clerks. I suppose there 
is — good reason why this clerk should be separated from all 
the others. 

Mr. CULLOM,. The provision comes in the bill just as it has 

en ever since the office was created and the salary provided for 
the clerk, and he is occupying the position. 

Mr. HOAR. That is true of all the other clerks. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not know of any reason why it should not 
be stated just as it is, so far as that is concerned. There is no 
mystery about it in any way or misunderstanding of the provi- 
sion as it stands. 

Mr. HOAR. When neither the committee reporting it nor any 
Senator understands it? 

Mr. CULLOM. There is nothing about it to understand, more 
than the fact that the law authorizes the district court of the 
northern district of Ilinois to appoint a clerk at $3,000; the clerk 
was appointed under the statute, and he is holding the office and 
drawing the pay and performing his duties. 

Mr. HOAR. Every district judge in the United States, with 
the exception of one, in regard to which there is special legisla- 
tion, in California, I think, or in the western circuit, at any rate, 
is authorized to appoint his district clerk, and the district clerks 
are authorized to receive a sum not to exceed a certain amount, 
and are required to turn over the emoluments of the office to the 
Government. Now, here is one which is separated from all the 
others. There must be some reason for it. I should like to un- 
derstand it, if I can. 

Mr. CULLOM. As I stated a while ago, there was some trou- 
ble in reference to the administration of the office of clerk of the 
circuit and district courts, and the result of it was, I will state to 
the Senator, that I offered an amendment, which the Senate 
adopted, providing for the appointment of a district clerk in that 
district by the district judge, and he was so appointed by the 
district judge, and he occupies the office to-day. 

Mr. HOAR. That does not answer my question. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is all the answer there is to it. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 118, after line 18, 
to strike out: 


And all such extensions of hours of service shall be reported to Congress 
at the beginning of each regular session in the annual estimates of appro- 
priations. 

So as to make the clause read: 


Hereafter it shall be the duty of the head of each Executive Department 
to require monthly reports to be made to him as to the condition of the pub- 
lic business in the several bureaus or offices of his Department at Washing- 
ton; and in each case where such reports disclose that the public business is 
in arrears, the head of the Department in which such arrears exist shall re- 
quire, as provided herein, an extension of the hours of service to such clerks 


or employees as may be necessary to bring up such arrears of public busi- 
ness. 


Mr. KYLE. Ido not want the Chair to say “ agreed to,” as to 
this section. I wish to have a vote of the Senate upon the section 
as a whole. 

Mr. CULLOM. I suggest to the Senator from South Dakota 
that he allow the committee amendment to be acted upon, and 
then he will be at tala offer hisamendment. * 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend- 
ment is agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 119, line 11, after 
the word ‘‘ Treasury,” to strike out ‘‘ a semiannual” and insert 
**and to the Attorney-General on the ist day of January of each 
year, or within thirty days thereafter, an annual;” and in line 14, 
after the word “‘ regulations,” to insert “‘so far as the same can 
be made applicable;” so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 8. That paragraph 9 of chapter 143, act of March 3, 1883 (Supplement 
to Revised Statutes, volume 1, page 421), be amended by adding thereto the 
following proviso, to wit: 

“And provided further, That the clerk of the Supreme Court of the United 
States shall make to the Secretary of the Treasury and to the Attorney-Gen- 
eral op the Ist day of January of each year, or within thirty days thereafter, 
arnannual report of all the fees and emoluments of his office, under the same 
regulations, so far as the same can be made applicable, as are provided for 
govern clerks of other courts of the United States under section 833 of the 

evised Statutes in making their reports to the Attorney-General.” 

That paragraph 7 of chapter 832, act of July 7, 1884 (Supplement to Revised 
Statutes, volume 1, page 469), be and the same is hereby repealed. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move toamend the amendment by striking 
- the entire section and inserting in lieu thereof what I send to 
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The SecRETARY. It is proposed to strike out section 8 and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the following: 


Sxc. 8. That the clerk of the Supreme Court of the United States, on the 
lst day of January in each year, or within thirty days thereafter, shall, ona 
form prescribed by the court, make to the Attorney-General a return, under 
oath, of all costs collected by him in cases dis of at the preceding term 
or terms of the court, and of all emoluments hereafter collected by him, and 
after deducting from such collections his compensation, as provided in para- 
graph 9 of the act of March 3, 1883, 22 Statutes at Large, 603, 631, and the inci- 
dentalexpenses of his office, including clerk hire, such expenses to be certified 
by the Chief Justice, shall at the time of makingsuch returns pay any surplus 
that may remain into the Treasury cf the United States. 

And all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this provision are hereby 
repealed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. __ 

Mr. KYLE. I move to strike out allof section 7. I believe the 
whole section to be pernicious, and I do not think it has any place 
in the bill. It ought not to be enacted into law. It is purely ad- 
ministrative. to doa 

I call the attention of the Senate to the section. The legislative 
act of 1893 is to be amended so as to read as follows: 

Hereafter it shall be the duty of the heads of the several Executive De- 
partments, in the interest of the public service, to require of all clerks and 
other employees, of whatever grade or class, in their respective Depart- 
ments, not less than seven hours of labor each day, except Sundays and days 
declared public holidays by law or Executive order. 

I call the attention of the Senate particularly to the proviso 
which follows this general clause: 

Provided, That the heads of the Departments may, by special order, stat- 
ing the reason, further extend or limit the hours of any clerk or employee in 
their Departments, respectively; but in case of an extension it shall be with- 
out additional compensation. 

Mr. President, it seems to me this is without parallel—the idea 
that the Congress of the United States should put it in the power 
of the head of a Department to extend at his own will the hours 
of labor from seven hours a day to ten, or twelve, or fourteen 
hours a day, if he sees fit, and to show favoritism whenever he so 
desires; to limit the hours of labor, so that_he can require three 
hours or five hours of labor of certain employees, and twelve or 
fourteen hours a day of certain other employees, and at the same 
time, if the person is compelled to work ten or twelve hours per 
day, there is not to bea cent of additional compensation. 

The second clause, I believe, belongs to the present law, and 
also the third one, beginning in line 10, page 118, which is as fol- 
lows: 


Hereafter it shall be the duty of the head of each Executive Department to 
require monthly reports to be made to him as to the condition of the public 
business in the several bureaus or offices of his Department at Washington; 
and in each case where such reports disclose that the public business is in 
arrears, the head of the Department in which such arrears exist shall require 
as provided herein, an extension of the hours of service to such clerks or em- 
ployees as may be necessary to bring up such arrears of public business. 

Mr. President, I maintain that if the public business is behind, 
the Departments should employ more clerks, but we should not 
crowd these people who sit at their desks almost three hundred 
and sixty-five days in the year beyond their natural hours of 
daily employment. When I have gone to these Departments da, 
after — in the transaction of business, I have felt that the cler 
who will remain at his desk day in and day out poe | seven hours 
of hard work is doing his full and fair share. I make the motion 
that the entire section be stricken out. Let the law remain just 
as it is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. GALLINGER,. Mr. President, a single observation before 
the motion is put. I think the objection which the Senator from 
South Dakota makes to a portion, at least, of this section is well 
founded. On page 117, the first proviso reads: 

That the heads of the Denes may, by order, stating the 
reason, further extend or t the hours of any clerk or employee in their 

rtments, respectively; but in case of an extension it shall be without 


e 

additional compensation. 

It seems to me that if we enact that we practically repeal the 
eight-hour law. The heads of the artments can compel the 
clerks to work under that provision, if it works a practical repeal 
of the eight-hour law, just as many hours as they may please to 
have them work. I do not think really that we ought to put in 
the hands of any head of a Department or bureau a power of 
this kind, a power that might be exercised tyrannically and to the 
detriment of a particular clerk or particular clerks. It might 
never be so exercised. On the other hand, it might be so exer- 
cised, and it would work a gross and palpable injustice. 

If the entire section does not go out, the words I have read should 
go out; and the words on page 118, after the word ‘“‘ Washington,” 
in line 13, at the end of that paragraph, should go out, and the 
matter should be leftin conference. Itis barely possible that some- 
thing ought to be done in the direction that is intended by the 
section; but it is manifest to me, and I think it must be manifest 
to the Senate, that the provisions of the section as they are now 
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in the bill are not provisions that are just and fair to the clerks 
in the Departments. 

This is all I care to say on the subject, Mr. President. I want 
these people protected in their rights; and if they are not as dili- 
gent and industrious in the work as they ought to be, then I 
want the heads of the Departments, under reasonable rules and 
regulations and laws, to see that they perform their duties faith- 
fully and honestly. But I am very strongly opposed to putting 
the absolute power in the hands of the head of a Department to 
say that one clerk shall work ten or twelve hours and another 
clerk may work six hours; that they can either extend or limit 
the time. It seems to me, as I before suggested, that it is a power 
which might be grossly abused, and might be exercised to drive 
from the public service some clerk or clerks whom the head of a 
Department might want to get rid of and could not get rid of in 
any other way. 

Mr. KYLE. Ithink that thelaw asit nowstands fully covers the 
case. The clerks can get their thirty days’ sick leave and thirty 
days’ absence by applying to the heads of the respective Depart- 
ments now exactly as they will be allowed in this case if the whole 
section should pass. As far as the third proviso is concerned— 

That where some member of the immediate family of a clerk or employee 

is afflicted with a contagious disease— 
I believe that is oer provided for in the present law. The 
part beginning with line 10, page 118, merely carries out the pro- 
visions of the first proviso,on page 117. I see no reason whatever 
for any portion of section 7 as given in the bill. I ask for a vote 
upon the amendment. 

Mr.CHILTON. Mr. President, we ought to be reasonable about 
this matter. Would it not bea good idea to provide that the hours 
of labor may be extended not to exceed eight hours per day? If 
the business of a Department actually falls in arrears, it ought to 
be in the discretion of the chief to extend the time to eight hours 
and thus catch up with the work. 

Mr. KYLE. Let them select more clerks. 

Mr. CHILTON. Not unless absolutely necessary. The clerks 
are well paid now; and while I do not think they ought to beover- 
worked, it does seem that in special cases the heads of Depart- 
ments might be trusted to extend the time to eight hours a day. 
That limitation would protect the clerks from any abuse of power, 
and at the same time it might result in relieving the public busi- 
ness from clogs such as arise from time to time. 

Mr. KYLE. Iam disposed to concede as far as possible to the 
Senator from Texas. At the same time I believe that a person at 
a desk doing seven hours of faithful work has done a day’s work. 
1 think that is the experience of every person that has sat ata 
desk doing strictly clerical work for a period of seven hours. I 
do not think the Departments need complain so much, probably, 
as they are disposed to do. I know certain heads of Departments 
who, during the past three or four years, have taken the regular 
allowance of clerks, and have made a saving of from $50,000 to 
$100,000 in one single year without adding an hour of extra labor 
or a single person in the way of additional clerks. That has been 
done. It is purely administrative. It is not a matter for us to 
consider here and enact into a law. I believe that if the heads of 
the eer age will use the clerical force they have to the ver 
best advantage for seven hours a day, they will find their wor 
catching up, and in case they do not catch up, then let us provide 
for more clerks. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not think this is a very important mat- 
ter. The changes in the law proposed here are simply to the ex- 
tent of limiting leaves of absence, with pay, to sixty days instead 
of allowing the Secretary, in his discretion, in special meritorious 
cases, to extend the leave to ninety days and pay. 

Mr, COCKRELL. One-fourth of the year. 

Mr. ALLISON. The lawof 1893 provides substantially what 
is provided here with that exception. The head of a Depariment 
is required, however, in the case of extended hours, tomake those 
extensions by means of a special order or ageneral order. Under 
the provision in this bill the head of the Department may require 
as many hours as he chooses in order to bring upthe business that 
may be behind. My own impression has been that the law of 
1893 was an ample protection, but it is said in some quarters, 
which I need not mention, that that law is abused and that it is 
necessary to limit the leave of absence with pay to sixty days in 
order to avoid a custom which has grown up in some of the De- 
partments to grant leaves of absence without pay for ninety days. 

Mr. KYLE. That is the third proviso on page 117 referred to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does the Senator from South Dakota think 
they ought to have ninety days’ leave of absence without pay? 

r. KYLE. Idonot. I would be willing to make a modifica- 
tion so far as the third proviso is concerned. I think sixty days 
leave is ieee 

Mr. — ON. The provision as to seven hours a day is the 

aw. 


Mr. YLE. I understand. 
Mr. ALLISON. The existing law provides that a Secretary 


may by special order prolong the hours without additional com- 
pensation. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is the law now. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the law now. That is already in the 
statute. The statute is reenacted by inserting some new words 
here and there. If the Senator will turn his attention to section 
5 of the act of 1893—I will send it to the Secretary's desk to be read, 
and then, if he will follow the bill, he will see the changes from 
the existing law that are proposed. In substance they are that 
there shall be no pay beyond sixty days, and that the Secretary of 
the Treasury may provide for prolonging the hours without limit 
and without additional pay. 

Mr. KYLE. I suppose it is.not necessary to read the law. I 
understand, then, frum the Senator’s statement, just two points 
are changed by the provisions of the present bill. I am willing 
for one modification, that the time shall be limited and made sixty 
days instead of ninety days, but I am not willing that the first 
proviso shall stand, permitting the head of a Department to ex- 
tend the day’s labor to eight, ten, or twelve hours in his discretion. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is not the law now eight hours? 

Mr. KYLE. It is seven hours, I understand the Senator from 
Iowa to state. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; that is the custom of the Departments; 
it is not the law. 

Mr. KYLE. The preceding provision of the seventh section 
says seven hours. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They come in at 9 o'clock and leave at 4. 
That is seven hours. They have half an hour for lunch, and that 
makes six hours and a half that they work. That is all there is, 
Then they have ninety days’ leave of absence, which is one-fourth 
of the year, and that leave of absence without pay the Senator 
wants to retain, I understand. 

Mr. KYLE. No; I am willing for a modification to limit it to 
sixty days. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is no modification in the hours of work; 
there is no change. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no modification at all. The head 
of the Department can not go beyond the eight hours. There are 
just about a million. American citizens who would be willing to 
take those places and fill them by working eight hours a day. 

Mr. KYLE. If I understand the English language, he can 
make the clerk work ten or twelve hours. 

Mr. CULLOM. The bill reads: ‘That the heads of the Depart- 
ments may, by special order, stating the reason, further extend or 
limit the hours of any clerk or employee in their Departments re- 
spectively, but in case of an extension it shall be without addi- 
tional compensation.” Now, whether that gives the head of a 
Department the right to make an order extending the hours to ten, 
or aS many as he chooses, is a question. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It does not give him the right to extend it 
beyond the term fixed by law. 

r. CULLOM. If thatis certain, there is no occasion for any 
amendment. If it is not, I would have no objection myself to 
adopting the suggestion of the Senator from Texas and make it not 
to exceed eight hours. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be not to exceed eight hours. 

Mr. TELLER. I think we ought to do that. 

Mr. KYLE. After consideration I will withdraw the amend- 
ment I have moved, to strike out the whole section, if by that 
means I can secure a modification of the first proviso. 

Mr. CULLOM. I am willing, after the word “hours,” to say 
“‘not to exceed eight hours of any clerk or employee in the Depart- 
ments, respectively.” 

Mr. KYLE. That is satisfactory. 

Mr. CULLOM. Eight hours in any one day. 

Mr. CHILTON. Suppose we strike out the word “limit.” 
Why not leave that out? I donot know that there is any need for 
that. Strike out the words ‘‘or limit,” and just say “‘ to further 
extend the hours.” 

Mr. CULLOM. “Not to exceed eight hours in any one day.” 
Strike out the word “limit.” The phrase is a little cumbersome. 

Mr. KYLE. Strike out the words “ or limit.” 

Mr. CULLOM. ‘The hours not to exceed eight hours in any 
one day.” I think that makes it as clear as it can be made now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary suggests that it 
makes a repetition of the word ‘‘ hours.” 

_ CULLOM. We can fix it in conference if it does not read 
right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 117, line 12,strike out the words “ or 
limit;” after the word “respectively,” in line 13, insert ‘‘ not to 
exceed eight hours in any one day;” so as to read, if amended: 

That the heads of the Departments may, by special order, stating the rea- 
son, further extend the hours of any clerk or employee in their Departments, 
respectively, not to exceed eight hours in any one day. 


Mr. TELLER. I do not understand that it is the idea of the 
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Senator who accepts the amendment that the clerks are hereafter 
to be worked eight hours. 
Mr. CULLOM. Not at all. 


Mr. TELLER. 

Mr. CULLOM. 
amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand; but it might be understood by 
the heads of Departments that we were changing the law to make 
them work the clerks eight hours if they thought they ought to 
work eight hours. 

Mr. CULLOM. The preamble of the section shows the purpose 
of the reenactment. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say that I do not believe it is 

rofitable for the Government to work its clerks more than seven 

ours. There will be occasions when perhaps that can be done 
and ought to be done. I donot believe there has been any diffi- 
culty heretofore in adding half an hour or an hour toa day’s work 
of the clerks if it was found necessary. It will not be done now; 
the clerks will do that extra work; but I do not think we should 
commence any system that will ultimately make the clerks work 
the full eight hours. 

Mr. KYLE. I understand that there are clerks now who per- 
form fully two hours a day extra service in certain Departments 
of the Government. 

Mr. TELLER. I have known clerks to perform several hours’ 
extra work a day for which they never received any pay, and 
they would do it very cheerfully. 

Mr. KYLE. Then why is not the present law satisfactory? 

Mr. TELLER. I think myself it is entirely satisfactory. I do 
not think there was any necessity whatever for this change which 
the House has suggested. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think it cures the objection if the amendment 
is adopted. 

Mr. KYLE. Then on page 118 the same amendment will have 
to be made. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Has the amendment been adopted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has not. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let it be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the amend- 
ment? The Chair hears none, and it is agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Now, on page 118, after the word “ busi- 
ness,” in line 18, the words should be added: 

But in no case shall the hours of work exceed eight hours in any one day. 

That will make it uniform. This is tobe applied in a case where 
the work is behind. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is all right. 

Mr. CULLOM. Is there anything else that the Senator from 
South Dakota would suggest? 

Mr. KYLE. That is entirely satisfactory. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. After the word ‘‘ business,” in line 18, insert: 


But in no case shall the hours of work exceed eight hours in any one day. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MASON. I desire to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment. There was an amendment adopted on page 119, after line 
8, striking out paragraph 9 and inserting the following: 

That the clerk of the Supreme Court of the United States on the Ist day of 
January in each year, or within thirty days thereafter, shall, on a form pre- 
scribed by the court, make to the Attorney-General a return under oath of 


all costs collected by him in cases disposed of at the preceding term or terms 
of the court and of all emoluments hereafter collected by him. 


I want to move to strike out the words ‘‘and of all emoluments 
hereafter collected by him.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. That whole provision has been stricken out. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will state to my colleague that the paragraph 
beginning with section 8, down to and including line 22, has been 
stricken out and a substitute section has been put in its place. 

Mr. MASON. Iam reading the substitute section. 

Mr. CULLOM. Very well, if the Senator’s purpose is to amend 
that provision. 

Mr. MASON. Iam reading that substitute. My amendment, 
the Senator will understand, strikes out the word ‘‘ emoluments” 
and simply covers the fee paid by attorneys for admission to the 

| bar, which has always been a part of the fees of the clerk of the 
Supreme Court. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I hope that amendment will not be made. 
Mr. CULLOM. This question has been before the Senate every 
ar for a while, and the result has been that it is the judgment of 
th branches of Congress that the clerk of the Supreme Court 
, of the United States ought to make a report of every cent that 
comes into his hands officially, and that after subtracting his 
salary and other necessary expenses, certified by the Chief Justice, 
he ought, like others, put all the balance into the Treasury of 
the United States, whether it comes from the fees paid on the ad- 
mission of attorneys who practice in that court or from giving 
| fecords or anything else called for by other people. I hope that 


It is only to be done in exceptional cases. 
That seems to be the purpose of the general 


the amendment as adopted by the Senate heretofore and which 
my colleague has just read will be allowed to stand. 

Mr. HOAR. _ In what line is that? - 

Mr. MASON. I will say to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that my amendment keeps for the clerk of the Supreme Court the 
fee of admission which he has always had heretofore. I do uot 
know of any reason why he should not be allowed to collect these 
fees as he has done in the past. The amendment that I move is 
to strike out the words ‘‘ and of all emoluments hereafter collected 


by him.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is proposed to amend the 
amendment already agreed to by striking out the words ‘‘ and of 
all emoluments hereafter collected by him.” 

Mr. Pettus and Mr. CHILTON addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. PETTUS. I have no idea of addressing the Senate with 
reference to this amendment. I proposed one myself and yielded 
to the Senator in charge of the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. The amendment of the Senator from Alabama 
will be in order immediately after this amendment is disposed of, 

Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President, I wish to make a suggestion. 
There is no reason why the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. Mason] should be adopted. The clerk of the 
Supreme Court of the United States is now allowed $6,000 a year. 
In addition to that sum he is allowed all the necessary disburse- 
ment for clerk hire and for incidental expenses. He collects $10 
apiece from lawyers who are admitted to the Supreme Court bar, 
and this amounts to a very considerable sum annually. Let that 
money be paid into the Treasury of the United States. Without 
it he will have an ample remuneration for the duties which he 
performs. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to add that the clerk of the Supreme 
Court himself recognizes the righteousness of the proposition that 
he should make an account of all the money received officially, 
and after taking his salary and the necessary expenses, as I said 
before, certified by the Chief Justice, pay the balance into the 
Treasury of the United States. I hope that will be adhered to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. PETTUS. What is the amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out from the amend- 
ment already adopted the words— 

And ofjall emoluments hereafter collected by him. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason]. 
The amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. Pettus] is now in order. 
Mr. PETTUS. I desire to move an amendment to the bill on 
age 68. 
. Mr. HOAR. I wish to offer an amendment to the section the 
Senate is now considering. Will the Senator from Alabama allow 
that to be acted upon first? 
Mr. PETTUS. Certainly, with the understanding that I shall 
have the floor when the Senator from Massachusetts is through. 
Mr. HOAR. Very well. I move to add at the end of section 8 
what I send to the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from Massachusetts will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert at the end of section 8 
the following: 


And provided further, That all clerks of courts of the United States shall 
pay over, at the times and in the manner provided by law for other fees and 
emoluments, all fees received by them for naturalization. 


Mr. CULLOM. So far as I am concerned, I have no objection 
to the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Whatisit? Let us understand it. 

Mr. HOAR. It simply requires all naturalization fees to be ac- 
counted for as are other fees. They are so accounted for in many 
of the districts, and I think that is the law now. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They ought to be. 

Mr. HOAR. They are in many districts, and I think that is the 
law now; but in some cases the fees are withheld by the clerks. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The intention of thisamendment is to make 
the clerks account for such fees? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is right. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Is it designed by this amendment to exclude 
the fees derived from naturalization cases from the compensation 
which the clerks would otherwise receive? 

Mr. HOAR. Not. at all. The fees are only to be paid over as 
other fees and emoluments after deducting the clerk’s salary. 


Mr. RAWLINS. As I understand it, the fees are only to 


* over where they are in excess of the amount allowed the clerk 
y law. 


Mr. HOAR. That is all, 














Mr. RAWLINS. If the Senator is sure that that is the effect of 
the amendment, I have no objection. 

Mr. HOAR. Iso understand it, beyond any doubt. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I should like to have the amendment again 


read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be again 
read 


The Secretary again read the amendment proposed by Mr. Hoar. 
Mr. HOAR. There is no harm in making that clear by saying 
“after deducting the amount they are entitled to receive as sal- 


” 
a RAWLINS. I suggest that that be done. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the words be added ‘“‘after deducting the 
amount they are entitled to receive as salary.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts will be modified as suggested by him. The 
question is on the adoption of the amendment as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTUS. On page 68, line 7, after the word “dollars,” I 
move to insert: 

Dental pathologist, $1,800. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is a new office which is to be created. 

Mr, PETTUS. I will ask the Senator to excuse me a moment. 
I was in hopes that the Senator in charge of the bill would accept 
the amendment. I think he ought to do so. This appropriation 
has been recommended by the Secretary of Warin express words. 
It has been sanctioned by the former Surgeon-General; it is ap- 
proved by the present Surgeon-General, and he urges it in a letter 
to the House Committee on Appropriations. — ‘ 

This department, as you might call it, of science—the profession 
of dentistry—in the United States is not recognized in any of 
these high places. Its members have petitioned through all their 
societies to have this recognition. They have contributed very 
largely to the very museum which is being provided for in this 

rtion of the bill. I will send to the Secretary’s table and ask to 

ave read what the Surgeon-General says on this subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Nors.—The thirty-fifth annual meeting of the American Dental Associa- 
tion, in line with other national associations of specialists, adopted a resolu- 
tion formally recognizing the library of the Surgeon-General’s Office and the 
Army Medical Museum as the national museum and library of the dental 
profession of the United States, and appointed a committee to cooperate with 
the officer in charge of the museum and library in enriching its stores of 
dental literature and museum specimens. This resolution making the library 
of the Surgeon-General’s Office and the Army Medical Museum the place of 
deposit of contributions from the dental profession of the country was favor- 
ably considered, and a department of normal and morbid anatomy and physi- 
ol of the teeth has been organized. Quite a number of valuable and inter- 
esting contributions have already been made to the museum, and the library 
has been increased by donations of books, essays, and journal literature per- 
taining to the subject of dentistry. 

Through the chairman of the committee of the American Dental Associa- 
tion having this matter in charge Iam informed that it is the wish of the 
association to have attached to the Army Medical Museum a speciaiist well 
versed in the anatomy, physiology, and pathology of the teeth, who shall 
receive, prepare, and ney place on exhibition such specimens of morbid 
and normal anatomy and pathol pertaining to the oral cavity as may be 
contributed to the museum, and who may also charged with the. prepara- 
tion of models and apparatus used in mechanical dentistry, for the purpose 
of illustrating surgical and dental procedure in treatment of deformities and 
diseases of the mouth and teeth. That such an —— would be of the 
greatest value to the dental profession and to the general public is beyond 
question, and it would do much to place the profession of dentistry fully 
within the line of attainments and advancement of the general science of 
modern medicine and surgery by the exact determination of the anatomy, his- 
tology, pathology, physics, and dynamics of so importanta part of the human 
system as the mouth and teeth, as well as affording a ready and most valua- 
ble means of instruction to the dental profession, to teachers, students, and 
investigators. I would respectfully state that [am heartily in accord with 
this desire of the American Dental iation, and strongly recommend that 
an annual appropriation be made, not to exceed $2,000, to procure the serv- 
ices of a competent specialist well versed in the anatomy, physiology, and 
ne of the teeth, to be designated as dental pathologist to the Army 
edical Museum.—Geo. M. Sternberg, Surgeon-General United States Army. 


Mr. CULLOM. I had an impression that the Senator had a 
letter from the Secretary of War. 

Mr. PETTUS. No, sir; I have had read a letter from the Sur- 
geon-General of the Army. 

Mr. CULLOM. Linquireif the Senator has not received a letter 
from the Secretary of War on the subject? 

Mr. PETTUS. No, sir; I have not. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think the amendment is subject to the point 
of order. It proposes to create a new office, and in addition to 
that the Committee on Appropriations has not had an opportunity 
of considering the question. I am inclined to think that I ought 
to make the point of order on the amendment. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MASON. I want to ask the Senator from Alabama to yield 
just a minute that I may appeal to my colleague. 

Mr. PETTUS. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. MASON. I hope my colleague will not insist upon the 

int of order. It may be that he knows better than I whether 
amendment is subject to the point of order or not; but this is 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


avery important matter, and the leading dentists of our State 
have written to us, petitioning that this very necessary office may 
be established. It seems to me it is a very inexpensive matter, 
and while it may be, strictly speaking, out of order, yet it is in 
line with other parts of thisappropriation bill, Ihope the amend- 
ment will be adopted. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, the distinguished Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] is almost always right, but I think he is 
mistaken in his point of order, and I should liketo explain wherein 
he is mistaken. If he will refer to the rule we are acting under, 
he will find that any one appropriation is in order if it is estimated 
for by the head of any of the Departments. The last clause of 
the rule the Senator invokes contains an express exception to this 
very thing; and here is the requisition. The Secretary of the 
Treasury first referred the question to the Secretary of War, and 
the Secretary of War says: 

War DEPARTMENT, Washington City, January 8, 1898. 

S1r: I have the honor to forward herewith, for transmitting to Congress, 
anestimate ($2,000) of appropriation for * Salaries, Office of Surgeon-General,” 
required for the use of the War Department for the service of the fiscal year 
en —— 30, 1899. cS 

ery respectfully, G. D. MEIKLEJOHN, 

Acting Secretary of War. 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 
Here is the requisition: 


WAR DEPARTMENT, SURGEON-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, January 7, 1898. 

Srr: In compliance with your indorsement of the 6th instant, I have the 
honor to submit the inclosed estimate for one dental pathologist to the Army 
Medical Museum, and invite your attention to the note of explanation rela- 
tive thereto. 

Very respectfully, GEO. M. STERNBERG, 
Surgeon-General United States Army. 

The ACTING SECRETARY OF WAR. 

The Surgeon-General makes the estimate; the Secretary of War 
recommends it, and he recommends it with the very note attached 
which I have had read at the Secretary’s desk. I hope the Sena- 
tor will withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, there is hardly anything the 
Senator would ask me to do which I would not do; but if we were 
to put on these appropriation bills all the amendments which may 
be offered creating new offices and new places, we should be ap- 
propriating enormous sums. 

Mr. PETTUS. I only ask the Senator to withdraw his point of 
order; that is all. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will do it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is withdrawn. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, here are all the officers in charge 
of this very matter for which we are appropriating money recom- 
mending specifically that $2,000 be appropriated to pay this officer. 
I put it in the amendment at $1,800 because I notice in the line 
preceding that you have a general position, a pathologist, who is 
paid $1,800, and I thought it was fair and right that both officers 
should go along together at the same sum. The Secretary of 
War thinks the salary should be $2,000, the Surgeon-General 
thinks it should be $2,000; but, estimating the salaries of other 
officers, I thought that they ought to go on, what is so much be- 
loved of some of my friends, a parity; soI put the salary at $1,800, 

1 hope that justice will be done to this learned profession, the 
dentists of the United States. They have asked it by all their so- 
cieties all over the United States, and it ought to be granted to 
them. They are nowhere else recognized among the salaried offi- 
cers of the United States. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ionly want tosay a few words. 
very liberally with the Surgeon-General’s Office. This provision 
carries $151,266 already for that office. We could have appro- 

riated in this legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 

ill $1,000,000 more than is now appropriated, or nearly so, if we 
had appropriated the amountsestimated for. We have cut the 
bill down between seven and eight hundred thousand dollars be- 
low the estimates asked for, and now if we begin to add new 
officers to the Department or bureaus, there is no telling where we 
shall stop. While I have withdrawn the point of order and am 
willing to let the Senate vote on the amendment, I hope the Sen- 
ate will vote it down. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to appeal to the good nature of the 
Senator from Illinois in charge of this bill to state the duties of 
the office of dental pathologist. 

Mr. CULLOM. I had rather the Senator from Nebraska would 
call on the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Pertus] for that infor- 
mation. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is true to my instinct to recognize authority, 
and so I have called upon the Senator from Illinois to make thé 
statement. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is an office of whichI have not heard before; 
but if the Senator is really anxious for information, we can have 
the report read which the Senator from Alabama called for a 
while ago. 

Mr. ALLEN. 
to have a lengthy report read at this hour in the evening; butI 


The bill deals 


I would not want to detain the Senate long enough: 
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should like to know in a general way what duties are to be per- 
formed by a dental pathologist? 


Mr. ALLISON. I think the Senatorfrom Nebraska heard read 
the letter addressed to the Senator from Alabama and would get 
a@ general view from that. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is like all other well-drawn official letters; 
it does not state anything. 

Mr. ALLISON. It comes very near not stating anything; but 
it does state that the dental association is about to send to the 
Medical Library and Museum a large amount of valuable contribu- 
tions, new methods, etc. 
vane ALLEN, In the way of extracting teeth and things of that 

ind? 

Mr. ALLISON. Isupposeso. And then it states that this ex- 
perienced officer will be prepared to receive them and arrange 
them properly, place them on proper shelves, I suppose, in the 
proper department in the library or in the museum, so that he will 
doubtless have some work to do. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, with that enlightenment from 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALuison}], I should like to ask the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] another question. I ask whether 
it is anticipated we shall be required to meet a deficiency on this 
as on other appropriation bills at the short session of this Con- 
gress; and if so, how much the deficiency will be? 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no information as to what the future 
will bring forth on this subject. We have appropriated what we 
believed was right and necessary in the premises to carry on the 
Government in its several departments. If they should ask for a 
deficiency hereafter—which I hope they will not do or have any 
occasion to do—of course we shall consider what we are to do as 
a matter of duty when that time comes. That is the nearest to 
an answer I can give to the Senator’s question. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not doubt that at all; but the Senator from 
Illinois said the estimate was, I think, something like a million 
more than is contained in this bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iwillstate the exact figures if the Senator would 
like tohearthem. Theestimates for 1899 amount to $22,343,286.65; 
the amount of the House bill is $21,476,245.65; the increase recom- 
mended by the Senate committee $153,055; the amount of the bill 
as reported to the Senate is $21,629,300.65. 

Mr. ALLEN. What will be the difference between the esti- 
mates and the bill? 

Mr. CULLOM,. The bill as reported is less than the estimates 
by $713,986. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator if it is true that 
we usually in a deficiency bill meet what is required by the esti- 
mates, as in this case, at the following session of Congress? Fol- 
lowing the precedents, would we be expected to give this seven 
hundred and some odd thousand dollars in a deficiency bill at the 
next session? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly we should not be expected to do so, 
and have never done so. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then, if the Senator will permit me, why do we 
appropriate less than the amount estimated by the Departments? 

Mr. CULLOM. Because in examining the heads of Depart- 
ments and Bureaus we have come to the conclusion that they are 
asking for more money than they actually needed in the adminis- 
tration of the different offices. 

Mr. ALLEN, The Senator does not, then, anticipate that we 
shall be required to meet a deficiency on this bill? 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope not. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope not, too; but that hardly reaches the ques- 
tion, Mr. President. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is as near as we cancome toit. We have 
to await events. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam inclined to think we ought to have a dental 
pathologist. I do not understand how this matter has drifted 
along for so many years without coming to the attention of the 
Committee on Appropriations, composed as it is of experienced 
men. Here is a great profession that has rendered the human 
race very great service, and no doubt will in the future continue 
to do so, that has been heretofore entirely neglected. I think the 
Senator from Alabama is well warranted in asking not only 
$2,000, but more, in view of the fact that we have a margin of 
nearly $800,000 to work on between the amount carried by the bill 
and the estimated cost of running the Government. 

Mr. CULLOM. I only want to say that this bill has been 
worked upon by the committees of both Houses of Congress until 
I believe it is nearer right than almost any bill of this character 
which has been ed for some time. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Mr. President, I have no doubt that the bill 
is very near right, but it needs the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Zidheuns to make it exactly right, and I hope the 
Senate will not vote down the amendment. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Alabama has performed a pub- 
lic service by bringing this subject to the attention of the Senate 
and of the country. The United States takes good care of its sol- 


diers and its sailors. It feedsthem well, clothes them well, houses 
them well. They are, I sup , better taken care of than any 
other soldiers upon the face of the earth; at any rate, we pay more 
money for the p of taking care of them than any other 
nation does of its soldiers; and yet the soldiers and the sailors are 
not well taken care of unless their teeth are preserved and fitted 
for use. The fare that is given to our soldiers and sailors is apt to 
be hard and tough. The meat is often tough and the hardtack is 
always a troublesome thing to attack. The soldiers and sailors 
of the Republic, Mr. President, need good teeth; and I think that 
this little appropriation, in order that they may be cared for in all 
their organs, should be readily granted by the Senator having this 
bill in charge. 

Mr, ALLEN. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I decline to yield to the Senator from Ne- 
braska. [Laughter.] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire declines to yield, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, thereis another thing. Our 
soldiers and sailors are exposed to the cold winds of heaven when 
they are engaged in the performance of their duties, and unless 
their teeth are sound and well preserved they will have facial 
neuralgia and rheumatism, and be unfitted to perform their duties, 

There is no part of the body thatis more sensitive than the teeth, 
and here is a proposition that the Surgeon-General of the Arm 
shall be enabled to make proper provision for this care of our sol- 
diers and indirectly our sailors. I hope there will be no objection 
toit. Ican understand howa proposition of this kind might be re- 
jected in a body of young men who have not begun to feel the ail- 
ments which come fromimperfect teeth, but a body composed of as 
old men as we are, nearly all of us beginning to feel the difficulties and 
troubles to our teeth that come as we get on in years, ought unan- 
imously to vote that the teeth and jaws of our soldiers and sail- 
ors should be preserved and perpetuated for such useas they have 
to make of them. They do not use them as we do here, but they 
use them efficiently in the public service, and they ought to be 
cared for judiciously and liberally. This little expenditure which 
the Senator from Alabama asks for ought to be granted withouta 
word of objection. 

Mr. ALLEN. Theremarks of the Senator from New Hampshire 
suggest to me another question, which I regard as very pertinent 
to this inquiry, and I put the question to the Senator from Illinois 
in charge of the bill, who, of course, is acquainted not only with 
the bill, but with all proposed amendments. The question is 
whether it would be the office of the dental pathologist not only 
to take into consideration the natural teeth, but to © provision 
to supply artificial teeth. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should think he ought to furnish them a new 
set all around. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then, if it be true that it would be the duty of 
the dental pathologist, as the agent of the Government, to furnish 
new teeth when old ones are worn out, I can heartily concur in 
everything that has been said by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, and I shall vote for the amendment. 

Mr. BACON. Iask that the amendment may again be stated. 
Let us see what it is. 

The Secretary again stated the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Alabama. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the total in connection with the para- 
graph will be changed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will be done. 

Mr. LODGE. Iwascalled from the Chamber when the first part 
of the bill was being read. I understand that the amendment of 
the committee oem 46 was abandoned by the committee; 
they had it disagreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. In response to the statement of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, I will say that I was instructed by the com- 
mittee to allow the amendment to go out of the bill gn the sug- 
gestion of the chairman of the Committee on Immigration, and 
perhaps one or two other members of the committee, that the 
committee were considering and were well along in the considera- 
tion of a bill touching that subject, and they desired that the 
paragraph of legislation on the subject should not go into the 
appropriation bill, as they would report a bill very soon. 

. LODGE. 1 do not understand that the Committee on Im- 
migration has taken any action on the subject. 
. FAULKNER. If the Senator from Massachusetts will per- 


mit me, he was not present at .the last meeting of the committee. 

Mr. LODGE. No; I was not. 

Mr. FAULKNER. An amendment, which was introduced, I 
think, by the Senator himself, was before the committee for con- 
sideration. 

Mr. LODGE. I introduced no amendment. 

Mr. FAULKNER, There was an amendment, introduced by 









the chairman of the committee, perhaps, at the suggestion of the | a quorum; but those present were unanimous, and the instruc- 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. LODGE. Yes. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The matter was very fully discussed; the 
chairman had very decided views as to a modification of it, as it 
was introduced by himself, and after discussing it fully attention 
was called to this amendment which had been inserted in the 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill on the same 
subject. The committee requested him or me, I being a member 
of the Committee on Appropriations, to see the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, which was theninsession. I went directly from that 
committee room to the room of the Committee on Appropriations 
and asked that this provision should be left out, with the under- 
standing that the question would be taken up in the Committee 
on Immigration, and that, after consultation with the Secretary, 
the suggestions made by the committee would be incorporated 
into a bill to carry out the views of the Treasury Department as 
well as of the committee, which would be passed as quickly as 
possible; that no injury could result, as the substance of this 
amendment is being practically carried out by the Treasury De- 
partment under the instructions of the Secretary. 

Mr. LODGE. The chairman of the committee told me that 
view of it, but I also understood that this amendment was sub- 
stantially in conformity with the wishes of the Treasury. 

Mr. FAULKNER. But not with those of the committee. 

Mr. LODGE. Not with those of the committee. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Nor those of the chairman. 

Mr. LODGE. Butifthisamendmentisdroppedaltogether, then 
a suitable amendment can not be prepared in conference. It can 
not be modified, because the paragraph would be untouched. 
There would be no ground for amending it. 

It seems to me it is quite important to have some legislation on 
this point. If we can 
into conference, and the Committee on Immigration can then con- 
fer as to the form and get something that will suit both the com- 
mittee and the Department. It does seem to me that it is a pity 
The Senator is aware how difficult a matter it is to 
dent bill, and this is very much needed. 

KNER. It might be put on, but I am satisfied the 
committee would never indorse the amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
Virginia, if he will allow me, what real objection there is to these 
six lines? I have read them over with care, and it seems to me 
ught to be a part of the law of the land. What is proposed 
practice of the Department now, but the lines ought to be 


Mr. FAULKNER. The proposed law makes every customs 
officer in the United States responsible for the execution of the im- 
It isa divided responsibility between two classes 
of officers, which the committee do not think ought to exist except 
at certain points along the Canadian border, where there are 
deputy collectors stationed, and upon the Mexican border. But 
this provision clearly im s that obligation upon every customs 
officer in New York, Philadelphia, Boston, and all such ports. 

Mr. LODGE. I beg the Senator’s pardon. Ido not think he 
can have read the 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
sioners of immigration; that is all. 

Mr. LODGE. 


Collectors of customs at all ports, except at ports for which commissioners 
of immigration have been appointed by the President, are constituted ex 


migration laws. 


rovision. 


It says: 


officio commissioners of immigration. commissioners, but if there is an immigration inspector there he ; 
does not hold himself responsible to the collector, whereas the 

At large ports such commissioners of immigration do exist, and | collector ought to be the head of the district, and ought to be able i 
it would not apply to the collectors at those ports. It is only to | to control the immigration inspectors who happen to be in the 
cover ports where thereis no commissioner of immigration. There | district. That is another difficulty which has arisen. Ata good 1e 
are a great many points on the Canadian and Mexican borders | many points there are inspectors, but the collector has no power ve 
where there is no means of enforcing the laws—the alien-contract | in the premises. ie 
law and the immigration law—because there are noofficersof the| Mr. WILSON. I regret todissent from one who has given this if 


Immigration Bureau there. 

Mr. FAULKNER, There is another objection. The commit- 
tee thought that in a number of places where immigrant agents 
ought to be put the proposed law would induce the Secretary not 
to place immigrant agents there, but to devolve the duty entirely 


upon the customs officers, whereas the committee, or those present | pose. 
at the meeting, were of the opinion that in order effectively to| Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Washington understands that : 
enforce the immigration law wherever there was an ordinary line | that is an entirely separate law. It has nothing to do with this iia 
of traffic and travel, there an immigration agent ought to be | matter. ii 
placed, and it should not be allowed to depend upon customs| Mr. WILSON. I know, but wo have gradually added these 
officials, additional laws and increased the burdens on the collectors, and 

Mr. LODGE. With that view I entirely agree, but I wish the v 


committee would allow the amendment to go into the bill, and in 
the meantime it can be dropped if the Committee on Immigration 
can not agree on an amendment. That keeps it alive for discus- 


gress. 
Mr. FAULKNER. I do not like to speak for the committee. 
In fact, there was not a quorum present; there was one less than 
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tions to the chairman were to make a point of order on the pro- 
posed legislation, which in his absence I should feel under obliga- 
tion to do if it were necessary to eliminate the clause from the 
bill. But I do not like to do it, inasmuch as the Appropriations 
Committee have agreed, under that suggestion of the Committee 
on Immigration, to drop it out. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest, then, to the Senator from West 
Virginia that it go in, and if the chairman of the committee does 
not want it to remain I should be willing to have the committee 
of conference eliminate it. 

Mr. LODGE. It can be eliminated in conference. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think it is right—— 

Mr. LODGE. I think it is wise legislation. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But I do not want to run counter to the 
chairman of the committee. ; 

Mr. CULLOM. When the Committee on Appropriations had 
the bill under consideration, it invited the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to come before it, and the Assistant Secretary, Mr. Spaulding, 

did come. He suggested an amendment and said he thought it 
was quite important, especially along the Canadian line; and on 
his recommendation the committee put in the amendment. 

Immediately afterwards, and after the bill had been reported to 
the Senate, the chairman of the Committee on Immigration came 
to me, and I think to other members of the committee, and said it 
was regretted that we had inserted the provision, that the Com- 
mittee on Immigration had been considering the subject and would 
soon report a bill which would not be in harmony with this pro- 
vision; whereupon, as there was some little anxiety expressed on 
the part of the chairman, after consultation among members of 
the Committee on Appropriations, I was authorized to allow the 
amendment to go out when the bill came upin the Senate. That 
has been done. 

Ihave nothing more to say about it. I donot think the com- 
mittee will have any feeling about it one way or the other, except 
we felt that we ought to allow the Committee on Immigration to 
control the subject, as they were especially investigating it. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I have not observed the amend- 
ment in question until this moment. I feel that, so far as the 
border is concerned, in my section we are gradually imposing too iid 
many burdens upon the collector of customs. I believe the col- 1 
lector of customs in the State of Washington has a larger area of 
territory now under his control than any other customs collector 
in the United States, in addition to having to enforce the Chinese “a 
restriction law, and all thatsort of thing, with less employees and tia 
less salary, 1 think, than any other collector of customs in the Af 
United States. : 

I should certainly, with the constant and continual growth of 
business there, oppose placing any additional burdens upon his 
shoulders unless he could have some adequate relief. 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator from Washington ailow me? 

Mr. WILSON. With pleasure. 

Mr. LODGE. There is no intention, I understand, to put addi- 
tional burdens on the collectors. This constitutes them, the 
Senator will observe, not inspectors, but commissioners of immi- 
gration. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ex officio commissioners. 

Mr. LODGE. Ex officio commissioners. If they need an in- 
spector of immigrants they can get him; that is, a man to do the 
work under them. The trouble is that at a great many ports not 
only have collectors no authority to enforce the law, to act as 
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I should like to ask the Senator from West 




















Where there may be no existing commis- 























subject so much study as has the junior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, but as to the Chinese restriction law the responsibility 
for the enforcement of that act is on the collector of customs. [I 
think it ought to be taken out of the hands of the collector of 
customs. I think we ought to provide other officers for that pur- 


we do not give the number of men necessary to enforce the law. 
That is the difficulty. 

Mr. LODGE. I entirely agree with the Senator that there 
ought to be additional immigration inspectors along the boundary 
and in his State. h| 

Mr. WILSON. Forillustration, if I may interrupt the Senator, 
we have a special agent at Puget Sound. His duties are very 
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moderate, and he ought to have under his control the entire en- 
forcement of the Chinese restriction law and the immigration 
law, with such subordinates as may be necessary. - It ought not to 
come under the collector of customs. His work should be con- 
fined to collecting duties and the enforcement of the law in that 
respect. 

Mr. LODGE. That, atany port of magnitude, is certainly true, 
and where the port is of magnitude and the collector’s business is 
heavy there ought to be acommissioner of immigration, as to-day 
there are at New York and Boston and other ports. There are a 
great many small points on the border, however, where there is no 
collector of customs; the number of immigrants passing through 
is very small, yet some are coming through all the time, and at 
those points there is now no means of properly enforcing the im- 
migration law or the alien contract-labor law. 

Mr. FAULKNER. What does the Senator mean by saying 
there is no means? The power has been exercised by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to appoint men at those places to perform 
this duty. 

Mr. LODGE. I was going to come to that in a minute. I 
meant no means under the law. The Treasury Department has 
by regulation tried to meet the difficulty. That is perfectly true; 
but the Treasury Department—— 

Mr. FAULKNER. Is it not a fact within the knowledge of 
the Senator from Massachusetts that the Treasury Department 
has imposed that duty at such points on the collectors of customs, 
when immigrant agents ought to have been stationed at those 
points? That is one of the objections the chairman seriously 
makes to the amendment. 

Mr. LODGE. I think that is quite possible, but I also think 
proper authority ought to be given to the Department, as to those 
points where a commissioner is not established or likely to be es- 
tablished, to use the collector and his force for that purpose, or, if 
necessary, to assign inspectors to act, under the collector, at those 
points where there are no commissioners. 

But, Mr. President, I do not desire to detain the Senate at this 
late hour when the bill is practically finished. My only hope was 
that the committee would be willing to let the amendment remain 
in the bill and go into conference, and if the chairman of the 
Committee on Immigration is not prepared to agree to some legis- 
lation in this bill, it can be dropped. I certainly should not ask 
that it be retained in his absence, but I think if we could let it go 
to conference, it would give an opportunity to draft a suitable 
amendment and one which would conform to the wishes of the 
chairman and of the committee itself. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The trouble is, you never know what acon- 
ference committee is going to do when it once has a matter before 
it. The subject is before the Committee on Immigration, and it 
will at once proceed to formulate such a bill as will be satisfactory 
to the Senate. There is no difficulty in passing a bill like that five 
minutes after it is reported by the committee. Itseems to me this 
ought to be satisfactory when the committee has taken the action 





it has. 

Mr. CULLOM. If there is no motion before the Senate and 
there are no further amendments, I hope the bill may be reported 
to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. QUAY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. ‘ 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock and 
5 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
February 1, 1898, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS, 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 31, 1898. 
* UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE. 

Hamilton Glover Ewart, of North Carolina, to be United States 
district judge for the western district of North Carolina, vice 
Robert P. Dick, resigned. 

¥ UNITED STATES DISTRICT ATTORNEY. 

Reuben D. Hill, of Kentucky, to be attorney of the United 
States for the district of Kentucky, vice William M. Smith, whose 
term expired January 22, 1898. 

ASSISTANT TREASURER. 

Julius Jacobs, of California, to be assistant treasurer of the 


United States at San Francisco, Cal., to succeed Campbell P, 
Berry, removed. 
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COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 


Henry C. Bell, of California, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the oon district of California, to succeed Waverly Stairley, 
removed. 


UNITED STATES CONSULS, 


John F, Winter, of Illinois, to be consul of the United States at 
Annaberg, Saxony, vice Theodore M. Stephan, resigned. 

Elias H. Cheney, of New Hampshire, to be consul of the United 
States at La Paz, Mexico, vice James Viosca, deceased. 

John E. Rowen, of Iowa, to be consul of the United States at 
Port Stanley, Falkland Islands, vice John H. Miller, resigned. 

Charles E. Macrum, of Ohio, to be consul of the United States 
at Tahiti, Society Islands, vice Jacob L. Doty, resigned. 

Benjamin Johnston, of Iowa, to be consul of the United States 
at Utilla, Honduras, vice J. Eugene Jarnigan, resigned. 


COMMISSIONER OF IMMIGRATION, 


Hart H. North, of California, to be commissioner of immigra- 
tion at the port of San Francisco, in the State of California, to 
succeed Walter B. Stradley, removed. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Prelate D. Barker, to be postmaster at Mobile, in the county of 
Mobile and State of Alabama, in the place of J. L. Rapier, re- 
moved. 

Mr. Barker is now serving under a temporary commission issued 
during the recess of the Senate. 

William T. Hutchens, to be postmaster at Huntsville, in the 
county of Madison and State of Alabama, in the place of J. T. 
McGehee, whose commission expired December 21, 1897. 

C. D. Bonestel, to be postmaster at Ventura, in the county of 
Ventura and State of California, in the place of Jacob L. Arga- 
brite, whose commission expired January 17, 1898. 

Moses A. Luce, to be postmaster at San Diego, in the county of 
San Diego and State of California, in the place of Richard V. 
Dodge, whose commission expires February 16, 1898. 

Brough P. Quaintance, to be postmaster at Golden, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of Colorado, in the place of S. A. 
Cunningham, whose commission expired January 8, 1898. 

T. A. Fritchey, to be postmaster at Olney, in the county of Rich- 
land and State of Illinois, in the place of William F. Beck, whose 
commission expired September 21, 1897. 

John H. Jacobs, to be postmaster at Norborne, in the county of 
Carroll and State of Missouri, in the place of Edward C. Meehan, 
removed. 

Mr. Jacobs is now serving under a temporary commission issued 
during the recess of the Senate. 

J. C. Brocaw, to be tmaster at Harrisonville, in the count 
of Cass and State of Missouri, in the place of Richard 8. Wool- 
dridge, whose commission expired December 19, 1897. 

Jeremiah Fenton, to be postmaster at Springfield, in the county 
of Greene and State of Missouri, in the place of Thomas C. Love, 
whose commission expires February 21, 1898. 

Charles W. Fuchs, to be postmaster at Fayette, in the county 
of Howard and State of Missouri, in the place of John D. Tolson, 
whose commission expired December 21, 1897. 

William C. Gaston, to be postmaster at Keytesville, in the 
county of Chariton and State of Missouri, in the place of John 
Chivers, whose commission expired September 28, 1897. 

Simon Lederer, to be postmaster at Poplar Bluff, in the count 
of Butler and State of Missouri, in the place of George C. Orchard, 
whose commission expires February 16, 1898. 

Joseph B. Upton, to be postmaster at Bolivar, in the county of 
Polk and State of Missouri, in the place of William S. Askren, 
whose commission expires February 7, 1898. 

Stephen D. Boyce, to be postmaster at Port Jervis, in the county 
of Orange and State of New York, in the place of G. A. Elston, 
whose commission expired December 14, 1897. 

Henry H. Smith, to be postmaster at Worcester, in the county 
of Otsego and State of New York, in the place of Melville Grigg., 
whose commission expires February 7, 1898. 

Charles 8. Moss, to be postmaster at Franklin, in the county of 
Williamson and State of Tennessee, in the place of James R. 
Neely, deceased. 

Newton H. Myers, to be postmaster at Jeffersonville, in the 
county of Clark and State of Indiana, in the place of Patrick C. 
Donovan, whose commission expired December 11, 1897. 

Willis H. Letts, to be postmaster at Columbus Junction, in the 
county of Louisa and State of Iowa, in the place of O.1. Jameson, 
whose commission expired December 19, 1897. 

Through error Mr. Letts was nominated and confirmed as Wil- 
liam H. Letts. 

Philo 8. Clark, to be postmaster at Portsmouth, in the county 
of Scioto and State of Ohio, in the place of John Jones; whose 
commission expires February 28, 1898. 

John B. Strobel, to be postmaster at Ironton, in the county of 
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Lawrence and State of Ohio, in the place of William G. McKnight, 
whose commission expires February 5, 1898. 

L. C. Revare, to be tmaster at Corsicana, in the county of 
Navarro and State of Texas, in the place of Nathaniel J. Mills, 
whose commission expired December 27, 1897. 

COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


Benjamin B. Brown, of Pennsylvania, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Erie, in the State of Pennsylvania, to succeed 
Nelson Baldwin, resigned. 

George E. Bowden, of Virginia, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Norfolk and Portsmouth, in the State of Virginia, 
to succeed Le Roy H. Shields, whose term of office will expire by 
limitation March 17, 1898. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry arm. 

First Lieut. George Palmer, Ninth Infantry, to be captain, Jan- 
tary 16, 1898, vice Morton, Ninth Infantry, retired from active 
service. 

First Lieut. Samuel Warren Miller, Fifth Infantry, to be cap- 
tain, January 26, i898, vice Carter, Fifth Infantry, retired from 
active service. 

Second Lieut. Harry J. Hirsch, Fifteenth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, December 16, 1897, vice Duval, Eighteenth Infantry, 
appointed commissary of subsistence, who resigns his line com- 
mission. 

Second Lieut. Joseph Frazier, Nineteenth Infantry, to be first 
ae January 16, 1898, vice Palmer, Ninth Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

Second Lieut. Robert Lee Hamilton, Twenty-second Infantry, 
to be first lieutenant, January 26, 1898, vice Miller, Fifth Infantry, 
promoted. 

PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 


Asst. Paymaster Joseph J. Cheatham, to be a passed assistant 
paymaster in the Navy from the Ist day of November, 1896, vice 
Asst. Paymaster Guy G. Rodgers, nominated and confirmed, but 
deceased before promotion. 


WITHDRAWALS. 
Executive nominations withdrawn January 31, 1898. 
Charles W. Fuchs, to be postmaster at Fayette, in the State of 
Missouri. 


David Sands Smith, to be postmaster at Worcester, in the State 
of New York. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 31, 1898. 
TERRITORIAL CHIEF JUSTICE. 


William J. Mills, of New Mexico, to be chief justice of the 

supreme court of the Territory of New Mexico. 
TERRITORIAL ASSOCIATE JUSTICE. 

John R. McFie, of the Territory of New Mexico, to be associate 

justice of the supreme court of the Territory of New Mexico. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 

Claude M. Bernard, of North Carolina, to be attorney of the 
United States for the eastern district of North Carolina. 

John Eagan, of Florida, to be attorney of the United States for 
the northern district of Florida. 

MARSHAL. 


Leander J. Bryan, of Alabama, to be marshal of the United 
States for the middle district of Alabama. 

ASSISTANT APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 

Thomas S. Sholers, of Louisiana, to be assistant appraiser of 
merchandise in the district of New Orleans, in the State of 
Louisiana. 

REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

John M. Hill, of Colfax, Wash., to be register of the land office 
at Walla Walla, Wash. 

Edward P. Tremper, of Seattle, Wash., to be register of the land 
office at Seattle, Wash. 

Archibald K. Gardner, of Rapid City, S. Dak., to be register of 
the land office at Rapid City, S. Dak. 

William E. Chaplin, of Laramie, Wyo., to be register of the 
land office at Cheyenne, Wyo. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Solomon S. Ketcham, to be postmaster at Overbrook, in the 
county of Montgomery, and State of Pennsylvania. 

William H. Faulkner, to postmaster at South Boston, in the 
county of Halifax and State of Virginia. 

John N. Davis, to be postmaster at Woodstock, in the county of 
Shenandoah and State of Virginia. 

Thomas W. Carter, to be postmaster at Orange, in the county 
of Orange and State of Virginia. 
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John O. Jackson, to be postmaster at Blackstone, in the county 
of Nottoway and State of Virginia. 

Charles H. Hardy, to be postmaster at Winchester, in the county 
of Frederick and State of Virginia. 

John M. Goodloe, to be postmaster at Big Stone Gap, in 
county of Wise and State of Virginia. 

Charles H. Revercomb, to be postmaster at Covington, in 
county of Alleghany and State of Virginia. 

William T. Miller, to be postmaster at Shenandoah, in 
county of Page and State of Virginia. 

Jacob H. McClintic, to be postmaster at Hot Springs, in 
county of Bath and State of Virginia. 

Joseph W. Waddy, to be postmaster at Buena Vista, in 
county of Rockbridge and State of Virginia. 

Thomas M. Ware, to be postmaster at Williamsburg, in 
county of James City and State of Virginia. 

Benjamin B. Weisiger, to be postmaster at Manchester, in the 
county of Chesterfield and State of Virginia. 

Daniel Myers, to be postmaster at Chicago, in the county of 
Huron and State of Ohio. 

William H. Baum, to be postmaster at Batavia, in the county 
of Clermont and State of Ohio. 

William G. Young, to be postmaster at Tazewell, in the county 
of Tazewell and State of Virginia. 

Alvah H. Dooley, to be postmaster at Excelsior Springs, in the 
county of Clay and State of Missouri. 

George A. Shaw, to be postmaster at Barberton, in the county 
of Summit and State of Ohio. 

Charles W. Searls, to be postmaster at Madison, in the county 
of Lake and State of Ohio. 

Henry Davis, to be postmaster at Catasauqua, in the county of 
Lehigh and State of Pennsylvania. 

August Schneider, to be postmaster at Weston, in the county 
of Platte and State of Missouri. 

George M. Goodnight, to be postmaster at Cassville, in the 
county of Barry and State of Missouri. 

Edward Oakford, to be postmaster at Tulare, in the county of 
Tulare and State of California. 

John Whiteman, to be postmaster at Marceline, in the county 
of Linn and State of Missouri. 

Theodore W. Leydecker, to be postmaster at Alameda, in the 
county of Alameda and State of California. 

FPenry A. Chase, to be postmaster at Holyoke, in the county of 
Hampden and State of Massachusetts. 

Willard F. Pike, to be postmaster at Calais, in the county of 
Washington and State of Maine. 

Nathan Shepherd, to be postmaster at Geneva, in the county of 
Adams and State of Indiana. 

George W. Schoch, to be postmaster at Mifflinburg, in the 
county of Union and State of Pennsylvania. 

Ellwood Griest, to be postmaster at Lancaster, in the county of 
Lancaster and State of Pennsylvania. 

George F. Horton, to be postmaster at Oregon City, in the 
county of Clackamas and State of Oregon. 

W. H. Baker, to be postmaster at Ridgway, in the county of Elk 
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Joshua G. Harris, to be postmaster at Barnesville, in the county 


of Pike and State of Georgia. 

James A. Hughes, to be postmaster at Huntington, in the county 
of Cabell and State of West Virginia. 

Charles F. Humrich, to be postmaster at Carlisle, in the county 
of Cumberland and State of Pennsylvania. 

William Kerr Galbraith, to be postmaster at Canonsburg, in the 
county of Washington and State of Pennsylvania. 

Daniel W. Bedea, to be postmaster at Shenandoah, in the county 
of Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpbay, January 31, 1898. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
HENRY N. CoupDeEN. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved, 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PERKINS. I desire to present a privileged report from the 
Committee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa rises to present @ 
privileged report. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the resolution reported by Mr, 
PERKINS. 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Iowa withhold his 

rt this morning unless it is pressing? 

he report was withdrawn. 


re 
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PAYMENT OF UNITED STATES BONDS. 


Mr. DINGLEY. [I am instructed by the Committee on Ways 
and Means to report back Senate concurrent resolution No. 22, 
relating to the payment of the bonded obligations of the Govern- 
ment, with the recommendation that the same do not pass. 

Mr. HENDERSON. From the Committee on Rules I present 
the report which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa submits a privi- 
leged report. 

Mr. BAILEY. Before we proceed further, I wish it understood 
that if there is any formal report presented by the Committee on 
Ways and Means on this resolution we of the minority of the com- 
mittee desire to file our views. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair understands there is no formal 
report. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 
the majority. 

The report of the Committee on Rules was read, as follows: 


There will be no formal report presented by 


The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred House resolution No. 184, 
have had the same under consideration, and ask leave to report the following 
substitute therefor, with the recommendation that it be adopted: 

Resolved, That immediately upon the adoption of this resolution the House 
shall proceed to the consideration of Senate concurrent resolution No. 22; 
that general debate shall be had thereon until the hour of 5 o'clock, at which 
time, without any intervening motion, a vote shall be taken upon the pas- 
sage of said resolution. General leave to print upon the subject of said reso- 
lution for five days from this time is hereby granted. . 


Mr. BAILEY rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa has the floor. 

. Mr. HENDERSON. I yield a moment tothe gentleman from 

‘exas. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, we think that the resolution just 
read provides for an unreasonable limitation on this debate and 
shall therefore feel constrained to vote against its adoption; but 
inasmuch as we are anxious to save all the time possible for dis- 
cussion on the main question, we do not think it wise to consume 
any time in a fruitless resistance to the passage of this resolution. 
Therefore, without attempting to debate it, and without under- 
taking to call the roll upon it, but with the statement that the 
resolution in our opinion imposes an unreasonable limitation on 
the debate, we shall content ourselves with voting against it, 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
WHEELER] desires to say a word. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I merely want to say that the 
entire minority protest against this unreasonable curtailment of 
the debate. 

Mr. DE ARMOND rose, 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Missouri rise? 

Mr.DE ARMOND. I desire to submit a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. If the previous question be not ordered, 
will not this resolution be subject toamendment? Theresolution 
has not yet been adopted, and under our rules of procedure, I un- 
derstand, up to the point when itis adopted, it is in order to sub- 
mit an amendment to it. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I havo not yielded the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The floor has not been yielded. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Iunderstand that,Mr.Speaker. Iam ask- 
ing whether, until this motion is put, it is in order to offer an 
amendment toit. Thatis a parliamentary inquiry which I sub- 
mit to the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. It would be in order to offer an amendment 
if the previous question was not moved by the gentleman in charge 
of the resolution. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Then let me make another parliamentary 
inquiry, Mr. Speaker. If there be no opportunity to offer an 
amendment on account of the motion for the previous question 
being first interposed, if that should be voted down, the amend- 
ment might then be offered. Am I correct in that statement? 

The SPEAKER. Thatthe Chair will decide when itis reached. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, one further thing. Iwish to 
say that if opportunity be given I desire to offer an amendment 
incorporating with this rule a provision for the consideration of 
the Cuban belligerency resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Well, the Chair will state that that would not 
be in order.. The question is 

Mr? DE ARMON D. If the Chair will indulge me for one mo- 
ment—— 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. DEARMOND. Will the Chair indulge me for one mo- 
ment? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Ionly yielded for a parliamentary inquiry, 
which, of course, the gentleman from Missouri had a right to 
nen but if he is going to make a speech, Ican not yield the 

oor. 
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Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I desire to ask a question of the 
gentleman from Jowa. 

The SPEAKER, Onemoment. Thegentleman from Iowa has 
temporarily yielded to the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Iwas just about to say, Mr. Speaker, and 
desire to say, about the question of the admissibility of that amend- 
ment, that it not now being before the House to be decided by the 
Chair, I hope the Chair will not make any decision upon it until 
we have an opportunity to put it—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think it is necessary to 
make a decision upon that point; it is too clear. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I think it is in order. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon theadoption of the reso- 
As many as are in favor say ‘‘aye "—— 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I want to ask the gentleman from 
Iowa a question before this is put. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, if I can be indulged for a moment 
(I was endeavoring to catch the Speaker's eye before), I desire to 
say to the gentleman from Iowa (Mr. HENDERSON] and the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. D—E ARMOND] that I am as much in 


favor of the Cuban resolution as the gentleman from Missouri or 


anybody else, but I am not willing to consume the time that has 
been allowed or that will be allowed for the debate upon this cur- 


rency proposition in a fruitless and useless wrangle over another 
proposition. 


Upon conference with a number of gentlemen on 
this side, including the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND]. it 
was decided that we would better save all the time we could for 
the debate upon this question; and I simply state, in order that it 


may be understood, that if an attempt is made to use the time for 
other purposes which ought to be applied to the discussion of this 


question, I shall resist that attempt. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, if I may have—— 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] a question, in view of some information 
I have received. It is reported on this floor that the time given 


for debate on this resolution is to be consumed entirely by the 
members of the Committee on Ways and Means. 
if that is the intention in passing this rule? 


Il desire to ask 


Mr. DALZELL. There is no such proposition. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. It is so reported on the floor. 
Mr. HENDERSON. I will say to the gentleman from Indiana 


that I have no authority except to bring in a report on this rule 
and secure its passage. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, there are other mem- 


bers who desire to be heard who are ready here now to antagonize 
this rule if it is intended to have any such effect. 


Mr. HENDERSON. That question is not now up. 
- Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana, It is said that that is the inten- 

on. 

Mr. DALZELL, I deny it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Does the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means deny it? 

Mr. DINGLEY. What is that? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Is it the intention of the members 
of the Ways and Means Committee to consume all the time? 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is not. 

The question was taken on the adoption of the report of the 
Committee on Rules; and on a division (demanded by Mr. BarLEy 
and others) there were—ayes 143, noes 115. 


a BAILEY. To save time I refrain from demanding the yeas 
and nays. 

TheSPEAKER. The ayes haveit, andthe resolutionis agreed to. 

The Clerk will report the resolution which is now under consid- 
eration by the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Senate concurrent resolution No. 22. 


Whereas by the act entitled “‘An act to strengthen the public credit,” ap- 
roved March 18, 1869, it was provided and declared that the faith of the 
Jnited States was thereby solemnly pledged to the payment, in cojn or its 

equivalent, of all the interest-bearing obligations of the United States, except 
in cases where the law authorizing the issue of such obligations had expressly 
provided that the same might be paid in lawful money or other currency 
than gold and silver; and 

Whereas all the bonds of the United States anthorized to be issued by the 

act entitled “An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt," ap- 
proved July 14, 1870, by the terms of said act were declared to be veheomebie 
in coin of the then present standard value, bearing interest payable semi- 
annually in such coin; and 

Whereas all bonds of the United States authorized to be issued under the 

act entitled “‘An act to provide for the resumption of spose payments,” ap- 

ra January 14, 1875, are required to be of the description of bonds of the 
Tnited States described in the said act of Con approved July 14, 1870, 

entitled ‘An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt; and 

Whereas at the date of the peseeee of said act of Congress last aforesaid, 

to wit, the 14th day of July, 1870, the coin of the United States of standard 
value of that date included silver dollars of the weight of 412} grains each, 
declared by the act = January 18, 1837, entitled “‘An act supplemen- 
tary to the act entitled ‘An act establishing a mint and regulating the coins 
of the United States,” to be a legal tender of payment, according to their 
nominal value, for any sums whatever: Therefore 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring therein), 
That all the bonds of the United States issued, or authorized to be issued 
under the said acts of Congress hereinbefore recited are payable, principal 
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and interest, at the option of the Government of the United States, in silver 
dollars of the coinage of the United States containing 412} grains each of 
standard silver; and that to restore to its coi such silver coins as a legal 
tender in payment of said bonds, principal and interest, is not in violation of 
the public faith nor in derogation of the rights of the public creditor. 


Mr. SAMUEL W.SMITH. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary in- 


iry. 
"The SPEAKER. The a will state it. 
Mr. SAMUEL W.SMITH. Isthisresolution subject toamend- 


ment? 

The SPEAKER. Itis notsubjecttoamendment, undertherule. 

Mr. DINGLEY rose and was recognized. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman from Maine 
proceeds, I want to see if it is possible to have an agreement about 
the division of time. There now remain something likefour hours 
and forty minutes. I desire to ask the gentleman from Maine if 
he will agree to a division of that time, two hours to be controlled 
by the Republican side, two hours by the Democratic side, and 
forty-five minutes by the gentlemen who belong to the Populist 
and Silver Republican parties? 

Mr. DINGLEY. There are but two sides to the question, those 
for the resolution and those who are against it, and the time 
should be equally divided between those who are for and those 
who are against. 

Mr. BAILEY. But, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Maine 
knows as well as I do that there are four political parties in this 
country. 

Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Speaker, can we not have order? I can not 
hear the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that order can be had, but 
does not know that it can be had for more than a minute. 

Mr. QUIGG. I should tike to inquire if any agreement has 
been arrived at between the gentleman from Maine and the gen- 
tleman from Texas? I have not heard a word that is being said. 

The SPEAKER. If there is any agreement to be made, the 
House will make it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I will repeat what I have already 
said, that there are two sides, and only two sides, to the proposi- 
tion that is now before the House—first, those in favor of the pas- 
sage of the concurrent resolution, and secondly, those opposed— 
and that the time should be equally divided between the two sides. 

Mr. BAILEY. Well, Mr. Speaker, the gentieman from Maine 
will perceive that that overlooks the fact that there are gentle- 
men on this floor who do not belong to either of the two great 
political parties. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But that is of no consequence in view of what 
I have just stated. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I have some time on this side, and 
if there is a Populist on that side who wants my time I will yield 
it to him if he will speak in favor of our proposition. [Laughter 
and applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. TODD. He would not be a Populist if he would do that. 

Mr. GREENE. He would not do that if you would give him 
all the time on that side. He is not built that way. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. The gentleman from Indianacan not 
bribe a Populist. 

Mr. 8 LE. Not with time. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, so far as there being two sides to 
this question, I think there is only one side to it, and upon that 
proposition we would be entitled to all the time; but I am ready 
to recognize that there are more than two political parties in this 
House, a fact that everybody a 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to call the attention of my friend to 
the fact that the time is running on, and we are consuming time 
which might be used in the debate. 


Mr. PAYNE. I wish to suggest that it is hardly worth while 
to spend any time upon this. {[t requires unanimous consent, and 
I shall object. 


Mr. BAILEY. And it being obvious that no such arrangement 
as that can be made, I desist. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the time be di- 
vided equally between the two sides, and that the gentleman from 
Maine control one half and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
BaILeEyY] the other half of the time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Ricu- 
ARDSON] asks that the time be equally divided, the gentleman 
from Maine to control one half and the gentleman from Texas the 
other half. Is there objection? 

i SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, before that is sub- 
mitted—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I make that request because the other 
agreement could not be reached. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Before this is submitted, I should 
at Seatecatood that the Populists are to get thirty minutes of 

e 


Mr. DINGLEY. I am not aware that there is any material dis- 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


OO 


eee ee CC CC 
ee 


1261 


tinction between the Populists and the present Democratic party. 
[Applause on the Republican ‘aoa 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Well, there is a very material dif- 
ference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine will proceed. 
The Chair understands the gentleman from Kansas {[Mr. Srp- 
son] to object. 

r. SIMPSON of Kansas. 
that arrangement. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine will proceed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then the Chair will control the time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, the pending Senate resolution ig 
not a joint-resolution which, when duly enacted and approved, 
would have the force of law. Itissimply a concurrent resolution 
which does not require the approval of the Executive, and which, 
even if adopted also by the House, would be only the expression 
of the opinion of the two Houses of Congress. 

Its importance, therefore, lies in the fact that, if concurred in 
by the House, it would legitimately and inevitably be regarded, 
not only here but by the world, as the expression of the deliberate 
judgment of a majority of the American people asto their standard 
of honor and good faith in the discharge not only of national but 
also of private obligations. 

At the outset it is important to strip from the issue presented 
by the pending resolution all the subterfuges which have been 
resorted to to conceal or cloud its real character under the condi- 
tions which exist to-day and to obtain a clear understanding of 
its meaning and significance. 

Let it be borne in mind, then, that this resolution is not pre- 
sented for the a of securing an expression by Congress as to 
the power or legal rights of the Government either as to the pay- 
ment of its obligations or as to what may be declared legal tender. 
It is throwing dust in the eyes of our own people and of the world 
to assume that we are determining a question of power or even of 
technical legal right. No one denies that this or any other nation 
has the power to pay in full or in part or none of its obligations, 
in gold, or silver, or paper, or copper, according to its pleasure. 
Payment can not be enforced against a sovereign nation. Its obli- 
gations are measured by its own sense of honor and good faith. 

But even if this sense of honor is at any time blunted, as was 
Shylock’s, by dwelling on a narrow view of the letter rather than 
the _— of the obligation, the intelligent selfishness of a nation, 
which is to live not simply for a generation but for centuries, 
ought to lead it—and wherever a nation is wisely governed, does 
lead it—to so scrupulously maintain its pledges in both letter and 
spirit as to preserve its credit untarnished, and thereby not,only 
make it ible to borrow at the lowest rate of interest, but also 
to make it easy to obtain loans in exigencies, which are sure, sooner 
or later, to come to every nation. A nation’s honor and credit, I 
may say to gentlemen on the other side who applauded so jubi- 
lantly when the pending resolution was brought into this Hall, 
are among its most priceless possessions—aye, its title deed to 
permanence and prosperity. 

Gentlemen on the other side, who so exultingly applauded under 
the a that they were hitting the hated holder of bonds 
issued by the Government to fund the debt incurred in defending 
and saving the Union in its years of adversity and peril, were, in 
fact, hitting and discrediting the credit of the nation, which stands 
for every citizen, high or low, rich or poor, and whose flag is the 
emblem of freedom and civilization. 

Mr. Speaker, the sting and dishonor of the pending resolution 
is in its tail, and that sting, well-nigh harmless twenty years ago 
under conditions then existing, is made deadly by the changed 
conditions of to-day. 

All that precedes this deadly tail, declaring what the Govern- 
ment has the power to do, if it regards it just and wise, is denied 
by no one; and hence this attempt to secure its labored assertion, 
or rather reassertion, is an absurdity which obtains importance 
only because those who are pressing this assertion of the existence 
of the power intend that its reassertion shall be construed to mean 
that the two Houses of Congress believe it just and wise, under 
existing conditions, to exercise that power, to wit, to authorize the 
free and unlimited coinage, by thiscountry alone, of silver at the 
ratio of 16 to 1, and to pay the outstanding bonds of the Govern- 
ment in the dollars so coined. 

The deadly tail of this resolution reads as follows: 

That to restore to its coinage such silver coins as a legal tender in the pay 
ment of said bonds— 

Meaning practically all the bonds of the United States now out- 
standing— 
is not in violation of the public faith nor in derogation of the rights of the 
public creditor. 

This, it will be observed, is not an assertion of the power, or 
even the technical legal right, of the Government, but a proposed 
declaration by the two Houses of Congress of the standard of 
honor and good faith which the American people are prepared 

under existing conditions to proclaim to the world. 


I shall object unless we can get 


it eirihns’, pecnllatas 
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The declarations of the movers and supporters of this resolution 
in the Senate during its recent consideration in that body as to its 
purpose and intent will throw a flood of light on this point, if, 
indeed, anything more is needed than a reference to existing con- 
ditions to understand exactly what is meant now by the phrase 
‘*to restore to its coinage such silver coins”—a phrase which in 
1878 was with good reason interpreted by many who supported a 
similar resolution to mean something vitally different from what 
it must mean now. 

The Senator who introduced the resolution into the Senate at 
this session furnished the country with an authoritative inter- 
pretation of its meaning. I read from the REcorpD the following 
colloquy: 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask the Senator whether he means to be understood by 
the resolution as saying that it will be in consonance with public faith for the 
Government to —= the mints for the free and unlimited coinage of silver 


at aratio of 16 to 1 and pay in those dollars as a legal tender the principal of 
the bonds? 


Mr. TELLER. The Government absolutely has a right under the law, and 
a moral right that can not be questioned, in my judgment. 

Mr. Spooner. Is not that what this resolution is intended to mean? 

Mr. TELLER. That is what I intended it to mean. 

This frank statement makes so clear the meaning and intent of 
this resolution at the present time that I need not cite similar 
statements by other supporters of the resolution. 

It is well known, as I have already intimated, that in 1878, when 
the original Matthews resolution was adopted by both Houses of 
Congress, the phrase ‘‘ to restore to its coinage such silver coins,” 
etc., was understood by many who then supported the resolution 
(but now oppose it) to refer to the standard silver dollars which 
were proposed by the Allison-Bland bill, that became a law within 
two weeks thereafter, that the Government should coin on its own 
account in limited volume and maintain at a parity with gold. 
Such full legal-tender silver dollars, kept by the Government as 
good as gold by limitation of the coinage and by indirect redemp- 
tion in payment for duties and taxes, have since been coined to the 
extent of four hundred and fifty-six millions, up to January 1, all 
but seventeen millions of which are in circulation either in the 
form of coins or certificates of deposit. 

Even the seventeen millions owned by the Government—and 
this small amount is all that the Treasury could use in redemp- 
tion of bonds--are doing the same service in the Treasury as other 
forms of money, including gold, and thus practically aiding even 
in the payment of bonds; and all because the policy of the Gov- 
ernment, since formulated into law, has been for twenty years to 
keep all its currency, whether silver or paper, as good as gold. 

Let me repeat. This resolution can not have any practical refer- 
encé to the standard silver dollars coined on account of the Govern- 
ment since 1878, because the small number of these coins which are 
owned by the Government, as well as the large number in circu- 
lation either as coins or in the form of certificates of deposit, are 
kept as good as gold by the Government, and are practically used 
for all purposes in such a way as will best secure this parity. 

So long as silver dollars and greenbacks are kept as good as gold 
and confidenceis maintained that such parity will not be disturbed, 
it is found by experience that even bondholders accept both with- 
out objection. Indeed, within the past six weeks the Government 
has paid nearly thirty millions of matured bonds either in green- 
backs or currency checks. Itis only when confidence is weakened 
by such propositions as that covered by the pending resolution that 
public creditors demand gold. In other words, such schemes as 
this defeat the very end which the proposers profess to be seeking. 

When gentlemen on the other side point to the standard silver 
dollars coined in limited volume on account of the Government 
as ‘‘honest dollars,” as they certainly are so long as the Govern- 
ment maintains the value which they have possessed for twenty 
years, and then ask the country to infer that standard silver dollars 
minted under free and unlimited coinage by this country alone 
at the ratio of 16 to 1 of gold, at a time when the commercial 
ratio is 33 to 1, will be equally good, they must expect that candid 
investigators of monetary facts will listen with astonishment, 
however sincere they may regard those who entertain such a belief. 

Indeed, Mr. Speaker, the frequent declarations of many of the 
advocates of 16 to 1 unlimited silver that we have had since 1879, 
and now have a 200-cents’ dollar, and that an ‘‘honest dollar” is 
one which has only half the purchasing power, are a practical ad- 
mission on their part that what they expect to obtain by their 
policy, if they can secure its adoption, is the depreciation of the 
dollar—a depreciation of one-half on the basis of their own asser- 
tions—and then the use of such a depreciated dollar to pay not 

youly- Government but also private obligations. 

It is sometimes loosely asserted that a depreciation of our dollar 
one-half is justified by an alleged appreciation of gold since we 
got back to a specie basis in 1879. Asa matter of fact, this asser- 
tion is not supported by any fact. The only evidence that has 
ever been offered for such an assumption is the decline of prices. 
Even if it be conceded that a fall of prices necessarily shows a 
rise in the value of the dollar measure—a concession inadmissible 
in view of the well-recognized fact that as to most articles there 
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is and has been for a long time a continuous reduction in cost of 
production by the increased use of labor-saving devices and eco- 
nomies—let it be borne in mind that according to the tables of 
Commissioner Wright, as presented in the report of the Senate 
Committee on Finance, the decline of average gold prices in the 
United States from 1879 to 1891 was only 5 per cent, and even 
from 1870 to 1879 only 5 per cent, while from 1870 to 1891 wages 
rose 20 per cent. Since 18%1 the unexampled increase of gold pro- 
duction makes it improbable that gold can have increased in value. 
The great fall of prices between 1893 and 1897 has been brought 
about in large part by precisely the same causes that produced a 
fall of prices to the extent of 12 per cent in 1857-58. 

This brings me, Mr. Speaker, to the consideration of the vital 
question as to whether ‘“‘ the Government has the moral right”— 
in other words, whether it would be an act which themoral sense 
of the world would regard as in accordance with honor and good 
faith—for the United States to pay its outstanding bonded in- 
debtedness in dollars of so materially less value than the dollar 
which has been the practical standard of value since 1834, barring 
the war and reconstruction gated. and which has been the legal 
and practical standard of value since 1879, and the dollar in which 
our bonded indebtedness has been paid thus far—paid by every Ad- 
ministration from Lincoln to McKinley—to wit, the dollar equal 
in value to 25.8 grains of standard gold. 

It is urged that the original act authorizing the issue of all ex- 
isting bonds for the purpose of refunding the debt, which was 
passed in 1870, provided for the payment of coin of the then exist- 
ing standard, and that as the law then stood a coin dollar might 
be a gold dollar of 25.8 grains of standard gold or 412} grains of 
standard silver, coined without limit, and therefore that we may 
now honorably and with good faith establish unlimited coinage 
of silver at the same ratio of 16 to 1, when silver has fallen more 
— one-half, and use such depreciated dollars to pay our public 

ebt. 

Bear in mind that we are discussing this question from the 
point of honor and good faith and not from the point of power or 
technical legal right, for I have already said that the Government 
can do as it pleases. 

The fact is, and no one questions it, that in 1870 whenever the 
words ‘‘standard coin” were , they referred, in the under- 
standing of the markets, to gold coin. Almost no silver dollars 
had been coined for circulation for years, and none were in actual 
circulation. The silver dollar was in 1870 worth over 2 cents 
more than the gold dollar. All the loans under that act were paid 
into the Treasury in gold or its equivalent, and nobody thought 
of a silver dollar in that connection. 

More than three-fourths of the outstanding bonds were as a 
matter of fact issued and sold after 1873, when the silver dollar 
was dropped from the list of coins. Now, in view of these facts, 
after the Government has sold all its bonds for gold, after it has 
paid all its matured bonds in gold or its equivalent for so many 
years without any deviation, after the law providing for the free 
and unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1 has been re- 
pealed for twenty-five years, would it be good faith for Congress, 
now that silver has so greatly depreciated, to restore its free and 
unlimited coinage at the ratio of 16 to 1 when the market ratio is 
3 to 1, and then use such dollars to pay the bonds which we had 
sold for gold under such circumstances? 

I do not think it would. I have so high an appreciation of the 
sense of honor of gentlemen on the other side even that I can not 
bring myself to believe that they in their hearts believe it would. 
I fear that many of you are resting on the expectation which you 
have that nothing of this kind will be done and are excusing your 
vote for it on the unworthy idea that you are “ playing politics.” 

If so, I beg of you to not trifle with the honor and g faith of 
the nation for any such miserable end, for rest assured such an 
expression of opinion as to the sense of honor of the people of this 
country contemplated by this resolution under existing conditions 
would seriously injure the credit of the country and tend to 
weaken reviving confidence. 

Let me read to gentlemen on the other side the patriotic utter- 
ance of a Democratic Senator, Mr. CarrEry, only a few days ago, 
who said in reference to this resolution: 


I do not agree that a great government, having in its power the passage 
of an act which will depreciate its own coin, and os he act, has a right 
to say to the public creditor, ‘I have depreciated the coin which I have tho 
option to pay in, and I will pay you the depreciated coin; and that seoeaaeges 
my obligation according to the stipulation of the bond.” If that ts morality, 
Ido not know what morality is. If to take advantage of an act of the Gov- 
ernment, the Government being the debtor, povine: n its power to debase its 
own obligations, is not a violation of the public faith, my feeble mind can not 


conceive of an instance where public faith could be violated by an act of tur- 
pitude or dishonor. 


Mr. Speaker, there is another phase of this subject which should 
not be ignored. The pending resolution refers specifically only 
to the payment of the interest-bearing obligations of the Govern- 
ment. In spirit, however, it includes the five hundred millions 


of legal-tender demand notes of the Government which are used 
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position of a member on the floor of the House in the hands of 
the Speaker, there will be no defection in the ranks of the ma- 
jority. 

. What, then, do you fear? Itis the education which comes to 
the people in free and full discussion. If discussion on the floor 
of the House serves any useful purpose, it is to provoke discussion 
in the public press, in the counting house and the factory, in the 
store and on the farm, in the homes and at the firesides of the 
people, and thus they thrash out the grain of truth with the flail 
of controversy. This is the thing you fear, the process from 
which you flee. 

No intelligent people ever willingly adopted a gold standard, 
and no free people ever knowingly perpetuated one. You must 
rely upon ignorance or you must win by artifice. Last year you 
concealed a gold-standard policy. behind an international agree- 
ment and loudly proclaimed yourselves the friends of silver. 

With the campaign speeches still ringing in his ears, the Presi- 
dent appointed a bimetallic commission, for the maintenance of 
which Congress had already willingly appropriated $100,000, and 
sent it abroad to negotiate an agreement with othernations. Much 
to the surprise of the men who sent them, the commissioners made 
astonishing headway. France had practically consented to open 
her minis, England was seriously contemplating the opening of 
the mints of India, the commissioners were already congratulating 
themselves upon the success of their efforts, when, like a thunder- 
bolt from a clear sky, fell the President’s proclamation of July 24, 
1897. 

In this proclamation the President specifically recommends the 
appointment of a currency commission, and practically approves 
the resolutions of the Indianapolis monetary conference, recog- 
nized the world over to have been composed of the friends of the 
gold standard and the national banks. By this means the Presi- 
dent discredited the commissioners he himself had sent abroad, 
and a absolutely hopeless the obtainment of any practical 
results. 

His conduct was the result of the pressure brought by the 
moneyed interests of the country upon the Administration they 
had so dearly purchased. They demanded that such action be 
taken in order that a stop be put to the negotiations before they 
had gone too far to be recalled. They had no objection to this 
talk of international agreement, but wanted it distinctly under- 
stood that they did not intend to have talk crystallize into action. 
They foreclosed their mortgage on the President and forced him, 
in open stultification of his own Administration, while his com- 
missioners were successfully negotiating with foreign countries, 
to disown them at home. 

But that there might be no mistake or misunderstanding as to 
the position occupied by this Administration, the Secretary of the 
Treasury presents his bill for a reform of the currency to Con- 
gress, and, een before the Banking and Currency Commit- 
tee of the House, explains the purpose he had in view and the end 
sought to be obtained. I quote his language: 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, the objects 1 have in mind 
in the series of provisions offered by me are fourin number. First, to com- 
mit the country more thoroughly to the gold standard; remove, so far as is 
eeeren doubts and fears on that point, and thus strengthen the credit of 
he United States both at home and abroad. 

To commit the country more thoroughly to the gold standard is 
the first aim and object of the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
surely the President of the United States will not permit a mem- 
ber of his own official family to act contrary to his wishes in a 
matter of such vital importance. 

But the President himself has been forced by this resolution 

now pending before the House to more boldly and clearly announce 
his position upon the money question. In a speech before the 
National Association of Manufacturers of the United States, held 
at the Waldorf-Astoria Hotel, on January 27 last, he used this lan- 
guage: 
7 Nothin should tempt us—nothing ever will tempt us—tco scale down the 
sacred debt of the nation through a legal technicality. Whatever may be 
the language of the contract, the United States will discharge all of its obli- 
gations in the currency recognized as the best throughout the civilized world 
at the time of payment. 

This is the position taken by an Administration running upon 
a platform that declared in favor of bimetallism by international 
agreement, supported by thousands of voters who conscientiously 
believed the Republican party was really in favor of the use of 
both metals, and supported on thestump by speakers who argued 
that the Republican party was the true friend of silver and would 
shortly restore it to its former place. 

et us see what is this contract which the President of the 
United States says we must discharge in the ‘‘ best money known 
to the civilized world,” and which the pending resolution declares 
is payable at the option of the Government in silver dollars of the 
coinage of the United States containing 412} grains each of stand- 
ardsilver. I knowI thrash over old straw when I recur to the his- 
tory of our bonded indebtedness, but in the light of the President’s 
statement as to our duty in the premise, it is well to look back a 
little and see what the premise is, 


The bonds wereissued, payable in lawful money, and were bought 
with greenbacks worth at the time from 60 to 65 cents on the dol- 
lar in gold. When refunded, they were made payable in coin, and 
when that word was inserted in the obligations of the United States 
the bondholder got something better than he bought—something 
more than he had any right to expect. But we did not stop here, 
and in order that there should be no mistake Congress determined 
to definitely fix the meaning of the term ‘‘coin” and declare the 
a value of the different coins in which the bonds should 

e paid. 

It would almost seem that the legislators of that day, with 

peounete vision, looking down the vista of the years, saw the 

sondholder at the end of the nineteenth century greedy and over- 
fed, demanding not only his pound of flesh but the heart's best 
blood to sweeten the dainty morsel. So Congress, in the refund- 
ing act, provided that the bonds should be paid in coin of the then 
standard value, and every bond of the United States to-day bears 
on its face these words: ‘‘Redeemable * * * in coin of the 
standard value of the United States on said July 14, 1870.” 

There could be no ambiguity about this. The purchaser knew 
what he was contracting for, and notice was given him on the 
face of the contract. The relative value of the metals might 
change, the relative value of the coins might be changed by law, 
but the measure of recovery under the contract was a thing fixed 
by law that no change could affect. 

What was the standard value of the coins on July 14, 1870? 
Mark you, this was three years before the demonetization act of 
1873. In 1870 thé mints were open to the coinage of both metals, 
and the value of the coins fixed by law was the ratio of 16 to 1. 

In the light of these facts, what apology can be made for the 
declaration of the President, or what excuse for his conduct be 
given, except that—like his Secretary of the Treasury—he is de- 
termined ‘‘to commit the country more thoroughly to the gold 
standard and remove, so far as possible, all doubts and fears on 
that point?” Unless this policy of the President is likewise the 
policy of the majority members of this House, what objection can 
they make to the resolution now before us? 

Does See to change any law, or any weer of the Govern- 
ment fixed by law? Is it in violation of any me e, or does it 
repudiate any contract? On the contrary, I confidently affirm that 
no lawyer will tarnish his reputation by asserting and no court 
will soil its ermine by declaring that this resolution containsaught 
that is not now the written law of the land. 

But, Mr. Speaker, there is another page in history we should 
keep in mind in considering this declaration of the President that 
our bonds must be paid in the best money known to the civilized 
world. During the last Administration when Mr. Cleveland de- 
sired to sell sixty-two millions of bonds he called upon Congress 
to change the law so that he nec issue bonds redeemable in gold 
instead of ‘‘coin of the standard value of July 14, 1870.” In sup- 
port of that request a statement then was made that by such a 
change the United States would receive $16,000,000 more for that 
issue. 

Congress refused, and I believe wisely refused, to consent to the 
change, and we paid, according to Mr. Cleveland and his Secretary 
of the Treasury, $16,000,000 for the privilege of writing ‘‘coin” in 
that issue instead of ‘“‘ gold.” If alike amount was paid for the 
same privilege on the other two hundred millions issued by the 
last Administration, then we have paid practically $70,000,000 
since 1892 rather than change the words ‘‘coin of the standard 
value of July 14, 1870,” into *‘ gold coin of the United States of the 
present — and fineness.” 

This privilege we have so dearly bought the President —— 
to give away, out of the fullness of his heart and the love he 
the poor oppressed bondholders. What right has the President to 

ive away the patrimony of the people, and what right has the 
ndholder to demand any such charity? Whois therepadiation- 
ist, the man who stands upon the contract or the man who denies 
it; the man who offers to ‘pay his obligations to the fullest farthing 
as = man who demands double the sum denominated in the 

n 

Can the bondholder be heard to come into court suing upon the 
contract while repudiating the measure of recovery provided for 
in the instrument on which he sues? He dare not stand upon his 
legal rights, and so he threatens the nation’s honor He comes, 
not as a creditor, with legal execution, but as a blackmailer, 
ready to give aes to slander if his demands are not complied 
with. And this is the man in whose interest laws are to be set 
aside, promises broken, and the people who eres you in 
the campaign‘on the faith of your bimetallic plank be- 
trayed. 

The Republican pretense of bimetallism by international agree- 
ment is a fraud, has always been a fraud, and now under the dec- 
laration of the President and the Secretary of the Treasury it 
would seem that you would no longer attempt to deceive the peo 
ple. Buta recent interview, ap ing in the Washington Post 


of January 80, from a distinguished Senator of the United States, 
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high in the councils of the nation and his party, leads us to be- 
lieve that the old policy of fraud and false pretense is still to pre- 
vail in the platform of his oats. 

This gentleman, Senator FRYE, of Maine, commenting upon the 
declaration of Secretary Gage to which I have above referred, and 
regretting that the Secretary had been so foolish as to honestly 
declare his purpose and intentions, says: 

If Gage had been a politician as well a banker, he probably would not have 
insisted on a declaration in favor of asingle gold standard. It wasall right 
for him to submit his scheme of finance, ae Soe pee to be so specific 
about the single gold standard. McKinley in his New York speech voiced 
the views of his party fully, but he was more guarded than Mr. Gage. 

Think of it, Mr. Speaker, this distinguished Senator regrets not 
that the Secretary had adopted a policy contrary to the platform 
of his party, regrets not that the President had practically approved 
of it, not that the policy was wrong and opposed to the interests of 
the people, but regrets that the Secretary was not more politician 
and less banker in order that he might have deceived the people 
as to his purpose, and boasts that the President, by skillful word 
mongering, can take the same position without running the same 
risk. 

There was a time when it was the boast of Republicans that their 
party had the courage of its convictions, and that they dared to leg- 
islate as they thought best for the interests of the country, and 
willingly assumed all responsibility of such legislation. Now, they 
not only dare not legislate, they dare not even permit discussion of 
legislation. They go further still, and through high officers an- 
nounce that the established policy of the party is one of fraud and 
deception. Shades of Zach Chandler and Roscoe Conkling, whose 
leadership, if often wrong, was at least courageous, how you must 
rail in impotent rage at such a policy of prevarication! 

Is this the party of Abraham Lincoln, who believed the people 
could be trusted, or is this the party of P. T. Barnum, who said 
the “ people love to be fooled?” Is this an exhibition of Repub- 
lican statesmanship, or is it a scene in the great American hip- 
podrome? 

Mr. Speaker, you can no longer deceive the people by any such 
flimsy pretense; you can never again mask your batteries behind 
a protective tariff; you can never again conceal a gold-standard 
policy behind the pretense of international bimetallism. You 
must meet this question fairly in the next campaign; you should 
have the courage and manhood to meet it now. 

The next battle must be fought on the open plain, under the 
shining sun, before an educated, intelligent, and wide-awake con- 
stituency. It must be fought to its ultimate and legitimate conclu- 
sion, with no mercy for the wounded and no compassion for the 
dead. It must result ina victory for the people, with liberty more 
firmly established in the land and prosperity a permanent resi- 
dent in every deserving home, or it must result in the final fixing 
of wealth upon a throne of oppression, and the ultimate establish- 
ment of a pretorian guard. 

It is the old question, whether we shall have a ruling class or 
a ruling mass; whether we shall have a strong Guvernment 
or a strong people, and the people must themselves decide the 


issue, 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I yield now two minutes to the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry]. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. The indecent haste and precipitate ac- 
tion of the Republican party in crucifying this resolution plainly 
confirms the cowardice and insincerity of the present Administra- 
tion. It is perfectly obvious that the Republicans can not nerve 
themselves to take part in an honest and deliberate discussion of 
this great question. Mr. McKinley voted for and advocated this 
resolution in 1878, and so did many of the present Republican 
leaders; but now we are confronted with the shameful spectacle 
of a legislative triumvirate shielding those gentlemen from the 
justice of a public discussion of their records. Such conduct as 


this is unparalleled in American legislative proceedings. The | 


gold-standard ring and money shylocks can congratulate them- 
selves that they are in the saddle and running the affairs of the 
nation. 

Mr. Speaker, the Republicans have the power to thus throtile 
the voices of the Representatives of millions of toiling patriots in 
this country, they may thus brutalize all parliamentary proprie- 
ties, they may crucify this relief for the masses, but there is an 
enlightened public conscience that will bring swift vengeance on 
the wings of the wind against them. The seats that now are 

ours will be filled with more patriotic citizens coming from the 
earts and homes of the great producers and toilers of the land. 
‘ Their verdict will sing to your now heedless ears those famil +r 
ines: 
I'll not leave thee thou lone one to pine on the stem, 
Since the lovely are sleeping, go sleep thon with them; 


Thus kindly, I scatter thy leaves o’er the bed, 
Where thy mates of the garden lie scentiess and dead. 


Mr. Speaker, we may have high tariffs and low tariffs, but no 
genuine and permanent prosperity will ever come to this country 
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until we restore the constitutional silver money of this country to 
its proper place. The Teller resolution shall receive my vote. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I yield two minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD]. 


[Mr. UNDERWOOD addressed the House. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I request that I may have the privilege 
of extending my remarks in the REcorp so that I will have more 
than five days’ time. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Alabama? [After a pause.} The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BRUMM. Why do you not stop when you have de 
clared—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I desire to yield what remaining 
time I have to the gentleman from Texas. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has one minute. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I yield that back to the gentle 
man from Texas [Mr. BarLey]. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I hope that the gentleman from 
Maine intends to yield to some one else at this time. It would be 
fair to alternate. 

Mr. PAYNE. It would be better for the gentleman to continue 
=— he has gotten even. More time has been consumed on this 
side. 

Mr. BAILEY. I did not know how much time the gentleman 
from Maine has consumed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine consumed thirty 
minutes. 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BLAND}. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, ten minutes can not be utilized so 
as to discuss this question as it ought to be, nor can one day or two 
days, if allotted to this House, be sufficient for that purpose. The 
gold-standard advocates of this country have driven bimetallists to 
the position of introducing this resolution. You charged that we 
undertook to disturb the public credit—‘‘ playing politics,” in the 
languageof the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DinGLeEy |—when your 
side of the House and your Administration have called forth an 
expression of the representatives of the people upon this subject. 
You are violating your record in opposing this resolution. You 
say by your vote to table this resolution that this Government 
shall not continue the coinage of silver, either the free coinage or 
limited coinage or any other kind; and you know it. 

Every man who does that practically condemns the Secretary of 
the Treasury for coining silver in the last eight months, as he has 
coined some $10,000,000 in that time. 

Your President announced at a banquet a short time ago that 
all the public debts must be paidin gold. Your Secretary of the 
Treasury gives a statement before the Committee on Banking and 
Currency in which he said your party must be committed to the 
single gold standard and effectually rivet it on the people of this 
country; and yet when we meet you with a proposition of bimet- 
allism, a proposition that your party once professed friendship for— 
when we make that protest, this resolution, the gentleman from 
Maine says it is ‘‘politics.” What are you doing by your politics? 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what is this resolution? Simply a declaration 
that by the law which authorized the issue of these bonds they may 
be paid in standard silver dollars of 412} grains of silver or in gold. 
No one disputes but that is the law to-day, as it was when this 
resolution originally passed the Senate. No one denies the fact 
that the, silver dollar is a full legal tender in the payment of all 
debts, public and private; yet here you are to-day by your votes 
to declare that every silver dollar coined of the $460,000,000 is not 
to be used to pay the public debt. 

You are to declare by voting down this resolution that no coin- 
age that may proceed under the Sherman Act shall be paid on the 
public debt, notwithstanding thelaw. Youare todeclare all other 
creditors of the Government, the great mass of the American 
people, are to receive this silver money, but by some arrange- 
ment, I know not what, the bondholders are to be elevated asa 
class in this community whose rights and whose interests are to 
be subserved, notwithstanding it may be against the interest of 
the taxpayers, the people of this country. You are to pay the 
bonds in gold. 

Where are you to get the gold? Your Chief Executive has an- 
nounced to you tha‘ there is not one dollar of tax in all this co 
try, by the law of the land, that is payable in gold, and the only 
way you have to get gold when it is needed is by selling bonds for 
that purpose. Now, do you propose to inaugurate a policy in 
this country by which one bond is to be liquidated by the sale of 
another? Ifso, when are you to extinguish the publicdebt? How 
long before the people of this country, instead of groaning un- 
der nearly $1,000,000,000 of interest-bearing debt, will have it 
amount to twice that sum? Thatis your policy and that is where 
the Republican party is drifting—to adopt a policy that means 
that the bonds of the Government must be paid in gold, 
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whereas you have no way of procuring that gold except by still 
further bonding the people of this country for the purpose. 

Mr. Speaker, if I had the time I would like to show where from the 
very beginning of this fight for restoration of silver the interest of 
the bondholder has been held up against the interest of the tax- 
- In all the difficulties we have had upon this subject the 

ondholder and the national banker alone have had the high con- 
sideration of public honor and public faith. When you declare it 
is contrary to public honor and public faith to pay these bonds 
with silver dollars, you stultify yourselves; you accuse yourselves 
of dishonor and bad faith when you make everybody else take it. 
If it means anything, it means, to carry out your idea of public 
honor and good faith,that you are to relegate silver to subsidiary 
coinage and no longer recognize it as standard money in this 
country. 

We come here in protest against all this, and you raise the false 
and hypocritical cry that we are trying to ruin the public credit 
and the people of the country. Your bonds never stood better 
than while we had 450,000,000 standard silver dollars recognized 
as money until recently by every Administration except those of 
Benjamin Harrison, Grover Cleveland, and William McKinley. 
When you have all of that money now in circulation, are you to 
strike it down and demonetize it by voting to table this resolu- 
tion?—for that is what it means. 

No, Mr. Speaker; I remember in the Fifty-third Congress, the 
Congress when this same question practically was up for consid- 
eration, when the Administration of Mr. Cleveland had asked Con- 
gress to pass a bill authorizing the negotiation of a loan to be paid 
in gold, the distinguished gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. HopKins], 
whom I now see in his seat, led the Republican party in opposition 
to it, and nearly every Republican from the West went on record 
declaring his opposition to making those bonds payable specifically 
in gold. 

The distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] de- 
clared that that was a move of the Rothschilds; that the Roths- 
childs were willing to pay $16,000,000 in order to have the Ameri- 
can Government change its policy, and ridiculing the idea that we 
could not maintain bimetallisminthiscountry. Ihavenotthetime 
toread the Recorp. Then the gentleman from Ohio cited his own 
platform in opposition to making the bonds payable in gold. His 
party was pledged to bimetallism—bimetallism, that gold and 
silver should have the same rights of coinagein the mints. There 
should be not only a concurrent circulation but a concurrent and 
equal coinage and concurrent and equal use of the money silver 
in the payment of debts. 

Nearly the whole of our interest-bearing debt is refunded under 
the act of July 14, 1870, which made bonds payable in coin of the 
standard weight and fineness of that time. Our interest-bearing 
debt now outstanding amounts to $847,365,130, exclusive of the 
Pacific railroad bonds. A copy of these bonds will show under 
what authority they were issued, and that holders of the bonds 
had due notice of the terms and limitations of the law, to wit: 


THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
Are indebted to , or assigns, in the sum of one thousand dollars. 
This bond is issued in accordance with the provisions of an act of Congress 
entitled “An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt, approved 
July 14, 1870, amended by an act approved January 20, 1871,” and is redeem- 
able at the pleasure of the United States after the first day of September, 
A. D. 1891, in coin of the standard value of the United States on said July 14, 
1870, with interest in such coin, from the day of the date hereof, at the rate 
of fonr and a half per centum per annum, payable quarterly on the first day 
of December, March, June, and September in each year. The principal and 
interest are exempt from the payment of all taxes or duties of the United 
States, as well as from taxation in any form by or under State, municipal, 
or loval authority. Transferable on the books of this office. 

The act of January 20, 1871, referred to as amendatory of the 
act of 1870, only. provided for a larger issue of bonds, but did not 
in any manner amend or change the law of 1870, providing for 
the payment of the bonds in coin of the standard value of July 
14,1870. At the date of the passage of the act authorizing the 
issue of these bonds the mints of our Government were opened to 
the free coinage of silver intostandard silver dollars of 4124 grains. 











These silver dollars were then, and had been since 1792, the unit | 


of account or value in this country. 

Our first mint act established the silver dollar as the unit. It 
was to consist of 3714 grains pure silver. It continued the unit 
until 1873, when the silver dollar was dropped from our coinage 
and the gold dollar made the unit of account or value. We have 
never had bonds issued payable in gold only. We have always 
recognized that this Government was a bimetallic nation; conse- 
quently our obligations called for coin, not for gold specifically, 
nor for silver specifically. The contract under which these bonds 
were issued, as shown upon the face of the bond itself, calls for 
the payment of the bond, principal and interest, in coin of the 
standard value of 1870. 

Since silver was the unit of account in 1870, it could be more 
consistently claimed that the bonds are payable specifically in sil- 
ver than to insist that they are payable only in gold. The fact 
that the silver dollar was dropped from the coinage in 1873 did 
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not change the contract in respect to these bonds. So soon as it 

was known that the power tocoin silver dollars had been withheld 

by an act of Congress, efforts were immediately made to restore 

these dollars to the coinage, and in 1878 the coinage of the standard 

silver dollar was resumed by the act of February 28, 1878. The 

restored silver dollar was made a legal tender for all debts, public 
This is statutory law to-day. 

In 1878 the same arguments were made against the restoration 
of the silver dollar that are made against this resolution. It was 
contended then that it would not be equitable or just to compel 
the bondholder to receive the standard silver dollars in payment 
of his bonds. Indeed, the fight from the beginning has been to 
compel the bondholders and the fund holders in general to live up 
to their contract with the people. The bondholders seek to con- 
trol the action of Congress upon the money question, but the in- 
terests of the bondholder, or, more properly, his greed, should not 
be permitted to interfere with the constitutional right of Congress 
to coin money and to regulate the value thereof. 

This is a sovereign power conferred upon Congress by the Con- 
stitution. This power ought not to be controlled or limited by or 
on account of the interests or demands of any one particular class, 
Had these bonds been made payable specifically in gold, still Con- 
gress, under the Constitution, would have ample right and author- 
ity to restore silver to legal tender and free coinage. In com- 
pelling the bondholder to accept it notwithstanding his contract 
for gold would violate no law nor would it be unjust. It would 
violate no law, because Congress would be exercising its constitu- 
tional duty in coining money of both silver and gold. It would 
not be unjust, because under the free-coinage system the silver 
dollar would be of equal value with the gold dollar, so that, not- 
withstanding the contract, had it been made payable in gold, 
which it was not, Congress would have the rightful power under 
the Constitution to restore silver to free coinage and to compel all 
creditors, public and private, to receive it. 

If under the system of free coinage of silver the silver dollar 
should not be equal in value to the gold dollar, the contract pay- 
able in gold might present a case of equity. Being submitted to 
the people it would no doubt receive fair consideration and treat- 
ment. The American people do not wish to take unfair advan- 
tage of the public or private creditor; they wish to deal fairly 
with all classes. They believe in equal rights to all and special 
privileges to none. But we insist that no unfounded fears and 
false prophecies, or extortionate greed shall be lugged into this 
discussion simply to control the action of Congress in the interests 
of the creditor class. 

Let the constitutional power of Congress be first executed by the 
opening of the mints to the free coinage of silver as well as gold. 
After this shall have been accomplished it will be time enough to 
discuss the question as to whether anyone has been injured, and 
if so, what remedy would be necessary. But the bondholders of 
the Government, of all others, would have the least cause to com- 
plain, because the Government holds a specific contract with them 
to pay the interest-bearing debt of the Government in either gold 
or silver of the standard value of July 14, 1870. 

As before stated, the President of the United States at a banquet 
given by the Manufacturers’ Club of New York a few weeks ago 
declared that the bonded debt of the Government, no matter what 
the contract called for, should be paid in gold, or the best money 
in the world. This catch phrase, ‘‘best money in the world,” is 
very fashionable nowadays with our Republican friends. They 
have abandoned all idea that silver in the near future is to be- 
come the best money of the world, according to their interpreta- 
tion of what the best money in the world really is. 

Their argument insists upon payment in the money that the 
world shali establish for us and not the money that we may estab- 
lish for ourselves. They would change our contracts with our 
bondholders so as to comply with the demands of the creditor. 
They advocate the policy that we must permit other nations to 
dictate our monetary system and the manner in which we shall 
pay our debts. Against this idea the Democratic party protests. 
We are patriotic enough to believe that this country is quite able 
to manage its own financial affairs and to have a financial system 
of its own independent of other countries. 

We believe, as our forefathers, that bimetallism is a better sys- 
tem than monometallism. We know that our country was consti- 
tuted bimetallic and that it so existed for over eighty years. Tho 
Constitution enjoins upon Congress the duty of coining money 
and prohibits the States making anything a tender inthe payment 
of debts but silver and gold coin, thus establishing for the States 
of the Uniona bimetallic system and conferring upon Congress 
the power to coin money for this system. 

Congress has no lawful power under the Constitution to demone- 
tize silver or to refuse silver the same privileges at our mints that 
it gives to gold. The bondholders nor any other class should be 
permitted to thrust their special interests into the discussion to 
influence Congress in disobeying a constitutional command. As 
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thereof is a sovereign power conferred by the Constitution upon 
the Congress. One Congress can not waive or limit this power so 
as to bind a subsequent Congress. No Congress can bind its suc- 
cessors 80 as to prevent succeeding Congresses from exercising the 
constitutional requirement to coin silver as well as gold. 

It was exercised for over eighty years, as before stated, and no 
contract, public or private, can deprive the Congress of the United 
States of the lawful right to coin silver freely as a full legal tender 
for this country. 

The resolution under consideration is as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring therein), 
That all the bonds of the United States issued or authorized to be issued 
under the said acts of Congress hereinbefore recited are payable, principal 
and interest, at the option of the Government of the United States, in silver 
dollars of the coinage of the United States containing 412} grains each of 
standard silver, and that to restore to its coinage such silver coins as a legal 
tender in payment of said bonds, principal and interest, is not in violation of 
the public faith nor in derogation of the rights of the public creditor. 

These resolutions were introduced in the Senate in 1878 by Sen- 
ator Stanley Matthews, of Ohio, during the Presidency of Mr. 
Hayes. Senator Matthews was an advocate of the restoration of 
silver to free coinage. He was a distinguished Republican Sen- 
ator. He was afterwards appointed a justice of the Supreme 
Court by President Hayes. Stanley Matthews was a prominent 
Republican. His ability as a lawyer can not be questioned by 
our Republican friends. The resolutions are concurrent resolu- 
tions declaratory of the sense of the Senate and House. 

They did not then and do not now require the signature of the 
President, consequently the only effect of the resolution is the ex- 
pression of the opinion of Congress, They do not have the effect 
of astatute. The resolutions are historical evidence of the fact 
that at the time they were first introduced by Stanley Matthews 
in 1878 the bondholders were determined, if possible, to defeat the 
free coinage of silver. These resolutions were passed by both 
Houses of Congress in 1878, before the passage and adoption of 
what is now known as the Bland-Allison Act that restored silver 
to a limited coinage. 

From that day to this the interests of the bondholders and na- 
tional banks have been held up as a scare crow to deter Congress 
from the restoration of the free coinage of silver. Our Repub- 
lican friends at this time admit that under the law all our bonded 
debts and other Government obligations are payable in standard 
silver dollars. Admitting this, they pretend that they have no 
objection to the first part of the resolutions, which declares the 
law to be that all public debts are by law payable in standard 
silver dollars. They now, as they did in 1878, object to the coin- 
age of these dollars for the purpose of paying these debts. 

While admitting the lawful right to pay in silver, they are put- 
ting themselves on record as protesting against the exercise of 
that right by coining silver dollars so as to enable the Govern- 
ment to discharge these bond obligations according tolaw. ‘‘They 
favor the war, but are opposed to its prosecution.” If these bonds 
and other Government obligations are lawfully payable in silver 
as well as gold, it becomes the duty of Congress to coin silver as 
well as gold to pay our debts. It is the duty Congress owes to the 
taxpaying people of this country who are burdened with this debt. 
They have some rights in this controversy. Their interests should 
be considered as paramount. 

They ought not to be saddled with the burden of paying these 
obligations under the single gold standard when they have a spe- 
cific contract to pay under the bimetallic standard. At the time 
of the passage of the act refunding the public debts in coin bonds 
the taxpayers had the right to draw on two sources of monetary 
supply. They had the right to look to the gold supply and also to 
the silver supply for the money. 

The ae thus to draw from two monetary supplies pro- 
tected them from monetary famine and from monetary monop- 
oly. The cutting off the silver supply has so enhanced the value 
of gold that it now takes twice the amount of commodities to pay 
@ debt as it would take to pay in gold or silver according to con- 
tract. The demonetization of silver has about doubled the value 
or purchasing power of gold; hence to pay debts, public or pri- 
vate, under the gold standard, it requires twice the amount of 
labor and the products of labor to pay a dollar as would be re- 
quired under the bimetallic system. 

Our interest-bearing debt has been reduced from about two 
thousand millions down to less than nine hundred miliions. To 
pay this nine hundred millions under the gold standard will re- 
quire more labor and the products of labor than would have been 
required to pay the whole two thousand millions under the bi- 
metallic system. In other words, while nominally we have 
reduced the debt more than one-half, the burden of paying what 
remains, if paid under the single gold standard, would be as great 
as the original two thousand millions would be under the bimetal- 
lic standard. 

« Mr. BAILEY. For the present I reserve the balance of my 
ime. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, if I can be recognized in my own 
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right, I will be glad if the Chair will call my attention to the fact 
when ten minutes have elapsed. 

There can be no doubt, Mr. Speaker, that it is the technical legal 
right of the United States to pay all these bonds either in gold or 
silver of the present coinage of the United States. The question 
does not stop here with this resolution. If it did, they would 
have left out the last clause. The last clause of the resolution 
provides: 

And that to restore to its coinage such silver coins as 2 legal tender in 
peomen of said bonds, principal and interest, is not in violation of the pub- 
ic faith nor in derogation of the rights of the public creditor. 

It is not the question of the strict technical legal right of the 
public creditor, but the question whether it is in derogation of 
the public faith and the right which the public creditor has to ex- 
pect from the legislation of the United States, from the various 
acts of Congress, from the circumstances under which the bonds 
were sold, and especially in view of the declaration of the United 
States by law time and again that all the money of the United 
States should be kept at a parity and each dollar be worth 100 
cents, whether gold, silver, or paper. 

The gentlemen who are advocating this resolution at this time 
are not satisfied with the expression of an opinion as to the law, 
the technical law in the case; because this resolution is nothing 
but the expression of an opinion. If it were passed by this body, 
it would be binding on no executive officer of the Government. 
It would make no difference about the payment of the national 
debt but for that other declaration which is in my mind in dero- 
gation of the public faith and not consistent with the pledges of 
this country tothecreditors. Five hundred and fifty-nine million 
dollars of Government bonds were issued between 1873 and 1878— 
during the years when silver, as you say, was demonetized—when 
we were not coining a single dollar under the laws of the United 
States and when the only standard dollar was the gold dollar of 
the United States. 

It was during this time that we issued our obligations to pay these 
bonds in coin of the standard weight and fineness of the coinage of 
the United States. Itseems to me that when the Secretary of the 
Treasury said that the Government’s creditors had a right to ex- 
pect that these bonds were to be paid in gold he but expressed 
what was already binding as a matter of public faith and in accord 
with the laws of the United States. And when we come down to 
a later period, when we pledged, as we did, the faith and credit of 
the country to make every dollar as good as every other, we still 
further pledged the faith of this country to the payment of these 
bonds in the gold coin of the United States. 

But you are not satisfied with that, you want to goa little be- 
yond that. You want to declare, as the author of this resolution 
has said, that it is consonant with public faith to open the mints 
to free and unlimited coinage of the silver dollar and pay the 
bonds of the United States in that silver dollar. That is why you 
are for it. Your complaint has been that the present dollar of 
the United States is too valuable, is worth too much; that every 
dollar is worth 200 cents, and you want a dollar, you say, that 
shall be worth only 100cents. In other words, you want to cut our 
dollar in two; you want the Mexican dollar for the United States. 

You want tomake the dollar worth 44 cents,asin Mexico. You 
want to drag down the coinage of the United States, and at the 
same time you want to pledge this country to pay the debt that 
we have agreed to pay in dollars of standard weight and fineness 
in silver dollars worth to-day in Mexico—and which would be 
worth in the United States if it alone should enter upon unlimited 
coinage—44 cents on the dollar. Gentlemen, we say that would 
be in violation of the public faith, in violation of the national 
honor; and we will never agree to so declare, though it may bea 
mere expression of opinion binding upon nobody except the man 
who votes for this resolution. 

But you say—and [ admired the gall of gentlemen on that side of 
the House who charged it—that we issued bonds and were cheated 
out of $16,000,000 by the last Administration. We issued bonds! 
Why, sir, the only Democratic President that some of you ever 
gazed upon was the President of the United States who got the 
Treasury of the United States into that hole and issued those 
bonds in such a manner as to involve a loss to the Government of 
$10,000,000. 

I wanted to stop that proceeding then. I was one of those who 
were willing at that time to vote to insert the word “gold” in 
those bonds to save that $10,000,000. I wanted to save it to the 
taxpayers. I believed as the country believed that every one of 
those bonds issued payable “in coin” would be paid in a dollar as 
good as a gold dollar the world over; I was willing to put the 
word ‘‘gold” into the bond so as to save that $10,000,000 from 
falling into the hands of the money changers. What was the re- 
sult? You did not pass the law. Those men got the bonds at 
1044, and they sold them immediately at 114} to 118. They put 
that money into their pockets. That was one of the financial re- 
sults of your Democratic Administration. 

You complain because bonds were issued. You wanted to force 
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the Treasury into bankruptcy. 
remarks at that time. 
What would have been the result? 

Oh, financial ruin; but what of that? 
always willing to accept financial ruin for the country if it can 
gain a political advantage, even to the extent of having Mexican- 
ized dollars rather than the dollars of the United States. 


That was the burden of your 
You did not want the bonds issued at all. 


The Democratic party is 


Those bonds were issued. If we had had a Republican Admin- 
istration, if we had had a McKinley in the White House, we 
should not have waited until the gold reserve got down to $44,- 
000,000, and then called in some brokers to sell the bonds. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side. | 

But as the country was then, with the public faith destroyed, 
with the Treasury not receiving enough money day by day to pay 
its expenses, with a deficiency rolling up every month and grow- 
ing greater, as it did under the Wilson bill, the moment that gold 
reserve got a million dollars below $100,000,000 a Republican Ad- 
ministration would. have issued and sold bonds to the people of 
the United States, as they were afterwards sold, and the country 
and the Treasury would have got the benefit of the premium; a 
premium that was pocketed, under your Administration, by these 
brokers of Wall street. [Applause on the Republican side}. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has occupied ten 
minutes. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will take no more time. 


[Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana addressed the House. See 
Appendix. ] 


Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, this resolution comes before this 
House with a falsehood written across its face. 

It presumes to fit a declaration of twenty years ago to the 
changed conditions of to-day, and in so doing starts with a wrong 
premise and reaches a conclusion never conceived by its author 
and which those who then supported it now repudiate. 

It is brought in here with the open and avowed purpose of 
justifying the unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, 
and with dollars so coined paying debts contracted under wholly 
different conditions. 

I care not what the language of the law may be, the purpose 
contemplated now was never dreamed of then by either party to 
the contract, and the wickedness of its execution is only made 
more glaring by the canting hypocritical statement that it would 
not be a violation of public faith or derogatory to the rights of 
the public creditor. 

From first to lastit is a tissue of false pretense, unworthy of 
the honest advocate of free silver coinage. 

The opening clause refers to an act denounced at the time by 
the party which will vote solidly for this resolution now, and was 
a declaration then that the obligations of the nation should not be 
paid in depreciated paper, but in honest coin, and now when that 
paper has been made as good as gold, the old spirit of repudiation 
still remains, and would corrupt the coin with which to do its work. 

Gentlemen on the other side, you are twenty years behind the 
times, for the Republican party will soon be ready to pay the 
notes, and standard gold, with silver as its willing servant, will 
take their place, and your only alternative when the bonds mature 
will be payment in gold or its equivalent, or flat repudiation. 

The term ‘‘ present standard of value” in the refunding act of 
1880 is cited as a justification of this attempt to debauch the con- 
science of the nation. 

No man upon this floor wiil dispute the fact that at that time 
the current standard coinage of this nation was of gold. 

The lender and the borrower so understood the term. 

For twenty-five years the standard silver dollar had not been 
known as current coin. 

But $4,127,425 had ever been minted under the law of 1836, and 
the wings of the eag]e were no sooner released from the pressure 
of the die which struck them off than they wafted the coin away 
to other lands. 

The very fact that during all these years the silver dollar com- 
manded a premium over gold is in itself indisputable evidence 
that no Democrat, at least, understood then that silver was re- 
ferred to as coin in the law of 1870. 

Again, the act of 1875 is brought forward to support this high- 
way robbery on the path of the nation’s progress, ignoring the 
fact that the American people, by specific enactment two years 
before, had made gold the standard and the unit of value the gold 
dollar; ignoring the fact, too, that some of the very men who now 
-support this proposition and rant over “the crime of ’73” notonly 
voted for it but declared that they ‘‘ wanted the standard gold and 

no paper money not redeemable in gold;” that ‘‘gold was the 
= of the world and everybody knew whata gold dollar was 
worth.” 

Out upon such hypocrisy. The sole purpose of the act of 1875 
was to enable the Treasury to secure gold for resumption pur- 
poses. Every dollar of the purchase money of those bonds was 
paid in gold or its equivalent; every dollar of the interest since 


has been paid in gold or its equivalent; and every dollar of the 
principal will be paid at maturity in gold or its full equivalent, 
Democrats, Populists, or any other nondescripts to the contrary 
notwithstanding. 

The people of this land are honest. They will see to it that the 
nation’s honor is not tarnished and that the spirit as well as the 
letter of every contract will be fulfilled. 

But, Mr. Speaker, it was not only by the act of 1873 that the 
purpose of the nation to pay in gold was made plain and clear, but 
all currency legislation since has emphasized that fact. 

When free coinage of silver was demanded by the Democratic 
party in 1878, coinage on Government account and limited to the 
demands of trade became the law, and simultaneously resumption 
of specie payments and redemption of greenbacks in gold began. 

Twelve years later I sat in the gallery of this House and saw 
every Democrat but one again vote for the free coinage of silver, 
but the law enacted was for coinage on Government account, 
limited, as supposed, to the amount of the American product, 
and even then accompanied by the solemn pledge that parity with 
gold should be maintained, a pledge renewed and strengthened 
when, under the lawof stern necessity, the purchase of silver was 
stopped in 1893. 

Mr. Speaker, this nation to-day by its own action, deliberately 
taken and repeatedly recognized in subsequent legislation, stands 
squarely and unmistakably fixed upon a gold basis. 

At the last election the people declared that they were ‘‘ unal- 
terably opposed to every measure calculated to debase our cur- 
rency or impair the credit of our country” and that until inter- 
national agreement for the free coinage of silver could ba 
obtained—which I believe to be a vision of a dream—“ the exist- 
ing gold standard must be maintained.” 

A House of Representatives chosen at that election is here to- 
day under orders ‘‘to favor all measures designed to maintain 
inviolably the obligations of the United States and all our money, 
whether coin or paper, at the present standard, the standard of 
the most enlightened nations of the earth. 

Mr. Speaker, that order will be obeyed. But suppose for a 
moment that it were not obeyed and that this resolution secured 
all the force of law; that free coinage of silver became a reality; 
that the bonds and other obligations of the nation were paid in 
silver; that gold disappeared and we went toa silver basis... What 
would be the result? Passing over the withdrawal of foreign 
capital, the liquidation of domestic debts, panic, destruction of 
values, and subsequent inflation and rise of prices, in the end we 
would come out from the valley of the shadow of death and 
meekly take our place in the procession of nations behind Peru, 
Japan, Russia, and India, all of whom are now reaching out and 
grasping an opportunity which we neither appreciate nor improve. 

If human experience is good for anything as a guide, silver can 
never be restored to its former position, for every nation that 
gives the slightest indication of growth and progress, the leaders 
of thought, the masters of commerce, and the controllers of the 
finances of the world have all chosen gold as their standard of 
value and limited the coinage of silver to their ability to main- 
tain it in actual circulation on a parity with gold. 

The ratio between gold and silver was 1 to 1 in the early history 
of the world, 8 to 1 under Julius Cresar, 11 to 1 at the discovery of 
America, 15 to 1 in 1792, 16 to 1 in 1837, 22 to 1 in 1890, 33 to lin 
1896, 40 to 1 in 1897, and its steady fall through all the ages is 
due to natural causes, over which legislation has had and can 
have no control. 

In years gone by the mining of silver was an industry by itself. 
To-day silver is the by-product of copper, lead, and gold, and 
without regard to its market value the production is enormously 
increased. 

From the opening of the mints of the United States to the dis- 
covery of gold in California the world’s production of silver was 
one thousand three hundred and twenty-eight million dollars, or 
an average of twenty-three millions each year. 

From 1850 to 1897 it was four thousand six hundred and fifty- 
two millions, or an average of ninety-nine million dollars a year. 

For the past four years it has averaged, at the 16 to 1 ratio, two 
hundred and fourteen million dollars a year, or thirty-seven mil- 
lions a year more than the world’s product of gold and silver both 
in 1873. 

But this is the smallest factor in the case, for during the period 
first referred to, from 1792 to 1850, the entire world’s product of 
gold was but five hundred and eighteen million dollars, or an 
average of nine millions yearly, and the double standard with the 
use of both metals as full legal tender was a necessity. 


From 1850 to 1897 it leaped to an aggregate of six thousand two 
hundred and twenty-eight millions, with a production last year 
of two hundred and forty millions, with three hundred millions 

romised for 1898, and every indication that the tide has only just 
gun to rise. 

Within the lifetime of one member of the Senate the world’s 
production of gold has increased seventy-fold. 
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This is the factor in the problem of ratios that defies legislation, 
laughs at double standards, and makes international and all other 
free coinage on a fixed ratio an absolute impossibility. 

What then is to be the result? Will silver cease to be used asa 
money metal? 

Exactly the opposite is shown. In 1896 nearly one hundred and 
fifty-four millions of silver was coined, the largest amount that I 
can find in the history of the world, and for the nineteen years 
succeeding 1873 the average annual coinage was sixty-nine mil- 
lions as against forty-three niillions for the nineteen years pre- 
ceding. 

So that experience clearly proves what statistics have already 
shown, that nations with the gold standard on a specie basis are 
larger users of silver coin than the silver-standard nations them- 
selves with paper money. 

What, then, is the lesson I would draw for my free-coinage 
friends? 

It is this: Stop, and stop now this cry of ‘‘Do something for 
silver.” Vote for the firm settlement of the finances of this nation 
upon the gold standard. 

Then demand the destruction of all Government paper and limit 
bank-note issues to large denominations, and you will have done 
all that can be done for silver, for the stars in their courses are 
fighting against its free coinage, and on that line you are sure to 
fail. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Speaker, an impartial observer reading 
some of the debates on this resolution in another branch of this 
Government by the distinguished sophistical advocates of free sil- 
ver might readily conclude that some of the majority in that body 
had assumed the attitude of counsel retained by a criminal gov- 
ernment and by a debased and degraded people to set up all the 
technical defenses known to their astute minds to prevent the case 
from going to the jury. 

It is pitiable to hear any of the leaders in Congress quoting 
in the interest of their pet silver scheme decisions of the court 
in Queen Elizabeth's time on statutes of that period in a com- 
mon-law action, and yet we see one of the most distinguished 
advocates of free silver in the coordinate branch of this Gov- 
ernment using in support of his argument for free silver a case 
reported by Sir John Davies, which declared that the tender 
of £100 in mixed money was good and sufficient under the 
law. This case merely held that a proffer of legal tender was 
a good tender under the law. This was a court decision of 
an existing statute, and would be finally controlling when the 
highest court in the land had passed upon it, and then become set- 
tled law. This was undoubtedly good law at that time and is 
good law oma 

In reading this case and the argument accompanying it the 
question naturally occurs to one, Is Congress, the supreme court 
of final jurisdiction, compelled to hear and determine the effect of 
laws nowinforce? Certainlyitisnot. Congressis a law-creating 
body, with the power and the duty to e new laws when it 
finds the old laws might do injustice to anyone. 

These free-silver advocates rail against the bondholders and say 
to the people: ‘‘ My dear clients, see what we are doing for you. 
It is true that many of the men and women who purchased these 
bonds paid par and over for them in gold coin or bullion, but we 
are now going to show you how youcan beat them and repay them 
with less than one-half the amount they gave you in real values. 
It makes no difference that they have relied on the good faith of 
the Government; we are clever men who have examined the stat- 
utes carefully, and we can show you how to beat them with 
impunity.” 

But are the bondholders the only creditors we have in this coun- 
try? Decidedly not. The bondholders’ claim is but an atom com- 
pared to that of the creditors known as wageearners. If this free- 
silver policy were in force, the wage earners would also be paid less 
than 50 cents on the dollar, share and share alike with bondholders 
and capitalists. Wage earners know how hard it is to get their 
wages advanced, and if, by making your standard a debased coin, 
you injure or ruin the people who employ them, what chance will 
the laborer have to get any advance? 

In the natural course of events, with less capital invested in 
enterprises, the laborer must get fewer silver dollars than he gets 
to-day, and every silver dollar would be worth no more than those 
oe in payment of the bonds, which would necessarily give him 

ess than one-half his present pay. 

They say the bondholders when they bought the bonds knew the 
risk of being paid in debased silver when they bought the bonds. 
I know of one bondholder, a woman, whose father fought most 
bravely for the Union, and whose patriotism was so great that for 
patriotic motives he invested every dollar he could save in Gov- 
ernment bonds, and left them to his daughter by his will, which 
provided that all he left must be kept invested in United States 
Government bonds. 

_ Therefore that_is her whole source of income, and must con- 
tinue to be so. Her father was a fighter, but he was no lawyer. 


.| law and the statutes have not provided for. 


He loved this country and backed its honor and integrity with his 
life and all he possessed. Were that man alive to-day, and could 
he see the attitude of our coordinate branch of Government on 
this resolution and believe that the views of the majority in that 
branch of Congress could be carried out by the executive branch 
of this Government, he would as soon think of compelling his 
executors to invest in Habana or other lottery tickets. 

One of the free-silver Senators quotes Aristotle as saying, 
** Money is the creation of law.” My reply to him is that honesty 
is the creation of the Almighty. Honesty makes credit, and with- 
out honesty neither man nor nation has credit. Honesty, credit, 
and courage saved the unity of this nation. 

The Senate resolution, if carried into effect to-day by our Ex- 
ecutive, would at once destroy the honor and credit of this nation; 
and if we were threatened with a foreign war, there is no money 
lender in the world who would be willing to trust us with funds 
with which to purchase the sinews of war. 

This deliberative body to which we have alluded talks about 
being bound by the statutes already in force. Let me call their 
attention to the Friday night sessions held in this branch of Con- 
gress. These sessions are called for the purpose of doing eqnity, 
which is greater than the law and the statutes, to those whom the 
If we are in favor of 
treating all those who are entitled to our sympathy, by reason of 
our late war, with equitable relief, we certainly should not forget 
to do justice to those veterans who are both equitably and legaliy 
entitled to our consideration, our sympathy, and our support, and 
not try to save ourselves one-half of our legal obligations to them 
by paying them less than 50 cents on the dollar. I presume that 
such a proposition would be very satisfactory to some of our 
Democratic opponents as an easy way to get rid of the major part 
of our pensions. 

The rule which would apply under this silver standard to the 
veterans would apply to practically every other class of labor. It 
would apply to every employee of the Government, to every rail- 
road hand, to every car driver and conductor, to every employce 
in a mill, and to the vast general class of labor in the United States. 
It is incredible to me that the wage earners of the United States, 
when they thoroughly comprehend the effect of free silver, will 
be willing to support any free-silver candidate. The proposition is 
too simple. If the United States Government pays its debts in 
silver coin, it goes upon a silver basis. 

Gold, which now makes the silver dollar worth 100 cents in 
gold, will entirely disappear and the purchasing price of the 
dollar fall to a lower standard even than the Mexican dollar, as 
it has less silver in it. I leave it to the labor unions in this coun- 
try to look back upon the history of their efforts to advance 
wages for a determination as to how long it would be before they 
would get under free silver wages which would have the same 
purchasing power as those which they now receive under the 
gold standard. 

I will cite one instance of the futility of any such effort by tak- 
ing the case of railroad corporations. Every railroad in the United 
States expends more than 60 per cent of its gross earnings for 
wagesand material. They are limited by statute to charge a speci- 
fied rate for passengersand freight. If they receive 2 cents a mile 
a day for a passenger, they would receive under tho free silver 
standard 2 cents in silver, worth less than 1 cent in gold. 

It is evident that the 1 cent is not enough to pay the present 
rate of wages, leaving entirely out of consideration the payment 
of any interest on the bonds or any dividend on the stock, as it is 
less than 60 per centof the grossearnings. Therefore, if the road 
went into the hands of a receiver and stopped payment of interest 
on its bonds, it still would be compelled to cut the wages of its 
employees in order to continue to run at all. 

If our free-silver friends think that such a proposition is at- 
tractive to labor, my reply is, I believe there is far too much intel- 
ligence in the American people to be fooled by any such proposi- 
tion for any length of time. 


[Mr. STALLINGS addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I am glad that an opportunity is to 
be given the House to come to a direct vote upon the pending reso- 
lution, so the people may no longer be deceived as to the real sym- 

| pathy of their representatives. A man in real sympathy with the 

people will not vote to confer special benefits upon the bondholders 

of the Government by making their bonds, principal and interest, 

| payablein gold when the law and the language expressed on the 

| face of the bonds each authorize their payment in coin, gold or 
silver, at the option of the Government. 

That there may be no misunderstanding about the question I 
will read the pending resolution in full upon which we will be 
called to vote at 5 o’clock this evening: 

Whereas by the act entitled ‘‘An act to strengthen the public credit,” ap- 
roved March 18, 1869, it was provided and declared that the faith of the 
Jnited States was thereby solemnly pledged to the payment. in coin or its 

equivalent, of all the interest-bearing obligations of the United States, except 
in cases where the law authorizing the issue of such obligations had expressly 
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provided that the same might 
than gold and silver; and 
Whereas all the bonds of the United States authorized to be issued by the 
act entitled “‘An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt,” or 
proved Jul 14, 1870, by the terms of said act were declared to be redeemable 


in coin of the then present standard value, bearing interest payable semi- | full face value 


annually in such coin; and 

Whereas all bonds of the United States authorized to be issued under the 

act entitletl ‘An act to provide for the resumption of specie payments,” ap- 
roved Jafiuary 14, 1875, are required to be of the description of bonds of the 
Jnited States described in the said act of Congress approved July 14, 1870, 

entitled * An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt;*’ and 

Wheres, at the date of the passage of said act of Congress last aforesaid, 
to wit, thé 4th day of July, 1870, the coin of the United States of standard 
value of jhat date included silver dollars of the weight of 412} grains each, 
declared by the act approved January 18, 1837, entitled ‘An act supplemen- 
tary to the act entitled ‘An act establishing a mint and regulating the coins 
of the United States,’ to be a legal tender of payment, according to their 
nomina) talue, for any sums whatever: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring therein), 
That all of the bonds of the United States issued, or authorized to be issued, 
under ths said acts of Congress hereinbefore recited, are payable, principal 
and interest, at the option of the Government of the United States, in silver 
dollars of the coinage of the United States containing 412} grains each of 


standaré silver; and that to restore to its coinage such silver coins as a legal | 


tender it, payment of said bonds, principal and interest, is not in violation of 
the pubtic faith nor in derogation of the rights of the public creditor. 


So, Mr. Speaker, it will be seen that the pending resolution is | 


but a declaration upon the part of Congress of the right of the 
Government and the duty of the Government to execute the law 
by carrying out the very terms of the contract. All the bonds of 
the Government now outstanding, except about $45,000 in refund- 


ing certificates, have been issued under the acts of Congress of | 


July 14, 1870, and the resumption act of January 14, 1875. 

The exact language of the act of 1870 upon this point is as fol- 
lows: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to issue, in a sum 
or sums not exceeding in the aggregate $200.000,000, coupon or registcred bonds 
of the United States in such form as he may prescribe and of denontinations 
of $50, or some multiple of that sum, redeemable in coin of the present stand 
ard value, at the — of the United States, after ten years from the date 
of their issue, and bearing interest payable semiannually in such coin. 

All of which said several classes of bonds and the interest thereon shail be 
exempt from the payment of all taxes or duties of the United States, as well 
as from taxation in any form by or under State, municipal, or local authority; 
and the said bondsshall have set forth and expressed upon their face the above 
specified conditions, and shall, with their coupons, be made payable at the 

reasury of the United States. 

It will be seen, Mr. Speaker, that this act not only makes the 
bonds payable in ‘*‘ coin,” but expressly requires that this condi- 
tion shall be expressed in the face of the bond, which has been 
done in every instance. 

I will read acopy of the form in which the bonds were issued 
under this act as amended in 1871, which is in the following lan- 
guage: 

THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

Are indebted to ——— ———-, or assigns, in the sum of one thousand dollars. 
This bond is issued in accordance with the provisions of an act of Congress 
entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt, approved 
July 14, 1870, amended by an act ors January 20, 1871,’ and is redeem- 
able at the pleasure of the United States after the first day of September, 
A. D. 1891, in coin of the standard value of the United States on said July 14, 
1870, with interest in such coin, from the day of the date hereof, at the rate 
of four-and-a-half per centum per annum, payable quarterly. on the first day 
of December, March, June, and September in each year. The principal and 
interest are exempt from the payment of all taxes or duties of the United 
States, as well as from taxation in any form, by or under State, municipal, 
or local authority. Transferable on the books of this office. 

By the resumption act of January 14, 1875, the issue of ‘bonds 
for the purpose of carrying out said act was authorized, but such 
bonds were required to be issued upon the terms and conditions 
prescribed in the act of 1870, which I read a few minutes ago. 

The amount of bonds outstanding against the Government to- 
day is $847,320,000, and on the face of every one of these bonds is 
written these words: 


Redeemable in-coin of the standard value of the United States on said 
July 14, 1870, with interest in such coin. 


Nothing said about bullion value, but the standard value of the 
coin money of the United States is the money of payment. In 
other words, the standard silver dollar of 4124 grains weight and 
the gold dollar of 25,4; grains weight are each made a legal tender 
for the payment of this debt, according to the express terms of the 
contract and the positive provisions of the law by authority of 
which they were issued. 

With these provisions in the law and in the bonds, by what 
right do these lordly creditors of the Government demand that 
these bonds shall be paid in gold alone? Citizens are required to 
keep their contracts. The Government should keep its contract, 
and the bondholders should be compelled to keep their contract. 

‘The people have an interest in this transaction and have the right 
to demand the enforcement of the contract in letter and in spirit, 
and the Government, which they created and to-day support with 
unselfish loyalty, owes it to them and to its own honor to enforce 
it. Andif the will of the people is to be consulted, it will be 
enforced. 

Mr. Speaker, a history of the concessions already made by this 
Governmeit to its creditors is enough to bleach with shame the 
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be paid in lawful money or other currency | cheeks of every man who loves fair dealing and approves of com- 


mon honesty. First, the depreciated currency at the close of the 
war was bought up by speculators at a discount ranging from 40 
to 60 per cent and exchanged for the bonds of the Government at 
These bonds were payable in the lawful money 
of the United States. 

On March 16, 1869, a law was passed making these bonds pay- 
able in coin, without any additional consideration being paid to 
the Government. The greenbacks at that time were good enough 
for the citizen, the merchant, and the soldier, but the debts due 
the bondholders were made payable in coin. Ever restless, ever 
grasping, these creditors secured the passage of the act of 1870, and 
after its provisions were put in force they were securely intrenched 


| with all their holdings. 


At this time the bonded debt of the Government was largely 
owned in foreign countries. 

Not satisfied with this liberal treatment on the part of the Gov- 
ernment, not satisfied with doubling their investment, but in- 
spired by their greed and encouraged by their successful plunder- 
ing of the people, they and their allies set on foot the conspir; 
which resulted in the demonetization of silver in 1873. And, 
Mr. Speaker, no conspiracy to overthrow a kingdom or plun- 


, der a people was ever pursued to consummation with more 


secrecy and less regard for human rights. And yet these people 
and their mouthpieces upon this floor declare with apparent can- 
dor that it would be ‘repudiation and dishonor” to pay these 
bonds in the money of the contract. 

To me, Mr. Speaker, the failure of the Government to enforce 
the terms of the contract would be treason against the Govern- 
ment and a repudiation of the rights of the sovereign people. 

We now have, in round numbers, $500,000,000 in standard silver 
dollars, with an estimated $600,000,000 in = in this country. 

of the Government to 
pay these bonds in silver at the option or pleasure of the Govern- 
ment would be to destroy the legal-tender quality of this money 
and to further destroy silver and to place the entire burden of 
paying this debt upon the small supply of gold, and thereby add 
to the purchasing power of the gold and further depreciate prices. 

Why should this be done? Upon what principle of right, jus- 
tice, or honor can it be justified? By their own manipulations 
the purchasing power of money has been greatly increased and the 
prices of lands and farm products have been destroyed; all prop- 
erties have been greatly depreciated in value. 

So great have been the effects of their manipulations that it would 
take to-day as many bales of cotton to pay the $800,000,000 now 
due as it would have taken at the close of the war, which then 
amounted to billions of dollars. Ah, Mr. Speaker, how appalling 
is the fact that after we have paid three-fourths of the national 
debt it will now take as many days of toil and labor to pay the re- 
maining one-fourth as it would have taken in the beginning to pay 
all the debt. 

And still the bondholder demands more and finds ready advo- 
cates on the Republican side of this Chamber. Have the people 
no rights that a Republican majority will respect? Can the bond- 
holders and money combines dictate legislation in this House in 
their own selfish interest and without any regard for the interests 
of the people? They may do so now, buta day of reckoning will 
soon come when you will be brought before an outraged and in- 
dignant people for judgment. 

The plain, honest people of the country are aroused upon these 
questions and can no longer be deceived, and every man who 
casts his vote against this resolution will feel the power of their 
just indignation. 

Mr. Speaker, this Government and the Representatives of the 
people owe their highest duty to the masses of the people—they 
who support our armies, build our schools and churches, and 
make our nation great. And while the Government should deal 
fairly with her creditors, every impulse of humanity demands that 
she should be just to her wealth-producing masses. 

The man with blistered hands is entitled to as much considera- 
tion at the hands of the Government as the richest bondholder 
who ever cursed a free country. 

To oppose this resolution and favor the payment of the bonds 
in gold alone is to favor the establishment of one money for the 
bondholder and another money for the people; one measure for 
the rich and another for the poor; one class to be favored and the 
other class to be fleeced. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I hope this outrage will not be consummated 
until we have time to hear from the people whose judgment, I 
trust. I have the honor to represent here—a patriotic and just 
people, who love their country and support her institutions; an 
industrious, patient, and courageous people; but they have grown 
indignant over the iniquities of our past financial legislation. 
They want no more temporizing or duplicity in legislation, but 
— bold and patriotic policies and laws for the relief of the 

eople. 
: Ta this conflict of greed and avarice against justice and 
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humanity I rely with undiminished confidence in the judgment 
and patriotism of the masses of the people and in the favor of a 
just God, and believe that when the conflict is over we will see 
the financial system which blessed our country for eighty years re- 
stored, and that under a renewal of its blessings the hard-work- 
ing and industrious people of the nation will become independent, 
prosperous, and happy. and our institutions will be loved and 
maintained and our Government become the admiration and won- 
der of the world. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Swanson] is recognized for ten minutes. 


(Mr. SWANSON addressed the House. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. PAYNE. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Ili- 
nois [Mr. Hopkins]. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, what is the resolution now under 
consideration? What is the purpose of its promoters? It is a 
resolution that was prepared and adopted by the Senate and House 
of Representatives of the Forty-fourth Congress. That was 
twenty years ago. It is not a joint resolution, the adoption of 
which, with the approval of the President, has the force and effect 
of law. It is a concurrent resolution, which simply expresses the 
opinion of those who favored it when it was adopted in Congress 
on January 20, 1878, no more and no less. It was adopted under 
infinitely different conditions in our country from those that exist 
to-day. The 371} grains of pure silver that form the silver in the 
standard silver dollar were then worth in the market only 6 cents 
less than the 23.22 grains of pure gold that form the gold ina 
standard gold dollar. 

It was believed by many at that time that the free and unlim- 
ited coinage of silver would raise the market value of the pure 
silver in a standard silver dollar to the equivalent in value of the 

ure gold in a standard gold dollar. Time has demonstrated the 

alsity of that opinion. And whatever influences may have op- 
erated on the minds of members of Congress in 1878 to induce them 
to approve of a resolution of this character, there is no man with 
intelligence enough to be a member of this body who believes that 
when the 371} grains of pure silver in a standard silver dollar has 
a market value of only 44 cents, as it has to-day, as compared with 
the gold in a gold dollar, that the free and unlimited coinage of 
silver at the ratio of 16 to 1 would raise the market value of that 
silver to a parity with the gold in a gold dollar. 

As I view the resolution under consideration, it is of but little 
moment what the opinions of the friends and promoters of. this 
resolution were in 1878. We do know that this country had been 
practically upon a gold basis since 1834, and that in 1853 all of the 
subsidiary coins, which composed the great bulk of our silver coin- 
age in this country prior to 1878, were coined by the Government; 
that the free coinage of the same was prohibited, and this was 
done by a Democratic Congress; and that law which authorized 
it was signed by a Democratic President. In 1878 the gold dollar 
was the unit of value, and has been from that day tothis. Under 
this gold standard this country has prospered as no other country 
in the world. Manufactures have multiplied, industries have 
become diversified, labor has found steady and continuous employ- 


enthusiastic advocates of republican institutions. 
During the period the Republican party has been in control of 
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the Government an honest effort has been made to restore the | 
standard silver dollar to a parity with the standard gold dollar, | 


and under the limited coinage which was authorized by the law 
of 1878 the Government has been enabled to maintain this parity 
by limiting and controlling the coinage of silver. Even in 1878, 

ter a careful and full discussion of the subject, and only one 
month after the resolution now under consideration had been 
adopted by the two Houses of Congress, it was the deliberate 
judgment of our public men, as expressed in the Bland-Allison 
Act, that the parity of the two metals could be maintained only 
under the limited coinage suggested in that act, where it was 
under the direct control of the Government and the individual 
silver mine owner and bullion holder were prohibited from taking 


their silver bullion to the mints and having the same coined into | 


standard silver dollars. 

The years that followed the enactment into law of the Bland- 
Allison bill demonstrated to the country that even the Government 
itself could only maintain a limited amount of these standard 
silver dollars at a parity with gold. The experiment was still 
further tried to favor silver by the enactment of the so-called 
Sherman law, but in 1893 both of the great political parties of this 
country united in repealing the purchasing clause of that act for 
the sole reason, as expressed by the then President of the United 
States, that it was a menace to the credit of the Government in 
its effort to maintain the parity of the two metals, and if the pur- 
chase of silver were to be continued under the so-called Sherman 
Act, it would drive this country to silver monometallism. 

The adoption of this resolution will not affect existing law. 
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There is no member upon either side of this House who will con- 
tend for a moment that the adoption of this resolution will add 
to or take from the Secretary of the Treasury any power or au- 
thority which he has under existing law. The Secretary of the 
Treasury now has the option of paying the creditors of the Gov- 
ernment in either gold or silver. That option will remain with 
him regardless of the adoption or rejection of the resolution now 
under discussion. There is no member of this House who has 
given this subject any thought who will challenge this statement. 
If, then, the adoption of this resolution will not affect existing 
law and will not control the authority of the Secretary of the 
Treasury in the exercise of his option in paying creditors of the 
Government in either gold or silver, what is the object or purpose 
of the promoters of the resolution itself? Why have they injected 
it into the House for discussion and action? 

Mr. Speaker, it is not hard to find the purpose of the men who 
favor this resolution. It originated in theSenate. Its promoters 
are the acknowledged leaders and advocates of the free and unlim- 
ited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1 by this country alone. 
The decisive vote in the Senate by which this resolution was sent to 
the House proclaims to the country and to the world that the Sen- 
ate of the United States is no longer a Republican legislative body, 
but that it is dominated and controlled by the free and unlimited 
coinage of silver sentiment of this country. And I here and now 
desire to call the attention of the members of this House and of 
the country to the fact that the Senate of the United States no 
longer voices or expresses the will of the people of this country. 

The question whether the free and unlimited coinage of silver 
at the ratio of 16 to 1 should be adopted as the legislative policy 
of this country was submitted to the people in the great political 
campaign that resulted in the election of William McKinley, of 
Ohio, as President of the United States. By a decisive vote of the 
people of this country they then said that the policy and princi- 
ples of the Republican party, as written in its platform and its 
national convention at St. Louis, should be the policy and princi- 
ples that should govern and control the destinies of this country 
during the period that the present Chief Executive of the United 
States presides over this great Republic. This House is the only 
legislative body that voices the wish of the people of this country 
to-day. 

The members of this House were elected to this Congress at the 
same time and by the votes of the same people who so decisively 
declared against the free and unlimited coinage of silver as con- 
tended for by the advocates of the platform of the national Demo- 
cratic convention adopted at Chicago. How does it happen that 
the Senate has become a free-silver legislative body? Mr. Speaker, 
it is easy of explanation. Under our constitutional form of gov- 
ernment the Senators of the United States are elected, not by the 
people, as are the members of this House, but by States. Each 
State is entitled to two representatives in the Senate regardless of 
the population of the State. It so happens, therefore, that the 
State of Nevada has two representatives in the United States Sen- 
ate who voted for this resolution now under consideration. The 
State of Illinois has only two Senators in that body, and they voted 


| against it. 
ment at remunerative wages, and our country in all the elements | 
that go to make a great nation has passed the dreams of the most | 


We thus see that Nevada in the Senate of the United States has 
the same legislative vote as the State of Illinois. In 1896 the 
whole number of votes cast in Nevada aggregated only 10,315, 


~ gh “eee 
| while in Illinois the whole number of votes cast was 1,089,888. 


Ten thousand voters in the little State of Nevada are thus 
enabled, in the Senate of the United States, under existing consti- 
tutional conditions, to have the same power and voting capacity 
that 1,089,888 voters have in the State of Illinois. Less than 
40,000 inhabitants, who form the population of the State of Nevada, 
in the Senate of the United States, on a great question like the one 
now under consideration, can offset the power and authority of 
more than 4,000,000 people who form the present population of 
the great State of Llinois. 

The vote in the Senate which adopted this resolution and sent it 
to the House for consideration, as announced, was ayes 47, nays 
32, thus giving a majority of 15 votes in favor of the resolution. 
These 15 Senators who constitute the free-silver majority in the 
Senate of the United States come from the States of Colorado, 
Wyoming, Idaho, Montana, Washington, South Dakota, Nevada, 
and Utah. The entire population of these States aggregates only 
1,621,311, which is 2,400,000 less than the population of the State 
of Illinois alone. 

Itis from these figures easy to determine the fact that the sparsely 
settled silver States have in the Senate of the United States an 
influence vastly greater than their population and importance 
warrant. The Senators who voted against the adoption of this 
resolution when it was considered in the Senate the other day 
represent in the aggregate 5,000,000 people more than those who 
favored the resolution. [!t is thus made clear that the action of 
the Senate can not be taken as a fair expression of the sentiment 
of the people of this country on the great question embodied in 
the resolution. 
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That vote can not be taken as any indication of a changed opin- 
ion among the people from that expressed in the Presidential 
campaign of 1896. The part of the resolution which is obnoxious 
to the views of Republicans and in violation of what our party 
has always maintained in regard to our national debt is where it 
proposes to restore to its coinage the standard silver dollar of 412} 
grains and make it a legal tender in payment of the bonds of the 
United States, principal and interest, and asserts that this is not 
in violation of the public faith nor in derogation of the rights of 
the public creditor. 

This resolution, you will observe, Mr. Speaker, relates not only 
to the present, but to the future, and contains the principle of the 
free and unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1 in its 
most offensive form. I have already shown that the amount of 
silver in one of these standard silver dollars can be purchased in 
the market to-day for 44 cents at the present standard of value. 
To make 44 cents’ worth of silver bullion stamped into the form 
of one of our standard silver dollars a legal tender in payment of 
a debt, either public or private, and force the creditor to take it 
against his will, is, in my judgment, dishonest. 

It would mean the scaling down of all debts, public and private, 
in this country 56 cents on every dollar, with all the attendant 
hardships and privations that would follow a monstrous trans- 
action of thatcharacter. It would rob the depositors in our safety- 
deposit banks; it would despoil the pensioner of more than half 
his pension; it would deprive the wage earners of this country of 
more than half of the compensation they now receive; it would 
defraud honest investors everywhere out of more than half of 
their investments. Language is inadequate to portray the evils 
that would come upon the people of this country if the proposi- 
tion embodied in this resolution, as interpreted by the men who 
favor it, should be enacted into law. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman who has just taken his seat, Mr. 
Swanson, of Virginia, has referred to the fact that in the Fifty- 
third Congress I opposed a proposition presented to Congress by 
the then Democratic President of the United States authorizing 
the issuing of gold-bearing bonds. My position to-day in oppos- 
ing this resolution is in harmony With my views as expressed in 
that debate. I would make no distinction between the creditors 
of this country in the character of the Government's obligations, 
and I would not discredit the bonds that are already issued, pay- 
able in coin, by authorizing the issuing of other bonds payable in 

rold. 

' Our national debt is represented by bonds which are authorized 
and issued under laws enacted by the tet ep party. Those 
laws authorize the Government to issue bonds payable in coin. 
The interpretation put upon this legislation, however, has always 
been that the creditor could be a in greenbacks, in silver dol- 
lars under the limited coinage maintained by the Government, in 
gold coin, or gold or silver certificates, as he might prefer. In 
maintaining the parity between the gold and silver coins of our 
currency and the greenbacks, the Government of necessity is com- 
reser to say to the creditor, ‘‘I hold the greenback, the silver dol- 
ar, and gold dollar to be of equal value and shall maintain this 
parity and will pay you in whatever kind of money you may wish.” 

This principle has been maintained by the Republican party dur- 
ing all the years that it has controlled the destinies of this coun- 
try, and it will continue to be the policy of the Republican party 
so long as it is intrusted with power by the people of the United 
States. Our party has guarded the national honor with zealous 
care. It has maintained the public credit, so that all the world 
have come to understand that every obligation of the Govern- 
ment, while its interests are administered by the Republican 
party, will be paid, principal and interest, in the money that is 
current, at its par value, in every one of the civilized countries of 
the world. 

No man in his individual transactions can afford to cheat or 
defraud his creditor. The old principle that honesty is the best 
policy has become a maxim in this country, and every man of in- 
telligence and candor appreciates the fact that success depends 
upon his having a reputation of absolute fairness and honor, and 
whatever obligation he undertakes must be met and liquidated in 
accordance with the terms and spirit of his contract. ow much 
more important, Mr. Speaker, for a great nation like the United 
States to deal honestly and fairly with its creditors! 

These bondholders are not the enemies but the friends of our 
Government. They are men who have expressed their faith and 
confidence in the integrity and perpetuity of our republican Gov- 
— and when the nation has been compelled to place its 
obligations upon the market have been ready and willing to part 
with their money, believing that in the future, as in the past, this 
great Republic would not question, much less repudiate, any part 
of its obligations. 

What has this policy of the Republican pes accomplished? 
Why, Mr. Speaker, it has raised the credit of this Government so 
that a Government bond is the most songht after of all obligations. 
Investors, for the sake of securing a Government bond, have been 
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willing to accept a lower rate of interest than could be obtained 
in almost any other kind of investment. The time was, before 
our great party outlined and enforced this financial policy, when 
the Government obligations were sold at a discount and investors 
refused to accept of the Government bonds at their face yalue 
even at a high rate of interest; but under tho principles announced 
by the great leaders of our party, that every obligation of the Gov- 
ernment should be met and paid with the very best money of the 
world, our bonds are no longer sold at a discount, but are eagerly 
sought after both here and abroad. 

During the Administration of President Harrison over $25,000,000 
worth of maturing indebtedness was extended at arate of interest 
of 2 per cent perannum. Think of this rate for a moment as 
compared with the rate of interest that President Cleveland was 
compelled to pay under the repeated assaults of his party upon 
the credit of the Government and their desperate efforts to pay 
our Government bonds in a depreciated free-silver currency. 
Here is an object lesson in itself that should teach those who favor 
the adoption of this resolution now under consideration that the 
material interests of this country will be subserved by rejecting 
this resolution, and thus saying to the world that no resolution 
shall be adopted and no law enacted that will interfere with the 
policy of the President and Secretary of the Treasury to meet the 
interest and maturing obligations of the Government in that kind 
of = ad that is current at its face value in all the markets of the 
world. 

The interest on the bonds that were issued under the Cleveland 
Administration alone aggregates at least $30,000,000 per annum 
more than the interest on the same bonds would have cost the 
Government had the credit of the Government under Democracy 
and the Administration of Mr. Cleveland been rated as high in the 
financial world as it was under the Republican party in the Ad- 
ministration of President Harrison. This additional tax of more 
than $30,000,000 per annum on the people of this country has been 
laid upon them by the direct effort of the free-silver advocates to 
compel the Secretary of the Treasury to force upon the Govern- 
ment creditors the silver dollars in payment of Government obli- 
gations. 

I thank God that the Republican party by the vote which will 
be taken on this resolution to-day in this House will be enabled 
to say to the people of this country and to all the countries of the 
world that while William McKinley is President of the United 
States and the Republican party in power our Government ob- 
ligations will not be questioned; that the principal and interest 
of all our bonds will be paid in that kind of money which is worth 
everywhere 100 cents on the dollar. [Loud applause on the Re- 
publican side. } 

ag the hammer fell. ] 

e SPEAKER protempore. The time of the gentleman has 
— 

r. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I yield eight minutes to the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. CLAYTON]. 


[Mr. CLAYTON addressed the House. See Appendix. ] 


a SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman's time has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, how much time is there remain- 
ing on this side? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is one hour and twenty- 
seven minutes remaining to that side, and to the Democratic side 
one hour and twenty-nine minutes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GrRosvVENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr.Speaker, throughont all the mutations 
and changes of monetary conditions in the United States the Re- 
publican party has maintained an unvarying attitude of devotion 
to the great principle of what may be denominated in a single 
expression ‘‘honest money.” And I find nowhere along the line it 
has traveled any deviation from that determination. Going back 
no further than 1877 there wasa conditionin this country that has 
agitated our friends on the other side of the House and given 
them a great deal of trouble, to exnlain to us how they work it 
out by some process of reasoning that we have changed our posi- 
tion and have gone onto new ground. It will be remembered 
that prior to 1877 the Republican party, over the unanimous vote, 
practically, of the Democratic party, a bill requiring the 
resumption of specie payment in redemption of the paper prom- 
ises of the Government which had been theretofore at a great dis- 
count as compared with coin. 

Strong agitation in the country against that measure, even after 
it had been passed, brought to the front a discussion upon the 
probable ability of the Government to redeem its paper currency 
in coin on the day specified. In 1877,in the State of Ohio, we had 


avery vigorous campaign, made by oneof the most talented Dem- 
ocrats of the State, General Ewing, whose strongest effort was 
made to demonstrate to the country that with the coin we should 
be likely to have at the date of resumption it would be impossible 





1898. 
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to redeem the large amount of demand notes of the Government. 
His argument and the argument of the Democratic party in the 
country atlarge made a profound impression upon the Republican 

arty. So strongly was this agitation kept up that a bill was 
introduced into Congress to repeal the resumption act, and I think 
as late as the winter of 1876-77 (I have not the exact date) the 
measure was brought to a vote in this House, and three Repub- 
licans of Ohio, taking counsel of their fears, voted to — the 
resumption act, even after steps had been taken by the Treasury 
to bring about the result. 

In the Ohio legislature of 1876-77 a resolution was brought in 
which I will show you was in exact consonance with the Repub- 
lican attitude of that day and not in any degree inconsistent with 
the attitude of the Republican party of this day. Let me call 
your attention to two conditions which then existed. First, the 
relative value of gold and silver, the ratio between the silver in a 
dollar and the gold in a dollar, was 17.22 to 1, varying by only 
this small fraction from the legal distinction between the gold 
and the silver dollar. The divergence had been fluctuating— 
sometimes a little higher, sometimes a little lower; but the diver- 
gence at that time was so small that there was a general impres- 
sion in the Republican party, west of the mountains at least, that 
by restoring the coinage of the silver dollar and its restoration to 
the uses of the Government as money of redemption there might 
be a coming together of the two metals which would render un- 
necessary any further agitation of the question. 

There was pending in the Congress of the United States a prop- 
osition—it may not have been drafted into a bill—which after- 
wards became known as the Bland-Allison Act. That act pro- 
vided for the purchase of a certain amount of silver, to wit, two 
and one-half million ounces, and the coinage of it into silver dol- 
lars that should be lawful money for redemption of the currency 
of the country. Under the fear, which no man could explain or 
answer, that the Government might be put to protest upon its 
legal-tender paper, on the 1st of January, 1879, the legislatures of 
a number of Republican States of the country p resolutions 
eenens to the furtherance of the enactment of the Bland-Allison 
aw. 

A resolution of that character made its spacers in the legis- 
latureof Ohio. Iwasa member of thatlegislature. Both branches 
of the legislature were strongly Republican. That resolution was 
introduced in the senate by a Republican senator; it was reported 
favorably by a Republican committee; and it was passed, if my 
recollection is not at fault, without adissenting voice. There was 
not more than one senator, if any, who voted against it. Itcame 
to the Ohio house of representatives. It was referred to a com- 
mittee; it was reported back from the committee, as I recollect, by 
a unanimous vote, and passed in the house by the vote of every 
member of the house, both Democrat and Republican; and by an 
examination of the record I find that 1 went out of my usual way 
and voted for the measure, although I was speaker of the house, 
and not ordinarily called upon to vote. 

That was the unanimous voice of the Republicans and Demo- 
crats of the State of Ohio. In what did it culminate? It culmi- 
nated in the passage of the Bland-Allison Act. These votes of 
members of Congress that have been spoken of here so fluently 
were cast in the approaching hours of the conflict that ended in 
the enactment of the Bland bill amended by the Allison amend- 
ment. 

So the Republicans made their record. They were in favor of 
the two metals; strictly speaking, in favor of bimetallism in the 
coinage of the country so long as there would be no wider dis- 
crepancy than that which existed in 1877 and 1878. 

hen came the Bland-Allison Act, and I shall not travel through 
the years that it was on the statute books of the country. It was 
repealed by what we called the Sherman Act, for which I voted, 
and which was in substance a Republican measure. Then came 
the repeal of the Sherman Act in its purchasing clause at the de- 
mand of a Democratic Administration. And now I want you to 
bear in mind that the attitude of Mr. Cleveland to this silver ques- 
tion was just as well known in 1885 as itever became known. He 
had written his famous letter to General Warner before taking 
his seat as President of the United States, denouncing the whole 
plan and theory of bimetallism, and yet you Democrats not only | 
supported his Administration through four years, but you renomi- 
nated him for President in 1888. It was at his demand that Con- 
gress came together. It was at his demand that you marshaled 
the Democratic power on the floors of the two branches of Con- 
gress in extra session. 

Mr. KELLEY. Will the gentleman state what percentage of | 
nN poy oe and what percentage of Democrats voted for the re- 
peal of the silver-purchasing clause of the Sherman Act? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I shall not be turned aside from the line 


of my ar ent. 

Mr. KELLEY. Fifty-five per cent of the Democratic members | 
and 88 per cent of the Republicans voted for the repeal. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It was an Administration act. It was ap- 


proved by Grover Cleveland and the Democratic party of this 
country, which three times nominated Mr. Cleveland and three 
times supported him vigorously for the Presidency. 

This is the history of the parties upon this very important 
question. The Republicans stood for the enlarged use of silver 
as long as it was possible to maintain the parity between gold and 
silver. The votesin the Ohio legislature, the votes of Republicans 
in Congress at about the same period, all indicate that the strong 
support of silver came in those days almost exclusively from the 
Republican party. Now, because Republicans refuse to support 
a 50-cent dollar and refuse to destroy the credit of the country by 
an effort to pay the bonds of the United States in silver, we are 
charged with being unfriendly to silver. Why, Mr. Chairman, I 
have never made an inconsistent vote upon this question, and I 
hope I never may. I have constantly and steadily refused to vote 
to change the contract of my Government. 

I do not wish torefer to a matter about which good Republicans 
differ in judgment and in votes, but I may point, I think, with 
some pride, to the fact that when Mr. Cleveland came into this 
House, as it were, through the instrumentality of his Administra- 
tion, and sought to put the word ‘‘ gold” into the bonds of the 
United States in the loan which he had negotiated, I voted against 
the word ‘‘ gold” in that connection, and [ did it upon the ground 
that I would not make any discrimination in the various forms of 
the indebtedness of the country; and there was another reason, 
and that reason applies greatly to the situation here to-day. We 
early declared as a policy of the Government that the bonds of 
the Government were payable in coin. 

This law stood upon the statute books for more than twenty 
years. Almost a quarter of a century of our financial history has 
passed by with the same simple declaration in the bonds and on 
the statute books, and now what has been the construction? The 
construction of a statute has a great deal to do with its effect upon 
acountry. At the very outset of this enactment the Treasury be- 
gan to pay gold in redemption of its outstanding paper. ‘‘Coin,” 
said the literal words of the contract. ‘‘Gold,” said the Treasury, 
and gold came to be the money of redemption of this country, and 
gold isthe money of redemption to-day, and gold is the standard 
of measurement, Gold is the standard of prices. Gold is the 
currency of the country. And yet during all that time we have 
been coining silver and maintaining its parity, and during all 
that time we have introduced the silver bullion as a legal tender 
for the payment of debts, and simply as a matter of administra- 
tion we have maintained the gold redemption of every dollar of 
our outstanding indebtedness. 

What has happened to force us to change the law? Why this 
declaration in this resolution? Why a declaration now that has 
been the law of the land, excepting to put into the latter end of 
this resolution what the distinguished gentleman from Maine 
has called the “sting of the resolution,” the sting in the tail of 
the viper? Let me point out. We have as currency in this coun- 
try to-day gold, silver, greenbacks, Treasury notes of various 
forms, national-bank currency. Every dollar of this great mass of 


money is of absolutely equal value. What more is wanted? Do 
you want to make the silver bullion worth more than the gold 
dollar, and thereby make it impossible to circulate the silver bul- 
lion? Is that what you want? Thev circulate at parity. They 
are maintained at parity by the law of the Government. Every 
man’s dollar is alike. 

The bondholder is paid in no better dollar than the man who 


labors in the mine or the quarry or the factory. Then why tam- 


per with it? Why put a fictitious value upon the silver of a few 
mine owners of the West, and thereby destroy the conditions that 
we have so proudly upheld for a quarter of a century? If you 
were to put into this resolution these words, ‘‘ Every dollar of 
the Government indebtedness, whether in the form of greenback 
or Treasury note or bond, is redeemable in gold coin and in no 


other way,” you would not change the situation. We have con- 
strued the word “coin” to put into the hands of the Secretary of 
the Treasury the absolute discretion to pay every dollar in gold, 
and he has done so. 

Why come forward now, unless you propose this 


peri Trmance 
as a declaration of the free and unlimited coinage of silver? f do 
not wish to be acrimonious in dealing with this matter, but it is 
absolutely fair to point out that from the day when the first 
struggle of the country was made to furnish money to carry on 
the war the Democratic party has made war upon every dollar of 
the public funds of the United States. Pointing, as we do, with 


pride to the condition of our currency to demonstrate that every 
dollar is of equal value, we are confronted with the record of the 
Democratic party that has denounced and sought to destroy the 
value of every dollar of this indebtedness. 

Let us see if justiceis in this way beingdone. They assailed the 
greenback, which was the firsteffort of theGovernment. They de- 
clared that it could never be redeemed in coin, and that it was 
nothing but a broken promise. They assailed every form of Goy- 
ernment paper that was issued to carry on the war and to save 
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the Union. 
to ingraft a greenback as a legal-tender and sought to dec 
the bonds of the Government were redeemable in greenbacks. 
Then they sought to supplant the gold standard with the defect- 
ive silver dollar. 
often repeated. 
The silver dollar to-day is at par with gold because the Govern- 
ment coins for itself and not for the holders of silver bullion, and 





the very moment that the Government coins free for the holders 
of the silver bullion that very moment the Government ceases to 


have any interest in the upholding of the parity, and down 
the value of the coin to its bullion value. Who doubts it? 
can doubt it who has intelligence? While the nations of the world 
are struggling out of the mire of depreciated coin and broken 
credit, it is sought that the Government of the United States, 
which has weathered the storm of so many years of assault by the 
Democratic party, shall turn its back upon its glorious career and 
proceed to destroy its credit among the nations of the globe. 

Mr. Speaker, in this connection I desire to say that I do not 
believe any great system of financial reorganization is necessary 
in this country. I do not believe that the Government’s finances 
require doctoring to any considerable extent. I believe that if 
this Congress would adopt the suggestions of the President of the 
United States in his recent annual message to Congress and would 
pass a bill containing the propositions of that message and cease 
the agitation of currency and financial reform, the country would 
be better off and the people would be happier. We told the 
people of this country that the enactment of the Dingley law 
would bring relief and prosperity, and we have seen our proposi- 
tions more than her y Therefore I am content to stand by 
and see the operation of that law in the future development of 
the country. 

I do not think that measures which are to bring about revolu- 
tionary conditions, that will change values, unsettle conditions, 
and remodel long-standing financial administration will be bene- 
ficial to the country while it is passing through the trials of this 
hour. The matters proposed by the President in his message are 
simple, easily understood, and, I believe, indorsed by the concur- 
rent judgment of a vast majority of the people; and therefore it is 
that I deprecate attempts at wholesale reformation. 

There are some things that are simply and easily understood; 
there are others that are complicated and culminate in dispute; 
disputes and differences unsettle confidence and destroy business 
activity. Iam one of those who believe that sufficient relief is 
coming to the country through the operation of the Dingley law, 
and I would let well enough alone and stand by our own proposition 
of a year ago, and wait for the full development of the conditions 
which seem almost, if not quite, realized in this country. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHEELER]. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, we have heard a 
great deal about patriotism and the honor of the country, and how 
jealously we should guard national rights and the interest of pub- 
lic creditors. I long ago learned to know what that signifies 
when it emanates from Republicans in this Chamber. When they 
begin to talk about patriotism I know somebody is going to be 
robbed, and to-day is no exception to the rule. Fulsome in lip 
service, they have one arm in the Federal Treasury and the other 

in the pockets of the people, robbing them every minute. 

Now, to demonstrate the inconsistency of the leaders on that 
side of the Chamber, the distinguished gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. DINGLEY] declares that the silver dollars of the United States 
are full legal tender for all debts, public and private, and yet he 
summons all of his party and tells them to vote against a propo- 
sition to pay a debt in dollars that he says are full legal tender. 
In the next breath he declares that it is in derogation of the public 
faith and in violation of the rights of the public creditor if this 
resolution is passed declaring that the Government has the option 
to pay the bonded debt of the Government in silver or gold. 

Following immediately after him comes the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Payne] and says that no lawyer will dispute the 
legal right of the Government to pay its debt in either silver or 
gold, tut that the objection made by the Republicans to the pas- 
sage of this resolution is contained in the last clause. 

This resolution contains two propositions, Mr. Speaker, one of 
which recites that the Government has the option to pay the pub- 
lic debt in silver dollars and the other that to restore those dollars 
toe coinage would not be in violation of public faith nor in dero- 
gation of the rights of public creditors. Now, if the Republicans 
are sincere, if they really mean what they say, why did they not 
separate this resolution? They had the right to amend it. 

Why not bring in an amendment saying you do believe the 
Government has the option to pay in gold or silver, but that you 
do not believe we ought to coin silver freely and without limit? 
You could have done that. There would then have been some 
reason for your position. This is not your real object. This is 
not what you are striving for. 

In the face of the fact that there is not a Republican member 
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who has succeeded in deceiving his constituency long enough to 
have been in this Chamber when this act was originally intro- 
duced, in the face of the fact that your President voted for this 
resolution and in the same year voted _—— a proposition to limit 
the coinage, you have somersaulted like circus tumblers and are 
ready to do the bidding of your masters. It matters not what 
proposition may be brought in by the Committee on Rules, you 
will obey their behest, and not one of you dare protest. 

I would guard the rights of the people of this country and the 
rights of public creditors as jealously as any man. I yield to no 
Republican or Democrat upon all questions of love of country, 
but while we are so solicitous concerning the rights of the bond- 
holders, do not let us forget that there are millions of forgotten 
men of this country, toiling in the mine, in the field, and in the 
workshop, and that every time you add to the rights of the bond- 
holders by the method proposed in voting down this resolution 
you take from the product of the laborer what rightfully belongs 
tohim. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will gentlemen on that side consume some 
more of their time? We have consumed considerably more time 
on this side than gentlemen on the other side have consumed. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PIERCE]. 

Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I am glad the Teller 
resolution has come tothe House. Those in the Senate who favor 
the free and unlimited coinage of silver, and those in the House 
who believe that the obligations of this Government are payable 
in standard money, both gold and silver, welcome this resolution 
for the —— reason that what we have been battling for—to make 
the Republican party take a definite position upon the financial 
mee d of this country—has at last come to pass. You are brought 

ace to face with this issue now, and I am glad to know that the 
President of the United States has himself set the pace for your 
party, of which he is the head, and has said that the Republican 
party intends to pay every obligation of this Government in gold; 
that that is its object and purpose. 

This is what the silver men—the bimetallists of the Unitea 
States who believe in the free and unlimited coinage of gold and 
silver upon equal terms—have been wishing for. We are glad 
that you have met the issue, and now the murky atmosphere that 
has so long surrounded the Republican party from its head down 
is by this resolution being cleared away. You must meet it fairly 
and squarely. The decks are being cleared, and the people, when 
the vote has been taken upon this resolution, will know that the 
Democratic party and those who believe in the free and unlimited 
coinage of both metals at 16 to 1 stand by their traditional posi- 
tion as a party. 

The party which elected Benjamin Harrison President of the 
United States did so on false pretenses, for in your national plat- 
form of 1888 you arraigned the Democratic party under Mr. 
Cleveland on the chargeof having attempted to demonetize silver. 
You said, ‘‘The Republican party is in favor of the use of both 
gold and silver as money, ant condemns the policy of the Demo- 
cratic Administration in its efforts to demonetize silver.” Mr. 
Speaker, what were the efforts of Cleveland, as charged in the Re- 
publican platform, ‘‘ to demonetize silver ”? 

It was his attempt to force a Democratic Congress to repeal the 
Bland Act, under which 2,000,000 standard silver dollars per month 
were coined, which act the Republicans in the Fifty-first Congress 
repealed, and substituted for it the Sherman Act of 1890; and that 
act, as we know, was repealed by the Cleveland-Republican com- 
bine during the extra session of the Fifty-third Congress. The 
Democratic platform of 1888, to please the Cleveland goldbugs, 
was silent upon the financial question. Now, discounting the 
action of the Senate on the Teller resolution, your President, in 
the city of New York, twenty-four hours before its passage in the 
Senate, said that he believes in the payment of all the obligations 
of the Government in the dearest money in the world—mean- 
ing, of course, gold money, and the perpetuation by this Govern- 
ment of the single gold standard, 

Mr. McKinley said: 

Whatever may be the language of the contract, the United States will dis- 


charge all its obligations in the currency recognized as the best throughout 
Se evenien world at the time of payment. alf-heartedness never won a 
attle. 

Nations and parties without abiding principles and stern resolution to en- 
force them, even if it costs a continuous struggle to do so, and temporary 
sacrifice, never are in the highest degree successful leaders in the progress 
of mankind. For us to attempt nothing in the face of the present fallacies 
and the constant effort to spread them, is to lose valuable ground a!ready 
won and practically to weaken the forces of sound money for their battles 
in the future. 

The financial poe of the St. Louis platform is still as commanding upon 
Republicans and those who served with them in the last campaign as on the 
day it was adopted and promulgated. Happily the tariff part of the platform 
has already been engrafted into public statute. But the other planks, not 


already builded into our constitution, is of binding force upon us all. 
And as an echo from those declarations of the President: 
[From this morning’s Washington Post. ] 
LONDON, January 31, 1898. 
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byt 


The Times, commenting editorially this morning upon the “ di 
vote on Senator TELLER’s resolution,” says the disaster is accentuate 
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fact that at length President McKinley has ‘‘ descended from the fence on 
the right side.” Discussing the possible disruption of the Republican party 
and the return of a silver majority at the next election, the Times says: 

“Mr. Cleveland was a stronger man than is his successor, and fought the 
battle bravely, but he saw his party broken into pieces.” 


Thus you see that the position of the President and the Repub- 
lican party heretofore has been understood by the world as being 


on the fence. Your President, at the feast in New York given 
him by the multimillionaires, members of the gold-bug trust, 
amidst the clink of cut glass, the sparkle of champagne, and the 
glare of electric lights, found courage to do as the London Times 
says, ‘‘ descend from the fence on the right side”—the gold stand- 
ard. We on this side, who believe in the traditional policy of the 
Democratic party, welcome this fight, and are glad that you have 
to face it. The issue is made up and goes to the people. 

It will rest with them this fall and in 1900 whether or not we 
are to have the single gold standard, which since 1873 in its oper- 
ations and effect as administered by those who have been in con- 
trol of the Government, whether Democrat or Republican, has 
helped to bear down the prices of products of the laboring and 
agricultural people of this country, until at last they have brought 
you to the bar of public opinion, and they will write this verdict 
upon you, “‘ Weighed in the balance and found wanting.” [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. } 

The distinguished chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, 
the leader on that side of the House, speaks as if he and the Re- 
publican members were the special guardians of the nation’s 
honor; because we shall vote for the Teller resolution, which I 

Concurrent resolution No. 22. 

Whereas by the act entitled “An act to strengthen the public credit,” 
approved March 138, 1869, it was provided and declared that the faith of the 

nited States was thereby solemnly pledged to the payment, in coin or its 
equiva‘ent, of all the interest-bearing obligations of the United States, except 
in cases where the law authorizing the issue of such obligations had expressly 


provided that the same might be paid in lawful money orothercurrency than 
gold and silver; and 

Whereas all the bonds of the United States authorized to be issued by the 
act entitled ““An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt,” ap- 
pore July 14, 1870, by the terms of said act were declared to be redeemable 

n coin of the then present standard value, bearing interest payable semian- 
nually in such coin; and 

Whereas all bonds of the United States authorized to be issued under the 
act entitled “An act to provide for the resumption of specie payments, “ ap- 

roved January 14, 1875, are required to be of the description of bonds of the 
Jnited States described in the said act of Congress approved July 14, 1870, 
entitled ‘An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt; and 

Whereas, at the date of the passage of said act of Congress last aforesaid, 
to wit, the 14th day of July, 1870, the coin of the United States of standard 
value of that date included silver dollars of the weight of 412} grains each, 
declared by the act approved January 18, 1837, entitled ““An act supplemen- 
tary to the act entitled ‘An act establishing a mint and regulating the coins 
of the United States,’’’ to be a legal tender of payment, according to their 
nominal value, for any sums whatever: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring therein), 
That all the bonds of the United States issued, or authorized to be issued, 
under the said acts of Congress hereinbefore recited, are payable, principal 
and interest, at the option of the Government of the United States, in silver 
dollars of the coinage of the United States containing 412} grains each of stand- 
ard silver; and that to restore to its coinage such silver coins as a legal ten- 
der in poyuent of said bonds, principal and interest, is not in violation of 
the public faith nor in derogation of the rights of the public creditor. 


which is an exact copy of the Matthews resolution passed in 1878, 

and which President McKinley, then a member of the House, 

a for, says we will be guilty of an act of ‘‘ perfidy and dis- 
onor.” 

Mr. Speaker, every bond issued and outstanding by the Govern- | 
ment, including the bonds issued by the Cleveland Administration, | 
were issued under the provisions of the act of Congress of July 
14, 1875, which in express terms provides that every bond issued is 
**redeemable in coin of the standard value of the United States on | 
July 14, 1870.” 

Then coins were the gold dollar of 25.8 grains standard gold 
and 412} grains standard silver, and this language is stamped 
across the face of every one of the bonds of the Government, and 
the Republican candidates and speakers and press will have a 
hard time in convincing the dry-goods merchants, grocery mer- 
chants, farmers, mechanics, and laboring men generally that this | 





standard silver dollar and the silver certificates, which call for | 
silver dollars, are good enough for them, but to ask the Govern- | 
ment-bond holder, who pays taxes neither on his bonds nor the 
interest thereon, must be paid, principal and interest, in gold or | 
they will all be guilty of dishonor and repudiation. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, can they be made to believe ‘ that to restore 
to its coinage such silver coins as a legal tender in payment of said 
bonds, principal and interest,” isin violation of the public faith and | 
in derogation of the rights of public creditors? The constituency 
that I have the honor to represent on this floor—merchants, me- 
chanics, farmers, and laboring men—know that the silver dollar | 
and silver certificates that they receive for their wheat, corn, hay, 
goods, and wares, and for their daily wages are good enough for | 
the millionaire bondholder. The gentleman from Maine lectures | 
us because we shall vote for this resolution which simply says that 
the silver dollar of the people is good enough for the holder of our | 
national bonds—charges us with desiring to pay our national 
Obligations with 46-cent dollars. 


| merits. 


Mr. Speaker, this statement is untrue. There never has been 
and there never will be an American standard silver dollar that 
is not and will not be worth just as much as an American gold 
dollar. There is not a market in the world where the American 
standard silver dollar is not just as good as gold, and, as Secretary 
of State Sherman, then a Senator from the State of Ohio, said— 
and I quote his language— 

The silver dollar is as good as goid, not because it is redeemable in gold, 
but because it will buy our products. 

The gentleman from Maine says he is a “‘ scientific bimetallist,” 
and I suppose he means he is the kind that Sherman described on 
the floor of the Senate on the 13th day of January, 1891, when he 
said: 

There are two theories on this subject [coinage of gold and silver]. One 
of them is, first, a limit to the coinage of the cheaper metal [silver] and its 
redemption at par with the dearer metal [gold]. That is bimetallism as I 
understand it. That is what I call bimetallism. 

This, Mr. Speaker, is what the President and the members of 
his party upon this floor, when they vote against the Teller reso- 
lution, will say to the world—they favor the single gold standard, 
pure and simple. From this decision the real bimetallist, those of 
us who believe in the free and unlimited coinage of both gold and 
silver at a fixed ratio by the mints of the United States, independ- 
ent of the action of any other nation. appeal to that great tribunal, 
the voters of the United States. The battle between the advo- 
cates of the gold standard and those who favor the free and unlim- 
ited coinage of both gold and silver without any diverting issues 
will now be fought to a finish, McKinley and Hannaism standing 
for the gold standard, Bryan and Democracy standing for bimeta!- 
lism. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 
side occupy some of their time now? 

Mr. PAYNE. Iyield five minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania |Mr. Grow}. 

Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee. Before the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania proceeds, I should like to ask permission to extend my 
remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER protempore. 
by the rule. 

Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee. 
will be no mistake about it. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. Thatleavehas been given already. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Speaker, in fair business transactions it is 
recognized everywhere that the citizen in paying his debts has the 
choice of legal tenders in which to pay them if there is more than 
one; but whoever makes leral tenders, if there is more than one, 
must pay its creditor whatever legal tender the creditor demands, 
if he would act in good faith and business fairness. The Govern- 
ment to-day makes the legal tender for the payment of debts. 

Unless the creditor of the Government has the choice of legal 
tenders in which to receive his pay, the Government could make 
a legal tender which was worthless with which to pay its debts, 
while there might be a perfectly good legal tender. Would any- 
body claim that to be an honest and a fair, business-like trans- 
action? England, France, and Germany, and other nations that 
pay their expenses and debis through banks, like the Bank of 
England, the Bank of France, and the Bank of Germany, send 
their creditors to the banks for payment: and when the creditor 
of the Government goes to the bank for his pay, the bank has the 
same option as a citizen, and pays in any legal tender it prefers. 

Our creditors must come to the Treasury of the United States, 
which is itself the debtor, for their pay, whether they are bond- 
holders, pensioners, laborers, or whoever they may be. Our cred- 
itors, in fair dealing and good faith, have the choice of legal tenders 
for the payment of their debts, for the debtor in this case makes 
the legal tender. Otherwise the Government has nothing to do 
except to repeal the law which pledged the Government to keep 
all of its promises equal to gold, so that all our currency, our 
gold and silver and paper, would then stand upon their own 
Then it could go into the marketand buy 44 cents’ worth 


Will gentlemen on the other 


Thatleave has already been given 


I want to ask it now so that there 


| of silver, take it to the mint, have it stamped $1, and with that 


kind of dollars pay its debts. Does anyone claim that would be 
fair and honest dealing with its creditors? 
The good faith and honor of the nation, the day that was done, 


| would fall in the markets of the world, and we should have no 


new bonds bearing 3 per cent interest. The pledge of the Govern- 
ment to pay its debt incoin was madein theact of February, i862, 
when the first 5-20 bonds were authorized and the first greenbacks 
were issued. The Government pledged itself to collect the duties 
on foreign imports in coin, and the duties so collected were to be 
set apart in a special fund to be used, first, to pay the interest on 
the public debt; second, to pay 1 per cent annually of the national 
debt until it was paid. 

That was the pledge of the Government to pay its entire debt 
in coin, when the question was between coin and paper. 

And yet the Greenback party, that sprang into existence twenty 
years ago, more powerful then than is the Populist party to-day, 
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claimed that the Government could in honor and good faith pay 
its debts in greenbacks. So it could, if the doctrine is right that 
the Government has the option in legal tenders for paying its 
creditors. The 5-20 bonds read on their face so many dollars, 
without any designation as to the kind of dollars. The Green- 
backers claimed then, as the advocates of this resolution claim 
to-day, that it would not be bad faith for the Government to pay 
in any kind of legal-tender dollars. If that is correct, then all 
the Government need do is to set engravers and printing presses 
at work and buy paper enough and — the promises of the 
Government and pay the national debt in such legal-tender 
promises. 

If the debtor makes the legal tender, he mustallow his creditors 
to select the legal tender, if there is more than one. Otherwise 
the Government not only disparages its own legal tender, but it 
plays the dishonest part of the bunco steerer in taking a man’s 
property and paying him back with nothing. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] That is what is proposed by this concurrent 
resolution. If it means anything, it means just that. If the 
Government can pay its bonds in silver at 44 cents on a dollar 
because it is legal tender, it can pay them in paper at nothing on 
the dollar. And that is called honest and fair dealing! [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, [ yield two minutes to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. BrumM]. 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Speaker, I should like at this point, before 
saying anything, to ascertain whether this resolution can be 
amended at any time before the vote is taken? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Lacey). The Chair thinks 
not, under the rule of the House. 

Mr. BRUMM. ThenI want to say that I would have voted for 
this resolution if this second clause could have been stricken out. 
The first clause, I think, will answer every purpose that is necessary 
to express the thought that all obligations of the Government 
should be redeemable in coin, whether gold or silver. Had you 
stopped here, I would cheerfully have voted for it; but the second 
clause, if read properly, would read as follows: . 

And that to restore free coinage is not in violation of the public faith nor 
in derogution of the rights of the public creditor. 

Had I had any doubts upon this subject from the mere reading 
of the resolution, all doubts would have been dispelled by the de- 
bates on this floor, showing that under cover you are attempting 
to commit all who vote for this resolution to the free and unlim- 
ited coinage of silver at 16 to 1 under the present disparity of the 
two metals. This I am opposed to, and will therefore vote against 
this resolution. [Applause. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I hope the gentleman will yield further time 
on that side. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 
colleague [Mr. Barrp]. 

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, during the brief time that I have 
been a member of this House I have been amused and disgusted 
with the arrogance of the gentlemen upon the other side of the 
Chamber, who seem to assume that they are the special guardians 
of the national honor and have a monopoly of all the political in- 
tegrity and sincerity in the land. 

This debate has demonstrated the fact that their idea of ‘‘na- 
tional honor” is one which fully coincides with the interests of 
the bond-holding classes of the country, without any regard to 
the interests and welfare of the people who produce the wealth 
and pay the taxes. I yield tono man in my jealous regard for 
the honor of our common country, but if to abjectly surrender to 
the great moneyed oligarchy of the city of New York is an evi- 
dence of devotion to the cause of ‘‘ national honor,” I shall cer- 
tainly be found lacking in this requisite, and before I resume my 
seat I think I can plainly show that the cry of ‘‘ national honor” 
is as false and hypocritical as their assumption of political integ- 
rity and consistency. The resolution which is now under discus- 
sion is as follows: 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 22. 


Whereas by the act entitled ‘An act to strengthen the public credit,” ap- 
roved March 18, 1869, it was provided and declared that the faith of the 
nited States was thereby solemnly pledged to the payment, in coin or its 

equivalent, of all the interest-bearing obligations of the United States, except 
in cases where the law authorizing the issue of such obligations had expressly 
provided that the same might be paid in lawful money or other currency than 
gold and silver; and 

Whereas all the bonds of the United States authorized to be issued by the 

act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt,” a 
proved July 14, 1870, by the terms of said act were declared to be redeemable 
in @oin of the then present standard value, bearing interest payable semian- 
hually in such coin; and 

Whereas all bonds of the United States authorized to be issued under 

the act entitled “An act to provide for the resumption of specie payments,” 
approved January 14, 1875, are required to be of the description of bonds of 
the United States described in the said act of ee yee approved July 14, 
1870, entitled “An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt;” and 
Whereas at the date of the passageof said act of Congress last aforesaid 
to wit, the 14th day of July, 1870, the coin of the United States of standard 
value of that date included silver dollars of the weight of 412} grains each, 
declared by the act vee January 18, 1837, entitled “An act supplement- 
ary to the act entitled ‘An act establishing a mint and regulating the coins of 
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the United States,’” to be a legal tender of payment, according to their 
nominal value, for any sums whatever: Th 


erefore, 
Resolved the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring therei 
That all the Le >be ~ 


nds of the United States issued, or authorized to issued 
under the said acts of Congress hereinbefore recited are payable, principal 
and interest, at the option of the Government of the United States, in silver 
dollars of the c e of the United States containing 412} grains each of 
standard silver; and that to restore to its coinage such silver coins as a legal 
tender in payment of said bonds, principal and interest, is not in violation of 
the public faith nor in derogation of the rights of the public creditor. 

It is difficult to understand why any man of patriotism and in- 
telligence could find any objection either in law or morals to the 
passage of this resolution. If the resolution presented a proposi- 
tion to change the form of the bond in any material particular or 
to take any right from the owner of the bonds which he now has, 
it would be open to criticism and perhaps condemnation, but 
under this resolution the bonds are left intact and the rights of 
the public creditors are left unimpaired. 

AMOUNT OF PUBLIC DEBT. 


According to the last report of the Treasurer of the United 
States, the interest-bearing debt of the United States consisted of 
$847,365,130, exclusive of the Pacific Railroad bonds. These are 
also substantially the figures as given by President McKinley in 
his annual message sent to Congress at this session. The items of 
this debt are as follows: 





: Rate of : Amount out- 
Title. interest.| When payable. standing. 
Per cent. 
Funded loan of 1891 .............-- 2 ee of United $25, 364, 500 
States. 
Funded loan of 1907 ...........-.-. 4] July 1, 1907. ...... 559, 640, 100 
Refunding certificates............ 4 | Convertible ..... 45, 130 
TE ri nce cinco eke waladiien 5 | Feb. 1, 1904_...... 100, 000, 000 
RAE ea Kaien bares onkacmacen 4) Feb. 1, 1925....... 162, 315, 400 
Winks bindcnpaheceensbdaeghckainid puldibaudabeadanioe aie 847, 365, 130 


All of these bonds were issued under the authority of the acts 
of Congress mentioned in the preamble to this resolution, and 
each and every bond recites on its face that it ‘‘is redeemable in 
coin of the standard value of the United States on said July 14, 
1870.” This is a fact which no well-informed person will deny, 
and it therefore becomes pertinent to inquire as to what was 
**coin of standard value” at the time mentioned. 

In 1870 the silver dollar of 412} grains of standard silver was 
one of the standard coins of the United States. At that tiime the 
mints of the country were open to the coinage of silver and gold 
upon terms of equality, and no man had ever doubted that the 
word ‘‘ coin” included silver as well as gold. 

The creditor knew it, and at that time was perfectly willing 
that his contract should call for coin, and did not insist on in- 
serting ‘‘gold coin” in the body of the obligation. 

The first act referred to in the resolution is brief, and I will 
insert it here: 


Act of March 18, 1869, to strengthen the public credit. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 


States of America in Congress assembled, That in order to remove any doubt 


as to the purpose of the Government to discharge all just obligations to the 
public creditors, and to settle conflicting questions and interpretations of 
the laws by virtue of which such ob tions have been contracted, it is 
hereby provided and declared that the faith of the United Statesis solemnly 

ledged to the payment in coin or its equivalent of all the obligations of the 

nited States not bearing interest, known as United States notes, and of all 
the interest-bearing aes of the United States, except in cases where 
the law authorizing the issue of any such obligation has expressly provided 
that the same may be paid in lawful money or other currency than gold and 
silver. But none of said interest-bearing obligations not already due shall be 
redeemed or paid before maturity unless at such time United States notes 
shall be convertible into coin at the oo of the holder, or unless at such 
time bonds of the United States bearing a lower rate of interest than the 
bonds to be redeemed can be sold at par incoin. And the United States also 
solemnly pledges its faith to make —— at the earliest practicable period 
for the redemption of the United States notes in coin. 

The language of this act Clearly demonstrates the fact that 
“‘coin” meant both ‘‘gold and silver,” for both terms are used in 
different parts of the act to express the same thing. This Govern- 
ment has never issued a bond made payable in gold, and the only 
effort made to induce Congress to authorize the issuance of gold 
bonds was promptly defeated, as it should have been. We aro 
then confronted with this remarkable situation, that the option 
which the Government has to pay its obligations in either gold or 
silver is not denied, = this resolution, which a declares that 
to be the law, is to be ruthlessly crucified by a Republican ma- 
jority on this floor. 

The arguments used by our friends the enemy are the same 
which they have used for years in every discussion of the finan- 
cial question. On account of their high regard for the “‘ national 
honor,” they refuse to declare that we have the right to pa our 
obligations in what they term ‘‘dishonest dollars” and chased 
currency, and we who are in favor of Paving our indebtedness ac- 
cording tothe termsof the contract are denounced as ‘‘ repudiators.” 
It is not right, according to their contention, that the creditor 
should be forced to accept payment in so-called 50-cent dollars. 
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The charge that we are repudiators is as false as it is foolish. 
To assert that the great political organization which has existed 


in this country since the foundation of the Government and con- | 


tains in its ranks to-day 6,000,000 voters of the Union is the party 
of repudiation is to utter a statement which no man of intelligence 
and integrity will believe. 

The Democratic party has ever stood for honest money and a 
faithful performance of every duty and obligation of the Govern- 
ment; but it stands to-day, as it always has, as the defender and 
protector of the rights of the masses of the people against the 
encroachments of organized greed and the despotism of the money 
power of the world. I am proud to own allegiance to that party, 
and the senseless cry of ‘‘ repudiation ” can not swerve me from 
the performance of a plain duty. 

If it is repudiation to pay our bonds in silver at this time, it was 
repudiation to pay them in silver in 1878, when the bullion value 
of a silver dollar was less than 90 cents. 

But it will be remembered that when the Stanley Matthews reso- 
lution, of which the present resolution is an exact copy, was passed 
by both Houses of Congress in 1878, President McKinley, who was 
then a member of this House, spoke and voted for the resolution, 
and every Republican to-day who is echoing the Wall street cry 
of ‘‘repudiation” voted for it, if they were members of Congress 
at that time. 

No, we are not repudiationists, and do not desire the payment 
of public obligations in 50-cent dollars. There is nosuch thing in 
the American Republic as a 50-cent dollar. 

It is true that the bullion value of the silver dollar is only about 
50 cents, but I desire to call the attention of this House to the fact 
that every silver dollar coined by the Government is a full legal 
tender for all debts, public and private, and a silver dollar will 
purchase as much labor as the gold dollar. 

We believe that if the mints are reopened to the free coinage of 
silver upon terms of equality with gold, that the commercial 
value will speedily equal the coinage value. It is unfair and un- 
just to compare the present bullion value of silver with that of 
gold, without taking into consideration the disgraceful fact that 
this country discriminates against the former in favor of the lat- 
ter: treats silver as a commodity and gold as a money metal. 

Up to 1873, when the standard silver dollar was dropped from 
coinage by the United States, there had never been a time when 
the bullion value of silver was not equal to its coinage value, but 
when this great blunder and crime against civilization was per- 
petrated, silver began to decline as compared with gold, and to- 
day, as the result of this unjust legislation, the price of silver as 
computed in gold is only about 50 per cent of what it was in 1873. 
To substantiate this proposition I will insert a table giving the 
bullion value of the silver dollar from 1850 to 1896. 


Bullion value of 871) grains of pure silver at the annual average price of sil- 
ver each year from 1850 to 1896. 


[Prepared by the Director of the Mint.] 























\Bullion| » Bullion! iBullion'| +,... |Bullion 
Year. | value. Year | value. | Year. | value. || Year. | value. 
} . eos atta a oe aetna atl ” 
a $1.018 1882.......| $1.041 || 1874....... $0. 988 1586 ......| $0. 769 
aie 1.084 || 1863.......) 1.040 C a hee 8 76 
I Sncseinnis 1.025 || 1864. ...... 1.040 |] 1876....... ~894 || 1888 __.._- | (937 
Bh ccstiek 1.042 |] 1865. ...... 1.035 || 1877.......| .929 |} 1880 ...... 723 
initasiety a 1. 042 a) 1.086 || 1878....... . 891 || 1890 ...... 809 
a 1.059 6 1.087 || 1879....... . 868 || 1891 ...... i64 
ae 1.039 1.025 || 1880.......] .886 || 1892 __.._- 673 
1857........| 1.046 |] 1860.......] 1.024 |] 1881....... 880 || 1898 ...... 603 
TER pina 1.039 || 1870.......] 1.027 || 1882.......| .878 || 1804-..... 491 
Diccaccosst Ieee. D iitisneccot 1.025 || 1883....... - 868 |; 1805 ...... . 506 
1860.272-22-| 1-045 || 1872-772---] 1.028 |] 1884-72--7-] 861 || 1896 “(six 
Wictensis 1.081 || 1873.......) 1.004 || 1885....... |} months) 528 


A perusal of this table will convince any reasonable man that 
silver was not demonetized because it was a debased currency, 
but that on account of unjust legislation the gold value of silver 
has steadily declined since it has been deprived of tho right of 
mintage, and the country has been placed upon the gold standard. 
We contend that the price of silver has not fallen except when 
computed in its gold value, and that value has been imparted to 
gold by legislation. 

Silver bullion to-day will buy as much of the product of human 
labor as it ever did, and the gold dollar will buy twice as much. 
Instead of silver falling, gold has risen; and, because of this fact, 
the bondhoiders and their special champions, the Republican 
party, demand that the bonds of the United States be paid in that 
currency, which has increased nearly 100 per cent in purchasing 
power since the issuance of the original bonds. The Democratic 
party maintains that the Government still has the option, which 
—e never surrender, of paying its bonds in either gold or 
silver. 

We protest against the unpatriotic efforts of the Republican 
majority in recognizing the right of the bondholder to demand 
payment in the dearest money, which daily increases in value, 
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and denounce as extortion the claim that these bonds should be 
paid in gold and gold alone. 

John Sherman, the leading Republican financial light, de- 
nounced the same attempt as extortion, and his views were in- 
dorsed by his party at that time; but since then that party has 
degenerated from a party of real bimetallism to the parity of 
the single gold standard. 

Upon this great question the Republican party has been as insin- 
cere, inconsistent, and hypocritical as it has proven itself on all 
other important issues. 

The promise made at St. Louis to the American people to pro 
mote international bimetallism nas been shamelessly broken. 

President McKinley, while posing as a friend of bimetallism, 
and while the international bimetallic commi: 
men appointed by him, were in Europe urging upon England and 
the continental powers to join us in an effort to restore bimetal- 
lism, his Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Gage, was preparing a 
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| bill which was subsequently introduced in this House, the first 


purpose of which was to establish more firmly the single gold 
standard in the United States. The mask has been torn off and 
the Republican party and the Administration have ceased mas- 
querading as international bimetallists and are now the fast-and- 
loose advocates of the gold standard. 

The plank in the St. Louis platform, declaring for the inde- 
pendence of the struggling patriots in Cuba, has been completely 
ignored, and the ante-election patriotism of Republican orators 
has been quenched at the command of those who are interested in 
Spanish bonds and securities. 

Your promise to restore prosperity to the people of every sec- 
tion was an idle boast when you madeit; and the tariff bill, which 
you claimed would accomplish this end, has caused strikes and 
discontent in the East, and has certainly not brought prosperity 
to the great agricultural region of the South. 

The district which I have the honor to represent is almost en- 
tirely an agricultural one, and our chief staple production is cot- 
ton. You gentlemen on the other side may shout ‘‘ prosperity has 
come” with as much vigor as your lung power will permit, but 
you can not convince the man who is selling his cotton below the 
cost of production that prosperity has come to him. Under the 
gold standard and a high protective tariff, the twin fetiches of 
Republican ignorance and greed, the Southern cotton planter is 
between the upper and nether millstones of legislative oppression— 
by the one the value of his product is decreased, and by the other 
the articles which he must necessarily buy are increased in price 

The people of this country are becoming tired of patriots with 
out any patriotism. They are sick of the brand of ‘‘ prosperity 
which does not prosper, and they can no longer be deceived with 
that species of bimetallism which means the perpetuation of the 
gold standard. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, I desire to yield 
twenty minutes to my colleague [Mr. McCLELLAN], and ask that 
he be recognized to dispose of it in such manner as he chooses. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. Speaker, I will thank the Chair if he 
will call my attention when I shall have consumed nine minutes, 
as I have promised to yield the balance. 

Mr. Speaker, I can not understand how this resolution is capa- 
ble of misinterpretation, and yet it has been misinterpreted both 
on this floor and on the floor of the Senate. It contains a plain 
statement or declaration of existing law; no more, no less. Its 


r requires 


opponents concede this, but insist that the national hon 
even the mosi 


that the law be administered in a manner which 
liberal interpretation of its language does not permit, that while 
we have the legal right to redeem our coin bonds in coin—that is 
in either gold or silver at the option of the Government—its oppo- 
nents insist that good faith requires that we shall always redeem 
them in gold, and in gold only. 

The act of March 18, 1869, known as the ‘‘act to strengthen the 
public credit,” pledged the faith of tho United States to pay 
ment in coin or its equivalent of all its interest-bearing obliga- 
tions. There was no claim then that the faith of the United States 
was pledged to pay these obligations in gold. The refunding act 
of July 14, 1870, provided that the bonds whose issue it authorized 
were ‘‘redeemable in coin of the present standard of value,” not 
coin of the market value of some future date, but in coin of tho 
standard of value of July 14, 1870, the purpose being the protec- 
tion of the bondholders against any possible change in the stand- 
ard by future legislation. 

Again the word gold is conspicuous by its absence. The bonds 
are payable in coin, in either gold or silver coin, of the then stand 
ard of value, nor was it claimed at that time, either directly or 
indirectly, that the word coin meant goldand gold only. The act 
of January 14, 1875, known as the ‘“‘act for the resumption of 
specie payments,” in order to carry out its provisions, authorized 
the Secretary of the Treasury to issue bonds such as are described 
in the act of July 14, 1870, not gold bonds, but coin bonds, redeem- 
able in either gold or silver, of the standard of value of July 
14, 1870. 
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Three years later the Stanley Matthews resolution, of which the 
resolution under consideration is an exact copy, was introduced 
in the Senate and passed that body January 25, 1878, by a vote of 
43 to 22. It passed the House unamended January 28, 1878, by a 
vote of 189to 79. There can certainly have been no doubt at that 
time of the meaning of the word coin. Congress solemnly de- 
clared by an overwhelming majority of both Houses that the 
bonds of the United States were payable in gold or silver, at the 
option of the Government, and not in that metal only which the 
creditor might see fit to demand. 

From that day to this none of the statutes to which I have re- 
ferred have been either repealed or amended, and yet it is insisted 
that the reaffirmation of the law would be a breach of good faith 
on the part of the nation to its creditors. 

Certainly as recently as 1895 the business community of this 
country did not seriously question the right of the Government 
to pay its bonds in either gold or silver at its option. A discus- 
sion of the merits or of the demerits of the so-called ‘‘ bond deal” 
would be foreign to the subject. 

I will only cail attention to certain facts connected with it. On 
February 8, 1895, the then President of the United States sent a 
message to the Congress in which he stated that he had arranged 
for an issue of bonds for the replenishment of the gold reserve; 
that the bonds to be issued were those authorized by the act of 
January 14, 1875, bearing interest at 4 per cent, payable in coin 
thirty years after date, to be sold at 104}, to the amount of a little 
less than $62,400,000, and to be issued for the ptrchase of gold 
coin amounting to about $65,000,000. 

He stated that the privilege was reserved to the Government by 
the terms of his agreement with the so-called ‘‘ bond syndicate” 
of substituting within ten days gold 3 per cent bonds at par for 
the 4 per cent coin bonds authorized by the act of January 14, 
1875, if Congress would in the meantime so amend the law as to 
permit the issue of bonds payablein gold. He further stated that 
the substitution of 3 per cent gold bonds for 4 per cent coin bonds 
would result in an annual saving to the Government of $539,159, 
or for the thirty years the bonds were to run of $16,174,770. 

It can scarcely be supposed that the gentlemen composing the 
bond syndicate were so guileless or so generous as to be willing to 
forego $16,000,000 of interest if they for one moment supposed that 
the Government had not the right to redeem its coin bonds in 
either gold or silver at its option. The gentlemen who composed 
the bond syndicate ate not sentimentalists; they are shrewd, hard- 
headed business men. They knew, and know, that the word coin 
means gold and silver coin and not gold coin only. If they had 
for one moment thought otherwise; if they had believed that the 
word coin means gold only, they would certainly not have offered 
to pay $16,000,000 for the mere substitution of one word for an- 
other now said to be of exactly the same meaning. 

Despite this offer of $16,000,000, despite the recommendation of 
the President, Congress emphatically declined, at a cost of $16,000,- 
000, to substitute the word “‘ gold” for the word ‘‘ coin” —emphati- 
cally declined to change the policy of the country in reference to its 
bond issues or to deprive the Secretary of the Treasury of the option 
of redeeming the bonds in either gold or silver. 

I am unaware that anything has occurred during the last three 
years to change the law. It stands to-day as it stood then—un- 
changed and unaltered. Every bond of the United States is an 
express contract to pay the creditor a certain sum of money in coin 
of the designated weight and fineness. The creditor has assumed 
whatever risk there may be in giving the debtor the option of 
selecting the kind of coin in which the debt is to be paid. 

If any agent of the Government has either by his acts or words 
attempted to alter the terms of the contract, his action has been 
ultra vires and is not binding upon the Government. 

This resolution does not deprive the Secretary of the Treasury 
of the right to redeemm our bonds in gold; it contains no provision 
that prevents his doing in this respect what he is doing to-day. 
But it does seek to prevent his attempting to alter or distort ex- 
isting law—to prevent his attempting to obligate the United States 
for all time to come to payits coin bonds in gold and in gold only. 

I believe that the United States must maintain its credit at all 
costs, that it must meet its obligations and perform its contracts 
with scrupulous honesty, but I also believe that there are two par- 
ties toa contract, and that the advantage should not be all on one 
side. Our bonds are payable in coin of the standard of value of 
July 14, 1870, of gold or of silver, at the option of the Government, 
and no unauthorized act of any of its agents can make them pay- 

ble in gold alone. Our creditors have taken our bonds knowing 

nis to be the case, nor can they justly insist that the enforcement 
of the terms of the contract by the Government would be an act 
of bad faith. It is timely, it is right, to remind them of this, and 
to remind the agents of the Government that they have no power 
to alter existing law. [Loud applause on the Democratic side. } 

I yield two minutes of my time to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. FirzGrRaLp}. 
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Mr. QUIGG. Will the gentleman allow a question? é 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I have not time to yield. As the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts is not present, I yield five minutes to my 
colleague ae SULZER]. 

Mr. QUIGG. Will that gentleman from New York yield fora 
question? 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, owing to the limited time at my 
disposal it will be impossible for me to discuss the important ques- 
tion now before the House to the extent that I should like to, and 
hence I shall have to be brief and to the point. 

At the very outset let me say that it is a matter of sincere re- 
gretto me, as it must also be to other members, that we can not have 
ample and sufficient time to properly deliberate and debate this 
all-important question—the greatest question, in my judgment, 
now agitating the American people—and beyond doubt the para- 
mount issue to-day in American politics. The question of the 
money of the people is an issue that will live and will not down 
until it is finally settled, and settled right, in the interest of all the 
people and not for the benefit of the few.’ 

On this question of currency reform my position is well known. 
I stand now where I always stood, squarely on the Chicago plat- 
form of the great Democratic party. I have taken my place on the 
side of the masses, the toilers, the producers, the taxpayers, and 
the yeomanry of the land, and as Jong as I am in public life I shall 
fight for their rights and champion their cause, confident they are 
ri — their cause is just, and that ultimately it must and will 
prevail. 

The more I study this question the more I am convinced that 
the position of the Republican party on the financial issue is un- 
tenable, and that its advocacy for the single gold standard must 
give way to the inexorable mandate of the Constitution and the 
triumph of national bimetallism as the true policy of the Gov- 
ernment. 

This resolution which we now have under consideration passed 
the Senate last Friday afternoon by the decisive vote of 47 to 32. 
Saturday it was referred in this House to the Ways and Means 
Committee. To-day is Monday, and I am informed the Committee 
on Ways and Means hastily metthis morning and by astrict party 
vote agreed to the report which was submitted by the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] when the House to-day convened. 
Then followed, in accordance, no doubt, with a prearranged plan, 
the report of the Committee on Rules limiting the debate on the 
question to5o’clock this afternoon, when the previous question 
== be ordered and a vote for or against the resolution will be 
taken. 

This plan of procedure gives the House of Representatives about 
four hours’ time to discuss this very important subject. This is 
indeed hasty legislation, and against the best interests of the peo- 
ple. Why, it will be asked, this undue haste? Why railroad this 
resolution to its grave in this precipitous, unseemly, and unpar- 
liamentary way? For answer we respectfully suggest that you 
ask the Speaker of this House. Under his autocratic rule and 
tyrannical procedure the House of Representatives is no longer a 
deliberative body. 

The Senate discussed this question for weeks. But here in the 
House of Representatives, under the whip and spur of the Speaker, 
who owns you Republicans, controls you, and dominates you likeso 
many automatons, this very important resolution is to be stran- 
gied to death in a few hours, discussion suppressed, and every 
right of free speech trampled on and the prerogatives of members 
ruthlessly violated. 

This high-handed proceeding is an outrage on the people, a cur- 
tailment of our rights as Representatives, a gross abuse of power, 
an insult to the Senate, and for one I desire to enter againstit my 
emphatic protest. 

If this kind of revolutionary procedure continues in the House 
of Representatives, free government will soon become a farce and 
our institutions a langhing-stock. 

The majority in this House have surrendered all their rights, 
privileges, and prerogatives to the Speaker. He has you bound 
and gagged. His will alone prevails. He is the House of Repre- 
sentatives. No bill or resolution can pass unless he approves it 
and sanctions it. What he opposes is suppressed and killed, and 
that is the end of it. It is a sad commentary on the dignity of 
this House and on our manhood. I wonder how much longer it 
will last? 

How much longer will the members of this House submit to it? 

Let me say right here in regard to this resolution that there is 
nothing new or startling about it. Some people may think soand 
say so, but that does not makeitso. It is merely a reaffirmation 
of existing law. This same resolution passed Congress in 1878 by 
an almost unanimous vote and received the approval of a Repub- 
lican President. Nearly every Republican now in Congress and 
who was in Congress then voted for it. Mr. William McKinley 
was one of the Republicans who voted for it as a member of this 
House in 1878, 
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It is the law of the land to-day and has been for twenty years, 
and you all knowit. The only new and startling thing in con- 
nection with the matter is the present Republican aversion to it, 
their complete change of front on it, and their determination to 
vote against it. 

There is not in this House a Republican who dares deny it is the 
law of the land, and yet you oppose the reaffirmation of it by the 
passage of this resolution. This is indeed consistency! Why, if 
you are opposed to it, do you not be fair, manly, and honest and 
vote to repeal it? You know you dare not do that, and yet you 
sullenly vote down an identical resolution which is nothing more 
nor less than a redeclaration of fixed governmental policy. 

It has been asked by gentlemen on the other side why the neces- 
sity for the passage of this resolution, if it is merely a reaffirmation 
of existing law. We answer, first, to make you show your true 
colors and take off the mask of false pretense and hypocrisy you 
have been wearing to deceive the people; secondly, to put you on 
record, so that your constituents and the taxpayers will know you 
as you are; and, thirdly, to declare to all the world anew and 
again the true financial policy of this Government in regard to 
this question. 

That, to my mind, is the object and the sole object of this reso- 
lution. If you Republicans now vote against it you stultify your- 
selves, go back on your word, and repudiate your promises to the 
people. If you now vote against it, which no doubt you intend 
to, you will have something to explain to the taxpayers and your 
constituents next fall. 

As I said before, this identical resolution passed Congress in 1878 
by a practically unanimous vote. Democrats and Republicans 
voted for it, as the record will show. It was then called, and is 
now called, the Stanley Matthews resolution, because that gentle- 
man, being then a Senator from the State of Ohio, introduced it 
in the United States Senate, It is the unquestioned law of the 
country, and never has been attacked, misunderstood, or criticised 
until to-day. 

It affects every taxpayer and every citizen in the land now and 
for years to come, and yet the Republicansin this House are about 
to change front on this vital question, stultify their records, and 
violate their pledges. 

This resolution, this law, will affect generations yet unborn, 
and yet the Republicans in this House treat it with contempt, 
denounce it, and hurl against it their choicest anathemas. 

The position you gentlemen occupy on this resolution before the 
people of the country to-day is an unenviable one. Why do you 
stultify yourselves? What has compelled you to go back on your 
record? What power, whatinfluence, has compelled you to change 
front on this great question, affecting as it does all the people of 
the land? I will tell you. It is the money power. The bondhold- 
ers and their agents, the trusts, the syndicates, and the plutocrats. 
They are opposed to the repassage of thisresolution. They are in 
favor of changing the contract so that they shall hold the option 
instead of the Government. They would commit treason against 
the Government in order to gain an advantage over the people. 

The Republican party to-day is the mere agent of the money 
trust, na in every department of the Government carries out its 
wishes and registers and records its decrees. 

It must be apparent to the least observing citizen that Presi- 
dent McKinley is the absolute slave of the money power. He is 
doing all he can to-day by virtue of his position to make the rich 
richer and the poor poorer. He is doing all he can to permanently 
fasten on the American people the British single gold standard. 
He is doing all he can to give the bondholder and the creditor an 
undue and an unjust advantage over the taxpayer and the debtor. 

Every bonded obligation of the Government outstanding to-day, 
as is well known, is payable in coin, and coin means, as is also 
well known, gold or silver, at the option of the Government. The 
Government has the option, and the Government can exercise it 
whenever it will. The President and his party by the defeat of 
this resolution desire to take this option away from the Govern- 
ment and give it-to the creditor, the bondholder, so that the 
creditor can always demand the payment of the bond in gold. 
This new policy of the Republican party is in violation of the ex- 
pressed terms of the contract. 
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bonds which were sold for very much less than their face value. 
During the last Administration the Government issued coin bonds 
and sacrificed $16,000,000 for the privilege of making them payable 
in gold or silver, at the option of the Government. 

The Government has always reserved the option, and in order 
to make it clear to all the world the Stanley Matthews resolution 
was passed in 1878, 

The Republican party now apparently seem to desire to take 
this option from the Government and give it to the bondholder. 
Your defeat of the repassage of this resolution can be interpreted 
in no other way. It is an outrage on the taxpayers and puts the 
Republican party on record in favor of repudiation. You prac- 
tically favor repudiating a part of the bond by changing the 
terms of the contract. 

We denounce your action and warn you that the people will 
never subinit to such a surrender of their rights. We will pay 
the bondholders the same money they paid the Government for 
the bonds. No denunciation of the money power will deter us 
from doing our duty. As John Sherman once said: 

The bondholder can only demand the kind of money he paid, as stipulated 
in the bond, and he is a repudiator and extortioner to demand more valuable 
money than he gave. 

We stand by the terms of the contract. That is all the Demo- 
cratic party wants to do, and it will resist with all its power any 
effort on the part of the Republican party to do anything con- 
trary. On this question the Democratic party stands on the side 
of the people and demands absolute fair piay for the debtor as well 
as exact justice for the creditor. The Republican party has taken 
its stand on the side of the money lender and the bondholder and 
is to-day doing all it can to give them an unfair and an undue ad- 
vantage. This outrageous policy of the Republican party, if con- 
tinued and successfully carried out, would mean the gradual en- 
slavement of the masses and would be the most gigantic crime 
against humanity and the ages yet to come that the mind of man 
can conceive. 

Let the people study this question for themselves and be pre- 
pared to guard their own interests and defend their own rights. 

What is the true significance of this remarkable action to-day on 
the partof the Republican party? It means, if it means anything, 
that the Republican party is finally and unalterably committed 
to the single gold standard. It means, just as Mr. Gage, the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, said a short time ago, ‘‘ to commit the coun- 
try more thoroughly to the single gold standard;” to still further 
oppress the poor; to rob the debtor still more for the benefit of 
the creditor; to take from the many for the benefit of the few. 
This is and has been for years the gradual and undeviating policy 
of the Republican party. 

There is no doubt, and never has been any doubt, as to where 
Mr. Gage stands on the financial question. He is and always has 
been for the single gold standard. Heisa banker, and he is work- 
ing in the interest of the bankers. President McKinley has now 
joined him, and they are now in complete accord. 

At the Waldorf-Astoria plutocratic banquet the other night in 
the city of New York, given by the bondholders of the Govern- 
ment and the beneficiaries of the Dingley tariff law, the President 
threw off the mask of hypocrisy, bade farewell forever to the elu- 
sive hopes of international bimetallism, and the will-o’-the-wisp 
of reciprocal help from foreign powers, and came out boldly for 
a permanent continuance of the single gold standard. He now 
stands on the same platform with his Secretary of the Treasury. 

To do this he is compelled to repudiate his record in Congress, 
where, on November 5, 1877, he voted for and advocated the free 
and unlimited coinage of gold and silver at the legal ratio of 16 te 
1 without waiting for the consent of any other nation on earth. 
Was he an honest man then? And again. in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, January 29, 1878, William Mckinley, of Ohio, * vot 
to pay the bonds of the United States, principal and interest, in 
16 to 1 silver dollars, and that to restore to its coinage such silver 
coins as legal tender in payment of said bonds, principal and in- 
terest, is not in violation of the public faith nor in derogation of 
the rights of the public creditor.” 

Was he an honest man then? 
tion, word for word. 


That was this identical resolu- 
And again when he wrote to his constitu- 


It takes away the advantage now held by the Government and | ents in Ohio, saying he was, and always had been, for the free 


gives it to the holders of the bonds of the Government. 
policy is just as unfair, just as inequitable, and just as dishones 
to the people of our country as it would be for Congress to change 
the terms of the contract and pay the bonds held by the creditors 
of the nation in paper money. 

No one should find fault, no one should complain, if the contract 
is strictly lived up to and strictly carried out without advantage 
to either party. 

All bonds of the Government are payable in coin, and it is con- 
ceded by all that coin means gold or silver. The Government has 
never issued a bond payable in gold. If it had done so, it could 
have sold the bonds fora much greater price. Much of the bonded 
indebtedness now outstanding against the Government consists of 


Such a | and unlimited coinage of silver at 16 to1? Yes; t 


» noOW stand 
squarely with his Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Gage, for the 
single gold standard, the President must go back on his record in 
Congress, his letters to his friends and constituents, ! 
speeches, and all his campaign promis 
he honest then, or is he honest now? 
What a pitiful, what a sorrowful spectacle of financial hypoc- 


risy and inconsistency we behold in Mr. McKinley’s public record. 
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We know now where you Republicans stand. We welcome this 
issue, as we do all the other issues you have made for us by your 
faithless pledges and broken promises to the people. 

5S . s 


The issue is now clearly drawn between gold monometallism of 
the Republican party and bimetallism of Democracy, We meet 





= oe ae 


nom 


ee Cat aetna te i A Mit lan en RROD LR 
aah om cole 








1280 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





JANUARY 31, 





the issue with renewed courage, fresh hope, and manly hearts con- 
fident of the result. Every true friend of the people, every sin- 
cere bimetallist, must now fight under the banner of the Demo- 
cratic party. : s 

You have repudiated almost every plank in your national plat- 
form, and now you want to repudiate the law of the land and still 
further oppress the toilers and the taxpayers by a continuance of 
the single gold standard. 

The people and the taxpayers will answer next fall in no un- 
certain tones. And they will answer all things faithfully. 

The money power is insidious and works in a mysierious way 
its wonders to perform. Heretofore it has generally succeeded. 
The history of Republican financial legislation in this country for 
the past quarter of a century has been a series of secret and inex- 
plicable victories for the money power. How have they been 
gained? Search the records for an answer and you will find it 
not. Search the hearts of men who have betrayed their trust and 
the cause of the people and the answer will bring the blush of 
shame to the face of every patriot. 

Let me briefly recite the facts, which can not be successfully 
contradicted and which every man on the floor of this House 
knows. Ko Dah . 

The law providing for the free and unlimited coinage of gold 
and silver at the ratio of 16 to 1 was in force until the passage of 
the act of February 12, 1873 (Coinage Laws of the United States, 
page 36). This was an actof more than sixty sections for “‘ revis- 
ing and amending the laws relative to the mint; assay offices, and 
coinage of the United States,” and was in 1874 incorporated into 
the Revised Statutes of the United States (Coinage Laws of the 
United States, page 44). The act of 1873 omitted the silver dollar 
from the list of coins and made the gold dollar the unit of value. 

The silver dollar was demonetized. The single standard was 
substituted for the double standard; the unit, which, according 
to Jefferson and Hamilton, ‘‘must stand on both metals,” was 
made to stand on one only, and one metal was required to do the 
work as money previously done by two. The passage of this law 
was the crime of 1873. Its effect was not known by those who 
voted for the bill. It was done secretly and surreptitiously. No 
one who will read the record can possibly escape that conclusion. 

This gigantic crime against the people was committed, as most 
heinous crimes are, secretly. 

The report of the United States Monetary Commission of 1876 
refers to the enactment of this law in the following words, to be 
found on page 89: 

In no section of the act was it specifically pointed out or referred to that 
the effect of the act was to change the standard of values from gold and sil- 
ver to gold alone. The title of the act, instead of containing any intimation 
of the change made in the standard of values, was “An act revising and 
amending the laws relative to the mints, assay offices, and coinage of the 
United States.” 

As comprehensive a title as this would have been required for 
an act making some insignificant change in the nickel coinage or 
in the mode of purchasing chemicals used in assaying. 

The act when passed was not read except by title, and it is notorious that 
this transcendent change in the money system of the country, affecting the 
most vital interests, was carried through without the knowledge or observa- 
tion of the country. It was neither demanded by the resolutions of public 
meetings nor asked for in petitions of the people. 

Senator Beck, in a speech made in the Senate January 10, 1878, 
said: 

It [the bill demonetizing silver] never was understood by either House of 
Congress. I say that with full knowledge of the facts. No newspaper 
reporter—and they are the most vigilant men [ever saw in obtaining informa- 
tion—discovered that it had been done.—Congressional Record, volume 7, 
part 1, Forty-fifth Congress, second session, page 260. 

General Garfield, in a speech made at Springfield, Ohio, during 
the fall of 1877, said: 

Perhaps I ought to be ashamed to say so, but it is the truth to say that, I 
at that time being chairman of the Committee on Appropriations and having 
my hands overfull during all that time with work, I never read the bill. 
took it upon the faith of a prominent Democrat anda prominent Republican, 
and I do not know that I voted at all. There wasno callof the yeasand nays, 
and nobody opposed that bill that I know of. It was put through as dozens 
of bills are, as my friend and I know, in Congress, on the faith of the report 
of the chairman of the committee; therefore I tell you, because it is the 


truth, that I have no knowledge about it.—Congressional Record, volume 7, 
part 1, Forty-fifth Congress, second session, page 989. 


When the act of 1873 was passed, James G. Blaine was Speaker 
of the House and Daniel W. Voorhees a prominent member. 
February 15, 1878, both were Senators, and the following colloquy 
was had as to the history of that bill: 


Mr. Voornzes. I want toask my friend from Maine, whom I am glad to 

- designate in that way, whether I may call him as one more witness to the 

fact that it was not generally known whether silver was demonetized. Did 

he know, as Speaker of the House, presiding at that time, that the silver dol- 
lar was demonetized in the bill to which he alludes? 

Mr. BuAIne. I did not know anythingthat was in the bill at all. As Ihave 
before said, little was known or cared on the subject. [Laughter.] And now 
I should like to exchange questions with the Senator from Indiana, who was 
then on the floor and whose business it was, far more than mine, to know, 
because by the designation of the House I was u? 4 questions; the Senator 
from Indiana, then on the floor of the House, with his power as a debater, 
was to unfold them to the House. Did he know? 








Mr. Vooruess. I very frankly say that I did not.—Congressional Record 
Forty-fifth Congress, second session, volume 7, part 2, page 1063. 5 


President Grant, who signed the bill, was ignorant of the fact 
that it struck down silver. In a letter to Mr. Cowdrey, written 
eight months after he had approved the act, he said: 


I wonder if silver is not already coming into the market to supply the de- 
ficiency in the circulating medium. 

When it does come, and I predict that it will soon, we will have made a 
rapid stride toward specie payments. Currency will never go below silver 
after that. The circulation of silver will have other beneficial effects. Ex- 
perience has proved that it takes about forty million of fractional currency 
to make small change necessary for the transaction of the business of tho 
country. Silver will gradually take the place of this currency, and, further, 
will become the standard of values, which will be hoarded in a small way. 

Il estimate that this will consume from two to three hundred millions, in 
time, of this species of our circulating medium. It will leave the paper cur- 
rency free to perform the legitimate functions of trade and will tend to 
bring us back where we must come at last, toa specie basis. I confess toa 
desire to see a limited hoarding of money. It insures a firm foundation in 
time of need. But I want to see the hoarding of something that has a stand- 
ard of value the world over. Silver has this, and if we once get back to that 
our strides toward a higher appreciation of our currency will be rapid. 

Our mines are now producing almost unlimited amounts of silver and it is 
becoming a question, “ What shall we do with it?” I suggest here a solution 
that will answer for some years,and su t to you bankers whether you 
may not imitate it: To put it in circulation now; keep it there until it is 
fixed,and then we will find other markets.—McPherson's Handbook of Poli- 
tics for 1874, pages 134 and 135. 


John G. Carlisle said in the House of Representatives February 
21, 1878: 

’ 

According to my view of the subject, the conspiracy which seems to have 
been formed here and in Europe to destroy by legislation and otherwise from 
three-sevenths to one-half of the metallic money of the world is the most 
gigantic crime of this or any other age. Theconsummation of suchaschem» 
would ultimately entail more misery upon the human race than all the wars, 
pestilences, and famines that ever occurred in the history of the world. 
Congressional Record, Forty-fifth Congress, second session, volume 7, part 
5, and Appendix, page 44. 

A careful statistician, working on figures contained in the re- 
ports of the Census Office, has estimated that the total depreci- 
ation of lands, farm products, and other properties, mainly caused 
by the demonetization of silver in 1873, is about equal to the cost 
of the late civil war, which, including original cost and interest 
and pensions to date, exceeds the almost inconceivable sum of 


$9,000,000,000. And this is the result of the financial system which 


the Republican party asks the people to perpetuate. 
It must be apparent to every student that all our financial 
troubles for the past twenty-five years can be traced to the de- 


monetization of silver. 


Hard times and falling prices will continue until silver is re- 


monetized and given the same rights and privileges at the mints 


as gold. 

To accomplish this and restore to the people the money of the 
Constitution is the true mission and the highest duty of the Demo- 
cratic party. 

a this is done all other reforms will be fruitless and of no 
avail. 

National bimetallism is the shortest and the surest road to na- 
tional prosperity. 

Before silver was demonetized in 1873 a standard silver dollar 
was worth more commercially than a standard gold dollar. Open 
the mints again to silver and give it the same legal recognition as 
Heoniy and there is no doubt but the same result will speedily 

OllOW. 

Just so long as we have the single gold standard we shall have 
hard times, falling prices, panics, business depression, strikes, 
lockouts, bankruptcy, and commercial disaster. 

Just so long as we follow in the wake of England’s financial 
kite and continue for her benefit the single gold standard, the gold 
dollar will continue to get dearer and scarcer—going up, going 
up, while everything else will continue to go down and down, 
making the creditor richer and the debtor poorer. But the day 
must come, if this policy continues, when the debtor will be so 
poor the creditor can not collect and must lose all. 

As that distinguished apostle of bimetallism, Senator JouHn P. 
JONES, eloquently expressed it in the Senate of the United States 
October 21, 1893: . 

If I should be asked to state in a single phrase what hard times meant, I 
should reply, “‘Falling prices.”” That phrase means the compulsory idleness 
of large numbers of workingmen; it means an increasing number of patients 


in lunatic asylums, and increase in the occupants of the almshouses and the 


prisons of the country. No two words in the English language cover so vast 
a field of misfortunes. 


A condition of falling prices means the payment of an unjust and unearned 
increment to the creditor; it means an unjust exaction from the debtor. A 
condition of falling prices means a discouragement to every business venture, 
a thwarting of all business foresight; it means a juggling with mortgages by 
which they become deeds, and the property of the borrower becomes vested 
in fee simple in the lender. 

This is the reason Eng:and wants us to continue the gold 
standard. She is the great creditor nation of the world. She is 
reaping the advantage of our financial folly. But let us look at 
another phase of this question. 

In 1870,152 acres was the average size of a farm; the average 
value of an acre of farm land was $56, and the average value of @ 
farm was $3,430, 
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In 1880,133 acres was the average size of a farm; the average 
value of an acre of farm land was $46, and the average value of a 
farm was $2,428. . 

In 1890, 107 acres was the average size of a farm; the average 
value of an acre of farm land was $28, and the average value of a 
farm was $1,620. uy 

These figures show the results of the gold standard in a striking 
manner, and they are confirmed by other statistics. In 1867 an 
acre of land produced on an average $23.05 if planted in wheat, 
$18.87 if planted in corn, $16.05 if planted in oats; in 1892 an acre 
of land produced on an average $8.25 if planted in wheat, $9.09 if 
planted in corn, and $7.73 if planted in oats. Rye, barley, buck- 
wheat, potatoes, hay, as well as cotton, have declined in like pro- 

ortion. 
. And the gold-standard advocates give no hope for improved 
conditions. 

Failures of business houses have kept pace with the depression 
in other occupations and the inability of the producer to sell his 
product at such a price as enables him to make more than a bare 
living. The liabilities of mercantile houses failing aggregated in 
1864, $8,579,000; in 1874, $155,000,000; in 1893, $346,000,000. 

With such statistics before him can the farmer and the mer- 
chant advocate the gold standard? 

Workingmen belonging to labor organizations havesuffered from 
thehard times; they have had to fight for a rate of wages that will 
enable them to support themselves and families. Strikes and 
lockouts grow out of the wage question nearly always. ‘‘ The in- 
dustrial disturbances which have been so frequent in this country 
since 1877,” says the United States Commissioner of Labor, “really 
establish the period as one of strikes and lockouts.” 

Before the period of falling prices began there were very few 
strikes and lockouts. Only twenty are noted by the Commissioner 
of Labor as occurring in 1873. Since that time they have greatly 
increased in number, keeping pace with the widespread industrial 
depression. 

e farmer earning by hard toil a bare living, the merchant 
forced into failure, the workingman constantly fighting for a liv- 
ing wage, such are the fruits of the — standard. The great 
interests of the country, said Daniel Webster, are united and in- 
separable; agriculture, commerce, and manufactures will prosper 
together or languish together. Under the gold standard, agricul- 
ture, commerce, and manufactures are languishing together. 

But all business does not languish. The dealers in money are 
prospering. Under the gold standard 8 cent of the people 
own over two-thirds of the wealth of the United States. 

This portion of our population is supporting the gold standard 
and is swereling to the and workingmen to unite in per- 
petuating it. But the producers have spoken for themselves. A 
petition for ‘‘ the immediate return to the money of the Consti- 
tution,” and for the free and unlimited coinage of gold and silver 
at the ratio of 16 to 1 has been presented to Congress from the 
National Grange, the National Farmers’ Alliance, the Farmers’ 
Mutual Benefit Association, the Knights of Labor, the American 
Federation of Labor, the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, 
the Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, the United Brotherhood 
of Carpenters and Joiners of America, and the United Mine 
Workers of America. 

Since 1873 there have been not less than four general tariff laws, 
but falling prices, failures, and strikes have been the rule. 

The amount of gold and silver produced is shown in the follow- 
ing table: 

[From Facts About Silver, by Gen. A. J. Warner, fourth edition, page 76.] 

The production of gold and silver by periods, from 1792 to 1892. 


Production of gold from 1792 to 1850_..........-. $848, 186, 000 
Production ef silver from 1792 to 1850_........... 1, 690, 217, 000 
Excess of production of silver over gold -... 842, 031, 000 
Production of gold from 1850 (gold of California 
EE OO SD inne iddcinen ocapcdecsecdccs 2,724, 825, 000 
Production of silver from 1850 to 1873............ 1, 150, 025, 000 


Excess of production of gold over silver.... 1,574,800, 000 


Production of gold from 1873 to 1892, inclusive... 2,060, 897, 000 
Production of silver from 1873 to 1892, inclusive.. 2,264, 419, 000 


203, 522, 000 


Total production of gold from 1850 to 1892, inclu- 
Ni aa tie renee citi ei lai eae 4, 785, 722, 000 


Diididindhentepsarenenandubeangunbecesy 8, 414, 444, 000 


Excess of production of silver over gold... 


Excess of the production of gold over silver 
from 1850 to 1892, inclusive .............-. 1, 371, 278, 000 
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Total production of gold from 1792 to 1892, inc*u- 


i ilicichtel cid tins chide ciated Rune bdcaningee aes . $5,633, 908, 000 
Total production of silver from 1792 to 1892, inclu- 
NS iselai Mit ccchSickias SURIBING lin paki cts Stace Sable 5, 104, 961, 000 


Excess of production of gold over silver for 
one hundred years, from 1792 to 1892____. 528, 947, 000 
An analysis of these figures shows that from 1792 
to 1850 the production of silver was about double 
that of gold (for a part of this period, or prior to 
the increase in the production of gold from Rus- 
sia, the production of silver was more than three 
times that of gold), yet, with coinage free, the 
ratio of silver to gold did not change; on the 
other hand, from 1850 to 1873 the production of 
gold exceeded that of silver by.._........-_--- 1, 574, 800, 000 
And still there was no change in the ratio, as all 
of both metals was absorbed in coinage or used 
in the arts. 
Again the production of silver has slightly exceeded 
that of gold from 1873 to 1892, the excess, how- 
a i i i cca es 
But with silver demonetized, a change in the 
ratio has gone on till it has reached about 30 to 1. 
If, again, we take the entire period from 1850 to 
1892, the production of gold has exceeded that 





203, 522, 000 


Neen eee a etueae 1, 871, 278,000 


_. “These figures show conclusively,” says General Warner, ‘‘that 
it is not the excess of silver production that has caused a fall in 
silver, but the exclusion of silver from coinage, thus concentrat- 
ing the entire demand for money on gold, that has caused the 
enormous rise in gold, and a corresponding fall of silver, and of 
prices generally. 

This table confirms the statement of Mr. Carlisle when he said: 

I know that the world’s stock of precious metals is none too large, and I 
see no reason to —_—— that it will ever become so. Mankind will be for- 
tunate indeed if the annual production of gold and silver coin shall keep 
pace with the annual increase of population, commerce, and industry.— 
Congressional Record, Fifty-fifth Congress, second session, volume 7, Part V 
and Appendix, page 44 

The following table shows the commercial ratio of gold to silver 
while the policy of free coinage of both metals prevailed: 











Year. Ratio. Year. Ratio. | Year. Ratio. 
i Bi I oc eeesectes OO ic te 14.84 
nae 15.20 || 1787.............- 15.06 || 1777..............) 14.85 
se 15.44 |) 1747-222 BM Oe interns 14. 67 
cd Laiadesaaahe 15.13 i ae 8 


Ee 14.85 | a 


In 1792 the mints of the United States were opened to the free 
coinage of gold and silver at the ratio of 15 parts of silver to 1 of 
1d. 
The following table shows thecommercial ratio of gold to silver 

















during that period: 
i — fg 
Year. | Ratio. | Year. | Ratio Year Ratio 
1 

| { Peres 
ili 15.18 || 1890.............. } 35.8% || 1870.............. | 35.57 
a ee eae BE i cenincnmiens NE Rc deci ciincnds<, } 45.92 
a Oe ce 15.70 
eS 15.62 |] 1800.............. 15.29 || 








In 1873 silver was secretly demonetized. Atthat time the silver 
contained in a silver dollar was worthin the markets of the world 
103 cents. 

The following table shows the decline in the commercial ratio of 
silver to gold since 1873: 














| 
Year. | Ratio. | Year. Ratio. Year. Ratio. 
\ | 
OR oe 15.98 || 1881.......---.-- 18.16 || 1989..............] 22.10 
MRD a cinctsniacinn | 4.4 a een 18.19 || 1890..............] 19.76 
| _ Sane 16.59 || 1883.2... 22.2... 18.64 |} 1891-20.22222-22.} 20.92 
IE sicinnis huslgipiunia TS BB. gsc ncce cocens mat & ieen............... BB 
BE ahacthenaicihe sabia SE El inadac sous «ces mal f ieee............... BS 
i ascnbioci a te See cocci oe © i006...:-...:.....) Se 
ence diecdicben 18.40 |) 2887..............| 21.18 || 1805..............| 31.60 
1880 


18.05 || 1888.----- 222.022: | 21.99 | a 





As silver has fallen because of denial of equality of coinage with 
gold, gold has risen in value and prices have correspondingly de- 
clined. How can there be any other result? ‘‘ Money,” says an 
eminent writer, ‘‘ is the wings of commerce. One wing has been 
cut off, and yet complaint is made that the bird will not fly. Is it 
the vehicle in which commerce is conveyed? One wheel is off, 


and yet we grumble that the chariot drives heavily. Is it the- 
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breath of commerce? The oxygen in it has been withdrawn, and 
is it matter for astonishment that the air becomes stifling?” 

The facts that have been given demonstrate the disastrous con- 
sequences of the existing gold standard, and but confirm, on a 
large scale, the knowledge of business disasters, fall of prices in 
lands and the products of land, lack of employment for working- 
men, and general distress, which each one has observed on a 
smaller scale in his own business and in the neighborhood in 
which he resides. 

From 1792 to 1873 free and unlimited coinage of gold and silver 
prevailed in the United States. From 1873 to the present time free 
and unlimited coinage of silver has been prohibited. For eighty- 
one years gold and silver had free access to the mints; for twenty- 
three years equality of coinage privilege has been denied. Free 
and unlimited coinage of gold and silver has, therefore, been the 
rule, and denial of free coinage to silver the exception. 

Under the policy of free and unlimited coinage of both metals 
the wealth of the United States increased from $627,778,500 in 
1790 to $26,342,364,500 in 1870, or 4,096 per cent, while the popula- 
tion increased from 3,929,214 in 1790 to 38,558,371 in 1870, or 881 
per cent. Wealth increased faster than the population. 

Mr. President— 

Said Allen G. Thurman in the Senate of the United States, Feb- 
ruary 6, 1878— 
has there ever been, so far as we know, a more prosperous country than 
were the United States from 1789 to 1861? Did any nation ever exceed the 
progress we made in population, wealth, education, refinement, and the gen- 
eral well-being of the people in thoseseventy-two years? And x3 during all 

0. 


that period we had bimetallism, for we gave no preference to gold over silver 
or silver over gold.—Congressional Record, Forty-fifth Congress, second ses- 


sion, volume 7, Part I, page 787. 

For the first time in the history of any political party in the 
United States, the Republican party in convention assembled at 
St. Louis in 1876 declared for the maintenance of the existing gold 
standard until changed by international agreement. The inter- 
national agreement qualification has been knocked out by the 
failure of the President's international monetary commission. 
‘If the gold standard is a good thing, why do you want to get 
rid of it? And if a bad thing, why wait for some one else to help 
you to get rid of it?” 

The question is whether the time-honored rule of eighty-one 
years of free coinage of gold and silver, under which the country 
prospered abundantly, shall be followed, or whether the experi- 
ment of twenty-three years of gold momometallism, under which 
the country has suffered disastrously, shall be continued? 

Daniel Webster said in the Senate, December 21, 1836: 

Iam certainly of opinion, then, that gold and silver, at rates fixed by Con- 


ess, constitute the legal standard of value in this country, and that neither 
ress nor any State has authority to establish any other standard, or to 


n 
Genloee this. 

Listen to James G. Blaine on this question. 
he said in the Senate: 

I believe the struggle now going on in this country and in other countries 
for a single gold standard would, if successful, produce widespread disaster 
in the end throughout the commercial world. The destruction of silver as 
money and establishing gold as the sole unit of value must have a ruinous 
effect on all forms of property except those investments which yield a fixed 
return in money. These would be enormously enhanced in value, and would 
gain a disproportionate and unfair advantage over every other species of 
property.—Congressional Record, Forty-fifth Congress, second session, vol- 
ume 7, Part I, page 821. 

The Democratic party proposes to undo the crime of 1873 and to 
restore the constitutional money of gold and silver. It proposes 
toreturn to free coinage, which was the rule of our financial policy, 
and to abandon monometallism, which has been the experiment. 
To the ruin produced by the gold standard it prefers the prosper- 
ity the country enjoyed under free coinage. : 

If foreign nations will not help us, is it not high time that we 
legislated for ourselves, to undo the evil we did in 1873, and 
revive business and restore prosperity to all our people? , 

All we need to do is open the mints—demonstrate to the nations 
of the earth our own financial independence—and there will be 
an international agreement in less than five years. 

There can be no doubt of this; allexperience teaches it. Bimet- 
allism is sure tocome. The next House will be Democratic, and 
in 1900 the people will win a sweeping Democratic victory under 
the leadership of that fearless champion of the plain people, Wil- 
liam J. Bryan. 

Let me briefly quote some more from good authorities: 

President James A. Garfield said, in his inaugural address, 
March 4, 1881: 

- By the experience of commercial nations in all ages it has been found that 
gold and silver afford the only safe foundation for a monetary system. 
And said that great Republican leader, James G. Blaine: 


I believe gold and silver to be the money of the Constitution—indeed, the 
money of the American people anterior to the Constitution, which that great 
organic law recognized as quite independent of its own existence. No power 
was conferred on Congress to declare that either metal should not be money. 
Congress has, therefore, in m ¥ judgment, no power to demonetize silver any 
more than to demonetize gold; no more power to demonetize either than 
to demonetize both.—James G. Blaine in the Senate, February 7, 1878; Con- 
gressional Record, volume 7, part 1, page 820. 


February 7, 1878, 


President Andrew Jackson, in his farewell address, said to the 
American people: 
My humble efforts have not been spared during my administration of the 


Government to restore the constitutional currency of gold and silver; and 


something, I trust, has been done toward the accomplishment of this most 
desirable object. 


Said Mr. Hunter, of Virginia: 


When contracts are made by a standard which is gradually contracting, 
the advantages are on the side of capital as st labor, and productive 
energy is cramped by receiving less than a fair share of the profits of its 
enterprises. 

No better indictment against the single gold standard was ever 
— than the following, attributed to ex-United States Senator 

ohn J. Ingalls. 

I quote it because it expresses my views, and the money power 
of the country, when called on to plead at the bar of public opinion, 
admits the truth of it and pleads guilty: 

No people, in a great emergency, ever found a faithful ally in gold. It is 
the most cowardly and treacherous of all metals. It makes no treaty that it 
does not break; it has no friend it does not betray. Armies and navies are 
not maintained by gold. In times of ic and calamity, shipwreck and dis- 
aster, it becomes the aque and minister of ruin. No nation ever fought a 
great war by the aid of gold; on the contrary, in the crisis of the greatest 


peril it becomes an enemy more potent than the foe in the field; but when 
he battle has been won and peace secured, gold reappears and 


claims the 
fruits of victory. 

If [had the time I could quote on and on from all the statesmen 
of the Republic, giving facts and conclusions upholding on this 
question the position of the Democratic party. 

Mr. Speaker, if the Republican party weeld: pass this resolution, 
restore bimetallism, and legislate for the people of the whole coun- 
try, it would intrench itself in power for twenty years tocome. All 
it needs is courage, determination, and patriotism. It is a grand 
opportunity, but you dare not take advantage of it. You are 
hannaized. You are in the power of the money trust—the most 
dangerous combination and aes that ever threatened the 
stability of our free institutions. The goldbugs have got you, and 
you must shout for gold, struggle for gold, and legislate for gold. 

Gold! Gold! Gold! Gold! 

cant and yellow, hard and cold, 

Molten, graven, hammered, and rolled; 
Heavy to get and light to hold; 

Hoarded, bartered, bought and sold 
Spa ee 
To the very verse of the cwurekyera mold. 

That is a good old song for the Republicans to sing until the 
money of the Constitution is restored, and restored it will be, by 
the industrial masses of our land whom you are endeavoring to en- 
slave by the gold standard. 

Let me quote a sentence from that sterling Democrat and patriot, 
Thomas A. Hendricks: 

That gold and silver are the real standard of value is a cherished Demo- 
cratic sentiment not now or hereafter to be abandoned. 

And a paragraph from a speech of William McKinley in the 
House of Representatives June 24, 1890, before Mr. McKinley saw 
_ great light of the money power and experienced a change of 

eart: 


I am for the largest use of silver in the currency of the country. I would 
not dishonor it; I would give it equal credit and honor with gold. I would 
make no discrimination. I would utilize both metals as money and discredit 
neither. I want the double standard. 


Why is he opposed to it now? What a spec- 
tacle he presents! 

That eminent political economist, John Stuart Mill, succinctly 
states the whole proposition in an axiom when he says: 

The value of money, other things being the same, varies inversely as its 


—, every increase of quantity lowering the value and every diminu- 
tion raising it in a ratio exactly equivalent. 


Alterations in the cost of the production of the precious metals do not act 
Epon the value of money, except just in proportion as they increase or di 
ish its quantity. 

And here it will do no harm for me to quote the financial plank 
from the Republican national platform of 1888: 

The Republican party is in favor of the use of both gold and silver as 


money and condemns the policy of the Democratic Administration in its ef- 
forts to demonetize silver. 


What is the Republican party doing now? 

What a difference between the Republican party now and then! 
What great strides, what a progress the grand old party has 
made in the interest of the plutocrats, the trusts, and the money 
power in the last few years! 

But what can be expected of an Administration controlled by 
Mark Hanna and a gagged House of Representatives dominated 
by THomas B, REED? 


The rights of the people are in jeopardy; the liberties of the peo- 
ple are in danger. 

In the conflict which is now on I want to see the people win and 
the Government of the Republic restored to them, to be wisely, 
honestly, and economically administered, not for the advantage of 
the few, but for the benefit of all. 

If any one will study this question in an impartial and un- 
prejudiced way he will reach the conclusion that the only remedy 


Let him answer. 
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for our financial ills and evils is a speedy return to the system of 
bimetallism which existed prior to 1873. 

The Republican party promised ae through the instru- 
mentality of the Dingley bill. It has been a law for six months 
and is a dead failure. Instead of increasing the revenues it has 
decreased them. Instead of opening the mills it has closed them. 
Instead of raising wages it has lowered them. Instead of bring- 
ing prosperity it has brought panic, disaster, and business paralysis. 

The restriction of immigration, another wild panacea you now 
cry for, will not relieve the congestion, the disaster, and the depres- 
sion. 

You have no other remedy to offer. You dare not attempt to 
retire the greenbacks as the bankers of the country desire you to 
do. You dare not legislate on the financial issue, and the best 
thing you can do is to quickly pass a bankruptcy bill, the necessary 
appropriation bills, adjourn, and go home. : r 

The people now know the Republican party is impotent to give 
the country the relief it so cee | needs. 

The Democratic party, united to-day on every issue, will do it 
and can do it. : 

The people will make no mistake the next time. You can defeat 
this resolution in this House to-day; and if you do, it will not, as 
you suppose, more a the gold standard on the 
oppressed people of our land. the contrary, your selfish action 
and short-sighted policy will only hasten the restoration of bimet- 
allism and the y good riddance of the single gold standard. 

For my part, I shall vote for this resolution, and I shall be glad 
to see the Republicans vote it down. The record will then be 
made, and we welcome the issue. 

The defeat of this resolution to-day will be a fraud and an im- 

ition on every solvent man and on every honest debtor in the 
nited States. 

It will be a blow at the home and the hearthside of the r. 
It will be done in the interest of avarice and for the benefit of 


eed. 
o Wail street and the bondholders may win to-day, but you will 
hear from the people next fall and in 1900. 

*“You can not fool the people,” as Lincoln said, ‘‘ all the time.” 
They are watching you, and they comprehend the situation. 

They known that your action here oe is a futile attempt to 
rob industry, arrest thrift, assassinate labor, defraud honest 
debtors, violate the obligation of contracts, and perpetrate on the 
masses the most frightful crime that can be committed in order 
to seemingly bolster up and perpetuate the single gold standard. 

Do not be deceived. You may delude yourselves, but you can 
not the producers of thisnation. Donot mock the masses. They 
understand the issue you make here to-day. The battle of the 
standards will be fought to a finish, and the double standard of 
the people will and must triumph when the question is finally set- 
tled = settled right. 


O men bowed down with labor, 
O women, young, yet old, 
O hearts oppressed in the toiler’s breast 
And crushed by the power of gold, 
Keep on with your woeey battle 
Against triumphant might— 
No question is ever settl 
Until it is settled right. 
ere on the Democratic side. ] 
yield three minutes to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DIns- 
MORE], and he to subdivide and yield it as he pleases. ase.) 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Speaker, realizing as I do the smal 
amount of time at my disposal, I can add nothing of profit to this 
debate. I desire unanimous consent that I may extend my re- 
marks in the RecorD without limitation as to time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas 
desires to extend his remarks in the REcoRD without limitation 
as totime. Is there objection? 

Mr. HENDERSON. The rule gives five days for printing re- 
marks in the Recorp. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Leave to print is granted by the rule, and I 
think I will object. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I hope the gentleman from Maine will 
withdraw his objection. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I am aware of the general leave to print 
within five days, but I would like a longer time, and I will not 
abuse the privilege if the House accords it to me. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The rule has fixed the time, and I think it 
ought not to be varied. 

Several MempBers. Too late, 

The SPEAKER do tempore. The objection comes too late. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Realizing that I can not add anything to tl¢, 
debate in the short time, I say I will yield the remainder of m;’ 
time to the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELL]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Colorado 
(Mir. Bei} is recognized for a minute and a half, 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous consent 
that fourteen minutes, not out of my own time, but out of the time 
that is reserved for this side, be given to the gentleman from Colo- 
rado [Mr. BELL]. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. With the understanding that it does not 
interfere with Mr. Barry. 

Mr. BAILEY. With the understanding that it does not inter- 
fere with the rights of the gentleman from Massachusetts {[Mr, 
FITZGERALD]. 

The SP ER protempore. Unanimous consent is asked that 
fourteen minutes be given to the gentleman from Colorado, to be 
taken out of the time of the side of those who favor the resolu- 
tion. Is there objection? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is that some arrangement between gentlemen 
on the other side? 

Mr. BAILEY. It comes out of our time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Very well. 

Mr. BELL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. McCormick}. 

Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. Speaker, with only two hours’ debate 
the members of this House will be required to vote for or against 
this resolution. I regard this resolution of greater importance 
than any question submitted to this Congress. 

This resolution has excited the people of this country, and they 
are anxiously waiting our decision on the same. 

I am amazed as well as surprised at the earnestness of my Re- 
publican friends in resisting this resolution with so much vigor. 

I thought to look up the past record of the Republican party 
upon this as well as the silver question, and I find their former 
record upon this question does not accord with their earnest efforts 
to defeat this resolution. I find in every national platform enun- 
ciated by the Republican party since 1873 up to 1896 that they 
declared in favor of both gold and silver as money in its fullest 
sense, without discrimination, which means, Mr. Speaker, if it 
means anything, equal rights—the free and unlimited coinage of 
both gold and silver into legal-tender money of the United States, 

We can not give to gold free and unlimited coinage into full 
legal-tender money and give to silver only limited coinage into a 
money limited in its legal-tender functions, and be heard to say 
that we use both precious metals for money without discrimi- 
nating one against the other. 

Free coinage of gold and silver was authorized by law; all 
gold dollars and silver dollars were full legal tender, and no man 
could legally contract against such up to February 1, 1853. All 
minor silver coins had also been a full legal tender. 

France gave free coinage to both metals at a ratio of 154 tol, 
which was more attractive tosilver owners by 3 per cent than our 
ratio of 16 to 1, which was adopted in 1834, and silver coins were 
exported. Law in France at 15} to 1 made silver more valuable 
than our law at 16 to 1; so you can readily see in this case it was 
law that regulated the value of the metals. 

February 12, 1873, when Mr. Grant was President, Mr. Bout- 
well was Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Blaine was Speaker of 
the House, a law was enacted revising and amending the coinage 
statutes. A gold dollar was made “the unit of value,” the coin- 
age of silver dollars was stopped, and only minor silver coins 

rmitted, which coins were to be a legal tender only for debts 

ess than $5. That law enacted precisely the English system of 
gold monometallism and destroyed our bimetallism of 1792. 

Mr. McKinley entered Congress in 1877. He at once began to 
modify the law of 1873 and to restore silver dollars. <A special 
session of Congress was called to meet on October 15,1877. A 
bill was presented to the House of Representatives for the free and 
unlimited coinage of silver. It passed the House by a vote of 163 
to 34. Mr. McKinley, of Ohio, was recorded in favor of the bill. 

The Bland-Allison law of 1878 was amended in the Senate so as 
to provide for the purchase and coinage of $2,000,000 every month. 
When it returned to the House Abram S. Hewitt, of New York, 
moved to lay the bill with Senate amendments on the table. This 
motion was intended to put an end to all silver legislation in Con- 
gress. It was defeated by a vote of yeas71, nays 205. Mr. McKin- 
ley voted against laying the bill on the table. 

Mr. Hayes returned the bill to the House with a veto message. 
The bill was passed over the President’s veto by a vote of 196 yeas 
and 73 nays. Mr. McKinley voted to override the veto. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this same resolution, or one similar, was 
presented to the House January 29, 1878, declaring all Govern- 
ment bonds to be payable not in gold dollars, but in silver dollars, 
Mr. McKinley voted for the bill. 

The Ohio Republican State convention had, August, 1877, de- 
manded ‘‘ the remonetization of silver,” which would have been a 
repeal of the law of 1873. 

ir. McKinley reported a resolution, which was adopted in the 
Republican national convention of 1888, denouncing the Cleve- 
land Administration for its efforts to demonetize silver. 

While Mr. McKinley was chairman of the House Ways and 
Means Committee, in the Fifty-first Congress, and on June 5, 18389, 
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when the resolution of the Committee on Rules fixing a day for 
the consideration of the Sherman silver bill was under discussion, 
he said: 


It is a resolution to give to the House of Representatives an o cae | 
to pass a bill which shall take all of the silver bullion of the United Btates, a 1 
of the silver product of the United States, and utilize that silver for mone- 
tary purposes and put it into circulation for the movement of the business 


of thecountry. Itistogive tothe — le of the country not $2,000,000 monthly, 
but to give them four and one-half millions monthly, or two and one-half mil- 
lions more than what is now provided by the existing law. 

Again, on June 24, Mr. McKinley said: 

I am for the largest uso of silver in the currency of the country. I would 
not dishonor it; I would give it equal credit and honor with gold. I would 
make no discrimination; I would utilize both metals as money, and discredit 
neither. I want the double standard. 

He advocated the Sherman law of 1890 as the next best thing to 
opening our mints to free coinage. In that year he wrote that 
‘* with me political and economic questions are a conviction,” and 
said, ‘‘I want the double standard.” 

Since he has been President he instructed the Wolcott Com- 
mission to endeavor in Europe to obtain international bimetallism, 
and a few weeks after the departure of the commission on the 
errand he, Mr. McKinley, recommended to Congress, then in ex- 
traordinary session, a currency reform on the basis of the gold 
standard, and as urged by the Indianapolis monetary convention. 

THE BOND. 
Four per cent loan of 1925. 
Washington, D. C., February 1, 1895. 
FOUR PER CENTS OF 1925. 
1000 THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA BA. cons 
Are indebted to or assigns, in the sum of one thousand dollars. 
This bond is issued under authority of an act of Congress entitled “An act to 
provide for the resumption of specie payments,” approved January four- 
mah eighteen hundred and seventy-five, being one of the descriptions of 
bonds described in the act entitled “An act to authorize the refunding of the 
national debt,” approved July fourteenth, eighteen hundred and seventy, as 
amended by the act of January twentieth, eighteen hundred and seventy-one. 
and is redeemable at the pleasure of the United States after the first day o 
Feb., nineteen hundred and twenty-five, in coin of the standard value of the 
United States on said July fourteenth, eighteen hundred and seventy, with 
interest in such coin from the day of the date hereof at the rate of four per 
centum per annum, payable ener the first day of February, May, Au- 
st, and November in each year. The } peg and interest are exempt 
rom the payment of all taxes or duties of the United States, as well as from 
taxation in any form by or under State, municipal, or localauthority. Trans- 
ferable on the books of this office. 

Date of issue 

Entered -..... 

Recorded 


Act of January 14, 1875. 


1925. 


wee 


Register of the Treasury. 

It will not be contended, I believe, by anyone but the outstand- 
ing bonds are popete in coin, either gold or silver, of the stand- 
ard value of the United States on said July 14, 1870. 

Mr. Speaker, there can be no question but what those bonds are 
payable in silver of standard weight and fineness at the option of 
the Government. Canit be said that it will be dishonorable to 
pay and discharge our bonded obligations according to the law of 
the contract? 

Oh, but my Republican friends on the other side of the isle say 
this is not a question of law, butof honor. I ask my countrymen 
is it dishonorable to pay our debts according to the terms of the 
contract by which the debt was created? Most certainly not. 

Mr. McKinley said that it was right and just to pay our bonded 
indebtedness in silver as per contract, and so voted January 29, 
1878. If it was honorable to pay our bonds in silver then, why 
not now? 

I have at considerable extent given the history of the Repub- 
lican party and of Mr. McKinley upon the silver legislation since 
1873 to the present time. Iask a careful consideration of the 
same, 

The chairman of the Ways and Means Committee tells us it is 
dishonest for this Government to discredit silver by demonetiza- 
tion, then by legislation force the discredited silver upon the pub- 
lic creditor. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe it was the influence of the public credit- 
ors that passed the act of 1873. If these public creditors will assist 
us, we will remonetize silver and repeal all acts of discredit and 

ive them just the same legal-tender silver dollars that existed 
a 14, 1870. No one desires or expects the Government to pay 
its obligations in 50-cent dollars or a dishonest dollar. We want 
nothing but an honest dollar to pay our national as well as our 
individual obligations. 

Give to silver the same rights under the law as you give gold, 
and it will be an honest dollar everywhere. 

It will protect the producer against unjust discrimination by 
the combines and trusts. It will protect them against combined 

We are a great people. Shall we assert ourselves, as did our 
fathers of 1776, and issue a proclamation to the world, financially 
a free and independent people; that we will coin our own dollars, 
fix our value and measure regardless of any other nation in the 
world, and say to our creditors, ‘‘Thou shalt take the money of 
the contract?” 

I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks in the REcorD. 


1000 








Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman has that privilege under the 
general leave to print. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. McCor- 
MICK] asks leave to extend his remarks in the REcorD. 

Mr. PAYNE. I object. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I think the rule under which 
we ~ operating gave permission to any gentleman to print re- 
marks. 

Mr. PAYNE. It doesif he filesthem within fivedays. But the 
request of the gentleman, as I understood, was in effect that he 
might have indefinite time to extend his remarks in the Recorp, 
That is the reason I objected. 

Mr.BELL. Mr.Speaker, it seems to me that this question does 
not involve as much as we are discussing; still it is a question 
that goes farther than our friends on the other side or even we on 
this side are willing to concede. Bear in mind that this is not a 
resolution for the free and unlimited coinage of silver. This is 
not a resolution which says that the bonds of the United States 
shall be paid in gold or silver; but it declares that they may be 
= in gold or silver at the option of the Government of the 

nited States, and that if the Government concludes to pay these 
obligations in silver, then it has the right to coin silver for that 
purpose. 

That is the extent of this resolution as I read it. This was the 
extent of the resolution passed by the two Houses of Con, in 
1878. Why was that resolution introduced in 1878? Taking cur- 
rent literature of that time and the circumstances as they ma 
now be recalled, we find that in 1877, after silver was demonetized, 
the men who were the creditors of this Government claimed that 
by reason of the demonetization of silver the Government had not 
a right to pay these bonds in silver, though the terms of the bonds 
provided that they might be so paid. To settle that question the 
legislature of Ohio in 1877 formulated and passed almost unani- 
mously a resolution in form similar to this. 

Early in 1878 that resolution was introduced at the other end of 
the Capitol by an Ohio Senator, who pressed it to a vote. It 
passed both Houses. What did that resolution say? It did not 
say that the Government should make payment in gold; it did not 
say that it should make paymentin silver; but it gave to the Gov- 
ernment the option of paying in one metal or the other. Now, I 
ask our friends here, are you willing to take from this Govern- 
ment the option to pay in gold or im silver? That is the issue 
involved in this resolution. 

A MempeEr. It is the existing law. 

Mr. BELL. It is the existing law, but it is existing law that 
was denied in 1877. A certain line of men declared at that time 
that “coin” meant gold; a certain line of financial institutions 
declare now that “‘coin” means gold, and gold alone; that we are 
now on a simple gold standard; that we should not make payment 
of our obligations in anything else. 

But I want to say to our friends here that we have paid for the 
right to exercise this option. In the issue of bonds last year and 
the year before we paid not less than $50,000,000 for the right to 
pay ee bonds in a orsilver. Gentlemen here —— Mr. 
‘leveland’s message to Congress, giving us a copy of the contract 
for the issue of bonds to the amount of 8,500,000 ounces of gold, 
and saying that if he had the opportunity to put.in those bonds 
a specific provision for — in gold alone he could save in 
the thirty years that those bonds were to run $16,174,770. 

If he could save this money on this issue of bonds, he could 
have saved in the same proportion on the former bonds. I say, 
therefore, that we paid not less than $50,000,000 for the right to 
exercise this option and to say that our Government could pay in 
= or silver at its discretion. The reservation of that option 

oes not declare that the bonds shall be paid in silver; it does not 
declare that they shall be paid in one kind of money or the other. 
We paid for that right dearly and should not surrender it. 

But I take issue with our friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow]. 
I take it that every man who has ever read a law , every man 
who is imbued with the principles of ordinary banking, and every 
man who has studied the money question thoroughly regards legal 
tender as the most important function of money. Itisa principle 
as old as our common law that the man who pays money has the 
right to pay in any form of money which the law izes as a 
legal tender. If I owe you a debt to-day, I have the right to offer 

you any kind of legal money and you can not refuse to accept it. 
Bo the governments of different countries have the right to tender 
any kind of money which they see fit, provided the law recognizes 
it as a legal tender. 
Every government on the face of the earth except the United 
States retains the option to make payment in whatever kind of 
legal money it may If you should go to-day to the Bank 
of France and ask a of an obligation of that k in gold, 
it would refuse, and has refused throughout all this c, to make 
es in that form of money. If you should the Bank of 
rance for a thousand dollars in gold or a million dollars in gold, 
it would refuse you. 


What doesits agents say? They say it is the rule of the Bank 
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y one-fifth of its obli 
sin any kind of le 
ke it or you leave it. It has never depreci- 
ated the silver dollar one cent in France. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And they have got no parity 
clause there either. 
Mr. BELL. It has never depreciated the credit of France nor 


of France to only 
pay the other four- 
put it out, and you 


tions in gold and to 
-tendermoney, They 


the credit of the Bank of France. It has never militated against 
the credit of any other nation. Then why should it militate 
against our credit? I want to say to you, my friends, that you 
are misled. I want to say to you that in 1876, when we discov- 
ered that silver had been demonetized, the House and the Senate 
appointed a monetary commission. What did they tell you about 
this? They told you that this policy had been brought forth by 
the men of all countries that obligations against this and 
other Governments. The report is on file in this House, which 
states that the contention for twenty-five years had been made by 
those having money drawing interest for the purpose of destroy- 
ing gold or destroying silver, that money might be made scarce 
and therefore dear. 

{Here the hammer ~ 

r. McCLELLAN. r. Speaker, how much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has five minutes. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Wyoming [Mr. Osnonxe}. 

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, I merely wanted, in the brief 
time allotted to me, to call attention to the argument made by the 
distinguished gentleman from New York [Mr. Tran , in which 
he referred to the intrinsic value of gold. e intimated that, since 
the gold in a gold dollar was worth a dollar, this should be the sold 
measure of value. 

I want to remind the gentleman and this House that the gold 
in a gold dollar is only worth a dollar when measured by the 
gold itself. When measured in the products of toil, when meas- 
ured in the commodities of daily consumption, the gold in a gold 
dollar measures not one, but two, of the original standards of 
measurement contemplated by the wise founders of this Govern- 
ment. There can be no such a thing as intrinsic value in money. 
Value implies a relation. It is the measure of an article in some- 
thing else. 

Benjamin Franklin said: ‘‘Gold and silverare not intrinsically 
of equal value with iron.” Aristotle said: ‘‘There can be no 
such a thing as intrinsic value in money.” Money has value by 
law, not by nature. It is not the substance, it is the function the 
money performs. There are seven times as many people demand- 
ing gold now as there were before silver was demonetized. This 
greatly increased demand for an article of limited production has 
cummed it to appreciate in value, but the appreciation is purely 
relative. You have made it more valuable by extrinsic circum- 
stances, not by any intrinsic properties which it possesses. 

No one, I believe, will contend on that side of this Chamber to- 
day that the gold in a gold dollar is worth 50 per cent more than 
it was in 1873. 

It is the same elementary substance made up of the same atoms, 
hence it can not be intrinsically of greater value, but still it takes 
50 per cent more of the products of toil to purchase it now than 
it did before silver was demonetized. This point has been very 
cleverly illustrated by a writer who says that intrinsic value is 
purelyimaginary. That value is the relation between exchange- 
able commodities at the time and place of the exchange. 

He, having seen water sell for 2 francs a bucketful on the Sahara 
Desert, asks if that is the intrinsic value of water, what would 
be the intrinsic value of Lake Superior? One of the leaders on 
that side of this Chamber, the distinguished gentleman from I[li- 
nois [Mr. CANNON], admitted a few days since that gold possesses 
less intrinsic value than flour when he told us that the miners in 
the Klondike country could not eat gold. We are informed that 
these hardy prospectors are starving With their pockets filled with 
gold nuggets. 

Captain Ray, who was recently sent into the Klondike country 
from the State which I have the honor to represent, to locate a 
proper site for a United States military post, informs us in his 
report that flour is selling in some parts of Alaska for $2.50 a 
pound. Now, is $2.50 the intrinsic value of a pound of flour? If 
80, why does flour not sell down here for that? No, Mr. Speaker, 
flour is scarce in the Klondike country, gold is plentiful; so it 
takes a large quantity of gold to buy a small quantity of flour. 

The conditions are reversed down here; gold is scarce, flour is 
plentiful, so it takes a large quantity of flour to buy asmallquan- 
tity of gold. Scarce flour in the Klondike makes dear flour for 
the same reason that scarce gold down here makes dear gold. It 
isno more the intrinsic value of the flour that makes it dear in 
the Klondike country than it is the intrinsic value of the gold 
that makes it dear down here. You have by criminal legislation 
increased the demand for gold, so that instead of the 80,000,000 

ple who were demanding it in 1873 we now have more than 
000,000 people climbing over each other in their mad rush for 


it, and in order to buy that gold they must furnish more of their 
wheat, more of their grain, more of their wool, more of the fruit 
of all toil. 

Wesay the law of this land shall once more afford some genuine 
protection to the 69,000,000 producers who are obliged to buy the 
gold with what they produce, instead of giving all protection to 
the 1,000,000 gold worshipers who are obstructionists to our Gov- 
ernment, a Government guaranteeing equal rights to all. Owing 
to the tyrannical rules which have been adopted by the brutal 
et of this House, it will be impossible for me to elaborate 
as I would like to upon this great question; but I want to ask the 
gentlemen on that side of this Chamber, and I do so in all candor 
and sincerity, where, in their honest opinion, the father of the 
grand old Republican party. It was once grand. It was organ- 
ized to bring about and has brought about great reforms. I ask 
_ upon which side of this outrageous proposition he would cast 

is vote if he were among us to-day, the Lincoln who said, ‘‘ When 
a government contracts a debt with a certain amount of money in 
circulation, and then contracts the circulating medium before that 
debt is paid, it is one of the most heinous crimes a government 
can commit against a people?” 

How would Gen. John A. Logan, who said, ‘‘ I can see our peo- 
ple of the Western States ground to the condition of serfs by the 
payment of interest on unjust public and private debts to the 
money sharks of Threadneedle street, London, and Wall street, 
New York,” record his vote? Think you, sirs, away down deepin 
your hearts, that these pillars of pure Republicanism would, at 
the dictation of corrupt party leaders, join in this infamous con- 
spiracy to confiscate one-half of the earnings of the downtrodden 
taxpayer? 

Think you that they would blindly follow the leadership of Mark 
Hanna and other false leaders, who have so ignominiously be- 
trayed the Republican party, with its revered traditions, into the 
hands of British nioney lenders, or would they not rather, as true 

triots, be found fighting side by side with the noble Henry M. 

ELLER, Towne, SHAFROTH, HARTMAN, NEWLANDS, JONES, and 
other consistent Republicans who have so fearlessly elevated the 
principles of Republicanism high above mere fealty to corrupt 
political organization? 

I appeal to all who revere the memory of the true patriots whose 
names I mentioned; I appeal to you in behalf of a long-suffering 
people, who will be as ready to condemn treachery as they will be 
to reward fidelity; I appeal to you as Americans, to that voice 
which at times speaks to us all, a conscience. May I not ask you 
before casting your votes upon this important measure, before 
completely surrendering the sacred interests of the people into 
the hands of this despotic and relentless money power, to consider 
well the advice given us by the immortal Jefferson, “‘ Let the hands 
that do a nation’s work, that produce a nation’s wealth, also guide 
a nation’s government, and all will be well” ? 

Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I yield the balance of my time to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. FirzGRRALD]}. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. FITZGERALD] is recognized for two minutes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I intend to vote for the reso- 
olution now before the House, and I can not understand why the 
cry is raised against those who are about to take this course that 
they are voting to pay the debt of this Government, principal and 
interest, in depreciated currency. 

As I understand our currency system, to-day every dollar that 
has been issued by our Government is as good as any other dollar, 
whether that dollar is gold, silver,or paper. Itseemsto me, then, 
that any attempt on the part of Congress to say that the bonds of 
this Government shall be paid in gold—and that is, as I understand 
it, the position that those who are opposed to this resolution have 
taken—is nothing less than a desire on their part to abandon silver 
and greenbacks as a part of our currency system, thereby appre- 
ciating the purchasing power of the gold dollar and contracting 
to an unwarranted extent our entire monetary system. 

This resolution merely emphasizes the fact that the law at tho 
present time says that all Government obligations are payable in 
coin, not in gold; andif there is a sincere desire on the part of the 
members of the Republican party to maintain the parity of all 
dollars issued by the Government, then it seems to me they 
should support this measure. Where is the crime in paying tho 
bondholder in silver? Is not the dollar that the horny-fisted son 
of toil receives weekly as his wage good enough for the men who 
spend them, though they seldom earn them? Do the gentlemen 
on the other side of the House contend that the holders of the 
Government obligations should receive 825 grains of silver for 
~— dollar due them, when they paid in but 412}? 

I do not think there is anything dishonest in the Government 
paying as its contracts demand. 

The law of 1878 said coin; it has not been repealed and is there- 
fore the law to-day. 

It was framed through the votes and influence of the leading 
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members of both parties, and, although vetoed by the President, 
it received enough votes to pass over his veto. 

I do not think it is fair to the people of this country that there 
should be any misunderstanding in regard to this question. 

The Secretary of the Treasury has recently said that he favors 
that policy which will fasten the single gold standard more closely 
upon this country, and in expressing that view he claims to rep- 
resent the present Administration. Iam glad that the opportu- 
nity was presented to the people of the country, through the 
action of the Senate in passing this resolution, to learn that one 
branch of the legislative machinery of this Government was 
opposed to that policy, thus rendering it impossible to further 
demonetize silver and bring this nation to the single gold stand- 
ard. 

I am absolutely and unalterably opposed to the single gold 
standard, and Iam glad of this opportunity to register my vote 
in favor of a proper recognition of gold and silver as the basis of 
a safe, sound, and substantial financial system. [Loud applause 
on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, I want to know 
how much time I have left. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman has four minutes. 

Mr. PAYNE. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. STEELE}. 

Mr. STEELE. I do not care to address the House, and I will 
yield to my colleague [Mr. Jonnson of Indiana]. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr.Speaker, I thank my friend and 
colleague from Indiana [Mr. STEELE], an able member of the 
Committee on Ways and Means, for yielding his time to me, a 
courtesy without which it is highly probable I should not have 
enjoyed the opportunity of speaking to this resolution. At the 
same time I can not but complain somewhat of my distinguished 
friend the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means [Mr. 
DINGLEY] because by his clear, forcible, and comprehensive state- 
ment of the grounds of opposition to the resolution he has made 
it practically impossible that one of my humble ability should be 
ae to say anything new at this stage of the discussion. 

Mr. Speaker, this joint resolution is somewhat adroitly worded. 
I imagine that the free-silver Senators who introduced it into the 
Senate and passed it there and then sent it here for our concur- 
rence were very careful as to its phraseology. They doubtless 
aimed to strike that point in our honor which they deemed to be 
most vulnerable. They were particular to aim their blow at 
that class of public creditors against which they doubtless believed 
it was easiest to excite popular prejudice and popular clamor. 

And yet, sir, to any man of average intelligence, to any man 
who is a patriot there is nothing in the resolution that need either 
to confuse his thoughts or to becloud his judgment. When one 
comes to read it between the lines, to analyze it, to dissect it, its 
significance is as plain as sunlight from a cloudless sky. 

This proposition, attempt to disguise it as you may, is nothing 
more nor less, sir, than a reaffirmation of the free-silver plank 
which was incorporated into its platform by the Democratic na- 
tional convention which assembled at Chicago in the year 1896. 

Applause on the Republican side.] It is nothing more nor less 
han a proclamation in favor of the remonetization of silver at the 
existing ratio without the aid or cooperation of any other nation 
upon the face of the globe. There was not a single advocate of 
the free-silver heresy on the floor of the Senate of the United 
States who did not vote for it. 

There is not asingle advocate of the free coinage of silver on 
this floor who will not give it his vote here to-day. There is not 
a free-silver paper throughout the whole domain of the great Re- 
public that does not applaud it. No man can read the debates in 
the Senate while the resolution was pending there without seeing 
at a glance that it was practically admitted by nearly all of those 
who gave it their support to be a declaration for the opening of 
our mints to the free coinage of the white metal. 

But we are not left, Mr. Speaker, to mere inference or conjec- 
ture as tothe real purpose of thismeasure. Right in the language 
of the resolution itself is plainly written that which ought to damn 
it in the estimation of any man who has the slightest regard for 
the national credit, for it declares in so many words that to re- 
store to its coinage this silver dollar of 412} grains, nine-tenths 
fine, as a legal tender in payment of our bonds, principal and in- 
terest, is not in violation of the public faith nor in derogation of 
the right of the public creditor. What does this mean? 

Mr. Speaker, we have ceased to coin silver dollars on either pub- 
lic or private account. We stopped that when we passed the law 
ae the purchasing clause of the Sherman Actin 1893. Every 
dollar of the 500,000,000 silver dollars now in existence is main- 
tained at a parity with the gold dollar by limiting the amount of 
the silver dollars, by exchanging them for gold dollars, by paying 
them out indiscriminately in making the disbursements of the 
Government, and by —_ them in indiscriminately by the Gov- 
ernment for its receipts, and by our solemn and oft-repeated pledge 
that their parity shall be maintained with gold. They are to-day 



















equal to the gold dollar in purchasing and debt-paying power sim- 
ply because they are supported by the pledge that they shall be 
ept equal to the gold dollar in this respect. 

Now, what is proposed, sir, in this resolution, taking it in its 

most favorable aspect to those who insist that it shall be passed? 
That we shall now coin a vast number of additional short-weight 
silver dollars. Making due allowance for bond payment with 
some of the silver dollars already coined, and conceding the fact 
that our bonds do not mature for some time, it still remains as a 
pregnant fact that the $850,000,000 of bonds now outstanding are 
to be paid, to a very great extent, by the free coinage of more 
short-weight silver dollars. 
The effect of this, Mr. Speaker, would simply be to create in 
the _ mind the well-grounded belief that the Government 
would not be able to maintain the parity of such a large amount 
of silver coin, and would therefore result in the depreciation of 
such coin and inflict upon the country all the evils which come 
from an unsound and depreciated currency. 

Mr. Speaker, another thing with reference to this resolution. 
The gentlemen who have passed it in the Senate of the United 
States are insisting that at the next Congressional election, and 
at the next Presidential election, they will prevail and will then 
control all branches of this Government, and crystallize their pe- 
culiar views upon the subject of free coinage into the statute 
books of the nation. 

They are telling us now, as they have always told us, that this 
country is capable by itself of accomplishing free coinage of silver 
at the existing ratio, and that when they have secured it by legis- 
lation silver bullion will appreciate until it reaches the value of 
gold bullion; that the silver dollar will appreciate until it reaches 
the value of the gold dollar, and that the parity between the two 
coins will thereafter be maintained without any difficulty what- 
ever. 

If these gentlemen believe all this, sir, then this whole resolu- 
tion is unnecessary, is superfluous, is a work of supererogation, 
for under the condition of parity which they say will be the result 
of free coinage every bondholder, like every other creditor, either 
= or private, will be a to accept not only the silver, 

ut also the paper money in preference to gold. Sir, this is now 
being done by the holders of our bonds. The demand for gold, 
Mr. Speaker, comes from the public and private creditor only 
when he has fear that the silver or the paper will depreciate. 

Ah, sir, this resolution was not intended to be an empty one. 
Its authors and supporters knew what they were about when they 
drafted it. I charge on this floor that it was intended to fit not 
a case of parity which was to come from free coinage, but that it 
was contemplated that under free coinage at 16 to 1 there would 
be a disparity—that one coin would drive the other out of circu- 
lation, and that under such condition the Government should pay 
its bonded indebtedness and every other indebtedness in the de- 
preciated coin. 

Why do I say this? I say it because if this belief had not been 
present in the minds of the free-silver gentlemen in the Senate, 
then when this resolution was before that body, its friends would 
never have voted down the amendment then proposed to be added 
to it, that the Government pledged itself to maintain the parity of 
the gold andsilver coins. They never would have voted down the 
other amendment there offered, that if, when the time came to 
pay the principal and interest of these bonds, silver was not at a 
parity with gold, then the creditor should have the option of hav- 
ing his pay in gold or silver. 

The truth is, sir, that this whole demand for bimetallism upon 
the part of the free-silver advocates is a false pretense. It is a 
piece of hypocrisy and deception from beginning to end. They 
are really fighting for silver monometallism under the delusive 
claim that they favor and can maintain the concurrent circula- 
tion of gold and silver each as standard money at the fixed ratio 
of 16 to 1. 

Mr. Speaker, these free-silver gentlemen of the Senate know as 
well as they live that it is impossible for the arbitrary edict of a 
legislature to create values, ey know as well as they live that 
you can not - a mere legislative enactment join together two 
coins at a fixed value and keep them together when the market 
value of the metals of which they are composed is different from 
the valuation sought to be imposed upon them by law. 

They know that this was tried in England time and again, and 
that it failed, and that therefore England was commeinen t to go to 
the single gold standard. They know that we tried it twice in 
our own history and signally failed. They know that there is 
not a nation on earth which has its mints open to-day to their 
form of bimetallism which is not on a silver basis, where the coin 
has not sunk to its mere bullion value, despite all efforts to keep 
it higher, where gold has not disappeared from circulation. They 
know that France and the Latin Caton, with a population about 
equal to our own, endeavored, years ago, by legislative enact- 
ment, to maintain at a fixed ratio the parity between gold and 
silver coins, at a time when the difference between gold and silver 
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was as nothing to what it is now, when silver had not been over- 

roduced as it has been in later days, and when the nations of the 
earth were trying to aid them, but that they were at last reluc- 
tantly compelled to abandon the field to prevent silver forcing gold 
out of circulation and leaving them on a silver basis, and that 
France stands to-day as we do, denying the free coinage of silver 
on private account, and maintaining its silver circulation by vir- 
tue of the gold coin which is behind it. They know very well that 
if France and the Latin Union could not maintain the parity 
between the gold and silver coins, under such favorable cir- 
cumstances as these, this nation, alone and unaided, can not now 
possibly do so, when there has been such an overproduction of 
silver, when every other leading nation has abandoned the effort, 
and when there is such avast difference between the bullion value 
of the two metals as now exists. 

They know that the whole civilized world has fled from free 
coinage of the white metal asif from a pestilence, and that within 
the last two months Russia has abandoned the silver standard, 
gone upon the gold basis, and thereby brought her depreciated 
paper ar to par. They have recently heard Senator WOL- 
coTT admit the absolute failure of his commission to secure an 
international agreement for bimetallism and declare that even if 
it could ever be obtained hereafter, it could not be secured at the 
ratio of 16 to 1, but would have to be accepted at a ratio of 20 to1. 

And yet, sir, knowing all these things, these free-silver Senators 
still pretend to us that they believe that this nation alone can suc- 
cessfully maintain bimetallism at the existing ratio. 

Mr. Speaker, let no one be deceived as to their belief. This reso- 
lution is a practical admission that they believe nothing of the 
kind, and that, conscious that their system when put to the test 
will fail, they propose to discharge our national obligations with 
the base and depreciated silver dollar. 

But, Mr. Speaker, gentlemen on the other side of this Chamber 
tell us that we should pay our bonds in silver because it is virtually 
so ‘‘nominated in the bond.” These bonds are payable by the 
terms of the law in coin, and silver is coin as well as gold, they 
exclaim. 

It is insisted that inasmuch as the creditor knew when he pur- 
chased the obligations that they were payable in either the gold 
dollar or in the silver dollar of 4124 grains, nine-tenths fine, he 
can not now be heard to complain if the debt is discharged in 
the latter coin. Grant all this to be true, still you have stated 
only one phase of the question. Time and again since the enact- 
ment referred to this nation has pledged itself to keep these two 
dollars of the contract at a parity—to maintain one at the same 
purchasing and debt-payin wer as the other. We did this in 
the Sherman Act of 1890. e did it again in the act to repeal the 
purchasing clause of that Sherman law in 1893. 

Our practices have been along the same line in every Adminis- 
tration for the last twelve years. Every Secretary of the Treas- 
ury has exerted himself strenuously to preserve this parity of the 
two dollars. The American people reaffirmed this pledge by 
their votes at the polls in the great campaign of 1896. These 
bonds, sir, have, some of them, n funded within the last few 
years. Two hundred and sixty-five millions of them were issued 
during Mr. Cleveland’s last Administration. 

The creditor who now holds them paid for them in gold coin or 
its equivalent—took them upon the existing standard of values. 
If, therefore, he acquired them with a knowledge that by the 
strict technicality of the law they could be paid in the silver dol- 
lar, he also took them under the solemn and oft-repeated pledge of 
this nation that that dollar should forever be kept equal in value 
to the golddollar. What moral right, then, has the Government 
now todeclare thatit will pay him with thesilver coin whose bullion 
value has within the last twenty-five years fallen to one-half of 
its former value unless it can also assure him that it shall con- 
tinue to be as good as the gold dollar itself? 

Mr. Speaker, that nation which will shelter itself behind the 
technicalities of a statutory enactment, which will stand upon the 
bare Jetter of the law in the face of equities like these to which I 
have referred, when every consideration of public honor demands 
that its obligations shall be kept according to their spirit, is un- 
worthy either of the confidence of its own citizens or the respect 
of the civilized world. How can we ever expect the individual to 
be honest in private affairs if the nation itself sets the example of 
repudiation? 

God save the country which, for a slight present advantage, 
will recklessly sully its good name and throw away the illimit- 
able possibilities of the future, which will lower the standard of 
public and of private integrity, which will scale down its debts 
and pay those who have trusted it in a depreciated coin, simply 
because it possesses the power to doso. Such a nation is already 
marked for dissolution; its foundations are already settling; its 
pillars are already crumbling and weakening with decay. 

Let us not be blind, either, Mr. Speaker, as to the scope and far- 
reaching consequences of this resolution. It stipulates for the 
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payment in silver dollars of only one class of our creditors, it is 
true. But there is no such thing in this country as one standard 
of value for the rich man and another standard of value for the 
poor man; no such thing as one dollar for the bondholder and 
another dollar for the laborer. We have the same standard of 
value and the same dollar for all of our people, regardless of their 
financial condition, regardless of whether they are creditor or 
debtor. 

Now it is the bondholder who is assailed. But do the gentle- 
men who favor this resolution dare to assert that they propose to 
pay the other creditors in a more favored coin? No, sir; not at 
all. The same logic by which they justify themselves in paying 
the bondholder in silver is equally applicable to the payment of 
any other character of public debts—is equally applicable in the 
liquidation of any and all private debts and obligations. 

o-morrow it will be the holder of our demand notes—our green- 
backs and our Treasury notes, issued under the act of 1890—the 
citizen whose savings are deposited in the various savings banks 
of the Republic, the old soldier who is drawing a pension from 
the Government, and the man who maintains himself and his 
family by the toil of his hands. These demand notes are in the 
hands of the people. Ought they to be paid in anything except 
gold or its equivalent? Ought these people of moderate means, 
who have put their earnings in savings banks, to be paid back in 
a dollar a whit less valuable than the one which they placed upon 
deposit? 

Does not the old soldier demand, and rightly demand, that his 
future pension payments shall not be made in a dollar whose pur- 
chasing power is only half that of the dollar with which his pen- 
sion is now being paid? Must the laboring man accept for his 
work a dollar which will buy only half as many of the necessities 
of life as he can now obtain with the dollar which his employer 
gives him for his labor? Do we not know, does not all history 
attest, that wages never rise under a debased coin until long after 
products have risen, and that labor is therefore always at a corre- 
sponding disadvantage? 

Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to all discriminations against any 
class of our people in the payment of debts. I am for paying the 
bondholder, the note holder, the laborer, and all other creditors 
in precisely the same money, a gold dollar, orits equivalent either 
in silver or in paper, and I am unalterably opposed to paying any 
one in a cheap and depreciated coin, and believe it is both ‘‘a 
violation of the public faith and in derogation of the rights of the 
public creditor” to attempt it. 

Mr. Speaker, I base my opposition to this resolution primarily 
upon the ground that it is wrong in principle. I repudiate it be- 
cause it unquestionably contemplates the payment of our national 
obligations in a coin which is not to be of equal value with the 
gold coin, now recognized as the standard of value throughout 
the whole civilized world. Let us descend from this high and 
impregnable ground, however, and consider the subject seconda- 
rily from the standpoint of mere expediency. Sir, I believe that 
in this matter ‘‘ honesty is the best policy.” We are told every 
once and a while upon this floor that we are a ‘‘creditor nation.” 

Do the gentlemen who affirm this mean by it to say that we 
have borrowed simply to pay our debts—that we are hopelessly 
involved on account of our being creditors? If they do, I deny 
that we are acreditor nation. We are a creditor nation, sir, sim- 
ply because we have here vast undeveloped resources, which we 

ave not sufficient capital of our own to develop, and hence we 
have obtained abroad, through loans, the means to enable us to 
accomplish this end. 

Our relation to our foreign creditors is one of mutual confidence 
and benefit. We obtain the use of their money, and they secure 
its return with interest. We employ that money in the creation 
of wealth, and, after paying back therefor the bonus, we have a 
large balance of this wealth remaining to our credit. Itis this 
borrowing and employment of foreign capital, sir, which has 
greatly helped to make us the richest nation upon the face of the 
earth, the wonder and admiration of mankind. It is in this 
sense, and in this sense alone, that we are a ‘‘creditor nation.” 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we have only to preserve our credit in the 
eyes of the world to retain its confidence and the supply, at reason- 
able rates, of all the capital which may_be needed for our progress 
and development. Let us pay our just obligations honorably and 
according to their spirit as well as their letter and no great national 
exigency can ever arise—and we know not how soon such an exi- 
gency may come—that we can not go into the financial centers of 
the world and borrow with celerity and at a minimum of expense. 

But, sir, to pursue a contrary policy would be nothing short of 
absolute suicide. Once violate even the spirit of our financial 
obligations, and our credit is hopelessly impaired. Foreign capital 
already invested here will be withdrawn; the investment of new 
capital will become impossible. With our honor sullied and our 
credit impaired, we can never ask for financial aid abroad and 
secure it in time of need, except on most unfavorable terms and 
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at such exorbitant rates as will compensate for the risk that we 
may either repudiate our obligations in toto or pay them in a 


coin which is debased. 

Mr. Chairman, if there were any serious belief this day that the 
pending resolution would pass this House and that it had favor 
at the Executive Mansion, that it expressed the real sentiment of 
the American people, the nation to-day would be in the midst of 
@ financial panic compared with which the disturbance of a few 
years ago would be prosperity itself. Foreign investments would 
be withdrawn; our various obligations held abroad would be re- 
turned to us for payment; the gold reserve in the Treasury would 
be rapidly depleted by the presentation of our demand notes; cred- 
itors would all be clamoring for payment. 

There would be a contraction of credits such as had never been 
seen before. Business would be paralyzed upon every hand, and 
every wheel of commerce would cease to revolve. Let us thank 
God, sir, that the timely utterance of the President and the action 
of this House, well known in advance, has averted a calamity 
which would certainly have occurred had it been felt that this 
infamous resolution was destined to pass and meet with the ap- 
proval of our countrymen. 

Mr. Speaker, the issue has been joined. Upon the one side 
stands the free-silver Senate of the United States. Upon the 
other side stands the President and the House of Representatives. 
The time has arrived when every man must take sides. The day 
has passed when anyone can vacillate or temporize. The timid 
must take courage. The resolute must gird themselves for the 
irrepressible conflict. We have right upon our side. Let us go 
with alacrity into the fight, having faith that the intelligent and 
patriotic people of this great Republic will sustain us. 

This people are a proud and sensitive people. They are jealous 
of their own and their country’s honor. They turned deaf ears to 
the siren voice of repudiation when it importuned them in honeyed 
accents to break their plighted word that the greenback should be 
redeemed in coin; they made the resumption of specie payments an 
accomplished fact. In thelast campaign they trampled upon those 
who assailed the integrity of both public and private obligations, 
and I have faith to believe that they will indorse with all their 
hearts the action which we are about to take here to-day and will 
decide the issue here joined so honestly and so decisively that the 
national flag will remain unstained and the national credit unim- 

sired. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, as I construe the resolution now 
under consideration, it means to announce to the world that the 
members of the House of Representatives are in favor, first, of the 
free coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, and, second, that they 
do not regard the payment in such silver dollars of the bonds that 
have been issued by the United States as a breach of faith. As I 
do not believe in either one of these propositions, I am opposed to 
this resolution. I do not believe, particularly concerning the 
bonds that were issued under the late Administration, that the 

eople who bought them paid for them with anything but an 
onest dollar, worth a hundred cents. 

The one redeeming featurein the incongruous monetary system 
of the United States is that every dollar of its currency, gold, sil- 
ver, or paper, is the equal of every other dollar, made so by the 
good faith and the ability of the United States to maintain the 
parity of all of them. I do not believe that the subject-matter of 
the resolution presents any issue between the bondholder and the 
taxpayer. I believe that the only issue that could be made up on it 
is, Shall the Government of the United States act up to the high- 
est standard of good faith in discharging its obligations? 

I do not believe that this resolution, if acted upon, would bring 
the United States up to that highest standard; but I had the honor 
a short time since to introduce in the House resolutions which, if 
adopted and made law, would reach and maintain the highest 
ideal of good faith, certainly up to my notion of what is required 
by good faith on the part cf the Government. For that reason I 
ea prefer to see them adopted instead of the one before the 

ouse. 

One of these resolutions was: 

That the faith and credit of the said United States are hereby pledged to 
the payment in gold coin of all its outstanding obligations except where it is 
expressly provided in the contract that they shall be paid in silver. 

I do not believe that any one of the bonds issued by the Gov- 
ernment prior to the passage of the Bland-Allison Act, when 
there had not been more than 8,000,000 standard silver dollars 
coined by the United States in all our previous history, and they 


anything but gold. Wemay bring to the interpretation of any 
statutory phraseology our knowledge of all surrounding facts and 
I can not believe it is possible to be maintained that when that 
act was passed it was in the contemplation of Con 
contemplation of the President when he approve 
those bonds should be paid in anything but gold, which was the 
only metallic coin we then had in circulation. As the 8,000,000 
silver dollars were then out of circulation, as gold was then un- 
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doubtedly the standard, and as we issued hundreds of millions of 
bonds, certainly the word ‘‘ coin” meant gold. jhermore, 
another of the resolutions I introduced in emphatic terms de- 
clares— 

That good faith requires that the United States shall not, in the payment 
of any of its obligations now outstanding and not expressly solvable in silver 
coin, take pap the great depreciation in the value of silver since the 
creation of such ob tions. 

I do not believe that the financial honor of the United States 
should be lowered by taking advantage of the depreciation of that 
metal; but let it cost what it may, the United States should act 
up to the full standard of honor and good faith in discharging its 
debts in the best money, at the option of the holder, and not at 
the arbitrary option of the Government, the debt-paying party to 
the contract. 

The other resolution I introduced is a corollary to these. 

Third. That good faith requires that all silver dollars heretofore coined at 
the mints of the United States shall be kept on a par with the gold dollar, but 
there shall be no further coinage of silver dollars at any of the mints of the 
United States unless such dollars shall each contain such a quantity of stand- 
ard silver as shall make the same equal in intrinsic and commercial value to 
the gold dollar at the time of such coinage. 

The Senate resolution we are considering is a mere concurrent 
expression of opinion of the two Houses of Congress, and can not, 
if — unanimously, have the force of law, but will only em- 
body the views of those who are in favor of the free coinage of 
silver at the old ratio or who su e that to pay our bonds in 
dollars hereafter to be coined at that ratio would not be an act of 
bad faith. 

The reason the bonds may now be discharged in our silver dol- 
lar is that the United States has maintained, and if no more silver 
dollars are coined can maintain and will maintain, the equality of 
all forms of its current dollars, but it could not do so if free coin- 
age of cheap silver should be resumed without limit. 

As the Senate resolution is but an expression of opinion, I have 
referred to the joint resolution I introduced as ss the 


views I entertain and the only ones for which I am willing at this 
time to vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I yield eight minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER]. 

Mr.WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, it isa very great 
——— to me to state at the beginning of my remarks that the 

epublican members of Massachusetts are a unit in opposition to 
the resolution before us. 

I wish to ask you, and through you this House, if members 
have stopped to calculate and to examine even the commercial 
value of undoubted honor; the value to an individual or a nation 
of having it understood that the obligations against it or him will 
be satisfied to the very uttermost, whether nominated in the bond 
or not, whether we are under any legal obligations to pay in sil- 
ver, at a value of 45 cents, as compared with the standard of 
value of the world, in a hundred cents. 

Even if we had up to the present moment paid our obligations 
in 45 cents’ worth of value as compared with a hundred, nothi 
this nation could do would be worth so much to it in any day of 
adversity as to now pay dollars of a hundred cents instead of 45 
cents. On this bare proposition, laying aside all questions of what 
we are legally bound to do, I stand. The question arises, What 
did we ac ly promise? It is easily andsurely told. From 1834 
wehave been on a gold measure of value, put on a gold measure 
of value by the action of a Democratic Congress, where a Demo- 
cratic committee unanimously reported in favor of it, by a Demo- 
cratic President urging it, and by a Democratic President signing 
the bill. After 1853 we had no dollar coin in active circulation 
but the gold dollar. 

In 1873 we simply, incodifying our laws, leftin the law what had 
been the commercial dollar in practice for forty years That is 
what we then accomplished. We demonctized nothing. We 
changed the commercial and legal conditions by not the smallest 

article, and in 1898 we stand where we have stood for sixty years. 
aying the obligations of the 
measure of value through- 


tis not those who are in favor of 

Governmentin that money whichis t 

out the world that are seeking change, but it is those who would 

deny the creditor what was promised him in the bonds. 
Mr. LINNEY. That, you think, would be repudiation? 

‘ Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. That will be plain repudia- 
on. 
Mr. LINNEY. If we take more to pay the creditor, I will ask 

if that more that is paid the creditor is not extortion and a greater 

crime than repudiation? [Applause on the Democratic side. ]} 
Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. The creditor was promised 


that he should be paid in full in the then standard of the value 
mentioned in the bonds. 


Mr. KNOWLES. Forty cents on the dollar. 
Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. The gentleman says 40 cents 
I thank the gentleman for his suggestion. Thatis 


on the dollar. 
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the whole position of you gentlemen on the other side—that you 
desire to pay them 40 cents on the dollar. 

Mr. KNOWLES. No, sir; I said you paid 40 cents on the dol- 
lar for your bonds. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Now, what are we paying 
these bonds in to-day? We solemnly promised to keep all our 
money at a parity and are keeping all forms of our money at a 

arity, and we are paying for the bonds and the interest on them 
in legal-tender notes, silver certificates, silver dollars, and paying 
them in gold dollars. Then why pass this resolution if it is not 
as you declare, you propose to pay only 40 cents’ worth of value, 
as my friend on the other side has very candidly confessed. 

Mr. KNOWLES. I said you paid 40 cents on the dollar for the 
bonds. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. We paid a hundred cents on 
the dollar for the bonds. I can not yield to the gentleman, as I 
have the floor for only a few moments. Now, what is the trouble 
about the vote of Mr. McKinley and others given in this House 
twenty years ago? When they voted for this form of resolution 
in this House silver had depreciated but very little. It was worth 
about 95 cents to 23.22 grains of gold, and the vote itself had no sig- 
nificance as measured by the present situation, and nothing is to 
be gained by quoting that record. 

And again it is said we paid in 1893 $16,000,000 for the privilege of 
paying our bonds in silver. Why, Mr. Chairman, we declined to 
accept the proposition to write the word “‘ gold” in our bonds, 
because we claimed it made it possible for repudiationists to argue 
on this floor that every bond that had not the word “ gold” writ- 
ten in it was payable in depreciated silver. That isthe reason for 
that vote, and not that we did not declare that those bonds and 
all others were payable in the measure of value of the world. We 
would not then and will not now stultify ourselves by putting 
the word ‘‘gold” into bonds so that every gentleman on the 
other side can get up on this floor and claim that the existing 
bonds are by that act depreciated to the extent of 55 cents on the 
dollar. That is a true statement, and every gentleman on the 
other side is aware of what caused the Republicans and many 
amenats to vote against putting the word ‘‘ gold” into those 

nds. 

Furthermore, this resolution, if it does not propose to pay the 
bonds in a 45-cent dollar, has no legal effect whatever on the exist- 
ing conditions or the existing law. Now, let us discover what the 
existing conditions are. We have legal tender notes nowin actual 
circulation to the amount of about $200,000,000, we have of silver 
dollars about $500,000,000, gold dollars $500,000,000, bank notes 
$200,000,000._ And the Republican party is pledged to what? To 
keep every dollar of that money at a parity. The Republican 
party is no more for the gold standard, is no more for the proposi- 
tion to enact the single gold standard, now than it has been for 
thirty years. It proposes to keep all our money at a parity and 
exactly as it now is. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. ee). 

Mr. PEARSON. Mr. Speaker, in this brief limit I can not 
argue the question. I shall not attempt to convince any man on 
this floor. I can barely define my position, which is this: If this 
resolution stopped at the word ‘“‘silver,” in the eighth line, I 
should vote for it. If it contained a provision for the parity of 
the two metals, I should vote forit. If it contained these words, 
to wit: “‘ Provided, That the parity of the two metals be at all 
times maintained in accordance with the act of 1893 so that the 
coin used in payment shall be equal in value to the coin borrowed 
by the Government,” if it contained these words of simple faith 
and common honesty, I should cheerfully vote for the resolution. 

I am committed in favor of the coinage of silver to the extent, 
and to the extent only, to which it can be maintained on a parity 
with gold, so that every dollar shall be equal and shall contain 100 
cents. [Applause on the Republican side. | 

If this resolution had come to us from the Senate with the Nel- 
son proviso incorporated as a part of it, in these words— 

And that it is the duty of the Government of the United States, under 
existing laws, to maintain the parity in value of its gold and silver money, so 


that the dollar of the one metal shall for all monetary purposes always be 
equal in value to the dollar of the other metal— 


in that case it would command my hearty support; but you all 
know that this Nelson amendment was rejected in the Senate, 
and that vote means that the Senate cared nothing for the parity 
of the medium of payment, but indicated a willingness to launch 
this country upon the unknown and horrible sea of repudiation. 
Now, I appeal to you, gentlemen: Who is the man in all this di- 
versity of opinion, who is the man who best understands the 
meaning, the purpose, and the consequences of this resolution? 
He is not on this floor, he is not the dead author of the words be- 
fore us, but the man who resurrected this resolution from the 
tomb in which it has slept for twenty years past, the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TeLLeR], who undertakes to give force to the first 
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part of the resolution, which is a truism, and to give life to the 
second part of the resolution, which has been buried by the joint 
edicts of God and of civilized mankind for these twenty years— 
Mr. TELLER is the magician by whose genius the truism darkens 
into the paradox and by whose act the enigma brightens into the 
epigram. His interpretation ought to be conclusive, and here is 
his bold avowal of the meaning of this resolution. 1 read from 
his colloguy with Senator SPOONER (CONGRESSIONAL REcoRD, 
January 28, page 1261): 

Mr. Spooner. I ask the Senator whether he means to be understood by 
the resolution as saying that it will be in consonance with public faith for the 
Government to open the mints for the free and unlimited coinage of silver 
at a ratio of 16 to 1 and pay in those dollars as a legal tender the principal of 
the bonds? 

Mr. TELLER. The Government absolutely has a right under the law,anda 
moral right that can not be questioned, in my judgment. 

Mr. Spooner. Is not that what this resolution is intended to mean? 

Mr. TELLER. That is what I intended it to mean. 

Mr. Spooner. That is what I thought. 


Here you have the meaning of this resolution, and here the 
purpose of this rare legerdemain by which we would have free, 
independent, and unlimited coinage of silver at 16 to 1, ‘‘in vio- 
lation of the public faith and in derogation of the rights of the 
public creditor.” [Applause. ] 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, it is impossible in the few 
minutes allotted to me to discuss the important issues involved in 
this resolution. It does not suit the will of the Republican rulers 
of this House that free and full discussion shall be had. The 
various moneyed interests, the bondholders, the corporations, and 
the protected manufacturers, who dictate the policy of the Repub- 
lican party and furnish it with the means to carry the elections, 
demand the speedy execution of this resolution by this House, and 
it is to be hurried to its death almost without a hearing. 

But you may rest assured that this day’s action will return to 
face you in the elections of 1898 and 1900, and that the people will 
hold you toa rigid and strict account for your subserviency to the 
dictates of the bondholders. You may throttle and gag the voices 
of the representatives of the people on this floor, but you will not 
be able to stifle the indignant voice of the people, when they shall 
be heard at the polls in November next. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side]. 

The denial of the right of the Government to pay its bonds in 
accordance with the terms of the contract and in the money of 
the contract comes not from the people of this country. It is not 
founded upon any statute enacted by Congress, nor does it rest 
upon any decree or judgment of the courts. It comes from that 
patriotic (?) and unselfish (?) class of citizens who belong to and 
represent the protected classes and manufacturers, the bondhold- 
ers, money lenders, and bankers, who, having taken charge of the 
Republican party by right of purchase, now assume to dictate 
the policy of the Government and the enactment of its laws. 

If the laws of the land stand in their way, then, through the 
aid of the Republican party and the President of the United States, 
it is proposed to carry out the financial policy of these people in 
spite of law and over the law. Two days before (on January 26) 
the Manufacturers’ Association of the United States met in New 
York City and held their feast at the Waldorf-Astoria, which has 
now become so famous, another gathering of bankers was assem- 
bled at Indianapolis, Ind., for the purpose of so reforming the 
currency that the money of this great Government shall be abso- 
lutely under the control of the national banks, and to still fur- 
ther add to the burdens and distresses of the great masses who 
produce the wealthof the land. Atthat convention one of its dele- 
gates gave utterance to the following: 


Men in the past have had standards of value and mediums of exchange or 
currency or circulating mediums, or whatever name you may give them, with 
no laws save the customs of business; these they can have in the future with- 
out statutes. and they will have them in spite of statutes if statutes stand in 
the way of the irresistible force of the concurring habitsof men. A fact of 
civilization is that men measure value by gold; whatever be the standard 
named in law, men will continue to measure value by gold until, by the con- 


currence of their habits, they evolve something that suits their purposes 
better. 

What a proposition! The business men of this country, who 
to-day are asserting that they are the especial guardians of the 
national honor, proclaim that ‘‘ without law” and “in spite of 
law,” if statutes stand in their way, they will fix and establish 
laws of their own to fix and govern the financial policy of this 
Government. They propose to usurp to themselves the power to 
annul the Constitution of our country and fix standards of value, 
with no law save the customs of business, and to centinue to have 
them in the future without law and in spite of laws. 

Startling though these words may be when coming from those 
whose self-interest, avarice, and greed urge them to any extreme, 
yet the words uttered at the Indianapolis convention had hardly 
died away, the public press had barely published them to the 
world, when they were, in substance, reechoed by the President of 
the United States in his address before the manufacturers of the 
United States at their ‘‘ Belshazzar’s feast,” for he proclaimed that 
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in spite of the contract and the law he would pay the bonds of the 
Government in gold. This is his language: 

Whatever may be the language of the contract, the United States will dis- 
charge all of its obligations in the currency recognized as the best through- 
out the civilized world at the times of payment. 

What are statutes? What matters it what the contract is? If 
the men who purchased the nomination of the present Chief 
Executive and corrupted the ballot in every known way to secure 
his election demand that the statutes and the contract be violated 
and set aside, he declares he will violate them. 

Yet, Mr. Speaker, but a few years ago this same distinguished 
gentleman who now is our Chief Executive, when a member of 
this House, voted for this resolution when before this House in 
the same form, yea, in the very words, without the dotting of an 
‘*i” or crossing of a ‘‘t,” as it is to-day. 

More than this, Mr. Speaker, on April 8, 1886, when there was 
@ proposition before the House to suspend the coinage of the silver 
dollar under the act of February 28, 1878, known as the ‘‘ Bland- 
Allison Act,” unless and until through the concurrent action of 
the nations of Europe with the United States, silver should be re- 
monetized prior to July 1, 1889, and Hon. William McKinley 
voted against the proposition. 

We are told to-day by gentlemen on the other side that this res- 
olution is but a reaffirmation of the Chicago platform of 1896 and 
to pay the debts of the Government in depreciated silver dollars. 
Yet, Mr. Speaker, we find in the Republican campaign text-book 
for 1896, on page 37, as an article and text of Republican faith, 
this identical resolution, known as the Stanley Matthews resolu- 
tion. {Loud applause on the Democratic side. 

I hold in my hand a volume called the Republican Campaign 
Text-Book for 1896, issued by the Republican national executive 
committee and the Congressional campaign committee, bearing 
the indorsements of Hon. M. A. Hanna, chairman of the national 
executive committee, and of Hon. JoszEPH W. BaABcock, chair- 
man of the Republican Congressional committee, and on page 37 
is the following, called text or article 39: 

Senator Stanley Matthews, of Ohio, introduced the following resolution 
declaring them (the bonds) payable in silver, which passed the Senate Feb- 


ruary 18, 1878—yeas 42, nays 20; pass the House January 29, 1878—yeas 189, 
nays 79: 


** Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring therein), 
That all the bonds of the United States issued under the said acts of Congress 
hereinbefore recited are payable, principal and interest, at the option of the 
Government of the United States, in silver dollars of the coinage of the 
United States containing 412} grains each of standard silver; and that to re- 
store to its coinage such silver coins as a legal tender in payment of said 
bonds, principal and interest, is not in violation of the public faith nor in 
derogation of the rights of the public creditor.” 

The Republican campaign text-book for 1894, prepared by the 
Republican Congressional committee, and upon which they went 
to the people and secured the large majority of 150 in the House 
of Representatives of the Fifty-fourth Congress, on page 31 also 
contains this resolution, and is set out as a part of the Republican 
text and faith. 

Now, the Republican party, through its President and its ma- 
jority in this House, repudiate their own articles of faith. The 
Stanley Matthews resolution, like the claim made by the Repub- 
lican party that it favors bimetallism, is to be repudiated by the 
Republican majority, and the people will in the elections of 1898 
and 1900 repudiate you and restore this House and the control of 
this Government to that party—the Democratic party—which will 
restore the money of the Constitution, reestablish bimetallism 
without the aid and in spite of the opposition of any other country, 
and pay the bondholder in the money provided in the contract. 
[Loud applause on the Democratic a 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Michigan | Mr. BRUCKER]. 

Mr. BRUCKER. Mr. Speaker, the resolution which we now 
have under consideration contains a principle more vital and 
important and of more concern to our people than any question 
of governmental policy considered by the American Congress 
during the past twenty years, for it involves not only the pro- 
position of how and in what manner the vast bonded indebted- 
ness of this nation, now amounting to over $800,000,000, shall be 
paid, but it also involves the whole question of our future finan- 
cial policy. Shall the Government pay its bonds according to con- 
tract by complying with the terms of payment nominated in the 
bond or will it be obliged to liquidate this vast debt in a way and 
on such terms as the moneyed aristocracy—the bondholders—may 
dictate? And in order to discuss this question intelligently and 
yartive at a fair and just conclusion, it will be necessary to recall 

briefly the circumstances and conditions under which this vast in- 
debtedness was created. 

This large bonded indebtedness comes to us as alegacy andasan 
incident of the great civil war. Our Government, in order to sup- 
press the rebellion, support the Army and the Navy, and preserve 
the Union, required money, and a large amount of it. It was 
obliged to borrow, it did borrow, and as evidence of its indebted- 
ness it issued its bonds to a large amount. Nearly all of said 


bonds, when so issued, were made payable in the then lawful 
money of the country, the lawful money of the country at that 
time being gold, silver, and greenbacks. 

The history of these bond sales by the Government and the 
purchase of them by the bondholders discloses the fact that a 
large percentage of the bonds were purchased of the Government 
and paid for by the purchasers in greenbacks; that the purchase 
of the bonds in many instances was made in this way: Parties 
desiring to invest in United States bonds, owning coin, either gold 
or silver, would purchase greenbacks, which were at that time, 
as everyone knows, very much depreciated, being at one time 
worth but 40 cents on the dollar in either gold or silver. The 
holder of these depreciated greenbacks would then present them 
to the Government and purchase these bonds, the Government 
receiving them at their full face value, delivering to the pur- 
chaser a thousand-dollar bond for a thousand greenback dollars, 
the purchaser of the bond in this way receiving from the Govern- 
ment a bond calling for the payment of a thousand dollars when, 
as a matter of fact, he had parted with but $400 in actual coin of 
either gold or silver. 

Then shortly after the close of the war the men who had pro- 
cured these bonds, or the bondholders of the nation, inangurated 
a movement to have Congress declare that all of its bonds should 
be payable in coin instead of lawful money, and they succeeded 
so far that Congress in 1869 passed what is known as the credit- 
strengthening act, and this was supplemented in 1870 by another 
act of Congress known as the funding act, which act provided for 
the funding of all of the national bonds, and also provided that 
the bonds should be paid, not in the lawful money of. the country, 
but in coin of the standard value of the United States of 1870, the 
dollar then being 4124 grains of silver or 25.8 grains of gold, or, in 
other words, coin in 1870 meant gold and silver as a full legal 
tender for all debts, public and private, at the ratio of 16 to 1, 
with free and unlimited coinage at the mints at said ratio. And 
I here insert a copy of one of the bonds showing their terms of 
payment: . 
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
, or assigns, in the sum of one thousand dollars. 
This bond is issued in accordance with the provisions of an act of Congress 
entitled “An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt, approved 
July 14, 1870,” amended by an act approved January 20, 187], and is redeem- 
able at the pleasure of the United States after the first day of July, A. D. 
1907, in coin of the standard value of the United States on said July 14, 1870 
with interest, in such coin, from the day of the date hereof, at the rate of 
four per centum per annum, payable quarterly on the first day of October, 
January, April, and July in each year. The principal and interest are 
exempt from the payment of all taxes or duties of the United States, as well 
as from taxation in any form, by or under State, municipal, or local authority. 
Transferable on the books of this office. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, let us examine the financial legislation 
of this country a little further, and we will find these bondholders 
again appearing uponthesurface. Not being satisfied with havin 
the terms of payment, as originaily nominated in the bond, chan 
from lawful money to coin, we find that they, the bondholders, suc- 
ceeded in procuring the passage of an act by Congress which pro- 
hibited the coinage of silver dollars and limited the legal-tender 
value of the silver dollar to sums of $5, making gold the only legal 
tender, so that the Government in paying these bonds could not pay 
in silver, but must bay in gold; in other words, making these Gov- 
ernment bonds, which were originally payable in lawful money— 
i. e., gold, silver, or greenbacks—all now payable in gold. 

Mr. Speaker, whether this act of demonetization of 1873 was 
passed surreptitiously or not I shall not now take the time to dis- 
cuss; that it was so passed, to my mind, there can be no question. 
Atall events, it took this country some four or five years to discover 
that the act had been passed and that silver had been demonetized, 
and what called the attention of the country forcibly to that fact 
was the annual message of President Hayes submitted to Congress 
in 1877, and the annual report of Mr. Sherman, Secretary of the 
Treasury, wherein they both recommended that the bonded in- 
debtedness of the United States should, by affirmative act of Con- 
gress, be payable in gold. 

Mr. Speaker, the attempt of the President and his Secretary at 
that time to place the country flat upon the gold standard is evi- 
denced by the following recital of facts. I call attention of the 
members upon the other side of the Chamber to your great polit- 
ical historian, James G. Blaine, who says on page 603, Volume IT, 
of his work entitled Twenty Years in Congress: 


The President in his message and Secretary Sherman in his annual report 
earnestly urged Congress to give its sanction to that proposition. 


Mr. Blaine further says: 


That Congress was at once called upon froman unexpected source to make 
a declaration hostile in aim and purpose to the policy advocated both by the 
head of the nation and its chief financial officer. 


In direct hostility to the recommendation of an Ohio President 








Are indebted to 


and Secretary of the Treasury, an Ohio United States Senator— 
a Republican, Mr. Speaker—Mr. Stanley Matthews, moved a con- 
current resolution in the Senate declaring that all bonds of the 
United States are payable in silver dollars of 412} grains; in other 








1898. 


words, Mr. eet 16 to 1 [applause]; and to restore such dollars 
as a full le tender for that purpose is not in violation of the 

ublic faith or the rights of the creditors. Mr. Speaker, Mr. 
Blaine further said ‘‘ this resolution was intended as an expression 
of dissent on the part of Congress from the views of the Presi- 
dent;” and that resolution, Mr. Speaker, as we all know, passed 
both Senate and House by overwhelming majorities. President 
McKinley, at that time a member of Congress, we find voted for 
the resolution. [Applause.] And right here we might inquire 
as to the occasion and the necessity for the introduction and pas- 
sage of the Matthews resolution. 

Oh, Mr. Speaker, the proceedings that are being enacted in this 
country and this House to-day find their parallel in the proceedings 
that were enacted at that time. Then, as now, a Republican 
President from Ohio, with a Republican Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, were undertaking to construe and have Congress enact into 
law that its vast bonded indebtedness was payable in gold. The 
Matthews resolution, introduced at that time, was not offered as 
an initiative or relief measure in behalf of the silver forces. No, 
Mr. Speaker, it was introduced and passed at that time to forestall 
and prevent a Republican President from committing this coun- 
try to the gold standard. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

It was a positive declaration of Congress that the bonds of the 
United States could be paid in either gold or silver at the option 
of the Government and not at the option of the bondholder. A 
Republican President at that time undertook to give the right to 
the bondholder to demand payment in gold, and Congress, in di- 
rect opposition to the wishes of the President, simply reaffirmed, 
by the Matthews resolution, the terms of payment nominated in 
the bond, leaving the Government to pay, at its option, in either 
gold or silver; and that resolution, Mr. Speaker, enacted into law 
some twenty years ago, stands upon our statute books unchanged 
by the crossing of a ‘‘t” or the oo of an ‘‘i;” and right here, Mr. 
Speaker, the question is asked by the gold-standard bond-holding 
syndicate, ‘‘Why is this resolution—the Teller resolution, so 
called—introduced and pressed for passage? The Matthews reso- 
ae has not been repealed; it still remains upon the statute 

s.” 

Ah, Mr. Speaker, that is true! But during the past twenty 
years since this Matthews resolution was passed the bondholders 
and goldbugs have not been idle. They have continually planned 
and schemed to do away with the force and effect of the Matthews 
resolution. Since then the Bland-Allison silver law has been 
repealed, the so-called Sherman silver act has been destroyed, and 
this gold-standard bond-holding gang oe and took posses- 
sion of all the machinery of the Republican party; and under 
the guise of Republicanism and ‘‘sound money” and the use of 
a corruption fund running into the millions, by threat, intimida- 
tion, and fraud, inaugurated William McKinley President of the 
United States. And President McKinley has selected as his chief 
financial officer Lyman J. Gage, whose selection was made by the 
bondholders of this country; and every official act of the President 
and his financial Secretary has been (to use the language of the 
President when speaking through his financial officer) to place 
this country more firmly upon the gold standard. 

Read the last official utterances of the President as they fell 
from his lips at Belshazzar’s feast, held at New York January 27 
of the present year, where he says: 


It will not suffice for citizens nowadays to say simply that they are in 
favor of sound money; that is not enough. 


And when he further says: 

Nothing ever will tempt us to scale down the bonded debt through a legal 
technicality — 

As he terms it— 
whatever may be the language of the contract. 


In other words, the bondholders shall have the right to scale up 
the debt by exacting payment in gold, in violation of the terms of 
the contract. Whatever may be the language of the contract, 
the bondholder is at liberty to ignore it, says the President. 

He, the bondholder, isa sacred individual; he has rights superior 
to those given him by the language of the contract, and the United 
States has not the rights given it by the language of the contract; 
and this, Mr. Speaker, is our President, our own Major McKinley, 
who was elected to represent the people of the United States and not 
the bondholders. hatever may be the language of the contract, 
United States bonds, he, President McKinley, would ignore it, in 
violation of the people's rights, in order to pay this sacred debt to 
these sacred bondholders in gold. 

Oh, Mr. Speaker, would that I had the power to burn these 
words into the brain and mind of every voter in this broad land. 
Your President, our President, says to the American people that 
he will use all of his great power as President of this nation to 
alter Government bonds, change their language, ignore the lan- 
guage, nullify the terms of the contract, so that this sacred debt 
to these sacred bondholders shall be paid in gold, and, by so doing, 
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rob the American people of many millions of dollars by compelling 
them to pay the bondholders in the dearest money—gold. What 
else has happened, Mr. Speaker, to make the introduction and pas- 
sage of this resolution at this time a public necessity? 

On the 16th day of December, 1897, Lyman J. Gage, Secretary 
of the Treasury, appeared before the Committee of the House on 
Banking and Currency, and then and there read from prepared 
manuscript the aims and objects of this Administration, which 
were, among others, to put this country more firmly upon the 
gold standard, to make all of the greenbacks and national bonds 
payable in gold, to retire the greenback circulation, and to de- 
liver over to the national banks of the country the sole and abso- 
lute right to issue all paper money and to allow them to increase 
their circulating medium. The gold-standard party of this coun- 
try has at last thrown off the mask; it no longer fights under 
cover of ‘‘sound money,” “honest money.” It is now flushed 
with the victory gained in the last Presidential election, open, de- 
fiant, and arrogant. Sound money now means with them gold. 
‘* Honest money,” with them, means gold—nothing but gold. 

These happenings, Mr. Speaker, are what make the introduc- 
tion and passage of the Teller resolution at this time a public 
necessity. 

Mr. Speaker, some of the “‘ bimetallists on the gold standard” 
undertake to misconstrue this resolution, and claim that it meansa 
resolution for the free and unlimited coinage of silver. So far as I 
am concerned individually, Isay would to God that it was, and that 
we had a majority in this House to pass that kind of a measure, 
and a Bryan in the Executive chair to carry it into execution. 

Applause on the Democratic side.} All that is intended, Mr. 
Speaker, by this resolution, as was by the Matthews resolution, is 
to express dissent on the part of Congress and the country to the 
attempt of the President to fix the gold standard more firmly 
upon this country. [Applause. ] 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield four minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Norton]. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I will endeavor to con- 
clude what I desire to say upon the subject in question within the 
time allotted me under the miserable, tyrannical rules of the House 
and by availing myself of the privilege of extending my remarks 
in the RecorpD. 

I desire first to call attention to a few political chameleons upon 
the opposite side of this Chamber, notably my distinguished col- 
league from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], who but a few moments ago 
made an explanation that failed to explain why he was a “silver 
lunatic” in 1877, and by his vote declared ‘that common honesty 
to the taxpayers, the letter and spirit of the contract under which 
the great body of its indebtedness was assumed by the United 
States, and true financial wisdom, each and all demand the resto- 
ration of the silver dollar to its former rank as lawful money.” 

With the courage of an Athenian warrior he admits the record 
to be true, but with the faltering, quibbling,stammering of a 
political paralytic he pleads as his excuse that ‘‘ conditions have 
changed;” but henames nochange. Let meask the gentleman to 
particularize. What are the conditions that have so changed as 
to cause him now to be placarded in the public prints, arrayed in 
the garb of a Grecian warrior, with shield of “‘ national honor” 
and sword of ‘‘ honest money,” and places him upon this floor as 
an apologist for and a defender of the single gold standard, trusts, 
syndicates, and organized despoilers of his countrymen? 

Has ‘‘common honesty ” changed? Is there no longer “ com- 
mon honesty” existing in the land to demand the restoration of 
silver? Has the virtue of common honesty been dethroned and 
common dishonesty and thievery been installed in its place? 
Will he dare to say that the people—the common people—are no 
longer honest and no longer demand the restoration of silver to 
its lawful place as money, or has ‘‘ duty to tlte taxpayer ” changed? 
Has a new condition arisen by and under which he and his party 
owe no duty to the taxpayers of the nation? Has that ‘‘ condition” 
come that justifies the robbing, plundering, and pillaging the 
taxpayer, by placing all the burdens of support of Government 
upon the poor and middle classes while exempting to a large de- 
gree the rich? 

Has a “‘ condition” come about that justifies a Supreme Court 
in deciding that it is unconstitutional to tax the incomes of the 
aristocracy, incomes that have been built up by the oppression of 
labor, by increasing the cost of every necessity of life, and dimin- 
ishing the value of every product of human toil; incomes that 
have been established by unjust tariff and financial laws, which 
paralyze agriculture, place a mortgage upon and finally steal the 
farms and homes of our husbandmen; that stifle trade; that de- 
stroy patriotism and implant hatred in the hearts of the people 
instead of love for their country; that place our people, bound 
hand and foot, in the merciless grasp of English and other foreign 
usurers; debase and disgrace our flag and country—conditions that 
are a reproach to common intelligence and a blot dark and damna- 
ble upon Christian civilization? [Applause.] 
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I ask the gentlemanly apologist for crimes of his party if another 
‘“condition” has arisen. Has the ‘letter and spirit of the con- 
tract” been changed? Has a condition come that no longer de- 
mands that honest contracts shall be honestly carried out? Has 
the time arrived when gentlemen upon the other side of the Cham- 
ber are willing to admit that the holders of our bonds purchased 
by money made out of the misery and dire necessities of our nation 
in its hour of deadly peril shall construe the contracts, and the 
people be gagged into silence and have no voice in the matter? 

Is the letter of the contract blotted out? Has the spirit evapo- 
rated, and shall foreign greed and avarice, aided by American 
Benedict Arnolds, write their construction of the contracts? If 
so, law will no more be needed or respected in this land, and the 
repudiation of all obligations would be justifiable. [Applause.] 
Again, may I ask the distinguished Athenian from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR] if such conditions of change have occurred that it is 
no longer ‘true financial wisdom” to pay the obligations of the 
Government according to the spirit and letter of the contract un- 
der which they were assumed? Have conditions arisen whereby 
the honest man becomes a knave and the honest government a 
corrupt federation, unmindful of its own laws, its constitution, 
and its good faith to all people? Was the Republican Ohio gen- 
eral assembly dishonest when it passed that resolution in 1877? 
Was General GROSVENOR dishonest when he voted for it? [Laugh- 
ter.] Was Stanley Matthews, whom that body elected to the 
United States Senate, dishonest when he presented the following 
resolution in the United States Senate: 


Whereas by the act entitled “An act to strengthen the public credit,” ap- 
proved March 18, 1869, it was provided and declared that the faith of the 
United States was thereby solemnly pledged to the payment, in coin or its 
equivalent, of all the interest-bearing obligations of the United States, except 
in cases where the law authorizing the issue of such obligations had expressly 
provided that the same might be paidin lawful money or other currency 
than gold and silver; and 

Whereas all the bonds of the United States authorized to be issued by the 
act entitled “An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt," ap- 
proved July 14, 1870, by the terms of said act were declared to be redeemable 
in coin of the then present standard value, bearing interest payable semi- 
annually in such coin; and 

Whereas all bonds of the United States authorized to be issued under the 
act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the resumption of specie payments,” ap- 
yrenes January 14, 1875, are required to be of the description of bonds of the 

Jnited States described in the said act of Congress approved July 14, 1870, 
entitled “An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt;” and 

Whereas at the date of the passage of said act of Congress last aforesaid, 
to wit, the l4th day of July, 1870, the coin of the United States of standard 
value of that date included silver dollars of the weight of 412} grains each, 
declared by the act. approved January 18, 1837, entitled “An act supplemen- 
tary to the act entitled ‘An act establishing a mint and regulating the coins 
of the United States,” to be a legal tender of payment, according to their 
nominal value, for any sums whatever: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring therein), 
That all the bonds of the United States issued or authorized to be issued, 
under the said acts of Congress hereinbefore recited are payable, principal 
and interest, at the option of the Government of the United States, in silver 
dollars of the coinage of the United States containing 412} grains each of 
standard silver; and that to restore to its coinage such silver coins as a legal 
tender in payment of said bonds, principal and interest, is not in violation of 
the public faith nor in derogation of the rights of the public creditor. 


Was the Republican State convention of Ohio held in the year 
1877 dishonest when it by resolution declared that the bonds of 
the Government were payable in greenbacks? The gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] and also the now President of the 
United States were doubtless both delegates to that convention 
and vociferously voted “aye” upon its adoption. [Applause.] 
What condition has arisen to now justifiably contradict the utter- 
ance of John Sherman—honest John Sherman—when he declared 
that ‘‘ the bondholder should be paid in the money he purchased 
his bonds with,” or the grandiloquent outbursts of Maj. William 
McKinley, now President, when he went about the country hold- 
ing aloft a silver dollar and declaring it to be “‘good enough for 
him, gocd enough for the farmer and the workingman, good 
enough for the soldier, and ought to be good enough for the bond- 
holder.” [Applause.] 

Verily, Mr. Speaker, a Republican politician, and especially and 
above all an Ohio Republican politician, can slide out of his po- 
litical skin easier than any other kind of serpent in God's creation. 
{Laughter.] As I said, the gentleman from Ohio did not point 
out wherein there wasachange. Iwilltell him, for, Mr. Speaker, 
conditions have changed since 1877. Conditions arising out of the 
crime and wrong so strongly and manfully inveighed against by 
the Ransom resolutions when they demanded the restoration of 
the stolen constitutional rights of the people by having silver 
placed in its former rank as lawful money. 

The demonetization of silver in 1873, the direct and inherent 
cause of the resolutions (Teller) now under consideration, was a 
crime—a crime against country, a crime against man, a crime 
against the broad religion of humanity, a crime against every 
American citizen who was not then and is not now a bondholder, 
banker, usurer, or by that crime a legally authorized thief of the 
property of the people and the fruits of honest industry. [Ap- 
plause.] As well might the crucifixion of Christ be denied and 
that crime be condoned as to deny and defend the crime of 1873. 


It was by that debasing act that the single gold standard was 
established—established by stealth, by misrepresentation, by a 
conspiracy carefully concealed from the people. 

Like thieves in the night you stole the people’s rights and de- 
spoiled the nation’s honor. You denied this at the time and you 
deny it now, but let me refer you to one of your own apostles, 
Lot M. Morrill, Secretary of the Treasury, in his report of De- 
cember 4, 1876, says that ‘“‘the object and intent of the act of 
1873 was confessedly to give to gold precedence in the statutes 
of the country and to declare the gold dollar to be the repre- 
sentative of the money unit.” In that same report he gives the 
refutation to your oft-repeated denials that the silver dollar was 
a constitutionally and legally authorized unit of value. He says: 


The question whether the pledged faith of the United States to pay its 
obligations in coin would justify their payment in the silver dollar is of no 
oul importance. In any discussion of the question it must be conceded at 
the outset that the silver dollar was the unit of value. 


ps omer on the Democratic side. ] 

need not cite further evidence that by the act of 1873 the gold 
dollar was established as the unit of money value and the single 
gold standard imposed upon this nation simply by denying the 
right of coinage to the silver dollar. Mr.S er, from that hour 
to this the fruits of that conspiracy have been growing, and of a 
truth the fruitage of Sodom and Gomorrah. 

Yes; conditions have changed since then. A happy and pros- 
perous people have been transformed into a tax-ridden, tax-bur- 
dened, impoverished, unhappy, and discontented people. Under 
and by virtue of that law, debasing and destroying silver as a 
money metal, the value of all property except gold has been forced 
down the scale toward the level of no value. Step by step since 
the hour of the birth of that hell-born crime the rights of the peo- 
ple have been encroached upon and a ‘‘dead line” between the 
common people and a favored aristocracy established. 

The crime diminishes not with the lapse of time, but grows more 
glaring and horrible as the years go = Its blighting curse is 
beyond describing by human tongue. It strangles freedom and 
establishes serfdom on American soil. It ignores all equity and 
disregards the Constitution. It enters the courts and destroys 
honor, sets aside law, and enthrones subservient and servile tools 
upon the bench of the highest tribunals of the land. It invades 
and lingers in the halls of legislation, writes decrees, drafts laws, 
and places tyrants in position to throttle free speech, deny the 
right of petition, and render a nullity the American right of rep- 
resentation. [Loud applause. ] 

Justice and reason have been cast out, and in their place sit 
greed and avarice. In the name of “ national honor” it deals out 
to a long-suffering people broken promises, idleness, and want, 
and to foreign and domestic corporations hands the rich spoils of 
its gathering. Under the deceitful cry of ‘‘ maintainthe national 
credit” advocates of the gold standard conspire with foreign syn- 
dicates to loot the Treasury of the United States, place under tho 
control and within the ownership of titled foreigners countless 
acres of land that should belong to our own people, give them mines 
of gold and silver that — sacredly to be held in ownership at 
home, and so manipulate that the great transportation companies 
of our mighty nation sink or prosper at their nod. 

Under the plea of protection and need of revenue, hands made 
strong by the crime of 1873 clutch the throat of the people, rob 
them of their patrimony, take bread from the mouths of the 
hungry; with the vulturous claws of taxation they tear the cloth- 
ing from the backs of women and children and consign them by 
millions to tenement hovels and infirmaries. ease. They 
ply the lash of necessity upon the bent shoulders of labor, and 
hold him to the treadmill of toil by writs of injunction enforced 
by the bayonet. [Applause on the Democratic side. 

These agents of the single gold standard established by the act 
of 1873 know no shame, fear no law, and exercise no decency. 
They invade legislatures and, by bribery and corruption, shame- 
lessly purchase seats of honor for servile tools in the highest leg- 
islative body on earth. [Applause and laughter. ] 

Mr. Speaker, I am aware that my lan eis strong and that 
the shafts of criticism and abuse will urled at me and all 
others who speak the truth by all theagents of this gigantic power 
enthroned by the crime of 1873, but all this shall not deter me 
from giving voice tomy honest convictions, founded and grounded 
in the light of the history of my country for the past thirty years. 

Would that this story of my a shame were not true. 
Would to God that the shimmering folds of the glorious Stripes 
and Stars floated over a land whose every citizen was an honest 
freeman, ——- home bright with the cheer of prosperity and 
plenty; a land crowned with rejoicing because peace had tri- 
umphed, patriotism prevailed, and liberty and right, justice and 
honor ruled the affairs of men. [Loud applause.| But can any 


American citizen think and believe my picture is overdrawn or 
untrue, when he sees the Secretary of our National Treasury defy- 
ing the law, promulgating, with the consent and approbation of 
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our President, a financial — that means the devastation and 
final overthrow of our mighty nation? 

National disgrace, national insolvency, national extinction must 
follow in the path marked out by those whose guiding hands di- 
rect the powers which now preside over the destinies of our coun- 
try. The chief conspirator of the crime of 1873 sits in political 
senility and patriotic imbecility ms over the Department of 
our diplomatic service. — -]| Freedom is being assassi- 
nated, the blood of the Cuban martyrs reddens the waves that 
dash against our shores, and no chord of sympathy is touched, no 
patriotic sentiment awakened, within his breast. His mind only 
awakens, his heart only quickens, responsive to the siren voices of 
the holders of Spanish securities while Cuba dies. [Applause. } 

The banner of the single gold standard is being carried into and 
unfurled within the Pension Department, and its bearers are de- 
manding that the men who saved the nation and the honor and 
glory of the flag, their wives, their widows and orphans, shall 
cease to be longer beneficiaries of the Government, in order that 
the revenues derived from toil and labor may pass in greater 
abundance into the polluted coffers of those who toil not, but live 
in luxurious and debauched idleness. It is no longer the soldier, 
but the bondholder, who commands the respect, the love, and the 
devoted care of the Republican Administration’s protecting hand. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

‘** National honor and national credit demand the payment of 
the nation’s debts in the best money on earth.” This is the Mace- 
donian cry of the perspiring patriots upon the other side of this 
House. The best part of the earth is that part of it that lies 
under the protecting «gis of the Stars and Stripes; and the best 
money on earth is that which is declared to be good for the pay- 
ment of all debts, public or private, by the United States. |Ap- 
plause.} He who would refuse it is not an American at heart 
and by instinct is an enemy to our country and would rejoice in 
the degradation and downfall of our institutions. 

The soldiers of the Union, from 1861 to 1865, accepted without 
murmur the greenback in payment for his services, his privations, 
his wounds, his blood, and his life. The bondholder bought with 
the same money the obligations of the Government; to-day you 
upon the other side demand for the bondholder gold, appreciated 
gold; gold, the coward that deserted us in the turmoil of war; 
gold, the deadly enemy of our nation in the time of its bitterest 
and direst need. And yet for the soldier you are silent, idle, 
and still. [Applause.] Honor andnational credit do not prompt 

ou to pay the soldier the difference in value between the green- 
back he accepted and the gold he could not get and you will not 

ive to him. No, no; your patriotism, when it comes to that, 
Sones the stamp of the English coat of arms. ai 

Mr. Speaker, the contention of the opponents of the Matthews- 
Teller resolution under consideration, in a nutshell, is that — 
icy outlined in that resolution, if carried into effect, would | to 
the free and unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1. 
Upon this side of the House we a ¢ that proposition as correct, 
and answer that we are in favor of the resolution for that very 
reason. [Enthusiastic applauseon the Democratic side.] Justice, 
honor, good faith, fair play, humanity, and obedience to constitu- 
tional mandates and existing law demand that it be done. It is 
American to open the mints to both gold and silver upon equal 
terms. It is un-American to close them against either. 

To urge that it would re, about silver monometallism is a 
puerile and false logic and deception. Our own Government 
maintained bimetallism from the beginning of the coinage of gold 
and silver in this country up to the hour of the debasement of sil- 
ver in 1873. France alone maintained it for eighty years. Tosay 
it would Mexicanize our nation is a foolish threat and menace, to 
be wholly disregarded. No honest American believes it, and no 
sensible and disinterested citizen proclaims it. [Applause.] Na- 
tional characteristics, differences in natural conditions and sur- 
roundings, the distinctive difference between the peoples of the 
two countries give the unanswerable denial to such argument. 

It illy becomes the advocates of the gold standard to hold up to 
— gaze and criticism the countries under silver monometal- 

ism and point out the evils existing within their borders. Turn 
your eyes to the gold-standard countries and you will behold woe, 
want, misery, degradation, moral depravity, ignorance, supersti- 
tion, and starvation going hand in hand, while civilization recedes. 
Your theory is born of selfishness, nursed by tyrannical power, 
fostered b a and has cursed every nation on earth where 
its policy n carried into effect. 

But the oleaginous chairman of the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee [Mr. DincGLey], who loves all that part of the United States 
surrounded by the metes and bounds of Maine [laughter] or that 
is directly attached by the umbilical cord of self-interest to Great 
Britain, lifts aloft his humid eyes and, with moans and wailing, 
in lugubrious tones says that it would be moral repudiation to 
pay the bondholder in depreciated currency. Weep not, oh, son 
of the East! Noone advocates any such thing, and to charge it is 


to utter an untruth; toinsinuate it is an intimation of a falsehood. . 

[Continued applause. | ‘ 
Take away the restrictions imposed upon silver, restore the 

standard silver dollar to its place within the coinage laws from hh 

whence you so ruthlessly tore it, give silver the legal rights it now 

constitutionally holds, open the doors of the mint and let silver ; 

enter hand in hand with gold, and it will emerge from there the 

** best money on earth,” and you can not make it depreciated cur- 

rency. It will be independent; and carrying on its face the sanc- 

tion and indorsement of the Government, no citizen under our 

flag will discredit it, and no nation under any flag will either want 

or dare to refuse it. [Applause on the Democratic side. } 

It will be money, and the kind of money so eloquently advocated 
by him who has been honored by the nation by being chosen as its 
Chief istrate when he said, ‘‘ We want a dollar that will float 
with the -” It will float with the flag, and it will go into every 
avenue of trade, carrying with it the honor and the faith of the 
best Government on earth. It will discharge every obligation of 
of the Government, and our people will thank God that the stain 
upon our national escutcheon has been removed. 

Gentlemen upon that side of the House who at this moment 
are being ‘‘rounded up” (and I call the attention of the House to 
the fact that the master is applying the lash at this time upon the 
backs of some of the members upon that side who would like to 
vote for their country and their people by voting for the Teller 
resolution) cry like parrots from within their golden cages, 
‘** Parity, ore on can’t maintain parity.” Give them another 
cracker, Mr.S er [laughter and applause]; they are good little 
parrakeets and will perch upon your finger and respond ‘‘Aye!” 
*‘Aye!” when the roll is called. Hold fast the chain that binds 
them, Mr. Speaker; it isachain of gold, each link of which is 
forged and welded in the workshop of English aristocracy and 
American disgrace. 

Parity, indeed! What parity are you talking about, and parity 
between what? The gold and silver dollar or the money metal, 
gold, and the commodity metal, silver. You know, the world 
knows, that when gold and silver bullion stood equal before the law 
in the ratio of 16 to 1, with equal chances in the mints of the United 
States, the coins of each metal went forth to do the business of the 
world, each dollar was of equal value, and no law, beyond the law 
of free coinage and legal tender, was necessary to maintain the 

ity of the two. You, with loud voice and seeming indignation, 

eclaim inst free coinage of silver now because of the diver- 

gence in the ratio of value of silver and gold and cite the bullion 
value as 47 to 1. 

How cowardly and unfair it is to measure the value of a money 
metal against a metal of commodity only. Remove the debasing 
power of ignominious law from silver, give it the rights of gold, 
and then,if the bullion value shall remain at the level now occu- 
pied, all will join you and all agree that we are wrong. We con- 
tend that the fall in the price of silver bullion came and continues 
by and through the force and effect of law debarring it from the 
mints. You claim it fell because of the enormous sudden supply 
and the cheapening of the process of removing it from the mines. 
Your contention is wrong; in fact, proven fallacious by every 
process of reasoning applied to it. 

I shall not now go into details or submit statistical tables, but 
you know that the reports of the Director of our mints, the Treas- 
urer of the United States, and the reports of every reliable statis- 
tician go to show most conclusively and beyond dispute that 
the added stock of silver to the world’s supply of both metals to 
the world’s money in the last twenty-five years has neither been 
absolutely or proportionately as large as the added stock of gold to 
the previous world’s supply of both metals; neither has the annual 
increase of gold and silver kept pace with or been as great as the 
annual increase of population. Todeny this is to deny truth; but 
you are equal to the task, for you continue to do so in the face of 
all facts based upon honest truth. [Applause. ] 

Your assertions of cheapening of the production of silver bullion 
will not save you, for the law of nature places both gold and sil- 
ver within the earth under like conditions, and invention of ma- 
chinery and the application of science to the extraction of silver 
apply with equal force to gold. The simplest-minded individual 
knows this; you know it, too, but knowing, you deny, and like 
Judas, professing love for the lowly Nazarene, betrayed him to his 
crucifixion, you profess love for country, its honor, and good faith, 
and yet a the ple, crucify their hopes, and drag ‘‘ the 
honor and faith” of the nation you only pretend to love through 
the mire of shame and degradation. 

Out upon such mouthing patriots who wear the collar of trusts 
and whose loyalty is measured by their interest in stocks and 
bonds. You gentlemen on the opposite side of this House, with 
trembling voice, and Shylock tears streaming down your cheeks, 
exclaim, ** Free coinage of silver will drive gold out of the coun- 
try.” You can not drive out what is not within. It has gone 
long years ago, and when you need and must have it, you are 
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compelled to cross the water and purchase it back from foreign 
pirates to whom you, by brazen and outrageous laws, basely sur- 
rendered it. If you will now open the mints, coin silver as you 
ought to do, and compel the Secretary of the Treasury to obey the 
law and pay the bonded debt in silver according to the contract, 
you can keep your gold at home and not be forced in humiliation 
to crawl to the pawnshops of Europe and pay a per cent when you 
need gold. [Applause. } 

Mr. Speaker, who now in all this broad land believes you and 
your party honest and sincere when you talk of bimetallism by 
international agreement? You deceived thousands by that dec- 
laration once, but you will fool none but the idiotic by it again. 
Satan upon the mountain top had as much to give of what he 
promised Christ as you have to give in your promises of interna- 
tional bimetallism. Satan was as honest in his pretensions then 
as you are now, yet you discount him in the manner and persist- 
ency with which you promulgate the falsehood. 

Your President gives the denial to the intent or hope of inter- 
national bimetallism. He is by open avowal in favor of the single 

old standard; his Cabinet, the Speaker of this House, every agency 
in control of the machinery of the Republican party, every corpo- 
ration, trust, and combine made rich and arrogant by your laws, 
every banker and syndicate, is‘in favor of the gold standard and 
against bimetallism of any kind, and your whimpering, fawning, 
and deceitful enunciations to the contrary will soon be understood 
by the starving miners, the impoverished farmers, the men in the 
factories and workshops; and then will come the day of reckoning. 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. Speaker, for years under the blanket and darkness of soph- 
istry and denial your party kept concealed the facts concerning 
the most unholy conspiracy ever organized against a free people; 
but it isnow known positively and beyond the question of a doubt 
that the act of 1873 demonetizing silver, in all its parts, phrases, 
methods, and its purposes, was of English origin and design. The 
records of the British Parliament disclose this fact; denial of it is 
to no purpose longer. Treason and rebellion against the Govern- 
ment are minor crimes compared with this crime, and the men 
who aided and abetted this one crime inspired by England are 
more to be despised than the other. Treason and rebellion had 
the manliness to openly declare their purpose and the courage to 
take up arms and defend their cause in the field; the criminals who 
conspired with a foreign country to destroy the nation by im- 
poverishing it were cowards, hypocritical patriots in power and 
place in the councils of the nation. 

Treason and rebellion no longer live, thanks to Almighty God, 
and the North and the South are a united brotherhood living under 
and loving the same flag, ready to do, to dare, and to die in defense 
of our nation’s emblem and our nation’s honor. But the trail of 
the serpent of gold monometallism is still over all portions of our 
fair land; its fangs are still sunken deep in the body politic of 
our nation; its virus still courses through the veins and arteries 
of national trade, commerce, and industry. The heart-beat of the 
nation grows weaker by the impoverishing and poisoning of the 
circulation that sustains its life, while the traitor to the interests 
of our common country wraps our nation’s banner about him, and, 
crying out for ‘‘national honor and national credit,” stabs from 
beneath its folds the country he should love, honor, and protect. 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. Speaker, the roseate dawn succeeds the darkest night; the 
hour approaches when in the bright sunlight of patriotism, under 
the sway of reason, Justice will arise in its might and hurl from 
power and high places in our land those unworthy the name of 
Americans, and then, oh, glorious day, in spite of all our enemies 
without and the traitors within, America will be disenthralled, the 
galling chains of a moneyed aristocracy that now bends her down 
will be severed forever, and our starry flag shall float over a happy 
and prosperous land. [Applause.] 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CocHRAN]. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, when the Stanley 
Matthews resolution was introduced in the United States Senate 
in 1878, it was the bimetallists’ rejoinder to the claim then being 
made by leading Republicans that the public obligations were pay- 
able in gold coin. By the credit-strengthening act the bonded 
debt, representing greenbacks worth in coin from 40 to 60 cents on 
the dollar, had been declared — incoin. By the dark-lantern 
legislation of 1873 silver had been demonetized, leaving gold the 
only money of final payment, or at least the only metal which in 
the United States could be coined into money of final payment. 
By the first-named law the value of the bondholders’ investment 
had been about doubled. By the demonetization act it was about 
to be again doubled. John Sherman had been the chief promoter 
of the passage of the credit-strengthening act, although he at first 
denounced it as a robbers’ scheme, and had been the right hand 
of the conspirators who by stealth secured the passage of the de- 
monetization act. 

Mr. Speaker, these measures paved the way for the contention 


that the public debt, by its terms and under existing laws, was 
payable in gold. In the speeches of Sherman and his followers, 
in some of the newspapers controlled by wealthy holders of se- 
curities, the claim was boldly made that to pay the debt in any- 


thing but gold, then the sole standard of value in this country, 
would be dishonorable. Then, as now, the friends of the bond- 
holders, in and out of Congress, contended that it would be repu- 
diation to soures the mints, coin silver dollars, and with them pay 
the national obligations. 

To meet this claim the Stanley Matthews resolution was brought 
forward and passed by an overwhelming majority in both Houses 
of Congress, in order to set at rest an unjust assumption which 
had its origin where the conspiracy —— silver originated, in 
the great money centers of Europe and the United States. 

It is now again brought forward as a rejoinder to the declara- 
tion of the McKinley Administration that it proposes to more 
firmly establish the gold standard in the United States. 

Mr. Speaker, a little less than a month ago Mr. Gage, Secretary 
of the Treasury, appeared before the House king and Currency 
Committee to explain the nature and purposes of his bill to re- 
organize the financial system of the country. He spoke with 
authority for the McKinley Administration, and in the first sen- 
tence he uttered coumalatal the Administration to a policy which 
no considerable number of the gentlemen on the other side of this 
Chamber would dare to support. 

He proposed the substitution of $200,000,000 of national-bank 
notes for a like amount of greenbacks, and ultimately the retire- 
ment of all outstanding Treasury notes, including those issued 
under the Sherman law; the maintenance of a gold reserve suffi- 
cient for the purpose, and the redemption by the Government of 
silver certificates and silver dollars in gold; and, most surprising 
of all, he proposed to impose upon the Government, whether di- 
rectly or indirectly is not quite clear from his la ©, the bur- 
a a redeeming in gold the notes to be issued by the national 

anks, 

I have not time to go into other details of the Administration 
currency reform bill, but will quote sufficiently from Mr. Gage’s 
_——— to show that I have correctly stated its most important 

eatures. . 

In response to a question propounded by Mr. Cox, of Tennessee, 
Mr. Gage distinctly stated that under certain circumstances he 
would redeem silver certificates in gold. I quote from his state- 
ment, copies of which may be had at the House document room: 

Mr. Cox. In that connection I desire to get this point clearly in my mind. 
We will say you put this into practical operation. I present silver certifi- 
cates and demand gold. The condition of the Treasury, we will assume, i 


such that there is an abundance of silver and not an abundance of gold. 
it your construction that I have a right to demand the gold and the duty of 
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay it out? 

Secretary GAGE. I believe it is the duty of the Secretary to pay it out if, 
in his discretion or opinion, it is necessary to do that in order to forestall an 
operation which might otherwise occur the market—namely, the selling 
of silver certificates at a discount for gold. If I thought that event was going 
to happen and I had the gold, I would redeemin gold. If I did not have the 
gold, I would have to get it somewhere or default. 


Again, in response to questions abe by Mr. Brostvs, 
he made the same statement and coupled with it the declaration 
that even were all the Treasury notes withdrawn from circulation 
we would still need a large gold reserve for the redemption of sil- 
ver dollars and silver certificates. 


Mr. Brostvus. Yoer well. Then theduty that we have undertaken-—to main- 
tain the parity of gold and silver and all our money—requires that the people 
are afforded some means of getting gold with the other money? 

Secretary GAGE. The means are open, as I look at it. 

Mr. Brostus. Are there any means left after the demand obligations of 
the Government are taken out of circulation? 

Secretary Gace. Yes, sir; there would be if they were all out. 

Mr. Brostus. What way? 

Secretary GAGE. The way would be for people to present their obligations 
to the national banks. of Tate 

Mr. Brosivus. That is not the Government. 

Secretary GAGE. Wait a minute. They would demand the pa mt of 
their ee in the legal money of the United Statés. If the re- 
fused to discharge their duty, it would be the duty of the Government, un- 
der the law as it is now, to discharge it for them, and to take possession of 
their assets and sell them, end to recoup itself for so doing. 

Mr. Brostus. The law does not make it their duty. 

Secretary GAGE. To do what? od ay es seas 

Mr. Brostius. To redeem in gold. , 

Secretary Gacn. It makes it their duty to redeem in legal money of the 
United States. 

Mr. Brosius. But if the money is all taken in, what will they redeem in 


but gold? The law does not require them to redeem in gold. ey would 
comply with the law if they redeemed in silver. 

Secretary GAGE. They would. Now Ts have struck the t. You 
think that when the Government demand obligations are out it ve ho 


function in maintaining a parity. 
to perform in keepin 500,000,000 
noone that on a parity. 
r. Brosius. How? 
Secretary GAGE. B 


It will have about all the function i <7 
in silver money of the United States 


exchanging gold for it. 


Mr. Brostvus. A gold reserve would have to be 
Secretary GAGE. I think so. “ 
And, Mr. Speaker, the Secretary of the Treasury was no 1é 
that under the Administration échemé o 
he Treasury would be compelled to ataiil 


provided for that purpose? 


explicit in ee 
“currency reform” 
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a gold reserve for the redemption of national-bank notes. On 
this subject he said: 


Mr. Cox. Tosummarize this, and put it in a plain shape for everybody: 
as to the process of redemption, etc., we will assume that a bank note is out 
in circulation and the holder of it desires to have it redeemed. He presents 
it to the bank that issued it, but he has no authority to demand the gold 
from the bank, as I understand it. 

Secretary GAGE. He has not, under the law. 

Mr. Cox. Would he have under this bill, if it becomes a law. 

Secretary GAGE. He would not. 

Mr. Cox. The result of that is, then, if he presented his bank note, he could 
not obtain the gold from the bank, but if he presented the greenback note to 
the Government, he could obtain the gold? 

Secretary GAGE. That is correct. 

Mr. Cox. When the bank note follows its eecete along until it reaches its 
redemption in the Treasury of the United States, does your bill pro to 
redeem = bank note in gold or other money at the option of the holder of 
that note? 

Secretary GAGE. In the case you suppose the note is redeemed at the 
counter. 

Mr. Cox. No; they refused to redeem it. 

Secretary GAGE. You sup he redeemed it in a greenback, and he took 
the enback and went to the Government. 

r. Cox. He takes the note, or a bundle of notes, to the bank, and the 
bank refuses to redeem them in gold. He still holds those notes. Now, 
under your bill, is not the process incorporated into this, that a man can 
have those bank bills redeemed by the Government? 

Secretary GAGE. Yes; he could send to the Government and get those 
notes redeemed. 

Mr. Cox. I so understood it all the way through. Now, he could take the 
bank notes, the bank refusing to redeem them in gold, to the Government— 
take the same notes to the Government—and the Government would be bound 
to redeem them in gold if he demanded it? 

Secretary GAGE. It would be bound to redeem them in greenbacks or gold; 
yes. He could take the greenbacks and turn around and draw the gold, so it 
would be practically a redemption in gold. 

Mr. Cox. In other words, he could take the notesof the bank and go to the 
Treasury of the United States, and the Government, under this bill, would be 
obliged to redeem those notes in gold? 

Secretary GAGE. yyy = 

Mr. Cox. Suppose he goes to the bank with these notes, and the bank offers 
to redeem the same batch of notes with silver, and the holder of the notes 
declines to take silver, and then he presents them to the Government of the 
United States for redemption; doesn’t the same process follow, that the 
Government would have to redeem them in gold? 

Secretary GAGE. Substantially, Ithink. But, mind you, the Government 
is not redeeming those notes onitsownaccount. The Governmentis redeem- 
ing them on account of the bank. 

r. Cox. [I understand that. 

Secretary GAGE. Then the bank would have to account to the Government 
and reimburse it. 

Mr. Cox. Certainly: and I take it that the Government would demand re- 
aebeppenpent in the same kind of money the Government had redeemed the 
notes in? 

Secretary GAGE. No,sir. If the bank had satisfied its legal liability to the 
Government and recou the Government with any form of money that the 
Government recognized—greenbacks, Treasury notes, gold, or silver—that, I 
think, would be sufficient. 

Mr. Cox. Then the Government in the first step of redemption redeemed 
the kind of notes I have spoken of in gold, and its obligation is such that you 
think it necessary to maintain the parity to redeem them in gold if the holder 
desires gold; but when the bank which has got from the Government the 
benefit of banking comes to pay the Government the bank can pay the Gov- 
ernment off in any kind of money? 

Secretary GAGE. Whose fault is that? That is the situation the Govern- 
ment is in, and going deeper does not get it out. : 

Mr. Cox. I would redeem those notes in greenbacks or silver or gold, as 
the Government pleased. 
ean JOHNSON (to Secretary Gage). You have possibly fallenin the mire 

ere. 

Secretary GAGE. Possibly so. I am a little suspicious of my interpreta- 
tion of that. 

Mr. Jonnson. What law is there to require the Government of the United 
States to redeem national-bank notes in gold? 

Secretary GAGE. There is no law; but we have to redeem them in lawful 
money. e have to redeem them in something, and if it were so thata 
holder of these notes could go to another window and secure gold, it would 
be substantially as Mr. Cox says. : 

Mr. Jounson. Then they would raid the Treasury of the United States 
with national-bank notes instead of greenbacks. 

Secretary GAGE. They could raid it only 10 
they raided it 2 per cent, the Government would be after the ‘bank to recoup 
it for what it had done on its account, and the bank would have to give the 
Government something in recoupment. Now, the question is raised, could 
not the bank recoup the Government by giving it its own obligations? I say 
yes, it could if it could get its notes. If it could not find enough of the Gov- 
ernment's obligations, —oeuag silver, for the sake of argument, then it 
would have to provide gold, and I want to put it in a position where logically 
it will have to furnish the larger part of it in gold. 


r cent, or, in fact, when 


Such is the plan by which, to use the language of Mr. Gage, 
the Republican Administration proposes to “‘commit the country 
more thoroughly to the gold standard.” He told the Banking and 
Currency Committee that such was its first and most important 
object, and I think the portions of his statement I have quoted 
clearly prove that he told the truth. 

Mr. Speaker, the Administration’s scheme of finance is set forth 
in Mr. Gage’s explanation of its banking bill. I regret that I have 
not time to go into it more extensively, but think I have quoted 
from it sufficiently to prove two propositions: First, it is the 
clumsiest and most ridiculous jumble of absurdities yet devised by 
a representative of ‘‘our business interests” for the alleviation of 
the financial evils of the times; and second, its adoption would 
fasten the gold standard on this country and upon the world for a 
generation, if not perpetually. 

I have said, sir, that when in 1878 the claim was made that 
under existing laws, the passage of some of which was secured by 


conspiracy and fraud, the public debt was payable in gold, the 
Stanley Matthews resolution was brought forward by the bimet- 
allists as an answer to this contention. 

Now comes the McKinley Administration with a proposition to 
more completely fasten the gold standard upon the country, and 
again is the Stanley Matthews resolution presented as embodying 
our views on the subject and our opposition to the Administra- 
tion ae gm oe And permit me to observe that while other gold- 
standard schemes of currency reform have been proposed, differ- 
ing in detail from that brought forward by Mr. Gage, the avowed 
object of each and every one of them is the same—to firmly estab- 
lish the gold standard in the United States. 

Mr. Speaker, upon theissue thus joined let us go to the country 
and let the people decide the controversy. 

For twenty years theadvocates of the gold standard have dodged 
and evaded thisissue. Equivocal platforms, hypocritical speeches, 
and fair promises have enabled them to go on and on, year after 
year, in disguised but potent warfare against the money of the 
Constitution. 

Mr. Speaker, asa result of the proposal of the McKinley Admin- 
istration to fasten the gold standard perpetually upon the Ameri- 
can people, the defenders of that policy must now face the country 
upon an explicit and clearly defined issue. They will find that in 
every neighborhood, in every hamlet, as well as in the great cen- 
ters of trade, the people are studying the subject, and that the 
sinisterimport of theenterprise in which they are engaged is atlast 
thoroughly understood by the people. They will find that its 
origin, the selfishness and greediness of its projectors, and its 
necessarily fatal consequences form themes of conversation 
wheresoever men congregate, and that no longer can thetruth be 
hidden by the use of cunningly devised phrases and high-sound- 
ing platitudes. 

Mr. Speaker, do gentlemen who stand here to-day declaring 
that considerations of national honor and good faith require that 
this great nation shall persist in a policy absolutely injurious to 
its people and its interests know what they are talking about? 
Sir, at its very inception the movement in favor of monometallism 
had for its avowed object the arrest of a rise in prices, caused by 
increased production of the gold mines and considerable addi- 
tions to the world’s money supply. The advocates of the experi- 
ment of monometallism—unheard of until 1853, when it was first 
proposed—made no concealment of the fact that their object was 
to protect the value of fixed incomes. 

When, in 1850, 1851, and 1852 the world’s supply of specie was 
being generously reenforced by the product of the gold mines of 
California and Australia, there occurred a noticeable increase in 
values. Property, labor, and the products of labor commanded 
better prices. Immediately there was an outcry from the classes 
that lived on fixed incomes. The producers of the world were 
being benefited, but the drones were injured by this sudden in- 
crease in the supply of money. 

Then and there modern monometallism had its origin, in a de- 
mand for the demonetization of gold. Silver was relatively scarce, 
and the monometallists easily convinced themselves and tried to 
convince mankind that silver was the money best adapted to the 
wants of a highly civilized age. 

Books, tracts, and pamphlets denouncing gold as a base metal 
and lauding silver to the skies appeared in Europe and Great Brit- 
ain. Chevalier, a French writer of note, published a work enti- 
tled ‘‘ The Fall of Gold,” in which the gospel of monometallism was 
set forth in great detail. This, from Chevalier’s work, is a sample 
of the arguments used in the fifties in the effort to fasten the sin- 
gle silver standard upon the world. He, like other writers of that 
period, urged the necessity of preventing a fall in the purchasing 
power of money, for the avowed purpose of protecting the inter- 
ests of bondholders and high-salaried dignitaries at the expense 
of all other classes. Commenting on the increased production of 
gold and its effect in cutting down the purchasing power of 
money, he said: 


The quantity of gold annually thrown on the general market approaches, in 
round numbers, a milliard francs ($200,000,000). For a long series of years 
California and Australia must produce such quantities as to render a marked 
decline in its value inevitable. It is absolutely certain that a production so 
vast should be accompanied with a great reduction in its value. In no direc- 


tion can a new outlet be seen sufficiently large to absorb the extraordinary 
production of gold so as to prevent a fall in its value. Unless, then, we pos- 
sess a very robust faith in the immobility of human affairs, we must regard 


the fall in the value of gold as an event for which we should prepare without 
loss of time. 

A number of writers in Europe and Great Britain expressed the 
same opinion. 

Not one in the list intimated that to continue the coinage of 
both metals would result in a disturbance of the ratio or of the 
par of exchange. 

Not one of them said that it was evolution that was to work the 
retirement of gold and the adoption of the single silver standard. 

In the days of these early apostles of the doctrine of scarce money 
gold was more plentiful than silver, and, as their avowed object 
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was to make money scarce, it could be more completely accom- 
plished by demonetizing gold. So gold, not silver, was marked 
for retirement from the monetary system. 

All the German States, Austria, Holland, and Portugal, then 
completely dominated by classes living on fixed incomes, took the 
advice of Chevalier and his contemporaries and demonetized gold 
as a base metal, and silver remained the only legal-tender money 
of the German States formany yearsafterwards. Butothernations 
refrained from trying the experiment, and the day of the triumph 
of monometallism was postponed. Meantime, the mints of the 
United States and France remained open to the free and unlimited 
coinage of both metals. England had adopted the single gold 
standard in 1816, while India and all oriental countries used only 
silver as money. 

Here was anything but international agreement upon uniform 
coinage laws, but with the mines producing four times as much 
gold as silver, and with the mints of half a dozen countries closed 
against the coinage of gold—with scores of writers clamoring for 
the demonetization of the yellow metal—gold and silver remained 
at par at the ratio of 154 to 1 (the French ratio), and not one of 
the writers who then favored silver monometallism even inti 
that there was any danger of a disturbance of the ratio. 

W hat they did say was that the coinage of both metals was main- 
taining prices at a high level and thereby injuring the classes who 
lived on fixed incomes, 

In this selfish view monometallism was conceived. Its invent- 
ors wrote and spoke in the interest of the bondholders and money 
lenders, and made no pretense that they were laboring in the in- 
terest of anybody else. They aimed to make property and labor 
and the products of labor cheap and money dear, and they said so 
without any effort at evasion. 

For the time being the movement failed. The product of the 
gold mines decreased, and by 1860 the agitation had about ceased. 

In 1867 the demand for monometallism was renewed with in- 
creased fervor. Rich silver mines had been discovered in Ne- 
vada, while the production of the gold mines had fallen off from 
one hundred and eighty-three millions in 1852 to one hun- 
dred and sixteen millions in 1867. Two-thirds of the new gold 
was consumed in the arts and manufactures. Gold now seemed 
likely to become the scarcer metal. Behold how quickly the 
bondholders formulated new theories to meet the new conditions. 
During their crusade against gold they had filled Europe with 
tracts, pamphlets, and books declaring that it was no longer fit for 
monetary purposes, and had made such an impression upon public 
opinion that in German cities shrewd shopkeepers hung out ban- 
ners advertising their willingness to accept gold money in ex- 
change for commodities. Water-power companies over in Massa- 
chusetts became alarmed lest they be buried under a deluge of 
gold and entered into a ninety-nine-years lease binding their 
patrons to pay so many ounces of fine silver instead of so many 
gold dollars for water privileges. 

Now, mark how easy it was for these patriots to change their 
philosophy when the fight for monometallism was changed to a 
crusade against silver. In 1867 a conference, largely attended by 
bondholders, was heldin Paris, and among other thi considered 
was how to devise the best means of accomplishing what they had 
failed to accomplish in the fifties—the elimination of one of the pre- 
cious metals from the monetary system, and thus the curtailment 
of the stock of redemption money. This convention reached no 
conclusion as to which oneof the precious metals should be marked 
for destruction, but a committee of monometallists made a report, 
which was adopted, setting forth, in substance, that the world 
was in danger of another deluge of metallic money; that the 
American silver mines were destined to be highly productive; 
that this would undoubtedly cause a rise in prices, to the great 
injury of bondholders, annuitants, and others living on fixed in- 
comes, and that this disaster to the capitalistic classes could only 
be averted ‘‘ by the demonetization of one metal or the other.” 

Later, on account of the fact that England, the stronghold of 
the moneyed aristocracy, was on a gold basis and that it would 
be easier to conform the whole world to the British monetary sys- 
tem than to induce John Bull to join in a movement in favor of 
silver monometallism, and for the further reason that gold was 
now the scarcer metal, the monometallists determined to 
war on silver. 

Now, mark you, nothing was said about threatened disturbance 
of the parity or about changing the ratio. In thecrusade against 
silver the same arguments were brought forward which had served 
in the war made against gold by the monometallists in the early 
fifties. Their object was to depress prices, and thus increase the 
geemenes power of money. They said so in plain language. 

hey were acting in the interest of the creditor class,and they 
said so. They aimed at no other purpose except the depression of 
prices. They made no pretense that they had in view any other 
object except to protect the purchasing power of fixed incomes. 

Mr. Speaker, what American can to mind without anger, the 
insidious and fraudulent methods by which the United States were 





committed to the wicked scheme thus proposed by aliens, a scheme 
aiming atthe enslavement of labor everywhere and the reduction of 
the industrial world to absolute dependence upon the money kings 
of half a dozen cities? It was distinctively a conspiracy against 
debtors, and yet the United States, then, as now, a debtor coun- 
try, was first to adoptit. American statesmen were the first to 
enlist in the service of the conspirators. The demonetization act 
of 1873, the first definitive step in compliance with the program de- 
vised in Paris in 1867, was engineered through Congress by fraud. 

It was brought forward when nobody in the country was think- 
ing about the coinage laws. 

Not half a dozen members of the Senate or House and probably 
not that many citizens of the United States, knew that the bill 
effected fundamental changes in existing laws. Blaine, Garfield, 
Kelley, Holman, Cannon, and Bright, who were members of the 
House, and Conkling, ALLISON, Sargent, Voorhees, and Thurman, 
who were members of the Senate at the time the bill was passed, 
and Grant, the President who signed it, have so stated in public 
utterances on the subject; and history will denounce as conspira- 
tors and enemies of their country the men responsible for a crime 
which has visited upon mankind losses greater than would have 
resulted from the instantaneous destruction of one-half of all the 
movable property in the world—which has produced more misery 
than has resulted from all the wars, pestilences, and famines of 
recorded time, 

Mr. Speaker, I believe that every intelligent man in this Cham- 
ber knows that at the outset the object of monometallism, as con- 
clusively shown by indubitable history, was to enrich creditors at 
the expense of debtors, to benefit kings, noblemen, and high-sal- 
aried officials at the expense of taxpayers, and increase the profits 
of money lenders at the expense of borrowers. Such was the ob- 
ject of the silver monometallists nearly forty years ago; such is 
the object of the gold propaganda now, and its most distinguished 
apostles in foreign countries make no concealmentof this. British 
monometallists plant themselves squarely upon the proposition 
that as a creditor nation Great Britain is interested in maintain- 
ing the gold standard throughout the world, for under it, as was so 
aptly said by Mr. Gladstone, they receive in payment of interest 
on their foreign holdings twice the amount of commodities— 
wheat, corn, cotton, etc.—that they would receive under the bime- 
tallic standard. 

The object of the monometallists of to-day is precisely the ob- 
ject of monometallists forty yearsago. They aim to make money 
scarce and therefore dear. 

The issue, then, is simple and easily understood. It can never 
again be put aside until it is settled, and ‘‘ never will it be settled 
until it is settled right.” It was not settled, nor were the advo- 
cates of bimetallism dismayed, by the results of the memorable 
campaign of 1896. It can not be settled by such propositions as 
that submitted by Secretary Gage to the House Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

It can not be settied by junketing committees sent abroad to 
implore Queen Victoria and her grandson, the Emperor William, 
to grant permission to the sovereign people of this country to make 
their own laws. It can not be settled by heaping denunciation, 
abuse, and billingsgate upon the heads of those who champion 
the rights of mankind. In season and out of season, everywhere 
and continually, until this wrong is righted, the insensate greed 
of the money trust will be held up to the execration of the people. 

And the money trust can not be successfully defended by resort 
to billingsgate and abuse. 

Epithets are the refuge of the bully, the blackguard, the igno- 
ramus, and the rascal caught in the —— of wrong. eir 
use is not new in American politics. same tactics now used 
by many gold-standard advocates were used by the partisans of 
slavery, but slavery is now extinct. 

The Republicans who in 1872 revolted against the crimes of the 
whisky ring, the brutality of the reconstruction laws, the infamy 
of the Crédit Mobilier ring, and the immorality which had crept 
into every branch of the public service, were de ,disowned, 
and outlawed by their party. Chase, Greeley, Sumner, Trumbull, 
Julian, and Blair, sponsors at the christening of the Republican 
party, the men who at its birth dedicated it to liberty and prog- 
ress, — — —— — broken hearted, hounded to his 
grave by the malevolence ot a partisan press. 

Sumner this life leaving on the journal of the legisla- 
ture of his State, as his highest encomium and surest passport to 
eternal fame, resolutions censuring him for opposition to the infa- 
mous policies of his party. So with all the rest. They were re- 
viled, traduced, slan , and vilified by the culprits whose sins 
they had “No wealth of learning, no personal worth, 
no luster of virtuous fame,” was a shield against oan rse- 
cution. But the reconstruction infamy was righted; the thieves 


and carpetbaggers were driven out of theSouth all thesame. The 
names of the public plunderers who thrived so famously a quarter 
down into history as infamous, while the 
m themselves the task of redeeming their 
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of robbers and the Southern States from 
ill be immortalized by the plaudits of posterity. 
The gentlemen who imagine that they can make calumny and 
abuse serve the purpose of argument in dealing with the financial 
question may learn a valuable lesson from this chapter of history. 

Mr. Speaker, let the plan of currency reform proposed 7 Mr. 
Gage, or the one which has so long inhabited the inside _ et of 


coun 
negro 


the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER], or that mon- 
strosity incubated and hatched by the self-appointed Indianapolis 
commission, stand as typical of the objects of the gold propaganda. 
Bimetallists are content to stand upon the Stanley Matthews reso- 
lution. Upon the issue thus joined let us go to the country. 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
LOovE}. 

Me LOVE. Mr. Speaker, I shall vote for this resolution because 
I believe it is legally and morallyright. It is only a clear and lit- 
eral construction of the law as it is now written, if liberally con- 
strued and faithfully administered. The first part of the resolution 
recites what is expressly stipulated in all of the obligations of the 
Government, except gold certificates, that they are redeemable in 
coin of the standard value of the United States on July 14, 1870. 
In other words, the law governing all of these obligations requires 
that the bonds shall have specified on their face redeemable in 
coin standard silver dollars of 4124 grains weight, nine parts fine, 
and gold dollars of the standard weight of 25.8 grains, nine parts 
fine. 

AMOUNT OF PUBLIC DEBT. 

According to the last report of the Treasurer of the United 
States, the interest-bearing debt of our Government consists of 
$847,365,130, exclusive of the Pacific railroad bonds. The items 
of this debt are as follows: 


Amount 
Title. peat When payable. — 
Per cent 

Funded loan of 1891-........-. 2 | Option of United States_.| $25,364,500 
Funded loan of 1907_........ OE A RS Eee 558, 640, 109 
Refunding certificates... _- 4} Convertible ..........-..-. 45,130 
ii iti titans meni Rs aed A ae 100, 000, 000 
DGGE aD nncacdacithag sisese Ot FE Ey Gee ccccbcccascotecs 162, 315, 400 
el cndanineeassneae® 847, 365, 130 


I shall undertake, Mr. Speaker, to confine my remarks strictly 
to the letter and spirit of this resolution, and not follow the line 
of some who have discussed the silver question in its broad sense. 
This resolution does not ask for the free coinage of silver, as has 
been asserted by some, but simply says that it is the law that we 
may pay these obligations in silver, and that to do so is not in 
derogation of the rights of the public creditor nor a violation of 
pubhe faith. 

It is not my purpose at this time to discuss the wisdom and ex- 
—— of the free coinage of silver, or what is required by en- 

ightened self-interest on the part of the Government and the 
people in that respect. 

In view of the magnitude of the interests to be affected, the 
question presented in the resolution should be considered with 
great care and decided with judicial impartiality. Self-interest 
nor partisan gain should be permitted to mislead us in the investi- 
gation nor to betray our judgment in reaching a conclusion. 

At the very beginning of this discussion we are met by our Re- 
publican friends with the declaration that the resolution affirms 
what is false in fact, unwise in policy, and bad in faith. 

We are told that its adoption by Congress would be in the na- 
ture of repudiation of the solemn contracts of the Government, 
would be destructive of the rights of the public creditors, would 
tend to weaken our national credit, bring disgrace upon the Gov- 
ernment and the people of the United States. 

If these affirmations be true, the resolution should be defeated 
by a unanimous vote and the subject buried forever. A govern- 
ment able to fulfill the obligations of its contracts can not afford 
to repudiate them. Its pledges once given are sacred. Religion, 
morality, and sound policy unite im this law of equity. But the 
subject for inquiry is, What acts did the Government agree to per- 
form and what obligations were assumed? 

The resolution presents the question whether the bonds issued 
under and in pursuance of the act of July 14, 1870, and the re- 
sumption law of January 14, 1875, may be paid, both as to princi- 
E and interest, in silver dollars weighing 412} grains, contain- 

ng 371} grains of pure silver, without a violation of the public 
faith or without derogation of the rights of public creditors. 
Now, if the latter part of the resolution is true, the first part, I 
presume, is not questionable, for the national honor can not re- 
quire more of us than that we should not act in derogation of the 
rights of our creditors. 

rights depend on the law, which is the definition and 
measure, and whatever dealing with them on our part is lawful 
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must be right, and therefore honorable. It is a pure question of 
law, arising upon the statutes and the contracts made in pursu- 
ance of them. We find that the act of Congress of July 14, 1870, 
under which these bonds were issued, reads as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to issue, in a sum 
or sums not. exceeding in the aggregate $200,000,000, coupon or registered 
bonds of the United States, in such form as he may prescribe, and of denomi- 
nations of $50, or some multiple of that sum, redeemable in coin of the pres- 
ent standard value, at the pleasure of the United States, after ten years from 
the date of their issue, and bearing interest payable semiannually in such 
oral of which said several classes of bonds and the interest thereon shall be 
exempt from the payment of all taxes or duties of the United States, as well 
as from taxation in any form by or under State, municipal, or localauthority; 
and the said bonds shall have set forth and expressed upon their face the 
above-specified conditions, and shall, with their coupons, be made payable at 
the Treasury of the United States. 

This act is cited in the bond, and it is stipulated in the bond that 
it is redeemable at the pleasure of the United States after a certain | 
date in ‘‘coin of the standard vaiue of the United States on said 
July 14, 1870, with interest in such coin from the day of the date” 
of the bond. Could a contract be more definite than this? The 
contract designates the ‘‘coin” with great certainty by the fixed 
and unfailing guide of the ‘‘ standard value of the United States.” 
Any coin, therefore, that fills that standard of value is lawful coin 
with which to pay the debt, and the creditor can not lawfully 
refuse to accept it. 

The commercial value of gold or silver is not hinted at in the 
statute or the bonds. The law has made no pledge as to the com- 
mercial value of these coins, here or elsewhere, and our contracts 
are free from such construction. Congress used the utmost care 
in providing this law under which the public debts were to be 
funded. It provided for the issuance of bonds, and the act speci- 
fied all the terms and conditions of the agreement, leaving nothing 
toinference, and precluding the right of any and all to alter, vary, 
or enlarge the stipulations, directly or indirectly. 

A declared purpose of the refunding act of July 14, 1870, was to 
remove all doubts as to the nature and extent of the obligations 
incurred by the Government, then or afterwards, and to fix a cer- 
tain and unchangeable basis of the value of the contracts, and this 
was made even more explicit in the act of January 14, 1875, which 
provides as follows: 

Four per cent loan of 1925. 


Act of January 14, 1875. Washington, D. C., February 1, 1895. 1000 
1925. FOUR PERCENTS OF 1895. 

1000 THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA | i 
Are indebted to ...........- or assigns, in the sum of one thousand dollars. 


This bond is issued under authority of an act of Congress entitled *‘An act to 
provide for the resumption of specie payments,” approved January four- 
teenth, eighteen hundred and seventy-five, being one of the descriptions of 
bonds described in the act entitled ‘““An act toauthorize the refunding of the 
national debt,"* approved July fourteenth, eighteen hundred and seventy, as 
amended by theact of January twentieth, eighteen hundred and seventy-one, 
and is redeemable at the pleasure of the United States after the first day of 
Feb., nineteen hundred and twenty-five, in coin of the standard value of the 
United States on said July fourteenth, eighteen hundred and seventy, with 
interest in such coin from the day of the date hereof at the rate of four per 
centum per annum, payable quarterly. 

These acts are so plain as to need no legal construction. They 
were too important to be allowed to fall into that dangerous cate- 
gory in which constructions have too often defeated the legislative 
will and have reversed the intent and purpose of the law. Coin 
of the then standard value is an immutable standard of the dollar 
named in the contract. 

It was intended that the value of the coin should be fixed by a 
standard that prescribed the quantity of silver or gold of a certain 
fineness that should comprise the dollars in which the debt should 
be paid. So the contract, with all its legal obligations, is cor- 
rectly stated in the resolution and recitals of the preamble before 
the House. The question of good faith is met in every legal 
sense by the fact that the stipulations of the contract and the 
rights of the holders of our bonds, as declared in the resolution, 
correspond exactly. 

Now, as to the question of justice. Justice and good faith are 
one and the same when we come to measure the rights of the par- 
ties to an agreement. The law of the contract is the true rule of 
justice, and the faithful execution of this law is the full satisfac- 
tion of all the demands of honor. Each party is still bound by the 
contract as originally made, and the real question before us is, 
does the national honor require us to absolve our creditors from 
the part of their contract which requires them to take silver dol- 
lars of 412} grains, containing 3714 grains of pure silver, or gold 
coin, at our option, in payment thereof? 

It certainly can not be assumed that as a part of our national 
obligation we are bound legally or morally to pay our bond- 
holders abroad in a coin better than that which we would compel 
our own people to take. Shall we pay the men who fight the 
battles of the country and the laborers who produce the wealth 
of the nation in a money inferior to that paid the foreign bond- 
holders? Certainly not. Will the Republican party continue to 
— the masses of our people to enrich the classes? 

you propose by your votes on this measure to discriminate 
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against the debtor classes, which embrace more than three fourths 
of our people, to increase the wealth and power of a few who are 
already immensely rich as the result of class legislation? 

The act of February 25, 1862, is the beginning of our bonded 


debt. The precious metals were found to be unequal to the emer- 
gency of war, and a bond issue was necessary. By this act and 
similar legislation at subsequent periods prior to 1869 every bond 
issued by the Government, which did not on its face stipulate for 

ayment in coin, was made payable by the express words of law 
n legai-tender notes or dollars. 

It was plainly written in the statute that these notes, now known 
as greenbacks, ‘‘shall be receivable in payment of all taxes, inter- 
nal duties, excise debts, and demands of every kind due to the 
United States, except duties on imports; and of allclaims and de- 
mands against the United States of every kind whatever, except 
for interest upon bonds and notes, which shali be paid in coin; 
and shall also be lawful money and a legal tender in payment of 
all debts, public and private, within the United States, except du- 
ties on imports and interest aforesaid.” 

This explicit and at the same time comprehensive law guaran- 
teed to the American people the right to pay three-fourths of their 
national debt in national currency. It was the law of the con- 
tract when all the 5-20 bonds—which did not have coin specified 
on their face—amounting to over fifteen hundred million, were 

urchased from the Government by the bondholders and paid for 
in currency at par, when it was quoted at from 40 to 60 per cent 
below par in coin. ' 

In the very face of this plain contract and agreement with the 
purchasers of the 5-20 bonds, Congress, in March, 1869, passed an 
act providing for the payment of all the bonds in ‘‘ coin,” thereby 
establishing an open repudiation of a solemn and binding contract 
and fastening an extortion of not less than five hundred million on 
the depressed industries of the country as the speculative profit of 
the operation. 

Some of the leading statesmen who were the authors and the 
abettors of this unjust measure are now charging the friends of 
this resolution with disloyalty and repudiation. 

It is contended that since the Government has sold all of its 
bonds for gold, a fact which I deny, it would not now be fair or 
just to redeem them in a depreciated money. If because we have 
received gold as aconsideration of the contract, now weare there- 
fore necessarily and justly to pay gold in return—this argument 
would of itself condemn the act of 1869 to which we have above 
alluded. Whatis just for the creditor is just for the Government; 
what is right for the creditor is right for the debtor. It is to be 
measured by the same law, by the same principle, by the same 
measure of abstract justice. 

Having succeeded in repudiating this act by stipulating that the 
Government should pay coin instead of currency. we are now 
told, startling as it may be, that the word ‘‘ coin,” which was sub- 
stituted at the behest of themoney power, does not mean goldand 
silver, but gold only. 

Weall know what the term ‘‘coin” means in connection with 
recious metals in the trade and commerce of the world. Even, 
owever, if we did not and desired to seek a more explicit guar- 

anty of its legal meaning, as expressed in the bonds, we have 
only to refer to the act of March, 1869, which should evidently 
settle this question, as it is absolutely clear and unambiguous, 
reading as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That in order to remove any doubt as to 
the kage of the Government to discharge all just obligations to the public 
creditors, and to settle conflicting questions and interpretations of the laws 
by virtue of which such obligations have been contracted, it is hereby pro- 
vided and declared that the faith of the United States is solemnly pledged to 
the payment in coin or its equivalent of all the obligations of the United 
States not bearing interest, known as United States notes, and of all the 
interest-bearing obligations of the United States, exceptin cases where the law 
authorizing the issue of any such obligation has expressly provided that the 
same may be paid in lawful money or other currency than gold and silver. 

It will be seen that both “‘ gold” and ‘silver ” are herein men- 
tioned. Mr.Sherman,then Senator, in advocating its passage, said: 

The honor of the country, the good faith of the nation, the interest of the 
laborer, the rich, and the poor, all classes, demand that we should resume 
specie payment as early as possible, and put all the obligations of the people 
of the United States upon the solid basis of gold and silver coin. 

The silver dollar came to us with the birth of our Government. 
It was devised as the unit of value by Thomas Jefferson, and 
adopted by Congress as one of our money coins in the days of 
Washington and Hamilton. It is associated with all of our de- 
velopment, our struggles, our growth, and our glory, and every 
legal decision that has been rendered in this country defining 
“coin ” has construed it to mean both gold and silver. 

This identical resolution that is now before the House was 
passed by Congress twenty years ago. I have before me the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RecorbDs of 1877-78, giving the full proceedings on 
this question, which I have read with much pleasure and profit. 
This resolution was offered and advocated with great force and 
effect by Senator Matthews, of Ohio, then a leading Republican, a 


lawyer of great learning, and who was afterwards appointed to 
fill a vacancy on the Supreme Bench. 

If this resolution, which was then indorsed by a Republican 
Congress, was in consonance with good morals and sound political 
policy then, it must be now. The conditions were exactly the 
same. The President and his Secretary took the same position 
that the present Executive and his Secretary of the Treasury now 
take, i, e., that all these Government obligations were gold obli- 
gations, regardless of the language of the contract. The coinage 
of silver had been stopped and every effort was being made to put 
the country absolutely on a gold basis. 

The gentleman from Maine, Mr. DINGLEY, in discussing this 
question, said: 

_ It is well known, as I have eyreny intimated, that in 1878, when the orig- 
inal Matthews resolution was adopted by both Houses of Congress, the phrase 
“to restore to its coinage such silver coins,” etc., was understood by man 
who then supported the resolution (but now oppose it) to refer to the stand- 
ard silver dollars which were pon by the Allison-Bland bill, that be- 
came a law within two weeks thereafter, that the Government should coin 
on its own account in limited volume and maintain at a parity with gold. 

Now, with all due respect for the gentleman’s learning, he is in 
error in this statement, for he is not sustained by the REcorp. 
The gentleman can not explain away the inconsistencies of his 
Republican colleagues who then voted for this resolution and 
now oppose it on the theory set forth, the President, even, being 
among those placed in this unenviable position. At that time 
there was no Bland-Allison bill before Congress. 

The Bland bill providing for the free and unlimited coinage of 
silver had passed the House, receiving the support of many of the 
leading Republicans, including Mr. McKinley, and it was then 
generally believed that it would pass the Senate. The Allison 
amendment, which provided only for the limited coinage on the 
Government’s own account, was not adopted by Congress until 
several days after the passage of the resolution. 

As an evidence of the belief that the Bland bill would pass Con- 
gress, the President’s message and the Secretary's report antago- 
nized that measure. The President appealed to the Senate while 
this bill was pending, saying, ‘‘If you pass this legislation, we can 
not refund our bonds as we are trying to do. © are paying 6 
and 7 per cent on the bonds. We can not refund them if this 
legislation takes place,” and further recommended that if silver 
was to be resuscitated the bonds of the Government should be 
exempt from the provisions of the act. 

The records show that it was then asserted in the Halls of Con- 
gress by many, as it is stated to-day, that the passage of a silver 
bill would weaken our securities and destroy confidence; that we 
could not sell any more bonds without a great sacrifice of inter- 
est, and other dire disasters were predicted. Did the predictions 
of these modern prophets come true? No. The Bland bill was 
amended in the Senate bySenator ALLISON and accepted as a com- 
promise, and remained the law until 1890. 

Under its provisions there was a large quantity of silver coined, 
and during that period, instead of disaster and discredit, as had 
been predicted, our country developed, our securities advanced in 
the markets of the world, and a greater degree of prosperity ex- 
isted than has been known in this country since 1873. 

The act of 1869 made all Government bonds payable in coin, 
which was one step from lawful money to coin, The act of 
1873 closed the mints to the coinage of the silver dollar, which was 
another step from coin to gold, and now it is claimed by the Re- 
publicans in this House that under the joint operation of the acts 
of 1869 and 1873, the former providing for payment in coin, the 
latter prohibiting the minting of any but one kind of coin, ‘‘ gold,” 
the many millions of bonds then outstanding and since issued are 
payable only in gold. 

It must be remembered that these bonds were not issued by 
authority of the act of 1873, but under the authority given by the 
act of 1870, and each one carried on its face express notice of the 
terms of the contract. The very object and purpose of the stipu- 
lation to pay any money the standard of a particular date was to 
guard against pune changes in our coinage system. Two hun- 
dred million dollars of that debt was contracted quite recently, 
and it is not only payable in silver by the text of the acts of 1869, 
but expressly announced as payable in silver by the contemporary 
action of Congress at the time when the loan was made. 

There was a bill introduced in Congress then to change the law 
and make these new issues of bonds, then about to be offered, and 
further issues payable in gold. This bill was defeated by a ay 
majority. Then the President, backed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, sent a special message to Congress advising that these 
bonds should be made payable in gold; that if given the author- 
ity to insert ‘‘ gold” instead of ‘‘coin,” he could negotiate them 
in the market at a saving of $16,000,000. This proposition was 
also rejected. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DoLLIVER] has stated: ‘‘ There 
is no creditor of the United States, and no creditor anywhere in 


the world, public or private, who has any objection to receiving 
the coined silver dollarof the United States of to-day.” Thenwhy 
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was it that Mr. Cleveland made this appeal toCongress? And why 
should these two hundred and sixty millions of bonds have been sold 
when at the time of their sale there were millions of standard sil- 
ver dollars in the Treasury as the following extracts from the 
messages of Mr. Cleveland to Congress will show: 

There need be no fear that we can pay our current expenses with such 
money as we have. There is now in the Treasury a comfortable surplus of 
more than sixty-three millions, but itis not gold, and therefore does not meet 
our dificulty.—January 28, 1895. 

At no time when bonds have been issued has there been any consideration 
of the question of paying the expenses of Government with their proceeds. 
There was no necessity to consider that question. At the time of each bond 
issue we had a safe surplus in the Treasury for ordinary operations, exclu- 
sive of the gold in our reserve. In February, 1894, when the first issue of 
bonds was made, such surplus amounted to eighteen millions. In November, 
when the second issue was made, it amounted to more than forty-two mil- 
lions, and in February, 1895, when the bonds for the third time were issued, 


such surplus amounted fo more than one hundred millons. It now amounts 
to $98,072,428.30.—December 5, 1895. 


It may be said, however, that this surplus was not in silver and 
could not be used in paying off the Government’s obligations. 
The books of the Treasury Department show that more than half 
of the revenue that has been received in the last five or six years 
has been paid in silver certificates, which can be exchanged in 
that Department for silver dollars; besides, at that time there was 
on hand a large amount of silver bullion, the seigniorage on which, 
if it had been coined, as was required by law, would have amounted 
to more than $50,000,000. 

The law of 1879, which provides for the redemption of United 
States legal-tender notes (or greenbacks), authorizes the Secretary 
of the Treasury “to use any surplus revenue from time to timein 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated,” and to sell at not less 
than par in ‘‘coin” either of the descriptions of bonds described 
in the act of July 14, 1870, for the purpose aforesaid. Now, we 
have shown that at the time of this bond sale there was from sixty 
to one hundred million dollars of silver in the Treasury; so it 
seems that there are ‘‘creditors” who are opposed ‘‘to receiving 
the coined silver dollar of to-day.” 

Notwithstanding the refusal of Congress to provide for the pay- 
ment of these bonds in gold, they are to-day quoted from 128} to 
1294. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow] has just made 
a remarkable statement. He says: 


In fair business transactions it is recognized everywhere that the citizen 
in paying his debts has the choice of legal tenders in which to pay them, if 
there is more than one; but whoever makes the legal tender, if there is more 
than one, must pay its creditors whatever legal tender the creditor demands. 


This statement contradicts all law and overrides the decisions of 
all courts. Why, sir, should we have legal-tender laws if this is 
the practice? The very object of legal-tender statutes is to permit 
the debtor to elect the kind of lawful money with which to pay. 
This is the law and the custom throughout the land when applied 
to individual transactions; and why, sir, should not this Govern- 
ment carry out this law in its own financial dealings? The Sec- 
retary of the Treasury has the option to pay in either gold or 
silver. 

Every leading nation to-day is exercising the option to pay in 
any kind of legal money, but our Government, as it is adminis- 
tered, is at the mercy of the money dealers. ; 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DoLLIVER] closes his address 
with the assertion that it is ridiculous to say that anybody con- 
templated payment of the bonds in silver, for there was no silver 
dollar in circulation then, and less than 6,000,000 dollars had been 
minted in the United States from its foundation, every one of 
which was worth more than gold and hardly one of which was 
in use then among the people except as a curious relic of the past. 

Does the gentleman not know that there was neither gold nor 
silver in circulation in this country at that time? 1 propose, how- 
ever, to let the distinguished Senator [Mr. ALLIson] now the 
leader of the Republican party in the other end of the Capitol 
answer this question, which answer can be found in the Con- 
GRESSIONAL REcorD of the Forty-fifth Congress, second session, 
page 173: 

“Every bond issued prior to the act of 1873 was issued upon the basis of the 
money unit of the silver dollar. While nominally we had, it is true. a double 
standard—that is, gold and silver were both a legal tender—yet the silver 
dollar was the money of account and tho unit of value, and those who pur- 
chased our bonds could not have contemplated at any time that silver was to 
be no longer a part of the money of this country.” 

Therefore I take it for granted that so far as the law is concerned the 
purchasers of our bonds must have understood that both gold and silver con- 
stituted the coin of this country. They not only understood it from the law 
itself, but from the statements and representations of the men who at the 
time negotiated these loans on behalf of the Government. I have here a re- 


port made by Mr. Chase, then Secretary of the Treasury, on the Ist of De- 
cember, 1862, in which he discusses at some length a paper money, and then 


says: 

The Secretary recommends, therefore, no mere paper-money scheme, but, 
on the contrary, a series of measures looking to a safe and gradual return to 
gold and silver as the only permanent basis, standard, and measure of values 
recognized by the Constitution, between which and an irredeemable paper 
currency, ashe believes, the choice is now to be made. 


Mr. ALLISON discussed the question at considerable length, and 
stated that when Great Britain adopted the single gold standard— 

Then the gold gradually left this country until 1832, when, according to the 
report of the Director of the Mint made in that year, there was estimated to 
be $20,000,000 of silver coin in this country and only about $500,000 of gold coin. 

In answering the assertion that the bonds of the United States 
had never been paid in silver, he used these words: 

Can it be possible that the great debt which was created by the necessities 
of the war with Great Britain in 1812, and which was liquidated between that 
time and 1835, was not paid in silver, or upon the basis of silver valuation, 
because in 1830, 1831, 1852, and 1833 gold, as compared with silver in this coun- 
try, was ata premium ranging from 3 to 10 per cent? Silver was the money 
of account; all transactions were based upon silver; all the Government 
transactions, as well as individual transactions, were conducted in that 
money. 

It has been well said that “‘inconsistency is one of tho cardinal 
doctrines of the Republican party.” As evidence of this, we will 
quote from their platforms and give the past utterances of their 
leaders on the question involved: 

REPUBLICAN NATIONAL PLATFORMS OF 1383 AND 1892. 
1888. 
(Written and reported to convention by William McKinley as chairman of 
the platform committee. ] 

The Republican party is in favor of the use of both gold and silver as 
money, and condemns the policy of the Democratic Administration in its 
efforts to demonetize silver. 

1892. 
[Adopted by convention presided over by William McKinley as its chairman.] 

The American people, from tradition and interest, favor bimetallism, and 
the Republican party demands the use of both gold and silver as standard 
money. 

Hon. William McKinley said in a speech in Congress on May 7, 
1880, page 4255, volume 21, part 5, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
Fifty-first Congress: 

When merchandise is the cheapest, men are the poorest, and the most dis- 
tressing experiences in the history of our country—aye, in all human his- 
tory—have been when everything was the lowest and cheapest, measured by 
gold, for everything then was the highest and the dearest measured by labor. 

Again he said, in a speech delivered in Congress June 14, 1890 
(CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 21, page 6447): 

IT am for the largest use of silver in the currency of the country. 
not dishonor it. 1 would give it credit and honor with gold. 


no discrimination. 
neither. 


I would 
i I would make 
I would utilize both metals as money and discredit 
I want the double standard. 


Hon. Benjamin Harrison, in his message to Congress as Presi- 
dent, on December 1, 1890, says: 


Some months of further trial will be necessary to determine the perma- 
nent effect of the recent legislation upon silver values, but it is gratifying to 
know that the increased circulation secured by the act has exerted and will 
continue to exert a most beneficial influence upon businessand upon general 
values. * * * Itiscurious to note that the advance in the prices of articles 
wholly unaffected by the tariff act was by many hastily ascribed to that act. 
Notice was not taken of the fact that the general tendency of the markets 
was upward from influences wholly apart from the recent tariff legislation. 
The enlargement of our currency by the silver bill undoubtedly gave an up- 
ward tendency to trade and had a marked effect upon prices, but this nat- 
ural and desired effect of the silver legislation was by many erroneously at- 
tributed to the tariff act. 


Hon. JoserH B. FoRAKER, United States Senator from Ohio, 
in a speech at Jackson, in that State, said: 


* * * If weonce permit this parity to be destroyed and allow thiscountry 
to be placed on the single gold-standard basis, bimetallism will be thereby 
made an impossibility. 


In the debate on the Sherman Act in the Senate June 16, 1890, 
Senator WILLIAM B. ALLISON said: 


The affairs of this world can not be conducted upon the single basis of gold; 
and the war and the contest to-day is between those who seek to destroy and 
outlaw silver and those whoseek to place it uponan equality with gold. That 
is the contest; and I am for the full and complete restoration of silver as one 
of the coin metals of the world, and therefore I propose to do whatever I can 
to promote that most desirable object. 

In his address to the Republican League of Ohio in 1892 Mr. 
McKinley used these words—he was speaking of Mr. Cleveland at 
the time: 

During all of his years at the head of the Government he was dishonoring 
one of our precious metals, one of our great products, discrediting silver and 
enhancing the price of gold. He endeavored even before his inauguration to 
office to stop the coinage of silver dollars, and afterwards and to the end of 
his Administration persistently used his power to thatend. He was deter- 
mined to contract the circulating medium and demonetize one of the coins 
of commerce, limit the volume of money among the people, make money 
scarce, and therefore dear. He would have increased the value of money 
and diminished the value of everything else—money the master, everything 
else its servant. 

There are more than $25,000,000 of bonds of the United States 
which are now overdue, and on the Ist day of February, 1904, 
$100,000,000 of the bonds issued by Mr. Cleveland will be due, and 
in July, 1907, the greater part of the public debt will fall due. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the President declares in a recent speech to 
the New York bankers and manufacturers that— 

Whatever may be the language of the contract, the United States will dis- 
charge all of its obligationsin the curr yrecognized as the best throughout 
the civilized world at the time of payment. 

The Secretary of the Treasury, in his recent report, says the 
word “coin” as used in the bonds is an ambiguous word, and it 
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is impossible to construe it to mean anything else except ‘‘gold” 
or its equivalent. 

In furtherance of these official declarations there have been bills 
introduced providing for a rearrangement of Government obliga- 
tions, fixed and floating, on a gold basis, for the reconstruction of 
the note-redemption system and for enlargement of the facilities 
for bank-note issues, which virtually repeal the law as itis now 
written that declares that the policy of the United States is to 
continue the use of both gold and silver as standard money. 

In view of these facts, is it not timely, even imperative, that Con- 
gress should give expression as to the administration of the law 
that many of our people believe is abused and in which the vital 
interests of our constituents are involved? 

The public credit of the United States depends only on a single 
factor—the ability of the people to pay Federal taxes. The only 
method by which we could procure gold to pay the bonded debt 
which is proposed by this Administration would be by the sale of 
other bonds for that purpose. ‘‘ Then we would make an endless 
chain of bonds and bondage entailed upon ourselves and our pos- 
terity, a perpetuity of debt and servitude.” 

Mr. BAILEY. I ask now that some gentleman on the other 
side may occupy the floor. 

Mr. PAYNE. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. DoLLIvER]. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, a great deal of familiar matter 
has found its way into the debate; and the entire absence of emo- 
tion with which it has been received indicates to my mind that 
we are nearing the end of the silver agitation in the United States. 
1 read the other day a communication to a New York free-silver 
daily newspaper by its most famous editorial writer, Mr. McEwen, 
in which he took occasion to illustrate the dilapidation of the 
silver cause—I mean the cause of 16 to 1—by referring to the ex- 
perience of our friends on the Pacific Coast with the Chinese gues- 
tion. He said there came a time in the history of that controversy 
when there was hardly a man or a woman left in California who 
did not prefer the burden and danger of Chinese immigration to 
any further conversation on the subject. 

And so, according to this writer, the time has come when the 
people are ready to welcome all the alleged horrors of the gold 
standard if the noise of 16 to 1 can at last be silenced in the poli- 
tics of the United States. My friend from Missouri [Mr. BLanp], 
to whose speeches on the silver question, delivered in this House 
twenty years ago, not a single idea has been added in the space of 
nearly one generation, came upon this floor a few moments ago 
and declared that this resolution was opposed only by bankers 
and the money power of the United States, and his colleague from 
Ohio, who has just taken his seat, said it was the syndicates and 
the organized conspiracies of money that were behind the efforts 
to defeat this resolution. 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] asked us to state 
what objection we had tothe payment of the bonds of the United 
States in the silver dollar of the United States? If he means the 
silver dollar of to-day, I for one have no objection to it [applause 
on the Republican side], for I thank God that we live in a coun- 
try that has had the prudence as well as the honesty to make that 
dollar exactly equivalent to the corresponding coin of gold. [Ap- 

lause on the Republican side.] And there is no creditor of the 
Jnited States and no creditor anywhere in the world, public or 
srivate, who has any objection to receiving the coined silver dol- 
i of the United States of to-day. 

But this resolution dees not propose to deal only with that. This 
resolution calls on Congress to restore the coinage of silver as it 
existed under the law of 1837. Where is the philosopher wise 
enough to know what the value would be of the proposed free-sil- 
ver dollar when emitted by the mints of the United States under 
a law for its unlimited coinage at an obsolete ratio? There was 
not aman connected with the last Presidential campaign that had 
wisdom enough to know what that value would be. 

Mr. Vest of Missouri, in the Senate debate preceding the Presi- 
dential campaign said distinctly that the human mind had no 
faculties that would enable any man to predict with accuracy 
what would be the effect of giving free coinage to silver. The 
chosen leader of the Democratic party could only say that it was 
an experiment and that he was ready totryit. Sometimes he said 
one thing, and nearly all the time another. 

When he went to the city of New York to receive formal noti- 
fication of his nomination he said that free coinage would result 
in restoring the value of all the silver bullion in the world, thereby 
creating a coin exactly as good as gold, but before he had got 300 
miles out of the frost of that occasion he began talking as he used 
to talk in this House and everywhere else, about the 200-cent gold 
dollar—the balloon dollar—and announced that his mission and 
the mission of the Democratic party was to cut in two the in- 
flated and injurious value of that coin. 

Nobody knew which he believed at that time. Nobody knows 
now. Fortunately for the people of this country, nobody cares. 
[Applause on the Republican side,] For he has become in the 
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thought and opinion of the people of the United States a little 
like the lover described in one of Tolstoi’s novels, of whom it was 
said that he was accustomed to use one-half of his faculties for 
the purpose of deceiving himself and the other half for the 
purpose of giving the appearance of reason to his illusions, 
a 

My friend from Missouri [Mr. aes says that nobody is in 
favor of the settlement of the public debt in gold except the 
bankers and brokers and the money power. And he inquires 
where we get the inspiration for such treatment of the bonded 
indebtedness of the United States. Ido not know where he gets 
his inspiration, but I know where the Republican party get theirs. 
They get it from the history and record of the times when the 
cebt was contracted, as interpreted in the first inaugural address 
of Ulysses 8. Grant as President of the United States, who was 
elected upon a platform requiring the Government of the United 
States to make good its promise to pay its debts in dollars which 
every human being at that time understood to be the gold-coin 
dollars of the United States. What did General Grant say? 

To protect the national honor every dollar of Government indebtedness 
should bs paid in gold, unless otherwise expressly stipulated in the contract. 

Applause on the Democratic side. } 
ow. I ask these gentlemen, will any man rise and state what 
bond issue of the United States, made to provide money to carry 
on the war, contained the express stipulation that it was to be 
paid otherwise than in gold? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Every bond which says ‘‘ coin” 
says otherwise than gold. It says ‘‘either gold or silver.” 

Mr. DOLLIVER. When I was speaking a moment ago, the 
Democratic party on this floor, with its irrelevant applause, nearly 
ruined my speech [laughter] undertaking to interpret the mean- 
ing of General Grant when he used the words in his first inau- 
gural—‘‘ unless otherwise aucun? stipulated in the contract ”— 
which I had the honor toread. It will take me less than a minute 
to read for the benefit of the House the interpretation of those 
words put upon them by General Grant himself. I read from 
a letter of his to Mr. Washburne, from Paris, in 1878, contained in 
the North American Review for August, 1897: 

The whole Democratic party cried itself hoarse over the outrage upon the 
Cunstitution when the nation in its desperation adopted the “legal-tender 
note.” Now the whole party seems to be willing to issue an unlimited quan- 
tity of this money in spite of their previous declaration, in spite of the solemn 
promise that above a certain amount—four hundred million—should not be 
issued, in spite of the solemn obligation that those issued should be redeemed 
in coin, understood at the time to be gold coin. 

Applause on the Republican side. ] 

et it is to-day claimed on this floor that the contract to pay in 
paper was wickedly changed so as to make paper bonds payable 
in coin, and the word “coin” wickedly changed to mean “gold.” 

What are the facts? 

The loan act which authorized the 5.20 bonds became a law 
February 25, 1862. Jay Cooke & Co. were the loan agents of the 
Government. By the authority of the Secretary of the Treasury 
these agents advertised a 6 per cent loan, interest and principal 
payable in coin. There was nota loan bill on the statute books by 
which the kind of money in which coupon or principal is payable 
is mentioned, and yet the hard-money policy of the Government 
has been uniform. 

The question was not raised during the finance debate of 1862. 
The evidence is overwhelming that these bonds were to be paid 
in coin. A sinking fund of coin was set apart to be used each 
year to liquidate the very debt that was being created. At 
that date nobody sup the legal-tender currency would be 
issued beyond the $150,000,000 authorized, whereas the principal 
of these bonds was $500,000,000._ Every member of Congress knew 
it. They were sold alongside of the coin-bearing bonds under the 
10-40 act and met as re . sale. Can any man believe that the 
buyers understood that they were getting paper bonds? I have 
examined the contemporaneous debates and I say to you that at 
the crisis in which these securities were issued no man, here or 
abroad, supposed they were to be paid otherwise than in coin. 

No member of either House of Congress suggested such a thing. 
I have heard the old wheel horse of the Administration of Lincoln 
summoned from his grave to lend the weight of his influence to 
the schemes of the inflationists. I am prepared to show that Mr. 
Stevens never gave a syllable of countenance to paper-money pay- 
ment until long after the contracts had been made. I find in his 
speech on the loan bill in the House on February 6, 1862, three di- 
rect admissions that in his view the bonds were redeemable after 
twenty years in gold. In the same debate Mr. eee a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Ways and Means, of which Mr. Stevens 
was chairman, used this language (Globe, second session Thirty- 
seventh Congress, page 691): 


issue of Government notes 


The proposed guards t this effect of in- 
flating the currency the provision to convert 


em into Government 


bonds, the principal and interest of which, as before stated, are payable in 
ie. 
This was after the committee had reported the bill almost 
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unanimously. Mr.Stevens rose immediately afterwards and sug- 
gested that the debate close without intimating that Mr. Hooper 
was wrong. I am convinced, not as a partisan, but as an honest 
investigator, that the Government and the public understood this 
contract alike. In the debate of 1863 on the 10-40 loan act, the 
intimation was for the first time made that the paper of the Gov- 
ernment could pay the 5-20 bonds. 

At thispoint in thedebate Mr. Thomas, of Massachusetts, moved 
the express provision for payment in coin, which was carried 
after this remark from Mr. Horton, an influential member of the 
Ways and Means Committee, from Ohio. 

I wish to state here that the Committee on Ways and Means in framing 
this bill never dreamed that these twenty-year bonds would be payable in 
anything other than gold until the gentleman yesterday told it upon the 
floor of the House. | say to the gentleman and to this House that I never 
heardan expression that these bonds were to be paid in anything other than 
coin. The form here proposed isthe form always used by the Government, 
and they have always been paid in coin up to this day.—Globe, first session 
Fortieth Congress, page 800. 

The loan bill of March 3, 1864, provided for some 10-40 bonds 
and some five-twenties, making them all payable in coin. The 
men who proposed to pay these in paper were surely dangerous 
counselors, yet the five-twenties of that year are identically the 
same as were those of other dates. The loan act of June 30, 1864, 
was the last of the 5-20 bond series. In the elaborate debate on 
this bill the question of paying them in paper was discussed. No 
specification had been made as to the money in which the final 
payment was to be made. 

To be sure of this matter Mr. Brooks, of New York, moved an 
amendment providing for coin payment, and made a speech, to 
which Mr. Hooper replied by saying— 
that the bill of last year— 


That is, the $900,000,000, 10-40 bill of 1863— 
contained these words— 
That is, payable in coin— 


but it was not deemed necessary or considered expedient to insert them in 
this bill. Iwill send to the desk and ask to have read as apart of my reply 
to the gentleman from New York a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The Clerk then read a letter from Secretary Chase setting out 
the uniform hard-money mode of payment and stating that the 
5-20 bonds before issued were, in the judgment of the Adminis- 
tration, payable in coin. Only the temporary notes and loans 


were at that time supposed to be payab an yee by any man 
either in Congress or in the Cabinet, save deus Stevens, sel- 
dom in his place in the committee or on the floor. He changed 
his mind. He died without a disciple in the Republican party, 
except General Butler, who was in the field and not in Congress 
at the time of this bond issue. 

To learn the truth of these contracts an intelligent man has only 
to turn to the reports of Secretary Fessenden and the official mes- 
sages of the President and the concurrent and unanimous judg- 
ment of both Houses of Congress. The agreement interpreted by 
the history of the times was to pay them in money and not in de- 
preciated promissory notes. And the only coined money known 
at the mints or in the business of the _—_ was gold. Without 
that understanding not a bond would have been taken in any 
market. Bull Run was not a very good advertisement for United 
States bonds. The existence of the Government, not to speak of 
its solvency, was at stake when these bonds were put upon the 
doubtful markets of Europe and America. 

When Stevens intimated that the 5-20 bonds could be paid in 
paper in the loan-bill debate of 1863, and when an express pro- 
vision for coin payment found its way into the bond act of that 
year, a suspicion arose in the minds of German bondholders, and 
the credit of the United States began to suffer. The matter was 
referred in 1866 to the Finance Committee of the Senate with a 
view to legislation for strengthening the public credit. 

The committee reported that the law could be so interpreted as 
to warrant paper payment. Governor Morton spoke for the Sen- 
ate and for the country, when, in his speech in favor of the report, 
he said (Globe, first session, Forty-first Congress, page 53) that if 
payment was made in greenbacks they must first be made on par 
with coin, according to their terms, which contained a promise to 
pay dollars under the law, which the Supreme Court interpreted 

y saying that the dollars were the coined dollars of the United 
States. Senator Pendleton, taking advantage of this report, and 
forgetting the solemn pledge which limited the greenback issue to 
$400,000,000, demande 
the payment of the 5-20 bonds with them. 

The question went into the campaign of 1868, with General 
Grant at the head of the Republican party, and standing on the 
platform which the next year was crystallized into the act of Con- 
gress which provided to pay these bonds in coin or its equivalent, 
and at the same time pledged the faith of the United States tothe 
redemption of the greenback notes in coin. The only coin in the 
minds of either party to these contracts was gold, the standard 


= — the depreciation of the paper money was invariably re- 
erred, 



















an indefinite issue of promissory bills and | 


It is ridiculous to say that anybody contemplated payment in 
silver, if for no other reason, because less than 6,000,000 silver 
dollars had been minted in the United States from its foundation, 
every one of which was worth more than gold, and hardly one of 
which was in use among the people except as a curious re_ic of 
the past. It was therefore in full view of this situation that 
General Grant, standing on the east portico of the Capitol, ut- 
tered the words which I have read and followed them with this 
solemn warning, which I commend to the men who are to-day 
attacking the foundations of the national credit and threatening 
with disaster the party which stands up to defend the integrity of 
American business and sanctity of the public faith: 

Let it be understood that no repudiator of one farthing of the public debt 
will be trusted in public place and it will go far toward strengthening a 
credit which ought to be the best in the world, and will ultimately enable us 
to place the debt in bonds bearing a less interest than we now pay. 

Cae on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to the gentle- 
man from California os MAGUIRE]. 

Mr.MAGUIRE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
DINGLEY] said this morning that there were only two sides to this 
question. Broadly stated, the question is between justice on the 
one side and extortion on the other. More narrowly stated, the 
question is between the money lenders and the money borrowers; 
between the creditors, who demand double-priced gold in payment 
of contracts which are by their terms payable in either gold or 
silver at the option of the debtor, on the one side, and the debtors, 
who insist that it is both legally and morally honest to pay their 
debts in accordance with the terms of their contracts. 

It is a contest between concentrated wealth on the one side 
and manhood on the other; between bondholders on the one side 
and taxpayers on the other. It is the old story of Shylock and 
Antonio, with Shylock claiming more than is nominated in his 
bond, and with the Republican party as a false Portia, abandon- 
ing her old client and pleading the cause of Shylock. 

WHY SHOULD GOVERNMENT PAY MORE THAN IT PROMISED? 

It is almost inconceivable that a great national party should 
adopt as its avowed policy the bondholders’ demand that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States shall surrender all option reserved 
to it by the statutes and by the terms written in every bond that 
it has ever issued to pay such bonds in either gold or silver coin 
and to give the option to the bondholder to demand from the 
Government gold or silver according to the dictates of his interest. 

If the agents of private debtors should thus attempt to change 
the character of their employers’ obligations without considera- 
tion, as the opponents of this resolution are doing, they would 
be dismissed from service and the record of their perfidy would 
prevent their securing employment elsewhere. Yet such perfidy 
to private employers could be no worse than the betrayal of pub- 
lic interests by surrendering the option reserved in the Govern- 
ment’s contracts and giving the option to creditors of the Gov- 
ernment, as the Republican party now proposes to do. 

They attempt to paint with the color peculiar to virtue, their 
“corrupt and tainted plea,” by asserting that in their efforts to 
enrich the bondholders at the expense of the Government, by so 
changing the conditions as to increase the burden of the public 
debt, they are animated bya patriotic desire to preserve the honor 
of the Government, and to keep its credit good among those from 
whom it may hereafter be obliged to borrow money. Verily— 

There is no vice so simple but assumes 

Some mark of virtue in his outward parts. 
Is not the honor of the Government preserved by paying its ob- 
ligations according to the terms of its contracts? Must the Gov- 
ernment of the United States forever fawn and cringe at the feet 
of the kings of finance, yielding to their every demand, abandon- 
ing her legal rights, abandoning rights reserved by their contracts, 
in order that she may keep herself in position to borrow more 
money from alien enemies in times of trouble? Must she forever 
bend low before the shrine of this alien Moloch; forever yield her 
rights and plead for mercy— 

In a bondsman's key, 

With bated breath and whispering humbleness? 

The attitude in which the Republican party seeks to place this 
Government in the matter of paying its national debt is not a 
position of honor, but the position of a cringing and helpless 


| debtor seeking credit from pitiless money lenders on insufficient 


security, whining his submission to the pawnbrokers’ harsh and 
unconscionable demands. 

‘“* We will injure the nation’s credit if we pay in silver accord- 
ing to the terms of the bonds,” cry these special pleaders for the 
bondholders. ‘‘lf we should pay the Government's bonds in sil- 
ver according to the terms of the law and the bonds, we would be 
unable to borrow money from the money lenders of the world, and 
we would thereby be crippled in case of war or some other emer- 
gency coming upon us,” says one of these advocates of extortion 
and of supine surrender on the part of theGovernment. ‘‘ There- 
fore,” cry they all, ‘‘our Government for its own protection must 
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at any cost keep on good terms with the money lenders.” Thisis 
the philosophy of cowardice; the statesmanship of peace with dis- 
honor; the morality of impotence, 

The national honor! Aye, protect it to the last dollar that can 
be raised by taxation and to the last drop of the blood of all the 
lovers of liberty and justice in our great country. 

But the national honor is not to be preserved by paying what 
we do not owe; by paying go!d at 100 per cent premium where we 
have promised to pay silver at par; by yielding to unjust demands 
of money lenders, through fear that if we stand upon our contracts 
with them they may refuse to lend us more money or to renew 
our loans in future emergencies. The national honor requires 
that we should stand for the rights of the Government, for the 
rights of the people, for the rights of the taxpayers, as firmly as 
we stand for the rights of the creditors of the Government. 

President McKinley at the recent banquet which has been aptly 
called ‘*The new Belshazzar’s feast”—at a $15,000 dinner in a 
$10,009,000 hotel, surrounded by a billion-dollar gathering of 
money kings—is reputed to have said that— 

No matter what the laws may be, no matter what the contract of the Gov- 
ernment may be, the obligations of the United States Government will 
always be paid in the kind of money recognized as best throughout the civi- 
lized world. 

That is the doctrine of the Republican party. No laws made 
by the people or to satisfy their plebeian claim for justice are to 
be respected in dealing with the money power while the Repub- 
lican party is in control of the Government. No contract con- 
taining terms favorable to the Government will be respected in 
so far as it favors the public interest if it conflicts with the inter- 
ests of the money power. The fact that the laws prohibit the 
issuance of gold bonds; the fact that the laws require all bonds 
to be payable in either gold or silver, at the option of the Govern- 
ment; the fact that this provision is incorporated in every bond 
issued by the Government—all these considerations are but forms 
of expression to satisfy the perspiring multitude who foot the 
bills. Regardless of all these laws and terms of our contracts, the 
bondholders are assured that they will not be heeded and that 
the bondholder shall always have the option to demand the dear- 
est money in circulation in payment of his bonds. 

So long as the Republican party is in power the Government 
will always exercise its option in the payment of bonds in favor of 
the bondholder, giving him the option that was reserved by law 
and by the contract to the Government. This is the meaning of 
the opposition to this resolution. It is the meaning and purpose 
of every vote that will be cast against the resolution, for the reso- 
lution simply declares the legal right of the Government and the 
moral justice of paying its obligations according to its contracts 
and its rights reserved by law at the time the contracts were made. 

It is said that this resolution means no more to-day than it did 
twenty years ago, when it was passed by Congress. This is true. 
It meant then just what it means now, but the bondholders’ grip 
on the Republican party was not so great then asitis now. The 
conspiracy for doubling the burden of the public debt by substi- 
tuting the single gold standard for constitutional bimetallism had 
not progressed so far as it has now; and, as a consequence, a ma- 
jority of the Republican representatives in the Senate and House 
of Representatives who then favored and supported the resolution 
as declaring both the legal and moral right of the Government in 
the premises will now vote against the very same resolution. 

The significance of the changed position of the Republican 
party in the attitude of its representatives toward this resolution, 
nine-tenths of those who voted for the resolution twenty years 
ago voting against it now, is that within the last twenty years 
the Republican party has fallen absolutely under the dominion of 
the consolidated money interests that are seeking to rob the Gov- 
ernment and the people generally through the substitution of the 
gold-standard monopoly, with its constant tendency to an in- 
crease of value of every dollar of their credits, for tho equitable 
money system of the Constitution. 

During the last twenty years the elements of patriotism in the 
Republican party which resisted the encroachments of the money 
power have been eliminated, and their places have been filled with 
an element whose highest allegiance is to the Moloch of concen- 
trated wealth and not to the institutions of our country. If the 
meaning of the resolution be, as we admitit is, the same as in 1878, 
why do men who on this floor and in the Senate voted for the res- 
olution in 1878 vote against it now? It is not because of any 
change in the resolution, for there is none; it is not because of 
any change in the conditions of the Government’s contracts, for 


equal in market value twenty years ago, whereas the gradually 
increased demand for gold and the correspondingly diminished 
demand for silver has created a disparity of 50 per cent in market 
value between the metals at this ratio. 

‘*Therefore,” they say. ‘‘gold has become the best money, and 
we hold that the national honor requires the use of the best money 
in paying the national obligations.” Reduced to its last analysis, 
this argument is that silver is not the best money, because an 
ounce of it will not purchase more of the standard commodities of 
commerce than it did twenty years ago, while gold has so in- 
creased in market value that an ounce of it will purchase twice as 
much as it would twenty years ago. How can all this be mate- 
rial since the option to pay in either gold or silver was reserved 
for the very purpose of avoiding the increased burden that might 
otherwise result from the appreciation of gold? 

If the doubling of the value of gold as compared with the gen- 
eral stock of the world’s wealth in twenty years makes it better 
money than silver, which has neither increased nor diminished in 
value with reference to the world’s stock of commodities, the 
logical conclusion must be that if gold should again double in 
value within the next twenty years it would become still better 
money than it now is, and if it should treble in purchasing power 
within that time its desirability as money would be correspond- 
ingly increased. 

This theory is undoubtedly correct, if money is to be considered 
solely from the standpoint of the money lender's advantage. To 
the money lender the money which constantly enhances in value 
is better than the money which maintains proportionate stability 
with reference tothe market values of the other commodities con- 
stituting the world’s stock of wealth, and the money which most 


regularly appreciates in value with reference to this standard is 
the best money. 


THE MONEY LENDER'S SYSTEM. 

The Republican party takes its theory of money entirely from 
the money lenders of the world, and consequently it favors the 
kind of money that the money lenders of the world consider best. 
I disclose no secret when I say that the Republican party takes its 
theory of money from the money lenders of the world. e leaders 
of that party make no secret of it. They proclaimit; they boast of 
it. They tell us that their theory of money is the theory of ex- 
perts who know more about money than do the advocates of 
bimetallism. They ask: 


Why should we not take our financial theory from the bankers, from those 
who are expertsin money? If you want a pair of shoos made, you go to a 
shoemaker. If you want a wagon made, yon do not go to a shoomaker, but 
toa wagon maker. If you want a house built, you gotoacarpenter. When 
we want a money system built, we go to the bankers, who devote their lives 
to the practical study of the money question. 

The Republican party therefore represents the bankers’ money 
system; undoubtedly a good system for bankers. I do not ques- 
tion the wisdom or the sagacity of the bankers in their theory of 
the money question; nor need I question their patriotism in seek- 
ing to force their money system on the country. But a momen- 
tary analysis of the relation of bankers and other money lenders 
to money will disclose that they do not deal with money as a me- 
dium of exchange at all. They donot use money for the purposes 
of effecting exchanges, which is the primary and only legitimate 
purpose of money as money. 

Bankers and other money lenders deal with money solely and 
exclusively as a commodity to be bartered, bought, sold, and 
loaned for gain. They do not use it as a medium of exchange. 
The money system which may be the best for this purpose may 
be the very worst possible medium of exchange. The money that 
may be the very best for the purpose of the money lender may be 
the very worst and most unjust for the borrower of money. In- 
deed, if the advice of the expert money lenders is to contro\ the 
financial legislation of the country, the debtor classes must for- 
ever occupy the position of the fabled flock of sheep that had 
wolves for shepherds. They must expect to be devoured bs the 
financial legislation enacted upon the advice of the money lenders. 

Bankers are but money lendersand money changers. The gryeat- 
est bankers of this country are but agents for the greater bakers 
of Europe, and the bankers of Europe are but agents for the 
greater bankers of London—creditor of creditors, source of all 
financial sources, the concentrated power and clearing honse of 
the financial world. The bankers of England who control this 
source and ultimate of financial power are the greatest money 


| experts on earth from the standpoint of the bankers and money 


lenders’ interest in the money question. To them the limitation 
of money of ultimate redemption to a metal that is so scarce as to 


there has been none; it is because of a change that has taken place | be wholly inadequate to perform the money function required by 
in the Republican party and in the aims and principles of its rep- | commerce is the ideal money system, because under it the monop- 


resentatives in Congress, 

Gentlemen on the other side tell us that they have changed 
their minds about the moral right of the Government to pay its 
obligations in silver dollars, according to its contracts, because 
gold bullion has during the past twenty years become so much 
more valuable, measured by market price, than silver bullion; 





= of all money of redemption is safe and easy. 
here is no danger that after having monopolized the gold of 


the world it will fail to appreciate in value for lack of demand for 


it. There is no danger that from uncontrolled sources a supply 
of such money will come to the relief of the people who are ony 
oppressed and robbed by their monopoly. Such money when i 


that at the ratio of 16 to 1 gold and silver were comparatively | is monopolized and drawn tothe money center can be drawn away 











only on such premium as the money lenders may fix. If the rest 
of the world wants such money, it must borrow from the mone 
center, paying a premium in the form of interest for its use. It 
flows back to the money center as interest and goes out again upon 
contracts that secure another stream of interest in gold. 

Thus every nation that adopts the gold standard becomes de- 

ndent upon the money center and becomes tribu to it. 
The financial experts in control of the money center fix with per- 
fect accuracy, and with absolute certainty of freedom from extra- 
neous disturbances, all of the conditions upon which gold may be 
acquired and used by those who need it for the purpose of effect- 
ing exchanges or paying debts. The banking agencies, to the 
remotest ends of civilization in all gold-standard countries, are 
in perfect touch, either directly or mediately, with the money 
center, have their affairs and interests adjusted to its system, and 
enjoy their modicum of profit at a minimum of risk. 

Such a banking system, supported by such a financial system, 
bears the same relation to the world of commerce and industry 
that a mighty parasite does to the mightier life which it drains. 
Such a financial system makes borrowing necessary and makes 
the people of every country adopting it slaves to a monster of 
their own creation, a lifeless, soulless parasitic monster, as horri- 
ble as Frankenstein’s and of a greater malignity. 

This is the system of the financial experts whose advice controls 
in the councils of the Republican party. It is a system well con- 
trived, from a standpoint of their peculiar interest, and my criti- 
cism upon it does not in the least discredit the skill or wisdom of 
its authors as financial experts. They have served their interests 
well in promoting the system, but that service to their interests 
is at deadly and eternal enmity with the interests of the people 
who have been induced by Republican sophistry to support it. 

MONOPOLY THE PURPOSE OF THE GOLD STANDARD. 

The fundamental proposition in the bankers’ money theory, 
namely, that the money of ultimate redemption should be confined 
to a metal so limited by natural conditions that the demand shall 
always exceed the supply, is directly contrary to the interests of 
the world of commerce and industry, which requires and uses 
money not as a commodity for hoarding and speculation, but as a 
medium of exchange. 

The interests of the world of commerce and industry require 
that the money of ultimate redemption shall be based upon oneor 
more metals the available supply of which shall always so far ex- 
ceed the demand as to make monopoly of the money metal, or of 
money made from it, impossible. The complaint against silver as 
money is not that it has fallen in market value relatively to the 
average prices of the commodities of the world’s commerce, for 
that is not asserted by any intelligent man, but the claim is that 
the supply of silver so far exceeds the demand for it as money that 
a large proportion of it must forever find employment in the arts, 
and that the great proportion of silver employed in the arts isa 
standing menace to the financial schemes of the money manipu- 
lators of the world in this, that whenever, by an attempt to cor- 
ner the money of the world or by an unusual pressure of the de- 
mands of commerce, money becomes scarce this immense volume 
of silver flows from the arts to the mints to meet the demands of 
commerce and industry, and correspondingly interferes with 
the financial schemes of the money manipulators; flowing back 
again from the form of money into the arts whenever the pressure 
and the demand for it as money has lessened. 

Such a money system preserves the stability of the medium of 
exchange with almost absolute unvariableness, yet with a flexi- 
bility that promptly adapts it to the varying needs of commerce 
and industry. The superfluity of the metal, an argument fre- 
quently and strenuously urged against the free coinage of 
silver, is a quality essential to justice and stability in any medium 
of exchange selected with reference to the interests of the people 
rather than with reference to the interests of money speculators 
and manipulators. 

The fact that silver can not be conveniently or safely monopo- 
lized is, more than all other objections to it, the cause of the per- 
sistent and relentless war against its free and unlimited coinage 
carried on by the money power centered in London and having 
its agencies, like the tentacles of an octopus, in the subordinate 
banking institutions of the United States and of other countries. 
The free and unlimited coinage of gold and silver as the double 
basis of our money system would give to the people the benefit 
of that freedom from the possibility of manipulation resulting 
from the danger involved in attempting to monopolize the great 
surplus volume of silver which must ever find employment in the 
arts. 

The free and unlimited coinage of silver would furnish us with 
a domestic medium for domestic exchange and do away with the 
necessity for annually increasing the enormous public and private 
debts of the Government and people of this country to the Lon- 
don money center. It would give us control of our own finan- 
cial system and set us free from the dominion of that mightier 
sovereignty which to-day rules the commerce and industry of 
every gold-standard country in the world. 
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INTERNATIONAL BIMETALLISM A FALLACY. 


It is said that the parity between gold and silver at the ratio of 
16 to 1 could not be maintained by the independent action of this 
country. Therefore, while admitting all of the arguments urged 
in favor of bimetallism and against gold monometallism, our Re- 
publican friends say that this country could not maintain the 
parity between gold and silver at the ratio of 16 to 1 without the 
aid of all other great commercial nations, and that while the gold 
standard is essentially vicious, leads to monopoly and to the oppres- 
sion of all except those who live upon and become rich from the 
enhancement of the value of money, we must submit to it unless 
we can get an international agreement binding all other leading na- 
tions to aid us in so maintaining the better system of bimetallism. 

I have never looked upon international bimetallism with favor. 
I have never expected its establishment, nor do I think that in the 
nature of thingsitis to beexpected. Money is essentially a matter 
of domestic concern. Its function is confined wholly to effecting 
domestic exchanges. There never has been and probably never 
will be an international coin. Nor would the establishment of 
such a coin be of any material advantage to commerce. Gold 
bullion, uncoined and unalloyed, is the generally accepted medium 
of international exchange, not the gold coin of any country. All 
gold is put upon the scales and is measured by weight and fine- 
ness in the payment of foreign balances. 

The fact that gold is standard money in this country or that we 
coin or use gold as money at all is a matter of no importance 
whatever in our trade with foreign countries or in payment of our 
balances to foreign countries. We pay our balances to England 
in gold by the ounce, just as we pay balances to Indian tribes in 
blankets and beads and brass; just as we pay our balances to the 
tribes of Africa in shells. The demonetization of gold in this 
country would not for a moment interrupt our trade with Eng- 
land nor for a moment embarrass the payment of our commercial 
balances. 

MAINTENANCE OF THE PARITY. 

It is urged that with unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 
16 toi the parity of the silver dollar with the gold dollar could 
not be maintained by this country alone, and that, therefore, it 
would be dishonest under free coinage to pay the bonds in silver 
dollars. 

If the silver dollar be given the same debt-paying function with 
the gold dollar and all debtors be given the option to pay their 
debts in either gold or silver, it is almost impossible that the parity 
would fail. But suppose the parity should fail on account of the 
scarcity of gold, would we not have the right to pay our bonds in 
silver dollars under the terms c’ our contract, provided we con- 
tinued to put 4124 grains of standard silver in each dollar? 

Certainly we would. We reserved the option to do that very 
thing. Was the option reserved simply to fool the people, and to 
be waived whenever the bonds might fall due? That seems to be 
the theory of the Republican party, that mighty agency of all 
modern Treasury looters. 

Verily, that great party is most liberal in repaying campaign 
contributions from the public Treasury. Well may it biennially 
say to the representatives of concentrated wealth: ‘ Cast thy coin 
into the campaign hopper and it will return to thee a thousand- 
fold.” 

THE INFLUX OF SILVER. 

It is said that under free and unlimited coinage silver would 
flow in from foreign countries, flooding us with superfluous silver 
coin, thus preventing it from rising to a parity with gold. I do 
not know from what countries the flood of silver could come. 
Surely the silver fractional currency of the great civilized nations 
of the world would not come here. If it even tended to come, 
those nations would be obliged quickly to check the tendency. 
But suppose the flood of silver did come upon us, who would it 
hurt? How would it come? Would the malevolent foreigners 
give it to us or would they buy our goods with it? You say, of 
course, they would buy our goods withit. Would that work us 
injury? Is not that the consummation for which we have been 
praying for lo these many years? 

“Ah!” you say, ‘“‘they will pay us for our goods in 50-cent dol- 
lars.” Very well; we will double the prices of our goods and take 
two 50-centsilver dollars for each dollar's worth of goods. ‘ But,” 
you say, “they will not pay double prices.” Then they can no! 
flood us with their silver; so we will be either saved from the flood 
by refusing to sell our goods or enriched byselling them. So much 
for the flood of silver. 

EFFLUX OF GOLD. 

But itis said that if we establish the free and unlimited coinage 
of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1 while the market ratio of silver bul- 
lion to gold bullion is 30 to 1, gold will flow out of the country 
and we will go to a silver basis. Assuming this to be true, al- 
though I do not admit it, what evil would result from this efflux 
of gold? 

Goldis rarely used asa medium for effecting domestic exchanges. 
Nearly all domestic exchanges, effected by the use of money pass- 
ing from purchaser to seller at the time of the transaction, are 
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now effected by the use of silver or paper money representing and 
based upon silver. Gold is sometimes used, by way of deposit, to 
secure credit with banks, and checks based on such deposits are 
used to effect exchanges. 

But for all these purposes the use of gold could be readily dis- 
pensed with. It is a convenient and useful but not an indispen- 
sable element of our money system. For the payment of foreign 
‘balances gold bullion could and would be purchased, as now, 
without the slightest difficulty. 

The efflux of gold, if itshould occur, would throw the burden 
of supplying the demand for money upon silver, and that in- 
creased demand would increase the market value of silver until 
either the demand for money would be satistied or the available 
supply of silver exhausted, the equilibrium reached, and goldand 
silver flow freely together at a parity in all the channels of the 
world’s commerce. 

SILVER MONEY NECESSARY—GOLD MONEY MERELY CONVENIENT. 

We can get along without gold. It is simply more convenient 
than silver in effecting large transactions, because it is sixteen 
times as valuable in proportion to weight and bulk. But silver 
certificates can be made far more convenient than gold in effect- 
ing large domestic transactions. They can be made far more 
valuable in proportion to weight and bulk than gold. 

Silver, on the contrary, is the indispensable money of the peo- 
ple’s retail commerce. It, or its paper representative, is the 
medium of nine-tenths of the exchanges whick are effected by 
the use of money passing at the time of the transaction. No sat- 
isfactory substitute for silver money in effecting minor exchan 
has ever been used or discovered. It is the essential and indis- 
pensable money of every country. 

The discontinuance of the use of gold as money would scarcel 
be noticed in the internal commerce of any country, but the dis- 
continuance of the use of silver as money for twenty-four hours 
would paralyze the trade of any country in which it was dis- 
carded. 

Again, if through the failure of the parity, coined gold should 
go to either a premium or a discount, with respect to the standard 
of value, that circumstance, would cause practically no disturb- 
ance in the commercial world and would offer no obstruction to 
domestic trade. If, on the other hand, coined silver should go to 
either a premium or a discount, with respect to the standard of 
value, all domestic commerce would be thrown into the utmost 
confusion and practically paralyzed until the restoration of the 
parity. Premiums and discounts can not be calculated im the 
small transactions, nor by the people who make the small trans- 
actions, effected by the use of silver. 

It is because of this difference in the economic qualities of gold 
and silver money that when this country is on the single gold basis 
or standard the Government must assume the burden of main- 
taining the parity between gold and silver coins; but when the 
country is on a bimetallic basis, or on a silver basis, no such burden 
is either borne or assumed by the Government. 

Hence the Cleveland bond issnes, at enormous losses to the 
Government, to maintain the gold standard during the recent 
financial disturbance, and the record of eighty-four years of 
bimetallism without the issuance of a bond or the expenditure of 
a dollar of public money to maintain the parity. 

Gentlemen on the other side tell us that there can be but one 
standard, gold or silver; that a bimetallic standard is impossible; 
that we must choose between gold monometallism and silver 
monometallism. I think the feasibility of the bimetallic standard 
has been demonstrated in theory and proved by long and success- 
ful practice. But assuming that we must choose between gold 
monometallism and silver monometallism, which should we adopt? 

Should we adopt the bankers’ standard, which has been favored 
by bankers and money speculators because of the facility with 
which the money of the world can be monopolized under it? 
Should we not rather—a thousand-fold rather—adopt the silver 
standard, making the money unit of the essential and indispen- 
sable metal always and everywhere used as the money of the 
people’s domestic trade? 

Tf we must go to monometallism, let us go to silver, which can 
not be monopolized, rather than to gold, which is completely 
monopolized by the organized money power. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Tlinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I would be very glad to have the 
attention of the House. 

This resolution closes with these words: 

And that to restore to its coinage such silver coins as a legal tender in the 

ayment of said bonds, principal and interest, is not in violation of the pub- 
fic faith nor in derogation of the rights of the public creditor. 

What does that mean? It means,if this House should pass it 
and then follow it up with legislation, as it would necessarily 
have to do in good faith, the free coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 
to 1 to pay the bonds and the interest, and if the President should 
sign it, it would mean free coinage pure and simple. Weclaim 
en this side that under free coinage by this country alone the 
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money would fall in value one-half and you would have silver 
alone. I am quite content to plant myself in ee the 
admirable statement made by the gentleman from Maine [Mr, 
DINGLEY]. [Applause.} 

Now, there is one thing about the ublican party. I or an 
other individual may be wrong or aia been , but the 
Republican party upon the money question in all its history has 
[Applause on 
rty in its recent 


m for cheap and 


unsound money. Oh, but said somebody, you voted for this res- 


olution in 1878. Yes; I voted for it in 1878, just before the Bland- 
Allison bill was passed. In 1877 I voted for the free coinage of 


— when there was only 7 cents difference between silver and 
gold. 


{Applause on the Democratic side. | 
I made the speech in 1876 that the gentleman made a quotation 


from. There was only 3 cents difference between the value of 
gold and silver in the respective dollars at that time. At that 


time the Democratic y was making a campaign for fiat money— 
illimitable and aed 


resumption act in 1875, to take effect on 
by Republican legislation. 
little before, and from 1879 to this time, always, every 

a and paper under our policy has been and now is equal to 
go . 


eemable legal-tender a But we had the 
e ist of January, 1879, 

The Bland-Allison bill was —_ a 
ollar in 


Since that time it is estimated $53,000,000,000 in contracts have 


been made and are in existence to-day between 70,000,000 of peo- 
eS upon this standard of currency, that is, gold or its equivalent. 


here are $5,000,000,000 owing by life-insurance companies alone 
to the laborers and producers of this country, that earned the 


money paid for and payable in money—gold or its equivalent. 


The policy of the Republican party is to keep our $500,000,000 of 
silver, our $500,000,000 of paper, equal to gold. It is all equal to 
gold and you want to debase it. 

You are seeking to scale down all credits now in existence, 
made on our present basis—the gold basis or its equivalent—to 


one-half their present value and of the contract value, and to re- 
duce the wa 


of labor one-half by reducing the value of money 
one-half, and this, too, notwithstanding since we had our present 
standard in 1879 the wages of labor have increased and that which 
labor buys has decreased in price. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. Just half a minute. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield a minnte to the gentleman. 

Mr. CANNON. We are willing to stand by our record, 
[Laughter on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. RICHARDSON and others. You are on both sides. 

Mr. CANNON. Ihave but halfaminute. Content your souls 
in peace, because I say to you in hard times, in the late election 
the people pronoun for sound money, and you may strut and 
fret your little brief period of time, but you will be dropped from 
the battlements of time into an eternity of political oblivion when 
the honest people get a chance at you this year and two years from 
now. hehe on the Republican side. } 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
North Dakota [Mr. Jonson}. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mr. Speaker, during the war 
the United States issued bonds payable in the money of the United 
States. Soon after the war the question arose what kind of dol- 
lars we meant. The people are the supreme court on a question 
of that kind. In the campaign of 1868 we submitted that as the 
principal question to the people themselves to decide what kind of 
a dollar we meant. 

The Democratic party in their platform that year said that 
where the obligations of the Government did not expressly state on 
their face or the law under which they were issued did not pro- 
vide that they should be paid in coin they were payable in lawful 
money. That meant greenbacks. We accepted that challenge, 
and we said in our platform just the opposite. There was a vast 
burden which amounted to $125,000,000 a year interest. Their 
policy to get rid of the burden was to pay it off in depreciated 
currency. Our policy was to soimprove the credit of the Govern- 
ment that we could get the money at a less rate of interest. We 
went to the people on that question, and we got 214 votes for Gen- 
eral Grant to 80 for Mr. Seymour. The following winter we 
passed the eee saying in the law what the 
people had said at the polls, that the bonds should be paid in 
coin, which then meant gold or silver. 

Now we have exactly the same question presented tous. What 
is the easiest way now to lighten the burden of debt? Their rem- 
edy is to pay in doubtful money. Our remedy is to py, in the 
best money in the world and to keep our credit good. In 1868 the 


American people adopted our policy, and we were clearly right, as 
events proved. We have never appealed to the American people 
on @ question of this kind and failed, and we shall not fail in sub- 
nitting to them that question next fall. It is the best policy for 
us as anation and the best policy for you as business men toease the 














purden of debt by strengthening credit rather than by means of a 
de currency. 
ere the hammer Nix’ bpe 

r. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, there are two propositions in 
this resolution. The first proposition is a declaration as to the 
right of the people of the United States to pay certain indebted- 
ness in coin. I have not for my part any doubt about that naked 
right. Gentlemen tell us that itis thelawof the land. If thatis 
true, what do you want of this declaration in this paper? If, with 
the formalities of law, we have so said, what is the use of a repe- 
tition in a paper like this, which, at best, is but the expression of 
individual members who vote for it? It has no legislative signifi- 
cance whatever. It has no binding influence upon the Govern- 
ment; it is but the expression of opinion of gentlemen who vote 
yea or nay upon that question. And, gentlemen, right here, while 
we have that right to pay in silver dollars for more than 
twenty-five years, up to this day it has never been exercised. There 
has never been one of these bonds of the United States or a dollar 
of interest paid in silver. Whocan say that harm has come to the 
United States from its selection as to what money it would pay? 
What harm cancome? Who has beeninjured by it? On thecon- 
trary, have we not secured a wonderful advantage by that course 
in the elevation of the national credit? But the reason why gentle- 
men want this resolution is because of the declaration in it, viz: 
That it would be proper policy to now engage in the free and un- 
limited coinage of silver in order to avail ourselves of the right we 
have to pay in coin—to payin silver. Do you gentlemen, any one 
of you, feel that we have the ability to say that if we engage in 
that free coinage the commercial ratio would be raised to 16 to 1? 

Several MEMBERS (on the Democratic side). Yes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No, gentlemen; not one of you can bring one 
iota of proof to show that a declaration of that kind is any more 
than mere vaporing. The very best men in your party say that 
at the most it is an experiment—an experiment of such doubtful 
character that they will no longer ere toit. I will refer to 
the gentleman who was a candidate in your last national conven- 
tion and who received a most respectable vote for the Presidency. 
He was approved by his party in my State three times as its candi- 
date for governor. Last year he said, not in the hasty utterance 
of the hustings, but in a deliberately penned letter, that he did 
not believe it was possible to restore an ounce of silver to the bul- 
lion value of $1.29 by its free and unlimited coinage by the United 
States alone; that at most it was a doubtful experiment, and he 
was not willing to go further in that direction. 

A Member. Who said that? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Governor Boies. I thought every well-in- 
formed man would know that. He was not nominated; he was 
too good a man for that crowd. [Laughter.] The Democratic 
candidate who was placed on the ticket by his party as its candi- 
date for supreme judge announced the same doctrine. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield the gentleman two minutes more. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Here are the leading Democrats in the State 
of Iowa who refused to go further in the pursuit of this heresy. 
You have had warning from one of the great journals in New 
York that they are no longer going to follow the plume of your 
Nebraska candidate. 

A MempBer. How about the Republican Senators? 

Another Memper. How about WoLcort? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Wotcorrt has views that are adapted to 
his locality; and I take it that perhaps a good many of you gen- 
tlemen have views that are somewhat sectional in their character. 

A Memeer. How about Senator CHANDLER? 

Another Memper. How about the governor of Michigan? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I do not believe that any one 
of the gentlemen on the other side can give us the assurance that 
if we have the coinage contemplated in this bill the silver dollar 
which they will coin will have that value in the markets of the world 
which as honest people we ought to insist our dollar should have. 

In 1878 this resolution was a safe one. At that time the differ- 
ence between the commercial ratio and the legal ratio was incon- 
siderable. Then it was the hope of many men, with much rea- 
son, that by the action of the coinage laws of the United States 
the old bullion value of silver might be completely restored; but 
no man can so contend now. The declaration, too, was made in 
view of the agitation then pending for the Bland-Allison 1°, pro- 
viding for a limited coinage. What was proper then, wi * was 
safe then, what was judicious then, might be most unwhok ~ne 
and disastrous now in the changed conditions. [Applause on tne 
Republican side. ] 


paign of 1868, in the support of the candidacy of Governor Sey- 
mour, the Democratic party contended, as it does now, that it 
was right and honest to pay a portion of the debt in a depreci- 
ated currency. A great political battle was waged on that issue. 
A part of our Government bonds were payable in “lawful 
money,” not expressly incoin. United States notes being made a 
legal tender, it was claimed by the Democratic party that we 
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might lawfully and honestly pay these bonds in United States 
notes, then worth some60 or 70centsonthedollar. TheRepublican 
party denied this. Republicans contended that the United States 
note or greenback was not a dollar, but a promise to pay a dollar; 
that it did not assume tu bea dollar, but recited that ‘‘the United 
States will pay the bearer $1;” that, like the bond, it was a prom- 
ise to pay; that even as a promise to pay it was inferior to and 
less valuable than the bond, for the reason that the bond was an 
interest-bearing evidence of debt and fixed a stated time when 
the payment should be made, while the greenback bore no inter- 
est and was silent as to the date of payment; that both alike were 
but promises to pay, and that such attempted payment would be 
but a change in the form of the promise; that after the exchange 
had been effected and the pretended promise had been made, the 
debt would still exist, and the creditor would still hold the written 
promises of the United States to pay the same number of dollars 
as was named in his surrendered bond; that payment meant ex- 
tinguishment of the debt, and that in a transaction like this pre- 
tended payment the debt still remained and the creditor had the 
evidence of it in the greenback he was forced to take in the ex- 
change. The nation sided with the Republican contention, and 
General Grant was elected on this Republican platform of honesty. 

The next year, the Republicans being in power, they determined 
early in March to set this question at rest, and passed the act to 
strengthen the public credit, the first act signed by Grant as 
President, in which act the Government pledged payment “in 
coin”—gold and silver coin. But we must remember that at that 
time we had no silver dollars. In nearly a hundred years the 
Government had less than 8,000,000 silver dollars. Probably there 
were not then a half million of them in existence, and none of 
them had been in circulation for many years. But what kind of 
silver dollars were in mind when we then included silver dollars 
as ‘‘coin”? It was not only silver dollars that contained 412} 
grains of standard silver, but they were coined out of silver that 
was worth $1.29 an ounce—silver doilars that were worth 100 cents 
measured by gold. 

Mr. Speaker, let me remind you that when the act of 1869 was 
passed, and during its discussion, we were assailed by Democrats 
just as we are now. They did not then want payment made 
in silver dollars, because then they were honest dollars—silver 
doliars were the equal of gold dollars in all of the markets of the 
world. They wanted then to make payment in depreciated paper, 
just as they now want us to depreciate our silver by free coinage 
and then attempt to make payment in depreciated dollars. But 
the nation pursued another course, an honest course. It said to 
its creditor, ‘‘ We will pay you; we will extinguish our debt; it shall 
be extinguished by the payment of honest money, not money 
made a legal tender by our laws, but in money that is recognized 
in commerce throughout the whole world.” We had our reward 
in the steady rise of our credit, in the diminution of our interest, 
in the respect and confidence of the whole world. In 1878, the 
bullion value of silver having fallen in the world’s markets until 


the silver in the silver dollar was worth but 95 or 94 cents, the 
Democratic party began the agitation for payment of our bonded 


debt in silver, as ten years before it had contended for payment 
in paper promisés to pay, and the resolution now pending was 
passed, many Republicans voting for it. 

But it is wise to remember that at the time it was passed the 
Bland-Allison bill was pending, with the assurance of becoming 
law, which it did a fewdays afterwards. This law provided for a 
limited coinage of silver dollars—such a coinage so limited that 
the Government could make them equal with gold, could make 
them like the dollars promised in 1869, worth 100 cents to the 


dollar measured by gold. With that limited coinage, with the 
bullion value of the ounce of silver but slightly reduced from the 
old price of $1.29, the Government was confident of its ability to 
preserve the parity of the two metals at 16 to 1 and to make its 


silver dollars honest dollars of full measure of value. 
But what is thesituation now? Nation after nation has refused 


free coinage to silver. New discoveries and new processes for 
reducing ores have wonderfully increased the production of sil- 
ver. Witha constantly diminishing demand and @ constantly in- 
creasing supply, silver has fallen in the markets of the world 


until the ounce of silver that was worth $1.29 in 1869, and that 
was worth $1.20 in 1878, is now worth less than 60 cents. Itisin 
the midst of these changed conditions that our friends come for- 
ward with this old declaration of thirty and twenty years ago. 

Eight centuries ago the knight, armed with spear and battle-ax, 
and followed by his retainers armed with bow and arrows, went 
forth to do successful battle. But what a sorry spectacle such a 
= guns. 
The times and the conditions are changed. They are not what 
they were. 

The second proposition, pure and simple, is a declaration for the 
free coinage of iver. Not the coinage of silver as in 1869, when 
the dollar was coined from metal that held equality with gold at 
the ratio of 16 to 1, but when the ratio is34to1. Notthe coinage 
of silver dollars from bullion worth $1.29 an ounce, but from 
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bullion worth but 60 cents an ounce. How can we have the coin- 
age of 1873? The value of the bullion was as important as the 
weight of the bullion. Those who established the ratio were even 
more solicitous of the value of the bullion than the weight of the 
coin. The relative value of the two metals was the matter that 
most concerned them then. Now gentlemen seem to think that 
matter is of no importance. But in the days of Hamilton and 
Jefferson and Jackson it was deemed to be all-important, and 
great effort was made to fix a ratio that coincided with the com- 
mercial ratio. 

We are in the habit of loosely talking about the ratio of 16 tol, 
but that is not the present ratio. It neverhas been. Theratioas 
adopted after the most careful study of the value of the two metals 
was 15.988 to 1—twelve one-thousandths less than 16to1. Does 
not this careful figuring show how careful the patriots of two gen- 
erations ago were to secure a legal ratio that was the equivalent 
of the commercial ratio? Jackson would not have 16 to 1, or 15 
to 1, or 15} to 1, but 15.988 to1, which was exact, as was then 
believed by the officers of the Mint. In this exactness there is a 
lesson for us. It teaches that the wise men of 1834, like the wise 
men of all other periods, knew that in establishing a legal ratio 
for two metals that were to circulate as money side by side they 
must adopt the commercial ratio; that if they did not get it with 
practical exactness, the least valuable would drive the more valu- 
able out of circulation. This had always been the case, and the 
fathers knew it. : 

But, Mr. Speaker, with all their care the men of 1834 did not 
secure the exact ratio. The silver was more valuable than they 
supposed, and as a result the silver dollar was driven out of cir- 
culation. None was circulated, and none was coined. And gold 
became and has ever since been our chief metallic money and 
practically our standard of value. These conditions were brought 
about, please bear in mind, when the difference between the legal 
ratio and the commercial ratio was but a few mills, varying from 
1 cent to 3 cents—the silver being the most valuable. And with 
this small difference the free coinage of gold and the legal-tender 
power of gold did not lift it to commercial equality with silver at 
the legal ratio of 15.988 to 1, and gold alone circulated; silver was 
driven out of circulation. But now gentlemen tell us, in the light 
of all this experience, all of this is to be changed and that by free 
coinage at 16 to 1 by the United States alone silver that is worth 
but 42 cents, by being coined into a silver dollar, is to be made 
worth 100 cents,and the United States alone, by free coinage, can 
more than double the value of more than 5,000,000,000 ounces of 
silver in the world—add more than $2,000,000,000 of value to the 
silver interests of the world. How liberally would the owners of 
silver pay to have this done. What splendid recompense the sil- 
ver agitators could command could they accomplish this. Are 
they getting this reward, or do the owners of this great wealth 
know it to be impossible and so withhold their rewards? 

If we were to attempt to pay our debts in a depreciated dollar— 
‘*a clipped shilling’”—mankind would regard the nation as dis- 
honest, our credit would suffer, and we would have the place in 
history of those unwise kings of France and England who clipped 
the coins or reduced their weight in order to tide over the finan- 
cial embarrassments of the moment. 

In the past, even within a few years, we might have checked 
the efforts of New York brokers who sought to draw large quan- 
tities of gold from the Treasury for foreign shipment, who sought 
to use the Treasury as a convenience for gathering gold they 
wanted for uses in Austria-Hungary, by offering them silver and 
not impaired our credit. With a hundred millions and more of 
gold in the Treasury such an offer would not have been regarded 
as an evidence of bankruptcy. But now, after the agitation we 
have gone through within the past few months, after the position 
taken by the Republican party in 1896, after the results of the 
election of that year, in which the voters by a half million 
majority declared against such policy, to adopt it would be most 
ruinous. 

Mr. Speaker, it would not be the creditors of the nation alone 
who would be the sufferers should it adopt this policy of payment. 
The bondholder would be among those who would least suffer. It 
would be every creditor. public and privatealike. Nor would the 
wrong and injury be limited to creditors. We could not make 
the declarations of this concurrent resolution without giving a 
shock to all credit that would be felt in all parts of the land—a 
shock that would impair confidence everywhere. Business pros- 
perity can not exist in the absence or impairment of this confi- 
dence. When the whole business community believe we will have 
panic, we dohaveit. Panic follows departing confidence. When 
there is no confidence, there is no business. When business lan- 
guishes, debtors find it more difficult to meet payments than to 
meet larger payments when credit is universal. 

You harm creditors, it is true, by imparing confidence and 
credit, but you do not improve the condition of debtors. We are 
now entering on an era of greater prosperity. Conditions are not 
yet as we would have them, but they have improved and are im- 
proving; they are not the best, but they are better, More men 


are at work; better prices prevail; money is more easily borrowed; 
new enterprises are being undertaken; exports areincreasing; con- 
fidence and belief in a better future ure growing. All men feel this 
in the air. We are told this in the market reports; we know it 
from what we daily see. Do not let us impair this condition of 
affairs. Let us give the recently enacted revenue laws a chance, 
Our commerce is growing; our transportation agencies are pros- 
pering. Let us not destroy our hopes by even partial repudiation 
or by giving shock or confusion to our business or depreciation to 
our ee 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Rua]. 

Mr. RHEA of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, this side of the Chim- 
ber, composed as it is of both Democrats and Populists, has long 
listened to lectures coming from the other side upon the higher 
morality of mankind. We appreciate your efforts to reform us, 
but we refuse your instruction, because we of the South and West 
have an unfortunate habit of selecting our own instructors; and 
when we do that, we have the other unfortunate habit of inquir- 
ing into the capacity and fitness of those who are to instruct us. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. } 

The defeat of this resolution carries with it the promulgation of 
a doctrine repugnant to every sense of justice and equity; that 
is, that one party to a contract is to be heard in the courts or at 
the door of the Treasury, and only one; that though it is the es- 
sence of every contract that perfect equality shall exist between 
those who are the parties to it, and that two or more shall at all 
times be necessary to enter into and constitute a binding contract 
in law; that though there stand here upon the one side the few 
who hold the bonds, and upon the other the great mass of the toil- 
ers of the country who are to pay them; that though the contract 
be written so plain that a wayfaring man, though a fool, may un- 
derstand it, yet when pay day comes the bondholder alone shall 
be heard to thunder at the doors of the Federal Treasury and to 
say, ‘‘ I demand my dollar in the dearest dollar that can be had”— 
not in the dollar recognized by the contract under which it is to 
be paid. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

The necessity for the introduction of this resolution illustrates 
the dangerous tendency on the part of those charged with the exe- 
cution of the law and the administration of this Government to 
brutally override the rights of the people and to compel them to 
give more of their sweat and toil to discharge the obligation years 
ago created than it would have taken at the time the contract 
was made. Is there a lawyer in this House, is there a court in 
this land, that would upon his honor or upon its conscience dare 
maintain the rule to be that where the contract specifies ‘‘ coin,” 
and in many instances says ‘“‘lawful money,” one party to the 
contract, to the exclusion of the other party, shall be heard to 
demand—nay, shall by the judgment of that court be allowed to 
take—his pay in that money not specified in the contract and 
which eats up more of the substance, consumes more of the sweat, 
of those who are to pay it? If there be such a man here, he dem- 
onstrates in his own person that Darwin was in error when he 
solved the evolution of man as coming from the ape, for he writes 
aa down as the missing link between manand theass. [Ap- 
plause. 
We hear much said about maintaining the parity of all our dol- 
lars? What do gentlemen mean by this pet phrase? They seem to 
forget that there is a distinction as well asa difference betwixt 
the parity of coins and the parity of the metals out of which coins 
are to be made. You had as well talk about preserving the honor 
and onsen of your household by permitting your wife to catch 
you hugging the chambermaid or the cook as to expect to main- 
tain the parity of two metals by debasing the one and denying it 
the right of free coinage as against the other. [Laughter and 
applause. } 

Now, a learned man—one who is deified by all good and virtu- 
ous Republicans everywhere, but who in my judgment, if there 
be ono hotter hole in the infernal regions than any other hole, will 
have it reserved for him when Gabriel summons the quick and 
the dead—John Sherman—has given this utterance to mankind 
upon the very question involved here. in a letter written March 
30, 1868, to Dr. Mann he uses this language: 

UNITED STATES SENATE CHAMBER, 
Washington, D. C., March 30, 1868. 

DEAR Str: I was pleased to receive your letter. My personalinterests are 
the same as yours, but, like you, Ido not intend to influenced by them, 
My construction of the law is the result of careful examination; and I feel 
quite sure an impartial court would confirm it if the case could be tried be- 
fore acourt. Isend my views as fully stated in a speech, Your idea that 
we propose to repudiate or violate a promise when we offer to redeem the 
principal in legal tenders is erroneous. I think the bondholder violates his 
»romise when he refuses to take the same kind of moncy he paid for the 

mds. If the case is to be decided by the law, I am right; if it is to be de- 
cided by Jay Cooke's advertisement, am wrong. I hate repudiation or any- 
thing like it; but we ought not to be deterred from doing what is right by 
fear of undeserved epithets. If under the law as it stands the holders of the 
five-twenties can be paid in gold, then we are repndiatorsif we erwe to pay 
otherwise. If the bondholder can legally demand only the kind of money he 
paid, then he is a repudiatorand extortioner to demand more valuable money 


than he gave. 
Yours, truly, JOHN SHERMAN. 








1898. 
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Hurl anathemas on his head, if you please, because he is to-day 


the fount of all financial wisdom that the Republican party in the 
United States draws its ey eager from. It is true that, forget- 
ful, he strayed off, not as the writer originally put it, after little 
lures, for he has taken large ones. Now, I interpret this resolu- 
tion not in the language of my friend the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Evans], but in the language of the resolution of the 
Ohio legislature in 1877, quoted by the distinguished gentleman, 
General GROSVENOR, the other day, which is as follows: 

Resolved by the general assembly of the State of Ohio, That common honesty 
to the taxpayers, the letter and spirit of the contract under which the great 
body of its indebtedness was assumed by the United States, and true financial 
wislom, each and all, demand the restoration of the silver dollar to its for- 
mer rank as lawful money. 7 

This resolution does not speak of a condition. It is declara- 
tory of a great principle of equity and justice, fair dealing, and 
honest fulfillment of obligations. Has the ‘‘whirligig of time” 
so wrought upon the conscience and judgment of men that they 
have newer and different notions of ‘‘ common honesty to the tax- 
payers?” Has time changed “the letter and spirit of the contract 
under which the great body of its indebtedness was assumed by 
the United States?” And has ‘‘true financial wisdom,” along 
with John Sherman, been induced to see the light? 

Mr. Speaker, ‘‘ the tinkling of the guinea can not help the hurt 
that honor feels.” The gentleman from Ohio, General Gros- 
VENOR, said in explanation of his vote at that time for the resolu- 
tion, as charged by the other gentleman from Ohio, Mr. Norton, 
that conditions have changed, and he with them. Have notthese 
changed conditions in relation to the commodity or commercial 
value of silver in 1877 as compared with gold at the ratio of 16 toi 
and now been merely one of degree? Had not there been a change 
in 1877 in the commercial value of silver as related to gold and 
compared with the two metals in 1873? Certainly there had. 
The silver in the dollar of 1877, which ‘‘ common honesty to the tax- 

ayers ” demanded should be paid by the Government to the bond- 

older, was then worth about 10 cents less than the gold in a gold 
dollar, both of which metals at the fixed coinage ratio of 16 to 1 
were commercially of the same value in 1873. Accordingly, under 
the teachings of the new gospel of honesty and good faith, it was 
perfectly right in 1877 to repudiate 10 cents on every dollar of 
Government bonds, and the dictates of “ true financial wisdom ” 
demanded that it should be done. 


But presto, change! As the people get poorer, as conditions get 
harder, when poverty grinds the many and Plutus banquets the 
few, it is downright dishonesty and flat repudiation to make the 
bondholder accept payment in that money which ‘the letter and 
the spirit of the contract under which the debt was assumed” de- 
clared they could be paidin. The morality, the honesty of this 
latter-day Republican policy is apparent to selfish greed, and to it 
only. Make the most of your opportunity, O ye self-righteous! 
for woe be unto you. The day of reckoning is nigh at hand. This 
is your ‘‘ Belshazzar” feast. Fill to overflowing your plutocratic 
stomachs, for the handwriting is on the wall and you must go. 
The rule of plutocracy is about at an end in this country; the 
plain people mean to control it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Iowa [ Mr. nee) 

Mr. LACEY. r. Speaker, I observe that those gentlemen who 
seem the most ready to plunge this country into war are now the 
a earnest in their expressions of a desire to cripple the national 
credit. 

I will not in the few minutes allotted to me attempt to discuss 
the silver question or the causes leading to the decline in silver. 
But the fact remains that gold is recognized as the standaré of 
value by nearly every civilized nation on the globe, and that silver 
at — ratio of 16 to 1 is only worth about 44 cents on the dollar in 

old. 
: Good national credit is better than astanding army. And I 
desire to call the attention of the House to the effect of this reso- 
lution upon our credit, and therefore involving danger to the 
national life as well as the honor of our people. 

If the vote this afternoon was in doubt the enemies of the 
United States abroad would gladly record the passage of this 
resolution, because wars Saseaiben must be fought out on credit. 
Battles are no longer decided by spears or bowsand arrows. That 
nation that has the best credit is the strongest in contests with 
other countries. Let me tell you that every torpedo that is fired 
in the next war by one of our boats will cost $2,500, and only that 
nation that stands by its credit will get money in time of peril. 

It now takes a year to build a long range cannon. Itisa costly 
and elaborately constructed engine of destruction. The effort to 
make a gun that will fire a projectile that no armor can resist 
goes on, while on the other hand, armor plate is being made that 

t is believed can not be pierced by any shot or shell. 
All this costs money, and in the critical moment arms and 


munitions of the most approved pattern will decide the fate of 
nations. 


An honest record upon our bonded debt has given us an almost 
unequaled credit. 

If we should resolve to pay our obligations in irredeemable paper 
now, we might seek the loan markets of the world in vain in our 
future hour of need. Should we resolve to pay in a depreciated 
coin, the impairment to our national credit would be almost as 
great. 

This is not an attack upon the bondholder. 
the integrity of our country itself. 

France had the Bourbons, the Bonapartes, the Bourbons again, 
and later on the Republic. Whatever the dynasty was, whatever 
the form of government might be, it has stood by the obligations 
and the ine of all its predecessors. Dynasties might change, 
but the honor of France was maintained by the government in 
existence at every ue of its history. National bonds are only 
debts of honor. To-day we have a proposition made to a nation 
that can not be compelled to pay a cent of its bonds in gold, sil- 
ver, paper, or even copper, that it shall avail itself of the strict 
letter of the bond and evade the payment of the best money, sim- 
ply because under the terms of the contract it might lawfully be 
able to do so. 

This nation by such an act would make a mistake that would 
weaken it in the future. To-day the countries of the Old World 
are not so much gathering together new armor and new guns as 
they are fortifying the chest of the army, laying in gold rather 
than the munitions of war; and we had better declare thatin our 
next war we will fight with smooth-bore guns, than to say that 
anybody who loans us money in the future must expect to be paid 
in the poorest money that will fill the obligation of the bond. 
{Applause on the Republican side. ] 

{F ere the hammer fell. } 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCa.u}. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, in standing in opposition to this 
resolution, and also in favor of the maintenance of the gold 
standard, the Representatives from Massachusetts are not unmind- 
ful of the history of the State they represent. They remember 
that during the war of the rebellion, when that State might have 
paid the interest upon its bonds in a greatly depreciated currency, 
it paid that interest in gold, and as a result of its scrupulous 
honor within ten years we have seen the bonds of that Common- 
wealth selling in the public markets of this country, subject 
though they were to taxation, above the untaxed bonds of the 
National Government. 

A high public creditis not merely ornamental, but it is also in the 
highest degree useful. It both sustains and decorates a nation. 
It gives it the means of equipping armies. of building fleets, and 
of maintaining a struggle for its national existence. The great 
Junius never uttered a more brilliant epigram nor a greater truth 
than when, speaking of the public credit of England, he said, 
‘*Public credit is wealth; public honor is security. The feather 
that adorns the royal bird supports its flight. Strip it of its 
plumage and you fix it to the earth.” [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side. } 

You are in a business that is not only paltry and miserable, but 
disastrous as well, when you would utter again this forgotten ex- 
pression of the emotion of twenty years ago to tarnish the fair 
fame of your country. But your effort is invain. This House 
will to-day vindicate popular government. Yourresolution passed 
the Senate by a large majority, although, such is the unequal com- 
position of that body, the Senators voting against it represented 
5,000,000 more of the American people than those who voted for 
it. We propose to-day to restore the parity between representa- 
tion in Congress and the expressed will of the people, and your 
resolution will fall, killed by the votes of the people’s representa- 
tives. 

Mr. BAILEY. May I inquire how much time I have? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has four minutes left. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, there must be some mistake about 
that. I had thirty minutes, and the gentleman from Louisiana 
yielded me seven minutes. I have yielded twenty-nine minutes, 
leaving me still eight minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the gentleman is 
perhaps counting reserved time, but more time was reserved than 
actually existed. 

Mr. BAILEY. Well, lam aware that there have been two or 
three minutes, possibly, taken up with interruptions, but that time 
certainly does not all come from our side. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman is aware that his time is run- 
ning now. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, the resolution which the Repub- 
lican majority of the Committee on Ways and Means have re- 
ported adversely asserts two propositions—one legal and the other 
moral. It asserts as a matter of law that certain obligations of 
the United States are redeemable in silver dollars containing 4124 
grains of standard silver, and it then asserts as a matter of morals 
that it would be no violation of the public faith and no injustice 


It is an assault upon 





Fae ool Wie ON 


2, AA F 


j 
4 
i 
4 
3 
4 
3 


1308 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 31, 





to the public creditors for the Government to pay those obliga- 
ticns in the money of the contract. 

I shall not detain the House with an argument upon the legal 
aspect of the question, because I do not suppose that there is a 
lawyer in this body or that there is a lawyer in this country who 
would venture to deny the statement— 


that all the bonds of the United States issued, or authorized to be issued, un- 


der the said acts of Congress hereinbefore recited are payable, principal and 
interest, at the option of the Government of the United States, in silver dol- 
lars of the coinage of the United States containing 4124 grains each of stand- 
ard silver; and that to restore to its coinage such silver coins as a legal tender 


in a of said bonds, principal and interest, is not in violation of the 
public faith nor in derogation of the rights of the public creditor. 

That is certainly beyond all controversy; and the Republican 
party must justify itself, if it can justify itself at all, for voting 
against this resolution by convincing the people of the United 
States thatit is dishonest for a debtor to pay his debts in the money 
of his contract. Is there a gentleman on this floor who believes 
that if these bondholders owed the Government they would sur- 
render their option to pay in the money which might best suit 
their convenience or their Interest? 

Not one amongst you doubts for a moment what their course 
would be. And why is it not just as honest for the Government 
to pay the bondholders in the money of its contract as it would 
be for the bondholders to pay the Government in the money of 
their contract? [Applause on the Democratic side.] Ihave yet to 
jearn that debtors, whether individuals or nations, can be fairly 
accused of dishonesty so long as they discharge their obligations 
according to their terms. 

Not only are we ready to meet this issue, but, sir, we are ready 
to meet the greater issue involved in this resolution. We are 
ready to contend in this House, and we are ready to contend be- 
fore the American people, that if our silver dollars are good enough 
for the industrious masses who create our wealth they must be 
good enough for the idle classes who enjoy it. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] If they are good enough for the poor, then they 
must be good enough for the rich. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.| If they are good enough for the laborer, who gladly takes 
them for his daily toil, if they are good enough for the farmer, 
who cheerfully receives them for the produce of his land, then 
they are good enough for the bondholder, and he shall be com- 
pelled to accept them for hisbonds. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 

Me DINGLEY. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Towa [Mr. HENDERSON]. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I can not occupy three 
minutes. I will yield the time to somebody else. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then take five minutes. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, no one has any fault to find 
with the first part of this resolution, but the following I do object 
to: 

And that to restore to its coinage such silver coins asa legal tender in pay- 
ment of said bonds, principal and interest, is not in violation of the public 
faith nor in derogation of the rights of the public creditor. 

This is the real point of this resolution. It is a declaration that 
means the free coinage of silver, that and nothing more, and with- 
out any regard to the hostile attitude of nearly all the commercial 
nations of earth, and with the silver in the standard dollar worth 
but 44 cents. It means repudiation. It means silver monometal- 
lism. It means a ruined national credit. 

Severe reference has been made in this debate to the recent utter- 
ance of President McKinley when addressing, January 27 last, the 

eat National Association of Manufacturers. What did he say? 

isten to him: 

The United States will discharge all of its obligations in the currency rec- 
ognized as the best throughout the civilized world at the time of payment. 

There is the language of a patriot and of an honest man. This 
resolution would cut in two every dollar to be paid by the Goy- 
ernment upon its bonded obligations. Cut that in two and you 
will cut in two every dollar in the country, whether paid to bond- 
holders or to contractors, laborers, pensioners, or Government em- 
ployees. In brief, gold would be driven out and free coinage of 
aoe with silver monometallism and a 50-cent dollar, would 

ollow. 

Ruin to capital and labor would result,and suffering such as 
our people have never known would certainly follow. President 
McKinley, the Republican party, and hundreds of thousands of 
patriotic Democrats voted against this in 1896, and will again in 
1900 with such an issue before them. 

While the Republican party is in power such conditions will 
not be allowed to blight our land. 

Mr. Speaker, in this battle I recognize a familiar monogram 
wh'th I saw upon the Bryan banner in the last nationa! campaign. 

Mr. BAILEY, And you will see it there in the next one, too. 

Mr. HENDERSON. All right; and we will tear it down as we 
did last time. eo on the Republican side.] That mono- 
gram is ‘“‘R. R. R.”—Radical, rascally repudiation. That is your 
monogram. 


Now, what does this declaration mean? It is nothing but a 
repetition of the howling recently heard in Demo-Popocratic na- 
tional conventions. Thatisall. To resolutions, as you did 
at Chicago, to be trampled under foot by the Sound-Money Repnub- 
licans and Democrats of this Republic. [Loud applause on the Re- 
publican side.]} Donotdothat, boys; donot interrupt, as my time 
is limited. 

Howl at the bondholders, scoldaway, gentlemen, but you can not 
paredown the money to be paid to the bondholders—and here I want 
the attention of my friend from Ohio [Mr. Norron]—withont 
cutting in two the pension money paid to the old soldier and his 
widow. [Applause on the Republican side and jeers on the 
Democratic side.] You can not cut in two the money to be paid 
to one citizen of the Republic without cutting in two the money 
to be paid to the laborer in the shops of my country. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. How about the old pensioner? 

Mr. HENDERSON, A man is avery mean man who would try 
to steal a piece of five minutes [laughter], and none but a Popo- 
crat would do it, too. [Renewed langhter.] What does this 
proposition mean? What is this declaration for? It isto put this 
country on a single silver standard, on silver monometallism, cut- 
ting in two the dollars paid to the hard-handed farmer in my State 
and in yours, to the toiler in the shop, the pensioner, and every 
man who wants to give honest work for honest pay. 

Confound the party that will advocate such a doctrine! [Laugh- 
ter on the Democratic side and loud applause on the Republican 
side.} You talk about the declaration of McKinley. God bless 
little Mac for what he said. ae applause on the Republican 
side.] “Every creditor shall be paid in the best money.” That 
takes in the bondholder, the hodholder, the plowholder, the pen- 
holder, and the holder of pension vouchers. Face this music, as 
you have startedit. You say you want to ‘‘meetthe Republicans 
across the aisle.” All right. eet the boys across the aisle now, 
in November, and in 1900, and we will thrash you even worse 
ide) thrashed you before. [Loud cheers on the Republican 
side. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield the balance of time to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker,I find it utterly impossible, in 
the brief time left me for discussion, to undertake to demonstrate 
the ee that I had intended to demonstrate had the time 
been allowed me. 

This concurrent resolution affirms, in the first place, that cer- 
tain bonds issued under certain acts of Congress are properly pay- 
able in the silver coin of the United States; and it affirms, in the 
second place, that such payment is not in violation of public faith 
and not in derogation of the rights of the public creditor. 

I affirm, upon the contrary, that such a payment, within the 
meaning of this resolution, is in violation of the public faith and 
in derogation of the rights of the public creditor. 

The declaration made in this resolution has no significance at 
all unless it signifies the opening of our mints to the free and un- 
limited coinage of silver at a ratio of 16to1. At the time of the 
issue of the bonds mentioned in this resolution the gold and the 
silver dollar stood on a parity. The word ‘‘coin” in these acts of 
Congress meant a hundred cents of gold value, whether that was 
represented by a silver dollar or by a gold dollar. 

When this Matthews resolution was passed in 1878, it made no 
difference to the public creditor whether he received a dollar in 
silver or a dollar in gold, or in any other funds—he received 100 
cents of value measured in gold. To-day under existing law every 
silver dollar is the equal of every gold dollar, because it has be- 
hind it the resources, the conscience, and the integrity of the 
American people. [Loud applause on the Republican side.] It 
follows as a necessary consequence that this resolution does not 
— either to the past or to the present, but it relates to the 

uture. 

It is a proposition that you shall open your mints to free silver 
coinage and stamp on 44 cents’ worth ef silver the legend of tho 
United States, which ostensibly would make that 44 cents of silver 
worth 100 centsin gold. That meanssilver monometallism; that 
means a change of the standard of value; that means cutting all 
your dollars in two, and that necessarily means national dishonor 
and a violation of the public faith. [Loud applause on the Re- 
publican side. ] 

There is no question involved here but a question of national 
honor. It is not the bondholder against the taxpayer. It is the 
advocate of national honor against the advocate of national re- 
pudiation. [Renewed applause on the Republican side.} The 
nation that in the hour of its need received pecuniary aid in the 
coin current in the commercial world, worth a hundred cents on 
every dollar in gold, and that would seek to pay that debt ina 
depreciated dollar is unworthy a place on the roll of civilized 
nations and is fast on the road to decay. [Loud applause on the 
Republican side. ] 

You can make no distinction between the foreign creditor, the 
bondholder, and the private citizen, That nation that would 
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undertake to cut in two the dollar in which it seeks to cancel its 
uncancellable debt to the men, and to the widows and orphans of 
the men, who in the red storm of battle periled life and limb that 
the Republic might live had better have died while its honor was 
unsullied and its flag respected. [Loud applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] The richest heritage of this Republic is our national 
honor. The nation had better part with all things else rather 
than part with that. 

Itis more sacred than the traditions and heroisms of our his- 
tory; more sacred than the memories of our heroes; more sacred 
than the graves of our dead. [Loud applause on the Republican 
side.] We have no more right to assault the public credit than 
we have to destroy the public property. We have no more right 
to insult the public faith than we have to insult the national flag; 
and I thank God that the national faith and credit are in the 
hands of a party that always has been and always will be their 
protector. [Loud applause on the Republican side. } 

The SPEAKER. The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, the 
question will be taken on the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask unanimous con- 
sent that the debate be extended twenty minutesonaside. [Cries 
of ‘‘No!” on the Republican side. ] 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. PEARSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. PEARSON. I desire to ask the Chair if it is competent to | 


separate this resolution into two parts under Rule XV! of the 
House? [Laughter on the Democratic side. } 

The SP. R. The Chair thinks that two substantive propo- 
sitions can not be made without omitting a word, and therefore 
would have to rule that it would be out of order. The question 
is on agreeing to the resolution. 

There was a general demand for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BAILEY. I should like to have the Chair state the parlia- 
mentary situation. I believe the motion is upon the adoption of 
the resolution, and not the report. 

The SPEAKER. It is on the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. BAILEY, The report of the majority was that it be not 
adopted, but the motion is that the resolution shall be. 

e SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. BAILEY. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, there seems to be 
some misunderstanding as to the question. 

The SPEAKER. Notwithstanding the explanation the Chair 
has given, there seems to be some misunderstanding. The ques- 
tion is not on the report of the committee. The question is upon 
agreeing to the resolution. Those who are in favor of the reso- 
lution will say ‘‘aye,” and those who are opposed to the resolu- 
tion will say ‘‘no.” 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 133, nays 181, 
answered ‘‘ present” 3, not voting 40; as follows: 


YEAS—133. 
Allen, De Armond, Lester, Robinson, Ind. 
Bailey, De Graffenreid, Lewis, Ga. Sayers, 
Baird, De Vries, Linney, Settle, 
Baker, Il. Dinsmore, Little, Shafroth, 
Ball, Dockery, Livingston, Shuford, 
Barlow, Epes, Lloyd, Simpson, 
Bartlett, Ermentront, Love, Sims, 
Bell, Fitzgerald, McClellan, Skinner, 
Benner, Pa. Fitzpatrick, McCormick, Slayden, 
Benton, Fleming, McCulloch, Smith, Ky. 
Berry, Fowler, N. C. McDowell, Stallings, 
Bland, Fox, McRae, Stark, 
Bodine, Gaines, Maddox, Stephens, Tex. 
Botkin, Greene, Maguire, Strait, 
Brantley, Griggs, Marshall, Strowd, N.C. 
Brenner, Ohio Gunp, Martin, Sullivan, 
Brewer, Handy, Maxwell, Sulzer, 
Broussard, Hay, Meekison, Satherland, 
Brucker, Henry, Miss. Meyer, La. Swanson, 
Brundidge, Henry, Tex. Miers, Ind. Talbert, 
Burke, Hinrichsen, Moon, Tate, 
Castle, Howard, Ala. Newlands, Taylor, Ala. 
Catchings, Howard, Ga. Norton, Ohio Terry, 
Clardy. Hunter, Osborne, Todd, 
Clark, Mo. Jones, Va. Otey, Underwood, 
Clayton, Jones, Wash. Peters, Vincent, 
Cochran, Mo. Kelley, Pierce, Tenn. Wheeler, Ky. 
Cooney, King, Plowman, Williams, Miss. 
Cooper, Tex. Kitchin, Rhea, Wilson. 
Cowherd, Kieberg, Richardson, Young. Va. 
Cox, Knowles, Ridgely, Zenor. 
Cranford, Lamb, Rixey, 
Cummings, Lanham, bb, 
Davis, Lentz, Robertson, La. 
NAYS—181L 

Adams, Beach, Boutelle, Me. Bull, 
Alexander, Belden Brewster, Burleigh, 
Ba . Belford, Broderick, Burton, 
Baker, Md. Belknap, Bromwell, Butler, 
Barber, Bennett, Brosius, Cannon, 
Barham, Bishop, Brown, Capron, 

rows, Booze, Brownlow, Clark, lowa 
Bartholdt, Boutell, M1. Brumm, Clarke, N. H. 
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Cochrane, N.Y. Grout, McAleer, Shattuc, 
Colson, Grow, McCall, Shelden, 
Connell, Hager, McCleary, Showalter, 
Connolly, Hamilton, McDonald, Simpkins, 
Cooper, Wis. Harmer, MelIntire, Smith, Il. 
Corliss, Hawley, Mahany, Smith, 5. W. 
Cousins, Heatwole, Mahon Smith, Wm. Alden 
Crump, Hemenway, Marsh Snover, 
Crumpacker, Henderson, Merce Southard, 
Curtis, lowa Henry, Conn. Mesick Southwick, 
Dalzell, Henry, Ind. Miller, s 
Danford, Hepbarn, Mills, Sy] 
Davenport, Hilborn, Minor, x 
Davidson, Wis Hill, Mitchell 
Davison, Ky. Hitt, Moody N. J 
Dayton, Hooker, Morris, 
Dingiey, Hopkins, Northway, Stone, C. 
Dolliver, Howe. Odell, Stone, W. A. 
Dorr, Howell, Olmsted Strode, Nebr. 
Dovener, Hull, Otjen, Sturtevant, 
Riddy, Hurley, Packer, Pa. Sulloway, 
Ethiott, Jenkins, Parker, N. J Tawney. 
Ellis, Johnson, Ind. Payne, Tayler, Ohio 
Evans, Johnson, N. Dak. Pearce, Mo. Tongue, 
Faris, Joy, Pearson, Updegraff, 
Fenton, Kerr, Perkins, Van Voorhis, 
Fischer, Ketcham. Pitney, Walker, Mass. 
Fietcher, Kirkpatrick, Powers, Walker, Va. 
Foote, Knox, Prince, Wanger, 
Foss, Kulp, Pugh, Ward, 
Fowler, N. J. Lacey, Quigg, Warner, 
Gardner, Landis, Ray, Weaver, 
Gibson, Lawrence, Robi Wevmouth, 
Gillet, N. Y. Littauer, Royse, Williams, Pa. 
Gillett, Mass. Lorimer, Russell, Yost, 
Graff, Loud, Sauerhering, Young, Pa. 
Griffin, Lybrand, Shannon, The Speaker. 
Grosvenor, 

ANSWERED “PRESENT ’—3. 
Latimer, Wheeler, Ala. White, N. C. 
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Acheson, Chickering, Loudenslager, Reeves, 
Adamson, Codding, Lovering, Sherman, 
Arnold, Curtis, Kans. Low, Sparkman, 


Bankhead, 
Barney, 


Davey, 
Driggs, 


McEwan, 
McMillin, 


Stevens Minn. 


Stokes, 


Barrett, Griffith, Ind. Mann, Vandiver, 
Bingham, Hartman, Mudd, Vehslage, 
Bradley, licks, Norton, S. C. Wadsworth, 
Campbell, Jett, Ogden, W hite, D1. 
Carmack, Lewis, Wash. Overstreet Wilber. 


So the resolution was rejected. 


The SPEAKER. 


tive. 


The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Hicks with Mr. BANKHEAD. 
Mr. OVERSTREET with Mr. LATIMER. 
Mr. BARRETT with Mr. SPARKMAN. 
Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. ADAMSON. 
Mr. REEVES with Mr. CAMPBELL. 
Mr. MANN with Mr. Jerr. 
Mr. CoppiIne with Mr. STOKEs. 


The Clerk will call my name. 
The Clerk called the Speaker’s name, and he voted in the nega- 
°o 


Mr. McEWAN with Mr. VEHSLAGE. 

Mr. LOVERING with Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. McMinure. 

On this question: 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. OGpen. 

Mr, WADSWORTH with Mr. Lewis of Washington. 

Mr. Low with Mr. BRADLEY. 

Mr. Wuirtt of Illinois with Mr. Driacs. 

Mr. ACHESON with Mr. GRIFFITH. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota with Mr. Davey. 

Mr. CHICKERING with Mr. HarTMAN. 

Mr. BARNEY with Mr. VANDIVER. 

Mr. Curtis of Kansas with Mr. Norton of South Carolina. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. CARMACK. 

Mr.MANN. Mr.Speaker, I wish to say that Mr. Jerr is paired, 
but if present he would vote “aye;” also that Mr. Cami 
who is absent, if present, wonld vote ‘‘ aye.” 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I want to say that if my col 
league, Mr. BARNEY, who is necessarily absent, were present, he 
would vote ‘‘ no.” 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, Mr. ARNOLD, Mr. 
Hicks, and Mr. BINGHAM are necessarily absent on account of 
sickness. They are paired, but if present they would al! vete 
**no.” 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. OvEr- 
STREET, is unavoidably absent, but if here would vote “no.” 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Hicks], he being absent on account 
of sickness. If he were present, I would vote ‘ aye.” 

Mr. LATIMER. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with Mr. Ovrr- 
STREET. If he were here, I would vote “aye.” 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, I was paired with Mr. Cuicx- 
ERING, of New York, and | transferred that to Mr. Hartman, of 


BELL, 
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Montana. If Mr. HARTMAN were here, he would vote “‘aye” and 
Mr. CHICKERING would vote “no.” 

Mr.STOKES. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with Mr. Coppina. If 
he were present, I would vote ‘‘aye” and Mr. CoppDING would vote 
emo.” 

Mr. DAVIS of Florida. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. SPARK- 
MAN, is unavoidably detained, but if present, he would vote ‘‘ aye.” 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. CAMPBELL, 
who is unavoidably absent, would, if present, vote ‘‘ aye.” 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. ADAMSON, is 
absent on account of sickness in his family; but if present, he 
would voie ‘‘ aye.” 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I wish tosay that my colleague, Mr. 
VANDIVER, if present, would vote for the resolution. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I desired most 
earnestly to vote in favor of the Teller resolution, but some week 
ormore ago I consented to pair with Mr. Loverine. Itelegraphed 
that gentleman this morning asking him to allow me to transfer 
the pair so that I could vote. 1 will read my telegram and his 
reply, which I have just received: 





WASHINGTON, January $1, 1898. 
Hon. W. C. LOVERING, Taunton, Mass.: 


Please allow me to transfer my pair. I want to vote for the Teller resolu- 


tion on silver. 

JOSEPH WHEELER. 
TAUNTON, MASs., January 31, 1898. 
Hon. JoserH WHEELER, M. C.: 


Unless I can be paired with a live man, present, in your place, I do not see 
how I can release you. Youcan make a full pa. 


M. C. LOVERING. 
The gentleman with whom I could have arranged the pair is not 
present, and therefore I can not vote; but I desire to state that 
were I permitted to vote, I would vote “‘ aye ”—that is, in favor of 
the resolution. 
Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. Curtis of 
Kansas, is absent, but if here, he would have voted ‘*‘ no.” 
Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, Mr. BARNEY, of Wisconsin, is 
paired, but if present, he would vote ‘‘no.” 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
On motion of Mr. DINGLEY, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was rejected was laid on the table. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Mr. Mupp, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence in- 
definitely, on account of sickness. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had insisted upon its amendment to 
the bill (H. R. 4803) making appropriations for the payment of 
invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1899, and for other purposes, numbered 2, dis- 
agreed to by the House of Representatives, had agreed to the con- 
ference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. PERKINS, Mr. CULLOM, 
and Mr. BEerry as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 125. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Palmer—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 8238. An act granting a pension to Clarissa Collins Moore— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 2555. An act granting a pension to Hattie E. Gusler—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

S. 1453. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry Wil- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 29 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 
A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an 
abstract of the official emoluments of officers of the customs 
service during the year ending June 30, 1897—to the Committee 
on Expenditures in the Treasury Department, and ordered to be 
printed. 
A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy 
of a paper purporting to be a remonstrance adopted at a mass 
convention of members of the Seminole tribe of Indians against 
the ratification of the agreement between the commissioners of 
the United States to negotiate with the Five Civilized Tribes and 
the commissioners of the Seminole Nation—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Simon H. Wayland against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting g 
request that there be made immediately available an appropria- 
tion for ‘‘examination of subtreasuries and depositories, 1898”— 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
as follows: 

Mr. PLOWMAN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 314) for the relief 
of William H. King, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 302); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H.R.1852) removing the charge of desertion 
from the naval record of Patrick Naddy, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 303); which said 
bill and report were referred tu the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DRIGGS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 164) granting an increase 
of pension to John P. Thomas, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 304); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RAY of New York, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3299) 
granting a pension to Ellen Day, stepmother of Albert L. Day, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
a which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1263) for the re- 
lief of John Fox, reported the same with amendment, accompa 
nied by a report (No. 307); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 





ADVERSE REPORT. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. RAY of New York, from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which was referred the bill of 
the House (H. R. 5225) granting a pension to Frank W. Flanner, 
reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 305); 
which said bill and report were laid on the table. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
- _ following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

OMOWS: 

By Mr. RIXEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 7489) to authorize a 
trial of the outlet system of lowering the flood line and improving 
the low-water navigation of the Mississippi River and its tribu- 
taries,on the plan of ‘‘ No cure, no pay ”—to the Committee on 
Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River. 

By Mr. LOW: A bill (H. R. 7490) to provide an American regis- 
ter for the steamer Leelanaw—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 7491) to deepen a chan- 
nel through Sabine Lake, in the State of Texas—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 7492) to protect trade and com- 
merce against restraints, combinations, and monopolies, and 

rescribing penalties for its violation—to the Committee on the 
udiciary. 

By Mr. MOODY: A bill (H. R. 7493) to regulate the number of 
peremptory challenges of jurors in courts of the United States—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HILBORN: A bill (H. R. 7494) for the erection of a 
statue of Commodore John D. Sloat in the city of Monterey, 
Cal.—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 7495) to amend ‘“‘An act to 
provide revenue for the Government and to encourage the indus- 
tries of the United States ’—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TONGUE: A bill (H. R. 7540) to repeal a part of ‘‘An act 
making as for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, and for other pur- 


poses,” approved June 4, 1897, and also to retire and cancel smaller 
denominations of paper currency, and for other purposes—to the- 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 
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By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 7541) to require certain writs 
to be directed to and executed by the marshal of the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A joint resolution (H. Res. 139) to repeal 
joint resolution No. 20, approved March 1, 1895, prohibiting the 
transportation of goods in bond to the Free Zone in Mexico—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BARLOW: A resolution (House Res. No. 186) direct- 
ing the Secretary of War to state the reason for changing the 
form of bids and specifications for work on public works in a cer- 
tain case—to the Committee on Rivers and Sacheun 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A resolution (House Res. No. 187) 
requesting the Secretary of the Interior not to permit the further 
leasing of the Comanche-Kiowa and Apache Indian Reservation 
lands, in Oklahoma Territory—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. OTEY: A memorial of the legislature of the State of 
Virginia, favoring a better measure of finance than at present pre- 
vails—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7523) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Speier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7524) granting a pension to Alonzo E, 
Thoman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7525) granting a pension to Nelson B. Lutes— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7526) granting a pension to Sarah A. Mur- 
chant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7527) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of William H. Stoke—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 7528) for the relief of H. 
S. Simmons’s estate—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RIXEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 7529) for relief of 
Sewell B. Corbett—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (Hl. R. 7530) for the relief of Cyrus 
Martin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7531) for relief of Sarah A, 
Skinner—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7532) for the relief of Fairfax Lodge, No. 43, 
of Culpeper, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBB (by request): A bill (H. R. 7533) granting a pen- 
sion to Elijah W. Bruster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 7534) for the relief of Zylpha Wat- 
son, widow of James M. Hays, late a private in Company C, Sev- 
enth Tennessee Cavalry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7535) for the relief of Charles M. Kennerly— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STURTEVANT: A bill (H. R. 7536) granting a pension 
to Jane A. Wilkinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 7537) to place 
Gilbreath’s Guides and Scouts upon the rolls of the United States 
Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: A bill (H. R. 7538) to remove the charge of 
desertion standing against Michael A. Smith—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STALLINGS: A bill (H. R. 7539) granting an increase 
of pension to Mrs. Martha M. McCall—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R. 7542) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Sanford P. Stitzel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.7543) to correct the military record of Benja- 
min Cornwell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7544) to correct the military record of Joseph 
Case—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R.7545) for the relief of the heirs of David B. 
Sanders, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 7546) granting a pension to Charles Wilson, 
alias Mike Noonan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7547) to pension John W. Thomas—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 7548) to restore and increase the pension of 
Peter Highnote—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7549) to pension William H. Arbuckle—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.7550) granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Rollins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7551) to pension Francis H. Churchill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7552) for the relief of Frederick Hutton—to 
the Commiitee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7553) to increase the pension of James F. 


ene 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 7496) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Adam Eigner—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 7497) for the relief of William J. 
Goss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 7498) for the relief of Rebecca 
Coppinger—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7499) for the relief of James M. Plunket—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7500) for the relief of 
Elenor W. Smith—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 7501) granting a pension to 
Daniel J. Melvin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7502) granting a pension to James D. Whit- 
aker—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7503) granting a pension to Nancy Caroline 
Pickard—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7504) granting a pension to Lavinia H. 
Gachet—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7505) granting a pension to A. A. Pinkston— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7506) granting a pension to Susan E. Fielder— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DE VRIES: A bill (H. R. 7507) to grant a pension to 
Joseph Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, DORR: A bill (H. R. 7508) for the relief of John Mur- 
phey, Second West Virginia Cavalry—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: A bill (H. R. 7509) for the relief of William 
M. Bird, James F. Redding, Henry F. Welch, and others—to the 
Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: A bill (H. R. 7510) to correct the military 
record of Francis Melvin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JOY (by request): A bill (H.R.7511) tocorrect the mili- 
tary record of John Beimohr—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7512) granting a pension to Mrs. Clara L. Har- 
riman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KULP: A bill (H. R. 7513) to reimburse Mrs. Emeline 
Haas, widow of the late Dr. W. J. Haas, of Mount Carmel, Pa.— | Dickey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
to the Committee on War Claims. By Mr. MESICK: A bill (H. R. 7554) granting a pension to 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 7514) to remove the charge of | William Iott, Gowen, Mich.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
desertion from the military record of John H. Lash—to the Com- } sions. : ; 
mittee on Military Affairs. By Mr. FISCHER: A resolution (House Res. No. 185) to refer 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7515) to remove the charge of desertion from | H. R. 2741, with all the accompanying papers, to the Court of 
the military record of Mathew Ball—to the Committee of Military | Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Affairs. 

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 7516) granting an increase of _ — 
pension to William Gross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. PETITIONS, ETC, 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 7517) for the relief Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 


eat tat CCC CLL CL 





of Peter F. Kendall—to the Committee on War Claims. were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
Also, a bill (H. R.7518) for the relief of the legal representatives By Mr. ADAMS: Petition of the Trades League of Philadelphia, 
of Frederick Fuhr, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. Pa., protesting against any curtailment of the postal facilities—to 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7519) for the relief of the heirs of Pierre | the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Sauvé—to the Committee on War Claims. By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Resolutions of the Aurora Club and the 


By Mr. NORTON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 7520) to remove the | Brotherhood of Boilermakers and Iron Ship Builders, all of Kan- 
charge of desertion from the record of Charles G. Aldrich—to the | sas City, Mo., protesting against the passage of the bill forbidding 
Committee on Military Affairs. railroad ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7521) to remove the charge of desertion from | Foreign Commerce. 
the record of Charles F. Dietsch—to the Committee on Military Also, resolution of the St. Louis Paint, Oil, and Drug Club, in 

airs. favor of the passage of the Loud postage-reform bill—to the Com- 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7522) granting a pension to Morgan Anway— | mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. BELKNAP: Petition of the Federation of Labor of 


. 
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Chicago, Ill., against the passage of the so-called anti-scalpers | Warren R. Dent, of Jefferson County, Miss.—to the Committes 
bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. on War Claims. 

By Mr. BENNETT: Resolutions of the municipal assembly of By Mr. HOWE: Protest of the Municipal Assembly of New 
New York City, against the reduction of postal facilities—to the | York City, against the curtailment of postal facilities—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Protests of the National Association of By Mr. HURLEY: Resolutions of the Municipal Assembly of 
Stationary Engineers, North German Shooting Club, Criterion | New York City, protesting against the curtailment of postal facil- 
Mutual Aid Association, and the Everett Mutual Aid Society, all | ities—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
of Cincinnati, Ohio, in opposition to the so-called anti-scalping By Mr. JOY: Petition of John Beimohr, of St. Louis, Mo., to 
bill or any similar measure—to the Committee on Interstate and | accompany House bill for the correction of his military record— 
Foreign Commerce. to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of Little Britain Church, of Lan- By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of Homer J. Robinson and 33 
caster County, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to | citizens of Dutchess County, N. Y., to prohibit the sale of intoxi- 
protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes im- | cating beverages in all Government buildings—to the Committes 
ported in original packages on entering any State shall become | on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
subject to its laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance unions 
Commerce. of Brewster and Mahopac Falls, N. Y., praying for the enactment 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: Protests of various labor organi- | of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that 
zations of Kansas City, Mo., against the passage of the so-called | cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any State 
anti-sealping ticket bill—to the Committee on Interstate and For- | shall become subject to its laws—to the Committee on Interstate 
eign Commerce. and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CODDING: Petition of the Union Christian Endeavor By Mr. KLEBERG: Petition of citizens of Laredo, Tex., asking 
Society, Herrick Center, Pa., praying for the enactment of legis- | Congress to assume control and secure deep water at Aransas 
lation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Govern- | Pass—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
ment buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and By Mr. KULP: Resolutions of the Trades League of Philadel- 
Grounds. hia, Pa., against any curtailment of the postal facilities enjoyed 

Also, petitions of the Methodist and Universalist churches of by the city of Philadelphia—to the Committee on the Post-Offico 
Troy, Pa.,and the Wesleyan Methodist Church of Berrytown, Pa., | and Post-Roads. 
praying for the enactment of legislation to protect State anti- Also, protest of the Polish National Alliance of the United 
cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in original | States, against the Lodge bill for the further restriction of immi- 
packages on entering any State shall become subject to its laws— | gration—to the Committee on Immigrationand Naturalization. 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. By Mr. LLOYD: Petition of 84 citizens of Lewis County, Mo., 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: Petition of Decatur( Il.) Council, No. 12, | asking for an appropriation to build a levee along the Mississippi 
United American Mechanics, praying for the enactment of legis- | River between Lagrange and Hannibal, Mo.—to the Committee 
lation to more effectually restrict immigration and prevent the | on Rivers and Harbors, 
admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes tothe United | By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petitionsof the Woman's Christian 
States—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. Temperance Union of Clarksboro, Young Friends’ Association of 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Protests of citizens of Burling- | Mickleton, and Upper Greenwich First-Day School at Mickleton, 
ton and Broadhead, Wis., against the enactment of bankruptcy | State of New Jersey, favoring the passage of a bill to protect State 
legislation—to the Committee on the Judiciary. anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in orig- 

By Mr. DE VEIES: Paper to accompany House bill for the | inal packages on entering any State shall become subject to its 
relief of John Preston Hilliard, of Wheatland, Cal.—to the Com- | laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- | Clarksboro, Upper Greenwich First-Day School at Mickleton, and 
perance Union of Fairport, Mo., praying for the enactment of | Young Friends’ Association of Mickleton, N. J., praying for the 
legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that | enactment of legislation prohibiting the saleof intoxicating liquors 
cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any State | in all Government buildings—to the Committee oa Public Build- 
shall become subject to its laws—to the Committee on Interstate | ings and Grounds. 
and Foreign Commerce. By Mr. McCALL: Petition of the National League of Commis- 

By Mr. DOVENER: Petition of W. H. Barling and 81 citizens | sion Merchants of the United States, favoring the enactment of 
of Burton, W. Va., praying for the enactment of legislation which | the Torrey bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
will more effectually restrict immigration and prevent the admis- Also, petition of the Boston (Mass.) Waiters’ Alliance, in oppo- 
sion of illiterate, pauper, and eriminal classes to the United | sition to the so-called anti-scalping bill—to the Committee on 
States—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

sy Mr. ELLIS: Petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Also, petition of the city council of Cambridge, Mass., protest- 
Union and 60 citizens of Heppner, Oreg., praying for the enact- | ing against the reduction of letter carriers—to the Committee on 
ment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by provid- | the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
ing that cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any By Mr. McCORMICK: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
State shall become subject to its laws—to the Committee on the | perance Union of Logan, Kans., praying for the enactment of 
Judiciary. legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Gov- 

By Mr. FARIS: Petition of business and professional men of | ernment buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
various towns in the State of Illinois, in opposition to the so-called | Grounds. 
anti-scalping bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign By Mr. McRAE: Petition of citizens of Nevada County, Ark., 
Commerce. requesting the passage of a bill to prevent the issuance of liquor 

Also, petition of L. Watt & Co. and business firms in the States | dealers’ license where the sale is prohibited by State statutes—to 
of Iilinois and Indiana, protesting against the passage of a general | the Committee on the Judiciary. 
bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. Also, petition of citizens of Nevada County, Ark., praying for 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of | the enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws 
Coatesville, Ind., favoring the passage of a bill to protect State | by providing that cigarettes imported in original packages on en- 
anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in origi- | tering any State shall become subject to its laws—to the Commit- 
nal packages on entering any State shall become subject to its | tee on the Judiciary. 
laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. By Mr. NORTON of Ohio: Papers relating to the case of Charles 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK: Papers to accompany House bill for | G. Aldrich—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
the relief of Lucinda Stamper—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-| Also, papers relating to the case of Charles F. Dietsch—to the 
sions. Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers bearing upon the claim of Nimrod Hall—tothe| Also, protest of S. O. Lamberson, Joseph Zimmerman, Isaac M. 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Keeler & Sons, and Wrigley Bros., all of Fremont, Ohio, against 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Paper to accompany House bill No. 7827, | the passage of the Loud bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
being the statement of Albert Douglas, administrator of the es- | and Post-Roads. 
tate of Samuel Kendrick. deceased, of Chillicothe, Ohio—to the Also, protest of C. E. May and 36 citizens of Clyde, Ohio, against 
Committee on the Public Lands. the free distribution of seeds—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HENRY of Indiana: Petitions of George H. Cromer; By Mr. OTEY: Resolution of the Central Trades and Labor 
and 52 others; George H. Koons and 52 others, all citizens of the | Union of Richmond, Va., remonstrating against the passage of 
State of Indiana, protesting against the so-called anti-scalping | the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill—to the Committee on Inter- 
bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. state and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: Paper relating to the claim of} By Mr. PO S: Protest of citizens of St. Johnsbury, Vt., 
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against the anti-scalping bill—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Committee. Spied ! ; 

Also, papers to accompany bill No. 6514, granting a pension to 
Oliver L. Kezer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of W. M. Ross, J. D. Robb, 
and other citizens of the State of Tennessee, against the passage 
of a general bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROBB (by request): Paper in 7 of a bill a 
a pension to Elijah W. Bruster—to the Committee on Invali 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SHANNON: Resolutions of the municipal assembly 
of New York City, protesting against the proposed reduction in 
the free-delivery service of the Boston post-office—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of the Hebrew Benevolent Society 
of Baltimore, Md., and resolutions of the Custom Cutters’ Asso- 
ciation of America, adopted at a convention in Buffalo, N. Y., in 
favor of the passage of House bill No. 30 and Senate bill No. 1575, 
restricting the right to buy and sell railroad tickets—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STARK: Petition of E. J. Ferguson and 55 citizens of 
Saline County, Nebr., remonstrating inst the enactment of a 
general bankruptcy law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Petition of G. W. Knowles and 
other citizens of McKees Rocks, Pa., and vicinity, praying for the 
enactment of legislation wirich will more effectually restrict immi- 
gration and prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and crimi- 
nal classes to the United States—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska: Petition of Greer County Teach- 
ers’ Association of Oklahoma, praying for repayment of school 
fund—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. STURTEVANT: Petition of the Christian Endeavor 
Society of the First Presbyterian Church of Erie, Pa., praying for 
the enactment of legislation ——e the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in the Capitol and all Government buildings—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. SULZER: Resolutions of the municipal assembly of 
New York City, protesting against the curtailment of postal facili- 
ties—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition of Thomas Y. Orwig, of Des 
Moines, Iowa, for an investigation of the refusal of the Commis- 
sioner of Patents to register him as an attorney—to the Commit- 
tee on Patents. 

By Mr. VINCENT (by request): Petition of citizens of Blue 
Rapids, Kans., remonstrating against the enactment of a general 
bankruptcy law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WAN GER: Resolutions of the Trades League of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., against any curtailment of postal facilities, for the 
correction of abuses in second-class matter, and for 1-cent letter 

tage—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILSON: Memorial of the general assembly of South 
Carolina, in behalf of the establishment of Cowpens national 
park—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Philadelphia 
Preachers’ Association of the African Methodist Episcopal Church, 
Philadelphia, Pa., for the recognition of the belligerent rights of 
Cuba—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Trades League of Philadelphia, Pa., and 
the Philadelphia Coal Exchange, concerning expenditures in the 
Post-Office Department, and protesting against the reduction of 
= eee service—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 

ost-Roads, 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, February 1, 1898. 


‘ Prayer by Rey. Huan Jounston, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
ngton. 
he Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. TURPIE, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 
METROPOLITAN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before theSenate the annual report 
of the Metropolitan Railroad Company, of the District of Colum- 
bia, for the year ended December 31, 1897; which was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the petition of P. E. Dye and 
V. B. Edwards, of Washington, D. C., praying for the payment of 
a judgment to Charles Stewart, rendered June 22, 1896, by the Court 
of Claims under the acts of Congress approved June 16, 1880, and 


Mr. TURPIE presented a memorial of the Indiana State Medical 
Society, of Indianapolis, Ind., remonstrating against the passage 
of Senate bill No. 1063, for the further prevention of cruelty to ani- 
—_ in the District of Columbia; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a memorial of Dr. G. H. McLin and 30 other 
citizens of Huntington, Ind., remonstrating against the passage of 
the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill, or any similar measure; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Osceola, 
Nebr. ,remonstrating against the enactmeniof a general bankruptcy 
law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Greeley, 
Nebr., remonstrating against the ratification of the arbitration 
treaty with Great Britain; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Christian Endeavor Society 
of the Pilgrim Congregational Church, of Santee Agency, Nebr., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of in- 
toxicating liquors in all Government buildings; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of the Fairfax Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union, of Atchison County, Mo., and a pe- 
tition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Bronaugh, 
Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation to protect State anti- 
cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in original 
packages on entering any State shall become subject to its laws; 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. BATE presented the memorial of A. R. Sisson and 20 other 
citizens of Chattanooga, Tenn., remonstrating against the passage 
of the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Trades and Labor Council of 
Memphis, Tenn., praying for the enactment of legislation to abol- 
ish the 12}-cent revenue stamps for beer kegs known as “‘eighths;” 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PENROSE presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Lancaster County; of the congregation of 
the First Baptist Church, of Kittanning; of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Chester, and of the Conowingo Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union, of Penn Hill, all in the State of 
Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation to protect 
State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported 
in original packages on entering any State shall become subject to 
itslaws; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 


merce. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Northwood, N. H., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to substitute voluntary arbitration for 
railroad strikes; which was referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Northwood, N. H., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the interstate and mail circulation of ex- 
tended newspaper descriptions of prize fights; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Northwood, N. H., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capi- 
tol and all Government buildings; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Northwood, N. H., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit interstate gambling by telegraph, telephone, 
or otherwise; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Northwood, N. H., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit, as far as the power of Congress extends, 
the reproduction of prize fights by the kinetoscope or other kin- 
dred devices; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Northwood, N. H., praying for the enactment of 
a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Northwood, N. H., praying for the enactment of 
legislation raising the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the 
District of Columbia and the Territories; which was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Franklin, N. H., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that 
cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any State 
shall become subject to its laws; which was referred to the Com- 


February 13, 1895; which was referred to the Committee on the | mittee on Interstate Commerce. 
Judiciary, He 
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also presented a petition of the Young People’s Society of 
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Christian Endeavor of the Mount Pleasant Congregational Church, 
of Washington, D. C., praying for the enactment of legislation to 

rohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government build- 
oa which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Young Men’s Christian 
Association of Clinton, Mass., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government 
buildings; which was referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

r. PASCO presented the petition of R. L. Scarlett, of Talla- 
hassee; William Miller, of Point Washington; T. J. Mobley and 
James Yates, of Vernon, and A. W. Weeks, of Duncan, a select 
committee of citizens of Florida, praying that an appropriation be 
made to facilitate the navigation of the Choctawhatchee and 
Holmes rivers in that State; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. THURSTON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Table 
Rock, Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation Ps roe 
the sale of intoxicating liquorsin the Capitol and all Government 
buildings: which was referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

r. DANIEL presented a petition of the senate and house of 
delegates of the State of Virginia, praying Congress to adopt some 
better measure of finance than at present prevails; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows: 


Whereas grievous and heavy burdens of taxation are laid on the people, 
and the amount of money circulating among the masses is altogether insuf- 
ficient to meet the demands and to save property values from ruinous depre- 
ciation, if not total destruction; and 


Whereas this contraction of the currency is destroying all values and dis- 
turbing all labor interests; and 


ereas it seems almost impossible to arouse Congress to a realization of 
the condition that really exists and to the danger that lurks in the policy of 
continued disregard of the rights of the people: Now, therefore, 

Be it resolved by the house of delegates (the senate concurring), That our 
Senators be instructed and our Representatives be requested to use their 
best efforts to secure prompt relief for the people in having some better meas- 
ure of finance adopted than at present prevails, to the end that the reckless 
destruction of property values may cease and that the disturbance of labor 
interests may be ended. 


Virginia calls upon the legislatures of other States to unite with her in an 
effort to impress the importance of this subject on our Federal representa- 


ves. 
Agreed to by general assembly of Virginia Janua: : Bult BIGGER, 
Clerk of House of Delegates and Keeper of the Rolis of Virginia. 

Mr. DANTEL presented a memorial of the Central Trades and 
Labor Union of Richmond, Va., remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the memorial of Dr. E. C. Levy, of Richmond, 
Va., remonstrating against the passage of Senate bill No. 1063, for 
the further prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of 
Columbia; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Teachers’ Association of 
Greer County, Okla., praying that payment be granted them b 
Congress for services rendered in the schools of that county; which 
was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented a memorial of the Trades League of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., remonstrating against the proposed curtailment of 
the postal facilities in that city; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3064) to increase the pension of Caroline 
W. Abney, widow of M. W. Abney, a soldier in the Mexican war, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3426) for the relief of Edward H. Murrell, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

r. KYLE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom w’s re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1541) granting a pension to ‘‘Itewayaka,” or 
**One-armed Jim,” reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam directed by the Committeeon Pension, 0 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1405) granting a pension to Clara 
Southard, to submit an adverse report thereon and to move its 
indefinite oe 

Mr. ALLEN. By whom was the bill introduced? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. By the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
Wotcott]. Is there objection to the indefinite postponement of 
the bill? The Chair hears none, and the bill will be indefinitely 


tponed. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3368) extending the time for the construction 
of a bridge across the Missouri Riverat Yankton, 8. Dak., reported 
it with an amendment. 


Mr. MANTLE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 








was referred the bill (S. 246) to authorize and empower the Sec- 


retary of the Interior to adjust and settle the accounts of the 


Kaskaskia, Peoria, Piankeshaw, and Wea Indians, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 


MARTHA ANN HYNES, 


Mr. GALLINGER,. I am directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3345) granting a pension 
to Martha Ann Hynes, to report it favorably without amendment. 
I call the attention of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] to 
this “4 

Mr. BERRY. Iam going to be absent on a committee for sev- 
eral days, and I ask unanimous consent that the bill be now con- 
sidered. The beneficiary is a very old lady, the widow of a soldier 
of the Mexican war. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Martha Ann Hynes, of Little k, Ark., 
widow of Andrew R. Hynes, deceased, second lieutenant of Com- 
pany C, Fifth Regiment Louisiana Volunteers, Mexican war, and 
to pay her $12 per month in lieu of the pension she is now receiv- 


ing. 

Nir. GALLINGER. I move, in line 6, to strike out the word 
** deceased.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an in- 


crease of pension to Martha Ann Hynes.” 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 


erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 


A bill (S. 3505) for the relief of Alice A. Hartz, helpless child of 


John Hartz, late private Company K, One hundred and sixty-third 


Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; and 

A bill (S. 3506) for the relief of a eescren helpless child of 
John Kline, late captain Company H, Thirteenth Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Cavalry. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3507) granting a pension to 
Edward C. Spofford; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McENERY introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
— read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

aims: 

A bill (S. 3508) for the relief of the heirs of Pierre Sauvé; and 

A bill (S. 3509) for the relief of the State National Bank of New 
Orleans, La. 

Mr. HANNA introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 3510) granting a pension to Isaac Holdbrook (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (5. 3511) granting a pension to Mrs. Barbara Tharp Staf- 
ford (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8. 3512) granting an increase of pension to Alfred Wil- 
liamson (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3513) granting a pension to Thomas Graham; 

A bill (8. 3514) granting a pension to Thomas Gibson (with ac- 
oman papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3515) granting a pension to Mary L. Page (with an 
accompanying paper); 

A bill (5. Roepe an increase of pension to Bvt. Brig. 
Gen. George E. Welles (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (8S. 3517) granting a pension to Rhoda A. Van Niman 
(with accompanying papers); 

A bili (S. 3518) granting an increase of pension to Mayer Fran- 
kel (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 3519) granting an increase of pension to Joshua R. 
Gouldy (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3520) granting an increase of pension to Manon Van 
Gordon (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3521) granting a pension to Amos L. Griffith (with 
a ing papers); 

A bill (S. 3522) granting a pension to Henry W. Schroder (with 
accompanying papers); and 

A bill (8. 3523) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Lybold (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 3524) for the erection of a 
public building at Radford, Va.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 3525) for the erection of a 
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public building at Providence, R. I.; which was read twice by its 


title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
rounds. 

Our. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 3526) to provide for the 

purchase of a site for a public building at Hastings, in the State 

of Nebraska, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 

title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

Grounds. : 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 3527) to establish postal 
savings banks for depositing savings at interest with the security 
of the Government for repayment thereof, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CARTER introduced a bill (S. 3528) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to providea civil government for Alaska,” approved 
May 17, 1884; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Territories. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. KYLE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was ordered 
to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. FORAKER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be pro by 
him to the diplomatic and consular ee bill; which was 
— to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
. CONSTITUTIONS OF HAWAII, . 

On motion of Mr. FORAKER, it was 

Ordered, That the several constitutions of Hawaii be printed in their 
chronological order for the use of the Senate. 

PAYMENT OF BONDS—PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. CLARK. Mr. President, I rise to a question of personal 
privilege, and ask that the dispatch which I send to the desk be 
read 


The Secretary read as follows: 
SPLIT IN WYOMING OVER THE VOTE OF HER SENATORS ON TELLER 
RESOLUTION. 
(Special to the Post. ] 
CHEYENNE, WYO., January 30, 1898. 

State Treasurer Henry G. Hay to-day tendered his resignation as chair- 
man of the Republican central committee of Laramie County on account of 
the vote of the Wyoming Senators, WARREN and CLARK, for the Teller 
resolution. In ——s © Says: 

“The position en by our Senators indicates that it is their intention to 
force the Republicans of this State into a position antagonistic to McKinley, 
the National Republican party, and the St. Louis platform.” 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. President, so much has been said in this 
Chamber and elsewhere, in dispatches from my own State, one of 
which has just been read, and in the metropolitan dailies, as to 
the significance of the vote in this Chamber on Friday last, and 
as to the motives and designs, political and otherwise, of those 
who voted for the Teller resolution, that I feel it right and proper 
to give my views and position as to the resolution and the vote 
taken thereon. 

Mr. President, no man is the keeper of my political conscience, 
and no man shall be allowed to be the interpreter of my political 
faith. The apparent attempt by certain Senators on this side of 
the Chamber on last Friday to commit the Republican party to a 
line of policy never laid down in any platform of the party and 
never contemplated by any of the great lights of that party met 
no response in my thought or vote; and when a Senator upon this 
side of the Chamber made the announcement that every Repub- 
lican would vote against the then pending resolution, he either 
showed a total ignorance of the situation, so far as this side of 
the Chamber was concerned, or he was moved by a desire to read 
out of the party those who seemed to differ from him as to the 
wisdom of the adoption of the then pending resolution. 

I, Mr. President, most respectfully decline to leave the old roof- 
tree of Republicanism; it is my father’s house, and by birth, 
training, education, and I believe sincerity of political action, I 
have as good a right to the shelter of that roof as has any Senator 
on this floor, and it is a heritage I will not be robbed or deprived 
of without my consent; and 1 here hazard the assertion that the 

at Republican party, always having in view the honor and 
integrity of this nation, always striving for the best interest and 
happiness of the people of the Republic, will never convict a man 
of party heresy because he refuses to assent to a vote that even by 
implication might seem to commit this Senate and the nation to 
the permanent establishment of the single gold standard. 

That is a step, Mr. President, which the Republican party has 
ever refused to take. If I can have my attention called to any 
declaration of my party at any time in its history which, by asser- 
tion or implication, declares or expresses a desire for the perma- 


nent establishment of a single gold standard, then, Mr. President, 
I will plead guilty of straying from the ancient landmarks; but, 
Mr. President, the very opposite is the truth. The Republican 
party in national convention has always and without exception 
in no uncertain terms expressed its unalterable purpose to attain 
and preserve the double standard, and, Mr. President, when one 
or two or half a dozen Republicans assume that the true policy of 
this nation is to more firmly fix the gold standard, they outline a 
financial policy at utter variance with all the authoritative decla- 
rations of their party, and they, and not I, become party heretics. 

Mr. President, the resolution, viewed in the light of the sur- 
rounding debate, was not to my entire satisfaction. I had hoped 
that the friends of bimetallism on the other side of the Chamber 
might on this occasion free themselves, if ible, from the sus- 
picion that was thrown upon the financial plank of the Chicago 
platform of 1896—a suspicion that the financial ee of the Demo- 
cratic party had in its possible fulfillment a depreciation of the 
purchasing = of the silver dollar, and hardship, disaster, and 
distress to the producing classes of our nation. 

I had hoped that the great Democratic party, always, by their 
own admissions, so jealous of the credit of the nation and so so- 
licitous for the welfare of its people, by their deliberate and well- 
considered vote in this Chamber would, in part, at least, justify 
theexplanation of party leaders and papers in the election year that 
the parity amendment offered to the financial plank in the Chi- 
cago convention of that year was not voted down with the full 
knowledge of the delegates as to the deadly significance of such 
action, but that in the din, the hurry, the excitement of a great 
convention, it was disposed of hastily and without due considera- 
tion. 

But, Mr. President, what must we think when a great political 
arty with united voice in this Chamber deliberately and with a 
ull knowledge of the interpretation that will be placed upon such 

vote refuses to commit itself to the proposition that the present 
value relations between our dollars should be maintained? That 
amendment is as follows: 


Amend concurrent resolution 22 by adding at the end thereof the follow- 


fi. and that it is the duty of the Government of the United States, under 
existing laws, to maintain the parity in value of its goldand silver money, so 
that the dollar of the one metal shall for all monetary purposes always be 
equal in value to the dollar of the other metal.” 

Mr. President, but one conclusion can be drawn from this vote, 
and that is that the Democratic party itself discerns the danger- 
ous possibility, at least, that lurks in the Chicago plank. Every 
enthusiastic advocate of the Chicago platform insists that in his 
belief the immediate unlimited and independent coinage of silver 
at the old rate would bring about, by the very act itself, parity 
of value, and that hence there could not be a cheaper and a er 
dollar; but, Mr. President, it will be noticed that in no case does 
this belief amount to an absolute certainty of conviction. Other- 
wise it is impossible to account for the refusal, time and again, 
of the Democratic party to state in certain and definite terms that 
the parity should and must at all times be preserved and that 
every dollar should be at all times the equal of every other dollar 
in our coinage or currency. 

The Democratic ae and its allies on thesilver question do not 
apparently care to face or discuss the question of equality of value. 
They assume that their plan of independent coinage will restore 
value and maintain value, but are unwilling to make any declara- 
tion of a coinage policy that shall depend on parity. I fancy that 
like nae another, outside of their political circle, they may have 
doubts of the result of their policy. This feeling of doubt found 
authoritative statement when the parity amendment was voted 
down in the Chicago convention, and again when the Democratic 
party in this Chamber with undivided voice voted down the Nel- 
son amendment to the Teller resolution. 

I wae more than surprised, Mr. President, when in this Cham- 
ber on Friday last, with a unanimity that is seldom seen in any 
vote, the adherents of the Chicago platform refused to cast a vote 
in favor of the proposition that all our money must be kept at 
equal value. I can not imagine any condition of mind that could 
induce one to refuse to accept such a plain statement of what, in 
my judgment, should be our policy if we are to maintain our 
credit and honor as a nation, either with the nations of the earth 
or with our own people. The excuse that is made for such a vote— 
and Heaven knows some excuse is needed—is that the amendment 
obscured the issue, that the amendment was unnecessary and had 
no proper place at the then pending time. Mr. President, the 
whole thing was unnecessary. No one expected anything to be 
accomplished by the passage or rejection of the Teller resolution. 
It was simply a declaration of law that already exists, that a con- 
oa of right could be paid according to the terms of the contract 
i ° 
It was only intended to make political capital and to call for an 
expression of political belief on a financial proposition. Without 
the interpretation given to the Teller resolution by some of its ad- 
vocates the Nelson amendment would have been unnecessary; but 
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in view of the debate and of the meaning attached to the resolu- 
tion by some of the most ardent champions of silver, the amend- 
ment was not only proper, buthighly necessary. Whilethe orig- 
inal resolution called only for the opinion of the Senate and seemed 
to court only the expression of political belief, was it not right 
and proper, Mr. President, to call for the political belief of the 
Senate upon all phases of the question upon which doubt or sus- 
picion had been cast? 

Mr. President, I have been something of a silver advocate my- 
self. I have believed in a mint open to both metals on equal 
terms as a solution to many of our industrial and financial ills. 
I have voted for free coinage in the House of Representatives and 
in this body, and I am aware that my pronounced views on this 
subject have been at times, perhaps, somewhat obnoxious to my 
party associates. The "e of my State, as a rule, are in favor 
of the coinage of silver; all parties have declared for it, though in 
somewhat different terms. 

One of the first silver planks ever adopted by any political body 
in my State was, if I remember right, written in the presence of 
the Senator from Montana on the train and next day adopted in 
substance in our State meeting of Republican clubs at our State 
capitol. This resolution advocated the free and unlimited coinage 
of silver and gold at the old ratio, with full legal-tender qualities 
accorded toeach. This declaration hassince then been insubstance 
adopted several times by the Republican party of my State; but, 
Mr. President, no member of any of those conventions ever con- 
templated any coinage of silver except under such conditions and 
under such legislation as would result in maintaining actual and 
continued parity. No declaration was ever made on the proposi- 
tion that did not have within it and in the minds of its advocates 
the idea that at all times and under all conditions the equality in 
value for all purposes must and should be absolutely maintained. 
Mr. President, in the wildest moments of my zeal for silver I 
never for one instant contemplated the possibility of a silver dol- 
lar that should not at all times and under all circumstances be 
absolutely and without question the equal in purchasing and debt- 
paying power of every other dollar coined or issued by the Govern- 
ment, nor doI think any individual ever contemplated such a thing 
prior to the meeting of the Chicago convention in 1896. 

And, Mr. President, while I refuse to be committed myself and 
refuse, by my vote at least, to see this nation committed to the 

rmanent establishment of the single gold standard, still less will 

consent to any financial plan or legislation which might have the 
effect of setting up asingle silver standard of value, and I can not 
view with approval the notion that is entertained by some Sena- 
tors upon both sides of the Chamber that the Teller resolution 
bears out in any degree the doctrine of the Chicago platform or 
the teachings of the Democracy of 1896. 

Irather take the view now, as I did in my vote, that it is no 
stain upon the Government credit, legal or moral, and no hard- 
ship upon the Government creditor that obligations of the Gov- 
ernment may properly be paid in the express terms of the con- 
tract; but, Mr. President, such a payment in no way means, to 
my mind, or even involves the possibility of any depreciated cur- 
rency, much less a payment in it. 

Mr. President, the senior Senator from Colorado a few days 
since stood forth in this Chamber and in all the strength of his 
honest convictions demanded free coinage by Democratic methods, 
in the name of the toilers of the nation. . President, I am in 
full sympathy with his wish and efforts to make better the con- 
dition of all our citizens. Few members are in this body, I im- 
agine, who have not had personal experience, at some time in 
their lives, in the home, of frugality. 

Mr. President, I was reared in the home of toil; I know some- 
thing of the wants and needs, of the economies and savings, aye 
of the patriotism and aspirations of the toilersof ourland. I was 
reared in a family where the father, day by day, year in and year 
out for nearly half a century, wiped the sweat of honest toil from 
his brow over the glowing forge, and provided food and clothing 
and shelter for the family, and an ordinary education for the boys 
and girls by the never-ceasing ring of the blacksmith’s hammer; 
and, Mr. President, I may be allowed to say to that Senator that 
in the interest of the workers of their land I will never consent 
by my vote to a financial policy that has in it the remoiest possi- 
bility that the time may come when the silver dollar, forged in 
the white heat of toil on the blacksmith’s anvil, shall not be equal 
in all respects to the best gold dollar ever minted in the land. 

Mr. President, I voted for the resolution with the distinct under- 
standing, as did many others, that by such vote we did not indorse 
in any degree the Chicago platform nor the interpretation given 
this resolution by the adherents of that platform. I voted asa 
protest against any notion that might be prevalent that a single 
gold standard should be the continued financial policy of this 
nation. 

I voted for the Nelson amendment, not with the idea that any 
such vote would be productive of any direct and tangible result, 
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but as a protest against silver monometallism and the dangerous 
possibilities of the Chicago plank. 

In my judgment, if all could get together on these propositions, 
the time would come in the near future when the coinage question 
would be definitely settled, and in a way that would make for 
the happiness and prosperity of our whole people. If all our peo- 
ple and statesmen would unite in an earnest effort for what all 
affect to believe in—bimetallism, with every dollar the equal of 
its fellow—and would earnestly use the good faith of this nation 
and the good wishes of the people to further the cause, inter- 
national bimetallism, an open mint to both metals would be no 
longer a dream, as it is now asserted to be, but would become a 
living, earnest fact, fixed and accomplished and working for the 
Sane eeees of this and every other commercial nation of the 
earth, 

Mr. President, I believe that result will come, and sooner than 


most of us expect. But, Mr. President, the solution of this ques- 


tion, in my judgment, will and must lie in the wisdom of the 
Republican party, a party that for a third of a century has proved 


itself equal to every emergency; a party that has met and solved 


all questions of national importance in a way to reflect honor upon 
the country and give prosperity to all classes of its citizens; a party 
that has been equal to every crisis in peace and conflict; a party 
under whose guidance great moral and political questions have 
been settled for all time; a party whose every leader has been 
summoned from the people and from modest surroundings; a 
party which, in the language of the great educator of Illinois, 
‘*led this country in safety throngh the red sea of a terrible war 
and planted it on the Pisgah heights of civil and political liberty;” 
a party that restored the disordered finances of the nation when 
that war was over, and which has maintained its credit nnim- 
paired; a party that has ever by its policies, when carried out, 
brought peace, plenty, and prosperity to all its homes; a party 
that has ever been the champion and defender of national honor 
and personal freedom, and a party with the courage to meet every 
emergency as it might arise. 

That party, Mr. President, may be safely trusted to meet and 
properly solve the present financial question, and it will, and that 
right early. But, Mr. President, it will not be upon the line of 
gold monometallism; it will not be upon the line of silver mono- 
metallism, but it will be upon the line, by international agreement 
or otherwise, of honest, true bimetallism, with every dollar the 
equal of every other dollar, with the entire power and property 
and force and patriotism of 70,000,000 free people pledged to 
maintain that equality. 

ACQUISITION OF TERRITORY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution submitted by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
PETTIGREW], coming over from yesterday. 

Mr. HALE. Let the resolution be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PETTIGREW 
on the 28th ultimo, as follows: 

Resolved, That it is contrary to the interest, policy, and tradition of the 
people of the United States to acquire any territory so situated as to require 
a navy to protect it. 

Mr. HALE. I was about to move that the Senate proceed to 
secret session, because I do not think the resolution itself can be 
debated without debating the treaty; but I do not make that 
motion now, as the Senator from South Dakota has indicated that 
for his personal convenience he desires that the resolution may 
go over until to-morrow, holding its place, I suppose, to which I 
o not object. Otherwise it would go to the Calendar. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask that the resolution may go over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution lies over. 


SEIZURE OF BRITISH SHIPS IN BERING SEA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheChair lays before the Senate the 
resolution submitted yesterday by the Senator from Alabama 
{[Mr. MorGan]. Will the Senator from Alabama have the resolu- 
tion read? 
Mr. MORGAN. It was read yesterday. It is not necessary to 
read it again. 
The VICE: PRESIDENT. The resolution is regularly before 
the Senate. 
Mr. MORGAN. I merely ask for its adoption. 
Mr. ALLISON. I see no objection to the resolution, unless it 
may call for so many documents and papers that it will be diffi- 
cult for the Department to answer it in time. The Senator from 
Alabama will know about that. 
Mr. MORGAN, Iwas informed by the counsel who represented 
the Government on the arbitration that all the papers were printed 
except perhaps one or two. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. re 

Mr. MORGAN. It is a very small addition. : 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection to the resolution, 

Mr. HOAR. Let the resolution be read. 
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The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. MorGAN was read, 
as follows: 


Resolved, That the President is requested, if in his opinion it is not incon- 
sistent with the public service, to send to the Senate the correspondenceand 
notes of diplomatic character relating to the negotiation and the exchange 
of ratifications upon a treaty between the United States and Great Britain 
relating to compensation for the seizure of British ships in Bering Sea, which 
bears date on the 8th day of February, 1896. — 

And also, all the instructions and advice given by the Department of State 
to the nt, or the attorney of the United States, as to the conduct of the 
arbitration had under said treaty. 

And also, a full statement of the proceedings in said cause, including the 
arguments, whether oral or printed, made by the counsel of the United States 
before the arbitrators on the hearing of said cause; and a copy of the treaty 
under which such award was made, and a copy of the aw made by the 
arbitrators under the authority thereof. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 


resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the joint resolution (S. R. 92) for the relief of Wilkinson Call, late 
United States Senator from the State of Florida. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution requesting the Secretary of War to submit to 
the House of Representatives the report of Capt. C. McDowell 
Townsend, Corps of Engineers, in reference to certain proposed 
improvements of the St. Joseph and Benton Harbor, etc., in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After four hours and five 
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and 
(at 40’clock and 45 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until 
to-morrow, Wednesday, February 2, 1898, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 1, 1898. 


COMMISSIONER OF FISH AND FISHERIES. 
George M. Bowers, of West Virginia, to be Commissioner of 
Fish and Fisheries, vice John J. Brice, removed. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 
David King, of Mississippi, to be collector of customs for the 


district of Natchez, in the State of Mississippi, to succeed John 
Russell, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 


INDIAN AGENT. 


Charles T. McCoy, of Aberdeen, 8S. Dak., to be agent for the 
Indians of the Cheyenne River Agency in South Dakota, vice 
Peter Couchman, term expired. 

COMMISSARY-GENERAL OF SUBSISTENCE. 
Subsistence Department. 

Col. Samuel Tobey Cushing, assistant commissary-general of 
subsistence, to be Commissary-General of Subsistence, with the 
rank of brigadier-general, January 28, 1898, vice Beil, retired 
from active service, 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 1, 1898. 
COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS, 

Charles H. Duell, of Syracuse, N. Y., to be Commissioner of 

Patents. 
MARSHAL, 

S. Brown Allen, of Virginia, to be marshal of the United States 

for the western district of Virginia. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 

Thomas M. Alderson, of Virginia, to be attorney of the United 
States for the western district of Virginia. 

Abram M. Tillman, of Tennessee, to be attorney of the United 
States for the middle district of Tennessee. 

POSTMASTERS, 

Agatha G. Patterson, to be tmaster at Bismarck, in the 
county of Burleigh and State of North Dakota. 

John B, Kimberly, to be postmaster at Fortress Monroe, in the 
county of Elizabeth City and State of Virginia. 

James A. White, to be postmaster at Murphysboro, in the 
county of Jackson and State of Llinois, 


Andrew 8. Goodell, to be postmaster at Rock Falls, in the county 
of Whiteside and State of linois. 
John M. Duff, to be postmaster at Tifton, in the county of Ber- 
rien and State of Georgia. 
B. F. Brimberry, to be postmaster at Albany, in the county of 
Dougherty and State of Georgia. 
John H. McBrayer, to be postmaster at Shelby, in the county of 
Cleveland and State of North Carolina. 
Frederick L. Gaylord, to be postmaster at Ansonia, in the county 
of New Haven and State of Connecticut. 
Charles Storrs Hall, to be postmaster at Wallingford, in the 
county of New Haven and State of Connecticut. 
Henry P. Farrow, to be postmaster at Gainesville, in the county 
of Hall and State of Georgia. 
Alice S. McLean, to be postmaster at Greenwood, in the county 
of Leflore and State of Mississippi. 
Charles Burrows, to be postmaster at Rutherford, in the county 
of Bergen and State of New Jersey. 
James J. Rusling, to be postmaster at Hackettstown, in the 
county of Warren and State of New Jersey. 
T. A. Fritchey, to be postmaster at Olney, in the county of 
Richland and State of Illinois. 
Willis H. Letts, to be postmaster at Columbus Junction, in the 
county of Louisa and State of Iowa. 
Newton H. Myers, to be postmaster at Jeffersonville, in the 
county of Clark and State of Indiana. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, February 1, 1898. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
Henry N, CoupeEn, 
THE JOURNAL, ETC. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Journal as read will be 
approved. 

Mr. Lewis of Washington rose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to correct the 
Journal? 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Yes, sir. I desire to call atten- 
tion to the fact that the Journal fails to record that I was paired 
on yesterday’s vote with the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
Morris}. It appears from the Journal that on Senate concurrent 
resolution No, 22 Mr. Morris inadvertently voted for the resolu- 
tion, doubtless forgetful of his pair with me. He having been 
away, I did not know he had returned. He voted ‘‘no;” had I 
voted I should have voted ‘‘aye;” but realizing that I was paired 
with the distinguished gentleman, I did not vote at all. I desire 
that the Journal shall disclose the fact of such a pair. 

The SPEAKER. None of those things are recorded in the 
Journal, 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I may have made a mistake of 
expression. I may have said ‘‘Journal” instead of ‘‘ Recorp.” 
Wherever such matters should be recorded, I request, in order 
that justice may be done to both of the parties concerned, that the 
record be made as I have requested. 

The SPEAKER. It has not been customary to make such a 
record in the Journal. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Wherever such a record belongs, 
I presume it will be made truthfully. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman desires to have the RecorpD 
corrected by making that addition to it, the Chair will submit the 
question to the House. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. That is my desire. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the change will be 


made. 

Mr. FISCHER. The gentleman from Washington [Mr. Lewis] 
is announced in the RECORD as having been paired with my col- 
league, Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Then that is where the mistake 
occurred. I was paired with Mr. Morris. I did not know that 
I was announced as paired with the gentleman from New York. 

The SPEAKER. No correction, then, is necessary. Without 
objection, the Journal will be considered as approved. 

There was no objection. 

MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
a bill (H. R. 7555) making appropriations for the support of the 
Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899; which 
was read a first and second time, and, with the accompanying re- 

rt, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 

nion, and ordered to be printed, all points of order being re- 
served by Mr. BaiLEy and Mr, SuLZER. 
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PRINTING OF HEARINGS BEFORE CIVIL-SERVICE COMMITTEE, 


Mr. PERKINS. Idesire to present a privileged report from the 
Committee on Printing. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, 'That the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service be authorized 
to have printed and bound the testimony taken at hearings on the bills pend- 
ing before it, for the use of said committee, during the Fifty-tifth Congress. 

Mr. BAILEY. Is this a privileged resolution? 

Mr. PERKINS. It is. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is for printing to be done for 
the use of the House. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iam not sure thatit is privileged. I believeon 
a former day objection was interposed to printing this very matter. 

The SPEAKER. That was when the resolution was presented 
by a member, not upon the report of the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then this is the report of the committee? 

Mr. PERKINS. This resolution was presented some days ago 
by the chairman of the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service 
[Mr. Brosius], with a request that the resolution be considered 
and adopted by unanimous consent. Objection was made. Then 
the resolution was introduced in the regular way and referred to 
the Committee on Printing. It is now reported back as a privi- 
leged resolution. 

mm r. BAILEY. I think perhaps it is privileged, but ought not 
pass. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I hope the Committee:on Printing will 
withdraw this resolution for the present. I have some facts, 
whick I want to present when one of the other members of the 
committee is present, in regard to the course of that testimony 
and the manner in which the hearing is becoming a sort of ex 
parte examination. I do not want the resolution to come up for 
consideration now. 

Mr. PERKINS. This resolution is presented at the request of 
the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, and has been re- 

rted favorably by our committee. I think, therefore, we had 

tter have action now. 

I ask the previous question on the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then I think we had better vote it down. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Why? 

. on GROSVENOR. Well, you will not allow but one side to be 
eard. 

Mr. BROSIUS. All sides have had hearings. 

Mr. STEELE (to Mr. Grosvenor). I will join with you, if 
you desire it, to vote down the demand for the previous question. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Brosivus) there were—ayes 55, noes 90. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, in view of the manifest temper 
of the House, I will ask unanimous consent to withdraw the res- 
olution, without losing its status, so as not to interfere with the 
appropriation bill. 

r.GROSVENOR. I think we have the right, Mr. Speaker, to 
have the vote declared. 

Mr. BENNETT. I object to the withdrawal. 

The SPEAKER (having announced the result of the vote). The 
gentleman from Ohio is recognized. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman desires to withdraw the 
resolution, I certainly will not object. I only desired a little time 
to submit some facts in connection with the matter. I do not 
wish to object to his request. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iam quite willing to act on the indication of 
the disposition in the House and withdraw the resolution, if I 
mer have consent, so that we may go on with the appropriation 

ill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There is no objection to that course. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution will be 
withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 


GOVERNMENT VESSEL ON YUKON RIVER, ALASKA, 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous con- 

sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5029) for the 
urchase or construction of a suitable vessel for service on the 
ukon River, Alaska. : 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of 
objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to purchase or have constructed for the Revenue-Cutter Service 
asuitable vessel for service on the Yukon River, Alaska; and the sum of 

000 is hereby ae and made immediately available to purchase 


oF build such vesse 

Mr. BAILEY. Is this a request for unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House give consent 
for the present consideration of this bill? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask consent to 
make a brief explanation regarding the urgency of the passage of 


the bill at this time. 


This bill was introduced at the request of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, who said that a vessel of this character is absolutely 
needed on the Yukon River, or will be as soon as navigation is 
opened, which will be about the ist of June. He states that no 
suitable vessel for this purpose belongs to the Department. 

A light-draft vessel is needed, and one that could not stand ocean 
travel. It will have to be built in sections, taken to the Yukon 
River, and there put together. There is but little time for this 
labor; and he desired that the ee might be given as early 
as possible, so as to enable him to have the vessel ready in time for 
the opening of navigation on the river. 

Mr. BAILEY. I would ask the gentleman if this vessel is to be 
used by the Government in the collection of the revenues and for 
the purpose of policing on the border? 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is the purpose. It is to be used asa 
revenue cutter would be used, but on that river. 

Mr. BAILEY. My experience is that they are generally used 
for excursion ae for high officials. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Oh, no. 

Mr. BAILEY (continuing). And if so, I should object, 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman does not understand the use 
of the revenue cutters. 

Mr. BAILEY. I think I understand the use that they have 
lately been put to. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think it is rarely the case that they have 
been used for excursion purposes. 

Mr. BAILEY. They have often been used in that connection. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, that may be true; but I imagine that 
there will be but few pleasure excursions on the Yukon River. 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly; with so many prospectors going 
there, I am not so sure that it will not be used for such a purpose. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, that is hardly possible. 

Mr. LOVE. Is the amount provided in this bill absolutely nec- 
essary? 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is the amount specified by the Treasury 
Department as necessary. 

Mr. SULZER. Has this been reported by any committee of 
the House? 

Mr. HEPBURN. It is the unanimous report of the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and while it contains an 
appropriation of the amount necessary, that appropriation was 
p in the bill by the committee—which does not usually in- 
dulge in such action—after a conference with the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations, and in view of the urgency of 
the situation. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was considered, and ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HEPBURN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


PROPOSED IMPROVEMENT OF ST. JOSEPH AND BENTON HARBOR. 


Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of a concurrent resolution which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Deprecentatine (the Senate concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be requested to submit to the House of Representatives, as 
soon as practicable, the report of Capt. C. McDowell Townsend, Corps of En- 
gineers, dated December 13, 1897, in reference to certain proposed improve- 
ments of the St. Joseph and Benton Harbor. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 


. Mr. DOCKERY,. I did not catch the reading of the resolu- 


ion. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it again. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to ask the gentleman whether the 
information called for, under this resolution, which heretofore 
passed the House, also involves the opinion of the Secretary of War 
as to the advisability of the improvement? 

Mr. HAMILTON. No, sir. The necessity for this resolution 
arises from section 4 of the oe tne bill of 1896, which pro- 
vides that no supplemental or additional report from the Corps of 
Engineers can be transmitted to Congress except on the passage 
of such a concurrent resolution. This simply asks that this re- 

ort be transmitted for use before the Committee on Rivers and 

arbors. That committee have unanimously reported in favor 
of receiving the information. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But the resolution of the gentleman suggests 
a very gross abuse which has grown upin recent years. The last 
river and harbor bill carried, in round numbers, $11,000,000 under 
resolutions similar to the one the gentleman refers to, and upon 
which neither the Secretary of War nor the Chief of Engineers 
had expressed an opinion as to the advisability of the work. 

Mr. STEELE, My remembrance is that this went over last 
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year, and a sufficient appropriation was not made pending the re- 
ceipt of this report from the Secretary of War that is now asked 
for, and we ought to have it because it went over on that account. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think the committee ought to have all the 
information desired, but it does seem to me that the opinion of the 
Chief of Engineersas tothe advisability of theimprovementsought 
to accompany the report, and I understand from the gentleman 


from Mic igen {[Mr. HamMILTon] that it does not. 

Mr. HAMILTON. There has been a report by the Chief of 
Engineers. Thisis simply a supplemental report to that of the 
Chief of Engineers in reference to this particular harbor, and if 
the gentleman will hear the report of the committee, it will per- 
haps disclose the importance of this information. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But, as I understood the gentleman, the orig- 
inal act of Congress authorizing the survey and the estimate did 
not at the same time require the Chief of Engineers to give his 
opinion in respect to the proposed work. 

Mr. STEEL He could not give his opinion because he had 
not received this report. 

Mr. DOCKEKY. But the general form of resolution calls upon 
the Secretary of War simply for information as to the cost of a 
given work. Now, that information is transmitted without the 
opinion of the Chief of Engineers or of the Secretary of War. 

ereupon the work finds a place-in the river and harbor bill 
without the judgment of the Chief of Engineers as to the pro- 
priety of the work. 

Mr. STEELE. Do you want this amended? 

Mr. HOOKER. If the gentleman will permit me just a mo- 
ment, it is the custom in all the reports made by the Chief of 
Engineers to the Secretary of War, and thence transmitted to 
Con , to report with each project as to the advisability of the 
work, and that will be transmitted with this. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But in the last river and harbor bill there 
was over $10,000,000 appropriated that did not have the sanction 
either of the Chief of Engineers or the Secretary of War. I sha!l 
not object to this resolution, but I give notice that I shall not 
consent to the passage of any resolution which calls for informa- 
tion as to the cost of a work without at the same time calling on 
the ss of Engineers for his opinion as to the advisability of the 
work. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, just a word as to the statement 
of the gentleman that there are over $11,000,000 apemennne in 
the last river and harbor bill which did not bear the sancticn of 
the Chief of Engineers or the Secretary of War. I think he is in 
error concerning it, and at some other time I think we could 
demonstrate not only to himself but to the House that he is in 
error. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ican not give the exact figuresnow. It may 
have been $10,746,000. I am not quite sure as to the amount. It 
exceeded $10,000,000. I had the official information and incorpo- 
rated it in my remarks submitted to this House, not at the time 
the river and harbor bill was passed, for at that time we were 
denied the privilege of debate, but at a subsequent period I did 
incorporate this official information in some remarks which I 
submitted. I am not able, as I say, to give the exact amount, 
but it was in excess of $10,000,000. 

Now, then, Mr. Speaker, what I insist upon is this—because 

robably debate on river and harbor bills will be denied in the 
Sapeee as it has in the past—that hereafter resolutions of this 
character offered for consideration by unanimous consent shall 
also call upon the Chief of Engineers and the Secretary of War 
for an opinion as to the ary of the work. 

Mr. HOOKER. I concur with the gentleman in that. I am 
very glad and anxious that every work that comes before our com- 
mittee for consideration shall have the sanction not only of the 
local engineer, but of the Secretary of War, as to the advisability 
of the work. I think the gentleman is in error that any large 
amount of money appropriated in the last river and harbor bill 
did not have the sanction and approval of the Chief of Engineers 
and the pompeeny ot War. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But, Mr. Speaker, I repeat that I am abso- 
lutely correct as to my statement, because I did not dream it, but 
secured official information. I quite agree with the suggestion of 
the gentleman that some of these provisions had the approval of 
the local engineers. Thatistrue. But what I said was that an 
amount exceeding $10,000,000 did not have either the approval of 
the Chief of Engineers or the Secretary of War, but some of those 
~ have had the approval of the local engineers. 

he SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. DINGLEY. One moment. I would like to inquire of the 

chairman of the committee in regard to whether this is a prelimi- 
survey or a final survey? 

r. HOOKER. This is made after the preliminary survey. A 

report has been formulated, and is in the hands of the local engi- 

neer, but it requires the sanction of Congress in order to get it 
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Mr. DINGLEY. That is, it was made after the close of the 
last fiscal year, and therefore is not presented? 

Mr. HOOKER. Yes, sir; and it is not presented and can not be 
presented without a resolution of Congress. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That hastens the improvement by a year? 

Mr. HOOKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to inquire if this report, when 
made, will hasten by a year this improvement? 

Mr. HOOKER. It does not. 

Mr. STEELE. It does not hasten the work at all. 

Mr. HOOKER. The report will be simply sent here by the 
Secretary of War. Congress can give its approval or not. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Are there not a great many of this class of 
reports made since the close of the last fiscal year? 

Mr. HOOKER. I presume there are. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And they have not been sent because they 
would come in the next fiscal year. 

Mr. HOOKER. Some of them have been sent. and the calling 
for this report involves no expense on the partof the Government. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I consent to the suggestion made by the 
gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman consents to the addition of 
these words, ‘‘and that the Secretary of War be requested to fur- 
nish the House with information as to the propriety of the pro- 
posed improvement.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will reduce his amendment to 
writing. 

Mr. BRUCKER. Before unanimous consent is given for the 

resent consideration of this resolution,[ desire to make this 
inquiry, whether or not it would be in order to amend the resolu- 
tion when it is being considered to include information on other 
contemplated improvements of the same character within the 
State of Michigan. 

The SPEAKER. It would not be in order. 

Mr. BRUCKER. I desire to say to the gentleman from Michi- 
gan that I had in contemplation the presentation of a resolution 
similar to this one. Now, there seems to be objection to that spe- 
cific form of resolution. 

Mr. HAMILTON. No; if the gentleman will permit me, there 
is no objection to this form of resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. BRUCKER. With that understanding, I do not intend to 
obzect. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know of any under- 
standing. 

Mr. HAMILTON. There is no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert at the end of line 7 the following: 

“And that the Secretary of War furnish his opinion of the desirability of 
such improvement.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. HAMILTON, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr.GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of general appropriation bills. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a nonpartisan 
report from the Committee on Printing. [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Vermont yield? 

Mr. GROUT. Is this a privileged report? 

Mr. PERKINS. It will not take more than a moment. 

WILKINSON CALL. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 92) for the relief of Wilkinson Call, late United States 
Senator from the State of Florida. 


Resolved, etc., That the public documents assigned to Wilkinson Call, late 
a Senator of the United States, for distribution during his terms of service, 
be delivered to him or be subject to his order, the clerk of the committee 
of which he was chairman having been unable, from sudden and severe ill- 
ness, to complete the distribution of them before the time limited in the law 
expired. 


Mr. PERKINS. I think there can be no objection to this reso- 
lution. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. GROUT. Inow renew my motion that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. PAYNE in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of general 
appropriation bills. The bill before the House is the bill H. R. 
6897. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Toward the construction of a steel bridge, with stone foundations, across 
Rock Creek on the line of Massachusetts avenue extended, $50,000; and the 
total cost of said bridge complete, in accordance with the estimates given in 
detail in Appendix A, House Document No. 163, Fifty-fifth Congress, second 
session, under a contract which is hereby authorized therefor, shall not ex- 
ceed $199,204: Provided, That no money shall be expended or contracts en- 
tered into hereunder until all land necessary for serrossies to or otherwise 
for the construction of said bridge not now owned by the United States or 
the District of Columbia shall have been donated free of all expense to the 
United States. 

Mr. HANDY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to submit a point of order 
against this paragraph on the ground that it is new legislation. 
The first part of the paragraph provides for the construction of a 
bridge which is a new public work not now in process of construc- 
tion. Then follows legislation in regard to making acontract, and 
further legislation in regard to the acquisition of approaches to 
the bridge. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I am unable to see any ground 
for the point of order against this provision. Of course, under 
the organic act, it is within the power of Congress to appropriate 
money for all municipal works. This is a municipal work and 
the appropriation comes under that head. Ido notsee for myself 
what possible ground there is for a point of order against the para- 
graph. As to the propriety of it, that is another thing entirely. 

Mr. HANDY. This is a public work not now in progress, a 
work that has never been started. Then in connection with it 
there is new legislation, because it is certainly not now the law 
that the total cost of this bridge shall not exceed $199,204. That 
provision is manifestly new legislation. It is certainly not now 
the law that ‘‘no money shall be expended and no contracts 
entered into hereunder until” the approaches ‘shall have been 
donated free of expense to the United States.” That is all new 
legislation. If the point of order does not lie against this para- 
graph in the District appropriation bill, [do not see how a point 
of order could lie against any new legislation which the committee 
sees fit to bring here in regard to spending money for this District. 

Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Chairman, it does seem to me that the point 
of order will not lie. The construction of the bridge is only a 
necessary part of the construction of the highway. The highway 
known as Massachusetts avenue is already laid out under the 
authority of the law. Incidental thereto, if the highway is to be 
used and maintained, it becomes necessary to bridge Rock Creek. 
The annual appropriation bill which was enacted a year ago for 
the government of the District contained a provision— 

That the Chief of Engineers of thé Army shall report to Congress at its 
next regular session plans for and the cost of erecting a stone arch bridge, 
aud also a steel bridge with stone foundations, over Rock Creek on the line 
of Massachusetts avenue extended, the full width of said avenue, and for 
this purpose the sum of $2,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby appropriated. 

That means the commencement of a public work, the prosecu- 
tion in that direction of a public work, to wit, the construction 
and maintenance of a street. 

Mr. HANDY. I am very well persuaded, Mr. Chairman, that 
the point of order lies, but I should like to make a parliamentary 
inquiry as to whether there is any process whereby I can get a 
ruling from the Chair and then withdraw the point of order. I 
am disposed to favor the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
WILLIAM A. STONE}. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I guess you had better withdraw 
the point of order. 

Mr. PITNEY. Does the gentleman withdraw the point of order? 

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Chairman, I have not yielded the floor. I 
have not concluded my remarks. 

Mr. HANDY. I want to get the ruling of the Chair on this 
point of order, because if this can not be stricken out on a point of 
order [see no conceivablerestraint on the Appropriations Commit- 
tee in putting riders on the District bill. 

Mr. PITNEY. Thisis notarider. This is a limitation on the 
provision for making appropriations to carry out a public work 
already authorized by law, and it is in accordance with the recom- 
mendation called for by law a year ago, which has been submit- 
ted to the Secretary of War and approved by the Commissioners 
of the District. These officials have jurisdiction over the main- 
tenance of the roads and the repair of the roads. They submit 
to us estimates of the expense—so much for the repair of roads 
by laying asphalt pavement, etc.—and in the appropriation bills 
we are in the habit of inserting provisions that the cost of such 
improvements shall not be more than so much for a certain class 
of asphait, and so on; and the limitation upon the cost is not new 
legislation. 


As to the proviso on the top of page 20, that proviso can not be 
new legislation, because it simply limits the manner of the expendi- 
ture of this appropriation. 1 submit it does not change existing 
law and is in the performance of a public work already in progress, 

Mr. HANDY. The rule under which I raise the point of order 
is as follows: 


No appropriation shall be pers in any general rents bill, or be 
in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously 
authorized by law— 


This is surely not an expenditure which has been previously 
authorized by law— 


unless in continuation of appropriations for such public works and objects 
as are already in progress. 


Mr. Chairman, this bridge is not ‘‘a public work or object al- 
ready in progress.” There isa Massachusetts avenue; there is a 
Massachusetts avenue extended; but there is not at that point 
any public work in the shape of a bridge over Rock Creek. There- 
fore, this appropriation is not for ‘‘a public work already in 

rogress.” 

. The language of the rule further is: 


Nor shall any provision changing existing law be in order in any appro- 
priation bill or in any amendment thereto. 


In addition to the appropriation for the bridge, there is mani- 
festly new legislation in this paragraph. All after the semicolon 
in line 21 is legislation; it can not be construed in any other way. 
When another eae bill was pending here recently in 
Committee of the ole. I offered an amendment which simply 
gave to the Librarian of Congress $15,000 additional for the pur- 
pose of enabling him, if he so desired, to extend the daily hours 
during which the Library is kept open. The Chair held that that 
santmiinattl was new legislation—that that subject should come 
before the House upon a report from the Committee on the Li- 
brary. Such having been the ruling of the Chair on that matter, 
surely this matter should come before the House from the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GROUT. Just one word, as the gentleman from Delaware 
[Mr. Hanpy] — to make a serious affair of this. I said, 
when I was up before, that this provision is not liable to a point 
of order, because it is the exercise of a power that inheres in Con- 
gress under the organic act. For illustration, has the Appropri- 
ations Committee no power to appropriate for a lamp-post until 
the District Committee has reported a bill authorizing the lamp- 

ost? 
f The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to be informed what 
is the provision of the organic act. 

Mr. GROUT. There is no question, Mr. Chairman, but that 
under that act Congress may mabe appropriations for all municipal 
purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not happen to be so familiar 
with that act as gentlemen of the committee. 

Mr. GROUT. In a moment I will furnish to the Chair that 
act. But let me illustrate by what we are doing here every day. 
Do we go to the District Committee to decide whether a new water 
main shall be laid under the recommendation of the District Com- 
missioners, or whether we shall authorize at a given place new 
electric-light conduits? Not at all; that is a matter incidental to 
the power of Congress to make Ce me for municipal pur- 

under the organic act. Itwould be preposterous if we were 
imited in that way. Now, while a lam t is a small matter 
and this bridge a large matter, the principle is precisely the same. 
If any other construction were adopted, the District Commission- 
ers would be hampered at every point. Ordinarily the Committee 
on Appropriations act with reasonable prudence in making these 
appropriations. They confine themselves with scrupulous careto 
providing money only for the o- already authorized by law. 

The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr, Pirvey], = colleague 
on the committee, has the organic act and will it for the 
information of the House; but whatever may be the language of 
that act, I refer the Chair to the uniform practice of the Appro- 
priations Committee and of the two Houses of a under 
that act in sppeopeatiog constantly for all the muni pal necessi- 
ties of the city. ere in this case is a highway, for which appro- 
priations have been made, on both sides of Rock Creek; and if in 
the estimation of the Commissioners it is necessary to erect a 
bridge there, is it not within the power of Congress on a bill of 
this kind to provide for the erection of that bridge in order to 
meet the necessities of the public as much as it would be to erect 
an additional lamp-post, or put up an additional arc light, or lay 
a new water main? . 

am HANDY. Speaking of the great necessity of a bridge at 
this point—— 

Mr. GROUT. No; Iam notarguingthatnow. Iam givingan 
illustration to test the force of this point of order. 

Mr. HANDY. But I was going to ask whether we have not 
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now a bridge within a few hundred yards of the point where this 
new one is proposed to be located? 

Mr. GROUT. That does not touch the point of order at all. 
The only question is as to the scope of the organic law. 

Mr. ANDY. I would not have brought that point in at this 
time if I had not thought it was already being discussed. 

Mr. GROUT. Another thing. We appropriate in every bill 
of this kind for new school buildings, according to the necessities 
of the District, as they appear to the Commissioners and are re- 

»orted by them tothe committee. Do we wait for a bill from the 
District Committee authorizing the erection of a schoolhouse be- 
fore we make an appropriation for the building? Not atall. We 
already have authority under the organic act to appropriate for 
the schoolhouse the same as for every other item of municipal 
expenditure. That this isa oo item of municipal expenditure 
there can be no question, and the point of order is utterly without 
foundation. 

Mr. PITNEY. If there is any foundation for the point of order, 
then the House of Representatives must either amend its rules or 
abrogate its function of originating appropriation bills, and allow 
no new structure to be erected in this District or in the country 
unless the proposition for that purpose originates in the Senate. 


It is familiar legislative practice that these new structures are | 


provided for on appropriation bills, reported in the ordinary way 
to the House of Representatives, and which pass the scrutiny of 
the most captious among parliamentary experts here. 

Mr. HANDY. Would it not be the regular method of proced- 
ure first to bring in a bill from the District Committee providing 
for the bridge? Then it would be within the province of the Ap- 
propriations Committee to report an item for the construction of 
the bridge after it has been authorized. 
posed expenditure of $200,000 is not now provided for by law. 

Mr. PITNEY. The antecedent action 
tee, for which the gentleman from Delaware contends, is nu more 
necessary, in my opinion, in the case of a bridge than in the case 
of a new public-school building, or a new fire-engine house, or a 
new morgue, or any such structure of which the Commissioners 
undoubtedly have jurisdiction and which they recommend in the:r 


estimates from time totime. They exercise jurisdiction over these | 
things as original matters in pursuance of the organic law of the 


District. 

Now, I do not find express provision in the organic law author- 
izing the construction of bridges. There may be some specific 
provision, however, which I have not yet had time to find, calling 
for the construction of new bridges or authorizing the Commis- 
sioners to construct them. But tothem are given care, charge 
of, and exclusive jurisdiction over all public roads and bridges, 
except such as are under the care and jurisdiction of the United 
States, or which have been otherwise specially provided for by 
actsof Congress. Therefore I maintain that the gentleman's posi- 
tion can not be sustained. 

Mr. HANDY. Will the gentleman from New Jersey say 
whether he finds a provision which would authorize the Commis- 
sioners to open, for instance, a new highway, or street in the city, 
without authority of Congress? 

Mr. PITNEY. Certainly, it is done. 

Mr. HANDY (continuing). Without being subject to the 
point of order. 

Mr. PITNEY. But this highway is already established. 
a public work in operation, and the law provides 

. HANDY (interrupting). But the law makes a distinction 
between a “highway” and a ‘“‘bridge.” The very law that the 
gentieman has cited makes that distinction. 


It is 





Mr. PITNEY. Well, lam unable to talk at the same time with | 


the gentleman. 

Mr. HANDY. I beg pardon; I do not wish to interrupt the 
gentleman. 

Mr. PITNEY. I was going on to say that this bridge is a part 
of the highway. Itis a link in the highway. Just as if a marsh, 
ditch, or ravine interposed between the two ends of a highway, it 
would be necessary to make a connection between the two; and it 
would be within the power of the District to bridge that marsh 
or ravine; and the fact that it is of a character to cost $200,000 in- 
stead of $2 does not make any difference in the principle involved. 

Mr. HANDY. But the gentleman spoke of a ‘‘ bridge” and of a 
‘highway ” as separate and distinct when quoting the law, just as if 
the bridges were not a part of the highway, and indicating that 
under the construction given to the law the bridge is not a high- 
way but something other and distinct therefrom. 

Mr. PITNEY. Oh, I think the gentleman is mistaken in that. 

= CHAIRMAN, The Chair is ready to rule on the point of 
order. 

The point of order is made that this provision now under con- 
sideration for the construction of a bridge over the street known 
as Massachusetts avenue extended,in this city, and making an 
appropriation for the construction, is not in order, 


I contend that this pro- | 
y the District Commit- | 
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It seems that the appropriation bill of a year ago provided for 
the survey for this bridge, and set aside a sum of money to pay 
the expense of such survey. 

Among the general powers and duties, under the organic act of 
the city of Washington, or the District of Columbia. creating the 
government of the city, the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia were authorized to exercise jurisdiction over the construc- 
tion, repair, etc., of all streets, etc., in the District of Columbia. 
Of course a bridge is, or may be,a necessary incident toa street— 
a part of it. I suppose that there could be no part of Massachu- 
setts avenue extended connected with the principal part of the 
street through the city without the construction of a bridge. 

Congress having already entered upon the construction of this 
bridge, the Chair is inclined to think that the point of order will 
not lie against the provision embodied in the language that is 
sought to be stricken out. 

Another thing against which the point of order is made is the 
proviso in the following words: 


Provided, That no money shall be expended or contracts entered into here- 
under until all land necessary for approaches to or otherwise for the con- 
struction of said bridge not now owned by the United States or the District 


of Columbia shall have been donated free of all expense to the United States. 


Now, that is nothing more than a limitation on the appropri- 
ation. It does not provide for acquiring land by condemnation 
anything of that sort—— 

Mr. HANDY (interrupting). But it has a provision of law, 
| Mr. Chairman, in connection with it. 
| The CHAIRMAN (continuing). It is simply a provision that 
| the money shall not be made applicable to the purpose indicated 
| until the parties owning the land have given a clear title to it. 
| The Chair thinks that it is simply a limitation on the appropri- 
| ation; and therefore overrules the point of order. 
| Mr. HANDY. How does the Chair hold with reference to lines 
| 21 to 25, on page 19, as to whether or not it is new legislation? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that comes under the re- 
| marks already made by the Chair, simply that it is a direction or 
| limitation on the appropriation, and overrules the point of order. 
Mr. HANDY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the para- 
| graph. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the portion of the bill 
proposed to be stricken out by the gentleman from Delaware. 
| The paragraph of the bill was again read. 
Mr. HANDY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say, in support of my 
| motion to strike out the paragraph, that this bridge will cross 
| Rock Creek at a place where there are no houses now standing. 
Massachusetts avenue, as I understand, is not built up to that 
point. On the other side of the stream where this bridge will 
cross there are no houses now built, and within 300 yards of the 
| point where this bridge crosses Rock Creek there is now a bridge 
by which the stream can be crossed. This is an appropriation of 
nearly $200,000 to build a handsome structure across Rock Creek 
at a point where it will make land very much more valuable on 
the other side of Rock Creek. 

I believe that it would be of great advantage to the gentlemen 
| holding property just on the other side of Rock Creek if the Gov- 
| ernment of the United States should spend $200,000 to make a 
handsome bridge, exactly on grade, to reach their property, but 
| it does not seem to me that this is the year to make this appro- 
priation of $200,000 to build that bridge. I think it would be 
| better to wait until houses are built up and the street is occupied 
as far as Rock Creek before we spend $200,000 to build a bridge 
across Rock Creek. 

Mr. GREENE. Do you know whether there is any addition 
laid out beyond the creek? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. There will be right away. 

Mr. GREENE. Do you know whether there is yet an addition 
| laid out beyond Rock Creek? 
| Mr. HANDY. I presume the addition is waiting for the pas- 
sage of this bill. 

Mr. GREENE. And is not the object of the bill to benefit the 
contemplated addition beyond Rock Creek? 

Mr. HANDY. Ido not know and will not say that that is the 
object of the bill, but it will be the effect of the bill. 

Mr. GREENE. I donot mean to say the object of the bill. I 
will change that. Will that not be the effect of the bill? 

Mr. HANDY. That would be the very pleasant effect to gen- 
tlemen owning real estate on the other side of the creek. 

Mr. STEW ART of New Jersey. Is not the object of all munic- 
ipal improvements to increase the taxable property of the munici- 
pality? And if this improvement increases the value of the prop- 
erty, will it not also increase the tax assessments of the District in 
like proportion? 

Mr. HANDY. Perhaps that is true. Perhaps the gentleman 
can answer a question for me, which is this: Is there not a little 
competition between Connecticut avenue and Massachusetts ave- 
nue as to which shall have a bridge across Rock Creek? Is there 
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not a rivalry as to whether parties who own land opposite Massa- 


Mr. GREENE. [I have no objection to the appropriation if it is 


chusetts avenue or those who own property opposite Connecticut | needed. 


avenue shall get the advantage? ; 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. I knowof none; but Iknowit 
is necessary, in order to extend Massachusetts avenue, that this 
bridge should be built as a part of the highway, and I know 
further that although it will increase the value of the property, 
that increase will inure to the benefit of the tax assessments of 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HANDY. Mr. Chairman, I talked with a real-estate gen- 
tleman about this bill, and he said that the bridge ought to be 
built, because the grade is too steep going down to the bridge 
which is already constructed. We are asked to spend $200,000 so 
that there shall be no necessity for going downhill a little and up 
again to cross the stream. 7 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman,if the gentleman will allow me to 
interrupt—about this bridge which is already there—I wish to read 
from Captain Gaillard’s report on this subject, in which he says: 

As Massachusetts avenue divides the city into two almost exactly equal 
areas, it forms one of the main arteries of travel, and its importance as such 
must increase with the growth of the city. This avenue is at present termi- 
nated on the northwest very abruptly by Rock Creek, which interposes itself 
as a deep ravine, the bottom of which lies 7 90 feet below the proposed 
grade of the avenue. Across this ravine, in the vicinity of Massachusetts 
avenue, there exists at present no bridge, except a slight, comparatively in- 
expensive structure, built by private parties several years ago. 


Mr. HANDY. Did not the bridge which is riow there cost | 


$20,000? 


Mr. GROUT. No, sir; not the one he refers to, if he is to be | 
relied upon. I have not been theremyself. Now let me read the | 


balance of the paragraph: 


The nearest bridge above the one proposed (with the exception just noted) 
is distant half a mile in a straight line. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Delaware 
[Mr. HanpDy] has expired. 

Mr. GROUT. I ask that he have one minute more, while I 
complete this paragraph. [Laughter. | 

The CHAIR ‘AN . Thegentleman from Vermont [Mr. Grout] 
is recognized. 

Mr. GROUT. I will complete this in my own time. 

The nearest bridge above the one proposed (with the exception just noted) 
is distant half a mile in a straight line, while the nearest one below the pro- 
posed site is seven-tenths of amile. As a consequence,a large and attractive 
suburban section lying in the vicinity of the new Naval Observatory is at 
present cut off from direct connection with the heart of the city. 

It was merely to correct the gentleman that I arose. 

Mr. GREENE. Are there any buildings and people living on 
the other side of Rock Creek beyond this bridge? 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly; just as recited in the report of Cap- 
tain Gaillard. Let me read the language again: 

The nearest bridge above the one proposed (with the exception just noted) 
is distant half a mile in a straight line, while the nearest one below the pro- 
posed site is seven-tenths of a mile. As a consequence, a large and attractive 
suburban section lying in the vicinity of the new Naval Ohecrvetery is at 
present cut off from direct connection with the heart of the city. 

Mr. GREENE. That says ‘‘a large section.” But I want to 
know if there are any houses there? 

Mr. BENNETT. To be sure there are houses there, but how 
manylam unabletosay. Itis athrifty section of the city, rapidly 
filling up with population. 

Mr.GROUT. Does the gentleman suppose that the Naval Obser- 
vatory would stand out there without anyone living about it? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Why, yes. 

Mr. GREENE. I have reference to the section beyond the 
creek. How many houses are out there. 

Mr. GROUT. Ido not know how many there are. I do not 
— there are a hundred thousand, and perhaps not one thou- 
sand. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No; nora hundred. 

Mr. GROUT. Ido not know how many families, but there is 
a large suburban population there. 

Mr. GREENE. I rose to ask a question, as I know nothing 
about the matter personally; but Iam informed simply that there 
is no eroperty ae over there. 

Mr. GROUT. It does not seem that the gentleman heard me. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I would state to the gentleman 
that there are a large number of people who have bought prop- 
erty and invested their means over Rock Creek, and this avenue— 
Massachusetts avenue—is one of the most important avenues in 
the city, and there is no bridge constructed over this portion of 
the avenue. 


Mr. GREENE. I understood that there were no people living | tleman of the intelligence of the 


over on the other side of the creek. 
Mr. FOOTE. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 





Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. It is needed. 

The CHAIRMAN. All gentlemen will be seated. 

Mr. HANDY. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. All gentlemen will be seated. 

Mr. HANDY. A parliamentary aery: 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will suspend a moment un- 
til the committee is in order. Gentlemen will please be seated 
and cease conversation. Does the gentleman from Vermont yield 
to the gentleman from Delaware? 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly. 

Mr. HANDY. I understood, Mr. Chairman, that my time was 
extended, so that the gentleman from Vermont should continue 
his remarks; and my inquiry is whether the extended time had 
expired? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vermont was recog- 
nized in his own right. 

Mr. GROUT. I have said about all I desire. It was to correct 
the statement that there was another bridge easily accessible at 
this place; and such as there is, it seems, is owned by private indi- 
viduals and built at private expense. And if it-may be used by 
the public, that only thé more shows the necessity for this bridge. 
This completes the extension of that great avenue, and will un- 
questionably give the section beyond Rock Creek still further 
occupation. 

Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAND. How near will this new bridge be to the one 
already in that locality? 

Mr. GROUT. I have just informed the committee concerning 
that. There is only a bridge built by private persons near by. 
The nearest public bridge is half a mile away in a straight line 
and the other is seven-tenths of a mile away. That is the state- 
ment of Captain Gaillard, of the Corps of Engineers. 

Mr. BLAND. It was thought, then, Mr. Chairman, by the com- 
mittee, it would extend this avenue—— 

Mr.GROUT. I can not yield to an argument, but will to a 
question. 

Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him this 
—— Is there not a bridge within a few hundred yards of 
this point? 

Mr. GROUT. Why, the gentleman from Delaware has heard 
me read concerning that bridge and ought not to prompt the 
gentleman from Missouri again to make that inquiry of me. Let 
me read again the report, for the information of the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

Mr. BLAND. That is what I want. 

Mr. GROUT. If the gentleman had been listening, he would 
have heard me read it before. Captain Gaillard, in his report, 
Says: 

Across this ravine, in the vicinity of Massachusetts avenue, there exists at 
present no bridge except a slight, comparatively inexpensive structure, built 
by private parties several years ago. The nearest bridge above the one pro- 
posed (with the exception just noted) is distant half a mile ina m+ ne, 
while the nearest one below the proposed site is seven-tenths of a mile. 

Now, these are the facts. 

Mr. BLAND. Then, Mr. Chairman, as I understand, because it 
was built by private individuals, and therefore cost little, they con- 
tend that it is of no account. 

Mr. GROUT. Oh, Mr. Chairman, that bridge is wholly unsuit- 
able to the necessities of the people living on the other side of Rock 
Creek and wholly out of harmony with the extensionof thisavenue, 

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Chairman, my inference is that the gen- 
tleman from Delaware must be interested in the progress of some 
other section of Washington, and—— 

Mr. HANDY. What was that remark, Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. BENNETT. Why, the suggestion that the gentleman from 
Delaware made that this bridge should be constructed across the 
creek from Connecticut avenue; the inference was from that that 
the gentleman was more interested in the development of that sec- 
tion of Washington than the section of Washington over Rock 
Creek from Massachusetts avenue. 

Mr. HANDY. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will permit me 
at once to make a retort to that, I repudiate and repel any insinu- 
ation that my conduct on this floor is influenced by my being in- 
terested in any section of Washington. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. 

Mr. BENNETT. Then I am at a loss to understand how a gen- 
ntleman from Delaware should 
object to the improvement of the city of Washington. We are 
thoroughly interested in the development of this city. We have 
the finest capital in the world, and I hope the gentleman will not 


Mr. FOOTE. We would like to hear what the gentlemen in | continue to object to the construction of a bridge on one of the 
finest avenues in the United States. 


the aisle are saying. 
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Mr. RIDGELY. I wish to ask the chairman of the committee 
a question. 
he CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
to the gentleman from Kansas? 
Mr. RIDGELY. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD]. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I only wish to say a few 
words in reference to the building of this bridge. I happen to 
know something about the location of it, as I ride over there, or 
did last summer, very often. There is no large bridge anywhere 
within the extension of Massachusetts avenue. At the end of the 
avenue on this side of Rock Creek the banks are very high and 
precipitous. You wind down the sandy road until you get almost 
to the bed of the creek, and thereby you find a small, inexpensive 
bridge, somewhere in the neighborhood of the extension of this 
avenue; then you have toclimb up the hill again to get on the 
Georgetown side, whereas a bridge of this kind would carry you 
over on a level. I have no doubt this is going to be a benefit to 
the property owners. I have no doubt they are lobbying here and 
trying to get it through. 

That is not the question. We have a great national capital 
here, and we ought to look at questions of this kind from a broader 
standpoint than the mere question whether it is going to benefit 
thismanorthat man. Here is a great public highway which goes 
from one end of the city to the other, connecting Georgetown with 
the capital, and the question is, Are we going to fail to do what is 
right in the improvement of this city by building up and _beauti- 
fying the national capital and contributing to the convenience of 
its citizens simply because we think there is one fellow living on 
the other side who is going to make a few dollars by it? There 
ought to be no question about this. No one who will go and see 
where you have to climb down one bank and then climb up another 
over this valley that separates the two portions of the town will 
say that this bridge is not necessary. Therefore I shall vote for 
the passage of this bill. 

Mr. GREENE. Does anybody live immediately beyond on 
Rock Creek? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. On the other bank there may be one 
small house, but when you get farther up toward Georgetown 
there are several. 

Mr. GREENE. Can you not reach Georgetown by the bridge 
on some other avenue? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If you go totheother side of thetown, you 
may reach it in a better way, but if you are over on that side of 
the town, over toward Dupont Circle, I think this would be the 
direct route and the only direct route. 

Mr. GREENE. Is it not a fact that in building this bridge the 
Laie effect would be to lay out, in addition, a street to the 
part of the town beyond Rock Creek? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Ido notknowabout that. Itis not upon 
ihat basis that I have been arguing. Whether itis going to bene- 
fit a few private owners is not the question here. If that is all 
there is in the case, then vote the provision down, but if itis a 
a toe 4 to accommodate the citizens of Washington, why then 
we ought to sustain it. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Lamp] be recognized to speak 
for ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from Virginia be recognized for ten 
minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is it on the question now before the House 
that he wishes to address the House? 

Mr. LANHAM. This is the first time that the gentleman from 
Virginia has spoken—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I object. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 

We have heard the question of returning prosperity discussed 
here day after day, the Representatives from the East contend- 
ing that prosperity had already dawned upon New England and 
New York, and those of the South and West holding the opposite 
view. There may be some returning prosperity in spite of and 
not by reason of recent tariff legislation. The wonderful energy 
and recuperative power of the cnestnnt people has, doubtless, to 
a greater or less degree, forced some improvement along many 
lines, but that we are still laboring under the depressing infiu- 
ences of falling prices and a contracted currency no one who 
takes a broad view of the subject can deny. 

I rise, Mr. Chairman, on this occasion to present the views of 
the Virginia legislature, now in session, on this subject and to 
voice the sentiments of that ancient Commonwealth. There was 
a time when her voice was potent in the councils of this nation, 
and although her influence may not be as powerful as that of the 
richer Commonwealth of Massachusetts and some of the States 


of the West that were carved out of her splendid domain, yet I 
feel that she is entitled to and will receive a respectful hearing 
from you. Then listen while I read her complaint and request, 
and put the representatives of her brave, loyal, and suffering 
people on the stand that they may testify as to the question of re- 
turning prosperity: 

Whereas grievous and heavy burdens of taxation are laid on the people 
and the amount of money circulating among the masses is altogether insuffi- 
cient to meet the demandsand to save property values from ruinous depreci- 
ation, if not total destruction; and 

Whereas this contraction of the currency is destroying all property valuos, 
and disturbing all labor interests; and 

Whereas it seems almost impossible to arouse Congress to a realization of 
the condition that really exists and to the danger that lurks in the policy of 
continued disregard of the rights of the people: Now, therefore, 

Be it resolved by the house of delegates (the senate concurring), That our 
Senators be instructed and our Representatives be requested to use their 
best efforts to secure —_ relie?. for the —— in having some better 
measure of finance adopted than at present prevails, to the end that the reck- 
less destruction of property values may cease and that the disturbance of 
labor interests may be ended. 

Virginia calls upon the legislatures of other States to unite with her in an 
es to impress the importance of this subject on our Federal representa- 

Agreed to by general assembly of Virginia, January 25, 1898. 

J. BELL BIGGER, 
Clerk of House of Delegates and Keeper of the Rolls of Virginia. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this is not the declaration of one man ex- 
pressed in the heat of debate, not of a body of men called together 
for the purpose of advancing partisan and political ends, but is 
the deliberate judgment of a legislative body, reflecting the senti- 
ments of the people of one of the States of the Union. They come 
from its ocean-laved shores and its battle-seared hills, and its his- 
toric valley that was swept with the besom of destruction, and 
from beneath the shadow of its mountains that look eternal. 
They are the sons of the men whose sires listened to the story, on 
their fathers’ knees, of the conflicts of Bunker Hill and Yorktown. 
A few of them are men who exchanged tobacco for coffee with 
some of you gentlemen on that side of the House on one day, 
and on the following exhibited with you the lofty courage of the 
American soldier, and performed deeds of daring that will link 
the names of the heroes on either side with those of Marathon, 
Thermopylae, and Balaklava. 

Many of them, perhaps a large majority, are young men raised 
under the influences of a changed social condition and inspired 
by the ambitions and nerved with the high hopes that will some 
day find fruition in a happy land and a prosperous people, pro- 
vided the American Congress measures up to their responsibility 
and gives them the relief they ask for. [Applause.] 

We claim these are good witnesses we produce before you. En- 
tering into the spirit that animated them when these resolutions 
were penned, and responding to the request that they had a right 
to make of their Representatives on this floor, I wish to briefly 
discuss two points presented by this admirably drawn paper: 
First, why this lack of prosperity in Virginia. and in all the South 
and a part of the West, as to that? and, second, what will give the 
desired relief? 

is the hammer fell. ] 

fr. SWANSON. Mr. Chairman, I move that my colleague be 
given five minutes more. 

Mr. GROUT. I think that I shall have to object. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I appeal to my friends of the 
House. This is the first time that I Save lifted my voice in this 
House, and I ask that I be allowed to proceed for ashort time 

Mr. GROUT. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. LAMB. Five minutes. 

Mr. GROUT. Well, I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man have five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gen- 
tleman proceed for five minutes. Is there any objection? The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. LAMB. The citizens of that State are as industrious and 
enterprising as those of the States around them. They have a 
splendid climate and a fairly fertile soil. For fifteen years after 
the war they prospered, notwithstanding the fact that they re- 
turned from the field of Appomattox—having yielded to over- 
whelming numbers and resources—with their personal property 
destroyed, nothing left but the naked land, with often only the 
chimneys standing to mark the place where stood their parental 
homes. Nor was this all; these people had not one dollar in 
money. Their currency became worthless with the surrender of 
their arms. 

No people in all the tide of time were ever confronted with a 
condition apparently so hopeless; but with acourage and heroism 
in peace that was not excelled by their splendid achievements in 
war, these men defied misfortune, wrung success from the dead 
ashes of their smouldering hopes, and built beautiful homes in 
their valleys and on their hilltops. Soon luxuriant grain waved 
where contending hosts had rushed to conflict. Their capital 
city arose, phcenix-like, from its ashes, and from a population of 
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$5,000 numbered in a decade and a half nearly 90,000. What was 
the motive power that enabled these heart-sickened and sorrow- 
ing people, whose unparalleled suffering and heroic endurance 
will furnish a theme for song and story while the sky has a star 
and the ocean a tide, to regain their fallen fortunes? 

It was the full volume of greenback currency, amounting then 
to over $50 per capita. It crossed the Potomac and found its way 
into every hole and corner of the Southland. It soon stocked the 
farms and built fences and caused the yellow grain to wave, and 
gave the cotton and beef and tobacco that paid one-third of the 
revenues of this Government, and through this, with the internal 
revenues, saved it from bankruptcy. The favorable conditions 
were inaugurating a new era in the South until the persistent and 
steady contraction of the currency, and consequent fall of prices, 
checked the progress, closed down the mills and factories in many 
instances, and, above all, gave the farmers nothing beyond fixed 
charges to pay taxes and debts, while many of the conveniences 
and nearly all of the luxuries of life have been denied them for 
long years. It is the fall of — that has caused the distress and 
want of which the Virginia legislature complains. 

Even the temporary rise in wheat and the advantages of a bet- 
ter tobacco and apple market—consequent upon failures else- 
where, certainly not upon the operations of recent tariff laws— 
has not been sufficient to relieve the distressing situation. The 
deliberate judgment of this body of intelligent Virginians, repre- 
senting every county in that State, is that the scarcity of money is 
‘‘destroying all property values and disturbing all labor inter- 
ests.” {Loud applause. } 

Mr. Chairman, I ask permission to extend my remarks in the 
RECORD. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I rise for the purpose of say- 
ing something in support of the motion to strike out this para- 
graph. I do not believe that at this time this is a proper expendi- 
ture of the public money, I am willing to admit that in time this 
bridge will be necessary; but there is no immediate necessity for 
it. There are no considerable number of people living on the 
west side of Rock Creek to be accommodated. The persons who 
will be at once benefited by this appropriation are the syndicate 
of land owners who have acquired the territory on the west side 
of Rock Creek at low prices, with the expectation of having their 
property enhanced in value by this improvement. The fact that 
individuals will be benefited would not be a sufficient objection 
to the improvement but for the fact that there is a limited amount 
of money available for improvements, and there are many other 
improvements much more necessary, in my judgment, than this. 

If you notice the a, made for improvements in this 
District, you will find that very largely—one might almost say 
exclusively—they go into the northwestern section of the city. 
This is not the fault of the committee, but the fault of the Com- 
missioners of this District, who, unfortunately for the people of 
the District, live in that section of the country and probably have 
interests of their own there. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Ross, the chairman of the board, lives on 
Capitol Hill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If he does, allow me to say, that gentleman’s 
conduct, so far as it has come under my observation, shows me 
that while he may live on Capitol Hill, his heart and his interests 
are in other sections of the District. 

Mr. GROUT. Oh, no; I do not think so. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Why, look at the appropriations. Here are 
streets of this city, which, though lined with occupied buildings, 
are now unpaved; and an appropriation of $200,000 is recom- 
mended by the Commissioners, not for the purpose of accommo- 
dating people who live in dwellings along the lines of these streets, 
but for the purpose of a into market lands that may here- 
after be lined with occupied buildings. 

Mr. Chairman, immediately south of us and to the east of us 
runs the Eastern Branch. It is astream with wide margins, sub- 
ject to occasional overflows. The lands subject to overflow are 
covered with a rank vegetation, subject to the alternations of mois- 
ture and of drought, and unwholesome exhalations fill the air 
from morasses of that kind. 

The people of this eastern section of the city have for years been 
trying to get some recognition from the Board of Commissioners 
for the improvement of those flats. Not one word comes from 
the Commissioners favoring anysuchimprovement. Yetthere was 
a time when, in this city, there were five hundred and odd cases of 
typhoid fever, the direct result, so the physicians have told us, of 
the unwholesome condition of that stream. Nota dollar can be 
secured for improvements in that direction, yet the health of 
every member of this House and of every person living in the 
eastern section of the city is jeopardized by those conditions. To 
my mind it would be infinitely better that this sum of $200,000 
should be saved for the reclamation of these flats. 

There was at one time a condition of the same character aiong 
the margin of the main river. The south winds that blew over 


those flats carried contamination into the western portion of the 
city. How fast these gentlemen were to make recommendations 
for the reclamation of that part of this great swamp; and it has 
been reclaimed. The class of gentlemen who are behind this im- 
provement, the land syndicate of the northwestern section of the 
city, and the Government spent hundreds of thousandsof dollars in 
the reclamation of those lands—a mone expenditure—saving the 
health of thousands of pocese. But, Mr. Chairman, there should 
be some reclamation of the lands along the Eastern Branch. You 
can not get a dollar > me for that purpose. 

Here the hammer fell. 

fr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Mr. Chairman, my friend from 
Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] has made a very good argument in favor of 
reclaiming the flats along the Eastern Branch. I heartily concur 
with him in that position. But he has not made any argument 
against the appropriation for this bridge; at least I did not under- 
stand him to say much upon that point. 

Let me say, in the first place, that there is no syndicate behind 
this appropriation. But there are a number of pope who years 
ago went across Rock Creek and bought themselves pieces of 
land and erected houses there, thinking that at some time or 
other a bridge across Rock Creek would be constructed. For 
years these people have been knocking at the doors of Congress 
simply to get a public highway. Some people from Pennsylvania 
have bought lands and built houses on them and are living there. 

Massachusetts avenue is a great public highway. It crosses 
Rock Creek. The city has opened it and built a highway on each 
side of the creek. There is no bridge across. There is within a 
short distance of the proposed location of this new bridge a bridge 
built by private parties, a bridge which, as I am informed and 
believe, has been condemned as an unsafe structure. There is no 
other bridge within half a mile of this proposed new one. The 
question is simply and solely whether you will appropriate the 
money necessary to make ble a great public highway or 
whether you will not. If the pro improvement were some 
distance this way from Rock Creek on Massachusetts avenue, you 
would not hesitate to make the appropriation. 

Mr. HEPBURN. What is the length of Massachusetts avenue 
et is, from the bridge to the extreme northwestern 

imit? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I can not answer. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It is over a mile, is it not? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I can not answer that question. 
The clerk of our committee could no doubt give the information. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman affirm that upon the en- 
tire length of that extension (whether it is a mile or 2 miles) there 
are twenty-five houses on either side of that stream? 

Mr. GROUT. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania will allow 
me, I will answer the gentleman from Iowa. 

Iunderstand this bridge will accommodate the population of 
Tennallytown and give a direct line of approach to and from the 
city, instead of passing through Georgetown as is now necessary, 
across bridges over which street-railway lines now run. It is also 
a nearer route than the other. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Oh, it might be a foot or a foot and a haif 
nearer, but nothing worth mentioning. [Laughter.| 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. In answer to the gentleman from 
Iowa as to the number of people out'there, I will say that I have 
not counted the houses. I do not know whether there are 23 or 
25; but there is quite a little population. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is it not true that there are practically no 
residences on that line of street? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. No; it is not. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, I think it is. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. But even if the suggestion was 
true, which I deny, if there were only a half dozen cr a dozen or 
eighteen people who put their money into property ia that part 
of the District and expected to be permitted to use the highways 
to get to and from the city, they are just as much the care of the 
Government as if there were as many thousands. 

Mr. HEPBURN, But not a two-hundred-thousand-dollar care. 
[Laughter. | 

Mr. SWANSON. What do the Commissioners of the District 
say about this? 

. WILLIAM A. STONE. Oh, they recommend it. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I believe the gentleman stated that 
many of the le living out there were Pennsylvanians? 

Mr, WILL A. STONE. Not many of them; but some of 
them are, [Laughter.]} 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I would like to ask whether they are 
from the district the gentleman represents? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Oh, not all of them. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Well, some of them? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I do not know that any are, I 
think one or two are from Kansas. [Laughter.| 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Then of course they ought to get 
the bridge. [Laughter.] 
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Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE (continuing). There are people 
there from all over the country, and you have either got to keep 
postponing the matter indefinitely or build the bridge, every year 
adding to the cost of its construction. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has expired. 

Mr. WILL A. STONE. Let me have another minute or 
two—say five minutes longer. 

Mr. HANDY. I hope there will be no objection to that. 

Mr. BLAND. There will be none on this side. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman will pro- 
ceed for five minutes longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Thereis another matter which has 
not yet been explained in this debate. This appropriation, it must 
be understood, is made on condition that the city shall be put to 
no expénse, or, in the language of the bill, ‘‘ that no money shall be 
expended until the ground underneath the bridge is obtained 
without cost to the city.” 

Mr.HEPBURN. Butdoesnot the Government own the “‘ high- 
way” we are appropriating to put the bridge on? I understood 
you to say it was a highway. 

Mr. HANDY. The gentleman from Iowa has probably misun- 
derstood the matter. You know it was a highway for the purpose 
of getting the point of order out of the way. But in order to get 
a bridge, it is not yet a highway and you must first obtain the 
consent of the people owning it. [Laughter and appiause. | 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Oh, well, it will be a highway 
when the bridge is completed, at all events. 

Mr. PITNEY. Itisnowa highway. But in order to grade it 
up and make it available for public use it is necessary to occupy 
lands not within the limits of the highway, but which lands at 
present can be obtained without any cost to the people of the Dis- 
trict or to the Government. The people can be persuaded to give 
this property to the District now for this purpose. But if you 
keep putting it off, you will have to pay $50,000 or more before 
you can obtain this right. That is the experience we had on Con- 
necticut avenue. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. The ground required here, some 
40,000 feet, will be acquired without expense to the city, if the 
work is done now, as it ought to be. 

Now, of course you can vote down the appropriation, but if so 
you are doing an injury to the city fora longtime tocome. There 
is no street in this great city that I know of of relatively more 
importance than Massachusetts avenue, or more worthy of such 
an appropriation. 

Besides that, what does this proposed appropriation for the bridge 
accomplish? Does it not multiply and increase the taxing powers 
of the people? And, so far as this appropriation is concerned, one- 
half of it is paid by the citizens of the District themselves and one- 
half by the taxpayers of the country. 

I have no interest in it inthe world further than the fact that 
some ple who formerly lived in my State and who now at 
times live there have bought property and built houses on the 
other side of Rock Creek. I know of no syndicate. Iknow of no 
plan or anything of the kind, and, furthermore, I do not know of 
any room for any such proposition as that. 

Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman allow an amendment pro- 
riding that the whole tax should be paid by those who get the 

enefit? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, I should not care; but I do 
not believe that that would stand against a point of order. 

Mr. SWANSON. 
missioners and the committee favor this, and that it is unani- 
mous. 

Mr. LENTZ. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. WiLLiam A. Stone] has been kind enough to say that a few 

ple, who expected a bridge there at some time, have built 
oases on the other side of Rock Creek. If we sustain the motion 
of the gentleman from Delaware [Mr. Hanpy] to-day, that does 
not deny them a bridge at some time. It was an old and familiar 
saying of Goethe: 


Do to-day thy nearest duty. 
The Board of Trade of the city of Washington has pointed out 
to us this nearest duty, and it has been spoken of by the gentle- 
man from Jowa [Mr. Herpsurn]. The sanitary conditions of this 


city need attention long before the ornamental conditions of the | 


city require an appropriation of $200,000 of the people’s money. 
[Applause on the ocratic side. } 

Long before you waste this money for the benefit of a few men 
who will speculate in real estate, you would better pay some of the 
delayed pensions to the crippled and aged soldiers and their wid- 
ows and orphans. Long before you waste this $200,000 on the 
selfish interest of a few men, you would better open the mouth of 
the Mississippi River so that the largest steamers of the ocean may 
come up and meet at New Orleans the commerce delivered there by 
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great Republic. Long before you appropriate $200,000 for an 
ornamental bridge to the profit of a few individuals, you would 
better appropriate $50,000 to secure a national military park in 
memory of the great victory of the Union forces at Vicksburg. 
Long before you waste this $200,000, you need appropriations 
throughout the length and breadth of all this country. Long be- 
fore you waste $200,000, it will be well for you to remember your 
monthly deficiencies under the recent tariff legislation of this 
House. 

Long before you waste $200,000 of the people’s money you can 
appropriate it for the benefit of the people in educational institu- 
tions. A bridge can wait. A bridge is called for here by a few, 
while the whole city of Washington. by its most respectable and 
most important body, the Board of Trade, has never said to any 
member on the floor of this House or elsewhere that that bridge 

is more urgent than an appropriation for the sanitary conditions 
of the city. Iam against any such appropriation under any such 
circumstances as these and in times of depression and deficiency 
like these. It has been said that the ornamental is as useful as 
the useful. That may be all very well when a nation reaches 
the artistic stage and has income suflicient for luxury and ex- 
travagance; but we have some very necessary things on the side 
of the useful first. Let us look after the health of all the 275,000 
citizens of the city of Washington before we look after the profit 
of fifteen or twenty speculators. [Applause on the Democratic 
— 

[Here the hammer fell. } 


Mr. WANGER. Mr. Chairman, if the adoption of this amend- 
ment was to secure the splendid results suggested by the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. LENtTz]. might hope that it would prevail, 


but believing that each one of these can be met in proper order. it 
seems to me, after the several years’ delay in the erection of this 
much-needed structure, that we ought not to allow ourselves to 
be misled or ignorant in regard to the situation. Gentlemen 
who are familiar with the facts may recall that during the last 
two or three years, or perhaps longer, there has been a great exca- 
vation of Massachusetts avenue extended on the other side of 
rock Creek, so that to-day it is the best and easiest graded thor- 
oughfare for reaching the summitof the Tennallytown road. That 
money has beenexpended. Unless it has been uselessly expended, 
a bridge must be constructed or there will be the waste always in- 
cident to the partial execution of a great work, which does not 
permit of its entire enjoyment. 

Now, I do not believe there is any syndicate owning ground 
immediately on the other side of Rock Creek. The Naval Observ- 
atory grounds, as I understand it, have a very extended frent, or 
back, as you may choose to call it, upon this street. When centle- 
men talk about the few buildings along this highway, they either 
mislead themselves or endeavor to mislead others, because when 
you take the Observatory grounds themselves, they do not front 
on this street and may with truth be said not to be upon this street. 
Yet the moment that it is so opened that it can be used the 
grounds will be so arranged that the main front will be directly 
upon this thoroughfare, and it is not on account of the few land- 
owners over there that I take any particular interest in this mat- 
ter, although I believe that they deserve encouragement. 

One of them, an eminent citizen of Pennsylvania, has expended 
certainly not less than $50,000, possibly $100,000, in the erection 
and adornment of a lovely home. Other gentlemen have, no 
doubt, made like expenditures in the expectation that the Gov- 
ernment would have long before this provided such a carriage 
| way into the Capital as would make it easily accessible to them. 

But it is not on account of these gentlemen, but on account of 
every man, woman, and child who desires healthful exercise and 
wants a highway from this Capital! to the beautiful region on the 
other side of Rock Creek, which does not require the mounting 
and remounting of great elevations, such as are now necessary 
over any way which gentlemen may select to pass in that direc- 
tion. 
Take it whichever way you will, Pennsylvania avenue to George- 
| town or the F street line—— 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Chairman, I have nodisposition to tres- 
| pass upon the time of the House to discuss an irrelevant matter. 
| but I want just for a few minutes to call attention to one or two 
| points that are made in support of this proposition to appropriate 
$200,000 for a bridge at the end of Massachusetts avenue. It 
| seems to me there ought to be some better ground for such an 
appropriation of public money than that which has been offered. 
| For instance, if I am not mistaken, the chairman of the com- 
| mittee, in presenting this matter, made this argument—that this 
| appropriation of $200,000 would result in increasing the value of 
| property on the other side of that bridge, so that in the future the 
| taxes on that property would bring more income to the city. Now 
| I want to ask if that is a legitimate ground on which to base an 
| appropriation of public money? If so, then it seems to me that an 


the rivers and the railways of the Middle and Western States of this | appropriation could be made for any purpose whatever at any part 
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of the country whatever. Ifthe gentleman will undertake to make 
an appropriation on such ground as that, then I will propose to 
him that if he will build a railroad to my farm it will ie itmuch 
more valuable and I will agree to pay more taxes on it. If he will 
agree to build a bridge over the Mississippi River at my town, it 
will enhance the value of my property and that of every other man 
there, and we will all pay more taxes, 

It seems to me that this is a very flimsy argument to make in 
support of a proposition like this, 

And then, the gentleman from Pennsylvania — WILLIAM A, 
STONE] in arguing for the appropriation, stated that there were 
few people—he did not know exactly how many, but when ques- 
tioned on the point thought perhaps fifteen or twenty people on 
the other side of this bridge—who had built homes over there, 
and they wanted means of communication with the city. They 
wanted this $200,000 bridge to be built to get to the city, and he 
would not even say that there were even that many living at the 
other end of the bridge. 

Now. another gentleman over there suggested that some dis- 
tinguished friend, perhaps from the State of Pennsylvania, had 
spent some $50,000 in building a handsome residence beyond this 
limit of Massacuusetts avenue, and therefore that we want to ap- 
propriate $200.000 to enable him tocome totown. Think of it! 
A $50,000 residence owned by an individual and a $200,000 appro- 
priation of public money to enable him to get to town! 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that we dught to be a little 
more careful in this matter, and for one I am opposed to this ap- 
propriation and in favor of the amendment to strike out the sec- 
tion, unless some better grounds can be offered than those that 
have been suggested. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this appropri- 
ation, as stated by those who advocate it. is to serve the interests 
of the people owning the land on the other side of Rock Creek. 
It is not for an improvement required by the body of the popula- 
tion of the city of Washington. The people of Washington can 
get along first rate with the present highways leading out of the 
city. It is said that a great many people will go over Rock Creek 
on the proposed bridge to the high ground on the Tennallytown 
road if the bridge be built. That may be so, but it is compara- 
tively unimportant. The people going out of the city for pleas- 
ure or health or recreation have ample highway facilities for that 
purpose. Their convenience will not be proportionately enhanced, 
if enhanced at all, by the building of the proposed $200,000 bridge. 

The bridge is required for the benefit, or for the service if you 
will, of the property owners who own land on the other side of the 
creek. The proposed expenditure will undoubtedly promote the 
profits of land speculators there, but you have no right to appro- 
priate public money for that purpose. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. STONE] put the demand for this appropriation upon 
the ground that a number of people several years ago bought land 
in that section, expecting it to be largely enhanced in value some 
time by the expenditure of — money in the construction of a 
bridge across the creek at that point. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The gentleman will allow me. I 
know he does not wish to misstateme. I said a number of gentle- 
men had bought lots. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Lots of land. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. They built houses on them and 
have the right to expect to get the benefit of their investments? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Now, I say, whatever may be said about the 
appropriation by speculators of values that are created by the ex- 
penditure of public money when made for legitimate public pur- 





poses, surely it is not a proper function of Government to expend | provement upon the map. If it is comple 


public money in making improvements for the sole purpose, or 
principally for the purpose, of realizing the expectations of land 
speculators. It is said that though the population there now may 
be small, yet it is a large and desirable district which this im- 
provement will make eligible, and this bridge will some time in 
the future serve a large population. If that beso, and probably 
it is. what will be the condition on which that population may 
acguire homes on the other side of the creek? 

The present owners of the land there—the present speculators— 
will increase the prices of their lands by twenty times the actual 
value of the advantage which will be conferred on the locality by 
this improvement and will thereby make the home seekers pay in 
these increased speculative prices to them the entire value of the 
advantage that the Government will confer on that locality by 
the expenditure of $200,000. If the purpose is to increase the 
value of the locality, then it is a a proposition to enrich the 
speculators who hold and own the locality, increasing the selling 
price of their land. These are the people and the interests that 


ou propose to serve, not the people who are hereafter to acquire | 


omes in that district. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Chairman, the argumentof the distinguished 
gentleman from California who has just taken his seat, proves too 
much. If that argumentis admissible in this case, it is admissible 
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extend the streets already open or to expend any money beyond 
the march of present improvements which creates an improved 
region of the city. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Will the gentleman permit a suggestion there? 

Mr. PITNEY. Yes. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Ifalarge population were already on the other 
side of creek, owning homes there and demanding this improve- 
ment, the rule would be different. The improvement should then 
be made, but not until then, That is the proper limitation. 

Mr. PITNEY. The population is on the other side of the creek 
and demand relief. 

a MAGUIRE. How many people are actually residing 
there? 

Mr. PITNEY. If the number of inhabitants is small, if it justi- 
fies progress in this direction, it ought not to be throttled by de- 
nying this proposition. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. How many people are living there? 

Mr. PITNEY. Ido not know and I do not care. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I do care and we ought to care. 

Mr. PITNEY. I did not use that expression in the sense that I 
do not care whether there was anybody. I do not know the ex- 
act number, and in that sense I do not care._ I know there are 
improvements there—one great public building and a great uni- 
versity which is almost inaccessible by reason of the want of this 
approach. 

Mr. VANDIVFR. What university, may I ask the gentleman? 

Mr. PITNEY. The Methodist University. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. How long has it been there? 

Mr. PITNEY. Oh, the gentleman may have his own time in 
which to speak, if he has notalready hadit. Ihave had no time 
on this amendment, andI want to say something about it. Isub- 
mit to the reasonable judgment of both sides of this Hall that we 
have had experience in this Congress upon this subject. Your 
Committee on Appropriations have been parsimonious to the ex- 
tent of being niggardly. 

Gentiemen say that we have not done right; we have tried to 
hold down these appropriations to the limit. We have been at- 
tacked in the press and hadgered by members, and have been 
severely criticised for having gone to the extreme of economy. 
This bridge has been placed upon the District appropriation bill 
by the Senate each year for two years, and we have cut it out in 
conference, and we have been criticised each time for cutting it 
out and been accused of being against the improvements of the 
District. One way of developing the city is to build the streets laid 
out, and the only way to do it in this case is to build the bridge 
across Rock Creek. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Will the gentleman allow me a suggestion? 

Mr. PITNEY. Iwill. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. You do not claim that we should make an 
unnecessary appropriation of $200,000 because of any unjust criti- 

ism? 

Mr. PITNEY. Absolutely no. Many gentlemen have been 
using their hats for fog horns, but I am getting down to plain lan- 
guage. Massachusetts avenue is laid out, and we have spent in 
the last ten years for improvements on Massachusetts avenue 
beyond Rock Creek $65,000. You gentlemen who have been here 
for ten years have been voting such appropriations over and over 
again to the extent of $65,000, and the money has been expended, 
and now the avenue beyond the creek is absolutely useless unless 
this bridge is constructed. The avenue beyond Rock Creek has 
been laid out for that yon of time. If it is not to be completed 
by the construction of this bridge, it is only an ornamental im- 
by the construction 
of the bridge, then it is a useful improvement on the face of the 
earth, and that is the difference. 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to ask the gentleman from New 
Jersey as to the situation of the university. That seems to be an 
enterprise this bridge will promote. 1 should likesome light upon 
that subject. 

Mr. PITNEY. I can not give the gentleman any specific light 
upon it without referring to my files on the subject which I had 
during the last Congress. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The university is inthe neighborhood of 
the bridge, but not, I think, on the line of the avenue. 

Mr. PITNEY. The bridge is the only means of convenient 
access that they will have, and it is urgently required. The 
gentleman says that real-estate speculators are behind this im- 
provement. I do not know of one, and I venture to say that the 
gentleman from California does not know of one either. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I donot, and I want information in regard to 
it. I do not want to appropriate $200,000 from a want of knowl- 


edge. 

Mr. PITNEY. Very well. The gentleman ought not to reject 
the recommendation of the committee in the absence of definite 
knowledge. . 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Well, I think the committee ought to get the 


in every vther case where it is proposed to open a new street or to | knowledge. 
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Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The committee says it has no 
knowledge. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Then they ought to get the knowledge. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. You ask the committee for knowl- 
edge in regard to that matter and they say they have none, and is 
not that the conclusion of the whole matter? 

Mr. PITNEY. I have knowledge to this extent, that there is not 
a suspicion in all the evidence we have heard on the subject that 
it is promoted by any speculator or any syndicate of speculators. 

Mr. LACEY. Is there not a speculation back of it, and a meri- 
torious one, too? Will not the university land be increased in 
value if this bridge is built? 

Mr. GROUT. I ask unanimous consent that the time of the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Pitney] be extended for five 


minutes. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. As the gentleman would not answer a 
civil question, I object. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I think the members | 
of the committee thus far have failed entirely to furnish any good 
and sufficient reason why we should appropriate $200,000 to build 
this bridge across Rock Creek. It has been admitted by gentlemen 
in favor of the measure that there are not very many people over 
there. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, I think, admitted that 
there are only eighteen—mostly from Pennsylvania. [Laughter. |} 

Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE. Oh, no; I did not say that. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. And that was given as the chief 
reason for the construction of this bridge. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I said some of them were from 
Pennsylvania; others may be from Kansas. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. They may be, but they are not. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. How do you know that? 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Now, Mr. Chairman, as was sug- 
gested by the gentleman from California, you can not divert the 
main travel from an established public highway to a new and un- 
used one. The people who go to Georgetown and Tennallytown 
fo generally by the street cars; that is the popular mode of travel. 

e building of this bridge will accommodate but veryfew people. 

Gentlemen say they have no oe that this appropriation 
is in the interest of land speculators. ave they any knowledge 
that any considerable number of people are demanding this im- 
provement? As was suggested by the gentleman from lowa, 
there are streets in the heart of this city, where population is most 
dense, which are not paved. Yet away out in the suburbs, new 
‘** additions” have been laid out by thrifty gentlemen who have 
been in possession of knowledge of which the public was not in 
pe oe who have bought these tracts of land and 

y shrewd manipulation and legislation have secured large ap- 
propriations to improve streets and highways in such a way as to 
add ae values to their newly purchased lands. This is well 
known by every gentleman who has taken any trouble to investi- 
gate the appropriations in the District of Columbia for public im- 
provements. Gentlemen have made fortunes in this way. 

One gentleman has suggested that this is ‘‘ the great capital of 
@ great nation.” Certainly; and we ought to do everything we 
can to build it up. But I am opposed to taxing the people of my 
State and other States for the purpose of building a bridge where 
it is not needed and can serve no other purpose than to increase 
land values, it being expected that when the land comes to be in 
demand for occupancy, the speculators in land will make the peo- 
ple foot the bills. 

I think that land speculation in this District is one thing that 
has stood in the way of the development of this great capital city. 
Why, sir, at the very organization of the Government, when this 
capital was established, it was intended that the city should extend 
out here on Capitol Hill, that it should be built on the higher 

und, away from the malarial district of which the gentleman 

m Iowa spoke. But land speculators thought they saw their 
See) they came in hereand bought up all the land on Cap- | 
itol Hill and held it at prices so,high that people desiring to make | 
improvements could not purchase it. So the population of the 
city was turned the other way—down to the Potomac Flats and out 
toward the northwest. And thus through land speculations the 
front door of the Capitol of the nation became the back door. 

Everybody understands this; yet we are promoting the interests | 
of the same old land grabbers in every appropriation, or nearly | 
every one, that is made to improve the public highways. I say it 
is time this should be stopped. It is an imposition upon the tax- 
payers of this country that they should pay half the taxes to sus- 
tain these improvements in this city. e people of my district 
and all other districts in the country contribute a large part of 
the taxes that go to build up this city. We do not object if the 
money is ng ape for legitimate purposes; but there is serious 
objection w 
of the land grabbers and land speculators. [Applause. ] 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Does the gentleman mean to say 
that this appropriation is ‘‘solely and wholly in the interest of 
land grabbers and land speculators?” 
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Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I say—and it has all been brought 
out in evidence here—that those who support this appropriation 
can not give any reason in its favor, except that it will raise the 
value of land over there by Rock Creek, where there are only 
eighteen ple who want it. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. It will raise the value of land on 
both sides of the creek. But tothe gentleman’s mind bridges are 
mere ornaments. I have no time to waste upon that sort of an 
argument. 

r. SIMPSON of Kansas. A Pennsylvanian with a $50,000 
house over there and many acres of ground around it would no 
doubt be glad to have his property benefited at the expense of the 
taxpayers. 

r. WILLIAM A. STONE. “A Pennsylvanian who has a 
$50.000 house” is, of course, a great criminal in the eyes of the 
gentleman. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. He is acriminal if he wants to be 
enriched at the expense of the people of the United States. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. This improvement will not rob 
anybody in Kansas. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I wish to ask this question of the chairman of 
the committee—and I ask it in order to elicit an answer to the 
gentleman from Kansas and other gentlemen who seem to think 
that there exists no public necessity for this bridge—I wish to ask 
whether it is not a fact that a great institution of this Govern- 
ment, the Naval Observatory, has been built on the other side of 
Rock Creek. and whether, if this improvement is made as sug- 
gested, it will not make a direct connection for that institution 
with the main pores of this city? 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Does the gentleman ask me that 
question? 

Mr. ROBBINS. No; I am asking it of the chairman of the 
committee. 

Mr. GROUT. The Naval Observatory is directly on the line of 
= goons. That has been stated in the Committee of the Whole 
already. 

Mr. PITNEY. Massachusetts avenue is deflected by pass- 
ing around the Observatory, which isin the direct line of the 
avenue. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Is it not a fact that the Methodist University 
is being constructed on the other side of Rock Creek—a univer- 
sity that is to be completed at a cost of $1,000,000—a university 
that has already expended on the 100 acres of land that it owns 
something over $100,000 for the erection of buildings, and that at 
present that institution has no public highway connecting it with 
this city? 

Mr.GROUT. That is all true. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It isa mile and a half beyond it. 

Mr. GROUT. Why, the grounds of the Methodist University, 
as I am informed, come right up to the line of Massachusetts 
avenue. 

RICHARDSON. I was speaking of the distance beyond 





Mr. 
Rock Creek. It is a mile and a half beyond. 
Mr. GROUT. Oh, yes; that is right. It is a mile and a half 


beyond Rock Creek. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Will the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. ROBBINS. Yes. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Does the gentleman believe that 
people going to the Naval Observatory or to the Methodist Uni- 
versity will leave the Georgetown street-car line and come up 
Massachusetts avenue where there is no railway line? 

Mr. ROBBINS. = Of course you could not possibly have railway 
lines there, and people could not traverse that street, unless there 
is a bridge constructed. You must open the street first to permit 
traffic upon it. 

I only wish to impress upon the mind of the gentleman from 
Kansas, and others as well, that there is a great national univer- 
sity—one of the greatest in the country—being built in that sec- 
tion of the city, and that there is no adequate mode of approach- 
ing it. 

Mr. MAHANY, Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. ROBBINS. What is it? 

Mr.MAHANY. Well, itisthis: Can you explain why the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia are so strenuous for the expend- 
iture of $200,000 on this improvement, whereas the most stringent 
economy has been the order of the hour in regard to all other 
appropriations in this Congress? [Applause. | 

waar ROBBINS. I can only say to the gentleman that 1 know 
this—— 

Mr. MAHANY (continuing). This insistence on the oe of 

nave it 
onpestnes. 
ir. PITNEY. Well, I will explain it as far as I am concerned. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Whatever may be the opinion with reference 

to other appropriations, there is no question of the importance of 
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this one. Butthe gentleman should remember thatIam not a 
member of the committee—— 

Mr. MAHANY. You seem to speak for it. 

Mr. ROBBINS (continuing). And this appropriation seems to 
have been made‘in three previous Congresses, as I understand it. 
This is the third time it has been made. There must be some ne- 
cessity for it, or why this insistence? 

But what I rose for was to direct the attention of the committee 
to the fact that there is need for this improvement growing out 
of the increase of that part of the city, its growth and importance 
arising from the construction of this great national university, 
that has contributors to its support in my district, and I hope in 
every other district represented by gentlemen on this floor, which 
is destined to be the chief seat of learning in this country of the 
great Methodist Church. And for the second reason, that it leads 
to a Government department—one of importance—namely, the 
Naval Observatory. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am not informed as to the work of the 
Committee on Appropriations, and the only object I had in view 
was to direct the attention of this committee to what I regard as 
the important reasons why this improvement should be provided 
for in this bill. 

Mr. MAHANY. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania will per- 
mit me, I would like to ask the chairman of the committee what 
kind of ‘‘ economy ” is this, which proposes to curtail the mail fa- 
cilities of the country by cutting off a part of the letter-carrier 
service, and at the same time urges the expenditure of $200,000 for 
@ local improvement here, the necessity for which is not at all ap- 
parent? |Applause.] 

Mr. ROBBINS. Oh, Iam opposed to cutting down the letter- 
carrier service. But that is another question. We willtake care 
of that when it comes properly before us. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would liketo ask the gentleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time has expired. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I ask unanimous consent that his time be 
extended for a minute to allow me to ask a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania will have one minute longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr.HEPBURN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania favors the 
appropriation because, as I understand it, the university being 
established there, and the Observatory, this will be for the con- 
venience of the pre who are to visit these institutions. Is it 
expected, I would ask him, that the students in the university, 
or the visitors, may ride in carriages along Massachusetts avenue, 
or will they possibly use the street cars which we now have in 
operation? 

Mr. ROBBINS. The answer is simply this: That where a uni- 
versity is constructed on the scale of magnificence and cost that 
this one involves, I suppose there will be people going to it in car- 
riages, and the street cars will be also made available when people 
are able to get there by such conveyances, which will be when 
this bridge is established and a road built over it. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

r. HANDY. Mr. Chairman, the debate on the amendment 
which I proposed, to strike out the paragraph, is, I presume, com- 
ing to a close; and as we approach a vote I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the committee to one or two salient facts with regard to 
this bridge. I hope, in the first place, that every member of the 
committee will vote upon this subject, bearing in mind that there 
is already a bridge across Rock Creek within a few hundred yards 
of the place where it is proposed to expend $200,000 to build an- 
other bridge. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There are two of them. 

Mr. HANDY. The bridge to which I refer was built by private 
enterprise. I have been told that it cost some $20,000. Itisa good 
and sufficient bridge for the few people who live on the other side 
of Rock Creek to cross over and reach Massachusetts avenue. 

I hope, in the second place, that the members of the committee, 
when they come to vote, will remember that Massachusetts ave- 
nue is not now built up to Rock Creek. Until houses on Massa- 
chusetts avenue are built up to Rock Creek there can be no neces- 
sity for spending $200,000 to make the land on the other side of 
Rock Creek available for building purposes. 

I hope, in the third place, that the members of the committee 
will bear in mind that this is no time for spending $200,000 for 
any purpose that is not pressing and immediate. If we have the 
$200,000 to expend, we can a great deal better expend it, as the 
a from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] has suggested, in reclaim- 

g the marsh lands that threaten so seriously the health of resi- 
dents of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. LOVE. Willthe gentleman allow meto askhim aquestion? 

Mr. HANDY. Certainly; with great pleasure. 

Mr. LOVE. I should like to suggest to the gentleman that there 
are already two direct car lines that reach Georgetown, that reach 


the Naval Observatory, and reach also this female school. 
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Mr. HANDY. That point is very well taken, 

Mr. ALLEN. What are we people who ride in carriages going 
to do? ema.) 

Mr. HANDY. The point of the gentleman from Mississippi is 
very well taken, because this bridge when built will only be used 
by people who are rolling across in their carriages. The car lines 
are not on this avenue, and will not pass over this bridge. It is 
not needed by the residents now over there. It is not needed at 
this time for the university. It is not needed for the Naval Ob- 
servatory. It can only be needed now for one of two purposes, 
either to make a grand boulevard, where people in their carriages 
can ride for pleasure, or to advance the speculative value of real 
estate across Rock Creek. [Applause on the Democratic side. } 

And this is not the time nor the place to appropriate $200,000 
for either one of those pu es. Without any party spirit, sim- 
ply in a business spirit, seeking what is right to the District and 

onest and fair for us to do, I appeal to members on both sides of 
the aisle to vote for this amendment to strike out the paragraph. 
fo een and cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘* Vote!”] 
he CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
a from Delaware {Mr. Hanpy] to strike out the para- 
graph. 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. Prr- 
NEY) there were—ayes 90, noes 42. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chairman appointed Mr. Grout 
and Mr. Hanpy. 

ae committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 98, 
noes 64. 

Accordingly the amendment to strike out the paragraph was 
agreed to, 

The announcement of the result was received with applause. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 
follows: 

Miscellaneous: For rent of school buildings and repair shop, $14,934. 


Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, the committee, on information 
furnished after the bill was printed, are of the opinion that a re- 
duction can be made in that item, and I offer the amendment 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 24, in line 21, strike out “fourteen thousand nine hundred and 
thirty-four,’ and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘thirteen thousand three hundred 
and seventy-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


FOR METROPOLITAN POLICE 
For major and superintendent, $3,300; captain, $1,800; three Roupounots, 


nspectors, at $1,500 each; chief clerk, who shall also be pr clerk, $2,000; 
clerk, $1,500; clerk, ; four surgeons of the an fire ena at 
$40 ; compensation for twélve privates detailed for 


each 

service in the ane 1 = Deena wee aabcechs't hivty so much ais 
as ma necessary; 6 lieu a -one se a 

$1,140 Yach; three hundred privates, class 1, at $900 each; two unived pri- 
vates, class 2, at $1,080 each; three telephone tors, at $600 each; twenty 
an keepers, at each; hg Basha at $480 Uy pe zn charge 
oO © morgue, ; m r ; m ‘ rand su - 
tendent, moun s ‘captain, sxoented, 240, forty-three Seqhenantn, eer- 
geants, and privates, mounted, at ee each; twenty-threo drivers, at $480 

three police each; in all, $ho7 820. 


each; and matrons, at 
= RIDGELY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, 


Mr. Chairman, I call the attention of members of the committee 


to the reading of lines 20 and 21. We there find an appropriation 
for twenty-three ambulance drivers in this city, at ayear. I 


wish to call the attention of members to the fact that we are under- 
paying these men. I do not believe that there are any le who 
serve the public in this capacity in any city so far underpaid as we 
payin this city. In the rt for 1897 on the Metropolitan police, 
on page 30, I find the c embodies this language in his report. 
I will read briefly from his report: 

This branch of the — service continues to show its good effects. The 
large number of calls for the ambulance during the year, viz, 2,722, were re- 
sponded to with promptness and ‘ While this branch of the service 
has continued to improve from year to year, the demands for the ambulances 
have increased. 

In closing he says: 

I am pleased to report that the drivers have shown themselves to be faith- 
ful and fully aliveto their duties. I have repeatedly asked that the com- 
pensation of these men be in ,and permit me torenew my former 
recommendations that their pay be increased to $50 per month. 

Now, I wish briefly to present to the committee the prices that 
are being paid to men in this same service in other cities. Cleve- 
land, Ohio, for the same men, for the same kind of work, $75 a 
month; in Dayton, Ohio, $60 a month; Denver, Colo., $50a month; 
Duluth, Minn., 0 a month; Haverhill, Mass., $85 a month; Kal- 
amazoo, Mich., a month; Kansas City, Kans., $60 a month; 
Lincoln, Nebr., . a month; Memphis, Tenn., $75 a month; 
Richmond, Ind., a month; St. Joseph, Mo., $50 a month, and 
Baltimore, Md., $75 a month. 
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Mr. Chairman, I have in my hand a report of the committee of 
of the Senate upon this same subject. where that committee rec- 
ommended the same advance which I pro I will now with- 
draw my motion to strike out the last word, and offer the follow- 
ing amendment to the oem now pending. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 21, 27, after the word “at,” strike out the words “four hun- 
dred and cighty ” and insert “six hundred;” so that it will read “ at $600.” 

Mr. RIDGELY. In support of this amendment, Mr. Chair- 
man, I find that, in addition to the service we require of these 
ambulance drivers, they are also required to be clothed in the 
apparel of policemen, at their own expense, and are compeiled to 
serve as police when on duty. This is adding to their hazard, 
and they are compelled to keep themselves in police uniform 
under police regulations. They have their homes and families to 
support, and in a city like this, where house rent is high, I think 
this committee can well afford to pay this little increase, and I 
ask the committee to support this amendment. By doing so | be- 
lieve we will be doing our duty. I think it is ill becoming this 
great nation and this great city to ask these people to continue to 
serve so mnch below what the very same kind of service is paid 
in other cities, and therefore I ask that the amendment be allowed 
to pass without opposition. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, the committee in renorting this 
bill acted upon the general principle that it was no time to in- 
crease salaries, and none have been increased. These men, it 
seems, on the statement of the gentleman, are now receiving $40 a 
month. It is for driving these wagons, and he wants them to 
receive $50. Now, I doubt if in the gentleman's district $40 a 
month in these times would not be considered ample compensa- 
tion for that work. I believe it to be more than is paid by the 
business men of this city or any other for like work. I also find 
that in the bill of 1895 the pay was at $30 a month for most of 
them. 

Some of them were receiving $300 a year, and one of them $480. 
At that time the pay was equalized to all at $40 a month. This 
equalization was on the ground that there was really no reason 
for distinguishing between them, and it seems to me that $40 per 
month is a fair compensation. 

Mr. BOTKIN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly. 

Mr. BOTKIN. The gentleman speaks of the district of the gen- 
tleman from Kansas, and asks if people in his district are receiv- 
ing that much pay for that kind of work. Does he not know that 
the cost of rent and living in this city is very much greater than 
in Kansas? 

Mr. GROUT. Isupposed there might be some cities down in 
the gentleman’s district where rents would be as much as here. 

Mr. BOTKIN. No. 

Mr. GROUT. Then the supposition was not a fair one. 

Mr. BOTKIN. The gentleman will remember that the gentle- 
man from Kansas referred to other cities where men in like serv- 
ice got $50 and $75 amonth. And stil! another question I desire 
to ask the gentleman. Would it not be better to compare the 
salaries they are getting with the salaries the Government em- 
ployees are getting in this District—for instance, the clerks in 
the Departments, where they work from 9 to 4 o’clock, while these 
men work from twelve to fourteen hours? 

Mr. GROUT. Idonotthink so. The work calls fora different 
and higher order of talent, which calls for higher wages. This 
is the common work of a man who drives a team. 

Mr. CLARDY. I would like to ask the gentleman of the com- 
mittee a question. 

Mr. GROUT. One moment. Now,as to the suggestion that 
the rents are higher in this city than in other cities. That will 
hardly hold true. Rents here are not high for acity. The com- 
mittee acted on the ground that it was really no time to increase 
salaries, and I believe, gentlemen, the sentiment of the Committee 
of the Whole will sustain that view. 

Let me say that this same application for an increase of pay was 
made in behalf of almost every employee in the District, not only 
in the District building, but outside and running through every 
department of the District service. There was all along the line 
a request for an increase of pay or an increase of salary: but the 
committee thought the present compensation was adequate to the 
work performed. 

Mr.CLARDY. Permit me to ask has there been any difficulty 
in supplying these places at the present salaries? Has there been 
~~ ifficulty in securing men to act as drivers? 

r. GROUT. Certainly not. There are many men out of em- 
ponent that would be glad to take these places at this pay. 
oqo If that is the case, why should the pay be in- 

Mr. GROUT. A very good reason why it should not. I want 

to call attention to the fact that within the last three years the 
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pay of these men has been increased about 25 per cent, and that if 
this amendment were to be agreed to it would lay the foundation 
for an application for a still further increase next year. ‘TThesemen 
and all others in the District service are well paid, and the com- 
mittee has reported against all increases. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Allow me to suggest 

Mr. GROUT (continuing). I am informed by my colleague 
on the committee, which did not occur to me at the moment, tha 
the Commissioners made no request or recommendation for the 
increase of the pay of these men. In many other instances, how- 
ever, they did recommend an increase, in which your committee 
did not concur. 

Mr. RIDGELY. I did not claim that they had. 

Mr. GROUT. The committee turned down those recommen- 
dations; but in this case the Commissioners did not even ask for 
any increase of pay. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Will the gentleman allow me to notice one or 
two points? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Vermont 
has expired. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word for the purpose of continuing what I havetosay. I will 
only take a moment. The argument that there are other men, as 
has been suggested by my learned friend on my left [Mr. CLarpy], 
who are ready to take the places of these drivers at the present 
salary is certainly an unworthy plea for this great nation to make. 
There are hundreds and thousands of men that would take our 
places on this floor at less than half of what we are paid. If we 
are going to jew down the pay of men for honest, worthy, services 
because their necessities compel them to take work at any price 
they can get, it is time to calla halt in thus depressing wages. 

tis unbecoming and unfair for us to pay men less for this serv- 
ice than the smallest wages paid for like services by other cities. 

At this point some one asked if the Commissioners recom- 
mended this amendment. I did not make the claim that the 
Commissioners had recommended this advance, and I want tosay 
in answer to the argument that there was a general plea for ad- 
vance, that that is no reason why we should not allow the most 
worthy their claim; that it is no reason why we should shut out 
those who are not‘ getting enough because others have applied 
for an increase who are getting all they ought to have. Wecan 
not afford to cut this amendment off in this way, and I hope mem- 
bers will be generous enough to vote this little additional sum of 
$10 a month and bring these salaries partially up by the side of 
the list that is paid by cities less populous. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Kansas {[Mr. RIDGELY]. 

The question was taken; and on a division (called for by Mr. 
RIDGELY) there were 23 in the affirmative and 57 in the negative. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. RIDGELY. lask unanimous consent that I may put the 
documents which I have alluded toin the REcoRD in support of 
my motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no objection, the request will be 
granted. The Chair hears none. 

The papers are as follows: 


{Senate Report No. 819, Fifty-third Congress, third session.] 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred tho 
amendments intended to be proposed by Mr. Peffer to the bill (H. R. 8388) 
making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the District of Colum- 
bia for the fiscai year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes, have con- 
sidered said amendments, and recommend that said H. R. 8388 be amendea 
agreeably with the amendments proposed by Mr. Peffer and that said pro- 
posed amendments be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. : 

In support of the justice and unquestioned merits of ‘hens amendments 
our co:rmmittee herewith submit as a part of their report the letter of Hon. 
ohn W. Ross, chairman of the Board of Commissioners for the District of 

Columbia, under date of January 23, 1895, to Hon. Isham G. Harris, chairman 
of this committee. Also letters from J. E. Richmond and others to Mr. Mar- 
tin, under date of January 22 and 24, 1895. A casual examination of these 
several documents will establish beyond question the absolute necessity for 
the adoption of these amendments, as well as the justice of the same. 





OFFICE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, January 23, 1895. 
DEAR Sir: The Commissioners recommend favorable action upon the 
amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. Peffer to H. R. bill 8388, designed 
to fix the salaries of van drivers, ambulance drivers, and patro!l-wagon 
drivers at $600 per annum each. 
Very respectfully, JOHN W. ROSS, 
President Board of Commissioners, District of Columbia, 
Senator IsHaAm G. HARRIS, 
Chairman Committee on the District of Columbia, 
United States Senate. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., January 22, 1895. 
Srr: The following is the number of ambulance, patrol, and van drivers 
in the Metropolitan police, and the number of their families or persons de- 
pendent upon them for support. 
It can be very reudily seen that the small salary received by the several 
drivers is required to support nearly four persons, and as house rent will 
average $15 per month and fuel about §8, these two items alone will take 
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ghost all their pay, and leaves a very small margin to buy the necessaries of 
e. 
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The above is the number of ambulance, patrol, and van drivers in the 
Motrogetien police and the number of their families or persons dependent 
upon them for support. 























Patrol In each It can be very readily seen that the small salary received by the several 
drivers. | Persons.| ‘ramily. | drivers is required to support nearly four persons, and as house rent will 
——_—___|____}|_______ | average $15 per month and fuel about $8, these two items alone will take 
3 , about all their pay, and leaves a very small margin to buy the necessaries of 
First precinct -.....--------+---+--++-++---+--+----- 2 8 4 | life. 
Second precinct. 1 6 6 It is needless to say that in no city in the country are the drivers or men 
DD econsupn ene 1 1 1 | doing like work so poorly peak. In a majority of the large cities the drivers 
Third precinct - 2 8 4 | receive from $60 to $85, as shown by statistics. 
Fourth precinct- 2 8 4 The ambulance, patrol, and van drivers are required to work from twelve 
Fifth precinct... 1 1 1 | to fourteen hours per day and take care of the stock connected with the sery- 
Sixth precinct... 2 10 5 | ice to which they belong. They are also required to care for all stock picked 
Seventh precinct 1 4 4 | up astray and quartered at the several stables. 
Eighth precinct. 2 8 4 During the year ending June 30, 1894, the ambalance drivers made 2,337 
Ninth precinct. a 4 4 | runs, an increase over the —— of 129 runs. The patrol drivers 
Ambulance ..... st tl made 14,551 runs. The van driver es the rounds of the several stations 
Te Gdiveuboocss st +6 every week day, besides making two runs to the jail or workhouse. All of 
SR: tata aninnlbcnnckediieccbinebediaons “1 %@ |... these men are required to work Sundays and holidays. 
TED kink sdnetenatenhocesssnensheinennennnes Keane 1 t2 In presenting our case for an increase of pay as the patrol and ambu- 
nee lance drivers of the District of Columbia, we beg to cite your attention to the 
NE A dddadeshces wnsakcgeek Wades eeedundeunes 19 | 70 rates paid in other cities for similar work. A com nm of the following 
| will show that the wages we receive are lower than is paid in any other city 
* Drivers. +In family. in this country of any size or importance: SR 
It is needless tosay that in no city in the pee A ere: Ge GU, OR Be io ccnceindee dekunmanedahabacecdtinnsbaneatbainds: 75 
doing like work, so poorly paid. In a majority of the large cities the drivers I 60 
receive from $60 to $85, as shown by statistics. Denver, Colo........... 50 
Very respectfully, . Duluth, Minn...... 65 
JAS. E. RICHMOND, Haverhill, Mass .. 85 
And drivers, Metropolitan police. Kalamazoo, Mich... 50 
Hon. JOHN MARTIN, . Kansas City, Kans - 60 
United States Senate. 


Lincoln, Nebr.--.... 
Memphis, Tenn -..- 75 
Richmond, Ind... se 
Te, ONO, MEO sciccccceccos 
Baltimore, Md 75 


We could cite further cities, but deem this sufficient, and we respectfully 
ask that you give this favorable and kindly consideration. 


—_— 


WASHINGTON, D. C., January 24, 1895. 
Srr: The ambulance, patrol, and van drivers are required to work from 
twelve to fourteen hours per day, and take care of the stock connected with 
the service to whichthey belong. They are also required to care for all stock 
picked up astray and quartered at the several stables. 





During the year ending June 30, 1894, the ambulance drivers made 2,337 
runs, an increase over the P atte a year of 129 runs. The patrol drivers 
made 14,551 runs. The van driver makes the rounds of the several stations 
every week day, besides making two runs to the jail or workhouse. 

All of these men are required to work Sundays and holidays. 


Respectfully, 
J. E. RICHMOND (and drivers). 
Hon. JoHN MARTIN, 


United States Senate. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., January 24, 1895. 
Srr: In presenting our case for an increase of pay as the patrol and am- 
bulance drivers of the District of Columbia we beg to cite your attention to 
the rates paid in other cities for similar work. A comparison of the follow- 
ing will show that the wages we receive are lower than is paid in any other 
city in this country ofany size or importance: 


Per month. 
CN FN onan 0 sn cncistbtcsiewns SE cwiscc tinscedummscedabdeteasaene $75 
ID IND in, scab cmesen wings inn stim dass thien sites whetimaieniehiniphbanGaMpedalaaien 6) 
tt Tie cas basanh Kadena eudtbvapencbvonnérunikeniuesesndiasipabdiinn titi 50 
ct 20tn Sins « asslagse bitenan nin hae cebanniinmaaeninantbind Maumee eee 63 
Re onkaschaliwiuehs wean dudtennengtsdieridbinieids Me baen NES 85 
A TIN So oss Suda dbbihcehetnin dss dase vindsteih dbkeiensaebeeda 50 
i Tn indestcnnuiinephed sieapegiieben ie dape tienen indian 60 
I ta oe cin sins cnn pes iaitaes wiaedieneadeneelaeseteln maar a naliaeel 45 
EE EEE Sip cesc a setis Siecse 4 ccnen cctcseccas Senden patnksSsctonnsoseb cbs 75 
I I os hit nna iphinndSaaddd a ai kBeig atibnieidiumeniee sikinsiinidiiciian apical 50 
ne I iat bi dete nind iniphddet tinea sapere wo wiiie nch pital nnenitaindwee seditimaieniiil nO 
Baltimore, Md 75 


We could cite further cities, but deem this sufficient, and we respectfully 
ask that your committee give this favorable and kindly consideration, and 
earnestly hope that the increase prayed for may be granted. 


lam, very respectfully, 
J. E. RICHMOND (and drivers). 
Hon. JOHN MARTIN, 
United States Senate. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., December 2, 1897. 
To the Commissioners of the District of Columbia: 


GENTLEMEN: We, the Metropolitan police patrol drivers, the Metropolitan 
lice ambulance drivers, and the Metropolitan police van driver, respect- 
Pally ask your assistance in securing from Congress an increase of our sala- 
ries toan amount of reasonable compensation for the services performed 
us. 
No one knows better than yourselves the services performed by us and 
the responsibilities we assume. Your attention is ers invited to the 
services we perform and the expenses we incur, as shown by the~following 


statements: 

Patrol | In each 

drivers. carer family. 
I IND 6 sicmncctie ciilncannsomssiinenliy eotasidi mano aigtinntatginitinds 2 8 4 
EE SIG cn cans cbnasapeiinbeonen on nat atten 1 6 6 
SNL tiie Gdubcekobnee adethe ankeen bn dcsnadeshe eed 1 1 1 
SN ie a sen ecsed eebea euveck tease 2 8 4 
OR, tnainton cocnpamnenncticéepaneedéiis 2 8 4 
PALO PLOCIICE . 2. n.2ccc conc awesee eancee cncees ence cone 2 2 4 
I SN a ts a eit namir eins ape ape 2 10 5 
Seventh precinct... .... 2... ccceeee-22e-------22- 2 4 4 
OO ER A a ea 2 8 4 
NN Sai cei dean died Raman nab eces 2 4 4 
SR adits. .ob depebeb in bidaddudecnnastn seco 1 % inccuenennd 
ND cccilnin sinned boast die annimenmie 1 OF. $stbscee 

Shi to tcipeibcare madinciitain sdumdiacgdihininitaeniaaiitedidin 1 A icnsbbande 

SINE cscPnkDinin sien’ aeorona:nenace plans semaadadeda>vanions 1 i ncerpincume 
| SRS NS IE EY trains 1 ID Rebtondiiewed 
BN ob iciass ccc achcan eso ncc oahceatal nada ecaeienia ember 23 __ | ree 








By aiding us in whatever we think to be just and right, we shall be truly 
JAMES E. RICHMOND (and drivers). 


Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 


grateful. 


words **three hundred,” in the ninth line of page 27, and insert 
in lieu thereof the words ‘‘ two hundred.” 


I also move to strike 
out the words “ two hundred,” in the tenth line, and insert in lieu 
thereof the words ‘‘ one hundred and fifty.” 

This amendment relates, Mr. Chairman, to the police depart- 
ment of this city. I had my attention called to the size of the 
police force in this city a few days ago, and that caused me to 
examine some statistics as to what was the police force of other 
cities. The number for which appropriation is made in this bill 
is appalling. 

The total number of police, including officers and attendants, 
according to this bill, is 623. In addition to that number, the 
National Government provides a police force and watchers for 
patrolling its own parks and grounds, its Capitol, and Department 
buildings which aggregate 280men. The police department of the 
city and of the national properties make a police force of officers, 
patrolmen, watchers, oni attendants in the city of Washington of 
903. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, when we compare the police force of cities 
of the same size as this, we are struck with the fact that Washing- 
ton City has not only double the number but in some cases three 
times the number of other cities. I have examined the table of 
statistics in an encyclopedia called Hale’s Encyclopedia of Police 
Statistics, which gives the number of the police force on January 
1, 1893, in the various cities of the United States, or at least in a 
great many of them. 

I want to compare for a moment the size of the police force of 
those cities with the police force in the city of Washington. I 
believe in ample protection; I believe in providing a sufficient po- 
lice force; but I submit that when you undertake to provide for 
this city a police force twice or three times as numerous as that 
in cities of corresponding population, you overdo the matter, you 
work a wrong upon the taxpayers of this District and upon the 
nation, and this isa place where there should be a proper and just 
cutting down of expenses. 

The city of Pittsburg, a larger city than Washington, has a po- 
lice force of 213 patrolmen, 143 officers and attendants, making a 
total of 360, whereas in Washington, including the force for the 
United States buildings and parks, the number is over 900. 

Mr. DALZELL. Where does the gentleman get his figures as 
to Pittsburg? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. From Hale’s Encyclopedia of Police Sta- 
tistics. 

Mr. DALZELL. Of what date? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. For the year 1893. Those are the last sta- 
tistics I have been able to obtain. : 

Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman’s figures as to Pittsburg are 
away below the facts. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I apprehend that since 1893 very few cities 
have increased their police force. 

Mr. DALZELL. I think Pittsburg has; I am not sure. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Very few if any have done so; perhaps 
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Pittsburg may have done so. But there has been in general a 

tendency since 1893 to retrench—to limit expenses instead of ex- 
ding—for in these recent years we have had one of the most 

Pightful panics ever known in the history of this country. 

Take another city—a city larger than Washington—the city of 
Cleveland, Ohio. According to these statistics, Cleveland had a 
police force of 252 patrolmen and 58 officers and attendants, mak- 
ing a total police force of 310 members, as compared with the city 
of Washington with its police force of 900 members. The city of 
Cleveland and the city of Pittsburg are both larger cities than 
Washington—were larger in 1893—were larger in 1890. 

Now, taking other cities, we find that the city of Minneapolis 
had a police force of 190 patrolmen, 35 officers and attendants, 
making a total police force of 225 members. Yet here in Wash- 
ington, a city of nearly the same size, you find a police force of 
four times that number. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 
r. PITNEY. I ask that the gentleman’s time be extended for 
five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, in 1893 the population of 
Minneapolis was estimated to be 220,000. The population of 
Washington in 1890 was 230,000, and in 1893 was estimated at 
250,000. 

Take another city—Kansas City, Mo., and Kansas City, Kans., 
combined +with a population in 1893 of 191,000—we find that ac- 
cording to the statistics published in this same encyclopedia there 
were there 157 patrolmen, 63 officers and attendants, making a 
total police force of 220 members. Washington City has nearly 
four times that many. 

Now, take Milwaukee, a city of the estimated population in 
1893 of 240,000. The bers force of that city, according to the 
latest statistics I could find, namely, in 1893, was 225 patrolmen 
and 43 officers and attendants, making a total of 268. Yet, here 
in the city of Washington, a city of almost the same size, you have 
the — police force of more than three times that of Mil- 
waukee. 

Mr. PITNEY. Does the gentleman say that this city has 900 
members of the police force? 

Mr. SHAFRO I do not say that this bill provides for that 
number, but, including the number of the police and watchers of 
Government buildings and grounds, it is The total number 
of members of the police force and attendants, according to this 
section of the bill, is 623 for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PITNEY. Now, if the gentleman will allow me to inter- 
= him—I do so only for the purpose of getting at the exact 

acts —— 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Certainly. 

Mr. PITNEY. The gentleman will find that in this whole bill 
there is provision for 1 major, 12 lieutenants, 31 sergeants, and 
500 privates, the privates being divided into two classes, accord- 
ing to their salaries; that is, 300 privates of class 1, at $900 each, 
and 200 privates of class 2, at $1,080 each; so that the total police 
force of this District, as provided for in this bill, instead of being 
over 600, as just stated by the gentleman, is only 544. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. As I understand, the statistics given in the 
volume to which I refer include all attendants at stations—opera- 
tives and officers of that kind, just as in this section every person 
of that kind is included. 

Mr. PITNEY. Does the gentleman think it fair to include, for 
instance, ambulance drivers as a part of the police force? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. They are included in the figures for the 
other cities. 

Mr. PITNEY. How does the gentleman know that? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. In some instances the attendants are spe- 
cifically named, with the salary that each one gets. 

Mr. PITNEY. Where does the gentleman get his figures as to 
the present ee of Washington? 

tr. SHAFROTH. They are only an estimate. 

Mr. PITNEY. The police in this city take an annual census, 
and the superintendent of police, who has been before our com- 
mittee, says that the city’now contains nearly or quite 300,000 
population. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. The estimate given in the World Almanac 
of the population of the District of Columbia this year is 277,000. 
I estimated the number in 1893, at the time the statistics I have 
quoted were collected, to be 250,000, which is about the correct 
number, I think. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. What does the encyclopedia to which the 
gentleman has referred give as the pumber of the police force of 
the city of Washington? 

Mr.SHAFROTH. Idonotknow. The statistics are not given 
for all the cities. For one or two I was obliged to refer to other 
sources. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Then it does not give the number of the po- 
lice force in the city of Washington? 

Mr. SHAFRO No, I think not. At least, I did not exam- 


ine as to Washington, as I took the number appropriated for in 
this bill as the correct number for this city. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to say that if there is a place in the 
United States which has less necessity than any other for a large 
police force, it is the city of Washington. And why? You have 
no element here that creates disturbances. You have no elements 


here that would create riots and disorders of that kind, whereas. 


these large manufacturing cities have elements that often create 
riots and require a large police force. 

Mr. HUNTER. Does not the gentleman forget that Congress 
convenes here? a 

Mr. SHAFROTH. The population of this city is in large part 
composed of officers of this vernment in the various Depart- 
ments. They are not only law-abiding citizens, but they are spe- 
cially imbued with the intention and desire of preserving good 
order in the city of Washington. Why, Mr. Chairman, there are 
20,000 people in this city, heads of families, who are drawing sala- 
ries from the Government and whose every motive, object, and 
intent is to preserve the peace of this capital city of the nation. 

. Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
on? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLAND. I may be mistaken, but my understanding is 
that besides the police force you speak of, the Government itself 
polices its own buildings and property, and pays forit. | 

Mr. SHAFROTH. ‘The police force of the District of Columbia, 
provided for in this bill, numbers 623, including all employees and 
officers of the police department proper. In addition to that, the 
police force maintained by the Government for its various build- 
ings and its grounds, such as the Iowa Circle, the Dupont Circle, 
the Thomas Circle, the grounds in front of the Smithsonian Insti- 
tution, and the Capitol Grounds, numbers 280 persons more, who 
aa policemen, and officers. That makes a total force 
of 903. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired, 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I should like a few minutes more. 

Mr. BLAND. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
have five minutes more. 

Mr. PITNEY. I should like to ask the gentleman if he can not 
conclude in a couple of minutes? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I will try to. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that there is no occasion 
for this large number of police officers; that we have never had 
any necessity for so large a number. I never heard of a riot or 
disturbance of any great magnitude in this city. There is no oc- 
casion for the concentration of a great police force here. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. What about Coxey’s army? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. That was notariot. I believe that here is 
an item on which you can save from $100,000 to $150,000 a year 
for the benefit of the people of the District of Columbia and for 
the benefit of the people of the United States. If this large police 
force is necessary, of course give it; but when you contrast it 
with the force of cities that are larger in population than the city 
of Washington, contrast it with the police force of cities near the 
size of this city, and find that the Government police and the Dis- 
trict police together, including all attendants, are two or three 
times as large as those in other cities, it seems to me there ought 
to be a scaling down here. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Will the gentleman allow me to 
suggest that we have in this city a larger number of National 
Guards in proportion to the population, I suppose, than in any 
other city in the Union, for the maintenance of which we spend 
a large sum of money every year, and which could be called on in 
case of need. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. The gentleman from Kansas suggests that 
we have in this city the National Guard, which can be called upon 
at all times to suppress any disturbance or riot. Mr. Chairman, 
when Pittsburg, according to these statistics, has only a police 
force of 360, when Detroit has but 336; Minneapolis, 225; Kansas 
City, Kans., and Kansas City, Mo., together, 220; Cleveland, Ohio, 
310; Denver, Colo., 144, and this city, including the Government 
police, has a total force of 900, it seems to me that the number 
appropriated for in this bill is excessive. 

Mr. PITNEY. Will the gentleman answer a question? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes. 

Mr. PITNEY. Doesthe gentleman know what is the territorial 
extent of these several cities which he has named? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Ido not. 

Mr. PITNEY. Well, that makes all the difference in the world. 
It is upon that ground that the superintendent of the District 
police force appeared before your Committee on Appropriations 
and insisted that the number at present is not adequate and that 
an additional force of fifty should be provided for. He has with 
him in that the recommendation of the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I have no doubt that the gentleman from 
New Jersey is trying to keep the number down, and I have no 
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doubt that if we should increase the force and give them the fifty 
now asked for it would not bea year till they asked for fifty more. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It is not the purpose to police the whole Stats 
of Maryland, is it? [Laughter.]} 

Mr. LENTZ. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. PITNEY. I should like to be recognized. 

The CHAIRMAN. To whom does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SHAFROTH, I will yield to the gentleman from Ohio for 
&@ moment. 

Mr. LENTZ. I should like to ask the gentleman from Colorado 
whether these men who are to be thrown out of employment, if 
your motion is sustained here, are to get employment in these 
times of confidence and prosperity in the East or in the West? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I can not help it where they are to get em- 
ployment. I do not believe that the Government gives too much 
for its services, but I believe that when the Government employs 
two men or three men where other corporations of the same size 
employ only one man, we are recreant to our trust unless we keep 
the number down. Mr. Chairman, I believe this is too large a 
number. I believe in giving an ample and proper police force to 
this city, but it seems to me the proper number must be deter- 
mined by comparison with other cities. I believe the passage of 
this amendment will result in a saving to the people of the District 
of Columbia and to the people of the United States without doing 
any harm. : 

Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Chairman, the District police, properly so 
called, consists of 544men. That is the number of men now upon 
the roll. It was increased by a few a year ago. Previous to that 
time it was 25 or 50 less. We can adopt one of two policies. 
These men are now in the employ of the District. They are ex- 
perienced policemen. Everyone of them has manifested his fit- 
ness for the place by passing a civil-service examination and also 
a physical examination. They are all uniformed; they are all 
organized; they are all subject to their commands, their details 
of service, and they are familiar with their duties. The latest of 
those employed have had nearly a year’s experience. Now, the 
gentleman’s proposition means that we shall cut off one-half of all 
the privates. He proposes at this particular point to cut off 150, 
and to be consistent he must provide for the cutting off of 100 on 
the next line below, making a reduction of 259 privates. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. No; 100 from the 300, leaving 200, and 50 
from 200, leaving 150, or leaving a total of 350 patrolmen instead 
of 500. 

Mr. PITNEY. Then,I think the wording of the gentleman’s 
present amendment is wrong; but no matter about that. The 
gentleman proposes to reduce the number to 350. He proposes to 
cut off 150 men. It is not merely a question of hardship to the 
men, although gentlemen on that side of the House seem to have 
been very anxious to raise the pay of 23 of these drivers included 
in the gentleman's 900. Not only will it work hardship to these 
men, but you are going to disorganize the whole police force, If 
the gentleman and [could sit down and converse about this thing, 
he would not seriously contend that it was a proper thing to do. 
I will go with the gentleman in opposing any unnecessary increase 
in the police force; but the force is now organized, employed, and 
deemed to be necessary by those charged with the administration 
of the affairs of the District, and it seems to me it is véry impra- 
dent for us to reduce the number. 

The superintendent of the police force, the experienced Major 
Moore, backed up by the opinion of the Commissioners, came be- 
fore us and said that they needed more men, that they needed an 
additional fifty men on the force. Your committee has not given 
them a single additional man, and we are opposing any unneces- 
sary increase in the force. I read from the hearings before the 
subcommittee of the Committee on Appropriations on this sub- 
ject. Major Moore made this statement: 

The increase of 50 men asked for in these estimates is in view of the fact 


that the greatest number of men available for the performance of duty at 
any time lact year, during twenty-four hours, was. 


The gentleman from Colorado will understand that thesemen are 
on duty only eight hours each during the twenty-four. There is 
a law in force here, which I do not suppose the gentleman will 
have the hardihood to propose to have repealed, making eight 
hours a day’s work, and therefore it takes three gangs or squads 
of policemen to cover the twenty-four hours. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. That is true in every city, is it not? 

Mr. PITNEY. Ido not think it is true in every city. I think 
they are divided into two squads in other cities. Major Moore 
continues: 


— city now has a population of nearly 300,000, and the area is 72.9 square 
miles. 


Mr. SHAFROTH. Does this force go outside of the city limits? 
Mr. PITNEY. It does. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Howmany go out? 

Mr. PITNEY. I do not know, but it is stated distinctly by 





FEBRUARY 1, 





Major Moore that the mounted gy are used in potnaliing 
sparsely settled sections of the trict. For instance, he says: 
In the sparsely settled suburban district these cavalrymen act as skirmish- 
ers. Forinstance, take a large settlement like Mount Pleasant, Columbia 
Heights, Eckington, Brookland, or Takoma, and they require footmen. The 
result of thatis that the —_ before last, when we received 50 men, 50 per cent 
of them were distributed for the protection of those settlements. A man can 


ae jump off his saddle to chase a thief over a fence. They are very service- 
able. 


Then, in, ae hard times there has been a great increase in the 
amount of crime. The number of arrests is larger, and more care is abso- 
lutely apeeemte. People who become frightened require more care, and we 
are anxious to have at least 50 more men. 

There is some more of it, but I will not weary your patience 
with that. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? ‘ 

Mr. PITNEY. If it is not a political question, I will. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Ido not ask political questions about 
a business matter. 

Mr. PITNEY. Very well. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Is it not true that the police force of 
this city was increased when Coxey’s army came here, for the 
purpose of preventing a general disturbance, and isit not also a fact 
that the police force has never been reduced since? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Let him answer the question. My 
time has not expired. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

_ Mr. PITNEY. I would like a couple of minutes to answer the 
inquiry. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iask unanimous consent to be recognized, and 
I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. PITNEY. 1 thank my colleague on the committee. I am 
informed by the clerk of the Committee on Appropriations, who 
has the most accurate and reliabie information, that there was no 
increase in the police force by reason of the Coxey invasion. My 
recollection is there were specially appointed constables at the 
time. 

I was not here at the time, but I am told there was no perma- 
nent addition to the force; and I want to say to the gentleman 
that these policemen do not only the work done in cities, such as 
the city of Pittsburg and Kansas City and other places, but they 
have to do constabulary duty over all the sparsely settled districts 
comprised in the whole District of Columbia, and it is difficult to 
get out to some of them, especially if we are to have no bridges 
across Rock Creek, as some gentlemen seem to believe, and it 
gives considerable trouble to reach some of those places. You 
have to go a long way around by the road in order to get to vari- 
ous points. I hope the amendment will be voted down. The 
committee are not here asking for any increase, and they do not 
believe in any unnecessary force. In another Congress we were 
asked for fifty, and we did not allow it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to say one word. If the members of 
the Committee of the Whole could realize the efforts made by the 
subcommittee having this bill in charge to keep down the police 
force, and the pressure successfully resisted, I think there would 
be concurrence in the views submitted by the gentleman from 
New Jersey. My own impression is that the police force is too 
large; but you must take into account the fact that the entire 
District of Columbia is patrolled or policed by the force. 

Estimates have heretofore been made for increases by the chief 
of police, which have been urged forcibly, but we have resisted 
them. We have reduced them, and this time denied a single ad- 
ditional policeman, hecause,I am frank to say, as I said a while 
ago, that I think we have too many now. If, however, we limit 
the force to its present number, I think the committee can safely 
rest the matter there. 

Mr. PITNEY. Will the gentleman permit an iaterruption? I 
would like to ask the gentleman if he does not recollect that last 
year in introducing the bill we did not recommend any increase 
in the force? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ido; and further remember that on several 
occasions the bill has been reported to the House without an in- 
crease of the force, but in conference we are often compelled to 
yield somewhat in order to reach an agreement. 

Now, then, I desire to say along this line that I think the Com- 
mittee on a has acted with discretion and exhibited 
some courage. I will not and do not desire to criticise the gentle- 
man who offers this amendment. I sympathize with his effort to 
reduce the force. I think, as I said a moment ago, the force is too 
large; but it may be that we can not make the reduction meperet 
with safety to the public interest, and I think therefore the House 
had better let it stand as reported. For two or three years, as I 
recall, we have not increased the force at this end of the Capitol. 
The increase has come from the other body, and in the process of 
adjustment and compromise the House been compelled to 
yield. Therefore the force has grown up to be somewhat in excess 
of the actual demands of the District. 
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Mr. PITNEY. I want to say, if I am one of the conferees on 
this bill, and the gentlemen from Vermont and Missouri [Mr. 
Grout and Mr. DockERy] are in the conference, the conferees on 
the part of the House will have no hesitation in saying to the con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate that the spirit of this House will 
not admit of a further increase this year. 

Mr. DOCKERY. For myself, I would prefer to bring the bill 
back and fight it out between the House and the Senate rather 
than authorize one single additional policeman for the coming 


fiscal year. ‘ 
Mr. P Y. The gentleman from Colorado need have noap- 
prehension. His wishes will be represented in the conference. 
Mr. 8 OTH. Mr. Chairman, I want to say one word in 


regard to the police outside of the city of Washington. Now, the 
appropriation made here is for forty-three lieutenants, sergeants, 
and privates, mounted. Thatisthe forceofthemountedpolice. Of 
course that would be used, and only a part of that force used out- 
side of the city of Washington; and it seems to me, therefore, 
that this amount which I have asked to be cut out is a reasonable 
and conservative amount. 

Mr. PITNEY. The gentleman will remember that I read from 
the hearing showing that the foot policemen are also used and re- 
quired in the suburbs as well as mounted policemen. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For general supplies, repairs, new batteries, and battery supplies, tele- 
phone rental and purchase, wire for extension of the telegraph and telephone 
service, repairs of lines and instruments, purchase of poles. tools, insulators, 
brackets, pins, hardware, cross arms, ice, record books, stationery, printing, 
purchase of harness, washing, blacksmithing, forage, extra labor, new boxes, 
and other necessary items, $11,500. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out, on page 30, 
in line 7, the words ‘‘rental and.’”’ The Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, under the act of 1896, ‘‘are hereby directed to 
report to Congress at its next regular session what charges are 
made in the District of Columbia to the public and the Govern- 
ment for the use of telephones, and the relative charges made for 
telephones in other cities by underground and overhead wires.” 
I would like to know, Mr. iin , from the committee,if any 
such report is in their possession. 

Mr. GROUT. There was no such report to this committee. I 
suppose the rates are the usual rates that are charged to the peo- 
ple of the District. 

Mr. BERRY. Why does the Government pay rent for its own 
telephones? 

Mr. GROUT. Because the Government has not purchased the 
patents, I a 

Mr. BERRY. I want to say that the charge for telephones in 
Washington is the most extravagant of any city that I know of 
in the United States. The monopoly here charges $130 for private 
telephones, whereas in other cities they only charge from $30 to 
$50. The dividends upon the stock of the telephone company in 
the city of Washington are very extravagant. 

Iam stopping at a hotel where they pay $130 for a telephone, 
and yet I can not communicate with the next hotel without drop- 
ping a dime into the slot. That is in addition to the $130 that 
they receive from the rent of the telephone paid by the pro rietors 
of the hotel. If there is any remedy for the people of the District 
of Columbia through this body, I want to call attention to the fact 
that the rates of this company are wonderfully extravagant in the 
city of Washington. I want to know, if I can find out, what 
rentals we are paying to this extravagant corporation? 

Mr. PITNEY. The Committee on Appropriations have tried 
twice to control this subject and have found themselves without 
the power to doit. I think for two years successively there have 
been amendments on the bill to limit the telephone rates, but they 
have not been successful. 

Mr. BERRY. Is not there a bill before your committee to fix 
the rate of telephones for private houses at $25, of commercial 
houses at $35, and others at $50,and yet we can get no report from 
the committee? 

Mr. PITNEY. Is that before the Committee on Appropriations? 

Mr. BERRY. No; I understand it is before the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PITNEY. Well, new legislation will be necessary to regu- 
late a matter of that kind. No good would be done by adopting 
the gentleman’s amendment. 

Mr. BERRY. I want to know how much the Government is 
paying this monopoly for the use of the telephone? 

r.GROUT. Mr. Chairman, this is a matter that was not in- 
quired into by the committee; no question was raised in regard 
to it before the committee. Had the gentleman come before the 
committee or called our attention to it, we should certainly have 
inquired particularly into the matter and would have been able to 
give the gentleman full information. 

Mr. BERRY. Iwill ask the chairman of the committee whether 
the Commissioners have reported to him, as required by the act of 
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1896, where they are directed to report to Congress what charges 
are made in the District of Columbia for telephones, etc.? 

Mr. GROUT. Of course this committee would have power to 
limit an appropriation made by them, as we did two years ago 
upon gas and electricity. Had our attention been called to it, we 
would have been glad to have investigated this subject and regu- 
lated it in the interest of the public. I am wholly unable to give 
any information as to this rental, but I suppose it is the commer- 
cial rate paid by private individuals in the District. The report 
the gentleman speaks of was made to the District Committee and 
not to the Committee on Appropriations. Our attention was not 
called to it, and we knew nothing about it. 

Mr. BERRY. The genileman can not inform me how much 
that amount is? 

Mr. GROUT. It is the commercial rate, I have no doubt. 

Mr. PITNEY. The gentleman is standing beside a member of 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, who can give him the 
information he asks for. 

Mr. BERRY. Iam asking the chairman of the committee in 
charge of this bill. 

Mr. GROUT. I have stated that it was not brought to the at- 
tention of the committee whether these charges were reasonable 
or unreasonable. They were submitted to us by the Commission- 
ers of the District, and we supposed them to be reasonable, and I 
expect now they are. Nothing occurred to raise any suspicions 
but what they were, or we should have given more particular 
attention to the matter. 

Mr. BERRY. If the chairman of the committee would act on 
the assumption that all corporations asking an appropriation ask 
an extravagant one, I think he would be safe. 

Mr. GROUT. Nocorporation is asking this appropriation. It 
wasasked by the Commissioners, who, Iassume, acted in good faith. 

Mr. BERRY. All right; I simply wanted the House to have 
this information if it could be obtained. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I am very glad the gentleman 
from Kentucky has brought this matter to the attention of the 
House. Of course this general subject does not, under the rules 
of the House, come before the committee having charge of this 
bill. But I have an impression, amounting, in fact, to a positive 
conviction, that the telephone service as now operated is perhaps 
the most odious monopoly in this city save and except the gas 
monopoly. Possibly the telephone monopoly takes the tirst rank; 
from complaints that have been made to me by private citizens in 
—— folgment and veracity I have full confidence, I think it 

oes. 

Iam sure that the District Committee should report without 
delay a bill putting the restraining power of the law upon this 
telephone monopoly in the District of Columbia. As the gentle- 
wan from New Jersey remarked, during the last two or three 
Congresses amendments have. at various times appeared on this 
bill in the House limiting the amount to be paid for telephone 
service; but when the appropriation bills have returned to us in 
conference, we find long black lines across such paragraphs, strik- 
ing them out. We have been unable to secure the consent of the 
other body to a reduction of rates. 

Iam glad the gentleman from Kentucky has raised this ques- 
tion; for the power of this odious, grasping monopoly should be 
checked, and I trust that after the ventilation which this matter 
has already had the very efficient District Committee of the House 
will forthwith proceed to consider the question and report a suit- 
able bill on the subject. 

Mr. CLARDY. Whose business is it to fix these rentals? 

Mr. DOCKERY The Commissioners of the Districtof Columbia. 

In further reply to the suggestion of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Berry], let me say I think usually [ am fairly fa- 
miliar with the items of appropriation, but for the life of me I 
can not now tell him what we pay astelephone rentals. The mat- 
ter has not been brought to my attention in recent years. But 
the prices are determined under the authority of the District Com- 
missioners. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
PitNEY] referred to the fact that the gentleman from Kentucky 
was standing beside myself, and that I, asa member of the Dis- 
trict Committee, ought to be able to give him the information he 
sought. I see that the chairman of the District Committee is now 
present; he can speak for himself and for the committee better 
thanIcan. Iwish to say, however, that I have no doubt the com- 
mittee will take jurisdiction of this question, because I find that 
a bill on the subject has been referred to them which will confer 
jurisdiction—a bill regulating the charges for telephones within 
the District. Our committee,on account of the early stage of the 
session, has not yet considered the subject in any way, but I have 
no doubt we shall do so and attempt to remedy the evil complained 
of by the gentleman from Kentucky, if it be an evil. 

Mr. PITNEY. What I desired to inquire was whether the 
Commissioners had reported concerning the existing rates, in 
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pursuance of a provision inserted in the District appropriation 
act @ year ago? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. So far as I know, there has been no such 
report submitted by the District Commissioners, Any such re- 
port would probably be referred by the Speaker to the District 
Committee, as the one having jurisdiction of the subject; but we 
have not received such a report, so far as I know. I see, how- 
ever, that the chairman of the committee is present, and he can 
answer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The 
gentleman from Kentucky J fr. BERRY]. 

Mr. BERRY. In view of the indefinite character of the infor- 
mation which we get from the committee, I do not know whether 
the rentals now paid by the District government are satisfactory. 
If I could discover what itis paying I might form a judgment 
upon that subject. But it appears that the members of the com- 
mittee have no more information on that subject than other mem- 
bers on the floor. I know that at my hotel $130 a year is paid as 
telephone rental; but if I want to use the telephone I must hunt 
up a10-cent piece and drop it into the slot, the company thus 
swelling its revenue. I do not understand that any such thing is 
practiced in other large cities of this country. I know that at 
least in hotels the guests of the house have the right to the free 
use of the telephone. 

Mr. PITNEY. If the gentleman from Kentucky will bear with 
me a moment, I desire to suggest an amendment to his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BERRY. If the gentlemen on the committee will adopt 
some measure which will remedy the existing evil and give us 
reasonable rates for telephone service, so that we shall no longer 
be robbed, as we are in this city, I shall have nothing more to say. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Hopxins having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had passed 
bills and joint resolutions of the following titles; in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested: 

S. R. 91, Joint resolution authorizing the Public Printer to use 
certain Government telegraph poles; and 

S. R. 95. Joint resolution instructing the Secretary of War to 
return to the State of Ohio the flags of certain regiments of the 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 6546) making appropriations for the 
support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899, had 
asked for a conference with the House of Representatives on the 
bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr. Quay, Mr. HALE, 
and Mr. FAULKNER as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 4751) making appropriations for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899, and for other purposes. 

DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The committee resumed its session. ; 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 

Mr. PITNEY. I now ask to return to the paragraph on page 
80, relating to the telephone service, because I have put into shape 
the amendment which I wish to offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey offers the 
amendment which the Clerk will read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Insert, in line 13, page 30, after the word “ dollars,” the following: 

* Provided, That from and after the passage of this act it shall be unlawful 
for any person or any telephone company doing business in the District of 
Columbia to charge or receive more than $59 per annum for the use of a tele- 

hone on a separate wire; 840 for each telephone, there being not more than 
wo on a wire; $30 for each telephone, there being not more than three ona 
wire, and $25 for each telephone, there being four or more on the same wire.” 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 


uestion is on the amendment of the 


Berry] withdraw his amendment? 
Mr. BERRY. Yes,Ido. I understand the committee to offer 


that amendment in lieu of mine. 

Mr. PITNEY. This is offered as a substitute for the gentle- 
man’s amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Berry] is withdrawn. 

Mr. FOOTE. I should like to ask the gentleman from New 
Jersey if there has been any computation showing how the tele- 
phone chargesin this city compare with the charges for telephone 
service in other cities? 


Mr. PITNEY. I have made no recent investigation. There 
Was an investigation made a year ago, and there was a ort 
called for which seems to have been brought into Congress. Just 


what it chows I can not tell the gentleman now. 
Mr. FOOTE. Is there anything to show that these companies 


here can reduce their charges below those ordinarily paid in other 
Cities? 


ns 





Mr. PITNEY. There is evidence to show that they can reduce 
the rates they charge here in order to bring them down to what 
they charge in other cities, Their charges here are very high. 
In the eas building they charge $112.50 for an ordinary tele- 
phone, and $145, I believe, for a metallic circuit, and I understand 
that the same rates are paid by the District Commissioners. 

Mr. FOOTE. Iam asking for information only, not that I am 
opposed to the amendment. I wanted to know how the rates 
compared with those in New York City, for instance? 

o Mr. PITNEY. Ido not know what the rates are in New York 
ity. 

Mr. FOOTE. I think they are much higher than these. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I would suggest to the gentleman that he 
allow the amendment to be agreed to in the form offered, and in 
the meantime the committee can investigate the question. 

Mr. FOOTE. Very well. 

The amendment offered by Mr. PITNEY was agreed to 


The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
ows: 


For the relief and care of the poor and destitute, and for such charitab!e 
and reformatory work, and such care and medical and surgical treatment of 
rand destitute patients in the District of Columbia as have been hereto- 
ore usually provided for by direct appropriations to private institutions, and 
as the District Commissioners may deem necessary, the sum of $98,700, to Le 
expended under the direction of said Commissioners, either under contract 
with responsible and competent persons or institutions, or by employing for 
the purpose the public institutions or agencies of said District wiiere practi- 
cable: Provided, That no such contract shall extend beyond the 30th day of 
June, 1899, and that no payment shall be made under any such contract ex- 
cept for service actually rendered, for which compensation shall be provided 
in said contract; and that said Commissioners shall report to Congress on or 
before the first Monday of December in each year a detailed statement of their 
expenditures theretofore made under this appropriation, and of all contracts 
made by them hereunder, giving the names of the ree and institutions 
contracted with, and stating what further expenditures will be required 
thereunder: Provided further, That institutions that may be contrac with 
hereunder shall havo the privilege of purchasing supplies necessary to the 
fulfillment of their contracts from District government contractors at con- 
tract rates, and the Commissioners of the District are hereby directed to in- 
sert, in future lettings, such stipulations in contracts as will secure this priv- 
ilege to said institutions. 


Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, before making a motion to amend 
this section, I should like to inquire what the gentleman in charge 
of this bill understands will become of that section of the act of 
1896 which guards against the use of this appropriation for sec- 
tarian purposes? If it is the law now, all right. If it is not, I 
should like to offer an amendment. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I will say in reply to the gentle- 
man that the section referred to has not been repealed, unless by 
implication. My own opinion is that it has not n repealed by 
implication. Nevertheless, I think there is room to raise a ques- 
tion whether or not such is the case. 

Mr. PITNEY. That act has been reenacted once, and the date 
extended to June 30, 1898. It has becomea part of the permanent 
law and there is no reason for reenacting it now. 


Mr. GROUT. Isuppose the act referred to by the gentleman 
is the following: 


And it is hereby declared to be the policy of the Government of the United 
States to make no appropriation of money or property for the purpose of 
founding, maintaining, or aiding by payment for services, expenses, or other- 
wise, any church or religious denomination. or any institution or society 
which is under sectarian or ecclesiastical control; and it is hereby enacted 
that. from and after the 30th day of June, 1898, no money ay mbes we for 
charitable purposes in the District of Columbia shall be paid to any church 
or religious denomination, or to any institution or society which is under 
sectarian or ecclesiastical control. 


This section was first enacted in the SS. bill of 1897 
and reenacted in the last appropriation bill; but it was accompa- 
nied at the same time by distinct appropriations to all these differ- 
ent institutions, the same as before that time, among which were 
some confessedly under ecclesiastical control. What the legal 
status of this provision as permanent law might ve when coupled 
with specific appropriations of a precisely contrary character 
would be a matter for the court to determine. 

Mr. CLARDY. I should like to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee a question. At the time that was enacted here in the last 
Congress, after the discussion with reference to furnishing money 
for sectarian schools, was it not distinctly understood that at the 
expiration of the time specified in that act, all these appropria- 
tions for sectarian schools of every kind and description should 
cease, and that hereafter appropriations should be expended under 
the direction of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia? 

Mr. GROUT. Yes; it was expected they would cease, and I 
think that was the understanding in the last Congress, particu- 
larly in the House, and also in the Senate. That is correct; and 
there are no sectarian appropriations proper in this bill. This 
bill a a lump sum. It refers indirectly to the exist- 
ence of these appropriations to these specific charities as having 
existed before. 

Mr. CLARDY. Then, if I understand, there is no cy 
tion in this bill specifically intended to be appropriated to these 
sectarian institutions or used by them. 





1898. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1335 





Mr. GROUT. No; there is a lump sum placed at the disposal 
of the Commissioners. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, if there is any doubt about the 
law, of course it had better be made certain. If, in the opinion of 
the gentleman having charge of this bill, that law is still in force, 
I do not care to encumber either the bill or the Recorp with ay 
further suggestions about it; but if there is any doubt about it, 
think that what has heretofore been declared to be the settled 
policy of the Government in eee to this particular matter 
should be again declared in this bill, if there has been, by the 
action of the Senate or anybody else, anything that clouds or 
obscures that purpose of the law. 

Mr. GROUT. ell, Mr. Chairman, I want the House to under- 
stand this matter. While this appropriation has been made in the 
last two appropriation bills to these specific charities, it has been 
accompanied by this statement. The statement originated in the 
first of the last two bills. Now the question arises, what is meant 
by it? The Government declares it to be its policy not to appro- 
priate for sectarian purposes, and at the same ~~ right on 
and appropriates specifically for those purposes. en the gen- 
tleman asks me what my opinion about it is, that is one thing. 

What I think would be a proper and suitable thing to do in this 
connection, in order to make it so plain that there should be no 

uestion as to the meaning of this body, is another thing. And 
am free to say that I think the amendment which I understand 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Evans] pro to offer 
would not be superfluous, but would make certain that this House 
means that this money shall not be expended for sectarian pur- 


poses. 

Mr. EVANS. In view of what the gentleman says, while I do 
not care to discuss this matter, because it has already been amply 
discussed, I will offer the amendment I now send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The amendment of Mr. EvANs was read, as follows: 

Insert in line 10, page 38, after the word “thereunder,” the following: 

“ Provided further, That the sum hereby appropriated shall be expended 
under the conditions and limitations ieepeeell in the act making appropria- 
tions to provide for the expenses of the government of the District of Colum- 
bia for the fiscal year 1897, page 29, Statutes at Large of the United States.” 

Mr. EVANS. I may add, Mr. Chairman, that that isin the line 
of past action. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I wish to make an 
inquiry of the chairman of the committee. I want to inquire if 
this appropriation is confined entirely to the District of Columbia. 
I presume itis. I wish, however, that it could be extended so as 
to cover a larger portion of the country, as, in my opinion, we shall 
need charitable institutions over a great portion of the country, 
particularly in the New England States. [Laughter.] I read an 
rs from the Lewiston Journal, appearing in the Boston 

erald. 

Mr. LENTZ. In what State is that? 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. The Lewiston Journal is printedin 
Lewiston, in the State of Maine. 

A MreMBer. Who represents that city? 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I think that paper is owned and 
edited partly by the distinguished chairman of the Committee on 
Ways and Means |[ Mr. DinGLey],if I have been correctly informed. 
en 

Mr. DINGLEY. Doyouwanttosubscribeforitnow? [Laugh- 


r. 
hte. MAGUIRE. It seems to be a fair and frank and valuable 


paper. ; 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. He will need more subscribers if the 

conditions set forth here are correct: 
LUMBER. 

The Lewiston (Me.) Journal, Congressman DINGLEY's paper, and about the 
brightest paper northeast of the Boston Herald, way gets at the truth in 
its news columns. Indeed, its trade reports can usually be indorsed by the 
Herald. Editorially, itis politically warped. In its Saturday edition it states: 

“For the first time in twenty years Bearce, Wilson & Co., of Lewiston, 
have neither teams nor men in the woods this winter. ‘It seems odd,’ says 
Mr. Wilson, ‘ but it is better to wait until lumber is worth something. The 
low price of lumber is responsible in part, although there are other causes. 
Probably we shall get to work again next winter.’” 


Well, that is a good way off—next winter; and in the meantime, 
Mr. Chairman, we may need the aid of these charitable institu- 
tions, for what are these gentlemen going to live upon until next 
winter if they can not get any opportunity to cut logs this winter? 

The editorial goes on to say, referring to this article in the 
Journal: 

Yet we have the Dingley ae rity tariff, a tariff especially designed to 
favor the lumber trade. Indeed, lumber is one of the four great staples that 
it ble for any protective tariff to affect. Nearly every other staple 
we produce is low enough in price to be exported. The other three staples 
are wool, woolens, and sugar. It er be added that the firm mentioned 
above has been for many years one of the largest, if not the largest, lumber 
coepeters in the ea postion “an —_ = the aaa — is re : 

a@ very du on. Gene @ spruce-lumber operators 
Maine aro doing but little. a ee <; 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is the Boston Herald you are reading 

from—a free-trade paper. 


Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. It is a New England paper that 
robably understands the situation as well as any other paper in 
hat part of the country. 

Mr. QUIGG. It is a Populist paper. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Now, it seems to me we ought to be- 
gin to appropriate money for charitable purposes, for the benefit 
of the State of Maine particularly, because if protection is not 
going to help the lumber trade, what will it help? If I remember 
correctly, when we passed the Dingley bill, we extended the pro- 
tective tariff over into New Brunswick for the benefit of the Maine 
lumbermen. 

We extended it over the river, so as to bring in all the lumber dis- 
trict, all the timber land owned by the manufacturers in the State 
of Maine; and, therefore, if the Dingley bill has failed to protect his 
home and his pet industry, how is it going to help the other indus- 
tries? And, therefore, I think it is high time, Mr. Chairman, that 
we should begin to appropriate for charitable institutions to take 
care of paupers that must and logically will be the result of the 
Dingley bill, if what this New England paper states is correct. 
Now, the great West is all right—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I ask unanimous consent that my 
time be extended. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Isimply wish to be recognized half a minute 
merely to furnish the gentleman information. I have just this to 


say—— 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. If I can get the time, I will extend 
it to the gentleman. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I simply want to say—— 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. If I can get the time, I will yield to 
the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request that the 
time of the gentleman from Kansas be extended five minutes? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Now, I will yield to the gentleman 
from Maine. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ithink you may goon. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I was about to say 
that the great West is all right in spite of the Dingley bill. The 
other day the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Pirnry] took oc- 
casion to criticise some remarks that I was making in regard to 
the return of prosperity, etc., in the New England States. He 
said in part: 

I am glad to know that sho is “all right.”” But it would seem now that, 
not content with paying off $50,000,000 of private indebtedness within one 
year, the Representatives of that State, finding no adequate cause of com- 
plaint within their own borders, are reaching out and seizing upon fictitious 
statements of calamities elsewhere in order to slander the present condition 
of the American people. Every gentleman can speak of his own district and 
his own section. 

Now, that is just what I was doing, speaking for my section, 
speaking for every other gentleman’s section, and speaking for the 
whole United States. Now, unfortunately, out in Kansas we have 
to pay tribute to all the trusts and combines that are organized 
for robbing the people. Now, I find that the State of New Jersey 
is the home and birthplace to a great extent of many of these cor- 
oe that plunder the people. In fact, about all New Jersey 

as produced is trusts, combinations, and mosquitoes, 

Mr. MAGUIRE. And statesmen. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. And statesmen, as it lately became 
the residence of the late President of the United States. 

Now, I will enumerate some of the trusts organized in the State 
of New Jersey, and it is what we are complaining of in Kansas. 
This paper, the New York Journal, says: 

ae State legislature creates the trusts; it can bridle or loose its creatures 
5 The telephone combination is the only great combination created and con- 
trolled by the Massachusetts legislature. 

New York can control, if she will, the whisky trust and the Western Union 
Telegraph Company, both of which are organized under her laws. N 


New Jer- 
sey’s laws seem to invite the organization of trusts. The sugar trust, the 


rubber trust, the leather trust, the lead trust, the cotton-seed-oil trust, and 
tobacco trust were all organized under the laws of that State. If any one of 
these organizations is deceiving the people with watered stock or straw di- 
rectors or false bookkeeping, the New 
the fact. 

Now, that is what we are protesting against out in Kansas, be- 
cause we indirectly pay tribute to these trust that are organized 
under the laws of New Jersey; and so I think I had a perfect right 
to speak upon this question, notwithstanding the objections of 
the statesman from New Jersey; and it occurs to me that if the 
Representatives of that State would pay more attention to reform- 
ing the laws of their State and enact laws to control these robber 
trusts and combines that are not only robbing the people in Kan- 
sas, but every other State in the Union, and devote less time to 
designate people on this floor as ‘‘ calamity howlers,” it would be 
better for that State, if we take New Jersey into the Union as a 
State. Iam informed that it came in within the last few years. 
{Laughter.] So I suggest to the gentleman that he leave Kansas 
alone and take care of his own State. He says he can, and I hope 
he will be correct in that. 


ersey legislature is responsible for 
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Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not intend to follow the 
gentleman from Kansas in the speech he has just entertained us 
with on the pending appropriation bill, but I desire to call his at- 
tention to the fact that if he had been a regular subscriber to 
the paper to which he refers he would not be so lamentably igno- 
rant of the lumber industries in the State of Maine. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Do you mean the Lewiston Journal? 

Mr. DINGLEY. The article from which he has quoted shows 
that he saw the single spot on the barn door, but he could not see 
the barn door. It contained a full page of information from the 
various lumbermen in the State, to the effect that their business 
was larger than last year and much larger than the year before, 
and much better; but the one dissenting interview he turned over 
with glee. The gentleman, perhaps, is not at fault, because he 
probably obtained his information from the paper from which he 
quoted, which did not see the multitude of interviews indicating 
improving business, but seized with glee on the brief complaint 
of one man. 

Mr.PITNEY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
Smipson] has seen fit to amuse himself by what he considers a 
very severe arraignment of the State of New Jersey. The head 
and front of her offending, according to the gentleman, is that un- 
der the laws which have been passed by the legislature of that 
State it is possible to form great organizations of capital within 
the State. It is true that such laws exist. It is true that they 
were passed by Democratic legislatures and signed by Democratic 
governors. [Applause on the Republican side.} The State of 
New Jersey had been under the continued ascendancy of the 
Democratic party for thirty years until about four yearsago. It 
had come to sucha pass that there was a legislative trust estab- 
lished in the statehouse, which would sell legislation to anybody 
who would pay the price. And the last crowning act of iniquit 
on the part of that legislative trust was a bill called the “ coal- 
combine bill,” supported by the political associates of the gentle- 
man from Kansas, and which proposed to increase the price of coal 
to every citizen of New Jersey $1 per ton. 

Mr. MAHANY. And throughout the United States. 

Mr. PITNEY. And throughout the United States. It would 
have formed a coal trust that would have held the whole country 
in its grasp. Time, Mr. Chairman, will not permit me, and I do 
not pretend to give the details of that and other equally bad legis- 
lation, except to say that at the next State election—the election 
of 1893—the people of New Jersey, who had been voting the Dem- 
ocratic ticket without interruption for thirty years, arose in their 
wrath and cast that party out of the statehouse by 23,000 ma- 
jority. [Applause on the Republican side.] The ring leaders, 


cept a popular verdict of 23,000 majority, undertook, by the most 
rascally machinations, to steal the State senate and thwart the will 
of the people. The people would not endure this, and in the fall 
election of 1894 they reiterated the verdict of ated a heavy 
majority to the Republican State ticket, and returned for the first 
time a solid Republican delegation to the House of Representatives 
by majorities aggregating 48,000 votes. [Renewed applause. ] 

In the year 1895 these issues were again fought out on the soil 
of New Jersey, and in spite of the fact that the Democratic party 
was so far sobered that they nominated for the office of governor 
a man whose personal character was unimpeachable, the people 
did not dare to trust anybody nominated from that convention, 
and so by 27,000 majority they elected to the office of governor 
the Hon. John W. Griggs, the first Republican governor in thirty 
years, a man who is now about to commence an honorable and 
useful career in the Cabinet of William McKinley. [Applause on 
the Republican side. ] 

In the year 1896, when the very doctrines which are the breath 
of the life of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Simpson] were 
advocated upon every platform in New Jersey, when the eloquent 
Mary Elizabeth Lease, from his own State, spoke upon every plat- 
form in New Jersey which would receive her; when Mr. Bryan, 
the leader of the Popocratic cause, was brought on to make a tour 
of the State and there proclaim his doctrines—and especially in 
the district which I have the honor to represent, where he made 
a dozen speeches—the political associates of the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. SraPson} appealed to the honest farmers of New 
Jersey and asked them to vote for a proposition that, it was claimed, 
would enable them to scale the debts they owed their creditors 
down to 50 cents on the dollar. Some of them disguised the 
proposition with honeyed words; but others did not disguise it; 
they claimed that that was the proposition. 

And the honest farmers in every hamlet, in every township, in 
every voting district, repudiated utterly and with contempt the 
infamous proposition. [Applause.] That is the kind of eae 
we have in Hew Jersey. In the election of 1896 they rolled up a 
majority for William McKinley, for Garret A. Hobart, and for 
honest money and honest dealing of over 87,000 votes. [Great 
applause on the Republican side. } : 

Mr. HANDY. Mr. Chairman, I come from a State just across 






the bay from the great State of New Jersey; and the same news- 


apers that circulate in New Jersey circulate in my State—tho 
hiladelphia daily papers. I kno 7 something about the argu- 


ments with which the honest farmers of New Jersey, the honest 


farmers and working people of Delaware, were appealed to in 
order to induce them to give this verdict which the distinguished 
gentleman from New Jersey has referred to. They were appealed 
to with arguments which promised them such an era of golden 
prosperity as they had never known before. They did give an 
overwhelming majority for the “advance agent of prosperity;” 
and, Mr. Chairman, if there be ee in the political signs 
of the times, they are deeply and truly repenting in sackcloth and 
oe the verdict that they gave. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 

I have in my hand, Mr. Chairman, a letter dated January 30, 
from one of my constituents, telling of a visit he recently made to 
the city of Philadelphia and what he saw there of this glorious 
BY arm, pas 4 ” which we have been hearing about. The other day 
when I was s ing about ‘‘ pr rity” one of the Representa- 
tives on this floor from the city of Philadelphia interrupted me to 
notify me that there were 150,000 more men at work in Pennsyl- 
vania than were at work one —_ ago. This letter came to me 
as a strange commentary on *¢ statement. Here is what this 
gentleman wrote me: 

I was in Philadelphia the next day— 


Our people go much to Philadelphia, it is their great shopping 


Pp. . 

I in Philadelphia th t day af Secre Gage i 
po? of Music whee he Se een eee men => a 
than there were ayear ago. I counted on Cherry street between Seventh 
and Eighth streets, going up a little street— 

Notice with what icularity he points out the place; thero is 
internal evidence of truth in that letter. 

I counted on Cherry street between Seventh and Eighth streets, going up 
a little street, 240 men, and still collecting more, in line toget a bowl of soup. 
They would let in eight at a time. This about 11.30 o’clock a.m. You may 
judge how long it took for them all to get their soup. They all looked like 
American-born; average age, about 35 . Isaw about the same number 
on Brown street between Third and Fourth streets. I su the same 
spectacle may be observed at other soup houses in Philadelphia. This can 
be seen any day there at the places I have named. 

Mr. Chairman, I will give the name and address of the writer— 
William B. Wilmer, 606 Lombard street, Wilmington. On this 
floor Representatives from Philadelphia talk to us about the great 
prosperity in Philadelphia; yet visitors to that city can see 240 
men in line ata single place waiting to receive their charity soup. 

The CHAIR " e time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HANDY. I ask unanimous consent that my time be ex- 
tended five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HANDY. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to attack the city 
of Philadelphia. The lot of her citizens is the lot of my own peo- 
ple. 1 want to read from a dispatch which appeared on January 
29 in the Washington Times from Wilmington, Del.: 

Almost half the people in the little town of Newcastle are on the brink of 
starvation. 

Mr. Chairman, “the little town of Newcastle,” having five or 
six thousand population, is within 10 miles of my home. It is a 
beautiful and ancient little city, situated on the Delaware River, 
with good water and railr communication; with an intelli- 
gent, industrious, and honest people. 


The telegram continues: 
Newcastle has 6,000 inhabitants, nearly three-fourths of whom depend on 
the Delaware Iron Mills for a li . Twoweeks previous to Christmas the 


works shut down, leaving the of 800 men without employment. The 
situation is becoming alarming, as the idle men are becoming desperate. 


Mr. Chairman, I want to read a clipping from a paper published 
near by. The Morning News, of Wilmin , Del., the leadin 
Republican newspaper in my State, published within 6 miles o 
Newcastle, contained the following on January 23: 

There has not been such distress in Newcastle for many years as at the 


present time. 
This is the Dingley bill time, the McKinley ‘‘p ity” time; 
spot, says 


yet this Republican ei printed almost on 
that in the little town of Newcastle there has not been such dis- 


tress for many years as at the present time. 


There are families by the dozen that have felt the pangs of hunger. The 
Delaware Iron Works are still idle. Last week the night force at the woolen 
mills was discharged, and on Saturday a number of weavers were laid off. 
The weavers will go on half time. Ali the churches have been taxed ond 
their strength, and the beneficent societies have been called ate own 
deep into their treasuries to relieve the existing distress. e case is re- 
po where a respectable woman asked her neighbors not to throw the 


potato peelings in the slop; that she would like to have them for food. Big 
men are obliged to go on less than half food. 

Mr. Chairman, more recent newspaper articles coming under 
my eye have given details telling how reporters in that city vis- 
ited working people's houses, and those articles have given the 
names of hungry men and women; telling about their children 
without food, without fire. These people are forced to go out on the 
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railroad to pick up old railroad ties with which to build a fire. 
The first thought {came to me this morning when I got up 
and looked at the snowstorm was, ‘‘God pity and shelter the peo- 
ple of Newcastle who are hungry and cold to-day.” 

You may talk about ‘‘ p ty” as you choose. There are, as 
I understand, some 500 men there who are out of employment and 
who have been out of employment for over a month. Some of 
them have walked to Philad elphia and walked home again, unable 
to find employment. In taking this walk they had to pass through 
Wilmington, Del., and Chester, Pa., two great industrial centers. 
These hungry men—skillful, industrious workingmen—passed 
through Wilmington and Chester up to Philadelphia begging for 
work, right in the center of population of this country, and they 
came home empty-handed, without having received any opportu- 
nity to work. 

But the gentleman tells us that this is the day of ‘‘ p rity.” 
I have a note handed me here which states that 56,000 idle men 
recently applied to the city of New York in one day asking em- 
plo nt in shoveling snow. Ah, we need not undertake to con- 
ceal the facts. The gentleman from Iowa grew eloquent the other 
dey and with great force gave a definition of prosperity. He 
said: 

possible tests of prosperity? It is whe 
A. aaa ek lAauhness on the Ropablican aaer° 7 

I accept that definition, Mr. Chairman, and applying that test, 
I tell you, prosperity has not come. Men who want work, men 
who are able to work, men who need work, can not find work in 
various of this country. If this is all you are going to give 
the people, if your “ prosperity ” has already come, and this is all 
of it, I tell you, sir, with the utmost confidence, that when the 
people come to give back their answer and say by ballot whether 
they are satisfied, you will find in my section of the country ma- 
jorities as large for the Democratic as there were against it 
at the last election. Ne lause on the Democratic side. } 

ag the hammer fell. 

. WILLIAM A. STONE. I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Delaware [Mr. Hanby]| a question. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chai , L have listened for the second 
time to the calamity howl of the gentleman from Delaware [Mr. 
Hanpby], who resides in a State bordering on Pennsylvania and 
who is pleased to make statements on the floor of this House in 
regard to that great Commonwealth. It appears that when he 
wants any information in regard to the industries and the number 
of men engaged in labor in our State, he is very careful not to go 
to the official reports and statistics which are at his command, and 
which have been placed at his before, but he wanders 
around the little State of Delaware and hunts up some corre- 
spondent to write a letter to give him information as to the status 
in regard to Pennsylvania. [Laughter. | 

The official report of the factory inspector of Pennsylvania 
shows that there are engaged to-day 150,000 more men in the fac- 
tories of our State than were employed at this time twelve months 

I thank the gentleman from Delaware for giving me this 
opportunity to state the truth with reference to a great charity of 
the good city of Philadelphia. 

ehaveasoup house in Kensington, established long ago for the 
benefit of the people of that district, which has been in existence 
for many years, where the unfortunate men of Delaware who can 
not get work can come and stand in line and get free soup. 
[Laughter.} Let me say to thegentleman who says that this cor- 
respondent of his s in that quarter and counted 240 men 
receiving the charity of this beneficent institution that under the 
Wilson bill, by actual statistics, there were 30,000 people being 
fed in the district of Kensington. That was the condition under 
your free-trade bill. 

When the gentleman says there is no prosperity now, I ask him, 
if there is enough left of his early education, to make an equation 
between 240 and 30,000. That will give him some statistics on his 
own showing in regard to present prosperity. 

Mr. Chairman, I have some further statistics for the gentleman 
from Delaware. The secretary of the Commonwealth of Penn- 
sylvania only last week gave out the statement that in no time 
for years have there been as many applications for new charters 
for - establishment of new industries as within the last few 
months. 

More than that, last week alone there were applications for the 
increase of $2,800,000 in the capital of corporations, all employing 
labor; and the gentleman knows as well as I can state it that when 
ac increase your capital, it means an increased employment of 

abor. It is very easy for men to howl here, but it is better tolook 
at the official statistics. The facts that I give the gentleman now 
were given to him before, and it is on the authority of the factory 

r. 

hese figures are not the results of mere individual observation, 
but they are statistics founded on the official reports of the State 
of Pennsylvania. It is useless for you gentlemen to come in and 
attempt to deny these official figures. These are the results under 


protection. The men who were out of employment knew what 
they wanted when they gave 340,000 majority for the Republican 
party and its doctrine of protection, and now they are getting the 
good results. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. Chairman, I rise to explain a few 
statements made by our distinguished friend from the Second 
Nebraska district [Mr. MERCER] in his controversy with my col- 
~—— [Mr. GREENE], onthe 24th of January. 

he gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. GREENE] stated that Judge 
Baker, a Republican judge, had sentenced our defaulting State 
treasurer, and sent him to the penitentiary for twenty years for 
embezzlement. I want to call the attention of the gentlemen of 
this House to the fact that when Judge Baker went down before 
a Republican State convention seeking a ratification and indorse- 
ment at its hands by being elected as chairman, he was turned 
down and another man elected in his place. Judge Baker is a 
wiser and sadder man now. He now understands that itis not 
oe in Republican circles in the State of Nebraska to send a 
epublican to the State penitentiary for twenty years for crimes 
committed against that Commonwealth. 

Mr. Chairman, so far as the matter of prosperity in Nebraska 
is concerned and the work of the Populist party in that State, I 
want to read youa telegram from the commissioner of public 
lands and buildings showing the State apportionment for schools 
last year and during the six years prior thereto. The telegram is 
as follows: 

LINCOLN, NEBR., January 25, 1898. 
Hon. R. D. SUTHERLAND, Washington, D. C. 

Ave ionment from © 1896, inclusive, $560,205.28; fo 

sro bores apport t 1890 t inclusive, $560,205 for 1897. 


J. V. WOLFE. 

That is, in 1897, under the Populist party, it was $739,591.93a, 
gain of $179,386.65 over the average of the past seven years of Re- 
publican rule. 

But, Mr. Chairman, a thing that gives me more sorrow than any- 
thing else is the statement made by the gentleman from Nebraska 
[Mr. MERCER], who was chairman of the Republican State cen- 
tral committee last year. He said: 

Last year we decreased the majority in our State 12,000 over the year when 
Mr. Bryan was running for President. 

Meaning by that that the Populist majority was decreased that 
much. Mr. Chairman, I read the official figures for the State of 
Nebraska for 1896 and 1897. The Bryan electors polled 115,880, 
jo ad electors 102,304, a plurality for the Bryan electors 
of 13,576. 

In 1897, when the same combination faced the Republicans that 
faced them in 1896, Judge Sullivan, who was the fusion candi- 
date, received 102,828, while the Republican candidate only re- 
ceived 89,009, showing a gain in plurality over the previous year 
of 243. Thus is bimetallism dying out in the State of Nebraska! 
Now, I have here a telegram from our State chairman- 

Mr. MERCER. Will my colleague yield for an inquiry? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Injustamoment. Ishould gladly yield 
to my genial friend under ordinary circumstances, but I want to 
read this telegram before he asks me the question: 

LINCOLN, NEBR., January 25, 1898. 





R. D. SUTHERLAND, Washington: 

Gain of county offices in last election, 125. 

J. H. EDMISTON. 

That is the way in which Populism and bimetallism are dying 
out in the glorious State of Nebraska! Now, what is the gentle- 
man’s question? 

Mr. MERCER. I desire to ask my colleague what majority the 
regents on the Populist ticket in our State obtained over the Re- 
publicans? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Ihavenotthefigureshere. Iamsimply 
contradicting your statement that you reduced our majority over 
the Bryan election in 1896 by 12,000. I have shown you that we 
gained 125 county offices and that our plurality was 243 larger 
than it was in the year 1896. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. MERCER. If the gentleman will answer my question, he 
will find that my statement is correct. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Another thing which my genial friend 
from Omaha [Mr. MERCER] in his remarks said was this: 

The people are becoming so tired of the situation that I think I can frankly 
promise you that when the election is held this year we will redeem the State 
of Nebraska and make it once more a Republican State. 

My friend, I am compelled to say to you now that your hair will 
be tinged with gray and you will be dandling your grandchildren 
on your knee before that event ever occurs again in the State of 


Nebraska. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] 
But I understand what the objectis. I know the motive. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Nebraska 
has expired. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. lIask for five minutes more. Ihavenot 
occupied much of the time of the House. 


There was no objection. 
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Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. What is the question? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I understand you to say that in 

our judgment the prosperity under the first six months of the 

ilson bill is greater than under the firstsix months of the Ding- 
ley bill. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I say, with all courtesy to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, that he understands no such thing, 
because I did not refer to that matter. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. You did not mean that. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND, I did not say any such thing, and, al- 
though Iam a new member on this floor, 1 warn you that you 
can not put words into my mouth which I have never uttered; 
because I did not refer to that. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Iam very glad to find one who is 
talking what he does not mean. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I willsay to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania that my mind has been fully made up as to his belief in 
all the statements I have heard him make from day to day since 
I came here on the 15th day of last March. [Laughter.] I say 
that I fully understand the reasons for the statements that have 
been made here about the elections of the State of Nebraska, be- 
cause it is the home of the greatest Democrat that has lived since 
the days of Thomas Jefferson and of Andrew Jackson [applause 
on the Democratic side and laughter on the Republican side]; be- 
cause it is the home of the most trusted leader of the people since 
the time of Abraham Lincoln. [Loud applause on the Democratic 
side and laughter on the Republican side. 

Why, do not you know that William J. Bryan, of Nebraska, is 
greater even in defeat to-day than his opponent is in his victory? 
— applause on the Democratic side.] I want to warn you 

epublicans here and now and say to my Silver Republican, Pop- 
ulist, and Democratic friends——__ [Jeers on the Republican side. | 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Take your medicine. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. That we will stand first, last, and all 
the time in the State of Nebraska for the great leader that we fol- 
lowed in 1896. {Loud applause on the Democratic side.] Old 
ocean’s waters may cease to roll, the moon may stand still, but the 
State of Nebraska will continue to stand for William J. Bryan 
and bimetallism. [Loud applause on the Democratic vse 2 

Mr. MERCER. ill my colleague permit an inquiry before 
he takes his seat? I desire to ask my colleague if it is not a fact 
that to-day in Nebraska we have a full measure of prosperity, 
that our people are employed and doing well, and if we have not 
= off a very large percentage of the mortgages in that State? 

oes he not know the people are employed in the cities and on the 
farms and are doing better than they have for years? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I will say to the gentleman from Ne- 
braska, who does not agree with us politically, that we are after 
him, even much as we respect him, and will win his seat in Con- 
gress in 1898. He knows the State of Nebraska is under Populist 
rule, and therefore the State of Nebraskais in pretty good circum- 
stances in the year 1898, [Laughter and applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. 

Mr. MAHANY. Mr. Chairman, not to interrupt the discus- 
sion of Democratic adversity that was or Republican prosperity 
that is, I should like at this time to submit for the consideration 
of the House a hundred protests, representing 10,000 German- 
American voters and about 50,000 German-American citizens, 
against the oo immigration bill. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. How many Irish, may I ask? 

Mr. MAHANY. I am speaking especially for the Germans at 
this time. The Irish, the Italians, the Poles, the Scandinavians, 
and other nationalities that during one hundred and twenty 
_ of incomparable progress have contributed to place this 

nion in the ae of humanity will at the proper time speak 
for themselves. But I desire, for the moment, to call the atten- 
tion of the Republicans of this House, and the intolerant elements 
of the Democratic party also, to the significant nature of these 
protests. Neither party can escape responsibility if the Lodge bill 
is enacted, because the proscriptionists of both sides have united 
to turn from our shores that ro stream of national develop- 
ment, the immigration, that has brought the Star of Empire to 
the West. 

Let me say to you that the declarations of Senator Lopar and 
the assertions of those who advocate his mischievous and futile 
bill are absolutely without foundation, in fact, when they say 
that the Germans are not opposed to this measure. The pro- 
tests herewith submitted represent the bitter opposition of the 
German Evangelical societies, the Lutheran Evangelical congrega- 
tions, the German Roman Catholic communions, the German 
Mennonites or Quakers, and the German Methodists, as well as 
every singing society and all the affiliated associations, both lay 
cee oo of the German-American citizens of the United 
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Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE. Will the gentleman permit me to 





ask him a question? 


Mr. MAHANY. The German press of the United States is ab- 


solutely unanimous against this measure, and I wish on this occa- 
sion to emphasize the fact that such protests have been filed. The 
opposition in detail will be elaborated when the bill proper comes 
up for consideration in this House. 


Mr. GROUT. I now ask unanimous consent that debate on this 


section be closed. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The gentleman is not a German, 


is he? eee) His name does not imply that. [Langhter.]} 


Mr. MAHANY. Is it inconceivable to the gentleman from 


Pennsylvania that anybody can be liberal and unprejudiced? 
{Applause.] It is quite in keeping with his narrow intellectual 
vision on this question that he should attempt to interject per- 
sonalities of a racial nature into this debate. But I say to him 
to have a care how he exhibits his hostility to the Irish, the Ger- 
mans, the Poles, the Scandinavians, and the other naturalized 
citizens who form so large a = ortion of the a in his 
own State of Pennsylvania. By 

he has attacked the Irish, he has attacked the Germans, he has 
attacked the Poles, he has attacked the Italians and every other 
people that have come here to seek the liberty which his own 
immigrant forefathers sought in the same way but a few decades 
ago. [Laughter and applause.| And I commend to the voters of 


is whole attitude on this floor 


Pennsylvania his gubernatorial canvass. [Laughter.] They will 


doubtless elect a man whose political vision is circumscribed by 
the bounds of his racial prejudice. Does the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania desire to ask me any more questions? [Laughter 


Mr. GROUT. I now ask unanimous consent that debate shell 


be closed on this paragraph. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
Mr. MCRAE. I object. 
Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I desire to hear what the Chair was 


saying. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vermont asks unani- 
mous consent that all debate on this paragraph be now closed. 


Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I object. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr.GROUT. I make the motion that debate on this paragraph 


be cl 


osed. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I desire to make a parliamentary 


e CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I desire to ask by what authority 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. MaHany] desires to insert 
in the RECORD all these protests? 

Mr. MAHANY. Mr. Chairman, it is impossible to hear what 
is going on. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. It must be done by unanimous 
consent, must it not? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no information upon that 
subject. The question is on the motion made by the gentleman 
from Vermont that all debate on this paragraph be closed. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I desive respectfu!ly to ask if the 
gentleman from New York has the right to in-ert in the Rrcorp 
these scores of protests he presents without an agreement in the 

aaa ; 


comunittee? 

The CHAIRMAN. Not without permission is asked and ob- 
tained in the committee. 

Mr. MAHANY. I can not hear the observations of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I desire to object to the printing 
of twenty or thirty pages of these protests in the Recorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. Noconsent has been given for that. The 
gentleman from Vermont moves that all debate on the pending 
paragraph be now closed. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Gentlemen on this side, the gentleman from 
Ohio and the gentleman from Tennessee, would like to have five 
minutes each. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to appear discour- 
teous in this. 

Mr. —e Isuggest that you make the time ten minutes 
on a side. 

Mr. GROUT. Five minutes on a side. 

Mr. DOCKERY. No; ten minutes. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee and another gentleman want five minutes apiece. 

Pe —- of Kansas. Make it fifteen minutes, for I want 
et in. 
r. DOCKERY. The gentleman from Kansas says he wants 


to ee also. : 
r. SIMPSON of Kansas. Yes; I want to straighten out this 
New Jersey matter. 
Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Chairman, I call for the regular order. 
The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to, 
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Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas demanded a division, but subsequently 
withdrew the demand. 

Mr. GROUT. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. PAYNE reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union had had under considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 6897) making appropriations to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1899, and for other purposes, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the Senate amendments to the bill (H. R. 4751) making ap- 
propriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899, and 
for other purposes, be printed, and that the House nonconcur in 
the amendments and request a committee of conference. 

Mr. HANDY. I object to nonconcurrence in all the amend- 
ments. I understand there is an amendment on there for opening 
the Library at night, and I want to get a vote to concur upon that. 

Mr. W S of Mississippi. Give us a vote on that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iam committed myself to the opening of the 
Library at night. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made: 

Mr. BAILEY. I suggest that if the gentleman ask that the 
amendments be printed there will be no objection to that. 

Mr. HEME AY. If objection is made, I think the matter 
had better take its regular course. 

The bill and amendments were ordered to be printed and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The bill (H. R. 6546) making appropriations for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899, with Senate 
amendments thereto, on the Speaker's table, was, under the rule, 
ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr* 
Howakp, for ten days, on account of important business. 
Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. ‘ 
he motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 43 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXTV, the following executive commnu- 
— were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 

ollows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a copy of a communication from the Chief of Engineers, a report 
of the improvement of the Hudson River—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of acommunication from the Auditor of the War Department, sub- 
mitting a proposed proviso to the Fg Stk pre usually carried 
by the sundry civil act, for pay and bounty claims, in reference 
to claims of colored soldiers, their heirs or legal representatives— 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
recommendation relative to the disposition of the proceeds of the 
sale of Government maps and charts—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the president of the Metropolitan Railroad Com- 
pany, transmitting a statement of the receipts and disbursements 
and a list of the stockholders of that company for the year ending 
December 31, 1897—to the Committee on thie District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 


— 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XITI, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
boa Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 

ollows: 

Mr. UPDEGRAFT, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5879) to repeal 
section 2 of the act of March 8, 1887, and to amend section 1 of the 
same act, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 325); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar, 





Mr. HOOKER, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, to 
which was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 18) 
directing the Secretary of War to prepare and submit plans and 
estimates for dredging Coney Island Channel, New York Harbor, 


oe the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No 


. 328); which said resolution and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 


as follows: 


Mr. NORTON of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2078) to 
pension Laura E. Davenport, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 311); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4183) granting a 
pension to Nicholas Gardner, reported the sume with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 312); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CLARDY, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6443) to carry out the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims in the case of James H. Dennis, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 318); which sdid bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 2649) authorizing and directing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to pay to the heirs of Peter Johnson cer- 
tain money due him for carrying the mail, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 314); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi, from the Committee on War 
Claims, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 663) for 
the relief of Warren Hall, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 315); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FITZGERALD, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5690) for the re- 
lief of the legal representatives of Ewing M. Skaggs, deceased, 
late of Sacramento County, Cal., reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 316); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred House bill 880, reported in lieu thereof a resolution 
(House Res. No. 188) for the relief of Jacob R. Smith, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 317); which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DAVISON of Kentucky, from the Committeeon War Claims, 
to which was referred House bill 1461, reported in lieu thereof a 
resolution (House Res. No. 189) for the relief of the heirs of Catha- 
rine Morin, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 318); which 
said resolution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6237) for the relief of Oldham County, 
Ky., reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No.319); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 1844) for the relief of W. P. Marshall, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 

0. 320); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 

alendar. 
He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5341) for the relief of the administrator 
of the estate of Marcus L. Broadwell, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 321); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred House 
bill 5339, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (House Res. No. 190) 
for the relief of Bath County, Ky., accompanied by a report (No. 
$22); which said resolution and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the Senate (S. 1010) for the relief of the Potomac 
Steamboat Company, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 323); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5264) to pay to Jacob Yost the sum of 
$434, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
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report (No. 324); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 90) 
granting a pension to Eunice Taylor, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 326); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CASTLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2246) to increase 
the pension of Elwin A. Scutt, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 327); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which werethere- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7418) to grant a to Harriet K. Hughes, 
widow of the late Maj. Chester K. Hughes, Company I, One hun- 
dred and forty-third Pennsylvania Volunteers, of Berwick, Pa.— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7427) for the relief of William Roark—Committee 
= Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on War 

aims. 

A bill (H. R. 7434) for the benefit of the schools of the city of 
Perry, Okla.—Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

A bill (H. R. 7404) granting bounty to Wiliam H. Southwell— 
Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on War Claims. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
<, ~ following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. CALLAHAN: A bill (H. R. 7556) reducing fees in con- 
test cases in Oklahoma—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R.'7557) to extend the 
charter of the Franklin Insurance Company, of the City of Wash- 
ington—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 7558) to amend an act 
to prohibit the passage of local or special laws in the Territories 
pad to limit Territorial indebtedness, and so forth—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H. R. 7559) making Rockland, Me., 
a subport of entry—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 7560) to establish a postal 
savings depository system, and to provide for the conduct and 
regulation of the same—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FOWLER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 7604) to amend 
the national-bank act, take the United States Government out of 
the banking business, refund the national debt, reform the cur- 
rency, insure depositors, improve and extend our banking system, 
and to provide funds in case of a deficit—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. SOUTHWICK: A joint resolution (H. Res. 140) for the 
improvement of the Hudson River from Coxsackie to the head of 
navigation—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SKINNER: A resolution (House Res. No. 191) for im- 
proving the ventilation and heating of the House wing of the 
Capitoi—to the Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics. 

By the COMMITTEE ON WAR CLAIMS: A resolution (House 
Res. No. 189) for the relief of the heirs of Catharine Morin, de- 
ceased—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 188) for the relief of Jacob 
R. Smith—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 190) for the relief of Bath 
County, Ky.—to the Private Calendar. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A biil (H. R. 7561) to correct the mili- 
tary record of William P. Brassington—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 7562) for the relief of 
Samuel 8. Caldwell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7563) to correct the military record of John 
Clark—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7564) for the relief of Allen Braner—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7565) to grant a pension to Frank Bible—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7566) for the relief of W. A. Spears—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7567) for the relief of John H. Dickenson— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7568) for the relief of the heirs of William 
M. Piper, late provost-marshal with the rank of captain—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRUMM: A bill (H. R. 7569) granting a pension to Susan 
Powers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 7570) for the relief of J. Harry 
Brown, of Newport, R. I.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CALLAHAN: A bill (H. R. 7571) for the relief of H. C. 
Barney—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 7572) to correct the military 
record of Oscar H. Gifford—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 7573) granting an increase of 
= to Ephraim E. Blake—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions, 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 7574) for relief of F. M. Fitsgerald, 
administrator of John Chandler, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. CORLISS: A bill (H. R. 7575) for the relief of Hiram 
Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DORR: A bill (H. R. 7576) for relief of John Harkins— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7577) granting a pension to David M. Wentz— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7578) for the relief of G. W. Ratleff—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK: A bill (H. R. 7579) giving military 
record to H. C. Jett—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7580) removing charge of desertion from the 
military record of William H. Johnson, of Denver, Ky.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOOKER: A bill (H. R. 7581) granting increase of pen- 
sion to Uri M. Deck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7582) granting increase of pension to Levi C. 
Hare—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 7583) for the relief of John 
A. Whitman, a blind soldier—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LOVE: A bill (H. R. 7584) for the relief of Elizabeth 
Mackin and Edward Dooley, heirs of Joseph and Mary Dooley, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 7585) for the relief of Jessie 
Benton Frémont and other former occupants of the present mili- 
tary reservation at Point San Jose, in the city of San Francisco, 
and to re an act entitled ‘‘An act to refer the claim of Jessie 
Benton Frémont to certain lands and the improvements thereon 
in San Farncisco, Cal., to the Court of Claims,” approved Febru- 
— 10, 1893—to the Committee on Claims. 

y Mr. McCORMICKE: A bill (H. R. 7586) for the relief of Cath- 
rine Barnes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCULLOCH: A bill (H. R. 7587) for the relief of 
Anna F’, Polk and the heirs or legal representatives of Allen J. 
Polk, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McINTIRE: A bill (H. R. 7588) to increase the pension 
of John Clarke, late of Company B, Second Iowa Veteran Volun- 
teer Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bili (H. R. 7589) to grant a pen- 
sion to John H. Hayden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: A bill (H. R. 7590) granting a pension to 
Mary A. 2 ew the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7591) granting a pension to Cornelia De 
Peyster Black—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7592) granting a pension to Josephine I. 
Offiey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PACKER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7593) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Emily M, Price—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. QUIGG: A bill (H. R. 7594) to increase the pension of 
Mrs. Matilda R. Schoonmaker—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. a 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7595) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah E, 
Ward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: A bill (H. R. 7596) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry Schnettberg, of Indiana, Pa.—to the Committee 
on Pensions. . ‘ 

By Mr. SHOWALTER: A bill (H. R. 7597) increasing the pen- 
sion of Mrs. Mary W. Townsend—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. - 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 7598) granting a 
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pension to Samuel Whitehurse—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7599) nting a pension to Gretchen Stom- 
mel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 7600) to increase 
the pension of John Richardson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 7601) for the relief of M 
E. Kline, a helpless child of John Kline, late captain Company H, 
Thirteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry Volunteers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 7602) to refer to the 
Court of Claims the claim of George E. Lowry—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 7603) to refer the claim of the Norfolk Sea- 
men’s Friend Society to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. BELDEN: A bill (H. R. 7605) to increase the pension 
of Matilda E. Lawton, widow of Elbridge Lawton, late chief en- 
gineer, United States Navy—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: A bill (H. R. 7606) to remove the charge 
of desertion standing against the name of Patrick Gaynor—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: A bill (H. R. 7607) for the relief of Nancy 
Jane Stevens—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 7608) to pension the National 
Guards of East Tennessee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H.R. 7609) to place on the pension 
roll the name of C. H. Lamphere, late captain Battery G, Michi- 
gan Light Artillery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following paiiven and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Resolutions of the Single Tax Society of Phil- 
adelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
restricting immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER (by request): Petition of a mass meeting 
held in the Emanuel Baptist Church, Buffalo, N. Y., praying for 
the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in the Capitol and all Government buildings—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also (by request), petition of a mass meeting held in the Eman- 
uel Baptist Church, Buffalo, Bet. praying for the enactment of 
legislation prohibiting interstate gambling by telegraph, telephone, 
or otherwise—to the Committee on Interstate and 
merce. 

Also (by request), petition of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of Emanuel Baptist Church, Buffalo, N. Y., 
favoring the passage of a Sabbath law for the national capital— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request), petition of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of Emanuel Baptist Church, Buffalo, N. Y., 
for the passage of a bill to forbid interstate transmission of lottery 
and other gambling matter by telegraph—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also (by request), petition of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian ates of Emanuel Baptist Church, Buffalo, N. Y., 
for the passage of a bill to prohibit the sale of liquors in Gov- 
ernment buildings—to the Committee cn Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. BABCOCE: Petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Platteville, Wis., for the passage of a bill forbid- 
ding the sale of liquor in all Government buildings—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Platteville, Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation prohib- 
iting kinetoscope reproductions of prize fights in the District of 
Columbia and the Territories—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Platteville, Wis., favoring the passage of a Sabbath law for the 
national capital—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Platteville, Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation raising 
the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the District of Colum- 
on —_ the Territories—to the Committee on the District of Co- 

umbia. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Platteville, Wis., for the passage of a bill to forbid interstate 
transmission of a other gambling matter by telegraph— 
ta the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 


oreign Com- 


Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Platteville, Wis., praying for the passage of a bill to prohibit inter- 
state transmission of pictures and descriptions of prize fights—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Platteville, Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation to sub- 
stitute voluntary arbitration for railway strikes—to the Commit- 
tee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Platteville, Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
tect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported 
in original packages on entering any State shall become subject to 
its laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BARROWS: Petition of the Boston (Mass.) Merchants’ 
Association, praying for the enactment into law of the bill pro- 
posed by the monetary commission appointed by the business 
men’s convention at Indianapolis, Ind.—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of the Boston Waiters’ Alliance, remonstrating 
against the passage of the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Divinity School of Tufts College, State of 
Massachusetts, praying for the enactment of legislation prohibit- 
ing the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol and all Govern- 
ment buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. BARLOW: Papers relating to the case of Morgan 
Everts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BELFORD: Petitions of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
of East Hampton, N. Y.; also petition of the Young People’s 
Christian Endeavor Society of the First Presbyterian Church of 
East Hampton, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation 
prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol and all 
Government buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, petition of George E. Brown and 26 others, James F. Rich- 
ardson and 26 others, Madison Peterson and 33 others, citizens of 
Islip and Great River, Long Island, N. Y., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation excluding illiterate immigrants—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Petitions of Henry Wright and 50 others, 
J.B. Hannah and 51 others, all citizens of Hamilton County, Ohio, 
praying for the enactment of legislation excluding illiterate im- 
migrants—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Clothing Cutters and Trimmers’ Union of Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, against the passage of the so-called anti-scalpers 
bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Conowingo, Lancaster County, Pa., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette 
laws by providing that cigarettes imported in original packages 
on entering any State shall become subject to its laws—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BRUMM: Petition of Robert A. Williams and 77 citizens 
of Cressona, Schuylkill County, Pa., favoring the passage of a bill 
that will more effectually restrict immigration and prevent the 
admission of the illiterate, criminal, and pauper classes—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BRUCKER: Petitions of W. T. Clarkson and 52 others, 
B. ¥. Rosenchal and 52 others, C. L. Riley and 36 others, H. A. 
Beckman and 36 others, E. Townsend and 45 others, W. F. Nich- 
ols and 25 others, C. C. Micawber and 19 others; Cigar Makers’ 
Union No. 130, Saginew; E. J. Chambers and 19 others, J. Reed, 
A. Nuchterlein, and 19 others, C. R. Boyd and 19 others, and P. 
Jackson and 19 others, all citizens of the State of Michigan, in 
opposition to the so-called anti-scalping bill or any similar meas- 
ure—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Chester, Pa., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes 
imported in original packages on entering any State shall become 
subject to its laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. CLARDY: Papers to accompany House bill No. 4792, 
for the relief of Benjamin Helm, of Pellville, Ky.—to the Com- 
mittee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. CLAR of New Hampshire: Petition of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Franklin, N. H., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by 

oviding that cigarettes imported in original packages on enter- 
ing any State shall become subject to its laws—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of John W. Palmer and 34 other 
citizens of Allegheny County, Pa., praying for the enactment of 
legislation which will more effectually restrict immigration and 
prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to 
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the United States—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

By Mr. DANFORD: Petition of W. M. Reed and 60 others, 
Oliver G. Kinsey and 45 others, all citizens of Bellaire, Ohio, 
praying for the enactment of legislation which will more effectu- 
ally restrict immigration and prevent the admission of illiterate, 
pauper, and criminal classes to the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By My. DOLLIVER: Papers in support of the claim of Nancy 
J. Stevens, nee Morton—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DORR: Petitions of Alfred Paull, W. B. Freeborn, I. W. 
Besson, S. M. Snyder, and others, all citizens of the State of West 
Virginia, protesting against the so-called anti-scalping bill—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Petitions of the North Capitol Street Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church and Young People’s Society of Christian 
Endeavor of the Mount Pleasant Congregational Church, all of 
Washington, D. C., asking for the passage of a bill to forbid the sale 
of intoxicating beverages in all Government buildings—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of R. 8S. Heckman, William 
H. Weaver, H. 8S. Levan, Herman Selig, H. F. McCloy, and other 
citizens of Reading, Pa.; also memorial of Amos B. Palm and 
others, of Berks County, Pa., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to more effectually restrict immigration and prevent the 
admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United 
States—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, protest of the board of directors of the Polish Alliance of 
the United States and the Polish Roman Catholic Union of the 
United States; also memorial of citizens of Reading, Pa., against 
the passage of the Lodge immigration bill—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, protest of J. C. Lutz Lithograph Company, of Springfield, 
Mass., against the passage of the Loud bill—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 

Also, petition of St. Andrews Reformed Church, of Reading, 
Pa., favoring the passage of a bill to prohibit the sale of liquors 
in Government buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. FARIS: Petitions of H. J. Harshman and 31 others 


‘and Samuel S. Haberthy and 77 others, all citizens of Terre Haute, 


Ind., protesting against the admission of illiterate, pauper, and 
criminal classes to the United States—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FISCHER: Resolutions of the municipal assembly of 
New York City, against the reduction of postal facilities—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Edward C. Brennan and other citizens of 
Brooklyn, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation which 
will more effectually restrict immigration and prevent the ad- 
mission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United 
States—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of George H. Chappell and 78 other 
citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation which will more effectually restrict immigration and pre- 
vent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to 
the United States—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Paper of J. H. Cattingham, of New 
Ponca, Okla., in favor of the free-home bill—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HENRY of Indiana: Resolutions of Local Union No. 
127, Flint Glass Workers’ Union, of Dunkirk, Ind., in favor of 
— savings banks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 

‘ost-Roads. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance unions of Alfred, Friendship, and Richburg, N. Y.; the 
churches of Rushford, N. Y., and 32 citizens of Allentown, N. Y., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to protect State anti- 
cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in original 
packages on entering any State shall become subject to its laws— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of A. F. Sharf, F. A. Pennock, Charles M. 
Nichols, E. E. Duffee, William Searfoss, and other citizens of the 
State of New York, in opposition to the so-called anti-scalping 
bill or any similar measure—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HURLEY: Protest of the Polish National Alliance of 
the United States, against the Lodge bill for the further restric- 
tion of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance unions of Patterson and Carmel, Putnam County, N. Y., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to protect State anti- 
cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in original 
op on om on entering any State shall become subject to its laws— 

the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 





By Mr. KLEBERG: Petition of citizens of Laredo, Tex., asking 
Congress to assume control and’secure deep water at Aransas 
Pass—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LiTTAUER: Paper to accompany House bill for the 
relief of John A. Whitman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MANN: Petition of the German angen Synod of 
North America, John Zimmermann president, Paul A. Menzel, 
on behalf of the Immigrant Mission, protesting against the passage 
of the Lodge immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, petitions of Theo. A. Kock and 18 others, 8S. Livingston 
and 19 others, Otto Jorody & Co. and 19 others, Max Stein and 
19 others, C. E. Reynolds and 19 others, H. H. Baum and 19 others, 
William Eckart and 16 others, James Lowenberg and 16 others, 
J.S. Elliott and 16 others, H. Harrison and 16 others, Oscar B, 
McGlasson and 16 others, L. 8. Herzig and 16 others, D. W. Cos- 
ley and 18 others, 8. Novek and 18 others, M. A. Stern and 18 
others, W.T. Utz and 18 others, J.J. Epstein and 18 others, Wil- 
liam G. Morris and 18 others, J. Rosenstein and 18 others, Marcus 
M. Teller and 18 others, 8S. M. Schwartz and 18 others, Jules 
ea and 18 others, Daniel M. Rothchildand 18 others, Simon 
P. Levy and 18 others, William Patterson and 18 others, Frank 
Georty and 18 others, James T. Muirhead and 18 others, G. D. 
Jones and 18 others, Julius Leser and 18 others, Herman Katz and 
18 others, Henry Van Baalin and 18 others, J. Cuthbert and 
18 others, Charles J. Harris and 18 others, L. K. Torbet and 15 
others, J. B. Loeb and 17 others, George D. Elderkin and 17 others, 
George D. Hale and 17 others, H. C. Bryant and 17 others, 
G. W. Hedges and 17 others, Cohn Clothing Company and 17 
others, Louis Salinger and 17 others, John R. Clark and 17 others, 
F. H. Norton and 19 others, B. Frank Emerich and 15 others, I. 
H. Amos and 17 others, H. A. Vamed and 19 others, R. Mott and 
19 others, R. Peterson and 19 others, F. Wright and 19 others, 
W. R. Kay and 19 others, J. D. Wood and 19 others, A. J. Woit 
and 19 others, George T. Poppers and 19 others, J. E. Parmalee 
and 19 others, Alexander Rosenfield and 19 others, Adolph Green- 
wald and 19 others, Charles Miller and 19 others, G. C. Marshall 
and 19 others, J. F. Knoff and 19 others, W. G. Kennedy and 19 
others, John E. Wright and 19 others, L. Flogel and 19 others, 
Robert A. Perkins and 19 others, W. J. Schaenberger and 19 
others, H. Ferris and 19 others, W. A. Martin and 19 others, 
Charles Johnson and 19 others, W. C. Wilcox and 19 others, 
George W. Lebalt and 19 others, James E. Harrigan and 19 others, 
J. M. Coyne and 19 others, and Jobn B. Harker and 19 others, all 
citizens of the State of Illinois, in opposition to the so-called anti- 
scalping bill or any similar measure—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: Protest of certain citizens of San Francisco, 
Cal., against the Lodge immigration bill—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MAHANY: Numerous protests of the German Roman 
Catholic Central Society of North America, Catholic Benevolent 
societies of various cities, Union Catholic societies of New York 
City, the Immigration Protective League of New York, the Arion 
Society of New York City, Richard Michaelis and 15 other editors, 
Rev. Alphonsus Bergenes and 46 other clergymen, together with 
officers of various societies in the United States, against further 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. MILLER: Petition of M. Lowe and others, of the State 
of West Virginia, praying for the enactment of legislation which 
will more effectually restrict immigration and prevent the ad- 
mission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United 
States—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, evidence in support of House bill No. 6326, for the relief 
of Preston H. Turley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ODELL: Petitions of the Woman's Christian Temperance 
unions of Newburg and Montgomery, N. Y., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by pro- 
viding that cigarettes imported in original packages on entering 
any State shall become subject to its laws—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. QUIGG: Papers to accompany House bill granting a 
pension to Sarah E. Ward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers in support of an increase of pension to Matilda R. 
Schoonmaker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: Petition of J. J. Baughman and 85 citizens 
of Jeannette, Pa.; also petition of Elmer D. Lydick and 24 others, 
of Oreburg. Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation which 
will more effectually restrict immigration and prevent the admis- 
sion of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United 
States—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of the Letter Carriers’ 
Association of Fort Wayne, Ind., in favor of the passage of the 
Post-Office deficiency bill—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. SAYERS: Petition of citizens of Giddings, Tex., asking 
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Congress to assume control and secure deep water at Aransas 
Pass—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: Petitions of the First Christian and the 
Methodist Episcopal churches of Fort Collins, Colo., praying for 
the enactment of eee rohibiting the sale of intoxicating 


liquors in the Capitol and all Government buildings—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Fort Col- 
lins, Colo.. praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting 
the reproduction by the kinetoscope or other kindred devices of 
prize fights in the District of Columbia and the Territories—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Fort Col- 
lins, Colo., praying for the enactment of legislation to protect 
State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in 
original packages on entering any State shall become subject to 
its laws—to the Committtee on Interstate Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Fort Collins, 

Colo., praying for the enactment of legislation to raise the age of 
consent for girls to 18 years in the District of Columbia and the 
Territories—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
. Also, petitions of the First Christian and the Methodist Epis- 
copal churches of Fort Collins, Colo., praying for the enactment 
of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petitions of the First Christian and the Methodist Epis- 
copal churches of Fort Collins, Colo., praying for the enactment 
of legislation prohibiting interstate gambling by telegraph, tele- 
phone, or otherwise—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

- Also, petition of the First Christian Church of Fort Collins- 
Colo., praying for the enactment of legislation to substitute vol- 
ay ong ar for railway strikes—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 

rance unions of Clinton, Litchfield, West Frankfort, Norway, 
Poland, and Herkimer, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that ciga- 
rettes imported in original packages on-entering any State shall 
become subject to its laws—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SHOWALTER: Paper to accompany House bill for the 
relief of Mary W. Townsend—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Resolutions adopted at the 
eleventh annual convention of the International Association of 
Factory Inspectors, held at Detroit, Mich., favoring the passage 
of a law which will exclude from entrance into the United States 
undesirable immigrants of all classes—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: Petitions of F. Clark and 52 
others and S. Adams and 52 others, all of the State of Michigan, 
against the passage of the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, papers to accompany a bill granting a pension to Samuel 
Whitehurse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany a bill granting a pension to Gretchen 
Stommel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STARK: Petition of E. L. King and 15 citizens of 
Osceola, Nebr. , against the passage of a general bankruptcy law— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Petition of citizens and vet- 
erans of Bradford, Pa., in favor of a service-pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STURTEVANT: Petition of John Hemphill and 24 
citizens of Titusville, Pa., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion which will more effectually restrict immigration and prevent 
the admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the 
United States—to the Committee on Immigratign and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition of Marion Cook and 24 other 
citizens of Elkader, Iowa; also petition of G. L. Tremain, of 
Humboldt, Iowa, in opposition to the passage of a general bank- 
re ae the Committee on the Judiciary. 

y Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of the Young People’s Chris- 
tian Union of Clarendon, Orleans County, N. Y., for the passage 
of a bill to prohibit the sale of liquors in Government buildings— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Medina, N. Y., favoring the passage of a bill to protect State anti- 
cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in original 
packages on entering any State shall become subject to its laws— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WANGER: Resolutions of the Junior Order United 
American Mechanics’ Organizing Association, of Montgomery 
County, Pa., in favor of the passage of the Lodge immigration 
bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 2, 1898. 


Prayer by the Rev. Hueu Jounsron, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
ington. 


The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
ALLEGED OUTRAGES IN OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Acting Attorney-General, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 20th ultimo, additional information relative 
to the burning of two Indian boys in the Territory of Oklahoma; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


BALTIMORE AND WASHINGTON TRANSIT COMPANY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, trans- 
nitting, pursuant to the requirements of law, the report of the 
Baltimore and Washington Transit Company of Maryland; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Sabie, and ordered to be printed. 


ST. JOSEPH AND BENTON HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which was 
read: ' 

Resolved SF a House of on tatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be requested to submit to the House of Representatives, as 
soon as practicable, the report of Capt. C. McDowell Townsend, Corps of 
Engineers, dated December 13, 1597, in reference tocertain proposed improve- 
ments of the St. Joseph and Benton Harbor, and the Secretary of War furnish 
his opinion of the desirability of such improvement. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I move that the resolution be concurred in. 
The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the congrega- 
tion of St. John’s Church of Albuquerque, N. Mex., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to limit absolute divorces in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and the Territories; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PENROSE presented petitions of the Epworth League of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church; of the congregation of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church, and of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, all of Mount Jewett; of the Free Methodist Society, of the 
First Methodist Episcopal Church, of the First Congregational 
Church, of the First Presbyterian Church, and of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union, all of Kane, in the State of Penn- 
sylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the 
sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol and all Government 
buildings, to prohibit interstate gambling by telegraph or tele- 
phone, to raise the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the 
District of Columbia and the Territories, to protect the first day 
of the week as a day of rest in the District of Columbia, to sub- 
stitute voluntary arbitration for railway strikes, and to protect 
State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in 
original packages on entering any State shall become subject 
to its laws; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of William W. Brodsall, princi- 
pal of the Friends Central School, boys’ department, of Philadel- 

hia, Pa., and a petition of the faculty of the George School, 

ewtown, Bucks County, Pa., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that 
cigarettes imported in original packages, on entering any State, 
shall become subject to its laws; which were referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented the memorial of J. R. Crask and 
15 other citizens of West Lebanon, Ind., remonstrating against 
the enactment of a general bankruptcy law; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Christian Endeavor Society 
of Pendleton, Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government build- 
ings; which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a memorial of the Com- 
mercial Travelers’ Club of Albany, N. Y., remonstrating against 
the passage of the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the mayor, the city council, 
ard the board of aldermen of New York City, remonstrating 
agaiust the proposed curtailment of the postal facilities of that 
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city; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance unions of Malone, Herkimer, Ithaca, Montgomery, West 
Frankfort, Norway, and Johnstown; of the Litchfield Union, of 
Herkimer County, and of the Young People’s Society of Christian 
Endeavor of Keuka College, all in the State of New York, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette 
laws by providing that cigarettes imported in original packages 
on entering any State shall become subject to its laws; which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Reeds Corners, N. Y., and a petition of the Young 
People’s Society of Christian Endeavor of Keuka College, N. Y., 

raying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit interstate gam- 
bling by telegraph, telephone, or otherwise; which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of Keuka College, N. Y., praying for the en- 
actment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of Keuka College, N. Y., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation prohibiting the reproduction of prize fights 
by the kinetoscope or other kindred devices; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of East Hampton, of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Ellenville, of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of Keuka College, and of the Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Ogdensburg, all in the State of New 
York, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol and all Government 
buildings; which were referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of Keuka College, N. Y., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to substitute voluntary arbitration for 
railway strikes; which was referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of Keuka College, N. Y., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to raise the age of protection for girls to 
18 years in the District of Columbia and the Territories; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Fresno, Cal., praying that an appropriation be made to construct 
a wagon road through the Yosemite National Park; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
Earns Union of Sacramento, Cal., praying for the enactment of 

egislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that 
cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any State 
shall become subject to its laws; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry seamen of Eureka, Cal., 
praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 95, to amend the laws 
relating to American seamen, for the protection of such seamen, 
and to promote commerce; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. BATE presented a memorial of 10 mercantile firms of 
Knoxville, Tenn., remonstrating against the enactment of a gen- 
eral bankruptcy law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WILSON presented a memorial of the Western Central 
Labor Union of Seattle, Wash., remonstrating against the passage 
of the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Montesano, Wash., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in the 
Capitol and all Government buildings; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of Oshkosh Chapter, 
Daughters of the American Revolution, of Oshkosh, Wis., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to prevent the desecration of 
the national flag; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Baptist 
Church of Sparta, Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol and all 
Government buildings; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented the memorial of L. M. Washburn and 17 other 
citizens of Sturgeon Bay, Wis., and the memorial of Joseph 
Thompson and 51 other citizensof Brodhead, Wis., remonstrating 
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against the enactment of a general bankruptcy law; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Platteville, Wis., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to raise the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the 
District of Columbia and the Territories; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petifion of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Platteville, Wis., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Govern- 
ment buildings; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Platteville, Wis., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to prohibit kinetoscope reproductions of prize fights in the 
District of Columbia and the Territories and the interstate trans- 
portation of the same; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Wcman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Platteville, Wis., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to substitute voluntary arbitration for railway strikes; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Platteville, Wis., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit traffic and public sports in the District of 
Columbia on the first day of the week; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Platteville, Wis., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit interstate gambling by telegraph, tele- 
phone, or otherwise; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Platteville, Wis., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that 
cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any State shal! 
become subject to its laws; which was referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Unionof Platteville, Wis., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to prohibit the transmission by mail or interstate commerce 
of pictures or descriptions of prize fights; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a memorial of 4 citizens of Hutchinson, 
Minn.,and a memorial of 15 citizens of Ada, Minn.. remonstrating 
against the enactment of a general bankruptcy law; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Typographical Union No. 42, 
of Minneapolis, Minn., remonstrating against the passage of the 
so-called anti-scalping ticket bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
St. Paul, Minn., praying for an extension of the civil-service 
regulations; which was referred to the Committee on Civil Serv- 
ice and Retrenchment. 

Mr. DAVIS. I present the memorial of Dr. R. B. Leach, of 
Minneapolis, Minn., on the subject of Asiatic cholera. The me- 
morial seems to be of more than ordinary scientific interest. It 
is short, and I move that it be oo asa document and referred 
to the Committee on Public Health and National Quarantine. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MURPHY presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Keuka College, N. Y., praying for the 
enactment of legislation substituting voluntary arbitration for 
railway strikes; which was referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Kenka College, N. Y., and a petition of the pastors 
and members 8f the churches of Wellsville, N. Y., praying for 
the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in the Capitol and all Government buildings; which were 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Keuka College, N. Y., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to protect the first day of the week as a day of 
rest in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Keuka College N. Y., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation prohibiting the reproduction by the kineto- 
scope or other kindred devices of prize fights in the District of 
Columbia and the Territories; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Keuka College, N. Y., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation prohibiting the interstate transmission of 
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newspaper descriptions of prize fights, etc.; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Keuka College, N. Y., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to raise the age of protection for girls to 18 
vears in the District of Columbia and the Territories; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Keuka College, N. Y., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit interstate gambling by telegraph or 
telephone; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Keuka College; of 32 citizens of Allentown; 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Richburg; of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of ae of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Richmondville; of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Newburg; of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Clinton; of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Putnam County, and of tke 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Mahopac Falls, all in 
the State of New York, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes 
imported in original kages on entering any State shall become 
subject toitslaws; which were referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Commercial Travelers’ Club 
of Albany, N. Y., remonstrating against the passage of the so- 
called anti-scalping ticket bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. TURNER a a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Tacoma, Wash., praying for the unrestricted opening of the 
Puyallup Indian Reservation; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MALLORY presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Jacksonville, Fla., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by provid- 
ing that cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any 
State shall become subject to its laws; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM presented the memorial of Henry Woodruff, 
editor of the F in Park Press-News, of Franklin Park, [l., 
remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, re- 
lating to second-class mail matter; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also a the memorial of Dr. William E. Holland, of 
Chicago, Ill., remonstrating against the of Senate bill No. 
1063, for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Council No. 12, United Order of 
American Mechanics, of Decatur, Ill., praying for the enactment 
of legislation restricting immigration; which was ordered to lie 
secretary of 

e presen e petition oses Brenner, 0 
the Hebrew Benevolent Society of Baltimore, Md., praying for 
the passage of the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented memorials of 26 citizens of Henry, of 23 citi- 
zens of Paxton, and of 26 citizens of Windsor, all in the State of 
Illinois, remonstrating against the enactment of a general bank- 
ruptcy law; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

e also presented a petition of the Helvetia Milk Condensing 
Company, of Highland, Ill., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion o1ganizing an international bank; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas presented the ition of J. E. Camp- 
bell, representing the citizens of the norti portion of the In- 
dian Territory, praying that a United States court be established 
at Nowata, in the northern judicial district of that Territory; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also nted a petition of members of the different o i- 
zations of Talihina, Ind. T., praying that Chapter XVII of Mans- 
field’s Digest of the Statutes of Arkansas be extended and put in 
full force in that Territory; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

INDIAN SCHOOLS, 


Mr. COCKRELL. I hold in my hand a carefully prepared 
memorandum in the matter of an appropriation for the support 
of Indian schools during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899. I 
move that the memorandum be printed as a document and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, towhom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 19) to extend to the offi- 
cers, warrant officers, petty officers, seamen and others, and ma- 
rines of the United States Navy the provisions of the joint reso- 
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lution approved July 12, 1862, and the act approved March 3, 1863, 
and the joint resolution approved May 2, 1896, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2374) for the relief of Ezekiel 
Downey, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 579) removing the charge of desertion from the name of 
Thomas Collins, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, from the Committee on Patents, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4847) for the relief of Jud- 
son Jones, reported i* with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 3172) for the relief of Judson Jones, reported adversely 
thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1983) granting an increase of pension to 
Esther Williams, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 








BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 3529) for the relief of Joseph 
Martin, of Norfolk, Nebr.; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Depredations. 

Mr. PASCO introduced a bill (S. 3530) for the relief of First 
Lieut. Henry Marcotte, and to authorize the President to appoint 
him a captain on the retired list; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 3531) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Joseph A. Mower; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3532) granting a pension to J. K. 
Hager; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 3533) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act granting pen- 
sions to army nurses” (United States Statutes at Large, volume 
27, page 348); and 

A bill (S. 3534) granting a pension to Annie E. Joseph. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 3535) authorizing the 
Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company to establish a cab 
service, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced the following bills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (S. 3536) for the relief of Thomas H. Marlow; and 

A bill (S. 3537) removing the charge of desertion from the 
record of Sylvester H. Mase, a musician, Fifty-sixth New York 
Infantry (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. PLATT of New York (by request) introduced a bill (S. 
3538) for the relief of the executrix or legal representatives of 

r A. Francis; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3539) granting a pension to James 
E. Jones; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

r. MALLORY introduced a bill (S. 3540) to authorize the 
Pensacola, Alabama and Tennessee Railway Company to erect, 
maintain, and operate a railway bridge across the Alabama River 
in Wilcox County, in the State of Alabama; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. KENNEY introduced a bill (S. 3541) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of War to remove the charge of desertion and issue to 
William H. Fairlamb, deceased, Company D, Eighty-eighth 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, an honorable discharge; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

S bill (S. 3542) granting a pension to Maj. Moses Chapman; 


an 
A bill (S. 3543) to pension Mary E. Trimble, widow of Mon- 
tague N. Trimble, of Mexican war. 
ir. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 3544) to provide 
for submitting tothe Court of Claims for determination the rights 
of the Delaware Indians in the Cherokee Nation, the Mississippi 
Choctaws in the Choctaw Nation, the Chickasaw freedmen in the 
Chickasaw Nation, and intermarried persons in the Choctaw, 
Chickasaw, and Cherokee Nations, and for other purposes; which 
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Was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DAVIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TURNER. I submit an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by me to the sundry civil appropriation bill, the amend- 
ment providing for the establishment of a fish-culture station in 
Washington. I move that the amendment be printed along with 
the accompanying correspondence, and referred to the Committee 
on Fish and Fisheries. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PERKINS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
. Mr. HAWLEY submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the fortification appropriation bill; which was 
— to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
rinted. 
- He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WHITE (by request) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. ‘ 

Mr. McBRIDE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was ordered 
to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 


THEOPHILUS FISK MILLS, 


On motion of Mr. ROACH, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the claim of Theophilus Fisk Mills be with- 
7 a from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on the 
rary. 


MARSHAL OF EASTERN DISTRICT OF ARKANSAS. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Some days ago I asked the Senate to 
adopt the following resolution, and it was adopted: 


Resolved, That the Attorney-General be directed to inform the Senate at 
what time Hon. Henry M. Cooper entered upon the discharge of the duties 
of marshal of the eastern district of Arkansas; how many deputies and other 
employees he found were employed in the office at that time, and how many 
have been discharged, when, and upon what grounds; whether vacancies 
made by the discharge or resignation of old employees have been filled under 
the civil-service rules and regulations. 


Hon. J. K. Richards, Acting Attorney-General, sent a commu- 
nication to the Senate which informed the Senate that Henry M. 
Cooper was appointed and confirmed on the 5th of April, 1897; 
that on the 10th of April he took the oath of office and entered on 
the duties of marshal; that on April 13, 1897, certain changes were 
made in the office, which, I think, cover all the employees in the 
office, and as the reason for the removal he says: 


The one of the changes was the necessity therefor expressed by the 
marshal at the time. 


As that seems to be somewhat indefinite, I ask the Senate now 
to adopt the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Attorney-General be directed to inform the Senate 


what “ was the necessity therefor expressed by the marshal at the time” as 
the “ground of the changes” reported by him to the Senate on January 27. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Arkansas de- 
sire action on the resolution at this time? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do. 

Mr. HALE. Let it be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be directed to inform the Senate 


what ‘was the necessity therefor expressed by the marshal at the time” as 
the “ ground of the changes” reported by him to the Senate on January 27. 


Mr. HALE. I do not think that I will object to the resolution, 
because I do not look upon it as very important, but I do not wish 
that it shall be taken as a precedent for intervention on the part 
of Congress with the Executive Departments when they exercise 
their undoubted right of removal as to minor offices. I do not 
think it is good legislation to commit the Senate to any programme 
of that kind generally. The line of demarcation is very clear be- 
tween the executive department and the legislative department, 
and neither ought to interfere with the other. With this protest 
against the resolution being considered as a precedent, and be- 
cause I do not think it a matter of much import, I will raise no 
question about the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There being no objection, the reso- 
lution is before the Senate. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We have passed certain laws which 
I understand it to be the duty of the Executive Departments to en- 
force. If the Executive Departments are carrying out the laws 
fairly, there is no reason why the Senate of the United States 
should not be informed of the fact. If any of the Executive De- 
partments are not carrying out the laws properly, if they are dis- 
regarding resolutions under the law, it is not improper that the 
Senate of the United States should be advised of that fact. 

There was an order made by the present President some time 
ago requiring that executive officers should not discharge persons 
who were under the civil service except for charges made and on 
answers heard. So far as I am concerned, I have frequently stated 
in the Senate that I do not believe there was ever any intention in 
the original civil-service law to put any limitation whatever on the 
power of removal. But, Mr. President, I want it distinctly under- 
stood that this is the rule or it is not. I do not want to have a 
pretense go out to the country that people will not be removed for 

litical reasons who are under the civil-service law and then 

ave the rule constantly violated. 

Mr. WILSON. May I interrupt the Senator from Arkansas for 
a moment? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I will yield in one minute. If the 
executive officers have removed persons for political reasons, and 
claim the right to remove them for political reasons, and will 
frankly assert that that is the case, so far as I am concerned I 
shall have no further criticism to make. Ido not believe that it 
was ever the intention of the law to limit the power of removal, 
and I believe that power ought not to be limited, but I am not 
willing to have this sort of juggling and double dealing on the 
question. 

Mr. WILSON. I merely want to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I yield with pleasure. 

Mr. WILSON. I think it was in the last Congress that we 
enacted a law providing for the salaries of United States marshals 
and taking them out of the fee system. I think that was done in 
the last Congress. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I believe so. 

Mr. WILSON. We provided in that act, if my recollection is 
correct, that the marshals in the various States should have the 
right to —— their own deputies. The law provides that the 
marshal shall —— his own deputies. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Very well; I have no objection; when- 
ever the law under which this right is exercised is stated and we 
understand clearly the line to be pursued, then I am satisfied. 
But that is what I want to find out. I understand it is claimed 
that the deputy marshals are under the civil-service rules and can 
not be removed; then when there are vacancies the places must 
be filled by a civil-service examination. I want to know if those 
orders have been complied with, and if not, why not. Itseems to 
me to be a legitimate field for inquiry on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. I donot think there is much objection to that. If 
Congress has prescribed that in certain cases removals shall be 
limited or shall be made upon charges, I think we nave a right to 
ask whether that course has been pursued, whether the law has 
been followed, whether the removals have been made upon charges. 
I do not believe that we have a right to go further and to extract 
from the administrative officer the process of reasoning that he 
went through in making a removal. The Senator knows that 
that is an old question. If we can make an executive officer who 
has the right of removal disclose to us all his motives and all his 
reasons, we in substance remove the right of removal. We have 
had that question here. I see the veteran Senator from Missouri 
o COCKRELL] is honoring me by listening to what I am saying. 

e knows, as the Senator from Arkansas knows, that that whole 
question is a very old one, and that it has never been established 
that we have the right to extract from the officer having the power 
of removal the motives that actuated him. Butif the Senator 
from Arkansas wishes to inquire whether removals were made 
upon charges where the law directs that they shall only be so 
made, I do not object. 

Mr. WILSON. Before the Senator from Maine takes his seat, I 
should like to ask him as to his understanding of the law. It is 
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my understanding that upon the appointment of a marshal for any 
district the deputies must take a new oath of office and thereby 
new appointments are made; that all the old deputies cease the 
moment that the marshal is sworn into office. That is my impres- 


on. 
™ Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Itiseasy enough toascertain whether 
that is the fact. E . 

Mr. HALE. My impression is that the Senator from Washing- 
ton is right—that it was based upon the theory that the deputies 
are the confidential officers of the marshal, that their terms should 
run with his, and that when he came in he was not obliged to take 
up the subordinates, the confidential officers, of his predecessor. 
But I have not the provision before me, and I am not certain about 
it. However, as the Senator from Arkansas suggests, if that is 
the case, the answer can be very readily returned that the marshal 
has the right of removal and has exercised that right. 

Mr. J ONES of Arkansas. oe and then the other ques- 
tion is whether the vacancy was filled under the law, and if not, 
why not. That is all I want to know. 

r. WILSON. I now have the law before me which was en- 
acted in the last Congress. The provision embraces only a line or 
two, and with the permission of the Senator I will read it, It 
says: 

That at any time when, in the opinion of the marshal of any district, the 
public interest will thereby be promoted. he may appoint one or more deputy 
marshals for such district, who shall be known as field deputies, and who 
unless sooner removed by the district court as now provided by law, shall 
hold office during the pleasure of the marshal. 

That is the law. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That does not refer to all deputies. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It applies to a certain class of depu- 
ties. There is no question about that. 

Mr. HALE. It refers to all except the office deputies. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


INDIAN SCHOOLS, 


Mr. HAWLEY. I submit a resolution, and respectfully ask for 
its immediate consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved the Senate of the United States, That the Secretary of the In- 
terior be, and he hereby is, directed to furnish the Senate with the following 
information: 

First. The total pa capita cost for the fiscal year 1897 of educating Indian 
children at each of the following schools; Carlisle, Pa.; Fort Mojave, Ariz.; 
Phoenix, Ariz.; Grand Junction, Colo.; Fort Lewis, Colo.; Fort Lapwai, 
Idaho; Haskell Institute, Kansas; Santee yoo ty ye Genoa, Nebr.; 
Albuquerque, N. Mex.; Santa Fe, N. Mex.; Standing Rock Agency Boarding, 
North Dakota; Cheyenne Boarding, Oklahoma; Osage Boardin , Oklahoma; 
Fort Sill Boarding, Oklahoma; ewe, Sam. Oreg.; Crow k Board- 
ing, South Dakota; Flandreau, 8. Dak., which cost shall include the gather- 
ing and transportation of page toand from, as well as the cost of transport- 
ing all supplies to said schools. 

hecont The total cost of transporting pupils to and from the schools 
named, giving the number transported, also the total cost of transporting all 
supplies to each of said schools, giving the number of pounds for each scnool. 

ird. Approximately what proportion of the children educated in each 

of said schools return to the b et and camp condition, and the reason 

therefor, and what, if onyene. can be done to prevent such retrogression 

and to continue the children so educated in the lines of progress on which 

they have entered. 

ourth. What is the relative value of the influence of the youth educated 

at home and those educated away from home in favor of ending the tribal 

reservation life of the Indian, his becoming a citizen and entering the great 

mass of our population, as shown by such pupils going into the employments 
of civilized life in civilized communities? 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask if the resolution includes the 
item of transportation? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes; transportation, food, all the elements of 
cost. The Department has been looking up these matters and is 
ready to furnish the information. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


BANDS OF SIOUX INDIANS, 


Mr. ALLISON. On the 17th of January authority was given 
to print two executive documents known as Senate Document 
No. 67 and Senate Document No. 68, I call the attention of the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PetricREew] to this matter. 
These documents contain tracing maps relating to certain Indian 
treaties. The Senator from South Dakota asked at that time that 
the documents be printed without the accompanying maps, and 
that order was made. I then reserved the right to ask that the 
documents be printed with the maps included. I now ask that 
the two documents be reprinted with the maps. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should be very glad to have that done. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
made by the Senator from Iowa that in addition to the order 
made the other day to print, the documents be reprinted with the 
maps? The Chair hears no objection, and that is the order. 


ACQUISITION OF TERRITORY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheChair lays before the Senate the 
resolution offered by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Perti- 
GREW] coming over from a previous day. The resolution will be 
read 


The resolution submitted by Mr. PETTIGREW on the 28th ultimo 
was read, as follows: 
Resolved, That it is contrary to the interest, policy, and tradition of the 


people of the United States to acquire any territory so situated as to require 
a navy to protect it. 


Mr. HALE. Let me make aninquiry. Does the Senator from 
South Dakota want to go on? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I desire to proceed with the resolution. 

Mr. HALE. Then, under Rule XXXV,I move that the doors of 
the Senate be closed. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I second the motion. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I presume that the question might as well 
be tested now as at any other time. I am sorry to see, however, 
that the friends of the treaty are so tender about letting the pub- 
lic know—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the motion made by the Senator 
from Maine seconded under Rule XXXV? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I second the motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under that rule, the order must be 
made. The presiding officer directs the galleries to be cleared 
and the doors to be closed. 

The Senate thereupon proceeded to consider the resolution with 
closed doors. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


After forty-five minutes the Senate, on motion of Mr. Davis, 
roceeded to the consideration of executive business.- After three 
ours spent in executive session the doors were reopened, 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. v 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 6351) making appropriations for the 
Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1899. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CULLOM. I yield to the Senator from Minnesota. 


INTERNATIONAL FISHERIES EXPOSITION AT BERGEN, NORWAY, 


Mr. DAVIS. Isend to the desk a joint resolution for which I 
shall ask immediate consideration. A similar measure has passed 
the House and the Senate, but an omission was made in enroiling 
which makes it entirely inefficacious. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 98) accepting the invitation of the 
Government of Norway to take part in an International Fisheries 
Exposition to be held at the city of Bergen, Norway, from May to 
September, A. D. 1898, was read the first time by its title and the 
second time at length, as follows: 


Whereas the United States have been duly invited by the Government of 
Norway to take part in an international fisheries exposition to be held at the 
city of Bergen, Norway, from May 16 to September 30, A. D. 1898, which ex- 

»osition will also include national sections for industries, agriculture, and 
he fine arts: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That said invitation is accepted, and that the 
Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries is hereby directed, in person, or by a 
deputy to be appointed by the President of the United States, and whose 
compensation, if not in the public service, shall not exceed $2,500, including 
personal and traveling expenses, to represent the United States at said expo- 
sition, and to cause a suitable and proper exhibition and display to be made 
at said exposition of the food-fishes of the United States, and the methods of 
catching, salting, curing, and preserving the same, and of the implements 
and appliances used in carrying on the fishery industries of the United States, 
and to this end may, with the consent of the Secretary of the Smithsonian 
Institution, use any portion of the fisheries collection in the National Museum 
at said exposition. 

That the sum of $20,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby 
appropriated, out of any money in the United States Treasury not otherwise 
a propuentet, to be immediately available, and to be expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of State, to pay all the expenses and costs of rep- 
resenting the United States at said exposition, as aforesaid, and to pay al! 
the costs and expenses and outlays pertaining or incident to the making and 
carrying on of the exhibition and display aforesaid at said exposition: Pro- 
vided, That the total expenses and liabilities incurred under this resolution 
shall not exceed the sum of $20,000. 

That the said Commissioner, or his deputy, is hereby directed to make a 
full —— tothe Department of State of the participation of the United 
States in said exposition, and of all the information ond results acquired and 
obtained at or by means of said exposition touching the fishery industry 
throughout the world. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHILTON in the chair). The 
Senator from Minnesota asks unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the joint resolution. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the amount to be appropriated? 

Mr. DAVIS, The purpose is tocorrect an error in the enrolling 
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of the joint resolution, which has already passed both Houses and 
been approved. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


CODIFICATION OF CRIMINAL AND PENAL LAWS, 


Mr. SPOONER, I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(8. 3307) to amend the act making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1898, and for other purposes. : 

Mr.CULLOM. I yield, with the understanding that there is to 
be no debate. . : 

Mr.SPOONER. If thereis debate, I will withdraw the request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 7 

Mr. COCKRELL. let it be reported for information. 

The bill was read; and the Senate, by unanimous consent, pro- 
ceeded to its consideration. BS ; 

The bill was te from the Committee on the Judiciary with 
ameudments, in line 5, before the word ‘‘in,” to strike out “are 
authorized” and insert ‘‘shall;” in the same line, before the word 
‘“act,” to strike out ‘‘to;” and in line 15, after the word ‘‘ commis- 
sioners,”’ to strike out ‘‘are authorized to” and insert ‘‘shall;” so 
as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the commissioners appointed by the President to 
revise and codify the criminal ‘and penal laws of the United States shall, in 
the execution of their work, act jointly as a commission, and the expenses 
of the commissioners heretofore appropriated for, including compensation of 
assistants and necessary office rent, shall be paid by the disbursing clerk of 
the Department of Justice, on vouchers approved and certified by the chair- 
man of said commission: Provided, That, with the consent of the presiding 
officers of the two Houses of Congress, unoccupied rooms in the Capitol may 


be assigned, under the direction of the Architect of the Capitol, for the use 
of the commission. 


The said commissioners shall prepare, as a part of their work, a brief code 
of criminal procedure of the United States circuit and district courts, the 
same to be submitted to Congress for final action thereon. 

The work of said commission shall, under the direction of the chairman 
thereof, be printed at the Government Printing Office, from time to time, as 
the work progresses, and when complete shall, together with the stereotyped 
plates, be the property of the United States. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like the Senator from Wisconsin 
to explain why it is that the commission can not act as a commis- 
sion, . 

Mr. SPOONER. There ought to be no reason for the passage 
of the bill, but there is a good reason for it. 

The Senator from Missouri will remember that by the sundry 
civil act of 1897 provision was made for the a of three 
commissioners to codify the criminal and penal laws of the United 
States. The commission was appointed,and the Comptroller of 
the Treasury has held that they are mere commissioners; that the 
law does not authorize the appointment of a commission, and that 
therefore they must act re peep and he has refused to pass their 
expense account for rental andclerks, Judge Culberson drew this 
bill. It is perfectly obvious to any lawyer, or to a layman, that 
men codifying the laws of the United States must act together 
where they can have the benefit of debate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They are commissioners, but not a commis- 
sion? 

Mr. SPOONER. That is what the Comptroller holds. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I merely wanted to make its ridiculousness 
appear to the Senate. 

r. SPOONER. It could not be made plainer. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CAROLINE W, ABNEY, 


Mr. TILLMAN. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 8064) to increase the pension of Caroline W. Abney, widow of 
M. W. Abney, a soldier in the Mexican war. 

Mr, CULLOM. I yield to the Senator if there is to be no de- 
bate upon the bill, 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, in line 7, 
after the words “‘ member of,” to strike out “the Palmetto Regi- 
ment in the Mexican war” and insert ‘‘ Captain Denny’s company, 
South Carolina Volunteers;” and in line 9, before the word ‘‘ dol- 
lars,” to strike out ‘‘ fifteen” and insert ‘‘twelve;” so as to make 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Caroline W. Abney, widow 
of the late M. W. Abney, a member of Captain Denny’s company, South 
Carolina Volunteers, and pay her a pension of 


the passage of this act; and this pension shall 
now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to, 


pi per month from and after 
in lieu of that which she is 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. . 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING SITES AT HASTINGS AND NORFOLK, NEBR, 


Mr. ALLEN. I ask unanimous consent to call up for consider- 
ation the bill (S. 88) to provide for the purchase of sites for pub- 
lic buildings in the cities of Hastings and Norfolk, in the State of 
Nebraska, and for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to acquire title to sites in the cities of Hastings and 
Norfolk, Nebr., on which to erect suitable buildings for the use 
of the Government offices in those cities, the cost of the sites, 
respectively, not to exceed $10,000; and $20,000 is appropriated for 
that purpose. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CULLOM. I hope the consideration of the Agricultural 

———— bill may now be proceeded with. 

he Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R, 6351) making a for the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899, which 
had been reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
atnendments. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask that the formal reading of the bill may 
be dispensed with, and that the committee amendments may be 
acted upon as they are reached in the reading of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is so ordered, in the absence 
of objection. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 9, line 12, to 
increase the appropriation for collecting agricultural statistics, 
Division of Statistics, from $100,000 to $105,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 25, before the word 
‘** thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ fifteen ” and insert ‘‘ twenty;” and in 
the same line, after the word “dollars,” to insert ‘‘of which 
amount a sum not exceeding $1,000 may be used for the erection 
of a plant house for conducting botanical experiments;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

Botanical investigations and a, Division of Botany: Investiga- 
tions relating to medicinal and other econ plants and the collec- 
tion of plants, traveling expenses, and express charges; the purchase of 
paper and all other necessary supplies, materials, and apparatus, and necas- 
sary labor; a to and purchase of botanical publications for use in 
the division, and the pre tion, illustration, and publication of reports; 
and the Secretary of sploalt autho to purchase samples 
of seeds in o market, test same, and when found not up to standard he 
may, at his discretion, publish the results of these tests, together with the 
names of the seedsmen by whom the seeds were sold; ,000, of which amount 
a sum not exceeding $1,000 may be used for the erection of a plant house for 
conducting botanical experiments. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. On age 10, line 2, after the word ‘‘experi- 
ments,” the last word of the amendment just agreed to, I move 
to insert: 
and not qpoceting 4 1,000 may be used for the rent and alteration of a build- 
ing for office and ratory purposes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

TheSecretary resumed the reading of the bill. The next amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 11, line 
23, to increase the appropriation for pomological investigations, 
Division of Pomology, from $8,000 to $9,500. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘Forestry in- 
vestigations, Division of Forestry,” on page 13, lime 5, after the 
word ‘‘dollars,” to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That the Secretary of Agriculture shall make a special and de- 
tailed report at the beginning of the next session of Congress upon the for- 


—_ investigations and work of the Department of Agriculture showing the 
results obtained and the practical utility of the duvestigntions. 


The amendment was agreed to. “ 

The next amendment was, on p 
arouses for grass and forage- 
of Agrostology, from $10,000 to $13,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, after line 18, to insert: 

: Fo cultu 
colleen ta eereal cxperteaseh Enlisan, sad ctor eemaee secoteal tp 
formation and data on the subject of irrigation, and publishing the same in 
bulletin form, $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

Mr. WARREN. I ask the Senator in charge of the bill to a 
mit that amendment to be over at present, as I wish to 
offer an amendment which displaces it, and which I trust will be 
acceptable. : 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask the Senator from Wyoming if he has not 
his amendment ready? 


ture is here 


15, line 2, to increase the 
t investigations, Division 


} 





1898. , 


i, 


Mr. WARREN. I prefer not to offer it now unless the Senator 
insi it. 
= CULLOM. I should like very much to get through with 
the bill; it isa brief bill. If the Senator can offer his amend- 
ment now and have it disposed of, I should like to have that 


course pursued. ey s ; 

Mr. WARREN . If the Senator insists upon it, I will offer the 
amendment now. There was a move on the part of some who are 
interested in the subject to offer something, perhaps, in place of 
my amendment, but I wish to accommodate myself to the desire 
of the Senator from Illinois, and I send the amendment to the 
desk. The purpose of the amendment is to strike out the amend- 
ment of the committee and substitute what I ask to have read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Turriz in thechair). The 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Wyoming will be read 
for information. ’ } 

The SecrETARY. Strike out the amendment of the committee 
just read and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

Division of irrigation and reclamation of arid lands: One irrigation engi- 
neer, who shall be chief of division, and who shall have such theoretical knowl- 
edge and practical skill and experience as will fit him for the tion, $3,000; 
one assistant engineer, $1,800, both of whom shall be a — by the Secre- 

of Agriculture; one draftsman, $1,500; one clerk, ' ,000; in all, $7,300. 

Tavestigations of the method of ane operating irrigation canals; 
* of the duty of water in irrigation and the t methods of securing its eco 
nomical use; investigations of the relation of the duty‘of water to the prob- 
lems of storage and to the ultimate area which can be reclaimed; investiga- 
tions into the nature of rights to water acquired for distribution, storage, 
use, or sale; employment of local and special agents and ts; mater 
tools, apparatus, supplies, and labor in conducting experiments; freight and 
express es; traveling expenses, and rent of building for office; prepara- 
tion of drawings, illustrations, reports, $14,000. 


Mr. CULLOM. AsI understand there is some disposition to 
discuss the amendment just read, I will let the matter be passed 
over until the reading of the bill is finished at least. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment just read and 
the amendment of the committee, for which it is proposed as a 
substitute, will be passed over informally. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. The next amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 17, after 
line 14, to insert: 

Fiber investigations: Toenable the Secretary of Agriculture tocontinue the 
inv tions relating to textile fibers indigenous in, or adapted to, the United 
States, including their economic growth, cleansing, and decorticating, prepar- 
atory to manufacture; the testing machines and processes for said cleansing 
and decorticating; for the purchase of material for said tests; for tho purchase 
of fiber plants and seeds for distribution, propagation, and experiment, and 
for the labor and expenses incident thereto; and for traveling expenses in 
connection with said duties, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Public-road 
inquiries,” on page 18, line 10, after the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out the comma and insert ‘‘of which sum $1,000 shall be imme- 
diately available;” so as to make the clause read: 

Public-road apanietens To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to make 
inquiries in regard to the system of road management throughout the United 
States; to make investigations in regard to the best methods of road making 
and the best kind of road-making materials in the several States; for labor, 
traveling, and other necessary expenses, and for preparing and publishing 
bulletins and reports on this subject for distribution, and to enable him to 
assist the agricultural colleges and experiment stations in disseminating 
information on this subject, $8,000, of which sum $1,000 shall be immediately 
available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 24, to increase the 
samereties for domestic sugar production from $5,000 to $7,000. 

he amendment was seal to. ‘ 

The next amendment was, on page 24, line 10, after the word 
**commerce,” to strike out: 


Provided, Live horses and the carcasses and products thereof be entitled 
to the same inspection as other animals herein named. 


So as to read: 


Salaries and expenses, Bureau of Animal Industry: For carrying out the 
pea of the act of May 29, 1884, establishing the Bureau of Animal In- 
ustry, and the act of August 30, 1890, providing for an inspection of meats 
and animals, and also the provisions of the act of March 3, 1891, providing for 
the inspection of live cattle, hogs, and the carcasses and products thereof 
which are the subject of interstate and foreign commerce, and for other pur- 
poses, etc. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CULLOM. I offer the amendment whichI send to the desk, 
to come in after the word ‘* purposes,” in line 12, on page 24. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from Illinois will be stated. 

The SecrETARY. On page 24, in line 12, after the word “pur- 
poses,” it is proposed to insert: : 

Provided, That certificates of inspection shall not be required by the cus- 


tom-house authorities when beef or other products are exported to other 
countries which shall not require such inspection. 


Mr. CULLOM. I merely wish to say that I desire to have that 
amendment adopted so that I may look into it further when the 
bill goes to conference. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 
of the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 24, line 12, after 
the amendment just adopted, to strike out ‘‘the sum of seven 
hundred and seventy-five” and insert ‘“‘nine hundred;” so as to 
read ‘“‘nine hundred thousand dollars.” 

Mr. GORMAN, I should like to ask the Senator why it is pro- 

sed to increase the amount there appropriated? 

Mr. CULLOM. The Secretary of Agriculture was before the 
Committee on Appropriations at a time when I think the Senator 
was not present. He stated to the committee that there was such 
a demand for the inspection of meats that it was impossible, with 
the force at his command, to inspect them as rapidly as was neces- 
sary for the purposes of exportation, and he asked that we should 
give him a larger appropriation for the purpose of enabling him 
to inspect meats as rapidly as they could be sent out of the coun- 
try for sale. 

There is a great demand abroad for our meats of various kinds, 
and the Secretary of Agriculture is very much embarrassed in try- 
ing to keep up with the demand upon him for inspection, and he 
has not the force at present to do it. 

Mr.GORMAN. AsIunderstand, the amendment offered by the 
Senator a little while ago would relieve him from the duty of in- 
spection of meat going to countries which do not require inspec- 
tion. 

Mr.CULLOM. That may relieve him alittle, but the fact is the 
provision is inserted for the purpose of enabling the committee to 
examine the law further. It is an awkward section as it stands, 
and requires that meat shall be inspected on the hoof and subse- 
quently inspected. It seems to be impossible to carry out the pro- 
vision of the law; and still our ships are liable to be held in port 
because of the want of the proper certificate under that statute. 
All meats for exportation are inspected wherever it can be done. 
I will read the section of the statute as it now stands, if the Sena- 
tor from Maryland would like to hear it. 

Mr. GORMAN. Very well. 

Mr.CULLOM. The provision found in the Agricultural appro- 
priation act of 1895 is as follows: 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of Agriculture shall also cause to be made a 
careful inspection of all live cattle, the meat of which, fresh, salted, canned, 
corned, packed, cured, or otherwise prepared, is intended for exportation to 
any foreign country, at such times and places, and in such manner as he may 
think proper, with a view to ascertain whether said cattle are free from dis- 
ease, and their meat sound and wholesome, and may appoint inspectors who 
shall be authorized to give an official certificate clearly stating the condition 
in which such cattle and meat are found, and no clearance shal! be given to 
any vessel having on board any fresh, salted, canned, corned, or packed Leef 
being the meat of cattle killed after the passage of this act for exportation to 
and sale in a foreign country from any port in the United States until the 
owner or shipper shall obtain from an inspector appointed under the provi- 
sions of this act a certificate that said cattle were free from disease and that 
their meat is sound and wholesome. 

It is rather difficult for an inspector to follow the meat of in- 
spected cattle after it has been canned or otherwise prepared for 
shipment. I remember, as the Senator from Maryland may, that 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], when this section was 
under discussion, made the point that it would be an impossibility, 
as I recollect his statement, to carry out that provision of law. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I stated then that it would prac- 
tically prevent the exportation of meats from establishments in 
such States as Connecticut. My fear in the matter has proved 
absolutely true. Where we had quite ameat-exportation business 
before, it has been practically crippled. I believe our people can 
export to eetenk now, and do to some extent. I have been 
trying to get an inspector assigned to the State of Connecticut, 
but find I can not do it, as even other States which have much 
larger packing houses than we have in Connecticut are not sup- 
plied with inspectors. It issupposed that our business is not suf- 
ficient to have one inspector in the State of Connecticut. 

I hope this amendment will prevail. I did not know that it 
was going to be proposed, but we have suffered, as I knew we 
should, by the passage of the law which the Senator from Illinois 
has read. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator had not said anything to me 
about it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No, I had not; but I am glad to 
know that the Senator has offered the amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. My attention was called to it, and I thought 
there was enough in it to justify me in asking that the amend- 
ment be adopted, so that we might consider it hereafter and see 
whether or not such a provision ought to be in the statute. 

Mr. WARREN. In connection with the amendment, I wish 
to say that ever since the adoption of the statute from which the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] has read, and until very 
recently, there has been some embarrassment in the Agricultural 
Department. When we undertake to say that a vessel booked for 
some foreign port where there is no restriction against meat 








1350 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 2, 





which happens to have a can of meat aboard taken from an animal 
which was not inspected by a United States official before it was 
killed shall not be permitted to clear, it seems to me as if we were 
goingtoofar. Secretary Morton suspended action in some manner 
from time to time, I think, by issuing orders for three or six months 
at a time, so that the avoidance of very severe conflicts was ac- 
complished in that way. But it seems to me that if such inspec- 
tion as proposed in the Agricultural appropriation act of 1895 is 
useful, it should be enforced; if it can not be enforced, I think it 
should be repealed; and, if not repealed, a provision of this kind 
should go into the bill. 

1 do not know of any reasonable way within the resources of 
this Government by which we can trace the meat of every animal 
that is killed in the United States down to where it shall be a piece 
of dried beef or a can of meat. I do not believe that if the test is 
made, we can hold up a vessel belonging to parties in this coun- 
try, or any other, who seek to conduct commerce between this 
nation and another, where there is no restriction in that nation 
against the importation of meats. 

I am perfectly willing that the amendment shall be dropped out 
if there be any reason for retaining the law as it now exists; but 
since the law has not been enforced, and since we can not inspect 
these animals, I should like at least to have those who serve upon 
the Committee on Commerce, as the chairman of the committee is 
not here, to state whether, in their opinion, the law would endure 
the test of resistance. I think under the circumstances the amend- 
ment is necessary, and I hope it will prevail. 

Mr. GORMAN. The point I was looking at was the amount of 
money involved. As I understand, the amount proposed to be 
appropriated exceeds the estimates of the Department itself. 

r.CULLOM. The Secretary of Agriculture came before the 
committee and asked us for a larger amount of money than had 
been put in before, and larger than he had, as a matter of fact, 
estimated for, because, he said, the demand was upon him for 
inspectors, as the examinations of meat had become tremendous, 
a that he could not furnish the inspectors necessary in order to 
help along our exportations. So we gave him a larger amount of 
money than he had in the first instance estimated for, but exactly 
the amount that he afterwards desired, as will be shown in the 
letter which he wrote to the committee and which is embodied in 
the report made to the Senate. 

Tho letter of the Secretary of Agriculture is quite an extensive 
one and very full on that question. So I hope thererwill be no 
diminution of the amount of money specified in the bill, because 
it is a matter of importance to the farmers and people who have 
meat to sell for our foreign trade to have it properly inspected, so 
that it may go forward and get into foreign markets. I myself 
feel very much gratified that there is such a report from the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture, stating the growth of our trade in the 
meats of the country and their shipment to foreign ports. The 
letter which the Secretary furnished the committee states that he 
ought to have the amount of money which it is now proposed to 
appropriate in order to carry on the business ora and secure 

roper inspections. He has had calls from all over the country 
or more inspectors, for the reason that the producers and packers 
of meat can not get their meats inspected. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it ought to be said, in addition to what 
the Senator from Illinois has stated, that the Secretary of Agri- 
culture is unable to make distinctions between the packers of 
meats. If one packer secures an inspection of his meats and an- 
other does not, that would be a discrimination about which com- 
plaint would be made, andif the packers demand inspection, of 
course he will have to provide an inspection accordingly. The 
meats must be iemneotel before they are admitted to most of the 
countries to which our beef products and other meat products 
are exported. 

Mr. GORMAN. The amendment struck me as a little novel. 
I only wanted an explanation. I was not in the committee when 
the question was considered; but, as a rule, I understand the 
committees which consider appropriation bills are trying to carry 
out the suggestions of the President and sometimes even cutting 
the appropriations down below the estimates of the heads of the 
Departments. We have had one important case recently on the 
pension appropriation bill where we discovered that, after the 
estimates were made and submitted to Congress, $10,000,000 more 
would be required to pay pensions, and this was the first item 
which happened to strike me since then where the Committee on 
~ ropriations had exceeded the amount of the estimate. 

i. ALLISON. The Senator understands that in this instance 
the Secretary of Agriculture urges the additional appropriation, 
and in the other instance the Secretary of the Interior stated that 
the amount estimated would be sufficient. 

Mr. GORMAN, In the one case the Secretary of the Interior 
estimated eight and one-half million dollars less than his Commis- 
sioner of Pensions thought was absolutely necessary; in this case 
I understand the Secretary of Agriculture has reversed himself. 

I have no objection to the amount of money which is proposed 


to be appropriated, provided it be necessary. I have no doubt the 
present Secretary of Agriculture is a very active, energetic, wise 
man and is conducting his en very well; but I did not 
know the special reasons for the appropriation, and therefore [ 
made the inquiry of the Senator from Illinois why it was that in 
this particular case we are exceeding the estimates. Having that 
information, I have no objection to the amendment. I have no 
doubt the money will be wisely expended, and I have no doubt 
that the demand for places of inspectors, as well as the business 
of the country, is very pressing. I only desired to know what rea- 
son there was for the proposed increase of appropriation. 

Mr. CULLOM. There were very cogent reasons given by the 
Secretary of Agriculture to the committee, which would have con- 
vinced the Senator from Maryland himself if he had been present. 

Mr. GORMAN. I have no doubt of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment reported by the Committee on Appropriations, which has 
been stated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of thé bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 24, in line 19, after 
the word “ farcy,” to insert ‘‘hog cholera;” on page 25, line 7, be- 
fore the word “ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five” and insert 
** seventy-five;” in line 10, after the word ‘‘ sum,” to insert ‘‘ not 
exceeding $25,000;” in line 12, after the words ‘‘ necessary for,” to 
insert ‘‘making and using serum for the prevention and cure of 
hog cholera, and for;” so as to read: 


And the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized to use any 
this sum he may deem necessary or expedient, in such manner as he may 
think best, in the collection of information concerning live-stock, dairy, and 
other animal products, and to prevent the spread of pleuro-pneumonia, tu- 
berculosis, sheep scab, glanders or farcy, hog cholera, and other diseases of 
animals, and for this purpose to oneney as many persons as he may deem 
mectamney and to expend any part of this sum in the purchase and destruc- 
tion of diseased or exposed animals and the quarantine of the same whenever 
in his judgment it is essential to prevent the spread of pleuro-pneumon 
tuberculosis, or other diseases of a from one State into another, an 
for printing and publishing such reports relating to animal industry as he 
may direct; and the Secretary is hereby authorized to rent a suitable build- 
ing in the District of Columbia, at an annual rental of not exceeding $1,200, to 
be used as a laboratory for said Bureau of Animal sacerwy: Provided, That 
$75,000 of the sum egeregrinnen by this paragraph shall be immediately avail- 
able for salaries and expenses of the Bureau of Animal Industry; and the 
Secretary of Agriculture may use so much of this sum, not ex ing $25,000, 
as he deems necessary for making and using serum for the prevention and 
cure of hog cholera, and for promoting the extension and development of 
foreign markets for dairy and other farm products of the United States, and 
for suitable transportation for the same; and such prgees may be bought 
in open market and disposed of at the discretion of the Secretary of Agri- 
culture, and he is authorized to apply the moneys received from the sales of 


such peomnets toward the continuation and repetition of such experimental 
exports. 


The amendment was agreed 


to. 
The next amendment was, on page 25, line 20, after the word 
“exports,” to strike out: 


That there be printed of the work known as the Special Report on the 
Diseases of the Horse, 75,000 copies, of which 50,000 copies shall be for the 
use of the House and 25,000 copies for the use of the Senate; and there is 
hereby appro riated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, $37 500, or so much thereof as may be necessary for that purpose. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


For printing 75,000 — of the work known as the — Report on the 
Diseases of the Horse, of which 25,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate 
and 50,000 copies for the use of the House, $37,500, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary. 

Mr. CULLOM. I merely wish to say that the committee pro- 
posed to amend the clause in that way so as to put it in better 


shape. 
reed to, 


art of 


The amendment was a; 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of “‘ Weather 
Bureau,” on page 27, line 2, before the word ‘‘chief,” to insert 
‘‘assistant;” in line 15, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
‘*two hundred;” and on page 28, line 12, before the word ‘‘hun- 
dred,” to strike out ‘‘ five” and insert ‘‘three;” so as to make the 
clause read: 


Salaries of the Weather Bureau: Office of Chief of Weather Bureau: Ono 
chief of Bureau, $4,500; two professors of masteat clog , at each, for 
service in the city of Washington, or elsewhere, as the exigencies of the 
Bureau may demand, $6,000; three professors of meteorology, at $2,500 each, 
for service in the city of Washington, or elsewhere, as the exigencies of the 
Bureau may demand, $7,500; three forecast officials, at $2,000 each, for service 
in the city of Washington, or elsewhere, as the exigencies of the Bureau may 
demand, 36,000; one chief clerk, $2,250; three chiefs of division one each, 
$6,000; three clerks of class 4, $5,400; one assistant chief of division of sup- 

lies, $1,600; six clerks class 3, $9,600; sixteen clerks class 2, $22,400; twenty- 

ve clerks class 1, $30,000; fifteen clerks, at $1,000 each, $15,000; one telegra 
operafor in the city of Washington or elsewhere, as the exigencies of the 
Bureau may demand, $1,000; six clerks, at $900 each, $5,400; three copyists or 
typewriters, at $840 each, $2,520; one copyist or typewriter, $720; one chief 
mechanician, $1,200; one captain of the watch, $1,000; one engineer, $900; one 
batteryman, $840; four skilled artisans, at $840 each, $3,360; two skilled mech- 
anicians, at $840 com. es three messengers, at each, $2,160; two fire- 
men, at $720 each, $1,440; three watchmen, at $720 each, $2,160; one carpenter. 
$840; five laborers, at $660 each, $3,300; eight messengers Or iaborers, at 000 
each, $4,800; five messengers or laborers, at $450 each, $2,250; three charwomen, 
at $240 each, $720; for temporary employment of messengers and laborers as 
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may be necessary in the office of the Chief of the Weather Bureau, $800; in 
all, $153,340. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. The reading of the bill having been concluded, 
and all the committee amendments except the one on page 16 in 
regard to irrigation having been disposed of, and as there are sev- 
eral Senators on both sides interested in that amendment, I think 
we had better not undertake to conclude the consideration of the 
bill this evening. I therefore move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 30 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, February 
8, 1898, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


--- 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 2, 1898. 
SURVEYOR-GENERAL. 


William McMicken, of Olympia, Wash., to be surveyor-general 
of Washington, vice William P. Watson, whose term will expire 
February 6, 1898. 


REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE, 


H. Dorsey Patton, of Chicago, Il., to be register of the land 
office of Tucson, Ariz., vice Eugene J. Trippel, resigned. 

Emil Solignac, of Deming, N. Mex., to register of the land 
office at Las Cruces, N. Mex., vice Edwin E. Sluder, deceased. 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Daniel L. Sheets, of Durango, Colo., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Durango, Colo., vice George Weaver, resigned. 

James F. Thompson, of Eureka, Cal., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Humboldt, Cal., his present term having expired Janu- 
ary 15, 1898. (Reappointment. ) 


CHAPLAIN IN THE NAVY. 


Rey. William T. Helms, a citizen of West Virginia, to be a 
chaplain in the Navy, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Henry R. Thorpe, to be postmaster at Greenville, in the county 
of Mercer and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Orson A. 
Carlin, whose commission expired December 14, 1897. 

Through error Mr. Thorpe was nominated and confirmed as 
Henry T "3 

Alphonso F. Learned, to be postmaster at Port Townsend, in 
the county of Jefferson and State of Washington, in the place of 
aw G. McNamara, whose commission expired December 21, 

7. 


T. H. Pare, to be postmaster at Lewisburg, in the county of 
Greenbrier and State of West Virginia, in the place of Thomas L. 
Feamster, whose commission expired October 10, 1897, 





WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn February 2, 1898. 
Rev. William T, Helms, to be a chaplain in the Navy. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 2, 1898. 
CONSUL. 


John F, Winter, of Dlinois, to be consul of the United States 
at Annaberg, Saxony. 


COMMISSIONER OF IMMIGRATION, 


Hart H. North, of California, to be commissioner of immigra- 
tion at the port of San Francisco, in the State of California. 


COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Henry C. Bell, of California, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the Fourth district of California. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 


H. G. McMillan, of Iowa, to be attorney of the United States 
for the northern district of Iowa. 

Wilson R, Gay, of Washington, to be attorney of the United 
States for the district of Washington. 


PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
Subsistence Department. 


Col. Samuel Tobey Cushing, assistant commissary-general of 
subsistence, to be Commissary-General of Subsistence. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. Nathaniel J. K. Patch, to be a lieutenant-commander. 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) Guy W. Brown, to be a lieutenant. 
Ensign Francis Boughter, to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) William B. Fletcher, to be a lieutenanf. 
Ensign Archibald H. Davis, to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 
Lieut. Thomas 8. Phelps, jr., to be a lieutenant-commander. 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) Marbury Johnston, to be a lieutenant, 
Ensign Guy H. Burrage, to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 
Lieut. Karl Rohrer, to be a lieutenant-commander. 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) William B. Whittelsey, to be a lieutenant. 
Ensign Victor Blue, to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) Joseph L. Jayne, to be a lieutenant. 
Asst. Paymaster Joseph J. Cheatham, to be a passed assistant 
paymaster. 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) James G. Doyle, to be a lieutenant. 


POSTMASTERS. 


John B. Strobel, to be postmaster at Ironton, in the county of 
Lawrence and State of Ohio. 

Philo 8. Clark, to be postmaster at Portsmouth, in the county 
of Scioto and State of Ohio. 

Brough P. Quaintance, to be postmaster at Golden, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Colorado. 

M. E. Williams, to be postmaster at Foxlake, in the county of 
Dodge and State of Wisconsin. 

Hugh F. Fariss, to be postmaster at Columbia, in the county of 
Maury and State of Tennessee. 

Harlan P. Dewey, to be postmaster at Tullahoma, in the county 
of Coffee and State of Tennessee. 

John C. Campbell, to be postmaster at Johnson City, in the 
county of Washington and State of Tennessee. 

Andrew B. Hearring, to be postmaster at Ripley, in the county 
of Lauderdale and State of Tennessee. 

Robert F. Haun, to be postmaster at Milan, in the county of 
Gibson and State of Tennessee. 

John L. Goddard, to be postmaster at Maryville, in the county 
of Blount and State of Tennessee. 

Albert L. Scott, to be postmaster at Dickson, in the county of 
Dickson and State of Tennessee. 

Alexander Ragan, to be postmaster at Newport, in the county 
of Cocke and State of Tennessee. 

William A. Pamplin, to be postmaster at Fayetteville, in the 
county of Lincoln and State of Tennessee. 

Robert S. Sharp, to be postmaster at Chattanooga, in the county 
of Hamilton and State of Tennessee. 

John L. Sinclair, to be postmaster at Dyersburg, in the county 
of Dyer and State of Tennessee. 

William Spellings, to be postmaster at McKenzie, in the county 
of Carroll and State of Tennessee. 

W. 8S. McCauley, to be postmaster at Sweetwater, in the county 
of Monroe and State of Tennessee. 

Robert C. Wilcox, to be postmaster at Clarksville, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Tennessee. 

George T. Taylor, to be postmaster at Union City, in the county 
of Obion and State of Tennessee. . 

Charles S. Moss, to be postmaster at Franklin, in the county of 
Williamson and State of Tennessee. 

L. C. Revare, to be postmaster at Corsicana, in the county of 
Navarro and State of Texas. : 

Giles Rives, to be postmaster at Brownsville, in the county of 
Haywood and State of Tennessee. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 2, 1898. 
The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
HENRY N. CoupDeEN. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 


MEDALS TO FIRST DEFENDERS OF NATIONAL CAPITAL: 


Mr. GROW. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit the following 
resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk, and after it is read I 
will ask for its consideration and passage. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania desires 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the resolution 
which will be reported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas on July 22, 1861, the House of Representatives passed the follow- 
ing resolution: 

** Resolved, That the thanks of the House are due and are hereby tendered 
to the 530 soldiers from Pennsylvania who passed through the mob at Balti- 
more and reached Washington on the 18th day of April last for the defense 
of the national capital: '’ Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of War be, and he is 


' | 
; 
. 
; 
; 
; 
' 
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hereby, authorized and directed to issue medals of honor to the 130 living offi- 
cers and soldiers of the 5 companies from Pennsylvania, namely, the Readin g 
Ringgold Artillery, the Pottsville National Light Infantry, the Pottsville 
Washington Artillery, the Lewiston Logan Guards, and the Allentown Allen 
Infantry, who were the first to reach Washington City for its defense on the 
18th day of April, 1861. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I object. The Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs have before them bills and resolutions authorizing 
225,000 medals, and I would like to have this go with the others. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


EX-NAVAL CADET T. D. PARKER. 


Mr. LATIMER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, called 
up House resolution No. 105, to authorize the President to ap- 
oint as an assistant engineer in the Navy ex-Naval Cadet T. D. 
arker,and asked unanimous consent for its present consideration. 
Mr. McCLELLAN. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
South Carolina if this is a unanimous report of the committee? 

Mr. LATIMER. It is the unanimous report of the committee. 

Mr. SULZER. Does the gentleman say it is a unanimous re- 

rt? 

"aie LATIMER. It is. 

Mr. HULL. I would like to have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. SOUTHARD) was read. 

Mr. McEWAN. I object to this on the ground that it is special 
legislation. I do not believe that this thing ought to be done in 
this way. Let it be done pursuant to general law. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


GULF, COLORADO AND SANTA FE RAILWAY. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of House bill 5547. 

The SPEAKER. This bill has been read in the presence of the 
House recently. 

The title of the bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5547) to grant to the Gulf, Colorado and Santa Fe Railway 
Company the right to construct a branch of its railroad in the Indian Terri- 
tory, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman has made this request for unani- 
mous consent before. I asked him to be ready to inform the 
House, when the matter should again come up, whether the bill 
requires payment for the land which the railroad company may 
actually take, and whether it requires compensation to be made 
to the people whose improvements may be disturbed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The bill does provide for making payment for 
the land through which the road may pass under the general law 
and under the law granting the original charter to the Santa Fe 
road. It provides also for reimbursement to persons whose prop- 
erty may be injured by the construction of this line. 

Mr. BAILEY. There is one other point about which I have 
not been able to satisfy myself, though I am not inclined to inter- 
pose objection simply because I lack information; that is, as to 
the purchase of the old road. Iam not perfectly sure that this 
ought to be permitted; neither have I been able to inform myself 
sufficiently to be able to say confidently that it ought not to be 
permitted. In view of the distinct statement that the bill does 
require payment to the Indian tribes for their land which may be 
taken, and also compensation for improvements to people who 
may be in possession, I shall not object. The bill itself does not 
make such provision unless the reference which it makes to dif- 
ferent laws is sufficient. If the laws referred to embrace such re- 
quirements—a point which I have not had time or opportunity to 
investigate—then the provision is ample. In view of the state- 
ment that those statutes to which reference is made do require 
payment to the Indian tribes and compensation to the owners of 
improvements, I make no objection. 

Mr. CASTLE. I object. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HULL. I desire to call up the amendments of the Senate 
to the Army appropriation bill for the purpose of putting the 
matter in conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HvuLt] de- 
sires to bring up the Army appropriation bill, with the view of 
agreeing to the conference asked by the Senate. Havethe amend- 
ments proposed by the Senate been read? 

Mr. HULL. I think not. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments will be read. 

Mr. HULL. Iask unanimous consent that the reading be dis- 
pensed with. The amendments are very few, and most of them 
merely verbal. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Do any of these amendments embrace legis- 
lative provisions? 

Mr. HULL. There is one in the nature of a legislative pro- 
vision, increasing the number of chief clerks. But i am going to 
ask that all of the amendments be nonconcurred in. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Then thereis no general legislation, properly 
speaking, in these amendments? 

Mr. HULL. No general legislation. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Legislative provisions which went out in 
this House on points of order have not been restored? 

Mr. HULL. You can not reserve points of order on Senate 
amendments. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. But my question is whether legislative 
ee that went out here on points of order have been re- 
stored. 

Mr. HULL. Nothing is put in that went out here. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that the reading of the Senate amendments be dispensed 
with, that the House nonconcur in those amendments, and agree 
to the conference asked by the Senate. Is there objection? 

There was no objection; and it was ordered ee: 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. Huu, Mr, 
MarsH, and Mr. Cox as conferees on the part of the House. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. GROUT, the House resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. PAYNE in the 
chair) and resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6897) mak- 
ing appropriations to prone for the expenses of the Government 
of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1899, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the pending amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in line 10, page 38, after the word “thereunder,” the following: 

‘Provided further, That the sum appropriated shall be expended under the 
conditions and limitations imposed in the act making appropriations to pro- 
vide for the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year 1897, page 29, Statutes at Large of the United States.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I ask consent to offer the amend- 
ment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out in lines 17 and 18, on page 37, after the word “Columbia,” the 
following: 


“ As have been heretofore usually provided for by direct appropriations 
to private institutions, and.”’ 


Mr. McRAE. These words I think are useless and are incon- 
sistent with the amendment just adopted, and it seems to me that 
the language would be better if it read: 


Surgical treatment of poor and destitute patients in the District of Colum- 
bia as the District Commissioners may deem necessary. 

And so on. 

It seems to me that these words should not be carried in the 
statutes if we mean what we say we do. No reference should be 
made in this bill to the direct appropriations heretofore made to 
private institutions from which direct support has been withdrawn, 
and the whole sum should be given to public officers, to be used in 
their discretion without limitation. I think these words should go 
out and the Commissioners allowed to dispense this charity as they 
think best. I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. TERRY. Thisis right. Vote for the amendment. 

Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Chairman, there is no explanation offered 
- to the purpose of the amendment, and I hope it will be voted 

own. 

I do not wish to spend time upon the matter, but this paragraph 
was carefully considered in the committee; it is in the same form 
as reported a year ago, and I think such an amendment is quite 
inadvisable and should not be adopted. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
McRAtr) there were—ayes 58, noes 72, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For continuing the extension of the high-service system of water distribu- 
tion, to include all necessary land, machinery, buildings, mains, and appur- 
tenances, and for the pure , erection, maintenance, and inspection of 
water meters for the gradual extension of the meter system to classes of 
consumers, so much as may be available in the water fund during the fiscal 


yom 1899, after providing for the expenditures hereinbefore authorized, is 
ereby appropriated. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit an 
amendment at this point. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I wish to reserve the point of order on 
that provision; but I will withhold the point of order if the gen- 
tleman desires to offer an amendment. 

Mr. HENDERSON. No; make your point of order now, and 
let us have it determined first. 

The CHAIRMAN. On what provision does the gentleman 
make the point of order? 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. On the provision on page 44, beginning 
with line 19. 

I understand this to be a radical change of existing law. I am 
not fully informed as to the law as it is, however, but I think it 
is a change, as far as my information goes. At least, it is a radi- 
cal departure from the method of measuring water to consumers 
heretofore in use in this city. 

Mr. PITNEY. To what provision is the point of order ad- 
dressed? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. To the system of measuring water by 
the adoption of water meters, beginning with line 19 on page 44 
of the bill. 

My information is that it will add greatly to the expense, and 
will add millions of dollars to the water tax of the consumers in 
the District. A subject ee a heavy tax, it seems to 
me, ought to be against existing law, if it is not strictly against 
the letter of the law. 

Mr. PITNEY. There is no existing law violated by the pro- 
vision of the bill. They are already using and introducing water 
meters in the city, more or less, annually. They are already in- 
specting those now in existence, and this provision makes an 
——— for the gradual extension of the meter system. It 
provides that out of the surplus of the water revenues this system 
may be extended. It will not cost very much, if anything, I will 
say to the gentleman, since he wishes to discuss the merits of the 
matter. It will not cost the water consumers anything. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There is no law now for applying the 
— revenues arising from the water department in that way. 

r.P . Oh, yes; there is. That fund is placed under 
the authority of the District Commissioners, and they are doing 
this very work at this time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, if they have that authority now, 
why is it necessary to put such a provision in the bill? 

Mr. PITNEY. Well, this provides how the surplus of the water 
revenues may be appropriated. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But you ask permission to use all the 
surplus or any surplus existing, andif there is no authority of law 
for that, then this necessarily must change existing law so as to 
give them that authority. 

Mr. PITNEY. My understanding is that they have the power 
and are doing it now. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Ofcourse the question is as to whether there 
is or is not a law governing this point. The gentleman from New 
Jersey says there is such a law, and if there is such a law, then 
this is simply an ae. 

Mr. RICHAR ON. I would like to see such a law produced. 
If there is such a law, this provision would not be in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. This is a provision for an appropriation to 
provide meters. Now, if there is a law to authorize the introduc- 
tion of the system in the city, that is another questionas to which 
the Chair has no knowledge. The question is, asa matter of fact, 
Is there any existing law for it? There seems to be a question of 
fact as to whether there is any existing law. 

Mr. PITNEY. It is for the objector to show that there is no 





Ww. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman from Tennessee asserts 
that there is no such law. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I say so, and I say if there was they 
would not want this provision. It is perfectly evident that there 
is no such law, and if this provision does not change existing law 
there would be no occasion for this, because the Commissioners 
could do it without. The Commissioners know they can not do 
it, and therefore this provision is put in the bill. 

Mr. PITNEY. If the Chairman will bear with me, I think I 
can find some information in reference to this in the hearings. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will suggest that this paragraph 
might be passed over, to be returned to later. 

r. DOCKERY. Let it be passed over for a moment. 

Mr. HENDERSON. With the understanding that it will be 
subject to amendment after the point of order is disposed of. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no objection, the paragraph will 
be —_ over temporarily, and will be subject to amendment, 
and the — of order will be considered as pending. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Perhaps the gentleman in charge of this 
matter can tell me whether the same difficulty will arise in the 
consideration of the next paragraph. I am not sure as to that. 

The Clerk read the paragraph, as follows: 


The Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby authorized to 
furnish Potomac water without charge toorphan asylumsand charity schools, 
and such institutions as receive annual appropriations from Congress, to an 
amount to be fixed in each case by said Com ioners, not to exceed the rate 
of 100 ms per average capita of inmate per diem; and for all water used 

such an amount the institution shall be charged at the prevailing rate 

for the use of water in the District. They are further authorized to furnish 
water without charge to churches to an amount to be fixed in each 

case said Commissioners, any amount used in excess to be charged as 
hereinbefore provided. 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. I will ask the gentleman to answer my 
question now. 

Mr. GROUT. I understand the gentleman to inquire whether 
there is authority for furnishing water free to these charitable 
institutions and churches, and I reply that there is. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have not had time to read it—— 

Mr. GROUT. There is authority in an old city ordinance ap- 
proved October 10, 1863, a copy of which I hold in my hand. The 
provision in this bill is intended simply as a limitation upon that. 
This old corporation act gives these institutions the right to use 
the water free, but does not in any way limit the use of it. 

Now, this provision simply reenacts the old law, and puts a lim- 
itation upon it to the effect that beyond a certain quantity, viz, 
100 gallons per average capita inmate per diem, they shall pay for 
it, so that the institutions will be put under charge if the amount 
exceeds that. The churches are limited in a similar way, not by 
the hundred-gallon rule, but by such limitation as the Commis- 
sioners may see fit to fix. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I see that it does not conflict with the 
preceding item, and [ have no objection to it. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. This concludes the reading of the bill. We 
will now return to the paragraph to which a point of order was 
raised. 

Mr. PITNEY. As to the point of order in opposition to the 
paragraph concerning water meters, I desire to say, first, that 
water meters are in use in the District and hav2 been in use for 
ten years. I will read from page 139 of the hearings before the 
subcommittee which prepared this bill, where Captain Black and 
Captain Burr, the officials in charge, were inquired of concerning 
the matter. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Before the gentleman begins, may I say 
a word in further support of the contention I make on the point 
of order? 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to call attention to the fact that the sur- 
plus that is to be used comes entirely from the District of Colum- 
bia, from the individual users of water, and therefore it is the use 
of a fund which belongs to the District of Columbia, and this sur- 
plus, if the fund were so applied, would not be contributed te by 

| the General Government or the United States Treasury, and that, 
of course, would be a change of existing law. 

Mr. GROUT. The gentleman is entirely mistaken about that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, I may be; but I want to have that 
fact developed, because I think I am not mistaken. 

Mr. GROUT. It is derived from citizens of the District, but it 
does not belong to the District funds at all. 

Mr. PITNEY. Astothe last objection made by the gentleman, 
the answer is this: The water plant was originally constructed 
wholly out of the Federalrevenues. It was dedicated, soto speak, 
to the use of the District of Columbia, under terms which reserved 
to the Government buildings the free use of such water as they 

| might require, and gave to the District citizens the use of such 
as they required, upon paying rates for the water. The surplus 
revenues have been devoted, in pursuance of an act of Congress, 
to the improvement and increase of the plant, so that it has been 
built up out of its own earnings, so to speak. The expansions of 
the system in recent years have been paid for, it is true, out of 
money collected from the citizens, but out of money collected 
from them for the use of property originally donated by the Fed- 
eral Government: 

My next point is: This is “‘a public purpose already in prog- 
ress.” I read from page 139 of the minutes of the proceedings be- 
fore the Committee on Appropriations. Captain Black was asked 
this question by the chairman of the committce, and Captain Burr 
answered for him: 


The CHATRMAN. When did this partial introduction cf water meters take 
place? 

Captain Burr. We have been using water meters here in small numbers 
for ten years or more. 

The CHAIRMAN. To what extent are they used now? 

Captain Burr. To the extent of about 800 meters, as compared with 48,000 
premises supplied, equal to one in sixty. 


In the third place, the law is clear enough, Mr. Chairman. I 
read from page 443 of the compiled statutes in force in the District 
of Columbia: 


Sec. 2. Hereafter the operations of the water department of the District 
of Columbia shall be under the direction of the engineer's office of the Dis- 
trict, subject to the control of the Commissioners. 

Sec. 3. Full power is given to the Commissioners (le tive assembly) to 
supply the inhabitants of Washington and Georgetoy yrith the Potomac 
water from the aqueduct mains or pipes laid in the streets and avenues by the 
United States; and to make all laws and regulations for the proper distribu- 





tion of the same, subject to the provisions of this chapter, and to the control 
of the Chief of Engineers in charge of public buildings and grounds as pro- 
vided in section 1810, Revised Statutes of tho United States; title, ‘Seat of 


government, including public buildings.”’ ae 
Sic. 4. No expense shall devolve upon the United States under the pro 
visions of the preceding section. 
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D Src. 5. That water-main taxes and water rents shall be uniform in said 
istrict. 

Sec. 6. The Commissioners have (legislative assembly has) authority to 
establish a scale of annual rates for the supply and use of the water appor- 
tioned to different classes of buildings according to their size, dimensions, 
assessed values, exposure to fires, uses for dwellings, stores, shops, stables, 
manufactories, or other purposes, number of occupants, or consumption of 
water, measured by meter or otherwise, and to modify, alter, amend, in- 
crease, or reduce such scale, from time to time, and extend it to other de- 
scription of buildings and establishments; to provide for the collection of 
such rates, injadvance or otherwise, from the owner or occupants of all 
buildings or establishments using the water; to provide for stopping the 
supply of water to any dwelling or establishment upon a failure to pay the 
rate, and generally to enact such laws as may be necessary to supply the in- 
habitants of Washington and Georgetown with pure and wholesome water, 
and to carry into full effect the provisions of this chapter. 

Sec. 7. The water rates levied in Washington and Georgetown shall never 
be a source of revenue other than as a meansof pecgans up to said cities a 
supply of water, but shall constitute a fund exclusively for the maintenance, 
management, and repair of the system of water distribution. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, that shows very clearly that a system of 
meters was contemplated when the act was passed. Express 
authority was given to the District Commissioners to extend this 
system of meters substantially as they now request that the money 
be appropriated. . ‘ 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, it was impossible for me 
to catch all the provisions of the law; but it must be manifest that 
the law which the gentleman has read does not confer upon the 
Commissioners the power to use the surplus which they undertake 
to use by this item of the bill for the prosecution of the work men- 
tioned. If they had such authority under that law, it is perfectly 
apparent that they would not be here asking for this provision in 
an appropriation bill. It is a change of existing law for them to 
take the surplus, which is a fund that is collected, as I understand 
it to be, entirely from the individual consumers of water in this 
District and apply it to this purpose. In other words, Mr. Chair- 
man, that fund has not heretofore been so applied, and can not be 
under the law. If they come and take that fund and change it 
from that purpose and apply it to this purpose, it is a change of 
existing law. ee 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that the law quoted gives 
very full authority to the Commissioners on this subject, and the 
water rates by section 7 seem to be dedicated ‘‘for the main- 
tenance, management, and repair of the system of water distribu- 
tion.” 

The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I now offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out of page 44, line 19, ail after the word ‘“‘appurtenances” down to 
and including the word “ consumers,” in lines 21 and 22. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, when the bill was called 
up in the House I asked the chairman of the subcommittee, the 
gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Grout], for an explanation of 
that provision. me 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, it is impossible for us to hear. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hopes the committee will be in 
order. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If my colleague would give me his attention 
a moment in reference to his amendment, ought not that amend- 
ment to strike out begin after the word ‘‘ meter” rather than after 
the word ‘‘ appurtenances?” There is one provision in there that 
I supposed was necessary with reference to the inspection of 
meters that are now established. There are some 800 of them. I 
suppose the purpose is to prevent the further extension of their 


use? 

Mr. HENDERSON. That is my object. The power that my 
colleague refers to is already in the law. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as I stated, when the bill was first reported 
I asked the gentleman from Vermont to give us an explanation of 
that provision, but he did not at that time feel disposed to do so; 
at least, he gave us no light upon the subject. The reason why I 
offer this amendment is because my attention was called to the 
matter by a citizen of the District, Mr. W. C. Dodge, in a letter 
written on the 25th day of January. 

The gentleman from Vermont, in answer to my question a few 
days ago, said that I had probably seen mention of it in the papers. 
I had not at that time. I desire the Clerk to read so much of Mr. 
Dodge's letter as I have marked with pencil for the information of 
the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Iappeal to you as a friend of this abused District to squelch one of the 
most outrageous jobs ever attempted to be sneaked through Congress. 

On page 44 of the District bill is a very harmless-looking paragraph under 


which the Engineer Commissioner proposes to apply meters to all the water 
takers of the District. 

They have the power now to apply them to all the larger users, livery sta- 
bles, saloons, hotels, factories, etc. y 

There are 858 thus applied, leaving 46,459 to be memes. At the District 
office I learn the cost to be—meters, $17 to $200, according tosize: average for 
private houses, say, $25; fish trap, which they say must be put in, $5 to $6; 
connections, $20 to $50, average, say, $25, making each meter cost an average 
of $55, and this for the 46,459, amounts to $2,565,245. This is enough to com 


_ the tunnel and reservoir, build a filter plant at a cost of a million, and 
ave half a million surplus. 


It is to be done out of the water fund as fast as it will permit. 
Instead of that, if there is any surplus we want it used to complete the 
tunnel and reservoir and provide for filtering the water. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Now, Mr. Chairman, that was Mr. Dodge’s 
statement, and I want to say that I know, whatever may be his 
views about ‘‘ sneaking ” the thing through, he certainly does not 
apply it to the Appropriation Committee; and if he did, I would 
personally resent the imputation. I know all the members. in 
charge of this measure are honest men and mean to do what is 
best for the District of Columbia. I have great faith, however, in 
Mr. Dodge; he is one of the cleanest and most fearless citizens in 
the District of Columbia. 

During the ten years I was a member of the Committee on A 
propriations, all the time connected with the subcommittee mak- 
ing appropriations for the District of Columbia, I found his sug- 
gestions to be of great value to me in discharging my duties 
faithfully to the District. I believe him to be a thoroughly hon- 
est man; and I notice that when the gentleman from New Jersey 
a PITNEY] was reading from the testimony the Engineer 

‘ommissioner’s statement about the number to be provided with 
a it substantially agrees with the figures given by Mr. 
odge. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Did I understand that the statement in 
the letter was that it would cost two millions and a half? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Two million five hundred and fifty-five 
thousand and some odd dollars. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, I stated that it was over a million, 
and I knew that it must be way above that. It must be in the 
neighborhood stated in the leiter. 

Mr. PITNEY. Do I understand the gentleman from Iowa to 
say that the introduction of the meter system is going to cost two 
and a half million dollars? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Yes; Mr. Dodge says there are now some- 
thing over 800 meters in use, That applies to livery stables, 
saloons, hotels, and to the larger factories. I notice in your read- 
ing from the testimony that the Engineer Commissioner stated 
that in round numbers there were 48,000 meters and that 800 had 
been supplied. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The exact number to be supplied is 46,459. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Thatis the number that will have to be 
supplied; yes. 

r. PITNEY. You do not want to misrepresent what the 
Engineer Commissioner said. He did ‘not say that they would 
have to be supplied at this cost. He said that the total cost of a 
meter, including the setting, would be about $20 per meter. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Citizens have told me that some of the 
demands for putting in meters were over $100. I am only giving 
you the estimate of one man that has lived here in Washington 
all his life. He gives it for private houses, an estimate for the 
average private house,'$25; a fish trap, $5 to $6; connections, $20 to 
$50, average, say, $25—making a total average cost of one meter 
of $55. 

Mr. PITNEY. That is nonsense, perfect nonsense. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Well, I have never found that Mr. Dodge 
was a man who dealt much in nonsense. In addition to this, I 
want to say that the Board of Trade of this District has con- 
demned this proposition and said that the great water fund should 
be preserved to finish the tunnel and reservoir. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HENDERSON. I should like five minutes more, Mr, 
Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that he be allowed to proceed five minutes. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HENDERSON, It does seem to me that every one of us 
who have been here very long and studied the question under- 
stand that we must make provision for a greater supply to the 
District. Our population is growing and there is danger of a 
water famine in the future in this District, and to take this fund 
which they want for the completion of the tunnel and reservoir 
and apply it to meters is taking away the supply that we are de- 
pending on for this higher, greater, and more needed purpose, 

Now, in addition to this I see in the Evening Star an editorial 
which was sent to me, in which it is said that this is an unwise 
thing to do; that the fund ought to be preserved for the other and 
more sacred purpose, and I am assured by Mr. Dodge—1 do not 
know how accurate it is—that the citizens generally are opposed 
to this diversion of the fund. Now, I felt it to be my duty to call 
the attention of the committee to this matter. 

As I said, I first sought light from the gentleman from Vermont 
{[Mr. Grout] who has charge of the bill when the bill was under 
general debate, but he gave me no light, and therefore I thought 
it proper to offer this amendment and bring it before the com- 
mittee to enable the gentleman now in charge of the bill [Mr. 
PITNEY] to give me what information he could. 
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Mr. GROUT. The information I gave was that the bill did not 
contemplate the use of the surplus revenue of the water depart- 
ment until meters were put in all the houses throughout the Dis- 
trict. I thought that we had better wait until we got to the 
paragraph. 

Mr. HENDERSON. You give the Engineer Commissioner the 
power and you will find meters will be put on all the 46,000 houses. 

Mr. GROUT. It is merely to start the work. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Yes, it will bestarted on the double quick. 
It will take away this fund and divert it from a greater and more 
beneficial use. 

Mr. PITNEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I would like to make a 
little sober statement on this matter. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I hope the gentleman does not mean to 
intimate that I am not sober. 

Mr. PITNEY. Oh, not at all. 

Mr. HENDERSON. My amiable friend from New Jersey is 
always sober. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DOCKERY. I donot know whether I caught correctly the 
reading of that letter, but if I did, the correspondent of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] intimates that this is a 
“job” urged by the Engineer Commissioner. Now, I wish to say 
this: I know nothing of the Engineer Commissioner except as I 
have seen him when he appeared before the subcommittee, but if 
there is anything in that letter which in any way questions his 
integrity, I think it is without warrant. In my judgment the 
Engineer Commissioner is a man of ability, high character, and 
unquestioned integrity. He is an Army officer, and we know that 
gentlemen of that class very rarely subject themselves, by their 
conduct, to any just aspersion. 

Mr. HENDERSON. On that point I thoroughly concur with 
the gentleman from Missouri. These men hold their places for 
life. But when they are in these positions they are‘ anxious to 
work; and I have no doubt this gentleman would go as far as he 
could under the authority of this provision, if it should become a 
law, to put in these meters. But my correspondent, unlike my- 
self, is a man of some temper; I am all sunshine and never say a 
severe word to anyone. [Laughter.] But my friend who wrote 
that letter, when he encounters what he believes to be a wrong, 
has a sledge-hammer way of treating it. But I exonerate the 
committee in this matter—I did that at the start—and I exonerate 
the Commissioners of the District. If there is a ‘‘ job” anywhere 
it is a job of the fellow who is going to furnish these meters and 
et ceteras. There may bea big job there; and my appeal to gen- 
tlemen in charge of this bill is to give us such light as will enable 
us to stand by this appropriation if it is right. 

Mr. PITNEY. I ask unanimous consent to occupy fifteen min- 
utes. If that time be allowed me, I shall be able to answer all 
questions that may be asked. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I hope that time will be given to the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to ask the gentleman from Mis- 
souri a question before the = from New Jersey [Mr. 
PitTNEY] proceeds; after that I shall have no objection. 

The gentleman from Missouri has testified, properly, as I think, 
in behalf of the Engineer Commissioner, and I know the gentleman 
from lowa concurs in that high opinion. 

Mr. HENDERSON, Absolutely. I believe him to be a clean 


man. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But inasmuch as the gentleman from 
Missouri, who is one of the members of the subcommittee that 
framed this bill, has put himself forward to give this testimony, 
I want to ask him whether he does not think that this provision 
is an unwise one, one which ought not to be in this bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, in Lg to the query of the 
gentleman from Tennessee, I will say that I concurred in report- 
re this provision without a very complete examination of the 
subject. My present impression is that it is a doubtful proposi- 
tion. But some able gentlemen on this floor who have been at 
the head of great municipal governments are ready to testify, as 
I understand, in behalf of the wisdom of the meter system. I am 
frank to say, therefore, that I think this question should be re- 
lieved to some extent from the prestige that may come by reason 
of the indorsement of the subcommittee, so that the House may 
decide it according to information secured in this debate. My 

resent impression is against the meter system, but I reserve my 
judgment, subject to further light that may be elicited by dis- 
cussion. 

Mr. CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. Pitney] will be allowed to occupy the floor for 
fifteen minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KING. Before the gentleman from New Jersey begins, per- 
mit me to suggest one question—whether there is any limitation 
in this provision as to the amount of the expenditure? I am told 
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that there is not. I shall be very glad if the gentleman, during 
the course of his remarks, will allude to that feature of the case. 

Mr. PITNEY. I will answer that question now, while I think 
of it. And I shall be very glad if gentlemen will ask me any 
question concerning any phase of this subject. 

There is no express limitation in the appropriation of the amount 
that shall be expended during the coming fiscal year for meters, 
because there is now no way of absolutely ascertaining what the 
surplus revenues of the water department are. The Commission- 
ers year after year have been authorized to expend those surplus 
revenues in the improvement of the water plant, the extension of 
the high-service system, and in other extensions of the service, in 
pursuance of the law which I read during the discussion of the 
point of order, and which provides that the surplus revenue shall 
go to the betterment of the system. 

Now, itisestimated that the whole of the surplus revenues for the 
coming fiscal year will be about $300,000, and that the extension of 
the high-service system and otherimprovements will take all of that 
except $78,000, which amcunt, I understand, it is estimated will 
be available during the fiscal year for the introduction of water 
meters. Any gentleman can make the calculation for himself. 
Twenty dollars being the estimated cost of each meter, if you di- 
vide $78,000 by 20, you will find how many water meters can be 
introduced in one year. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is evidently a great deal of misap- 
prehension on the part of citizens of the District and members 
of the House as to what this proposition to introduce meters will 
result in. Experiments have been made, and it has been found, 
and so reported to the engineer department, that this is absolutely 
the only way to stop the grossly extravagant waste of water that 
has been going on here from the time of the introduction of the 
water system. Iwill give the figures on that point before I finish. 

The total amount of water available at Great Falls is 76,000,000 
gallons per diem, while the amount distributed and used is some- 
thing like 45,000,000 gallons per diem. WhenI say ‘‘distributed 
and used” I mean “ distributed and wasted.” 

This amounts to an average consumption and waste of water in 
this city of about 170 gallons per day for each man in the city. 

Mr. GROUT. And woman and child, too. 

Mr. PITNEY. Yes; for each man, woman, and child in the 
city 170 gallons per day. 

Now, there is not a city in the Union which authorizes a legiti- 
mate consumption of water for all ordinary purposes, where the 
water is demanded for cooking, for washing, for lawn sprinkling, 
for carriage washing, and for all the purposes for which water is 
used, that has a legitimate consumption of more than 50 gallons 
per diem per capita. I will give you statistics before I conclude 
showing the accuracy of this statement. 

As a matter of fact, I may state in passing, where cities have 
introduced the meter system they have reduced the consumption 
of water, which theretofore had been much larger, down as low— 
I mean cities like this, cities where water is freely used for all legiti- 
mate purposes—they have reduced the consumption down as low 
in some cases as 27} gallons per capita per diem. How does that 
compare with ours? Here we are running to waste 170 gallons 
per day for each individual in the city. Why is this the case? I 
will endeavor to show you the reason. It is because nobody has 
a motive to stop the leaks in the plumbing and the waste of water 
at the faucets and stopcocks in thehouse. I hope the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] and the gentleman from Missouri 
{[Mr. DocKERyY] and others will give their attention to this state- 
ment: Experiments will show —— . 

Mr. HENDERSON. I desire to say to the gentleman that 1 am 
devouring every word he says, but had to respond for a moment 
to a question. 5 

Mr. PITNEY (continuing). Experiments will show and have 
shown that if you allow an ordinary water faucet to leak during 
twenty-four hours a stream of water not larger than the lead of an 
ordinary lead pencil, it amounts to a loss during the twenty-four 
hours of more water than a family of nine people will consume 
legitimately. 

Now, it is this very thing, the waste, the carelessness in the use 
of water, the imperfect plumbing in many cases, the negligence 
of people who prefer to let the water run to waste rather than to 


| have their plumbing repaired, that makes the waste here so ex- 


travagant and soenormous. When a cold snap comes, instead of 
having their plumbing properly attended to, instead of applying a 
reasonable amount of expense in putting it in safe order and pro- 
tecting it from the frost, people become frightened lest the pipes 
shall freeze up and burst, and so they let the water run all night, 
and occasionally all day. 

For these reasons, even with the enormous amount distributed 
in this city, amounting to more than 45,000,000 gallons per day, 
there are complaints from every side, all over the city, from Capi- 
tol Hill and other places, as to the shortage of the water supply, 
and they want us to expend nearly a million dollars on the old 
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Lydecker tunnel, which was abandoned a few years ago because of 
fraud in its construction, and a million dollars more upon a new 
reservoir, for the purpose of increasing the water supply of thecity 
and getting an ample pressure in the dwelling houses and business 
places. In some places the pressure is not enough to reach the 
second stories. These complaints come from all parts of the city 
because of the shortage of water and the insufficiency of the 
pressure. 

Now, as a matter of fact, Mr. Chairman, these complaints are 
not true astothe supply. There isa plenty of water in the aque- 
duct and in the reservoirs; and the reason there is a shortage of 
pressure and decrease in the water supply on the high grounds of 
the city, excepting those supplied by the high-service pumping 
system, is because they allow the waste of water beyond all rea- 
sonable limits. This extends all the way from Georgetown to 
Capitol Hill. 

The Commissioners of the District of Columbia have made an 
exhaustive statement of experiments made by them, which ap- 
pears in the hearings before the committee; and they have pre- 
sented it to us as a matter of urgent necessity that this water- 
meter system should be introduced, because it would stop the 
enormous waste and increase the effective supply, and also because 
they hope in the near future to be able to introduce a filtering 
system at the Great Falls of the Potomac and thus improve the 
quality of the water. But I will say to the gentleman from Iowa 
{Mr. HENDERSON] that it is impossible, in my judgment, within 
the bounds of any reasonable expenditure of money, to filter or 
purify the water running to waste in the city of Washington. 

Mr. FOOTE. I should like to ask the gentleman, Is it not a 
reasonable expenditure of money to provide decent water in which 
to bathe, and do you have it in this city to-day? Other cities have 
it, and why can we not have it here? 

Mr. PITNEY. Very well; the Commissioners are anxious to 
have it. In other words, they are anxious to have a filtering sys- 
tem introduced, and they say that a meter system is the necessary 
first step to a filtering system, so that we can limit the consump- 
tion to the abundant needs of the people and cut off the super- 
abundant wastage that is going on all over the city. 

Mr. FOOTE. Yes; that is mght, too. 

Mr. PITNEY. Let me give you the figures. They have con- 
ducted a series of experiments here. I believe they are perfectly 
conscientious men. I have known them for sometime. I have 
known the Engineer Commissioner for years by reputation, and he 
stands as high as any man in the Army. I dislike to hear the 
motives of such men aspersed by somebody who may be a conscien- 
tious citizen of the District, but who has not investigated this 


question, 

Mr. HENDERSON. Ido not understand that he is attacking 
either of them. 

Mr. PITNEY. No; but the newspapers are by implication 
attacking the Commissioners and insinuating that there is some 
job for a water-meter company. All I know about that is that 
they say meters can be purchased and put in for §$20each. I have 
inquired of members of my own family, one of whom is the presi- 
dent of a water company and the other is engineer of the company, 
and they told me that that was about the lowest price at which 
meters could be put in. 

Now, you can obtain information about the experiments which 
have been made here by referring to page 25 and following pages 
of the hearings. I wish gentlemen would give a little attention 
to that. Ido not think I will read these hearings at length, but 
would like consent to embody them in my remarks, and I want 
gentlemen to observe them in the morning. I wish gentlemen 
who are interested in the subject would read them. 

They carried on experiments in this manner: They segregated 
a certain group of buildings, different groups of buildings, and 

out a meter upon the branch main that supplied each group of 

uildings. They teok the meter measurements each hour during 
the twenty-four hours. Now, it is well known that during the 
four hours from 12 o'clock midnight to 4 o’clock in the morning 
there is substantially no legitimate consumption of water; and 
yet in the places in the District of Columbia where they conducted 
those experiments they found that the water running into those 
buildings each hour from 12 o'clock at night to 4 o’clock in the 
morning was 75 or 80 per cent of what ran each hour during the 
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What does that mean? Why, it means that that which would 
run during a given hour of the day was 75 per cent waste and 25 
per cent consumption. It should be remembered also that the 
waste goes on twenty-four hours in the day, while the legitimate 
consumption goes on only from ten to twelve, and in extreme 
cases up to eighteen hours a day. In other words, more than 
three-quarters of the water is running away at waste, to say noth- 
ing of extravagant use. Now, we have figures here giving the 
consumption of water in cities which are supplied with meters. 
Lhave told you that the consumption, plus wastage, in the city of 


Washington is about 170 gallons per head per day, men, women, 
and children, including the inhabitant who does not even see a 
water faucet. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. How much does it cost the Government 
per gallon? Have you ascertained that? 

Mr. PITNEY. No, I have not made that calculation, but I will 
tell you the rate at which they propose to supply it to citizens, if the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] will kindly remind 
me, because it disposes utterly of the claim that the people are 
going to be oppressed by the introduction of water meters, On 
the contrary, when they are introduced, the meters will be the 
most popular improvement that has ever been introduced into the 
District of Columbia, for any man who will Day reasonable atten- 
tion to his plumbing can not fail to save a good deal each year on 
his water bill. 

A Memper. Then why do they not put them in now? 

Mr. PITNEY. Because Congress does not provide the money 
with which to doit. The paragraph in the bill is intended to give 
the Commissioners money to carry out the authority that they 
already have in the law. 

Mr. MEEKISON. Does this water have to be pumped? 

Mr. PITNEY. Some of it does. What is used in the so-called 
high-service system is pumped, but the main part of the water 
used in this city is drawn out of the Potomac River at Great Falls, 
brought down to a distributing reservoir at Georgetown, and 
passed thence through 48-inch mains by gravity to the city of 
Washington. The moment you reach the high-service system 
there you get into “high-priced” water. They have to burn coal 
to drive it up to the heights of the northwest. Thus they are put 
to eo rae and so the meter system has been to some extent intro- 
duced there in order to save the water. The Commissioners say 
that. now, as a ee to the filtration of the water to be 
used throughout the city, they must havesome economy practiced 
in the use of water, and meters are necessary, with water rates 
based on the amount of water used, as an inducement to the 
water taker to prevent useless waste. 

Mr. FOOTE. I want to know what a water-meter system has 
to do with the filtering of the water that we use or try to use? 

Mr. PITNEY. It has this to do with it, it will limit the amount 
of water that would have to be passed through the filter to about 
one-fifth of what would have to be taken care of otherwise. 

Mr. FOOTE. Does the gentleman know how much it would 
cost in order to get a filter to filter about one-fifth of what is used? 

Mr. PITNEY. Iam not an expert in filtration. I understand 
the cost is largely for maintenance, and not merely for the first 
construction. 

Mr, FOOTE. I do not understand it to be that much. 

Mr. BENNETT. Does not the gentleman from New Jersey 
think that the money which he proposes to devote to meters ought 
to bea pro riated for a filtering system? 

Mr. PITNEY. It would not be sufficient for that purpose. 

Mr. BENNETT. Does not the gentleman think that if this 
amount was spread over a number of years it would make it? 

Mr. PITNEY. It is proposed to spend a million dollars in 
twelve years in order to put in meters. A million dollars would 
put in a proper filter system, I believe, but it is now proposed to 
spend only about 8 per cent of that amount per annum, and then 
in about twelve years yon would have the whole water system 
metered. But if Congress is not satisfied with the experiment 
this year they can stop it next year, or they can stop it at any 
time later and before the expense has gone very far. 

Now I want to give you some figures. In Boston, Mass., which 
is partially or wholly covered by meters, in the most extrava- 
gant department houses the per diem consumption per capita is 
59 gallons, as against 170 here, and in the poorest class of apart- 
ment houses 16} gallons as against 170 here, and in the average of 
ail apartment houses supplied through meter, it is 35} gallons per 
diem. In Brookline, Mass., it is 44.3 gallons per diem for each 
poceeas in Newton, Mass., 26} gallons where meters are used; in 

all River, for domestic consumption, it is 254 gallons for each 
man, woman, and child per day; in Worcester, 16.8; in London, 
England, 254 gallons in the high-class houses and 18.6 gallons per 
head in the middle-class houses. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. PITNEY. Let me finish this statement first. I happen to 
know about my own town, where they have a water-meter sys- 
tem, and it is for this reason that I have taken such an interest in 
the proposition to introduce meters here. The town where I live 
has only about 10,000 inhabitants, but we have the very best of 
water, and it is procured at t expense. The water company 
have bought large tracts of land in the hills, containing springs 
of water which rise at an elevation above any point in the town. 
They have purchased the land lying around each opting. and have 
cleared away the undergrowth from the surface and taken all 
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necessary measures to prevent any deleterious matter from run- 
ning into the springs. 

Then they place a small covered inclosure or box built of brick 
around each spring, and the water is led thence through an un- 
derground conduit to the reservoir and the main. This is a very 
expensive system, and the company can not afford to waste that 
water, and therefore have introduced the meter system. Wehave 
a suburban town with a great many high-class improvements 
and with modern high-class plumbing. oreover, an immense 
quantity of water is used in the watering of lawns and streets, in 
the washing of carriages, etc. Yet we havea per capita consump- 
tion of only 40 gallons per day. I have statistics here from all 
parts of the country, which I will insert in the Recorp without 
now stopping to read them. 

I give here a table of statistics from various cities and towns, 
great and small, which use meters wholly or in part. Almost 
without exception it will be seen that the daily per capita con- 
sumption is reduced in proportion as the use of meters is more or 
less general in each case, and that where all water takers are sub- 
ject to meter measurement the consumption, while amply suffi- 


cient for all proper purposes, is very much less than the consump- 
tion in Washington. 














| Dail 
> y per 
Town or city. | Popula- |Number of| Number of capita con- 
| oe. ta meters. | sumption. 
| Gallons. 
New York City ................. 1, 950, 000 33, 000 123 
I Whore chncenw ents 000 1,733 160 
SEE Stitneie tecucesdsceese eee Se te oe 125 
Battlecreek, Mich............... 16,000 1,220 35 
ATs @. canittbnisd<nsinadice 25, 000 1,800 27 
ET 10, 000 180 35 
STE Gictcinn onesie <any alias 13, 000 1,009 2 
Fall River, Mass ................ | 97,355 5, 537 37 
CE ETE 20,000 800 150 
TET EG 50,000 4,000 85 
Highland Park, Tl ........- Ee 3,000 285 50 
Jacksonville, Fla................ | 25, 000 640 120 
Oe OS Sees 85, 000 3, 690 80 
ETD «nnn cncinadmniernt eel 17, 884 1,726 50 
Montgomery, Ala--............-.- 30, 000 1,500 83 
pT a 87,500 1,925 125 
New Rochelle, N. Y...........-.- 10,000 1,570 25 
OS, ae 28, 500 4, 600 63 
Pawtsomet, I. I ...... .--..ceccce 33, 000 5, 357 72 
AT elias cmacgiicuae 145, 472 14, 392 57 
i io dtbebiiecnueuhee 170, 6,000 68 
SP, PO iinceduipnccaee naan 150, 000 1,514 : 
EE nl rami ahah apenas , 000 3, 900 61 
DYE noscds cssahoese 4,000 561 7 
ashington, Ohio .............. 7,000 475 6) 
p ty CR 38, 000 8, 830 85 
ee 4% “| Og 
clades a eetemerant .f é 
BEAT PO TIN, EEO «2... ccccceccecece 4,500 191 sO 
fr eae 25, 000 1,210 7 
Kansas City, Mo.............---- 150, 008 3,000 60 





Mr. HENRY of Indiana. Do not the figures which you give 
for Meg include the public use as well as domestic use? 

Mr. P EY. They include the public use. . ; 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. These figures for domestic use give 
no measure for the total use. s ; 

Mr. PITNEY. Oh, yes. It gives the proper proportion, and if 
meters are successfully introduced for private consumers, the 

per use of water in the public buildings can be readily enforced. 
We are now using or wasting in this Capitol building 2,000,000 
gallons of water a day. 3 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The committee will informally rise. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having taken 
the chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had passed bill of the following 
title; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

S. 3345. An act granting a pension to Martha Ann Hynes. ~ 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with- 
out amendment, the following resolution: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be requested to submit to the House of Representatives as 
soon as practicable the report of Capt. C. McDowell Townsend, Corps of En- 
gineers, dated December 13, 1897, in reference to certain proposed improve- 
ments of the St. Joseph and Benton Harbor, and the Secretary of War fur- 
nish his opinion of the desirability of such improvement. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. SAMUEL W.SMITH. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the gen- 
tleman’s time be extended five minutes. I want to ask him a 
question. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. I would like the gentleman to state 
— what the committee proposes to do to give us pure water 


Mr. PITNEY. This has nothing to do with purifying the water, 
and no action of Congress can do that this year; itcan not be done 
sosoon. It is an absolute physical impossibility to introduce a 
system of filters so soon. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Does the gentleman mean that it 
can not be introduced this year? 

Mr. PITNEY. I mean that in order to purify the water it would 
be necessary to introduce a very elaborate and expensive system 
of filtration, which Congress has not yet authorized, and I do not 
believe that Congress is ready to authorize it at the present time. 

Mr.FOOTE, Could not ascreen be put in to get out the lumps? 
[Laughter. 

Mr. PITNEY. That is very well if you wish to raise a smile, 
but the gentleman from New York is not serious in that. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The present consumers now have to pay 
a tax for the water. 

Mr. PITNEY. Certainly; the private consumers now pay a tax 
for their water; they pay for the use of the water in proportion to 
the number of taps or faucets. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Do you contend that it would be cheaper 
for them to use it by meter? 

Mr. PITNEY. have no doubt of it. 
schedule shows—— 

Mr. BABCOCK. Is not the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
PiTNEY] mistaken as to the way in which the charges are fixed 
for water takers; are they not by the front foot? 

Mr. PITNEY. That may beso. If so, it is a very inequitable 
system, because a pane may have a ten-story building and use 
five times as much water as the owner of a two-story building 
and yet pay no more tax. The present minimum rate for any 
water taker is $3.50 per annum. Where meters are put in, they 
propose tocharge a minimum of $3 per annum, and that will allow 
them a minimum use of 100,000 gallons, the excess used above that 
quantity to be charged for at the rate of 3 cents per 1,000 gallons. 

Mr. HENDERSON. How can they fix a three-dollar rate? 

Mr. PITNEY. They will fix that as a minimum rate, and for 
that will allow water to be taken up to 100,000 gallons; enough, I 
maysay, to supply a family of seven persons with 40 gallonseach per 
day fora year. Excessive wastage, caused by any serious defect 
in the plumbing, would show slightly in an increase of the water 
bill, but ordinary economy in the water would keep the average 
family’s-consumption well below the minimum. 

Now I will read what is contained in the report of the engineer 
department of the District, on page 8: 


A portion of the water now flowing through the pipes is required for leziti- 
mate uses, but another and a large portion is absolutely wasted. It would 
seem, then, to be a matter of the merest business good sense to provide for 
the utilization to their fullest extent of our present means of supply by stop- 
ping this waste before going to increased expense for larger and more mains, 
especially since, as shown by Captain Burr, the greater the amount of water 

rovided under the present system the greater the proportion of waste. 
is waste is due to negligence or to mistaken ideas of sanitation. 

In some instances the plumbing is permitted to remain defective, causing 
small leaks which aggregate a large amount. For example, a small dribble 
from one defective tap recently measured was found to amount in twenty- 
four hours to 394 gallons, which was more than was found to be used in the 
same house by a family of nine persons. In other cases water-closet fixtures 
are tampe with so as to cause a continuous flow, or taps are allowed to 
remain open continuously. As the result of this, the use and waste of water 
in the city of Washington foots up a consumption of 150 gallons daily per 
capita, where, as shown by a instances, 50 gallons per day per capita may 
be considered a sufficient supply, 75 gallons an ample one for ordinary do- 
mestic uses, allowing for the sprinkling of lawns, an in 


The Commissioners’ 


L 100 gallons a very large 
supply, sufficient to cover all unavoidable waste and all ee municipal 
and domestic uses. It will readily be seen that this cutting down of the supply 


from 150 to 100 gallons per capita per day is equivalent to an increase of one- 
third of the capacity of the present system. 

It has been claimed that the use of water by the General Government at 
its various Departments is responsible for a large portion of the enormous 
per capita consumption in Washington. It would seem that a greater econ 
omy of such use might be secured without detriment to departmental needs. 
But when it is noted that in the middle and high services the ratio between 
the midnight and midday flow is practically the same as in the low-service 
area, in which all of the Departments practically are, it will be seen that the 
District and the citizens are also at fault. 

So far as known, there is only one practicable method of preventing this 
waste, and that is by the use of meters. It is earnestly urged that the grad 
ual introduction of meters be authorized, as recommended in the estimates 
of the Commissioners. Itis proposed to introduce these meters gradually, at 
the expense of the District, in measure as the revenues of the water depart- 
ment will permit. This will probably be at a rate which would meter the 
entire District in ten or fifteen years, so that the cost would not all come at 
once, while by placing the meters where the greatest waste exists the total 
waste in the city will be cut down much more rapidly. 

It is further proposed to charge a minimum amount where meters are 
used of 75 cents per quarter, or $3 a year, 50 cents less than the present mini- 
mum rate. This would allowa minimum use of 100,000 gallons for $3, the 
amount used in excess of this to be paid for at the rate of 3 cents per thou- 
sand gallons. At this rate there will be no increase of water rates to the 
householder for all legitimate uses of water and unavoidable waste. Inci- 
dentally, the benefits derived from the introduction of meters would result 
in providing the only practicable method of having each man pay the ex- 
pense incurred by the District for the amount of water that he uses, instead 
of, as at present, paying an arbitrary rate, by which the careful man pays 
for the extravagance or negligence of hisneighbor. The District authorities 
are now endeavoring to put an end to the waste inthe public works and 
buildings under their charge. 

© prevention of water waste will have a marked influence on the prob 
lem of purifying the Potomac water by filtration, the cost of such filtration 
and the difficulty of installing the necessary plant being a direct function of 








1358 


the amount of water to be filtered. As the population on the banks of the 
Potomac increases, the necessity for such filtration will become more and 
more imminent. 

Numerous figures could be given, if space permitted, in support of the 
statements made above, but such detailis not considered necessary at present. 

Mr. BLAND. Is there any proposition made or any effort for 
a plan of filtering the water? 

Mr. PITNEY. There are propositions being made and being 
considered. There is no proposition recommended by the District 
Commissioners at the present time. They do recommend the in- 
troduction of meters as a forerunner of the introduction of a sys- 
tem of filtration, and they put it on that ground distinctly, not 
only in the engineer’s report, but in their recommendation before 
the subcommittee of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MAHANY. Who is to decide what system of filtration is 
to be used? 

Mr. PITNEY. 

Mr. MAHANY. 
to be? 

Mr. PITNEY. Not exceeding $20, including the plumbing and 
connecting. 

Mr. MAHANY. On the basis of that general statement, would 
not the expenditure indicated be a great burden on the small 
householder as compared with the large householder? 

Mr. PITNEY. ot at all; because neither the small house- 
holder nor the large householder would be called upon to pay it. It 
would be paid for gradually out of the surplus fund, and would 
be an improvement in the water-supply system. 

Mr. MAHANY. Who is to pay the plumbing bill in the first 
instance? 

Mr. PITNEY. The District is to pay it out of thisfund, and the 
ownership of the meters will remain in the District government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey has expired. 

Mr. BLAND. I hopethe gentleman will be allowed to proceed. 
I would like to hear a little further about this filtration of water. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I understand this refers to 
what system shall be adopted to secure the water supply. The 
gentleman who has just taken his seat [Mr. Pitney] and the 
District Commissioners contend that there is now an abundant 
supply of water and that the method of utilizing it is through the 
expenditure of a million of dollars, or, as the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] contends, two and a half millions, for 
meters, whereas the other party insists that by the use of that 
money in the completion of the tunnel and reservoir in which the 
District has already invested more than $3,000,000 there would be 
an abundant supply of water that would do away with the neces- 
sity of these meters. 

Mr. PITNEY. Icangive the gentleman some information upon 
that point. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iam not asking for information. I think I 
can understand the branch of the subject I propose to discuss. 
In my judgment I think it is infinitely better that the District 
should spend a million dollars to complete the tunnel and furnish 
a complete systemand thus utilize the $3,000,000 they have already 
expended in the establishment of the water service near the Sol- 
diers’ Home. Ithink the gentleman from New Jersey is inaccurate 
when he says that the average cost of this meter is to be $20. My 
information is that the cost of a meter, the cheapest meter used in 
this city, all of them furnished by one company, is $17, while the 
most expensive one is $200; that the average cost of putting them 

in is $20, the trap costing $5, and making a total of $55. 

I get the information from a gentleman who tells me that he 
acquired it from the water office; that he asked the price day 
before yesterday of these meters and the average cost of putting 
them in and the cost of trap. Now, if that is correct, if they cost 
$55 apiece, and if that expenditure is to be applied to the 46,400 
water users of the District of Columbia, there is an expenditure 
before this system is completed—it may be gradual and may reach 
over a number of years, but when it is completed, with the pres- 
ent number of water users, there is an expenditure of more than 

two and a half millions of dollars. If that sum could be utilized 
i now in the completion of the tunnel and the completion of the 

reservoir, in a complete system of purification, there would yet be 
left a half a miilion of dollars of saving to the fund. 

And when that is done there will be such an abundant supply 
of water that no man will care about the meters. 

Again, if there are persons who wantonly waste the water, let 
meters be put upon their premises and at their cost; but let us not 
put upon the whole people a punishment because there is a person 

ere and there who is negligent and wasteful. 
Mr. Chairman, much has been said about the Commissioners 
and about their apparent infallibility. I want to ask gentlemen 
- whether the Commissioners of this District have not at one time 

advovated the bonding of this District to the amount of $4,000,000 
for the purpose of opening up new streets in the woods and the 
anoccupied territory adjacent tothe city? If that isa truth, then, 















































































I do not know. 
What do you estimate the cost of each meter 
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in my judgment, they are not reliable as guides to Congress, and I 
do not want to follow their suggestions. 

I think it would have been infinitely wiser had they recom- 
mended that this partially constructed tunnel be entirely com- 
pleted and that the $3,000,000 and more now invested in it— 
perhaps through the negligence of the Government through the 
appointment of an inefficient, negligent, or careless District Com- 
missioner—I think it would be much wiser that this improvement 
now going to waste (for Il am told that every day there is more or 
less deterioration in the property in which this money has been 
invested) should be carried to completion; and then, as I under- 
stand, we should have the maximum amount of water available 
at the Great Falls—75,000,000 gallons a day, or at least that other 
amount to which the gentleman from New Jersey has referred, 
45,000,000 gallons a day. With that supply of water, I undertake 
to say there would be but little use in the meter system, by which, 
I feel convinced, very little would be accomplished in comparison 
with the vast expenditure, two and a half millions, that must be 
made in order to adopt that system to which the committee in 
this proposition seem to be wedded. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that gentle- 
men who oppose this measure must certainly be mistaken in some 
of their assertions and propositions. I undertake to say—I do not 
believe it will be contradicted—that no superintendent of a water- 
works system in the United States has ever reported in —— 
to the meter system. On the contrary, I believe that such officers 
have universally upheld it. It is the only equitable system by 
which water can be furnished; otherwise one man paying a tap 
rate or a house rate or a front-foot rate (and in different cities 
they have different systems) may use only one-tenth as much 
water as his neighbor, while paying just as much. 

Another thing: When the meter system prevails, the water is 
not wasted. Gentlemen contend that if we introduce this system 
money will be taken away from the waterworks fund with the 
result that sufficient water can not be supplied, and the conse- 
quent danger of a water famine. 

The fact is, this is the best possible preventive of a famine. 
Under the meter system water is not wasted and a sufficient water 
supply can be furnished. There is, I believe, no large city in the 
United States, or hardly any, that can properly supply its inhab- 
itants with water under any system where water is sold in bulk, 
because of the extravagant use of water under such system. 
Where there is no payment according to the amount of water con- 
sumed, if a man’s water pipes are liable to freeze, he turns the 
cock and allows the water torun. If there is something wrong 
with the valve so that the water is wasting, a man who is paying 
for water by the month, regardless of the quantity consumed, 
simply allows the water to run until at some convenient time the 
plumber may come around to make the necessary repairs. But if 
the water consumer has a meter and is paying by the gallon, then 
whenever there is a waste of water he stops it immediately, be- 
cause he recognizes that if he allows the waste to go on it means 
that much more expense to himself. 

I anticipate, Mr. Chairman, that under a provision of this kind 
the difficulty will not be that the system will be found oppressive 
to the people, but that so many people will be insisting on having 
meters put into their houses that the trouble will be to select the 
houses into which meters shall be introduced. 

The practical result of an experiment of this sort in the city 
where I reside was that some persons who had been paying from 
$28 to $32 a year for water paid after the introduction of the me- 
ters from $8 to $10 a year. Nor did the system result in a loss of 
revenue, because where the water is pumped by the high-service 
system every gallon costs so much to pump, and there was such a 
great saving in the amount of water furnished and the cost of 
pumping, and such an increase in the revenue from the people who 
were wasting the water,that the revenues increased and at the 
same time the expenses decreased. 

I submit that if gentlemen will examine the question fairly, if 
they will consider it honestly in the light of the experience of 
every city in the United States, they will vote in favor of this 
measure, not in opposition to it, because it is a measure in the 
interest of the peop e and not for their oppression. 

A MemsBer. Who has to pay for these meters? 

Mr. COWHERD. They are to be paid for out of the revenues 
of the water department. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, the question under discus- 
sion is whether we shall increase the existing water supply or 
whether we shall purify that supply. As I understand, the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey insists that the existing supply is ample 
with proper economy of use, and that this proposed measure is a 
step in the direction of purifying the existing supply. Now, we 
all know that the water of Washington is not pure. There is no 
difficulty in this respect during the winter and spring months; 
there is difficulty during the months of summer and fall, because 
then the flow of the Potomac River becomes diminished during 
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the period of drought, and the impurities remaining the same 
while the volume of water is less, those impurities are necessarily 
concentrated. 

The crying demand of the city of Washington is for the purifica- 
tion of the existing water supply, and not for an increase of it. 
We have the statement of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
PITNEY] that to-day _— man, woman, and child in this city 
consumes and wastes together the enormous amount of 170 gallons 
of water daily, when we know that 25 gallons per day would be 
ample for the use of any civilized being. 

ow, we have had some experience in this regard in the city of 
San Francisco, where I was at one time counsel for the water- 
works. The question came up there as to whether they would in- 
crease the water supply by an extension of the works, which 
would involve an enormous cost. The matter was considered in 
various ways. 

They first determined to try an experiment regarding the exist- 
ing use of water in the city. They put water meters in certain 
houses and found that there was the — discrepancy in the 
quantity in the use of water. A small house, for instance, would 
be found to use almost as much water as one of the large hotels, 
no precautions being taken as to the volume of water allowed to 
run waste in the sewers of the city. 

They then made inquiries with reference to the use of water in 
various cities throughout the world; and I remember they ascer- 
tained that the city of Liverpool used only about 18 gallons per 
capita per day, as against the enormous waste of 170 gallons here. 
The largest and most abundant use was found in the city of New 
York, approximating, as I remember now, 125 gallons per capita 
per day. And the intermediate towns ranged ali the way from 
30 to 75 — per diem. 

They determined to introduce meters, and they applied them 
simply for the purpose of restraining the waste. They gave an 
allowance over and above the actual rate where meters were used. 
They allowed a person toconsume 20 per cent more than the fixed 
rate called for, according to the meter. They shifted the meters 
from place to place for experiment, and they gradually reduced 
the waste so as to save an expenditure that they had eee 
thought of entering upon of between four and five million of dol- 
lars to increase the supply. 

In this city, Mr. Chairman, if the waste goes on as it is now, we 
must increase the water supply. There is no doubt of that. San 
Francisco uses 60 gallons per diem for the inhabitants, or about 
20,000,000 gallons daily, for the supply of a population larger than 
this city, which requires, according to the statistics, 46,000,000 
gallons a day to give, in some parts of the city, an inadequate sup- 
ply. There is not a man in San Francisco who complains of the 
scarcity of water. 

T insist, then, as a matter of economy and for the beneficial use 
of water, that this measure, as provided in this bill, should be 
adopted by the committee. I insist that upon it depends the 
purity of our future water supply. Everybody knows that the 
process of water filtration in a large city is an expensive one. In 
this city it would necessarily be applied to every gallon of water 
that comes into the city, or otherwise it would be of no value. 
Recollect that you apply this process to the 46,000,000 gallons of 
water per day, if you keep up the present system, because you 
waste the water through the sewers of the city, whereas you 
should apply it only to the twenty or twenty-five million gallons 
a day actually required for beneficial uses in the community. 

So it is a matter of economy as well as a provision in favor of 
the purification of the water supply. It is wise, in my judgment, 
to introduce the meter system, and to enter on the construction 
of the filtering plan promptly, instead of increasing your water 
supply, as suggested by the gentleman from Iowa ! Mr. HEersurn], 
and allow the people of the municipality to pay for the privilege 
of aoe the water, if they desire to do so, through the sewers. 

Here the hammer fell. | 
r. BENNETT. Mr. Chairman, this matter now pending is 
not by any means a new one; but I am rather surprised that it 
— be brought up at this time in the pending appropriation 

ill. 

Several objections were submitted on the other side of the Cham- 
ber on yesterday during the discussion with regard to appropria- 
tions for promoting the development of the city; and I should 
think, in the line of that discussion, that it would have been better 
to have left out such an appropriation, or a provision authorizing 
the initial steps leading up to it. I doubt very much, indeed, 
whether the water of the Potomac would run through an ordi- 
nary meter; but if it did, it would require expensive repairs, larger 
than the first cost of the meter, which would after all prove to 
be the smallest part of the expenditure. 

In the city of Brooklyn we have taken other means than the 


adoption of meters to save the water supply. There we have a 


proper system of inspection, and I would recommend to the com- 
mittee that that subject be investigated fully. 
Mr. PITNEY. I will say to the gentleman that it was investi- 























gated, and the engineer officer said that it was not feasible to limit 
the waste of water by means of inspectors. Moreover, if it were 
feasible, my opinion is that it would cost more than meters. 

Mr. STEELE. When do they inspect the water, before it goes 
into the pipes or after it comes out? 

Mr. BENNETT. It seems to me that an expenditure which 
will amount ultimately to two and a half million dollars might 
be better —— in the direction of a proper system of filtration. 

Mr. PITNEY. Thereis no warrant for any such estimate at all. 

Mr. MAHANY. That is the first cost. 

Mr. BENNETT. That is the first cost. The cost for repairs 
which will follow and which must follow, where the water is as 
impure as that which comes from the Potomac, would be excep- 
tionally great. 

Mr. COWHERD. I will state to the gentleman that the water 
used in Kansas City is the water of the Missouri River, which 
carries more sediment in it, I suppose, than any other water in 
the country, and that at times is the muddiest water in the coun- 
try, and yet the meter system is used there without any trouble. 

Mr. MAHANY. Isit nota fact that at the end of eight or nine 
years an entirely new plant will have to be substituted for the 
first set of meters purchased? 

Mr. COWHERD. That has not been the fact. 

Mr. MAHANY. About how many years will one of those 
meters last? 

Mr. COWHERD. I can not answer that. 

Mr. MAHANY. I am reliably informed by a gentleman who 
has investigated the facts that eight or nine years, at the most, 
is the period of a meter’s usefulness. 

Mr. PITNEY. Oh, well, that is quite erroneous; decidedly so. 

Mr. MAHANY. Well, the gentleman ought to convince us of 
our error. 

Mr. BENNETT. My idea on this subject is that we ought to 
endeavor to induce the use of as much water for cleanliness as is 
required. I believe the introduction of the meter system in the 
city of Washington would result in a limited use in the houses of 
this city, and I am surprised that a gentleman from New Jersey 
should suggest a subject of this kind, for a reduction in the use of 
water. 

Mr. PITNEY. I will say to the gentleman, if he will permit 
me, that the minimum charge provided for by the schedule pro- 
posed by the Commissioners is 50 cents a year less than the 
extremely low charges now paid, and that will allow for 40 gal- 
lons per day for each person in a family of seven persons, and the 
average consumption in any city of the Union does not, with any 
legitimate use, exceed 25 or 30 gallons a day, so that 40 gallons 
ought to be an ample allowance for wastage. 

Mr. GROUT. -How much more than 50 gallons does the gen- 
tleman want in a day? 

Mr. BENNETT. Iam unable to say—a large quantity, how- 
ever. [Laughter.] Mr. Chairman, I simply wish to suggest to 
the House that I believe the proper course to pursue in this mat- 
ter would be a proper inspection of the water supply and of the 
plumbing work throughout the city, and I do not believe that 
the introduction of the water-meter system at this time is neces- 
sary. 

Here the hammer fell. 

fr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, the discussion is drifting 
a little, I think, from the real issue here. My friend from Mis- 
souri [Mr. COWHERD] is indorsing the meter system. I do not 
think that is the real question before us now; not the one that has 
been operating upon my mind or that induced me to look into this 
thing. Here is a fund which it is proposed to apply to the putting 
in of meters and not to the purification of the water, for that 
proposition is not before us, I want to say to my friend from 
Nevada, but it is to take a fund that I hope will be allowed to 
accumulate until we can perfect this system and purify the sources 
of the water. Now, I have been nearly sixteen years in Washing- 
ton, and I never yet have enjoyed the advantages of a good, clean 
water bath, and frequently, when I did not want to wait for the 
water to be brought by a bell boy, or when I was in a boarding 
house, I have had to drink the water from the faucet, and that 
has been pretty stiff drinking sometimes for one who has been 
brought up by the clear waters of the Iowa. 

Mr. BABCOCK. And the Mississippi. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Yes; and the Mississippi above the mouth 
of the Missouri. I have drank that with great pleasure. 

Mr. PITNEY. What has the gentleman to say to the repeated 
and reiterated statement of the Commissioners that one of the 
most important reasons for the introduction of the meter system 
is the necessity for bringing the per capita consumption plus waste 
in the whole District down to a point where it can be filtered at a 
reasonable cost? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Now lI will answer the gentleman’s ques- 
tion. He gave us data from othercities. He is reasoning by com- 
parison. Heisacollege graduate, and he will find in Whately’s 
Logic that comparison is the most dangerous way of reasoning, 
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because of the absolute impossibility of getting all points alike to 
compare by. He gave us the figures showing the consumption in 


different cities, the individual consumption, but he admits that the 


170 gallons which he has referred to as the per capita consumption 
in this city includes everything. Is not that right? 

Mr. PITNEY. It includes the public buildings—— 

Mr. HENDERSON. Yes. 

Mr. PITNEY. Wait a minute. 
public buildings would not be so great as at present if meters were 
introduced. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The gentleman has compared that with 
all the water used in the great capital, where we have fountains 
playing water, and where water is used for sprinkling these asphal- 
tum streets. There is not a city on earth that requires as much 
water as the city of Washington, and it is absurd to bring the fact 
up here as to the amount consumed by people living in garrets and 
hovels and compare that with the water used in this great capital 
of the nation. 

But there is another point which I want to impress upon this 
committee. With Mr. William L. Wilson, then a member of this 
House, ex-Postmaster-General, one of the most conscientious leg- 
islators I ever served with, I spent many weeks investigating that 
water-tunnel fraud; but in this investigation, the data having 
now passed largely from my mind, the fact remained that there 
was no question in anybody’s mind but that provision for increas- 
ing the supply of water for this District should be made, and that a 
provision must be made at the great fountain of supply to purify 
this water. 


Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 


question? 
Mr. HENDERSON. Certainly. 
Mr. BLAND. I remember something about that, but nothing 


very definite. My recollection is we had that question here and 


that Congress was favorable to building that tunnel, and the Dis- 
trict did not want to pay its part of the expense. Is it that fight 
over again? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Oh, no. 

Mr. BLAND. Is it to build another tunnel? 

Mr. HENDERSON. There is no issue of that kind involved 
here. 
by the contractors—— 

Mr. BLAND. That I understand. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Instead of making the backing of the tun- 


nel solid they filled it up with soft stuff, and it was useless as a 


water conduit. 

Mr. BLAND. Iunderstand that. My recollection is, however, 
while Congress was favorable to the building of that tunnel as it 
had originally intended, that the District of Columbia objected to 
it, because they felt that the Government engineers had charge of 
the building of that tunnel, and as the failure was made by them 
the expense ought to be _ by the Government. 

Mr. HENDERSON. There is no claim of that kind here. The 
people of the District felt that inasmuch as the Government run 
the thing and failed, the Government ought to bear the loss. 

Mr. BLAND. That is what I remember about it. I supposed 
this had something to do with the same thing. 

Mr. HENDERSON. That is not in issue. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 


expired. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman have five minutesmore. Heseems to beacquainted 
with this subject. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Thanks. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have not 
a particle of interest in this subject, except such as I have from 
having been a member of this committee. The view that I may 
take does not represent the owner of any meters, and the view 
that I may take does not reflect upon the committee or upon the 
Commissioners. But there isa question of judgment here. Now, 
Ido not agree with my friend from Nevada. I think that we 
should take this matter 7 about increasing the supply and puri- 
fying the supply. It isa little singular that my friend says their 

roposition will make it cheaper to the people. If that is so, and 
it is more desirable than to make a great, gushing, glorious sup- 
ply of pure water, I think the people would jump at his proposi- 


tion. 
Mr. PITNEY. They do not understand it, or they would jump 


at it. 

Mr. HENDERSON. They have as much intelligence and more 
than we have about their own interests. Now, rather than adopt 
a meter system here to curtail the amount of water used, I would 
provide for giving them more. I would be glad to have water 
made as free as the air we breathe to the people, and not put on 
a meter to curtail and limit the amount that they are now going 
to use. Do what we have to, but in the meantime let us provide 
for getting more water from the Potomac and purer water. 

Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman allow this suggestion? 


The amount wasted in the 


In the building of that tunnel there were frauds committed 





Mr. HENDERSON. Certainly. 

Mr.BLAND. Idonot know that the water is absolutely wasted 
because it runs through these sewers. Washington is not in the 
best position to be drained, and it requires a great deal of water 
to wash these sewers out; and although the gentleman says water 
goes to waste and into the sewers, it is not altogether wasted. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I think there is much truth in that. 

Mr. PITNEY. It is all very well to flush the sewers occasion- 
ally with a flood of water, but it does no good to have this drib- 
bling throughout the twenty-four hours. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The gentleman’s system, Mr. Chairman, 
contains no proposition to purify the water. Now, the gentleman 
says the first step is to put in meters. The meter and filter are 
not twins, and should not go in together. Get your water first, 
they say, and then after a while get the filter to purify. 

Mr. BENNETT. Why do you not purify it first? 

Mr. PITNEY. One reason is because the quantity is so enor- 
mous that it would cost a very large amount of money to filter it. 

Mr. BENNETT. Have you any information as to the cost of 
the water filters? 

Mr. PITNEY. It has been commonly asserted in the newspa- 
pers that it would cost a million and a half dollars. 

Mr. BENNETT. Would it cost any more to filter the water as 
- is now used than it would to filter it as used by the meter sys- 

m? 

Mr. HENDERSON. This discussion is out of my time, but I 
have no objection to the gentleman from New Jersey answering 
the question. 

Mr. PITNEY. I do not know that I understand the question, 

Mr. HENDERSON. Well, think it over. Mr. Chairman, I 
think I am the last man to antagonize a bill reported by a com- 
mittee unless I see some great reason for it. As aeted. by the 
gentleman from Missouri |Mr. DocKERY] in answer to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee ee RicHARDSON], I think we had better 
leave this fund untouched, as far as meters are concerned, and 
wait until we can further investigate this matter and have more 
light upon it. With earnest, honest citizens protesting against it, 
with the great board of trade, which certainly ought to under- 
stand it, passing resolutions condemning the taking away of this 
fund from its greater purpose, I think it is well to adopt the 
amendment and leave it out of the bill at present. Itis not going 
to take the people’s water away from them, and according to the 
statement of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. PitNEy] it 
leaves them with more water than they will get under the meter 
system. Let us go slowly, for when we once start in on a propo- 
sition of this kind, it is very hard to pull back. I feel that it is 
wise to strike this ou out for the present. 

Mr. PITNEY. Has the gentleman computed, on the schedule 
that is proposed for legitimate consumption, how much a single 
person would pay in a year? 

Mr. HENDERSON. No; I am not going to split hairs about 
this business. 

Mr. PITNEY. It would cost him 40 cents. 

Mr. HENDERSON. That is not the questionatall. You come 
here with a proposition to take a fund that is needed to increase 
and purify the supply and put it into the purchase of meters, in 
order to cut down the quantity of water that the ple may use. 
I say first make sure of the great fountain of supply of pure water 
for the Peonle of this District before you adopt this plain restric- 
tion. e time may come, when we “ larger and more popu- 
lous, when this may have to be done. hen you have the tunnel 
and the proper reservoirs giving pure water, I will be glad to 
agree to any proper use of the fund for the purchase of meters, if 


that is thought best and wise. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I think the Pe ition before this 
committee now sit as the city council of Washington has been 


before the city council of every large city in the country, espe- 
cially where the city controls its own water supply. I know in 
my own city of Chicago the question has been frequently debated, 
and there have been many efforts made by gentlemen interested 
in the manufacture and sale of water meters to force into every 
house in that city the water meters. The citizens of Chicago 
have preferred, as I believe the citizens of Washington would pre- 
fer, that their supply of water should be great rather than a re- 


stricted supply. ey say they use too much water in the city of 
Washington. Itisnottrue. In this city, filled with little parks, 
as the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] says, covered with 


asphalt pavement, the supply of water must be very great. When 
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Pitney] speaks of the 
amount of water needed for a family, he forgets that’more than 
— of the water used in this city is used outside of houses alto- 
gether. a ‘ 

Mr. PITNEY. I didnot forget it; I included it in my estimate, 
and said so. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman reasons that so much water ought 
to be used by each family. I say families do not use more water 
than is necessary, You restrict the amount of water furnished 
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a private house and you immediately restrict the supply of water 


in the closets, in the bathroom, in the kitchen; and when you 
restrict that you do great damage to the people in their homes. 
We can well afford to furnish all the water that is necessary. 

What they do want is to have the water furnished clean and pure 
byasystem of filtration. Ithasbeenstated that meters could be put 
in for an average of $20 apiece. From practical experience in 
such matters I say without hesitation, in my own judgment, that 
isa gross error. The cost of plumbing in connection with the 
meter will average more than $20. More than that, the water- 
service pipe, connected with the water main, will have to be re- 
placed with a different service pipe if water meters are put in, 
and the cost of putting in that new service pipe will amount to 
more than $20. 

You can not make the change on the basis stated by the gentle- 
man from New Jersey. This money should be used at present in 
increasing the supply of water and in increasing the cleanliness 
of water, and not waste it, as it would be in simply putting in 
water meters for a year or two, and then abandoning that system, 
as would be the inevitable result. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I did not mean 
to say anything about this matter, but I could not sit here without 
supporting my friend on the Appropriations Committee. He tells 
us that under the new system they will give a house 100,000 gal- 
lons per year at a cost of $3 per year. You can reckon that up, 
and it is only 3 cents for a thousand gallons. I want to go to 
the amount somewhat. It means nearly 300 gallons a day for that 
house; and if there are five people in it, it means about 60 gallons 
for a person. That means 30 pailfulsforaperson. Idonot know 
of many men in this house who would like to carry 30 pailfuls of 
water, and that is what is given each person a day by this meter 
system. 

oT he complaint is that instead of thirty pailfuls of water being 

consumed by a family, people by allowing the water to run 
through the — wastefully are turning into the sewers of this 
city double that quantity. 

Mr. PITNEY. Four times and over. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Inother words, the complaint is 
that people are not using the water, but wasting it; that money 
is spent in supplying this enormous amount, and that this needless 
expenditure makes it impossible to establish here any system of 
filtering and impossible to improve in any other respect the exist- 
ing system. This first thing needed is to stop the waste, so as to 
find out what you have left. Now, I think that is good sense. 

I do not think it is anything against this system that it has been 
tried in a great many towns of this country, and with success. I 
do not think it anything against the system that under it we do 
not allow the wasteful people to steal from those who do not waste. 
I think we want first to know where all this water goes. 

Mr. GREENE. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Certainly. 

Mr. GREENE. Has the gentleman figures so as to know about 
what the probable cost of these meters will be? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. I am not on the committee, sir. 

Mr. PITNEY. I can answer that question. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. It has been answered already a 
dozen times. 

Mr. PITNEY. In the city of Detroit the cost of introducing 
4,000 meters, including plumbing, was $17 per meter. 

Mr. GREENE. If we should introduce meters here, we would 
build up some great “‘infant industry” of this country, would 
we not? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Oh, that is a pretty question! 

Mr. PITNEY. Let us get down to business, and not talk poli- 
tics all the time. 

Mr. GREENE. Why should we not encourage some “infant 
industry ” at the expense of the people of Washington? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. On this point I want to say that 
this whole subject of meters is a matter of practical common 
sense. The meter system has been tried. By practical experi- 
ment ithas been ascertained whether it would work, and one great 
advantage of putting in meters is that if you can save on the 
amount of water supplied and escape the necessity of putting in 
expensive pipes, you save money every year in order to create a 
fund for the purpose of filtration. That is the whole question. 
In my judgment there is no sense in allowing a large part of the 
water | of Washington to run into the Potomac without be- 
ing used by the people for whose use it is furnished. 

Mr.HUNTER. Mr.Chairman, Ishould like to have the amend- 
ment read again. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. HUNTER. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that in this 
measure we are temporizing with a question very important to 
the population of the city of Washington. We ought to be ex- 
ceedingly careful just now in adopting any measure of this kind, 
as this may be a turning poiut with reference to what may be done 
in the future in regard to the water supply of this city. As I un- 
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derstand, it will cost more than $2,000,000 to supply to the water 
consumers of Washington the necessary meters under this pro- 
posedsystem. These meters simply ascertain the amount of water 
which each individual uses. 

According to the statement of the gentleman from New Jersey 
Mr. Pitney], a member of the committee, and his colleague 
Mr. eet the cost of water is comparatively nothing; and 

it does not seem to me so important now that the House should 
adopt this new system as that it should complete the original de- 
sign so as to bring to this city not only the water that is necessary 
to-day but all that may be necessary for twenty or fifty years to 
come, What money may be expended now should be expended 
with the fact in view that there is a long future for this city, and 
that it must be supplied adequately with water. 

As to purification, this water ought to be purified at the 
fountain—there and there alone. The idea of attempting to 
purify it in any other way or to regulate its use now is temporiz- 
ing with the question. 

i am inclined to follow the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] and his colleague [Mr. Heppurn]. If 
there is excessive use of water by any person in this city or by 
any hotel or corporation, let the city put in a meter there and 
charge the excessive use to the consumer. This will stop the ex- 
travagance and waste, if that is a subject to be complained of 
here to-day. 

Mr. MAHANY. Iwish to ask the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. Pitney] whether it is not a fact that Congress a few years 
ago reduced the price of gas in this District to $1.10 per thousand 
feet? Now, as the gas consumed runs through meters, can the 
gentleman instance any gas consumer of this District who will 
testify that since the reduction in the price of gas the bills have 
been lower? If the water is torun through meters and be charged 
for according to the quantity which the meters register, will these 
water meters operate anything like the gas meters? In other 
words, may not the water bills be higher under this new system 
than heretofore? 

Mr. PITNEY. Ihave no personal knowledge on the subject of 
gas. Gas meters were used long before we reduced the price of 
the gas. Iam told—I do not speak from personal knowledge— 
that the bills of consumers of gas in this District are as high as 
before we reduced the price. That means one of two things, 
either there is some way of dodging the meter measurement or 
else people, when getting their gas cheaper, use more of it. I dare 
say that the personal equation enters into this matter: and I have 
no doubt that when the water consumption is regulated by a meter 
system the people can use legitimately more water than they now 
use legitimately, because some of the waste will be stopped— 
waste which now consumes about three-fourths of the flow. 

Mr. MAHANY. As the gentleman has now answered that 
question to his own satisfaction, will he answer another: Is it not 
the fact that the rental of houses in the District of Columbia in- 
cludes, in most cases, the use of water? 

Mr. PITNEY. Oh, the gentleman is speaking now of a custom 
among real-estate men. 

Mr. MAHANY. Ithink my question a proper one in this con- 
nection, because if water meters are put in, the water rates will, 
in all probability, be imposed upon the tenant instead of the 
property owner; and the result will be that if the occupant of 
the premises does not pay his water tax the water will be shut off. 

The result in that case would be that in the poorer and espe- 
cially in the squalid regions of the District the water will be cut 
off for a good portion of the time. The effect of this will be the 
accumulation of filth arising from the failure to flush the sewers, 
the propagation of typhoid germs, and an epidemic of fever, which 
would involve far more serious consequences than the wast 
little water. 
conditions? . 

Mr. PITNEY. I will state tothe gentleman, in answer to his 
first question, that there is nothing in the introduction of a water- 
meter system which would change the custom now prevailing be- 
tween landlord and tenant. I know, as a matter of fact, that in 
my own case my lease provides that I shall pay the water rates. 
I suppose that that would be the same whether the water tax was 
fixed by meter or by the front foot or by the number of stories or 
in any other manner. 

Mr. MAHANY. Itis true there is nothing inherent in the plan 
proposed to change the real-estate customs of the District. But 
does not the gentleman know, as a matter of fact, and does not 
all experience teach, that the introduction of anew system involv- 
ing so marked achangeas this almost inevitably leads to a change 
in the customs as between landlord and tenant? 

Mr. PITNEY. Notat all. Idonot think so. The introduc- 
tion of the water-meter system would be, in my judgment, one of 
the most popular systems that could be adopted in thecity. And 
why? Because the ordinary consumption of a family would be 
reduced, and as a consequence the water tax would be less, The 
effect of it would be seen in a very short time, 
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Has the gentleman given any consideration to these 
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The idea that there is a prejudice on the part of the people against 
the introduction of such a system is, I think, a mistake. There 
have been a few articles against it in one of the evening papers of 
the city, and that has no doubt stirred up some gentlemen to op- 
position of thesystem on the floor of the House. But it is popular 
and has become popular where people have understood it after it 
has been tested. 

Mr. MAHANY. Now, on what authority does the gentleman 
state that it is a ‘‘ popular system?” 

Mr. PITNEY. Because in other towns the water takers, after 
the meters have been put in—after the introduction of the sys- 
tem—aithough opposed to it at first, have become enthusiastic in 
its favor. 

Mr. MAHANY. Now, how do you know that? 

Mr. PITNEY. Well, I was just going to tell the gentleman. 


It is difficult to go on, of course, while he is talking at the same 
time. 


Mr. MAHANY. 
emotions, I suppose. 
Mr. PITNEY. I will give the gentleman the facts. 


Mr. MOODY, If the gentleman from New Jersey will permit 
me a moment? 


Mr. PITNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. MOODY. I desire to say that I know what the gentleman 
from New Jersey has stated with reference to this matter to be a 
fact myself from personal experience. I have had some little ex- 
perience in changing the supply of a town—a small town, it is 
true—from one method to the other. There was first an intense 
hostility to the introduction of the water meters. But after they 
had been in, when the people found that they were saving money, 
they at once became most enthusiastic in favor of the new system. 


I think the gentleman will find that that is the experience every- 
where. 


Mr. PITNEY. Certainly. 


Mr. MOODY (continuing). In the first instance, extreme hos- 
tility, and second, complete acquiescence and delight in the new 
system. 

oor. MAHANY. The testimony of the people themselves is what 
I am endeavoring to elicit. 
Here the hammer fell. | 

lGxice of ‘* Vote!” ‘* Vote!” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
— - the gentleman from Iowa to strike out this provision of 
the bill. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
PITNEY) there were—ayes 62, noes 20. 

Mr. PITNEY. I ask for tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN (having counted the committee). 
members only have arisen, not a sufficient number. 

Mr. PITNEY. But other gentlemen are now desiring to be 
counted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I object tocounting gentlemen who were 
not in before the vote was announced. 

Mr. ALLEN. I was notin, Mr. Chairman, but desire to be an- 
nounced as voting. 

The CHAIRMAN (havingcompletedthecount). Twenty-three 
members have voted in favor of the demand, and tellers are or- 
dered. 

Mr. HENDERSON and Mr. PITNEY were appointed tellers. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I object to gentlemen be- 
ing counted after the announcement was made of the vote. 

fr. SWANSON. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry-—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The Chair had already stated that there 
were not enough to demand tellers, and then other gentlemen 
came in who were counted. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman knows that the Chair 
sometimes announces the number of the vote by yeas and nays, 
and gentlemen come in and desire to be recorded who did not 
vote on the first call. The tellers will take their places. 

The question was taken, the committee divided, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 73, noes 32. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk informs the Chair that there is 
@ paragraph on the sixteenth page that was passed over. The 
Clerk will report the paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


It is your own inner consciousness of their 


Eighteen 


For grading and regulating Providence, Lansing, Hartford, and Tenth 
streets, Brookland, $9,000; in al, $26,000: Provided, That the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia shall hereafter have the power and authority to 
change the name of any street, road, avenue, or other highway whenever 
any two of such highways have the same name. 


The CHAIRMAN. This completes the reading of the bill. 
Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
offer an amendment at this time. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Ba,- 
OOCK]) asks unanimous consent to return to a paragraph, 
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The amendment of Mr. Bascock was read, as follows: 


_ On page 13, after line 24, insert: ‘‘For paving B street between First and 
North +. ee streets NW. and between North Capitol street and Delaware 
Z 4 


avenue ., $10,550.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say—— 

ae ee Where is this amendment proposed to be in- 
serte 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheClerk will again report the amendment. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say, with reference 
to this amendment, that I was in the West during the time that 
this bill was considered by the committee, and had no opportunity 
to offer it before. This proposes to pave B street on the north 
side of the Capitol, the street that is the great thoroughfare from 
the Capitol to Pennsylvania avenue, from the line of the electric 
road down to the cable line, three blocks. That is one of the first 
pavements put in in the city of Washington, and it is to-day in 
such a condition that it is not safe to drive over it in a carriage. 
Now, the probabilities are that the Traction Company will con- 
struct a line of road up B street, around the corner by the Maltby 
Building, during this present season, and this line of road can not 
be constructed unless the whole street is rebuilt and this pavement 
taken entirely up on account of the way that it was put in in the 
first place. 

The street is so high and so crowning in the center between 
New Jersey avenue and First street that it would have to be cut 
down and anew grade established before the line of road could be 
putin there. Another thing: It is not safe for a carriage to drive 
up to the walk between New Jersey avenue and First street, 
owing to the depth of the gutter. This, Mr. Chairman and gen- 
tlemen, is a public necessity. It is right here by the doors of the 
Capitol, and a street, as I said before, that is one of the first that 
was paved in the city of Washington. The Commissioners have 
recommended it, and not a member of the committee here will 
stand on the floor and say it ought not to be done. I hope that 
this amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I understand the gentleman 
from Vermont consented to admit this amendment out of order. 

Mr. GROUT. No; the gentleman has not correctly understood 
it. No consent has been given, Mr. Chairman. Objection was 
was not interposed to a return to the paragraph, but it was ex- 
pressly understood by the chairman of the District Committee 
{Mr. Bascock] that the Committee on Appropriations could not 
consent to it, and would explain to the House the reason why. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair submitted it to the committee, 
and there was no objection. 

Mr. GROUT. Tobesure. I am not speaking of consent to re- 
turn to the paragraph. I am speaking of the proposition to incor- 
porate this a into the paragraph. I say it was with the 
express understanding with the chairman of the Committee on 
the District of Columbia that the Committee on Appropriations 
could not consent to this amendment for these reasons: Ever since 
1891 the improvement of streets within the city has been deter- 
mined by a schedule submitted by the Commissioners, which the 
committee have invariably adhered to, Mr. Chairman, I think 
gentlemen of this committee will see at once that some rule would 
be necessary in the Committee on Appropriations, or else we 
should be utterly at sea in selecting the places where improve- 
ments should be made. 

The members of that committee can not go out and visit the 
various sections of the city and inspect the streets. Hence the 
only way is to take the judgment of the Commissioners and make 
improvements according to the schedule prepared bythem. Now, 
this improvement is in the schedule, but it is well down in the 
list, and beyond any provided for by the Committee on Appro- 
priations in this bill, some twenty-odd numbers below. So, while 
the committee can not agree that this amendment be made, the 
chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia desired 
to submit it to this committee for their action, and if the commit- 
tee see fit to admit it, the Committee on Appropriations have 
nothing to say. For ourselves, we can not break down the rule 
which we have established for the protection of the committee 
and for the improvement of streets in an orderly and proper man- 
ner, and, as I believe, according to the necessities of the public. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas, Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. GROUT. Yes. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. If Iunderstood correctly, thisamend- 
ment for this improvement on B sireet can not be reached until 
it is reached in its regular order, and they have a certain list and 
the items are numbered. 

Mr. BABCOCK. It can not be reached in five years on that list. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. How did it occur that the bridge 
— Rock Creek on Massachusetts avenue got in ahead of the 

ist? 
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Mr. GROUT. If the gentleman from Kansas had been atten- 
tive to what I said, he would not ask this impertinent question. 
{Laughter. ree ; : 

Mr. 8 ON of Kansas. I hope the question is not imperti- 

t. 
I GROUT. I said that this list was confined tostreets within 
the city. County roads and outside improvements are dealt with 
under an entirely different system. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Is Rock Creek at that point outside 
of the city? ipl 

Mr. GROUT. It is outside of the city limits, 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. It is out in the country. 


Laugh- 
ter.] That is another admission. [ 


But I hope that is not imperti- 


nent. 

Mr. GROUT. It was an impertinent question, because it was 
not in point—not pertinent. did not use the word in an offen- 
sive sense. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I am glad to hear that. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that I appreci- 
ate the situation of the committee in this matter. It is true that 
it is on the schedule; but it will take more than five years to reach 
it in the progress we are making, I am advised by the Commis- 
sioners; and to-day there is not a street or a section in the city 
of Washington that the whole country is more interested in, I 
think, than in B street north, within three blocks of the Capitol, 
and the entire expense for paving it is less than $11,000. this 
street-car line is built and this street is not paved, it will cause a 
much larger expenditure. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will ask the gentleman if it is not true 
that the railroad will have to pave between the tracks and 2 feet 
outside of the outside rail? 

Mr. BABCOCK. In case this street railroad is constructed 
through that street, the company has to pave between the tracks 
and outside of them for 2 feet. The street will have to be re- 
built. Under any circumstances, this pavement will have to be 
taken up and put down again, whether you pass this amendment 
or not, and it will costthe District at least half of what this amend- 
ment calls for. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, what is the parliamentary 
status of this amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. DOCKERY. No point of order was reserved? 

The CHAIRMAN. No point of order was made, and no objec- 
tion was made to its being considered, 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I dislike to say anything that 
appears to be ungracious. I had su that a point of order 
would be made against this proposition. The proposition is a 
meritorious one, I concede. I think the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin who offered it has not overstated its merits. But I desire to 
say to this committee that this is the beginning of a policy that 
overturns a well-settled rule of practice, not only in the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations but in this House, since 1888. 

In other words, this is the inauguration of a blending of admin- 
istrative and legislative functions. Prior to 1888 Congress ap- 
propriated for streets in the different sections of the city, usually 
as the result, or at least in many cases as the result, of urgent 
pressure behind each proposition. The judgment of the Commis- 
sioners was practically disregarded in the appropriation of money 
to be used for the benefit of the people; but that policy grew to 
be so odious, favoritism was so rampant, unworthy propositions 
were so frequently recognized because of the influence back of 
them, that Congress very properly determined that the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia should assume responsibility 
for the designation of streets to be improved in the city. Since 
1888, under all administrations of this House, Congress has fol- 
lowed the recommendations of the Commissioners in reference to 
the improvement of streets. 

Now, then, Mr. Chairman, this is a meritorious proposition. 
To break down the old practice, however, is to embark on a policy 
of chaos, on a policy of favoritism again, and the result is that 
we are, as members of a board of aldermen of this city, practi- 
cally exercising administrative functions. I desire to protest 
against the destruction of this well-settled policy, which has 
worked so favorably during the past ten years. 

Mr. BABCOCK, Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

Mr. BABCOCK, Is this rule that the gentleman speaks of a 
rule of the House or a rule of the subcommittee on Appropriations? 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is a rule of the Committee on Appropri- 
— indorsed for ten long years by the House of Representa- 

ves. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I will ask the gentleman if he has not varied 
from that rule by bringing in the new matter which is reported 
in this bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Not to my knowledge. 


eee LLL LT 
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Mr. BABCOCK. Ishould like to propound the same question 
to the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. BABCOCK. There are two or three matters here that 
vary from that rule. Iam so informed by the chairman and his 
colleagues. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If so, I have noinformation. Now, then, I 
am heartily in favor of the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Wisconsin, but the Commissioners ought to put that street 
at the head of the list. If you adopt this amendment, there is yet 
another to be offered, equally as worthy, and that must come in; 
and again there is a third gentleman with yet another amend- 
ment in reserve. The last amendment, however, does not come 
within the rule. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. One member can keep them ont. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Here is a proposition in line 25, page 13: 

For paving East Capitol street, from Eleventh to Thirteenth streets, south 
side of Lincoln Park, $8,000. 

I would be glad for the gentleman to state whether that is a 
violation of the very rule that he is advocating on the floor. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think not; but I am not sure. 

Mr. BABCOCK, Not sure! 

Mr. DOCKERY. If so, it is there without my knowledge; and 
perhaps it may be my fault, if the gentleman is correct in his 
statement. 

Mr. BABCOCK. [also find, in lines 3 and 4, on page 14: 

For paving with vitrified block or asphalt Seventh street, between E and 
G streets NW.., $8,000, to be immediately available. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is true that item is in the bill, and properly 


there. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Will the gentleman explain why in that case 
it is properly there? 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is necessary to authorize that expenditure 
in the interest of the public—— 

Mr. BABCOCK. This is in the interest of the public. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes; in the interest of the public business, 
The gentleman knows very well the character of pavement on the 
east side of the Post-Office Department and the Interior Depart- 
ment. The heads of those Departments complain of the noise and 
confusion on that street, which it is claimed interferes with clerks 
in the transaction of public business; and for that reason the ex- 
penditure was authorized. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I ask for a vote, Mr. Chairman. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

A division was called for by several members. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 36, noes 30. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

A MEMBER. One more in the negative. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I make the point of order that the vote 
has been announced. 

Mr. DOCKERY. [I ask for tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman demands tellers. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I make the point of order that the gentleman 
is too late. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is perhaps true that the demand for tellers 
was not made in time. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the question on this amendment be taken again in the committee. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I object. 

Mr. GROUT. There were several gentlemen in the cloak room 
who appeared too late to be announced before the result was de- 
cided. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I object. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. They did not hear the debate and 
could not vote on the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee now 
rise and report the bill to the House with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. PAYNE reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union had had under considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 6897) making appropriations to provide for 
the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1899, and for other purposes, and had 
directed him to report the same back with amendments, and with 
the recommendation that the bill as amended be passed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York, from the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reports 
that that committee have had under consideration House bill 6897, 
and report the same back with sundry amendments, with the 
recommendation that the bill as amended be passed. The first 
question is on agreeing to the amendments. 

Mr.GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a separate vote upon the 
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amendment striking out the provision for the bridge across Rock 
Creek. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr.Speaker,I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 
The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Grout] moved that the com- 
mittee rise and report the bill with amendments to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. Is it now competent for him 
to make this motion for a separate vote upon this amendment? 
The amendments all came in on his motion. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not know on whose motion 
it was done. Even if he did, every member of the House has a 
right to call for a separate vote upon any amendment. Is there a 
“— vote asked for upon any other amendment? 

Ir. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a separate 
vote on the amendment relating to the paving of B street NW. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no requests for a separate vote on 
any other amendments, the question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments other than those specified. a: 

The amendments other than those specified were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first amendment on 
which a separate vote is required. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 13, after line 24, insert: 

“For paving B street between First and North Cet streets NW. and 
between North Capitol street and Delaware avenue NE.” 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Suiru of Kentucky) there were—ayes 58, noes 46, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. TheClerk will report the second amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the following words in pages 19 and 20: 

Toward the construction ofa steel bridge, with stone foundations, across 
Rock Creek on the line of Massachusetts avenue extended, $50,000; and the 
total cost of said bridge complete, in accordance with the estimates given in 
detail in Appendix A, House Document No. 163, Fifty-fifth Congress, second 
session, under a contract which is hereby authorized therefor, shall not ex- 
ceed $199,204: Provided, That nomoney shall beexpended or contractsentered 
into hereunder until all land necessary for approaches to or otherwise forthe 
construction of said bridge not now owned by the United States or the Dis- 
trict of Columbia shall have been donated free of all expense to the United 
States. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I wish before a vote is taken on 
this amendment to read a letter received thismorning from Bishop 
Hurst. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, is debate in order upon 
this amendment? ve 

The SPEAKER, Debate is in order, and the gentleman from 
Vermont in charge of the bill has the floor. : 

Mr. GROUT. Possibly the other side will wish to make some 
reply to this letter, and perhaps we had better agree upon the time 
to be occupied in debate, if gentlemen desire debate. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Well, I should like a half an hour. 
{Laughter. ] j ; : 

Mr. GROOT. Let us dispose of this amendment without more 
of the political discussion we have had for the last two days. 

Mr. HANDY. Will the gentleman excuse me for interrupting 
him again, but did he reach any agreement as to the time to be 
occupied in debate? : ; 

Mr. GROUT. No; Iam unable to, and I will proceed with the 
letter. It is as follows: 

THE AMERICAN UNIVERSITY, 1425 New YORK AVENUE, 
Washington, D. C., February 2, 1898. 

My Dear Srr: The site of the American University can be reached to ad- 
vantage only by a new bridge over Rock Creek. We have our first building 
now completed—Hall of History. The site is 92 acres insize. Congress or- 
dered the extension of Massachusetts avenue ‘to the site of the university.” 
Our property and endowments amount to $1,040,000. Our contributors are 
from the South and North alike; from the East as well asthe West. Our 
students will be here this fall (1898). Notone of the trustees of the university 
has any real-estate interest in anew bridge. But please, in tho interest of 
universal education, and the ar and the whole country, lay the facts be- 
fore the House. I know the bill for a bridge will pass if the case is clearly 


seer 
JOHN F. HURST, 
Bishop Methodist Episcopal Church. 


: Yours, traly, 


Hon. WM. W. Grout, 
House of Representatives. 


Now, accompanying that, Mr. Speaker, comes a pamphlet con- 
taining the proceedings of the laying of the corner stone of the 
college of history, and upon the outside cover is a cut of the build- 
ing—a large, fine building. The bishop also inclosed a sketch 
showing the plans of the other buildings, and I hold this sketch 
in my hand, which can be seen by some of the members. The 
building for the college of history is located in the lower right- 
hand corner, and in addition there are, as I count them, twenty- 
five other buildings contemplated. 

Mr. DALZELL. 1 would like to say to the gentleman that if 
the friends of the Methodist Church in the House will stand by 
him his measure will go through like a shot. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ALLEN. There is no doubt that all of us good men will 


; stand by the Methodist Church. [Laughter. 


Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, if / might be permitted 


to interrupt the gentleman from Vermont, I want to say in refer- ! 


ence to the suggestion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr, 
DALZELL] that because we voted for the Methodist Church bill 
the other day we should vote for this, it strikes me that as this 
Methodist college has 90 acres of land over there they stand here 
somewhat in the nature of land speculators instead of as a Chris- 
tian organization. 

Mr. GROUT. Not a bit, let me say to the gentleman from 
Kansas, because the land is designed for the use of the university; 
buildings are to be erected upon it. By the way, Massachusetts 
avenue extended, as I see by a map before me, passes directly 
through the grounds of the university. No one on the floor yes- 
terday was able to say how close to those grounds this avenue 
goes. I find that after making a deflection to go around the Na- 
val Observatory the avenue continues its course, passing through 
the grounds of the university and through the suburb known as 
Fairview Heights, and near by Wesley Heights also, as it ap- 
proaches the university grounds. 

I do not desire to take any more time in presenting this matter, 
The most I wished to do was to submit this letter. o represent- 
ative of the university appeared before the committee; no outside 
interest was represented there so far as I personally know; and I 
think I should have been aware of it if there had been any. 

The committee thought this an improvement which it was time 
to make. Itis ans question of time when it ought to be made 
and when it must made in order to complete this magnificent 
avenue. The bridge now in that neighborhood, built by private 
parties at their own expense, is a small affair, which can be reached 
only by a circuitous sand road down the bank; and then, after 
crossing the bridge, the bank must be climbed in the same circuit- 
ous way in order to return to the avenue. 

Mr. Chairman, I now ask gentlemen on the other side what lim- 
itation to debate on this subject can be agreed upon? How much 
time do gentlemen on the other side want? Will ten minutes on 
each side answer? [Cries of ‘*No!” ‘‘No!”] 

Mr. HANDY. Thirty minutes on a side will be satisfactory to 


us. 

Mr. GROUT. Ican not consent to that. I will agree to ten 
minutes on a side. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Can you not give us twenty minutes? 

Mr. GROUT. We can not give any time for political discus 
sion; we want to vote on this question. It is an important mat- 
ter, and the attention of the House should not be diverted from it, 
As I have the floor, I could move the previous question; but I as- 
sure gentlemen there is a disposition on this side not only to agree 
upon reasonable time, but to make a fair distribution of it. 

Mr. HANDY. Would we not have twenty minutes on a side 
under the previous question? 

Mr. DOCKERY,. No; not where the matter has been debated 
before the ordering of the previous question. 

Mr. HANDY. There are gentlemen on both sides who would 
like to be heard. I hope the gentleman from Vermont will con- 
sent to twenty minutes on each side. 

Mr. GROUT. There isno necessity for the consumption of that 
much time. 

Mr. DOCKERY. So far asI know there is no disposition to 
indulge in political discussion on this proposition. think the 
debate will be directed to the subject immediately under con- 
sideration. 

Mr. GROUT. Will not fifteen minutes on each side answer? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Very well; say fifteen minutes, 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Vermont asks that fifteen 
— be allowed on each side for the discussion of this ques- 

Mr. GROUT. And that the previous question shall then be 
considered as ordered, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HANDY. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry. As the mover 
of the amendment on which the separate vote is to be taken, shall 
I be recognized to control the time on this side? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman to 
control the fifteen minutes. Does any member of the committee 
claim the time? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I presume I should be entitled to control the 
time under the practice; but I do not care to do so, and will waive 
my right in favor of the gentleman from Delaware. 

The SPEAKER. No member of the committee asking to con- 
trol the time, no question arises, and the gentleman from Delaware 
is recognized for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. DY. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, the only additional argu- 
ment adduced this morning in favor of this new bridge across Rock 
Creek at Massachusetts avenue is the letter from Bishop Hurst in 
reference to the American University. Now. for the benefit of 
gentlemen who are not familiar with the territory out there, I 
want to say that lam familiarwith it, and that the location of 
the American University is one mile and a half or more beyond 
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the site of this contemplated bridge. 


I think I am not mistaken 
in that. I believe the gentleman from Vermont sustained me in 
that statement yesterda: 


Mr. GROUT. Very likely that is correct; but the avenue as 
extended and laid out runs through those grounds. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It is all a pretense to say that this bridge 
is needed for the benefit of that institution. There is a macad- 
amized road running from Tennallytown out in that direction. 
The Woodley Lane road leads in the same direction. There are 
half a dozen well-equipped, well-maintained roads in this District, 
all leading in the direction of the American University. There- 
fore there can be no reasonable pretext or excuse for asking for 
this bridge as a means of access to the American University. It 
forms no part of the road leading in that direction. You had just 
as well say that aay Pane on any of the streets, from the Treas- 
ury, or the State, War, and Navy Department building, would 
form a part of a highway for the benefit of this university. 

If it was needed for that institution, I would not object to it. 
On the contrary, I should favor it. But it isin no wise connected 
with it and not needed for the benefit of the university at all. 
The only object is, as I have stated before, for the benefit of that 
region of the city out there which is not so built up. 

Mr. HANDY. LIyield five minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HEPBURN]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I am heartily in favor of the 

nding amendment. I think it ought to prevail and hope it will. 

believe that this expenditure of $200,000 proposed here, in view 
of existing conditions and the needs of the District of Columbia, is 
a prodigal waste of the public money. 
his bridge isin the country. This proposed road is the exten- 
sion of Massachusetts avenue and lies out in the country. There 
is no considerable number of people resident on the extension of 
the street. It leadsinto and through a region of the District which 


is now in the hands of agents, lot owners, and speculators. It will. 


be beneficial to them, and to them only. It is not needed, as was 
said by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON], as a 
way to the university, and if it was completed, in my judgment 
it would not be used by the students of that institution. They 
would adopt the cheaper method of transportation by means of 
the street railways—those already established. 

No street railway will ever be located on this road, I take it, for 
the very gentleman whose letter was read here to-day came to me 
a few years ago, when there was a proposition to establish a much- 
needed street railway on Seventeenth street—he living on the cor- 
ner of Seventeenth and Massachusetts avenue—and protested 
against using that street for aes of a street railway. Hesaid 
he did not want a street railr to come into that neighborhood 
at all; that Seventeenth street was a resident street, and its value 
as such would be destroyed if the street railway was allowed to 
pass through it. 

Gentlemen will doubtless remember that at that time a strong 
contest was going on by people living in the vicinity of Chevy 
Chase and along the line leading to it to have street-railway ac- 
commodations and connections with the city. 

Therefore I deem it to be true that this gentleman would not be 
willing to have a street railway located on Massachusetts avenue, 
which, so far as it is improved by residences on its borders, is a 
residence street. They would not want it profaned to the uses of 
a street railway. So there is nothing in the argument that the 
students and the people who will be located at the university will 
be benefited by the passage of this provision of the bill which has 
been stricken out by the committee. 

I do not believe that there is any advantage to be derived from 
this large expenditure of money now, when there are so many other 
uses to which the moneys of the District can be and ought to be 
eee. This is to be an ornamental bridge. It is to be an 
addition to a magnificent residence highway—a part of it being 
such, while the part to be benefited and affected runs simply 
through an unoccupied wilderness. 

Mr. HANDY. Mr. Speaker, may I ask how much time re- 


mains? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has nine minutes of his time 
remaining. 

Mr. HANDY. I will ask the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. 
GRovT] to consume a part of his time now. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. BENNETT]. 

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Speaker, I have been somewhat amused, 
as well as surprised, by the opposition of the other side of the 
Chamber to some proposed improvements recommended in this 
bill for the District of Columbia. The gentleman from Delaware 

Mr. Hanpy] himself made the suggestion on yesterday during 

e course of the discussion that he understood there was a con- 
troversy over the question as to whether a bridge should be con- 
structed on Connecticut avenue or on Massachusetts avenue over 
Rock Creek. My suggestion on yesterday was that I inferred 
from his remarks that he was probably more interested in the de- 


velopment of that _ rty than that which would be improved 
by the building of the Massachusetts avenue bridge. 

I can not understand how distinguished committee members of 
the House of Representatives can oppose any of the proposed im- 
provements in the District. Our capital city has developed under 
prudent management thus far wonderfully. We have the finest 
capital city in the world, and I do hope that the gentleman from 
Delaware and the gentieman from Ohio will not insist on their 
opposition to this measure. 

Mr. HANDY. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. MAHANy]. 

Mr. ANY. Mr. Speaker, in the brief time allotted me I 
desire to point out the fact that at this session of Congress it is 
proposed to save some $163,000 by cuiting off a part of the letter- 
carrier service in the great cities of the Union, and at the same 
time it is urged by this committee to expend, for a merely local 
improvement in the District of Columbia, for an ornamental bridge, 
one end of which will be located in the wilderness, the sum of 
$200,000. Now,I would like to know upon what basis of public 
economy or party policy these propositions are made? 

Mr. BENNETT, Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr. MAHANY. With pleasure, if I can answer it. 

Mr. BENNETT. I should like the gentleman to tell me whether 
the question of the postal deficiency has been presented to Con- 
gress yet? 

Mr. MAHANY. Oh, that isa mere quibbling with terms. It 
will be presented. 

Mr. BENNETT. It has not been presented. 

Mr. MAHANY. I base my statement on the declaration mado 
by the chairman of the Post-Office Committee [Mr. Loup] and 
on the extensive correspondence held by members of this House 
with the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. BENNETT. But the matter is not properly before the 
House. Mr. Speaker, I insist that the gentleman can not 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from New York has the floor. 

Mr. MAHANY. lam sorry the gentleman insists, but his in- 
sistence will not avail against a statement of the facts. Mr. 
Speaker, as I was saying, the policy of the Republican party in 
this Congress, as announced by the heaven-chosen and self-desig- 
nated leaders of this House {laughter}, has been one of urgent 
and strict economy, and against that programme I have no pro- 
test to make; but I do say that we members of Congress, repre- 
senting great constituencies on the floor of this House, should not 
be curtailed in our desires to benefit our constituents and at the 
same time be asked to vote $200,000 for an improvement that is 
not necessary now, that will not be necessary ten years from now, 
and will not be necessary for the development of this community 
a quarter of a century from now. The apparent purpose of the 
present proposition is simply to booma land speculation. There- 
fore I do not believe that the members of Congress upon this side 
can, with any degree of consistency, favor this measure while at 
the same time voting to cripple the letter-carrier service of the 
country in the great cities and in the business centers of the land, 

Here the hammer fell. ] 
he SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Vermont desire to 
use his time? 

Mr. GROUT. I propose, Mr. Speaker, to close this debate, and 
if gentlemen are through on the other side, I will do so. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Delaware [Mr. 
HANDY] desire to occupy any more time? ; 

Mr. HANDY. Mr. Speaker, how much time has the gentleman 
from Vermont and how much have I? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont has fourteen 
minutes and the gentleman from Delaware has six. 

Mr. HANDY. Would it not be proper for the gentleman from 
Vermont to use a little more of his extensive time before he calls 
on me? 

Mr. GROUT. Iam not ready now to use any time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Let us vote, then. 





The SPEAKER. Thequestion is on agreeing to the amendment, 
[Cries of *‘ Vote!” “‘Vote!”] The gentleman can occupy his time 


now, if he desires. If not, the Chair will put the question. 

Mr. HANDY. Mr. Speaker, I did think for a moment of mak- 
ing some reply to the personal reference of the gentleman from 
New York, but it is not worth while, and I will ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. DOCKERY. A parliamentary inquiry 

The SPEAKER. So that there will be no misunderstanding, a 
vote “aye” is to strike out the provision for the bridge. As manyas 
are in favor of the amendment, which is an amendment to strike 
out the provision for the bridge, will say ‘‘aye.” 

The question was taken: and on a division (demanded by Mr, 
Grout) there were—ayes 134, noes 41. 

Accordingly the amendment to strike out the provision was 
agreed to, 
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The announcement of the result was received with applause. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GROUT, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
for the purpose of considering appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. HopxKrs in 
the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering the bill H. R. 7441, which will be 
reported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7441) making appropriations for fortifications and other works 
of defense, and for the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ord- 
nance for trialand service, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana that the first reading of the bill be dispensed 
with? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.’ 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. How long a bill is it? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Not very long. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I think we had better have it read. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. It hastoberead,anyway. LIhope the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRagr] and myself can agree as to 
the time for debate. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. The gentleman from Kansas will with-- 


draw his objection. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McRAE. So far as I know, we do not want to take very 
much time onthisside. Will the gentleman from Indiana proceed? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I think we had better agree at once on a 
definite time at which debate shall be closed. 

Mr. McRAE. What time do you suggest? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Why, I should think an hour on a side. 

Mr. McRAE. That would not be satisfactory. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. What do you suggest? 

Mr. McRAE. I think two hours and a half on aside. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Why, I do not think we could agree to 
that. 

Mr. McRAE. Suppose we say that we vote at 4 o’clock to- 
morrow evening on the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Close general debate. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Wecan not determine how much time may 
be taken up for amendments under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. McRAE. Say we close debate at half past 3. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Does not the gentleman think an hourand 
a half would be sufficient of general debate? 

Mr. McRAE, I do not think so, but it may be. 
expect, with that limitation, to vote this afternoon. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Cannot we consider general debate closed, 
then, at 1 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. McRAE. We had better agree to a limitation of half past 
8 or 40’clock. Say we close general debate at 3 o’clock and vote 
upon the bill at 4. We have no disposition to delay the passage 
of the bill. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. 


I withdraw the objection. 


We can not 


Well, I do not know that there is any ob- 
jection to that. That is, we will close general debate at 3 o’clock. 

Mr. McRAE. It is suggested here that perhaps there may bea 
desire to amend the bill in some respects. Perhaps it would be 
better to close debate at 3 o’clock to-morrow, and then there will 
be time to offer amendments. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Then, Mr. Chairman, the agreement will 
be that debate shall close to-morrow at 3 o’clock. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous corsent that all general debate on this bill be closed at 3 
o'clock to-morrow. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. BAILEY. In order that there may be no confusion about 
the time, I ask that the gentleman from Arkansas be permitted to 
control the time on this side—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it will be so ordered. 

.~There was no objection. 

Mr. BAILEY. And the gentleman from Indiana control the 
time on his side. 

Mr. REMENWAY. I suppose it would be understood that I 
will control the time on this side. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I ask the Clerk to read the report of the 
Committee. 


The report (by Mr. HEMENWAY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Sper ces ens. in presenting the accompanying bill 
making appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense, and for 
the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and 
service, and for other parposes, submit the following in explanation thereof: 

The estimates on which the bill is based will be found in the Book of Esti- 
mates for the fiscal year 1899, pages 201-205, and te $13,378,571, of 
which sum there is recommended in the accompanying bill appropriations 
amounting to $4,144,912. 

During the Forth-ninth Con; (fiscal years 1887 and 1888) no appropria- 
tions were made on account of fortifications, their maintenance or armament, 
and for the twelve fiscal years 1875 to 1886, inclusive, the appropriations by 
Congress on this account averaged only 750 t annum, and only $463,500 
per annum for the fourteen years, including 1887 and 1888, for which two lat- 
ter fiscal roan no specific appropriations were made, as stated. 

The bill repor herewith contains ep nee in continuance of the 
policy adopted by the Fiftieth Congress in the e of the acts approved 
September 22, 1888, and March 2, 1889, and by the Fifty-first, Fifty-second, 
Fifty-third, and witty Soars Congresses in acts approved A 18, 1290, 
February 24, 1891, July 23, 1892, February 18, 1893, August 1, 1504, March 2, 
1895, June 6, 1896, and March 3, 1897. 

The sepmousietiens by said acts for the ten fiscal years 1889-1898 aggregate 
$59,384,253.50, or an ave of $3,938,425.35 per annum. 

Of the whole sum, $39,384,253.50, appropriated by the fortification acts cov- 
ering the ten fiscal years 1889-1898, the sum of $16,895,029 was appropriated in 
the two fortification acts enacted by the last Congress. 

The following shows the aggregate amount Sepeepeanes under each nat- 
ural subdivision of the accompanying bill, namely: 





rth A ry I So ccc conc Ueland caecbdacictdcedcecccuseintius $1, 000, C00 
SOU Be Ce orcnkea a bbs dinhnan ccccdecccecessoeaseccendabiadenes 300, COO 
Preservation and repair of fortifications 75, (00 
NIN ON SI inn a ke a nn en aeenamabenads oct inaeian 5, COO 
ae ee ee I cn. a dascecncnse csudus acme euaaud 80, 000 
ae as 150, (00 
ee OP OO ain 4 vntinnndidinelng wind tnntitiintiandinta 2, 033, 777 
Field guns and other miscellaneous items..................-.-------« 296, 22: 
Para EePOUe, SE BEE, 20, it... <0c hace powacs éneceabasenonaenel 46, 000 
ee ne er tt SANIT oie Seis Soccck Gadldceted ddevedndnbeddabh nuk 80, 900 
OCR DORI  , anigpeck theccndccncpecdcdipewbbsdpevecenains 28, 000 
Ordnance and Fortification Board .........-..-ccccccccsscccccccccccce 100, 000 
NE ob ok Dads aldcnittacsde oda Pb odsawl daetctiudcuWicdicseakemes 4,144,912 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, prior to the Fifty-fourth 
Congress there had been gh ap for the purposes of coast 
defense about $11,000,000. e Fifty-fourth Congress ee 
something over $16,000,000. In the first appropriation bill in the 
Fifty-fourth Congress the Engineer and Ordnance Departments 
were not evenly balanced in the appropriations that had been 
granted. A sum larger in the appropriation for guns had been 
made than was provided for carriages and emplacements. 

The committee reporting the first bill in the Fifty-fourth Con- 
gress undertook to balance the difference between the Ordnance 
and the Engineer Departments, and by that bill we balanced the two 
departments so that the guns were only 12 in advance of the car- 
riages and the carriages = 8 in advance of the emplacements. 
Since that appropriation bill the guns and the carriages and em- 
placements have been kept balanced about on that line, the guns 
being about one year in advance of the manufacture of the car- 
riages and the making of the emplacements. 

Mr. Chairman, the estimates upon which this bill is based 
amounted to $13,378,571. This bill only carries $4,144,912. There 
is no difference between the committee and the Chief of Ordnance 
and the Chief of Engineers and the General of the Army on the 
proposition that if there was sufficientrevenue, this total estimate 
should be granted, but the committee thinks, under the circum- 
stances, under the condition of the Treasury, that the bill reported 
carries a sufficient amount of money at this time. We have cn 
hand at the present time guns emplaced as follows: Ten 12-inch 
guns, forty-nine 10-inch guns, fifty 8-inch guns, and seventy-three 
12-inch mortars. By July 1 we will have emplaced twenty 12-inch 
guns, seventy-four 10-inch guns, thirty 8-inch guns, and two hun- 
dred 12-inch mortars. 

It is estimated that there will be completed and on hand June 
30, 1898, eighty-eight 8-inch guns, one hundred and fifteen 10-inch 
guns, sixty 12-inch guns, and two hundred and ninety-six 12-inch 
mortars. 

The Committee on Appropriations, seeking to keep appropria- 
tions for the Engineer and Ordnance Departments properly bal- 
anced, requested the two Departments to furnish the committee 
revised estimates. I will publish as a part of my remarks a table 
showing the revision: 


Estimates of amounts required by the Chief of Engineers, 


[Amounts that would be poqutee’ by the Chief of Ordnance to provide 
armament for the emplacements the amines Department will construct 
under their various estimates of from $5,000,000 to $1,000,000. ] 









$5,000,000. |$4,000,000. |s3,000,000. $2.00 0m, $1,000,000. 


1. Finishing and assembling 

8, 10, and 12 inch guns 
and one 16-inch t 

gun, at the Army Gun 

QGOET cicqstetinpeabsis 

2. Oil tempered and an- 

nealed steel for8,10,and 

12 inch seacoast guns - .. 

3. Purchase and manufac- 

ture of carriages for 8, 

10, and Winch guns..... 





$311, 500 | $311,500 | $311,500 | $289,000 | $289,000 
569,500 | 569,500} 369,500} 247,960] 247,900 


1,237,500 | 989,000 | 767,500 | 508,500 | 424,000 
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Estimates of amounts required by the Chief of Engineers—Continued. 





$5,000,000. $4.0, ‘53,000, 000. $2,000,000. 's1,000,000. 


e.g 


4. 12-inch breech-loading 


mortars ......------.---- $1,735,840 $1,461,760 |$1,187,680 | $822,240 | $182,720 
5. Pysshase, and penetec 
ture of carriages for 
12-inch mortars... ---- ,600 | 678,400 | 551,200 | 381,600 84, 800 
wder and projectiles 
. 7 reser® SUDDIY 761,200 | 717,200 | 650,618 | 391,000 391, 000 
7. id-fire guns and their 
' a. 381 | 857,751 | 545,725 | 545,725} 208,060 
&. Bethlehem contract. .--..- 61, 237 6) , 237 61, 237 61, 237 61, 237 
22. Powder and ern 
for proof of 8, 10, and 
12 inch guns..-..--...-.-| 40,000 40,000 40,000 40,000 40, 000 
23. Powder and projectiles 
for proof of 12-inch mor- 
REE oo gcccce caper oeec eee 26, 000 26, 000 26, 000 26, 000 26, 000 
21. Armor plates and deck 
plates for test of armor- 
piercing and _ deck- 
piercing projectiles.....| 40,000 26, 800 24, 000 18, 000 18, 000 
25. Armament chests for sea- 
coast gunsandmortars.| 26,000 26, 000 26, 000 26, 000 26, 000 


26. Metallic carriages for 
machine guns, caliber 
3) and 45, model 1890, 
with limbers and pro- 


131,980 | 131,980 | 131,980 | oe 35, 000 
2,083, 777 





tective shields com- | 
WI oii cdectiih sce eeecee 
a Se 6, 739, 738 bs 897, 128 |4, 692, 940 3, 302, 262 
| 





D. W. FLAGLER, 
Brigadier-General, Chief of Ordnance. 

We appropriate in this bill $65,000 for improvement of the 
arsenal at Watertown. I want to call attention to the fact that 
five years ago we had no factory for the manufacture of gun car- | 
riages. At that time one factory in this country controlled the 
manufacture of carriages. It then cost the Government $17,000 
to procure a carriage forai12-inch mortar. Since the Government 
has owned its own carriage factory we are producing the same 
carriage for $4,700. In addition to that we are manufacturing a 
disappearing carriage to mount a12-inch gun. As far as the Ord- 
nance Department is informed, there is no other country on earth 
that is manufacturing this carriage. 

We have an all-around fire carriage for mounting a 12-inch gun. 
It results in saving to the Government $200,000 on every gun of 
that caliber emplaced. And in addition to that, a 12-inch gun on 
a disappearing carriage will fire four times as rapidly as the same 
gun mounted as we formerly mounted them on a gun lift. So you | 
can readily see that we not only saved $200,000 by the manufacture 
of this carriage, but we make one gun take the place of three or | 
four guns under the old style of mounting them onagun lift. We | 
think in view of that fact it was good policy to appropriate $65,000 | 
for improvements of the carriage factory at Watertown. 

Mr. STEELE. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Certainly. 

Mr. STEELE. I wantto ask my colleague if it is not a fact that 
with the old lift you can fire these large guns as rapidly as they 
can be fired with safety? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The Ordnance Department says not. It 
can be fired with perfect safety three times as fast as you can fire 
it with the lift. 

Mr. STEELE. My understanding is that with the lift they had | 
to wait for guns to cool between shots. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I haveno doubt my colleague knows more 
about the firing of guns than I do, but my information from the 
Ordnance Department is the other way. 

Mr. STEELE. They have a different kind of powder now and | 
that may make a difference. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. In view of the fact that a great deal has 
been said through the newspapers of the country recently as to the 
amount of ammunition on hand, I want to state to the committee 
that the War Department informs me that we have a sufficient 
amount of ammunition on hand—— 

Mr. McCLELLAN,. For coast-defense guns, 

Mr. HEMENWAY. For coast defense. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. But not for tield guns. | 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The provision for ammunition for field | 
guns is made by the Committee on Military Affairs, and the chair- 
man of that committee can answer better than I as to the ammu- 





nition on hand for field guns. 

This bill carries $391,000 for ammunition, the amount estimated 
by the Ordnance Department. That is under their revised esti- 
mate, and I have do doubt from the statement made by the Ord- 
nance Department the ammunition now on hand for coast de- 
fense is sufficient. I think of nothing else to state unless some 
gentleman wishes to make an inquiry. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What is the amount of the reduction in this 
bill under the current law? 


| artillery. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. The last bill carried $9,517,141; this bill 
carries $4,144,912, a decrease of about $5,362,000. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I congratulate the gentleman on the evidence 
of economy. 

Mr.HULL. I would like toask the gentleman in charge of this 
bill a question. I see on page 4 of the bill, under miscellaneous 
items, from line 13 down to and including line 18 on page 5 of 
the bill, the Committee on Appropriations have taken up the ques- 
tion of providing field artillery. It strikes me that the Committee 
on Military Affairs should have absolute and exclusive jurisdic- 
tion of the equipment of the Army. 

While we supplied ammunition under our bill and gave an 
appropriation for all that General Flagler said could be used to 
advantage in order to accumulate ammunition, and while we ap- 
propriated $400,000 for small arms, yet it does seem to me, as a 
question of jurisdiction—and I know nothing as to the question 
of amount, for I have not examined it-—the Committee on Appro- 
priations has taken hold of a subject of which it has no jurisdic- 
tion whatever. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I suggest to the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs that in 1897 our committee first took up 
this question of field artillery, and we appropriated at that time 
for breech-loading rifles and siege guns of 5-inch caliber $32,240; 
we appropriated for another style of field guns $30,370; we appro- 
priated for another style of rifles for field purposes $114,140, and 
we also made an appropriation for carriages for that class of guns. 
I know of no objection being made by the Committee on Military 
Affairs to the appropriations carried in the bill of 1897. In the 
bill of 1888 no appropriation was made for field guns. In this 
bill we appropriate something like $450,000 for field guns. We 
did this upon the urgent request of the Chief of Ordnance, who 
informs us, as will be seen by the hearings, that these guns ought 
to be accumulated; that the guns now in the hands of the troops 
in the field are not of modern pattern, and that it is very neces- 
sary that these guns be provided. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Of the $459.000 of which the gentleman 
just spoke, $30,000 was for steel field guns, if I remember cor- 
rectly. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. It was for different kinds of guns. I did 
not mean to say that it was entirely for steel field guns; it in- 
cluded the whole item of field artillery and equipment. 

Mr. HULL. The appropriation is something like $450,000; for 
steel field guns, $30,000; for carriages, $77,000, etc. Those appro- 
priationsare all for artillery in the field; they have nothing what- 
ever to do with fortifications, but relate to equipment of the Army 
proper. 

While I do not feel like raising the question of jurisdiction on 
a point of order, I wish to say that hereafter if I should be con- 
nected with the Military Committee I shall insist on that commit- 
tee taking up this part of the armament of the Army proper, just 
as they do the matter of small arms, of which they now have 
charge. 

Let me add that a year ago, I think it was, the Committee. on 


| Appropriations invaded a territory that was not their own by 


making an appropriation of $100,000 for quarters and barracks, 
after our committee had given $750,000 for the samo purpose. 
Two committees operating on the same line ought to preserve 


| some line of demarcation, so that they will not both be consider- 


ing appropriations for the same purpose. There was nothing pre- 
sented to the Committee on Military Affairs in regard to field 
That subject should have been submitted to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. We have before that committee the 
question of the Army in the field, and it is not fair or right that 
another committee should take under its jurisdiction a part of the 
armament, thus dividing the question of the complete equipment 
of the Army in the field. 

The urgency of these appropriations at this time may be so great 
that no question should be raised upon them; yet if I had any 
criticism to offer, it would be that you are expending very large 
amounts of money for field artillery that may not be used for 
some years, and not expending as much as, in my judgment, you 
should expend for ammunition, for siege guns, and for fortifica- 
tions proper. [Applause.] If we had our way in the Committee 
on Military Affairs, we would accumulate more than ten rounds 
of ammunition for siege guns and fortifications. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Will the gentleman say that we have not 
appropriated enough money to provide more than ten rounds? 

Mr. HULL. That is my information. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Your information is not correct. 

Mr. HULL. Thatis my information. But what I want to say 
is this—and I say it with all deference to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, for which I have as profound respect as has any 
other member of the House—that while the Committee on Ap- 
propriations under the present rule has jurisdiction of fortifica- 
tions, I do not believe it should have anything whatever to do 
with that subject. In my view the whole subject should be un- 
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der the jurisdiction of the Committee on Military Affairs, if the 
appropriations are to be divided at all. 

The Committee on Military Affairs gives its whole time to ques- 
tions affecting military matters. But in this bill the Committee 
on Appropriations has, I believe, gone away beyond the authority 
given it by the rules, and has taken up a proposition not only to 
look after the coast defenses and fortifications proper but to look 
after the arming and equipment of the Army. So that we have 
two committees looking after the same question. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. As to the $100,000 appropriated for coast 
fortifications, it was represented to our committee that the new 
coast fortifications needed temporary barracks, so that men might 
be quartered there to look after them. Upon that representation 
we appropriated $100,000 for that purpose. But the Secretary of 
War, instead of paying out that money as it was represented to the 
Committee on Appropriations it would be paid out, took the 
$100,000 and spent it all for the erection of new barracks and 
quarters over here at Fort Hancock. That was no fault of our 
committee. 

We appropriated that $100,000 upon the recommendation that 
it was needed to take care of the coast fortifications that were be- 
ing erected on the Atlantic and Pacific coasts, and the fact that 
the money was not paid out in that way was not our fault. 

As to these other items, Ido not know why the Chief of Ordnance 
submits the estimates for this field artillery to the Committee on 
Coast Fortifications. It is a fact, I suppose, that the estimates 
were not submitted to the Committee on Military Affairs, but 
were sent to the Committee on Coast Fortifications. They came 
to us after the bill of the Committee on Military Affairs had 
passed the House. I do not care to discuss whether that question 
of appropriating for field and siege artillery belongs to the Com- 
mittee on Coast Fortifications or to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. HULL. Does it belong to fortifications or to the artillery 
arm of the service? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. 
service. 

Mr. HULL. That answers the question. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. As far as I am concerned, and I think as 
far as the Committee on Appropriations are concerned, if they de- 
sire to send these estimates to the Committee on Military Affairs 
I have no objection. Isay in all kindness to my friend that prob- 
ably the Ordnance Department thought it would secure better 
consideration if referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and it might befor that reason that the estimates were sent to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Now, I bave no further explanation to make of this bill, unless 
some gentleman of the committee here has a question he would 
like to ask. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Are the fortifications of any one harbor on 
our coast completed? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Certainly not. 

Mr. McCLELLAN, Will the appropriation carried in this bill 
complete the fortification of any one harbor in the country? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Certainly not. The gentleman from New 
York understands that in 1885 the Endicott Board, as we call it, 
was created by act of Congress, that provided a scheme of, coast 
fortifications which will altogether take some $125,000,000. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. And there is $80,000,000 still to be ex- 
pended upon it, as I understand? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Well, they keep advancing all the time. 
They started ont with $100,000,000, and it has got up to $125,000,- 
000, and as you all know, as every man in this committee knows, 
it will keep going up as the thing advances. They named the dif- 
ferent ports in the order of their importance, and the Engineer 
Department and Ordnance Department have taken them up and 
they have divided out the appropriations. Of course there will 
be no one completed in all probability-—— 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Never? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Until they areall about ready to complete. 

Mr. CANNON, If the gentleman will allow me—— 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from New York asks “‘ never,” 
as to whether they will ever be completed in any one of these har- 
bors. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I will answer that question—— 

Mr. CANNON. I should like to suggest tothe gentleman that, 
in my judgment as an individual, they never will be. I donot 
think it is necessary ever to complete the fortifications at any one 
of these points according to the Endicott plan. I do not know 
anything about it myself, but from the best information I can 
get from those who ought to know about it, we approach a sub- 
stantial completion, if defense is what is wanted, at many of the 
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It belongs to the artillery arm of the 


Mr. McCLELLAN. 
Mr. CANNON. That is my information. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. I think that in New York Harbor to-day 


——— 


no —_ of vessels could do any great damage. That is my infor- 
mation. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Is there any protection to Gardners Ba 
to-day? Would it be possible to prevent a fleet anchoring in Gard- 
ners Bay and landing men? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Iam informed they could not get enough 
war vessels around there to get in and do any damage to New 
York City. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Gardners Bay is some miles from New 
York City. 

Mr. CANNON. The Army will take care of that. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Youcan not put high-class guns on tho 
whole Atlantic coast. There are points all along the coast that 
can not be defended and never will be defended. Itis bound to 
be so on both the Atlantic and Pacific coasts. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. New York Harbor is a pretty large one 
and a pretty important one. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Yes; butthe Chief of Ordnance now thinks 
they could not get enough vessels there to do any damage to the 
city of New York. 

Mr.McCLELLAN. Torun the fortifications as they are to-day? 

Mr. STEELE. Just as a matter of information I should like to 
ask my colleague whether or not this Ordnance Fortification 
Board is not a good deal like the men employed in the Pension 
Department under the civil service; that is, inclined to lie back 
on their job, for fear they will have it over too soon? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman will have to answer that 
question himself. 

Mr. STEELE. I only ask for your opinion; I do not ask you to 
state definitely, 

Mr. FOOTE. I do not wish to misunderstand the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations. Did he state that these forti- 
fications, in his opinion, would never be completed? 

Mr. CANNON. What I aimed to say was this: From the best 
information I can get, the completion of the fortifications accord- 
ing to the Endicott scheme is not nece for real defense. 

Mr. FOOTE. Then will the gentleman kindly tell us why they 
do not stop this thing entirely? 

Mr. CANNON. Because we are seventy or eighty million dol- 
lars off from completing the fortifications according to the Endi- 
cott scheme; and following the advice of those who ought to be 
skilled, and whom I believe are skilled, they tell us this much in 
addition ought to be appropriated for the fortifications at the 
principal forts. We believe, according to the best information 
we can get, that at the end of the next fiscal year the principal 
ports will be substantially fortified. 

Mr. McCLELLAN, And yet the Chief of Ordnance—— 

Mr. FOOTE. If the gentleman will allow me once more—— 

Mr. CANNON. Iam trenching on the time of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HEMENWAY]. , 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Go ahead. 

Mr. FOOTE. If the Endicott board keep on raising their esti- 
mates, and if the Committee on Appropriations keep cutting down 
appropriations for coast defense, when this year the War Depart- 
ment ask for $13,000,000 and the committee gives $4,000,000, will 

you kindly give us a mathematical calculation as to when we shall 
Gave our country decently protected? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I will answer that question. 

Mr. CANNON, I just want a minute. hen we get enough 
guns mounted to do a sufficient amount of shooting, if you will 
allow me to use the word, to prevent battle ships or other ships 
of the enemy from getting into the harbor, where they can levy 
blackmail, then we ought to stop. And as to all other points, 
where there are no great blocks of population, and where black- 
mail can not be levied in the same way, along our eight or ten 
thousand miles of coast, with our means of rapid transit the 
Army can take care of everybody that they can land, 

Mr. FOOTE. One thing further. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Idesire to call attention to the fact further 
that since the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] has been 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations we have appro- 
priated a larger sum, or, in fact, in two years, during the Fifty- 
fourth Congress, we appropriated more money for coast fortifica- 
tions than had been appropriated since 1885, when the Endicott 
system was adopted. 

Mr. FOOTE. How much have we appropriated since? The 
appropriations have been cut down ever since. 

Mr.HEMENWAY. Theyhavenot. Thisbillcarries$4,144,912, 
which is a larger sum than the average bill. Taking into consid- 
eration the fact that in the last two bills we eating pm over 
$16,000,000, which raises the average, this is still above the average. 

Mr. FOOTE. What has that to do with it, when our War De- 
partment says that we need $13,000,000, and you come in here with 
four millions and a half, and in the meantime the country is not 
defended? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. If the gentleman was a member of the 
Committee on Appropriations and undertook to appropriate the 
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amount of money estimated for by the different Departments of this 
Government, he would bankrupt the United States in four years, 
and every member of this House who is familiar with the esti- 
mates that come to the Appropriations Committee will certify that 
I state the truth. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iwant to say to the gentleman that in my judg- 
ment the bill would be a great deal better bill if it was a million 
dollars less than it is. , 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I do not believe the gentleman realizes 
what the Appropriations Committee have to deal with when he 
talks about estimates coming from the different Departments of 
this Government. They estimate for the salaries of the numerous 
employees. They always want additional employees. They say 
it is a great hardship that some clerks in the Department have to 
work after 4 o'clock. But as a matter of fact it is known that the 
members of this House and the poses who come from the Central 
States, where I come from, will do as much work in a day as the 
average clerk here in the Departments will dointwo days. Sowe 
can not hope to appropriate the sums estimated for by the different 
Departments. 

1 want to say that the Chief of the Ordnance Department and the 
Chief of Engineers are gentlemen who understand their business 
thoroughly. They are enthusiastic about this fortification mat- 
ter, and they are very anxious to carry out the Endicott scheme, 
and if we had sufficient money on hand, I, for one, would be very 
glad to carry out the scheme in the next few years; but we have 
got to take into consideration the condition of the Treasury. 

Mr. SAYERS. Would the gentleman agree, no matter how 
much revenue we had, to execute the scheme of the Endicott 
board in the next few years? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. We would have to go back to the time 
when Sey er on the other side were complaining that we had 
a surplus in the Treasury, and when they were talking about di- 
viding it so as to give $8 apiece to the people of the United States. 

Mr. SAYERS. Even with a surplus, would the gentleman 
agree to such a large appropriation as would be necessary to cxe- 
cute the scheme of the Endicott board within a few years? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Hardly. 

Mr. SAYERS. I did not think you would. 

Mr.LOW. Will the gentleman allow me toask hima question? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Certainly. 

Mr. LOW. Why spread this appropriation out all over the 
country? As a business proposition, do you not think it would be 
better to concentrate all the appropriation on one or two forts? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Oh, no. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me ask the gentleman a question. Where 
would you have us concentrate it? 

Mr. LOW. One on the East coast and oneon the West coast of 
the country. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. That could not well be done. We do not 
undertake to designate where this money shall be used. We give 
them the inoney, they take it and expend it at the place they think 
most important. I stated awhile ago that we did not undertake 
to appropriate for any named place, but leave it to them to use it 
at the most important place. 

Mr. GAINES. What appropriation is made for Fortress Mon- 
roe, which is rotting down? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. That is not regulated by the committee. 
The gentleman had better refer that inquiry to the War Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. GAINES. But do you not know that it is rotting down? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I could tell the gentleman what is being 
done there, but that would not be information that ought to go 
into the RECoRD. 

Mr. GAINES. Does the gentleman say that this is so rotten 
that it ought not to go in the REcorp. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman does not seem to under- 
stand the matter. If we were to point out to the different coun- 
tries the number of guns we had at each particular place and the 
number of guns we are expecting to put at each particular place, | 
it would be very valuable information to them and against our | 
interest. 

Mr. GAINES. Do you not think it is my duty to call the atten- 
tion of this body to the fact that Fortress Monroe is rotting down? | 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I should think, if your purpose was to se- | 
cure a remedy for the evil, it would be a great deal better for you | 
to go to the War Department. 

Mr. GAINES. Evidently that practice has failed so far. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I regret that these two gentlemen at the 
head of these two departments do not agres with the gentleman 
from Tennessee, and it is possible his attention—— 

Mr. GAINES. Iam speaking about the disease, and where the 
trouble is. 

Mr. HEMENWAY (continuing). Has not been called to the 
fact that they are expending this money where they think it 
ought to be expended, and they are men of experience and the 
men who are charged with this matter. 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2 


| enacted that law creating a Court of Private Land Claims, 


1369 


Mr. HULL. Isit not true that that part of Fortress Monroo 
referred to by the gentleman from Tennessee, the brick part, is 
simply now the quarters, and the coast defense is not there? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. That is true. 

Mr. GAINES. It was right there round about where the guns 


are. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. If the gentleman understands anything 
about the plan of the coast defense, he would not worry much 
about some old stone fort falling down, because they are of very 
little value with our disappearing carriages. : 

Mr. GAINES. This is within 50 yards of the disappearing gun. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I do not care whether it was within 10 
yards. I do not think it makes much difference whether it falls 
down or not; it is of very little value to the Government. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, | have nothing further to say in explana- 
tion of this bill and reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Before the gentleman takes his seat, will he 
tell us what is the cost of one of these disappearing carriages, say 
for a 12-inch gun? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I think about $39,000. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That means with its emplacement? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. That is only the cost of the carriage. 

Mr. HEPBURN. What I wanted to get at was the cost of the 
carriage with the cost of its emplacement and masonry. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. That would depend a great deal upon the 
location of the ground, the amount of work that has to be done by 
the Engineer Department, etc. I could not give any definite state- 
ment as to the cost. 

Mr. FERGUSSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the committee to a matter of urgent necessity, if you would 
prevent injustice to a Territory which is governed from Washing- 
ton. Every member here is charged with a duty to New Mexico. 
We are not allowed to govern ourselves, and I beg of you, because 
I see powerful members of the majority here, to listen to me for a 
few moments whiie I demonstrate to you, as clear as the proof of 
@ geometrical proposition, that in consequence of the denial to 
New Mexico of statehood, as has been done by this Congress, 
through its committee, there has been perpetrated on the people 
I represent a positive wrong. 

I am not going to argue forstatehood atthistime. Iconsiderthat 
is past for this Congress, but I want to explain to you why it is 
that in consequence of the rejection of our just claim we will bo 
injured unless you take action for our relief. It surely is worth 
atew moments of your time to hear me explain where and how 
that wrong will bedone. It has been customary in admitting new 
States into the Union to grant many thousands of acres of the pub- 
lic domain within their respective borders for the support of their 
public schools and other educational interests and their public in- 
stitutions generally. New Mexico, having been denied the right 
of coming in as a State, is now in absolute danger of losing the 
whole of such donation of her public lands because of the desert 
and worthless nature of most of her land, the valuable portion 
having been taken up under the general laud iaws by private set- 
tlers. 

You will remember that New Mexico was formerly subject to 
Spain and then to Mexico. Immense grants of land were given 
by Spain and by Mexico, as the case might be, to families or to 
communities or to favored individuals; and so New Mexico was 
covered by whatis known as private land grants. When shecame 
in as a Territory, it was enacted by Congress that ail land so 
claimed to belong to these grants should be reserved from pubtic 
entry. All of the rest of the available land in New Mexico 
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culled over for fifty years, and there was nothing left but werth- 
less arid landin 1891, when the Court of Private Land Claims w: 
established. Had New Mexico been admitted to statehood at the 


time that court was created, while she would doubtless have been 
given ostensibly as much iand for her public institutions as other 
new States have received, yet in reality she would have got none 


of value, partly because of her generally arid nature and partly 
because so large a portion of her surface was locked up in these 
private grants, and thus unavailable for her selection. And what 
was not thus claimed by private ownership had been culled, during 


her long Territorial condition, by private settlers of all that was 


valuable. The older members of this Congress will remember, 
and it was a Republican Congress and a Republican President that 


duty it was to settle these Spanish-Mexican land-grant claims. 
That court began its operations in 1891, and it has adjudicated 


most of these Spanish and Mexican grants, confirming some, cut- 
ting many down to much smaller limits than had been claimed, 


and rejecting many entirely. 

Now, as all grants had been reserved from entry by law, exactly 
as claimed, without regard to the validity of the claim, and some 
were absurdly large as claimed, the operations of this most valu- 
able court have restored to the public domain within New Mexico’s 
borders many hundreds of thousands of acres now, at this mo- 
ment, available for selection and segregation and use by our 
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public schools and other publicinstitutions. This situation consti- 
tutes the main ground for our hopeof admission by this Congress. 
And just as we had seen New Mexican public land not soshut up 
in these private grant claims, culled over for forty years by set- 
tlers under the general land laws, and the proceeds paid into the 
public Treasury, while we were by taxing ourselves supporting 
our public schools and public institutions, so (we argued) we 
will, if we are not admitted now, see all of this newly available 
public land also taken from us by gradual private entry, and when 
we do get in, if ever, we shall be able to find nothing of value 
within our borders for our selectionfor public purposes. And we 
indulged a childlike faith in the justice of this Congress. 

Now, where does the wrong come in? 
moment, I will show you. 

Our taxation is heavy, especially for what I can properly de- 
nominate our splendid public schools. But we will not complain 
of the past, though we see many newly created States, admitted 
when the Republican party thought it needed them, but when 
they were no more entitled to admission than we were—we see 
such States supported by the bounty (may I not say the partiality?) 
of this Government, through the magnificent donations of public 
lands given them on admission to the Union. Our complaint re- 
lates to the future. These newly available public lands in New 
Mexico will soon be gone; settlers are flocking into our Territory 
and rapidly taking them up. If we are kept out of the Union a 
few years longer, they will all be gone and we will get nothing of 
value when we shall finally be admitted. Now, we want the set- 
tlers to come; we want them to get this land; but we want some 
provision made by this Congress whereby we can get, during our 
Territorial condition, some of the proceeds of the sales of our 
lands. Notwithstanding the strength of this argument, notwith- 
standing the need that we stand in of statehood in New Mexico 
for this reason, to say nothing of the other unanswerable argu- 
ments why we should be admitted, and which I will detail later, 
we have been denied admission by this Congress. 

What will the result be? Where will the injury be perpetrated 
on New Mexico by this nonaction of Congress if we are not ad- 
mitted now? The powerful members of the majority who are 
within hearing, I beg your attention. Whenshall we be admitted? 
I will say to the Republican party, you expect to control the next 
Presidency. Will you keep us out then four years longer, and 
possibly still longer? Will we be denied our just rights as Ameri- 
can citizens in coming into the Union for fifty years more? Now. 
if there is any substantial delay as to allowing the admission of 
New Mexico, this will ba the result: This valuable land, lately re- 
stored to the public domain and now subject to private entry, will 
all be taken up, the Government will get the proceeds of the sales, 
and New Mexico will get nothing but taxation, unjust discrimi- 
nation, and, implanted in us, a bitter sense of injustice. 

Mr. STEELE. Will the gentleman from New Mexico allow 
me to interrupt him a moment? 

Mr. FERGUSSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STEELE. In Oklahoma, when that Territory was formed, 
it was provided that sections 16 and 36 of every township should be 
set aside for school land. There was a law permitting a lease of 
those lands for school purposes, and the income from those lands 
since 1891 has been three or four times what would have been 
received for the lands if sold. Admission to statehood is not nec- 
essary for the legislation the gentleman speaks of. I agree that 
New Mexico ought to have a fair share of the public domain for 
school purposes, but statehood is not necessary for legislation of 
that sort. 

Mr. FERGUSSON. Thatis just whatIam coming to. There 
is a relief that this Congress can give us outside of admission to 
Statehood; and that is what I am now asking for. Oklahoma, it 
is true, has certain sections of land reserved for school purposes; 
and similar reservations have been made in New Mexico. But 
Oklahoma, when created into a Territory, was permitted to lease 
those sections and derive some income from them. New Mexico 
is not even allowed to lease her sections of school lands. 

Let me explain one further point to the gentleman. New Mex- 
ico is an immense country, embracing 120,000 square miles. A 
large portion of the Territory is absolutely arid and must always 
remain so. Many of the sections reserved for school purposes, as 
matters now stand, will not be available to us until we are admit- 
ted to Statehood—a large majority of these sections of school lands 
fall either on these land grants, where they can not take effect, or 
on the arid lands, where they are worthless if they do take effect. 

Now, if New Mexico is denied admission as a State, and if Con- 
gress does not take some other action for our relief at this session, 
the lands lately restored to the public domain will be practically 
of noavail tous. Let meremind the gentleman that these ancient 
Spanish generals or distinguished Mexicans, when, by the favor of 
the crown, they received permission to locate a land grant of 10,000 
or 100,000 or 1,000,000 acres of land, made the location in every in- 
stance where the land was most valuable. They took the lands 
where there was a possibility of irrigation, where there was tim- 
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ber, or where there was something else giving the lands a special 
value, They did not take the worthless arid lands. 

Mr. KNOX. Has the gentleman presented any bill providing 
for the relief which he asks—any bill which will secure and ef- 
fectuate the appropriation of these lands for school purposes? 

Mr. FERGUSSON. I have such a bill in preparation. It is 
nearly completed. 

Mr. KNOX. It has not been introduced? 

Mr. FERGUSSON. No, sir. 

Mr. KNOX. Well, I will say to the gentleman that the way 
is perfectly clear to afford the relief which he desires—the open- 
ing up of those lands for school purposes. I think the gentle- 
man’s request is entirely just, and so far as I know there would 
be no opposition to legislation which will carry it into effect. I 
am sure there is no opposition on this side of the House to ap- 
propriating these lands in New Mexico for school purposes. But 
that has nothing whatever to do with the admission of New 
Mexico asa State. 

Mr. FERGUSSON. In response to the gentleman who has just 
taken his seat and who is the chairman of the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, I will say that the gentleman himself and the majority 
members of his committee, as well as the minority members, have 
listened with favor to this proposition of mine. I thank the gen- 
tleman. I urged it before him and his committee, as the chief 
and unanswerable reason why our Territory should be admitted 
as a State; but they were constrained by political considerations 
to deny us our rights. I then told them that I would introduce 
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of New Mexico, for her public schools, for her other educational 
institutions, and for her public institutions generally, all the 
lands she would receive if admitted to statehood; and we, on our 
part, will cheerfully engage that if Congress will do this we will 
take those lands now in liev of any additional land which might 
be granted us when the Territory is admitted. Thatis the propo- 
sition. 

I am here now for this point chiefly, not to go over the details 
of our claim for statehood. They are ample; they are unanswer- 
able. Itis no credit to the dominant party in this country that 
for political reasons they deny to a quarter of a million of Ameri- 
can citizens the boon of self-government and the right of repre- 
sentation where they are subject to taxation. That is the situa- 
tion; that is exactly where we are placed. But I know that you 
are constrained by political considerations to keep us out of the 
Union. I know that we have no chance for admission at your 
hands. Therefore we ask that we may save for our public schools 
some of these valuable public lands lately restored to the public 
domain. If you make this donation now, we can make the proper 
selections and get the benefit of the donation for our public schools, 
our university, our agricultural college, our school of mines, our 
asylums, and all our public institutions. 

The bill which I shall introduce—and, taking advantage of the 
opportunity accorded me by my friend from Arkansas [Mr. 
McRak}], I am trying to predispose you in favor of that bill—will 
provide briefly that Congress now donate to us, as a Territory, 
exactly the same quantity of lands, and for the same purposes, 
that we would have received had we been admitted by this Con- 
gress into the Union. And I am perfectly willing that there be 
added to such an enactment a provision that this donation of land 
is given.in lieu of any further donation that might be made when 
New Mexico shall be admitted to statehood. Let the Government 


| sell the lands as now; but reserve the proceeds of sales of lands to 


settlers in the several allotments to be turned over for their use to 
our various public institutions. 

In order to show you with what complete injustice, if not op- 
pression, we have been treated, it is necessary for me to show that 
there can be no objection to the admission of New Mexico asa 
State now on other grounds, on those which usually obtain when 
Territories come knocking here for admission. I propose to 
demonstrate on the record that we are entitled to statehoo/l. 
[Applause. ] 

New Mexico is entitled to statehood as a legal right under the 
treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo. Article 9 of that treaty provides: 

Mexicans who in the Territory aforesaid shall not preserve the character 
of citizens of the Mexican Republic conformably with what is stipulated in 
the preceding article shall be incorporated into the Union of the United 
States, and be admitted at the proper time (to be judged of by the Congress 
of the United States) to the enjoyment of all the rights of citizens of the 
United States according to the — of the Constitution, and in the 
meantime shall be maintained and protected in the free enjoyment of their 
liberty and property and secured in the free exercise of their religion with- 


out restriction. 

According to the Constitution itself, under the genius of free 
American institutions, and according to the practice of Congress 
heretofore in admitting new States, New Mexico is entitled to 
admission. The Supreme Court of the United States has used this 
language: 

There is certainly no power given by the Constitution to the Federal Gov- 


ernment to establish or maintain colonies bordering on the United States or 
at a distance to be ruled and governed at its own pleasure, nor to enlarge its 











‘ t by the admission of new States. That 
eer eee ‘But no power is given to acquire a Territory to be 
eld and governed permanently in that character. 

Ex-President Harrison, when a Senator, said in a report upon 
the admission of Dakota: 

i erritory of the Unite es to form acon- 
oth ete State ee roaiios in ae De eannitted into the 
Union of States is so self-evident that it will not be questioned by any en- 
lightened citizen of any State, providing the requisite conditions for admis- 
sion heretofore r have been complied with and exist. 

Whatever difference of opinion may prevail as to whether Mr. 
Harrison was a great President, he is at least universally recog- 
nized as a great constitutional lawyer. — hs 

Now, what are the ‘‘ requisite conditions for admission hereto- 
fore recognized” as to new States? Only considerations as to the 
population, the wealth, or the ability to support a State govern- 
ment and the ability and the willingness to form a State constitu- 
tion republican in form have heretofore engaged the attention of 
Congress in admitting new States. Tho last consideration, as to 
forming a constitution republican in form, is of no moment here, 
because all the enabling acts have imposed the duty upon the Ex- 
ecutive of determining that the new State has formed a constitu- 
tion republican in form before he issues his proclamation admit- 
ting her tothe Union. According to the last authentic returns, 
New Mexico has actually subject to taxation over $36,000,000, 
under extremely liberal exemption laws, and she can not have 
less than $75,000,000 of ape 

The governor of New Mexico, in his report to the aes of 
the Interior for the current year, estimates the ee of New 
Mexico at 242,000, exclusive of the Indians. That estimate is 
based on the vote of something over 36,000 cast in the election of 
1896 and the list of registered voters at that election of nearly 
50,000. New Mexico has a larger Le ey arse at the present time 
than any of the States admitted to the Union by Congress had at 
the time of such admission except the State of Maine. 

The following table gives the date of admission, and the popu- 
lation at the date of admission, of twenty-five States: 





Date of 




















Popula- : Popula- 
— tion. | State — tion. 
Vermont.......... 1791 85, 425 ae 1845 | _* 64,000 
Kentucky ....-...-. 1792 TL ONE ND dccnnecacese 1845 | * 143, 000 
Tennessee .......- 1796 CEE.GEe BI Gis scence ccascs 1846 78, 819 
SN nsttetiadinirenn 1802 45,365 || Wisconsin -...-..-- 1848 * 180, 000 
Louisiana......... 1812 76,556 || California ........ 1850 92, 597 
EEE nnacdad act —_ 63, 897 ee. e = es 
Mississippi-......- 817 a regon .... Si 0, 
Zichemn™ 5 aman 1819 } 5, 512 | I i a ees 1861 107, 206 
Illinois ............) 1818| 34,620 || West Virginia....| 1863 | *350,000 
pS eee 1820 208,269 || Nevada........... 1864 * 46, 000 
Missouri .......... 1821 66,557 || Nebraska. .......-. 1867 | * 100,000 
Arkansas ......... 1836 52,240 || Colorado ........- 1876 | *100,000 
Michigan.........- 1837 | *65,000 | 
| 
* Estimated. 


In 1893, several years after admission, I find the eam omy of 
Montana set down at 132,159; Idaho, at 84,835; Wyoming, at 
60,705, and North Dakota, at 182,719. 

Why this palpable, this undeniable, discrimination against New 
Mexico? It has been said that the population of New Mexico is 
too ignorant for statehood. For some years after New Mexico 
became a Territory under the laws of the United States, it is true, 
she made but slow progress in education. The public-school sys- 
tem had not been inaugurated. But in 1871 the great American 
system of free public schools took root in New Mexico, and it has 
made most gratifying progress, especially in recent years. 

In 1880 the enrollment of pupils in such schools was 4,755, most 
of the children still attending the sectarian schools. In 1885, the 
public schools being gradually extended by the taxation of the 
peonle, the enrollment of the public schools had risen to 10,232. 

1893 such enrollment was 23,151, while at the close of the year 
1896 the enrollment showed over 27,000 pupils in the public schools. 
The percentage of illiteracy is rapidly diminishing, and parents 
and children alike are eager for greater educational facilities, for 
the extension and perfection of this great American system of 
education. 

Indeed, Mr. Chairman, when it is remembered that this great 
advance in education has been made without aid from the General 
Government, such as the newly created States have had in the 
munificent endowment of public lands within their respective 
borders for their public-school systems, and such advance has 
been made solely by the voluntary taxation of themselves, it is a 
tribute at once to their forbearance and long-suffering under the 
repeated denial of their just right to statehood and to their deter- 
mination to beat down even sectional prejudice and shame out 
even that partisan necessity which, for party advantage, will per- 
petrate an illegal, an unconstitutional, an inexcusable wrong on 
& quarter of a million of American citizens. 

has also been said, as an excuse for denying us statehood, 
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that the people of New Mexico are an alien population. That 
taunt can not apply to the immigrant or American population of 
our Territory, as it is called in contradistinction to the native or 
Spanish-American people of New Mexico. And by immigrant 
— I do not mean foreigners from across the water or 

yond the confines of the United States. Our percentage of for- 
eign-born is very small. I mean the citizens from the other 
States of the Union who have settled in New Mexico—and there 
are not less than 75,000 of them; our superintendent of public 
schools puts it in his report for this year at 90,000—these adven- 
turous pioneers who have exactly the same characteristics as 
the others who have settled the great West and all of the States 
in it. 

Brave, self-reliant, hardy, they have made the great West, and 
those of them who have settled in New Mexico deserve better 
treatment at the hands of Congress. 

But [ know this objection is made against the Spanish-American 
people of New Mexico. I am proud to stand here as their repre- 
sentative and their defender, for in the past they have been 
unjustly assailed, in fact, most cruelly misrepresented, by mem- 
bers of Congress who have sought excuses for what party neces- 
sity seemed to demand—the continued exclusion of New Mexico 
from the Union. 

But how can a people be said to be foreign who became a part 
of the United States fifty years ago and who have given faithful 
and unwavering allegiance to our flag all of that time? Every 
Spanish-American voter in New Mexico under the age of 71 years 
attained his majority under our flag, and every Spanish-American 
in New Mexico under the age of 50 years was actually born on the 
soil of the United States and under our dominion. And in the 
great civil war, though they had been then only a few years a 
part of the United States, they enlisted largely in the Army of 
the Union and fought bravely throughout the war. More than 
8,000 Spanish-Americans thus enlisted as soldiers, more than was 
furnished by all the then existing Territories combined, and their 
bravery and loyalty were never questioned. 

Among the names of the officers of these volunteers are found 
such well-known Spanish Americans as these: Col. José Maria 
Valdez, Col. Diego Archuleta, Col. Manuel Chaves, Col. Facundo 
Pino, Col. J. Francisco Chaves, Col. Francisco Abrea, Maj. José 
D. Sena, Maj. Rafael Chacon, Maj. Pedro Sanchez, and others 
equally well known, that I will not take the time to mention. 
And yet, after that record, and thirty-three years after the close 
of that war, and after that long time of effort to educate them- 
selves and their children according to the standard of American 
civilization, when they apply to Congress for their rights under 
the treaty to enter the Union of States, they are met with the 
taunt that they are foreigners. 

If there is any justification for that taunt, as applied to them, 
why do we never hear questioned the good citizenship, the Ameri- 
canism, or the loyalty of their more fortunate kinsmen, the Span- 
ish-American citizens of Colorado, of Texas, and of California? 
I know one Spanish-American citizen of Colorado—Casimiro 
Barela, of Trinidad, Colo. He has been for many years past re- 
elected to every succeeding legislature of the great State of Col- 
orado, and lately he was elected to the high office of president of 
the senate of the legislature of that State, and not by senators of 
his own nationality, either. He is a gentleman of pure Spanish 
descent, educated, intelligent, loyal; and there are many Casintiro 
Barelas in New Mexico, some belonging to one and some to the 
other of the two great political parties. 

The people of New Mexico have not only been long deprived of 
their legal right to admission to statehood under the treaty of 
Guadalupe Hidalgo; not only been deprived of their constitutional 
right to become a State, as that right has been declared by the 
highest judicial tribunal of this country, and by the practice of 
Congress as to the admission of new States in the past, as shown 
by history and declared by ex-President Harrison, but this long- 
suffering people have been the victims of falsehood and slander, 
as if that could justify the illegal, unconstitutional, unjust, 
and oppressive course of the Republican party toward New 
Mexico. 

The worst of these false charges against the people whom I 
represent in this great body is contained in the minority report of 
the Committee on the Territories of the Fiftieth Congress, made 
in 1888. That minority report was made only by the Republican 
members of the committee, and was united in by every Repub- 
lican member of the committee, though Hon. G. G. Symes, of 
Colorado, joined in such report solely on the ground that the people 
of New Mexico were not then asking statehood, thereby silently 
vindicating the people of New Mexico from the charges of the other 
members of the committee, which, from his residence among and 
his intimate acquaintance with the Spanish-American citizens of 
Colorado, he was so well fitted to do. 

I quote from House Report No. 1025, Fiftieth Congress, first 
session, page 42, in part the statement of the minority, which was 
the quotation and adoption in part of the words in a book of one 
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W. H. H. Davis, then district attorney of New Mexico, published 
in 1856, as follows: 

I regret that I am not able to speak more favorably of the morals of New 
Mexico, but in this particular the truth must be told. Probably there is no 
other country in the world claiming to be civilized where vice is more preva- 
lent among all classes of the inhabitants. Their ancestors were governed in 
this matter by the standard of morality that prevailed in southern Europe 
and along the shores of the Mediterranean, where morals were never deemed 
an essential to respectability and good standing in society, and laches in this 
wemppet had no visible effect on their social position. | ; 

The people of New Mexico have inherited all the vices of their ancestors, 
which they havecontinued to practice tothisday. They havenever received 
any moral training in the American sense of the word and have been allowed 
to grow up from infancy to manhood without being taught thatit is wrong to 
indulge in vicious habits. The standard of female chastity is deplorably low 
and the virtuous are far outnumbered by the vicious. Prostitution is car- 
ried to a fearful extent, and it is quite common for parents to sell their own 
daughters to gratify the lust of the purchaser, thus making a profit from 
their own and their children’s shame. 

Itis difficult to properly characterize such ashameless libelas that. 
Itcan not bedonein parliamentarylanguage. But herein my place 
in this great legislative body, and on my responsibility as a mem- 
ber, I denounce that statement and the whole quotation made by 
the minority from the book as wholly false; as wickedly, injuri- 
ously, and recklessly false; as evidently written by an irresponsi- 
ble scribbler, who hoped to sell his book by the very exaggeration 
of his stories, or who had been kicked out of some virtuous Spanish- 
American homein New Mexico for conduct unbecoming a gentle- 
man. Butmy quarrel is not withtheauthorofthisbook. Heis be- 
neath contempt; and were my fellow-citizens of New Mexico the 
victizas only of the libels of such a manand such a book, we would 
not dignify it and him by bringing the subject here. 

My complaint is against the minority members of that commit- 
tee, who dig up the vicious but harmless mouthings of an obscure 
private individual who, with his falsehoods, had long been buried 
in oblivion, and more than thirty years after they were uttered, 
and after they were forgotten, spread them on the public and per- 
manent records of the Congress of the United States. These Re- 
ropes members of the Fiftieth Congress were acting in their 

nigh official capacity, and as Congressmen were rejecting the just 

claims of these people to statehood when they adopted and recorded 
on the public records of Congress those cruel charges. They are 
there on that record, to be read of allmen. Ever since they were 
placed there they have been doing their deadly work, to the incal- 
culable injury of this people. It is true they were denied and 
denounced by Antonio Joseph, a former Delegate in this body from 
New Mexico, but he was himself one of that maligned portion of 
our citizens, and it might be thought he was an interested witness. 
I am one of the settlers from the States who went to make a home 
in New Mexico. 

In 1888 that minority dug up from its grave of oblivion this 
terrible calumny and gave it renewed and permanent and offi- 
cial publicity; and I believe it is my duty, as it will be the duty 
of every succeeding Delegate from that Territory, until these peo- 
ple finally get justice at the hands of Congress. I believe it is my 
duty, in my official capacity, publicly, as the report was made, 
and on the permanent record, where the report was placed, to 
deny and denounce that report and the quotation which that re- 

ort dignified. In 1888, when that report was read in Congress, 

had resided five years in daily contact with the Spanish-Ameri- 
cans of New Mexico, and I therefore know personally that the 
statements that year uttered in Congress and the innuendo con- 
tained in making that quotation were certainly and most injuri- 
ously false. I have known the Spanish-American citizens of New 
Mexico for fifteen years, and I tell you, Mr. Chairman, it is utterly 
impossible that their mothers and fathers were the moral lepers 
pictured in that minority report. 

It fills me with hot indignation to contrast those words with 
what I have learned these good people to be, when I remember 
the Christian homes of our Spanish-American citizens, the dig- 
nity, the piety, the loving charity, and the lofty virtue of their 
matrons, and the modesty, the innocence, and the purity of their 
maidens. The very stones in the floors of their churches, hun- 
dreds of years old, bear witness against these base charges; the 
dents in the stone floors where they perform, and have for hun- 
dreds of years performed, their daily devotions are silent but elo- 
quent and convincing proof that they are, and always have been, 
a most devout and Christian people. It is utterly impossible that 
a majority of the mothers of such women were ever given over to 
vice or that their ancestors ever sold their daughters to lives of 
shame. 

The whole quotation from Davis’s book made by the minority of 
the committee, which Ishall not further notice, is a tissue of false- 
hoods and malicious innuendoes such as is rarely penned of a 
whole race of people. 

In order that I may not do this minority the slightest injustice, 
I will quote certain qualifying expressions used by it in introduc- 
ing the objectionable quotation above given. On page 39 of said 
report I find the following: 

While the minority of your committee have felt a hesitancy and delicacy 
© peo- 


ple of that Territory, as well as to the country at large, yet believing this 
Territory not now sufficiently advanced in material respects, as well as in 
civilization and education, to entitle her people to admission into the Union 
at this time, we feel * * * the actual facts relating to the fitness of her 


— for intelligent statehood, in so far as we are able to gather them, should 
presented to the House. 


Again, on page 40, the minority uses these words: 


We quote at considerable length from a volume entitled El Gri by 
W. H. H. Davis, who, for twoand a half years prior to 1 was United States 
attorney for New Mexico, as to the condition of the Mexican people in that 
day, and will follow with other and later authorities, some of which will pre- 


sent facts indicating the gratifying improvement now taking place among 
this people. 


Also, on page 39: 


We assert most earnestly our desire that this Territery may continue upon 
its present improved course of develo mt, which affords ground to believe 
that, in course of time, her population, by i ation, advancement in 
agriculture, manufactures, the arts, and above all, by education and the 
more general dissemination of knowledge among her people, will have at- 
tained such condition as to justify her admission intothe Union. That itcan 
not reasonably be anticipated her people will very soon become of equal in- 
oe a with those inhabiting other Territories now secking admission into 
the Union, a brief —_ at her history, the social, moral, intellectual, and 
political conditions heretofore and now existing, we think fully substantiates. 

The legal right to statehood we have by solemn, existing treaty. 
We have the constitutional right; the moral and educational ad- 
vancement requisite; the —— and wealth, greater than has 
been heretofore required of new States; and yet a solid Repub- 
lican vote in the Committee on Territories in this Congress has 
denied us our just claims. Why? Our arguments were not an- 
swered; our premises were not denied; the grounds of our claim 
eae admitted. But the real reason has been frankly 
stated. You ‘‘can not afford to strengthen the representation of 
the West in the Senate,” you say. ‘You must wait until the 
financial question is settled,” has been our answer. 

**Can not afford to strengthen the West in the Senate?” That 
is a criticism of the Constitution of the United States rather than 
the statement of a valid objection to the admission of a Territory 
to the Union. It shows either ignorance or a willful disregard of 
the fact that only representation in the House of Representatives 
is based on an enumeration of the population; that representation 
in the Senate is based on the enumeration of the States as inde- 
pendent sovereignties, without regard to the population of the 
respective sovereignties or States. That objection has never been 
urged, much less applied, in the admission of States heretofore; 
and carried to its logical conclusion, it would require New Mex- 
ico to have, when admitted, as great a population as New York 
has now, or might have at that time. Such a contention sows 
the seeds of discord in our beloved country. If New York can 
complain of Colorado in the Senate, Texas can complain of Dela- 
ware, and Illinois of Rhode Island. 

But itis worse yet when you say we must ‘‘ wait until the finan- 
cial question is settled.” 

In other words, because we hold political opinions not approved 
by the party in power, we are denied a legal and constitutional 
right; all precedent as to the admission of new States is violated; 
we are held, a quarter of a million of American citizens, in a con- 
dition of semivassalage, like a Greek satrapy or a Roman procon- 
sulate; we are subjected to taxation and denied representation, a 
process which our forefathers thought justified war; we are denied 
the boon of local self-government, and our rulers are sent, in 
ya part, from a distance to rule over us; and all for opinion’s 
sake. * 

I want to record here my detestation of your methods. The 
moneyed oligarchy has prostituted the powers of government to 
serve its own selfish and avaricious ends, for while the Repub- 
lican og is ostensibly performing on the stage, we can plainly 
hear the prompter behind the scenes, and the money power, or the 
Republican party, whichever you will, is intolerant, tyrannical, 
and un-American in its treatment of New Mexico. But that con- 
scienceless thing known as the money power, which in England 
has throttled sympathy for the massacred Armenians out of ten- 
der consideration for the value of its bonds, and which in the 
United States, out of sordid love for its money, looks with cold 
disdain upon the aspirations for liberty of the struggling Cubans, 
and sees without a tremor thousands of helpless mothers in that 
island, with their crying babes, going by slow starvation to a hor- 
rible death; that power, or the Republican party, its tool, will, of 
course, never give New Mexico a voice in the Government of this 
country. 

We must wait until constitutional government is restored, until 
the hold on the machinery of government by the unpatriotic, 
selfish, avaricious, and ee money power is broken and a 
government by and for the masses of the people is restored. Wo 
must wait, and meantime we refuse to dissemble, even were it 
possible by dissembling to acquire the great boon of full American 
citizenship. We stand by our opinions and boldly avow our stead- 
fast hostility to the Republican on, of this day and its uncon- 
stitutional methods and aims. e are for silver and gold both as 
money; we are against the trusts; we are heart and soul with e 
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great 
party of this day stands for three pernicious vices: 

1. Foreign control of our primary money. 

2, National-bank control of our paper money. 

8. Trust control of the taxing power. 

We are with that great and patriotic man; and I am proud to 
tell you that, in my opinion, whenever New Mexico is admitted to 
the Union she will send men to both branches of Congress who 
will earnestly support every effort to defeat that nefarious scheme 
of tyranny. . . 7 ; 

We shall wait, but in the abiding faith that this country will 
soon be restored to ancient practices, under which there was re- 
ligious and civil liberty, freedom of opinion, where justice and 
law and the Constitution were the rule of action by Congress, and 
not partisan advantage. fapplauee.| 

Mr. McRAE. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD]. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, Mr. Chairman, the objection that I have 
to this bill goes to the entire bill. The specific objection that I 
haye is that the general appropriation has been cut down so that 
the harbor defenses at Mobile can not be completed, and the work 
must be suspended or greatly retarded on account of lack of funds 
to finish the work in compliance with the plans and specifications 
adopted by the Government. It can not be reached by any specific 
amendment offered, because the appropriations are not made so 
much for each harbor, but I understand that in the general par- 
ing that has been done a large part of the appropriation that the 
Department calls for for the improvement of the defenses of that 
harbor has been cut out. 

Mobile Harbor is one of the nearest harbors to Habana; and I 
have no doubt that in the general cheeseparing that has been 
done on this bill the same thing applies to the other harbors 
along the Gulf coast. A great many gentlemen on that side of 
the House have stated in public debate and in the newspapers that 
we can not afford to stand up as American liberty-loving citizens 
and protect the people who are fighting for their liberty and their 
lives in Cuba, because they say our harbors are not defended, 
that we have no proper defenses of our harbors, that a foreign 
enemy can come in and destroy our property, that the people who 
live in the large cities can not afford to let the country go to war, 
because the fleets of the enemy will come into the harbors and 
shell our cities. Yet at the same time that you are offering this 
as an excuse why you can not recognize the belligerent rights of 
the Cubans, you come in here with an appropriation bill for har- 
bor defenses and cut it down from $13,378,571, the amount that 
the War Department says it needs this year to carry on the work, 
to $1,144,912. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I desire to call the attention of the gentle- 
man to this fact, that the Fiftieth, Fifty-second, and Fifty-third 
Congresses, in which the gentleman sat, had a majority on his side, 
and they only appropriated an average per annum of $2,413,000 
for coast defenses; but since this side of the House have had con- 
trol, in the Fifty-first and Fifty-fourth Congresses, the average 
for the coast fortifications has been $6,225,691 per year. I am not 
surprised at the gentleman, now that the Republican party is in 
power and responsible, insisting upon large appropriations; but 
the question I desire to ask is, Why were you so careful during 
the Administration of the Democratic party to keep this bill down 
to an average of a little over $2,000,000 a year? 

Mr, UNDERWOOD. I did not intend that the gentleman 
should make a speechin my time. I want him to be fair about 
it. Iam glad that he has referred to that matter. If you will 
ask the officers of the department, they will tell you that the de- 
fense of these harbors was started on about the time these appro- 
a eee were made, and they were not prepared to make the 

ull appropriations at that time, as the work had not reached a 
point where so much money could be properiy expended. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Was not the Endicott board authorized 
by an act of Congress in 1885, and were not these plans adopted 
soon afterwards? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But, as the gentleman knows, before you 
could make the full expenditures, you had to prepare for making 
the guns. You could not goon with the work and build coast 
defenses until your guns were ready. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Did it take from 1885 up to the last time 
that the Democratic party had control, in the Fifty-second and 
Fifty-third Congresses, in order to secure the plans for these guns? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly not. That was one cause of 
delay among many others. 

Mr. MOODY. I want to call the gentleman’s attention to the 
fact that the estimates for 1894, 1895, and 1896 exceeded in each 
year $7,000,000, while the appropriations made in those years were, 
en $2,210,000, $2,427,000, and $1,904,000. So that the 

ure to appropriate was not because of a lack of estimate and 
demand from the War Department. 


Ly oy champion, who has declared that the Republican Mr. UNDERWOOD. That may be true, but at that time the 


representatives of the Democratic party were not contending on 
the floor of this House and in the newspapers of the country that 
they could not afford to recognize the belligerent rights of the 
Cubans because we did not have national defenses, as the repre- 
sentatives of the Republican party are doing to-day, and then 
refuse to appropriate money to give these national defenses. 

Mr. HE NWAY. Will the gentleman permit another ques- 
tion? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Will you vote for two regiments of artil- 
lery for the increase in the Army necessary to man these guns? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iwill say to the gentleman that if the 
War Department shows that it is necessary to have that many 
men to man these guns, I will vote to provide all the men needed 
to defend our country against a foreign enemy. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Do you not know that we have not now 
artillerymen enough to man the guns we have in place? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, I will say that whenever the War 
Department say they are necessary, I am willing and always 
ready to vote for them, and to vote for the necessary defenses of 
the country. 

1 want to have Mobile Harbor properly protected because I 
know it is the very first harbor that will be attacked if we are in- 
volved in a war with Spain; and I say that when the War Depart- 
ment, under the control of your party, says that $13,000,000 are 
needed to continue these improvements, to provide for these coast 
defenses, when in your last bill you appropriated $9,741,000, you 
are engaged in an effort to economize at the expense of the 
national honor and safety. There was never a time in the history 
of our Government when we needed more appropriation for coast 
defenses, and yet you come in here with a bill appropriating only 
$4,144,912, or $9,233,659 less than the Chief of Engineers estimates 
is required at this time. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. If the gentleman will pardon me, I was 
not aware that there was any great danger of war at the present 


time. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. There is not, under a Republican Adminis- 
tration. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I recognize the fact that as long as the 
Republican Administration is in power our people in Cuba are 
not going to be protected and we shall have no war. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I thank the gentleman for saying that as 
long as the Republican party is in power there will be no war. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Because they will back down from Spain all 
the time. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Ido not think the history of the country 
bears out the statement that the Republican party backs down. 
The Republican party has appropriated an average of $6,000.000 a 
year for this special purpose, and the party represented by the 
gentleman from Alabama appropriated only $2,000,000, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Ialways try to be good-natured, but the 
occupying of half my time by the gentleman in which to make a 
speech is too much. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Go ahead. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The proposition I make, Mr. Chairman, 
is that there can be only one reason why you cut this appropria- 
tion down to nearly one-third of what the War Department has 
asked for and to one-half of what it was last year. The only rea- 
son in the world why you have brought in this bill in this form 
is that you are trying to make the receipts under the Dingley bill 
meet the expenses of the Government, so that the real deficiency 
will not be apparent during the coming campaign, and after the 
election is over you will then make these appropriations. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Will you allow me a question? Under 
the continuation of the policy of the Democratic party could we 
have appropriated a larger sum? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not hear the gentleman, 
understand the question. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Under the continuation of the policy of 
the Democratic party, and under the continuation of the amount 
of revenue raised under the Wilson tariff bill, could we have ap- 
propriated a larger sum? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. As the gentleman knows, the Wilson 
bill was bringing in more revenue than the Dingley bill when 
you wiped it from the statute books. [Cries of ‘‘Oh!” on the Re- 
publican side. } 


I do not 


Mr. HEMENWAY,. Yes; but you know that is not a fair com- 
parison. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I donot know that it is not a fair com- 

rison. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Did it bring in more revenue one year 
after its passage than the McKinley bill did one year after its pas- 


sage? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman knows that one year after 
the passage of the Wilson bill we were involved in a financial 
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Mr. HEMENWAY. 
passage. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. My memory is not good enough to ena- 
ble me to give the amount for any particular month. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Is it not true that the deficiency in reve- 
nues under the last Democratic Administration was the first de- 
ficiency for years in the history of this country? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That may be true, but why— 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Is it not further true—— 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman is consuming my time. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I will extend your time. Is it not true 
that the complaint against the Republican party prior to the elec- 
tion of Grover Cleveland was that it had too large a surplus? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly it was. 

Mr.DINGLEY. Iwillsay tothe gentleman thatthe receipts—— 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. My time is being consumed by gentlemen. 

Mr. DINGLEY. We will extend the gentleman’stime. I wish 
merely to call the gentleman’s attention to the fact that the re- 
ceipts from customs in the month of January just past under the 
law are $3,000,000 more than they were for January one year ago. 

Mr. BARTLETT. And not enough to pay the pensions. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. This is the first month that that is true. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And in December also. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Under the Wilson bill it was a recog- 
nized fact that the duties on imports were not intended to raise 
all the revenue necessary. The gentleman well knows that a pro- 
vision was put in the Wilson bill to raise a large amount of reve- 
nue by an income tax, and that a Republican Supreme Court 
knocked that out, and therefore the Wilson bill had not a fair 


Well, take the month of January after its 


opportunity. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask the gen- 
tleman from Maine a question? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Very well. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Is it possible that under the Dingley bill our 
country is being flooded with more cheap foreign goods than it 
was under the Wilson bill? Are duties on importations increas- 
ing the profits so that foreign goods take the place of domestic 
products? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Not to take the place; but the people, being 
more prosperous, are consuming more. It is on theincreased con- 
sumption that our revenue is rising. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Then it isnot the importation of foreign goods 
that causes bad times. 

Mr. DINGLEY. When the consumption here is such that the 
importation increases in consequence of the increased consump- 
tion and that increase is not in proportion to our products here, 
then there is more revenue and more of the mills running here. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Then, if that be so, the tariff has nothing to 
do with the prosperity of the country. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Why, I do not know why that conclusion fol- 


lows. It would take a yoke of oxen to draw that inference, I 
think. [{Laughter. | ; 
Mr. BELL. I want to ask the gentleman a question. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 
Mr. BELL. Is it not a fact that a very material item making 
the difference in the receipts has been the payment on the Pacific 
Railroad purchase? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. As the gentleman has rightly 
stated, the revenue under the Dingley bill would have presented 
a deficit this month but for the $8,000,000 which has been re- 
ceived in payment on the Pacific Railroad sale, and, as I under- 
stand, for the first six months the bill has produced a deficit of 
70,000,000. [Laughter on the Republican side. ] 
Mr. DINGLEY. Suppose you leave off about $26,000,000. 
Mr. DOCKERY. And is it nota fact that in the last year of 
the McKinley law there was a deficit of $70,000,000? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama is entitled 
to the floor. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iam trying to hold the floor. 
The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen will suspend and not interrupt 
without the permission of the gentleman from Alabama. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, I will ask how much further time 
the gentleman will extend to me. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. How much time has the gentleman? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. My time has about expired. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. As soon as it expires, I will ask that your 
time be extended. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Alabama 
has expired. 
Mr. ONDERWOOD. I will not call on the gentleman for fur- 
ther time now. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
call on you later. 
vox McRAE. 


How much time do you desire? 
I will not call on you for it now; I may 


I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from New 


ork. 
Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. Chairman, if any proof were needed 


tary Affairs. 









of the absurdity and the inconsistency of scattering the appro- 
priation bills for the national defense, this bill weal furnish it. 

The appropriations for the education of our officers are carried 
on the Military Academy bill, reported by the Committee on Mili- 

The appropriations for the running expenses of the 
Army are carried on the Army bill, reported by the same commit- 
tee. The appropriations for the coast defense, for the fortifica- 
tions, are reported by the Committee on Appropriations on the 
fortification bill, and all other appropriations for the Army are 
carried on the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I find after investigation that the field ar- 
tillery has always been carried, with but one exception, on this bill. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I do not raise that question here. The 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs raised it. 

The Committee on Military Affairs is supposed to be conversant 
with its subject. Ever since I have been here, which, to be sure, 
is only three sessions, I have found the Committee on Military 
Affairs composed of men who do know their subjects. 

The members of the Committee on Appropriations have inter- 
ests so diversified, so numerous, that they can scarcely be expected 
to know as much about a technical subject as members of a com- 
mittee reporting all the legislation on that subject. The present 
bill carries less than one-third of the amount of the estimates. 
The fortification bill for 1898 carried $9,517,141; the fortification 
bill for 1897 carried $7,377,888. The Chief of Ordnance and the 
Chief of Engineers recommended for this year a total appropria- 
tion of $13,378,571, and this committee has cut it down arbitrarily, 
without assigning any reason, to a little over $4,000,000, less than 
one-third. 

The report of the United States Senate committee, made Febru- 
ary 25, 1896, places the estimates of the Chief of Engineers and Chief 
of Ordnance, the total amount for the coast defenses from start 
to finish, at $105,296,000. I find in the hearings had before the 
Committee on Appropriations that to complete the work of forti- 
fications will require about $80,000,000. The Chief of Ordnance 
states that at the rate of the appropriations of last year, and at 
the rate of the estimates for this year, the country can be put in 
condition of defense in from six toseven years. He further states 
that if his appropriations are cut down to the present figures it will 
require nearly twenty years to put us in a proper condition of 
defense. In referring to this he makes this significant statement: 


It is not a pleasant thing to contemplate, when I know what would be the 
result if a foreign fleet should come to certain of our ports. 


The reason assigned by the Committee on Appropriations for 
cutting down the appropriation from $13,000,000 to $4,000,000 is 
that the revenues are not sufficient, and yet they have not econo- 
mized in other appropriation bills. It seems to be their position 
that the national defense is a matter of such small moment that 
we can afford to skimp on it and keep other appropriations up. 
Economy is one thing; parsimony is another. The Committee on 
Appropriations seems to have taken little interest in this matter. 
It has cut down all along the line without condescending to give 
the reasons for any of the cuts. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. We have 
in all the cuts requested revised estimates from the Chief of Ord- 
nance and the Engineer Department. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Yes; and let me read to you the statement 
of General Wilson, Chief of Engineers, in reference to fortifica- 
tions: 

The CHAIRMAN— 


That is, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HeEmMENway]— 


Now, in regard to the item for the protection, preservation, and repair of 
fortifications for which there may be no special appropriation available? 

General WILSON. Thatincludes the entire system of the old works through- 

out the United States, as well as supplying all materials and occasional re- 
pairs for new works. All over the United States we have vor large num- 
ver of old works, many of which afford temporary efficient defenses, and 
which will be used in protecting our mine fields by mounting guns which con- 
trol them and keep the enemy from caning = and removing the mines. That 
$100,000 is distributed to many points. e have officers at every locality 
looking after these matters, and damages occur as time goes on, and we are 
obliged to make repairs. We change occasionally the old platforms and 
mount what is called the 8inch converted rifle to protect the mine fields; 
$100,000 has been given yearafter year for protection, care, and repair of our 
old works. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will you please state what balance, if any, you have of 
the current appropriation? 

Captain KUHN. ee ps Pt thousand eight hundred and sixty dollars 
to run us until the end of the fiscal year. 

The CHAIRMAN. I notice that prior to the year 1898 you had $50,000, and 
then for three years $45,000. Is it possible for you to get along this year with 
$45,000? 

General WILson. We could get along with nothing, but we have not asked 
for one single cent more than we n Iam in earnest now, when I say that. 
We can get along with nothing, because it is our duty to do soif nothing is 
appropriated; but I present, upon the word of honor of a soldier, that we 
have not asked more than necessary, and I say this because of my earnest- 
ness in regard to the work. 


And in spite of that you have cut him down to $75,000. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman is criticising the Appro- 
riations Committee on the other side of the House. While the 

mocratic party was in power you appropriated $45,000 for the 
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game purpose, and your average appropriation bill for coast de- 
fense was only a little over $2,000,000. 
Mr. McCLELLAN. Well, if my side has been wrong in this 


Te t let us — the wrong. 

Mt, HEMEN AY. While the Republican side of the House 
have been in power since the Fiftieth Congress, the bills on an 
average have m more than $6,000,000 for coast defense. Now 
that the Republican party is in power, it is for the gentleman to 
insist on an increased appropriation. It is strange that the gen- 
tleman did not insist upon it when the Democratic party was in 
control. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Unfortunately, I was not a member of the 
House at that time. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Icongratulate you on escaping from the 
errors of your party. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. The fortification act of 1890 carried an ap- 
propriation of $1,233,594, the smallest appropriation since the 
existence of the Endicott board. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Yes; and that cuts the average down to a 
little over six millions a year. 


Mr.McCLELLAN. Doesthe gentleman insist that the national 
defense is eet uestion? 
Mr. HEME AY. o; but Linsist that the Democratic side 


of the House can not honestly and conscientiously get up and 
criticise the Republican side of the House when we are returning 
bills every year making appropriations three times larger for 
coast defense than when the Democratic side had control of the 


ouse. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. The fact that my party has not been right 
on this question of appropriations is no reason why this commit- 
tee should cut down this estimate. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. It certainly is not; but I insist that this 
bill carries a sufficient appropriation if we keep the Government 
works employed and rovide for the carriage factory. We say 
that the bill is so well balanced that before the year for which this 
appropriation is made has expired nearly all the guns that we now 
have will be in place and be ready for action. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired. 
Mr. McCLELLAN. Very well; I will continue my remarks to- 


morrow under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. McRAE. I hope the gentleman from Indiana {Mr. HEMEN- 
WAY] will now use some of his time. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. FiscuHer}. 

Mr. FISCHER. Mr. Chairman, following in the footsteps of my 
colleague from New York [Mr. McCLe..an], I will violate a rule 
of the House and address my remarks to the bill under considera- 
tion. [Laughter.] I will apply myself more particularly to the 
necessity of more defenses at the harbor of New York. 

In the Fifty-fourth Congress it was my privilege to offer an 
amendment to the fortification appropriation bill calling for an 
appropriation for the erection of a fortification upon the sand bar 
at the entrance to New York Harbor known as Romer Shoals. 
At the time I offered that amendment my effort was somewhat 
ridiculed by the gentleman from Nebraska then in charge of the 
bill, who has since met the enemy and unfortunately remains 
away this session and is now at home working on his farm. 
[Laughter. 

The gentleman then in charge of the bill frankly confessed on 
this floor that he knew nothing about the question of fortifica- 
tions or guns; and, although he occupied but a few minutes in 
discussing the bill, he fully convinced the House that he spoke 
the truth. [Laughter.] He attempted to say at that time that 
my reason for asking the erection of a fortification at this point 
was because, acting asthe navigator of a boat which I owned, [ had 
run aground there at one time, and that possibly I might save 
another accident if I could have the Government erect a fortifica- 
tion there, and thus make it absolutely impossible to reach that 
dangerous point. 

It happens, however, that since last year the War Department 
has taken this matter under consideration, and the amateur 
een who ran aground on Romer Shoals last year finds that 

is scheme meets with the hearty approval of that Department. 
In fact, the Department, when appealed to within the last few 
days, has given an opinion on the question whether Romer Shoals 
would afford a decent place for a fortification of the character 
spoken of, and has gone so far as to say that not only does the 

partment approve it, but desires an opportunity to place the 
two 16-inch guns now in course of completion upon a fortifica- 
tion to be erected at that point. 

Probably my Western friend now in charge of this bill will 
carry out the fine of conduct pursued by his predecessor, and will 
say that New York Harbor is already amply defended. 

r. HEMENWAY rose. 
The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from New York yield? 
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Mr. FISCHER. I know that my friend is about to apologize, 
and of course I yield to him for that purpose. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Idonot belong tothat class of persons who 
think that the people of the East are all thieves and scoundrels. 
I believe there are good men living in the East. I believe that 
New York Harbor ought to be protected, and I think that we 
should protect that harbor as rapidly perhaps as any other harbor 
on the coast, a more rapidly. So far as the gentleman’s 
scheme is concerned, I think it a very good one. I understand 
that the Ordnance Department thinks about placing a 16-inch gun 
on Romer Shoals. I do not know whether the gentleman’s yacht 
getting aground there has anything to do with it, but I shall be 
very glad indeed if the Department sees its way clear to locate a 
gun there. I think the gentleman from New York [Mr. FiscHer} 
is perhaps responsible for discovering the desirability of this loca- 
tion and pointing it out to the Government. 

Mr. FISCHER. Iam obliged tothe gentleman; but I want him 
to understand that our idea is not to protect ourselves against the 
thieves in New York, but against the fellows on the outside who 
would like to get into New York. [Laughter. | 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I did not hear my colleague accept the apol- 
ogy of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. FISCHER. The gentleman did not apologize, but he offers 
his services in my behalf and will accept my amendment, I under- 
stand, when it is offered. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. No; I will raise a point of order against 
it. (Laughter. ] 

Mr. FISCHER. Mr. Chairman, there are three channels enter- 
ing New York Harbor. The one nearest to Sandy Hook Point is 
known as the Main Ship Channel. All vessels drawing 20 feet or 
more of water enter or leave New York through that channel. 
On the other side of a bar north of that we have another channel, 
known as the Swash Channel, through which many of our vessels 
of deep draft pass on their way out of the harbor, in order to avoid 
collision with vessels coming in throughthe MainChannel. Again, 
on the other side, north of that channel and beyond another bar 
known as Romer Shoal, we have the East Channel; and beyond 
that the Fourteen-foot Channel. 

Romer Shoal is directly in the center of these channels, and my 
idea for the fortification of this harbor involves not only the plac- 
ing of guns there, but the erection of a system of forts on the 
plan already adopted in Europe (many of them having already 
been constructed on the border line between France and Ger- 
many), known as land turrets, and also in the harbors of England 
and Russia. These turrets are so constructed that it is almcst 
if not absolutely impossible for a shot from an enemy’s gun to 
strike them in such a way as to do any injury whatever. Two of 
these turrets, each holding two of these 16-inch guns, would make 
it absolutely impossible for any fleet of hostile vessels to enter the 
harbor of New York. 

Now, one of the essential points to which I wish to call the 
attention of the House in connection with this matter is this: We 
have fortifications at the Narrows in the harbor of New York. 
On the eastern side, in my district, we have Fort Hamilton: and 
on the western side we have Fort Tompkins and Fort Richmond. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Fort Wadsworth. 

Mr. FISCHER. Yes; and Fort Wadsworth. In those forts, 
during the last few years, the Government has placed some heavy 
guns of modern type and has mounted some of them on disap- 
pearing carriages. But if it be true, as is reported, that a shot 
may be fired from one of these modern guns a distance of 12 or 14 
miles, it would be necessary to keep a hostile fieet beyond the 
point of the Narrows in order that they might not lie at their 
pleasure off the coast of Long Island and shell the city of New 
York while beyond the reach of the guns at the forts already 
existing at the port. : 

So that if the fortifications built upon this particular plan were 
erected upon Romer Shoals the city of New York would not be 
subject to the tribute that might be levied by a foreign fleet. But 
I want to say a word further to the committee, that it comes to 
me from an authoritative source that in many of our harbors we 
have almost no defense, that in some where we have fortifications 
we have no guns. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Let me suggest that the chairman of the 
subcommittee stated a while ago that in no harbor in the country 
are our defenses completed, not one. : 

Mr. FISCHER. Oh, yes; and he goes further and says that they 
never will be. . : 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Yes; that is admitted on both sides. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. If we had followed out the intricate sys- 
tem to the letter, I have no doubt that estimates would come back 
again for some new scheme of continuing to expend money on 
coast fortifications. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. 
Endicott board? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Something over $100,000,000, 
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What was the original estimate of the 
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crease. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. One hundred and five million dollars to 
complete it? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Eighty million dollars to complete it. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. But they bring in miscellaneous items, as 
they call them—items carried in this bill that go for coast fortifi- 
cation—and when the time comes to figure up the amount they 
bring in miscellaneous items and take up a great deal of the appro- 
priation that has already been made. So they shift, and when the 
time comes again they will have a larger amount necessary to 
complete these coast fortifications. Iam not complaining of that. 
We want to complete the coast fortifications just as rapidly as 
we can, and 1 am not surprised that our friends upon the other 
side undertake to criticise this bill and insist that it ought to be 
for a larger sum. . 

I do not charge it upon the gentleman from New York, but with 
a great many of them it is a pure matter of politics to run the ap- 
propriations of this Congress up as high as they can and then go 
to the people in the next election howling about a billion-dollar 
Congress. When we point back to the appropriations made by 
the Democratic party when they were in control on this floor, we 
find that the Republican side, for every year that we have been in 
power since the Fiftieth Congress, have appropriated three times 
as much for coast fortifications as was appropriated when the 
Democratic party was in control on this floor. * 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Then the question of coast defenses is 
merely a question of politics with you gentlemen, is it? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The question you gentlemen are trying to 
get in here is politics, and you will go to the country this fall and 
say this is a billion-dollar Congress. 

Mr. FOOTE. The gentleman has charged that it is a matter of 
politics on the other side. Is it not well for us to be frank and 
acknowledge that it is a matter of politics on our part? Wewant 
to go before the people and say that we are not a billion-dollar 
Congress, and in the meantime we leave every one of our harbors 
unprotected, merely as a matter of politics. Let us befrank about 
it. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. HEMENWAY. If the gentleman pleases, I say we are not 
leaving our harbors unprotected as a matter of politics. Wehave 
appropriated an average of $6,000,000 a year. 

Mr. FOOTE. When it needs $20,000,000. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Isay that $6,000,000 a year is as much as 
any conservative House will appropriate. If we were receiving 
the revenues that we received under the McKinley tariff in its 
best days, $6,000,000 a year would bea good appropriation for any 
one year for this work. And look here; I want to gofurther. I 
just pointed out awhile ago that on the disappearing carriage for 
the 12-inch guns alone we saved $200,000 for every gun mounted, 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Does the gentleman think the Republican 
party saved the$200,000, or that the Ordnance Department saved it? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I will show you gentlemen what I mean. 
If this had been done three years ago, when the disappearing car- 
riage was only a dream, for every 12-inch gun we mounted we 
should have expended $200,000 more than it costs us to-day to 
mount one. The improvement in the manufacture of disappear- 
ing carriages that has been brought about in the last three years 
will save this Government hundreds of thousands of dollars on 
their coast defenses. 

The improvement in ammunition is saving the Government an 
immense amount of money. If five years ago we had gone rush- 
ing along expending $13,000,000 a year, we should find now that 
thousands and thousands of dollars had been thrown away. We 
have up to date two disappearing carriages for 12-inch guns. As 
I say, we have saved $200,000 on each gun. 

In addition to that, we can fire the gun just four times as fast 
as we could with the old gun lift. So gentlemen can readily see 
that in this matter we must not rush in and try to do it all at 
once, but we should go on in a conservative way, appropriating 
the money that is necessary each year, taking advantage of these 
improvements as they come along. And we are not in a defense- 
less condition. The gentleman is very much mistaken if he thinks 
that. I have information here upon my table which shows that 
we are well defended in most of the more important seacoast 
cities. Ido not careto put it into the RecorD, but the gentieman 
can sec it if he wishes it. 

Mr. FOOTE. Is it nota fact that at Pensacola we have a dis- 
appearing gun and not a round of ammunition? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Wecan get the ammunition there quicker 
than you can get the man there to fire the gun. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Whathas the gentleman to say tothestate- 
ment of the Chief of Ordnance which I read awhile ago, as to our 
defenseless condition? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I have the highest regard for the Chief of 
Ordnance. I think he is a man who thoroughly understands his 
business, and he is very enthusiastic in this matter. He would 


It is $105,000,000 now; searcely any in- 
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like to have $13,000,000 appropriated by this Congress, more than 
was eee in ten years before the Republicans came into 
control. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Does the gentleman think that the state- 
ment of the Chief of Ordnance was not made in good faith? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. It is certainly made in good faith; but 
there are a great many enthusiastic gentlemen in the employ of the 
Government who make estimates in good faith, which estimates 
are clear beyond the reach of this Congress or any other Congress. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I should like to ask the gentleman 
whether he believes that the sum appropriated by this bill is all 
that is needed for the improvement of these coast defenses, without 
reference to the question of the revenues of the Government? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. FiscHEr] has expired. 

Mr. FISCHER. Ihavescarcely begunmyspeech. [Laughter. } 

Mr. FOOTE. How much was our appropriation for the last two 
years? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. We appropriated about $16,000,000, 

Mr. FOOTE. And we appropriate this year $4,000,000? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Yes. 

Mr. FOOTE. And yet it is not a matter of politics? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Itis not a matter of politics. 

Mr. DOCKERY. DolI understand the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Foote] to dissent from the policy of economy an- 
nounced by President McKinley? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Idonot ae where the gentleman stands 
on that proposition. I do not believe the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Foote] raises this as a political question, but I say it 
does come from the other side, not only on this bill, but on all of 
our appropriation bills, 

Mr. FOOTE. They admit they are wrong. They are perfectly 
honest about it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I understood the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Foore] to dissent somewhat vigorously from the recom- 
mendation of the President in respect to economical appropria- 
tions. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Now, if the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. FiscHER] will allow me, he may have more time in the 
morning, and [ will move that the committee rise. 

Mr. FISCHER. It is suggested here that I am the only disap- 
pearing gun in the House. [Laughter. } 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Hopkins, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 7441 and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills and joint resolutions 
of the following titles were taken from the Speaker's table and 
referred to their appropriate committees, as indicated below: 

S. R. 91. Joint resolution authorizing the Public Printer to use 
certain Government telegraph poles—to the Committee on tho 
District of Columbia. 

S. R. 95, Joint resolution instructing the Secretary of War to 
return to the State of Ohio the flags of certain regiments of Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

S. 3345. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha Ann 
Hynes—to the Committee on Pensions. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—ALDRICH VS, PLOWMAN. 


Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit the views of 
the minority in the contested-election case of Aldrich against 
Plowman, in pursuance of the permission granted us by the House 
on last Thursday. 

The SPEAKER. The views of the minority will be filed and 
ordered printed. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for a reprint of the report of the majority in the same case. It 
has been exhausted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent for a reprint of the report of the committee upon the 
same case. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

WILKINSON CALL. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that that committee had examined and found truly enrolled the 
joint resolution (S. R. 92) for the relief of Wilkinson Call, late 
United States Senator from the State of Florida; when the Speaker 
signed the same. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 2 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned, 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Tre , transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, recom- 
mending an appropriation for contingent expenses Territory of 
Oklahoma for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899, and also a 
deficiency appropriation for the same object—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the president of the Board of Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a report of the Baltimore 
and Washington Transit Company, of Maryland—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of the Navy recommend- 
ing certain items of appropriation for the Brooklyn (N. Y.) Navy- 
Yard—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 


rinted. 
: A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Light-House Board submitting an 
estimate of an appropriation to pay Capt. Cyrus H. Thurlow, of 
Newburyport, Mass., for the recovery of the Boone Island Ledge 
bell buoy in 1858—to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Acting Attorney-General request- 
ing a further appropriation to pay certain judgments of the Court 
of Claims in Indian depredation cases—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally rted from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. JENKINS, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5370) re- 
lating to negotiable instruments within the District of Columbia, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 329); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. COX, from the Committee on Banking and Currency, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 506) for the bet- 
ter control of and to promote the safety of national banks, re- 
ported the same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 
ate said bill and report were referred to the House Cal- 
endar. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from the committees, de- 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House as follows: 

Mr. MINOR, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 158) for the relief of W. L. 
Adams, of Oregon, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 330); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1153) for the relief of John W. Lewis, of 
Oregon, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 331); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private endar, 

Mr. WARNER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1039) to grant a 
pension to Samuel L. Busick, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 334); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 1944) to grant a pension to 
Sarah A. Blazer, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 335); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 


——__— 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. BREWSTER, from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the 
House (H. R. 770) increasing the pension of Celia A. Jeffers to $30 
per month, also the bill of the Senate (S. 180) of the same title, 
reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 332); 
which said bills and report were laid on the table. 
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PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. CALLAHAN: A bill (H. R. 7610) granting the New 
Orleans and Oklahoma City Railroad Company a right of way 
through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 7611) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Kansas City, Kans.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 7612) to amend sec- 
tion 4 of the act entitled “‘An act to constitute a new division of 
the eastern judicial district of Texas, and to provide for the hold- 
ing of terms of court at Beaumont, Tex., and to provide for the 
appointment of a clerk of said court,” passed February 8, 1897— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 7613) to authorize the 
Washington and Gettysburg Railway Company, of Maryland, to 
extend its line of road into and within the District of Columbia— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7614) to amend 
sections 4402 and 4445 of Title LIT of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. STALLINGS: A bill (H. R. 7615) authorizing the Ala- 
bama, Pensacola and Tennessee Railway Company to construct 
and maintain a railway bridge across the Alabama River at a cer- 
tain point in Wilcox County, in said State—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 7616) to au- 
thorize appeals directly from circuit courts of the United States to 
United States Supreme Court upon certain interlocutory decrees— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7617) to 
amend section 2743 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
concerning the examination of drugs—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 7641) for the improvement of 
the Pawcatuck River, Rhode Island and Connecticut—to the Com- 
mittee om Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: A bill (H. R. 7642) to es- 
tablish and maintain lights on the Missouri River between Fort 
Yates and Coal Harbor—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

y Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 7646) making an appropriation for 
the improvement of Sakonnet Point, Rhode Island—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BULL: A joint resolution (H. Res. 141) providing for 
a survey at Tiverton, R. L., to ascertain the proper location for a 
drawbridge over the Sakonnet River—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. ; 

By Mr. DAVIS: A concurrent resolution (House Con. Res. No, 
14) requesting the Secretary of the Treasury to report as to the 
cost of the reestablishment of the light at Cape Florida, in the 
State of Florida, and as tothe necessity for the same—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: A resolution (House Res. No. 192) relating 
to the exclusion of American fresh fruits from the ports and from 
the territory of Prussia—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs 

By Mr. COLSON: A memorial of the legislature of the State of 
Kentucky, relative to the anti-scalping bill—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of the State of Kentucky, in 
regard to the internal-revenue law—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
= following titles were introduced and severally referred as fol- 
ows: 

By Mr. BARBER: A bill (H. R. 7618) for the relief of William 
T. Sterling and 57 other enlisted men in Company K, First Regi- 
ment Eastern Shore Maryland Volunteers—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BARHAM: A bill (H. R. 7619) removing the charge of 
desertion from the record of David P. McKewan—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 7620) for the relief of S. H. Cald- 
well—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 7621) for the relief of 
Olive Kingman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALLAHAN: A bil! (H. R. 7622) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Dutton L. Thompson—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R. 7623) granting a pension to John 
S. Pollom—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7624) to correct the military recordof William 
Phillips—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: A bill (H. R. 7625) granting a medal of 
honor to Julius Dexter Rhodes—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 7626) for the relief of R. B. Hens- 
ley, of Greene County, Va.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H. R. 7627) to correct th emilitary rec- 
ord of Augustus Sutton and remove the charge of desertion there- 
from—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 7628) granting a pension to 
Catherine Wiltse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: A bill (H. R. 7629) granting a pension to 
Eliza Ann Hewins—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLE (by request): A bill (H. R. 7630) to relieve 
Abel S. Reynolds from the charge of desertion—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7631) for the relief of Chester Bethel—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PACKER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7632) to re- 
move charge of desertion from the military record of Robert 
Flower—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PLOWMAN: A bill (H. R. 7633) for the relief of J. P. 
Barton—to the Committee on Claims. : 

By Mr. PUGH: A bill (H. R. 7634) for the relief of Joseph B. 
McClintock, of Harrison County, Ky.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: A bill (H. R. 7635) for the 
relief of C. H. Raymond—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7636) grantin 
a pension to Martha M. De Vou—to the Committee on Invali 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 7637) for the reiief of Mara- 
mon A. Martin, late private of Company A, Sixth Regiment of 
rea Virginia Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. McDONALD: A bill (H. R. 7638) to compensate Sophie 
Kosack for injuries sustained and reward her for bravery dis- 
played in rescuing the imperiled in the ‘*Old Ford’s Theater” 
disaster—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PACKER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R.7639) author- 
izing the restoration of the name of Henry L. Beck, late a captain, 
Twenty-second United States Infantry, to the rolls of the Army, 
and providing that he be placed on the list of retired officers—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7640) for the relief of Frank J. Burrows—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BENTON: A bill (H. R. 7643) granting a pension to 
John A. Brown, late private in Company A, Dallas County (Mo.) 
Home Guards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, @ bill (H. R. 7644) to increase pension of William Sutton, 
Company E, Forty-sixth Missouri Infantry—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7645) to increase pension of Reuben Edwards, 
of Company K, Thirty-ninth Kentucky Infantry—to,the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD: Petitions of H. C. Liddle and 47 other citi- 
zens of Dubois: J. H. Elliott and 26 others, O. F. Dieffenbacher 
and 26 others, W. E. Miltonberger and 49 others, George B. White- 
hill and 26 others, all citizens of Clarion, Pa., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation which will more effectually restrict immi- 
gration and prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and 
criminal classes to the United States—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BELFORD: Resolutions of the municipal assembly of 
New York City and of the Trades League of Philadelphia, Pa., 
protesting against the reduction of postal facilities—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BELKNAP: Petition of officers of the Naval Reserves 
of Chicago, IIl., in favor of the construction of a modern gunboat 
on the Great Lakes—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BENTON: Petition of citizens of Jasper County, Mo., 
to accompany House bill granting a pension to John A. Brown, of 
Company A, Dallas County Missouri Home Guards—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mz. BOUTELL of Illinois: Petition of the Chicago Naval 
Reserve, in favor of a new gunboat on the Great Lakes—to the 
Committ’ on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Petition of certain naval and military 
organizations, in favor of the building of a new war vessel on the 
Great Lakes—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 





Also, protests of the Phoenix Mutual Aid Association, the Jewel 
Mutual Aid Association, North Cincinnati Mutual Aid Associa- 
tion, and the Twenty-fifth Ward Bimetallic Club, all of Cincin- 
nati, Ohio, against the passage of the so-called anti-scalping ticket 
bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BRUCKER: Petitions of Iron Molders’ Union No. 104, 
Cigar Makers’ Union No. 393, Longshoremen’s Union No. 14, and 
Federal Labor Union, and other labor organizations in the State 
of Michigan, in opposition to the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill 
or any similar measure—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. BURTON: Petition of O. P. Morton Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Joplin, Mo., to accompany House bill granting 
a pension to Reuben Edwards—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CASTLE: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Unions of Tulare and Kings, Cal., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by provid- 
ing that cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any 
State shall Sesame subject to its laws—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: Petition of L. Burchett and 40 other citi- 
zens of Holland, Ill., remonstrating against the enactment of a 
general bankruptcy law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Decatur, Ill., praying for the enactment of legislation to protect 
State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported 
in original ae on entering any State shall become subject to 
its laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Decatur, Ill., praying for the enactment of legislation to raise 
the age of consent for girls to 18 years in the District of Columbia 
<4 the Territories—to the Committee on the District of Colum- 

ia. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Decatur, Ill., praying for the enactment of a Sunday-rest law for 
the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Decatur, D1l., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting 
the interstate transmission of newspaper descriptions of prize 
fights, etc.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Decatur, [ll., praying for the enactment of legislation to substitute 
ad arbitration for railway strikes—to the Committee on 

abor. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Decatur, Ill., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting 
interstate gambling by telegraph, telephone, or otherwise—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CORLISS: Petitions of the Michigan Federation of La- 
bor and Salesmen’s Union No. 18, of Grand Rapids; Painters and 
Decorators’ Union No. 37, Metal Polishers, Platers, and Brass 
Workers’ Union No. 1,and Cigar Makers’ Union No. 22, of Detroit; 
Iron Molders’ Union No. 242, Miners’ Protective Association No, 
63, of Jackson; Cigarmakers’ Union No. 209, of Coldwater; Cen- 
tral Trades Union, of Ba pity: Cigar Makers’ Union of Saginaw; 
Vessel Loaders’ Union of Ludington, and various other labor so- 
cieties, all in the State of Michigan, against the passage of the so- 
called anti-scalpers bill—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. CRUMP: Petition of J. H. Levinson and 39 citizens of 
Petoskey, Mich., against the passage of a general bankruptcy bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Petoskey, Mich., for the passage of a bill forbidding the sale of 
liquor in all Government buildings—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Petoskey, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation prohib- 
iting kinetoscope reproductions of prize fights in the District of 
Columbia and the Territories—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 

Petoskey, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation raising 

the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the District of Colum- 

= and the Territories—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
umbia. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Petoskey, Mich., for the passage of a bill to forbid interstate trans- 
mission of lottery and other gambling matter by telegraph—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Petoskey, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation to sub- 
stitute voluntary arbitration for railway strikes—to the Commit- 
tee on Labor. 
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Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Petoskey, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
tect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported 
in original packages on entering any State shall become subject to 
its laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: Papers to accompany House bill No. 
3302, to correct the military record of George W. Johnston—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. ; 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Laporte, Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation to raise 
the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the District of Co- 
lumbia and the Territories—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. ; : 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Laporte, Ind., for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the 
sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol and all Government 
buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Laporte, Ind., for the enactment of legislation to protect State 
anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in orig- 
nal packages on entering any State shall become subject to its 
laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of William H. Furbash, Frank P. Gray, E. J. 
Tasselman, and other citizens of the State of Indiana, remonstrat- 
ing against the — of the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON of Wisconsin: Resolutions of the National 
Guard Association of Wisconsin, in favor of House bill No. 4386, 
to prevent the desecration of the American flag—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DAVIS: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Jacksonville, Fla., for the enactment of legislation 
to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes 
imported in original —— on entering any State shall become 
subject to its laws—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of Col. A. B. Nealey and 19 citi- 
zens of the State of Maine, remonstrating against the passage of 
the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill--to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Protest of the city council of Cam- 
bridge, Mass., against the reduction of postal facilities—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Thomas G. Orwig, of Des Moines, Iowa, for an 
investigation of certain a and asking for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, petitions of Z. M. Sheldon, W. L. Becker, S. H. Palmer, 
G. W. Kibby, F. F. Hartwell, and others, all citizens of the State 
of Massachusetts, remonstrating against any change being made 
in the present system of ticket brokerage—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the eleventh annual convention of the Inter- 
national Association of Factory Inspectors, held at Detroit, Mich., 
in favor of the passage of a more restrictive immigration bill—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petition of the Society of 
Colonial Wars in Massachusetts, favoring the passage of a bill to 
prevent the desecration of the American flag—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Society of Colonial Wars, to allow officers 
and enlisted men to wear the insignia of the order on occasions of 
ceremony—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Petition of business men of Waterloo, 
Iowa, protesting against the age of a general bankruptcy bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: Petition of citizens of Rockdale, Tex., 
asking Congress to assume control and secure deep water at Aran- 
sas Pass—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HICKS: Petition of George Hainsey and 46 other citi- 
zens of McKees Gap, Pa., for the enactment of legislation which 
will more effectually restrict immigration and prevent the admis- 
sion of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United 
States—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Johnstown, N. Y., for the enactment of legislation to protect 
State anti-cigarette laws by providing that tp hee imported in 
— packages on entering any State shall become subject to 
its laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

_ Also, petition of citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., urging the exten- 
sion of the pneumatic mail delivery system in Philadelphia—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Trades League of Philadelphia, Pa., pro- 
testing against any curtailment of the postal facilities—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

_By Mr. HOOKER: Petition of clergymen and churches of Walls- 
ville, N. Y., for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale 
of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of H. F. Wilcox and 25 other citi- 
zens of Long Branch, N. J., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion more effectually to restrict immigration—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LENTZ: Petition of members of the Firemen’s Pension 
Fund Trustees of Columbus, Ohio, in opposition to Senate biil 
No. 2736, to establish a division in the Treasury Department for 
the regulation of insurance, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Protest of B. M. Rich and 50 others, J. H. 
Walker and 52 others, and John J. Sumpter and 52 others, all citi- 
zens of Hot Springs, Ark., against the passage of the so-called 
anti-scalpers bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. MARTIN: Petition of the heirs of Lewis W. Wescott, 
deceased, late of Brunswick County, N. C., requesting reference 
of his claim to the Court of Claims, under act of March 3, 1883— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Josiah Milliken, of Richmond County, N. C., 
asking reference of his war claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of the heirs of J. P. Covington, deceased, late of 
Richmond County, N. C., asking reference of his claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of the heirs of Elizabeth Covington, deceased, late 
of Richmond County, N. C., requesting reference of her claim to 
the Court of Claims, under act of March 3, 1883—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of John Watson, of Richmond County, N. C., 
asking reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com: 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Elijah T. Long, of Richmond County, N. C., 
asking reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of the heirs of Mial T. Long, deceased, late of 
Richmond County, N. C., praying that his war claim be referred 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MERCER: Petitions of citizens of Pawnee County, 
Nebr., to prohibit the sale of intoxicating beverages in all Gov- 
ernment buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. MOODY: Petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance unions of Newbury and Salisbury, Mass., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by 
providing that cigarettes imported in original packages on enter- 
ing any State shall become subject to its laws—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Resolutions of the Republican League Club 
of New Haven, Conn., in favor of currency legislation—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. SMITHof Arizona: Petition and resolutions of the boards 
of supervisors of the counties of Graham and Pinal, Ariz., praying 
for the passage of a bill providing for the election of certain offi- 
cers in Arizona by the people thereof—to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

Also, resolutions of the mayor and common council of Prescott, 
Ariz., praying for the passage of a bill enabling said city to con- 
struct waterworks for use thereof—to the Committee on the Ter- 
ritories. 

Also, petition and resolutions of a mass meeting of the citizens 
of Prescott, Ariz., advocating the passage of a bill empowering 
said city to issue bonds for the construction of waterworks and 
ts atta system for said city—to the Committee on the ‘lerri- 

ories. 

By Mr. SNOVER: Protests of Iron Molders’ Union No. 104, Ci- 
gar Makers’ Union No. 393, Longshoremen’s Union No. 14, and 
Federal Labor Union, and other labor unions in the State of Mich- 
igan, against the passage of the so-called anti-scalpers bill—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Petitions of the First Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church and of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Kane, McKean County, Pa., praying for the enactment 
of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the 
Capitol building—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the First Presbyterian Church, of Kane, Pa., 
for the passage of a bill to further protect the first day of the week 
in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, petition of the First Congregational Church, of Kane, Pa., 
for the passage of a bill to forbid the interstate transmission of 
lottery messages and other gambling matter by telegraph—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition of S. H. Hazelton, of Lansing, 
Iowa, protesting against the passage of a general bankruptcy 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church, of Nunda, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation 
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rohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government 
cl@ees-t the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Nunda, 
N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting inter- 
state gambling by telegraph, telephone, or otherwise—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Nunda, 
N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation raising the age of 
protection for girls to 18 yearsin the District of Columbia and 
Territories—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of the faculty of George School, 
State of Pennsylvania, for the enactment of legislation to protect 
State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported 
in original packages on entering any State shall become subject 
to itslaws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WEYMOUTH: Petition of B. C. Brittan and 26 other 
citizens of Natick, Mass., protesting against the admission of illit- 
erate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United States—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petitions of the Methodist Church and Edwards Congrega- 
tional Church, of Saxonville; Bradley Childs Lodge, Independent 
Order of Good Templars, No. 238; the First Baptist Church and 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of South Framingham, 
and the Young Men’s Christian Association of Clinton, all in the 
State of Massachusetts, praying for the passage of a bill to pro- 
hibit the sale of intoxicating beverages in all Government build- 
ings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Protest of the Single Tax So- 
ciety of Philadelphia, Pa., against further restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 





SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 3, 1898. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W.H. Mi_surn, D.D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. MITCHELL, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

MISSISSIPPI CHOCTAWS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy of a 
report of the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes relative to 
the Mississippi Choctaws, made in pursuance of a provision in the 
Indian appropriation act of June 7, 1897; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Select Committee on the Five 
Civilized Tribes of Indians, and ordered to be printed. 

GOVERNMENT ARMOR FACTORY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a copy of the 
schedule of the proposals received under advertisement and opened 
on the 29th ultimo., relative to the establishment of a Government 
armor factory, and stating that a copy of the advertisement re- 
ferred to has been transmitted to the Speaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatives for the further information of Congress; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. MARTIN presented the credentials of Jonn W. DANIEL, 
chosen by the legislature of Virginia a Senator from that State 
for the term commencing March 4, 1899; which were read, and 
ordered to be filed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had disa- 
greed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6546) mak- 
ing appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1899, agrees to the conference asked for by the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. HuLL, Mr. Marsu, and Mr, Cox managers at the 
conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 5029) for the purchase or construction of a suitable vessel 
for service on the Yukon River, Alaska; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled joint resolution (S. R. 92) for the relief of 
Wilkinson Call, late United States Senator from the State of 
Florida; and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the congrega- 
tion of the Mount Pleasant Congregational Church, District of 
Columbia, praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the 
sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings; which 


was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Wilton, Me., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Govern- 
ment buildings; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a memorial of the York County Medical So- 
ciety of Maine, and a memorial of the Maine Academy of Medi- 
cine and Science, remonstrating against the passage of Senate bill 
No. 1063, for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in the 
District of Columbia; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Provincetown, Mass., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that 
cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any State 
shall become subject to its laws; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. LODGE presented resolutions adopted at the annual meet- 
ing of the Chamber of Commerce of Boston, Mass., representing 
the importance to commercial interests of the negotiations of a 
treaty of reciprocity with Canada and the Crown Coiony of New- 
foundland; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. . 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 34, Boston 
Waiters’ Alliance, of Boston, Mass., remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the city council of Cambridge, 
Mass., remonstrating against the proposed reduction in the letter- 
carrier force of that city; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Boston, Mass., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
Nelson bankruptcy bill, and praying for the passage of the Torrey 
bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Young rae Society of 
Christian Endeavor of the Tabernacle Church of Salem, Mass., 
and a petition of the professors and students of the Divinity School 
of Tufts College, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation 
Se the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government 

uildings; which were referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Salisbury, of the Barrett Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Lynn, of the Causey Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Lynn, and of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Newburyport, all in the State of Massachusetts, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette 
laws by providing that cigarettes imported in original packages 
on entering any State shall become subject toits laws; which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of the Kansas City Branch 
of the National League of Commission Merchants of the United 
States, of Kansas City, Mo., praying for the passage of the Tor- 
soy Leer nEeey bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

e also presented a petition of Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Ozark, Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that ci, ttes im- 
ported in Se packages on entering any State ll become 
subject to its laws; which was referred to the Committee on In- 
terstate Commerce, 

He also presented memorials of Local Union No. 6960, Ice 
Workers’ Union, of Kansas City; of Local Union No. 47, Steam 
Fitters’ Helpers, of Kansas City, and of Local Union No. 160, 
Carpenters and Joiners of America, of Kansas City, all in the 
State of Missouri, remonstrating against the of the so- 
called anti-scalping ticket bill; which were referred to tae Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. TURPIE eo a petition of sundry citizens of Ver- 
milion County, ., praying for the enactment of legislation 
authorizing the repeal of the law providing for the free distribu- 
tion of seed; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

Mr. SEW. nted a memorial of the Citizens’ Committee 
of Vineland, N. J., remonstrating against the withdrawal of the 
civil-service rules from ae ee of the Government service to 
which they have been applied; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. . 

He also presented petitions of the Christian Endeavor Society of 
the First edhaeaien Church of Titusville; of Mickleton Grange, 
No. 111, Patrons of Husbandry; of the Young Friends’ Association, 
of Mickleton; of the Upper Greenwich First Day School, of Mickle- 
ton; of the Methodist Episcopal Sunday School of Clarksboro, and 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Clarksboro, all in 
the State of New Jersey, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government build- 
ings; which were referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, 
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He also presented petitions of the Young Friends’ Association, 
of Mickleton: of the Woman’s CGheistion Shtnpeenes Union of 
Clarksboro; of the Methodist Episcopal Sunday School of Clarks- 
boro: of Mickleton Grange No. 111, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
Mickleton, and of the Upper Greenwich Friends’ Day School, of 
Mickieton, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by provid- 
ing that cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any 
State shall become subject to its laws; which were referred to the 
Conimittee on Interstate Commerce. : 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a memorial of the Havens & 
Geddes Company and 31 other business firms of Terre Haute, 
Ind., remonstrating against the enactment of a general bank- 
ruptcy law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. McBRIDE presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Forbes Presbyterian Church, of Portland, Oreg., and a — 
of the congregation of the Central Methodist Episcopal Church, 
of Portland, Oreg., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes 
imported in original packages on entering any State shall become 
subject to its laws; which were referred to the Committee on In- 
terstate Commerce. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the Christian Endeavor 
Society of the Cookman Methodist Episcopal Church, of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
sale of intoxicating liquors in all.Government buildings; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of New Holland, Pa., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that 
cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any State 
shall become subject to its laws; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the Young Peo- 
ple’s Society of Christian Endeavor of the Emmanuel Baptist 
Church, of Buffalo, N. Y., and a petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Reeds Corners, N. Y., praying for the 
enactment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; 
which were referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of the Emmanuel Baptist Church, of Buffalo, 
N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
interstate transmission of lottery messages and other gambling 
Fwd by telegraph; which was referred to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of the Emmanuel Baptist Church, of Buffalo, 
N. Y., and a petition of sundry members of the congregation of 
the Emmanuel Baptist Church, of Buffalo, N. Y., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to prohibit the interstate transmission of 
lottery messages and other gambling matter by telegraph; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Reeds Corners, N. Y., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to raise the age of protection for girls to 18 years in 
the District of Columbia and the Territories; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Bangor, N. Y., and a petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Patterson N. Y., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by provid- 
ing that cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any 
State shall become subject to its laws; which were referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of the Emmanuel Baptist Church, of Buffalo, 
N. Y., and a petition of sundry members of the congregation of the 
Emmanuel Baptist Church, of Buffalo, N. Y., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in 
all Government buildings; which were referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. PASCO presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Orange City, Fla., praying for the enact- 
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He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 3415) to provide for licenses to certain officers of seagoing 
steam vessels, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 3218) to amend section 4415, Title LII, of the Revised Stat- 
utes, relating to inspectors of hulls and boilers, reported it with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 18) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the name of Emanuel Schamp, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ROACH, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. Davis on the 7th 
ultimo, intended to be proposed to the Indian appropriation bill, 
reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be printed, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTUS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2361) to restore Edward L. Keyes to the 
Army, and to transfer him to the retired list, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 27th 
ultimo, intended to be proposed to the Indian appropriation bill, 
reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. KENNEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3442) granting an increase of pension to An- 
drew C. Mensch, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 3339) to increase the pension of Martha S. Harllee, widow 
of W. W. Harllee, a soldier in the Mexican war, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2498) granting a pension to Sarah Anderson (colored), of 
Annapolis, Md., reported adversely thereon, and the bill was post- 
poned indefinetely. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 7th of 
December, intended to be proposed to the Indian appropriation 
bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed 
to. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3304) for establishing a fog-signal vessel 
at Blunts Reef, California, reported it with amendments, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
to whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. KYLE on 
the 28th ultimo, intended to be proposed to the Indian appropria- 
tion bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be printed, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by Mr. Kye on the ist in- 
stant, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be printed, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. ALLEN on 
the 2d instant, intended to be proposed to the Indian appropria- 
tion bill, reported it with an amendment, and moved that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom the 
subject was referred, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill 
(S. 3545) for the adjustment and payment of certain claims 
against the Government of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. TELLER. As this is a consolidated bill and contains a 


that cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any State | great number of bills, I ask that there may be a thousand extra 


shall become subject to its laws; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 


copies of the report and bill printed. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 


Mr. CANNON presented the petition of Christian Kiener, of | made by the Senator from Colorado? 


Salt Lake City, Utah, praying Congress to reimburse him for dam- 
ages on account of being ejected from certain lands situated in 
Red Butte Canyon, near the Fort Douglas Military Reservation; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (S. R. 80) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to pre and submit estimates for the improvement of 
the harbor at Lynn, Mass., reported it without amendment. 





There being no objection, the order was reduced to writing, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

On motion of Mr. TELLER, it was 

Ordered, That 1,000 additional copies of S. 3545, for the adjustment and pay- 
ment of certain claims against the Government of the United States, and the 
report thereon be printed for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom the 
subject was referred, reported a bill (S. 3546) for the reference of 
certain claims against the Government of the United States to the 
Court of Claims; which was read twice by its title, 
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Mr. MILLS, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1246) to change the boundaries of the collec- 
tion district of Galveston, Tex., and make Sabine Pass a port of 
entry and create a new collection district, reported adversely 
thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 3209) making Sabine Pass, in the State of Texas, a sub- 
port of entry and delivery, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 4581) to make available $15,000 heretofore appropriated 
for the expense of operating a dredge boat at Sabine Pass, Tex., 
reported it without amendment. 

r. PLATT of Connecticut, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (S.3091) to authorize the 
Chickasaw Nation to appeal certain cases from the district court 
to the Supreme Court of the United States, reported it with an 
amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam directed by the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1575) to amend an 
act entitled ‘“‘An act to regulate commerce,” to report it with 
amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHANDLER in the chair). 
The bill will be placed on the Calendar. The Chair desires to 
state that there is a dissenting minority on the bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Miltary Affairs, to 
whom the subject was referred, submitted a report, accompanied 
by a bill (S. 3559) to fix the rank of military attachés; which was 
read twice by its title. 


STEAMERS CLARIBEL AND ATHOS. 


Mr. FRYE. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3392) to repeal an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to provide registers for the steamers Claribel and Athos,” ap- 
proved January 16, 1895, to ae it adversely. 

I should like to have this bill passed now. The committee were 
deceived when they recommended that registers be given to these 
two vessels. It was authorized by Congress ahout two years ago. 
The vessels are still owned by Englishmen. One of them is now 
being repaired in an English yard and the other has been sold to 
an Englishman in Liverpool. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthere objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

There being no ddjection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. M. E. ROBERTS. 


Mr. LODGE. Iam directed by the Committee on Civil Service 
and Retrenchment to report back Senate resolution 234, with a 
short report, which I ask to have read. The letters referred.to in 
the report accompanying it. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the report. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment, to whom was referred 
Senate resolation No. 234, relating to the removal of Mrs. M. E. Roberts from 
her position as clerk in the Pension Office, report that they have examined 
the case and find that Mrs. Roberts was removed before the President’s order 
of July 27, 1897, requiring a statement of charges in all cases of removal. The 
committee also finds that there are nocharges of any kind affecting or reflect- 
ing upon the character of Mrs. Roberts, and that she was removed simply on 
the ground that her services were no longer required, and that no other state- 
ment was made by the Secretary of the Interior or the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions or appears on the records or files of the Pension Office. 

In accordance with the terms of the Senate resolution, No. 234, the commit- 
tee submitted the resolution to the Secretary of the Interior, and present 
herewith his letter of reply and that of the Commissioner of Pensions. The 
committee further find that the Secretary of the Interior and the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions acted pie in accordance with law; that they showed 
every consideration to the complainant, and that there is nothing to warrant 
the allegations that either of said officers were guilty in the slightest degree 
of harsh, ungentlemanly, or unbecoming conduct in their treatment of Mrs. 


Roberts. 
H. C. LODGE, for the Committee. 
BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 3547) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the Muskogee, Oklahoma and 
Western Railroad Company to construct and operate a line of 
railway through Oklahoma and the Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes;” which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 8548) for the relief of 
Catherine M. Pritchard or her legal representatives; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3549) for the relief of James W. 
Person and Isabella M. Person; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 3550) for the relief of John 
Thurman, of Portland, Oreg.; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. PENROSE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3551) to modify 


the law relating to the delivery of mail matter; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3552) prescribing the 
rate of tage on letters and other matter now rated as first 
class; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (8. 3553) granting a pension to 
Bvt. Lieut. Col. Amos Webster; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 3554) to increase the pen- 
sion of Wilbur F. Hendrick; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 3555) to amend section 5 
of the act for the relief of certain enlisted men of the Navy and 
Marine Corps, approved August 14, 1888; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S. 3556) for the relief of David 
W. Light; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

r. WILSON introduced a bill (S. 3557) for the relief of Thomas 
Paul; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 3558) for the relief of the 
trustees of St. Paul’s Protestant Episcopal Church at Norfolk, 
Va.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 3560) granting 
apn increase of pension to Isabella G. Daniels, widow of Milton 
T. Daniels; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 99) relat- 
ing to electric lighting wires west of Rock Creek; which was read 


twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 


AMENDMENT TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. MANTLE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


THE RAMIE INDUSTRY. 


Mr. PENROSE (by request) submitted the oe concurrent 
resolution; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That Senate Document No. 47 and Senate 
Document No. 57, Fifty-fourth Congress, second session, be reprinted for 


the use of the Senate, together with certain additional matter pertaining to 
the ramie industry. 


TRADE RESTRICTIONS BY GERMANY, 


_Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the President is hereby requested, if not in his opinion in- 
consistent with the public interest, to transmit to the Senate the correspond- 
ence and any other information ed by the Department of State 


possess 
respecting the — rohibition of the importation of the fruits of the 
United States into the Empire of Germany. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the ist instant approved and signed the joint resolution (S. R. 
82) providing for the printing of the report of the governor of 
Alaska, 1897, 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 


The bill (H. R. 5029) for the purchase or construction of a suit- 
able vessel for service on the Yukon River, Alaska, was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


SENATOR FROM OREGON, 


Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I ask the Secretary to read the 
resolution which was reported from the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections in the Corbett case. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution reported by Mr. CAFFERY from 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections on the 26th ultimo, as 
follows: 

Resolved, 'That the Hon. Henry W. Corbett is not entitled to take his seat 
in this body as a Senator from the State of Oregon. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Before proceeding to discuss this case, I desire 
to have a correction made in the report of the majority of the com- 
mittee, which I had the honor to submit to the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask whether the Senator from Louisiana 
has moved to take up the resolution for consideration or whether 
he simply calls it up in order to make some remarks? 

Mr. CAFFERY. To submit some remarks. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me, I will remind 
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the Senator from Maine that I gave notice that to-morrow I should 
ask to have the resolution taken up for action thereon. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from New Hampshire will move to 
take it up? 

Mr. CHAN DLER. I shall move to take it up to-morrow for 
action thereon within a reasonable period. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Louisiana will 


roceed. 

Mr.CAFFERY. The correction I desire to have made is in the 
fifth paragraph, on the first page, to which I direct the attention 
of the Secretary. It reads: 

The point of the case of Mr. Corbett is whether the executive of a State 
can appoint a Senator to fill a vacancy caused by the expiration of the regu- 
lar term of a Senator when the legislature chosen next preceding the expira- 
tion of the term elects a Senator to fill such vacancy. 

After the word ‘‘term” in the last line of the pmen> there 
ought to be inserted the words ‘failed to,” and the letter “‘s” 
should be stricken out of the word ‘‘elects,” so as to read “failed 
to elect.” This is clearly a typographical or clerical error. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e correction will be made. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I can do littie more in the dis- 
cussion of this case than group the precedents, adopt the reasons, 
and cite the authorities that have been employed in the analogous 
cases before this body and in cases bearing upon the right of the 
executive of a State to appoint a Senator to fill a vacancy occa- 
sioned by the expiration of a regular term. 

I will briefly state the facts in the case of Mr. Corbett. On the 
11th of January, 1897, there was a biennial session of the legisla- 
ture to be held at the capital of the State of Oregon under the con- 
stitution and laws of that State. 

The senate met on that day and effected a permanent organiza- 
tion. The house met on the same day and effected a temporary 
organization, and at a later day, as I contend, effected a perma- 
nent organization. A copy of the journal of the joint assembly 
for the nineteenth biennial session of the legislative assembly of 
the State of Oregon has been printed and is embraced in Senate 
Executive Document No. 62, first session of the Fifty-fifth Con- 
gress. Iwill read from that document. It is unnecessary to read 
the journal as regards the organization of the senate. Thereis no 
contest as to the organization of that body: 

House or REPRESENTATIVES, Salem, Oreg., January 11, 1897. 


The house of representatives of the nineteenth biennial session of the leg- 
islative assembly of oes met in the hall of the house of representatives 
at the State capital this day at 10 o'clock a. m. 

Sixty members being present and in their seats, Hon. Ralph E. Moody, 
clerk of the house of representatives of the eighteenth biennial session of the 
legislative assembly, called the body to order. 

r. Barkley, of Marion, placed in nomination for temporary speaker E. J. 
Davis, of Umatilla County, and Mr. Benson placed in nomination Representa- 
tive Smith, of Marion County. 


Upon a viva voce vote, Mr. Davis was declared elected temporary speaker. 

That is the first day. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Is that all of the first day? 

Mr. CAFFERY. There was an afternoon session, and this is 
what the journal states: 

The house was called to order at 4 o'clock p. m. by Sempeery Speaker 
Davis. The committee on credentials not neways reported, the members 


present remained in attendance until the hour of 6 o'clock p. m., when, on 
motion, the house took recess until 7.30 o’clock p. m. 


The journal shows that this action of the house at the afternoon 
session was repeated until the 2ist day of January. 

Mr. BURROWS. If the Senatcr will allow me, I think he 
omitted to state that at the first meeting, when the speaker pro 
tempore was elected, there was also a secretary pro tempore 
elected, and the presiding officer appointed a committee of five on 
credentials, upon the motion of a member of the house. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir; that is true. I am obliged to the 
Senator from Michigan for his suggestion. I will read what I 
had forgotten toread. I will go back now and read from the 
first day’s proceedings: 

Mr. Davis, of Multnomah County, then placed in nomination for tempo- 
rary chief clerk Ralph E. Moody, of ulinemah County, who was duly 
elected by viva voce vote. 

So that on the first day of the assembling of the house of repre- 
sentatives of the Oregon legislature there was a temporary speaker 
chosen and a temporary clerk, all the members being present. It 
also appears that— 


Mr. Thomas moved that the temporary speaker appoint a committee of 
five on credentials. The motion was seconded and carried. 

The chair appointed Messrs. Barkley of Marion, Stanley of Union, Thomas 
of Multnomah, U’Ren of Clackamas, Bilyeu of Linn, as the committee. 


On the 2ist of January the house met and was called to order 
Pe a to adjournment by the temporary speaker, Mr. E. J. 
vis. The roll was called, and the following members were 
present. I shall not read the names of those members, There 
were 33 present and 27 absent. 
Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator permit me to ask him if up 
to that time any of the members had been sworn in? 


Mr. CAFFERY. Up to that time none of the members of the 
house had been sworn in. 


At the meeting on the 2ist of January there were three resolu- 
tions introduced in the House and adopted, as follows: 


House resolution No. 1. 
Resolved, first, That the present compeasey speaker, Mr. E. J. Davis, be, 
and he is hereby, removed, and that Dr. J. N. 
elected speaker pro tempore in his stead. 
Second. That Mr. E. R. Lake and Mr. F.S. Stanley be, and they are hereby, 
appointed a committee to escort Dr. J. N. Smith to the speaker's chair. 

r. Brown moved the adoption of the resolution. Temporary speaker, 
Mr. Davis, refused to put the motion, whereupon Mr. Brown put the motion 
and Mr. Smith, having received the majority of the votes cast, was declared 
duly elected speaker of the house of representatives, and assumed the chair. 

Mr. Somers introduced house resolution No. 2. 


House resolution No. 2. 


Resolved, That the present temporary chief clerk, Mr. R. E. Moody, be, 
and he is hereby, removed, and Mr. R. R. Hays is hereby elected temporary 
chief clerk in his stead. 

On motion of Mr. Somers, the resolution was adopted. 

The new temporary chief clerk demanded of Mr. R. E. Moody, the ex-tem- 
porary chief clerk, the minutes and records of the previous meetings, but he 
refused to surrender possession of the same. 

Mr. Thomas introduced house resolution No. 3. 


House resolution No. 3. 


* Resolved, That the report of the committee on credentials, submitted by 
W. E. Thomas and F. 8. Stanley, be, and the same is hereby, adopted.” 

On motion of Mr. Thomas, the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. W. E. Thomas and Mr. F. 8. Stanley, of the committee on credentials, 
submitted the following report: 


Here follows the report containing the names of the members of 
the house who were duly accredited to the legislature. I will ask 
that they be printed in the RECORD without reading. 

The report referred to is as follows: 


House OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Salem, Oreg., January 21, 1897. 

Mr. SPEAKER: The undersigned, of your committee on credentials, re- 
spectfully report that we have examined the credentials of the persons claim- 
ing to be members of this house, and we find that the following-named per- 
sons have duly certified credentials entitling them to seats in this house, viz: 

Baker: D. W. Yoakum. 

Benton: John Whitaker. 

Benton and Lincoln: E. R. Lake. 

Clackamas: W. 8S. U’Ren, George Ogle, J. H. Kruse. 

Clatsop: John E. Gratke, N. J. Svindseth. 

Columbia: Norman Merrill. 

Coos: Thomas Buckman, 

Coos and Corez: W. H. Nosler. 

Crook: R. E. Misner. 

Douglas: A. M. Crawford, J. T. Bridges, George W. Riddle. 

Gilliam: J. E. David. 

Grant and Harney: C. S. Dustin. 

Jackson: G. F. Schmidtlein, J. J. Howser, Nat Langell. 

Josephine: Harry L. Benson. 

Klamath and Lake: Virgil Conn. 

Lane: L. Bilyeu, D. G. Palm, T. J. Vaughan. 

Linn: John M. Somers, Johnson S. Smith, T. M. Munkers. 

Malheur: I. W. Hope. 

Marion: H. L. Barkley, E. W. Chapman, David Craig, McKinley Mitchell, 
J. N. Smith. 

Morrow: J. N. Brown. 

Multnomah: J. B. Bayer, Jonathan Bourne, jr., James N. Davis, George H. 
Hill, H. A. Hogue, A. L. Maxwell, D. L. Povey, W. E. Thomas, Henry Wagner. 

Polk: T. J. Lee, J. A. Veness. 

Sherman and Wasco: B. 8S. Huntington, F. N. Jones. 

Tillamook and Yamhill: John Gill. 

Umatilla: E. J. Davis, J. 8. Gurdane, W. T. Rigby. 

Union: J. W. McAlister, F. S. Stanley. 

Wallowa: C. E. Jennings. 

Washington: Harvey S. Hudson, G. W. Marsh, J. R. C. 

Yamhill: H. C. Guild, O. C. Emery. 

Respectfully submitted. 


Thompson. 


WARREN E. THOMAS. 
F. S. STANLEY 
Mr. CAFFERY. Then follows resolution No. 4: 
Mr. Crawford introduced house resolution No 4: 
House resolution No. 4. 


Resolved, That a committee of three, composed of the following members, 
to wit, J.N. Brown, H.S. Hudson, and J. E. Gratke, be, and the same is hereby, 
—— to wait upon either the governor, secretary of state, or a member 
of the supreme court and invite him within the bar of this house to adminis- 
ter the oath of office to the members of the house. 

On motion of Mr. Crawford, the resolution was adopted. 

The committee retired and in a short time thereafter appeared with Hon. 
F. A. Moore, chief justice of the State of Oregon, who administered the oath 
of office to the following members of the house: 


I will not read their names, but Iwillcountthem. Thirty-three 
members were sworn in. 


Mr. ALLEN, Thirty-three; that made a majority of the whole 
number? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. President, this is all ] deem necessary to read at this mo- 
ment of the organization of the house of representatives. 

I will now refer to the constitution of Oregon. Section 12 of 
the constitution of Oregon, Article IV, reads thus—a part of it: 


Two-thirds of each house shall constitute a quorum to do business, but a 


smaller number may meet, and adjourn from day to day, and compel the 
attendance of absent members. 


Section 25 of the same constitution reads thus: 


A majority of all the members elected to each house shall be necessary to 
pass every bill or joint resolution; and all bills or joint resolutions so passed 
shall be signed by the presiding officers of the respective houses. 


So that while the constitution of the State of Oregon requires 


Smith be, and he is hereby, - 
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two-thirds of the members of each house to do business, a majority 
of the members can pass any bill or resolution. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. May I make an inquiry? The 
language of the constitution of Oregon is that two-thirds of the 
members of each house shall constitute a quoruam—— 

Mr. CAFFERY. Of each house. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Two-thirds of the members of 
each house shall constitute a quorum to do business. What force 
does the Senator put upon the phrase ‘“‘ of each house?” What is 
the house there referred to? My interruption does not interfere 
with the Senator? 

Mr. CAFFERY. It does not interfere at all. If I catch the 
meaning of the Senator from Connecticut, the meaning that I at- 
tach to that clause is that it requires two-thirds of the members 
elected to each house to constitute a quorum to do business, but 
after that quorum assembles and after the business is in hand it 
requires only a majority vote of the members to adopt any legis- 
lation. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator permit me? Does he mean 
a quorum after they have been sworn in and are ready to transact 
business? 

Mr. HOAR. I was about to ask the same question, whether he 
includes members-elect, which is used advisedly as expressing 

Mr. CAFFERY. Idonot hear the Senatorfrom Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. I understood the Senator, in reply to the Senator 
from Connecticut, te state that his understanding was that it took 
two-thirds of the members-elect. Is that the phrase of the con- 
stitution, or is it ‘‘ members”? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 

Mr. CAFFERY. 
bers elected. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If the Senator has not turned his 
attention to that point particularly 

Mr. HOAR. In other words, the proposition is this: Suppose 
there are sixty members, or whatever the number elect, but of 
those three have not taken the oath. Does it take two-thirds of 
the sixty or, as we vote here in the Senate, two-thirds of the 
actual members? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not wish to divert the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana from the line of his argument, and I am 
sorry that I interrupted him, but the ae arose in my mind 
as to what meaning was to be attached to the words ‘“‘ two-thirds 
of each house,” whether it meant two-thirds of all the members 
elected or two-thirds of the members who, being elected, pre- 
sented themselves and were sworn in. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes; that is the point exactly. 

Mr. SPOONER. The constitution says that the house shall 
consist of sixty members, as I recollect it. There never were 
sixty swornin, There were never more than thirty-three sworn 





It is ‘‘of each house.” 
Of course that means two-thirds of the mem- 





in. 

Mr. CAFFERY. That question I do not consider of any mo- 
ment. It has but little bearing upon this case, because there 
were thirty-three members of the house swornin. There was a 
majority of the house, and I contend, and shall contend, that, ac- 
cording to the language of the act of 1866, that was a sufficient 
number to pass acts of legislation. 

Mr. President, the facts of this case can be briefly summed up 
thus: The legislature of Oregon met on the day appointed by the 
constitution of the State; there was a full and perfect organiza- 
tion of the senate; the house met with all its members present on 
the first day of the session; there was a temporary organization 
effected on that day; there was a temporary speaker chosen and 
a temporary clerk. There wereineffectual efforts after that to get 
a report from the committee on credentials until the 2ist of Janu- 
ary, when there was a meeting of the members of the house, con- 
stituting more than a majority of the members. 

A new organization was then effected, the temporary speaker 
was displaced, a permanent speaker was installed, a permanent 
clerk was installed, and a complete organization, in my opinion, 
eifected, at least so far as concerned the election of a Senator. 
Thirty-three members of that house were duly sworn in by the 
chief justice of the supreme court of Oregon. 

This organization, in some particulars, and in most material par- 
ticulars, is similar to that of the legislature in the State of Idaho 
when Mr. Dubois was elected Senator. I will read from the re- 
port of Hon. John H. Mitchell in the case of Clagett. 

Your committee are of the opinion that whenever each house has pro- 
gressed so far in the election of such officers, respectively, as willenable itand 
the two houses together to transact business, exercise legislative functions, 
enact laws, and make and keep a record of such business, that then there 


has been such an organization of the two houses as is contemplated by the 
statute. 


When that has been done, in so far as the election of officers of the two 
houses is concerned, which will enable them respectively to exercise the func- 
tions for which they have been brought into existence,and which willenable 
them to make, keep, and certify a record of the same, then, it seems to your 
committee, although much less than this may,and by some members of your 
committee is, deemed to be sufficient, the requirement of the statute as to 
the organization necessary from which timg shall date in the election of a 

States Senator, is clearly and fully met. 


The statute of July 25, 1866, provides that on the second Tues- 
day after meeting and organization of the legislature it shall pro- 
ceed separately in each house, by viva voce vote, to an election of 
United States Senator, and, failing to elect, then in joint assembly 
of the two houses—— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Of members of the two houses. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Of members of the two houses; and the elec- 
tion of Senator shall be proceeded with. 

Mr. President, what kind of an organization is it that the statute 
of 1866 refers to? Is it the organization of the State legislature to 
do State business, or is it such organization of that legislature as 
is sufficient to carry into full effect and operation the Federal stat- 
ute? All the purpose of an organization is to collect the will and 
to record the will of the legislative body or the deliberative body 
and put in effective operation its functions, and when, on the 2ist 
of January, 1897, there were 33 members of the house sworn in 
and a permanent clerk and permanent speaker elected, all was 
done that was necessary to be done to gather the will of the house 
and to record it and put its powers and functions into operation. 

There may be, and there is, an argument to be made against that 
position. ButI contend that if a certain number of members of 
either branch of a legislature is empowered to enact State laws, 
the same number can organize either house to proceed to the elec- 
tion of a Senator of the United States; but as the matter isa Fed- 
eral matter, a matter pertaining to the Senate of the United States, 
it occurs to me that just so such an organization is effected of a 
legislature as will clearly and truly express the will, or which is 
sufficient to express the will, of that legislature and to perform its 
function of electing a Senator, that organization is full and per- 
fect for e purposes of the statute of 1866. But whether that be 
80 or noi. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I simply wish to understand the Senator. 
Does the Senator contend that the legislature could be possibly 
organized under the language of the act of Congress so as to em- 
power it to elect a Senator, when it was not so organized as that 
it could, under the constitution of the State, pass a law? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir; but with the qualification that in 
this particular case, according to my construction of the consti- 
tution of Oregon, there were enough members sworn in to pass a 
law under the constitution of that State. 

. SPOONER. That is another question. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FAULKNER. That is to transact business, 

Mr. CAFFERY. Iwill revert to that point after a while, but 
right now I want to make this point, that whether that lezisla- 
ture was organized according to the constitution of Oregon or not, 
that legislature met with all its members, and if that legislature 
did not elect a Senator of the United States, it was in flagrant dis- 
regard of its duties; and a disregard of its duties and the non- 
performance of its obligations do not justify the executive in 
making an appointment to fill the vacancy occurring in this in- 
stance by the expiration of the term of Hon. John H. Mitchell. 

I only argue upon the matter of the organization of the legisla- 
ture of Oregon to show that there was no recess of the legislature 
and that there was no justification whatever for the appointment 
by the governor. There was a legislature. It can not be held 
that that legislature was a myth. It can not be held that that 
legislature had no existence. The senate met, fully organized. 
All the members of the house met. They did not fully organize 
on this first day, but on the 21st of January they effected such an 
organization as in common sense was sufficient to take that legis- 
lature out of the category of a myth and place it as an actual, ex- 
istent body. 

Mr. HOAR. Before the Senator passes from that point I wish 
merely to ask him a question. I did not understand him. Does 
the Senator understand that this case is any different from what 
it would have been if on the 34 day of March or the 2d day of 
March, the two houses being fully and anquestionably well or- 
ganized, they had voted to adjourn for six months or to adjourn 
without day? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I donot. 

Mr. HOAR. That is the proposition—that there had been once 
a good legislature? 

Mr.CAFFERY. Yes, sir; and that that legislature wascharged 
with the duty of electing a Senator to this body, and that it could 
not disregard that duty so as to give the governor an opportunity 
to appoint. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator does not treat it as a legislature being 
at the time of this appointment in valid session by reason of the 
indefiniteness or the want of distinctness as to the proceedings 
which they adopted? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir; I treat it as a valid legislature. I 
say that any legislature which, under the constitution of the State 
of Oregon, is able to transact business, is assembled to 


= 
4 


1898. 





has the members to transact business, is such a legislature as is 
enabled to elect a United States Senator. However much ambi- 
guity there may be in those two sections of the constitution of Ore- 
gon, I think it is clear that a fair construction of the sections will 
warrant the conclusion that a majority of the members of each 
house can transact the ordinary legislative business of the State of 


Oregon. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like, if the Senator will permit me, 
to ask him what effect he gives to that constitutional provision 
which requires two-thirds of each house to constitute a quorum 
to do business? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I give it the effect that if such a quorum is 

resent, then a majority of the members of the house can enact 
Btate laws. 

Mr. SPOONER. To do busiress. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes; but after that a majority of the mem- 
bers-elect could actually transact business and pass laws, as is 
stated in the constitution of Oregon. My own construction, how- 
ever, is that in considering this case we are not limited to the 
language of the constitution of Oregon; that we only have to see 
whether there is such a body there as under the constitution of 
Oregon can transact business and can pass laws; and if there was 
such a body there, then we have the y which is enabled to elect 
a United States Senator. 

If a majority of the members of the legislature of Oregon can 
pass laws, a majority of the legislature of Oregon can so organize 
as to elect a United States Senator. That is the proposition upon 
which I stand; and I say that in viewing this question we must not 
look at it through the spectacles of legislative business in the State 
of Oregon, but we must look at it with regard to the business in 
hand affecting the Senate of the United States, and that business 
is the election of a Senator. 

The act of 1866 was purposely passed, so that all obstacles and all 
impediments theretofore existing in the manner of electing Sena- 
tors should be avoided, should be removed, and if a constitution 
of a State has an enactment in it that allows a majority of the 
members of the legislature to adopt a law, that enactment can be 
taken advantage of in the application of this Federal law so far 
as it affects the election of a United States Senator. 

In the case of Mr. Dubois it was held that a temporary organiza- 
tion was sufficient; but here there is not only a temporary but a per- 
manent ee confessedly in regard to the senate, and I 
think equally true as regards the house. 

Mr. President, the question involved in the discussion of the 
constitution in regard to the power of the executive to appoint to 
fill an original vacancy has been before this body on a number of 
occasions; it has been exhaustively, learnedly, and ably discussed. 

I can add nothing whatever to the discussion that has heretofore 
taken place as to the constitutional power of an executive to ap- 
point to a vacancy at the beginning of a full term, but in a ques- 
tion of this gravity and importance I may be pardoned for travel- 
ing over the same ground that has heretofore been occupied and 
discussing points heretofore discussed with much more research 
and learning than I can pretend to bring to bear; and it is only 
the importance of this question as affecting this body itself that 
gives me any courage whatever to travel a road so thoroughly 
traveled before by the ablest men in this body. 

I will refer to the Constitution on this point, perfectly familiar 
to every Senator, and then I will refer to the precedents. Article 
I, section 2, of the Constitution provides: 


When vacancies hegpen, in the representation from any State, the execu- 
tive authority thereof shall issue writs of election to fill such vacancies. 


That is in reference to vacancies happening in the House of 
Representatives. The language as to vacancies in the Senate is as 
follows: 


The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Senators from 
each State, chosen by the legislature thereof, for six years; and each Sen- 
ator shall have one vote. 

Immediately after they shall be assembled in consequence of the first elec- 
tion, they shall be divided as equally as may be into three classes. The seats 
of the Senators of the first class shall be vacated at the expiration of the sec- 
ond year; of the second class at the expiration of the fourth year, and of the 
third class at the expiration of the sixth year,so that one-third may be chosen 
every second year; and if vacancies happen by resignation or otherwise dur- 


ing the recess of the legislature of any State, the executive thereof may | 


make tem 


I rary spesenmsente until the next meeting of the legislature, 
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then such vacancies. 

The section of the Constitution relating to filling vacancies by 
the President is as follows: } 

The President shall have power to fill up all vacancies that may happen 
during the recess of the Senate by granting commissions which shall expire 
at the end of their next session. 

Mr. President, it is obvious from an inspection of these different 
sections of the Constitution that the power to fill vacancies in 
the Senate, conferred upon executives of States in certain con- 
tingencies, is altogether different from the power to fill vacancies 
by the President and the power to fill vacancies in the House of 
Representatives by authorizing the governors of States to issue 
writs of election. 


The language and meaning of section 3, Article I of the Consti- 
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tution, have been thoroughly discussed in a number of cases, espe- 
cially in the caseof LEE MANTLE, decided by this body in 1893. It 
is contended on behalf of the minority of the committee that ths 
vernors of States have power to fill all vacancies in the Senate, 
owever occurring; that the paramount purpose and object of the 
Constitution is to keep the Senate full, and the Senate must be 
kept full by the action of the governors of the States in appoint- 
ing to fill vacancies, whether they occur by resignation or in any 
other manner. That is the position. 

If precedent amounts to anything, this contention upon behalf 
of the minority of the committee is not well taken. If the obvious 
meaning and intent to be derived from the language of Article I, 
section 3, of the Constitution are to be followed, then that conten- 
tion is likewise without ground. I will briefly refer to some of the 
precedents; and I will make this statement, that in no instance, 
from the adoption of the Constitution until to-day, has there been 
any case decided by the Senate to the effect that the executive of 
a State can fill vacancies arising by the expiration of a full term 
when the legislature had an opportunity to elect and failed to elect 
a Senator to fill such vacancy. 

In Taft's Senate Election Cases, on page 48, is a list of the mem- 
bers of this body who were appointed by governors of States to 
The first case is that of 
William Cocke, of Tennessee, appointed April 22,1797. Thenext 
case is that of Uriah Tracy, of Connecticut, appointed February 
20, 1801; the next is that of William Hindman, of Maryland, 
appointed March 4, 1801; the next is the case of John Condit, 
of New Jersey, appointed September 1, 1803. The next case was 
that of Joseph Anderson, of Tennessee, appointed February 6, 
1809; the next that of Samuel Smith, of Maryland, appointed 
March 4, 1809; the next was the case of Charles Cutts, of New 
Hampshire, appointed April 2, 1813. Then follow some cases 
which are not given here—the cases from New Hampshire, of 
Messrs. Bell and Blair and Marston, I think. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The cases of Cheney and Marston. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The cases of Cheney and Marston. 

In none of these cases was there a legislature in session that 
could have elected and failed to elect. They were all appointed 
in the recess of the legislature, when there was not only no legis- 
lature in session, but where the legislature did not meet until 
after the expiration of the term the appointment filled. There is 
no parallel case in any of these precedents to the case before us 
now. There has been no case where a legislature could have 
elected, was in session and had the opportunity to elect and failed 
to elect, where the governor undertook to supply the omission of 
legislative act and himself appointed to fill the vacancy. 

Let us look at the other cases where the Senate decided that the 
appointments of governors or the executives of States were not 
good when there was a legislative session intervening between the 
resignation and the appointment; and the first case is that of 
Kensey Johns. That case was the first case decided. It was de- 
cided in 1794. The facts of Mr. Johns’s case are that a session of 
the legislature having intervened between the resignation of Mr. 
Read, his predecessor, and his own appointment, he could not be 
admitted to a seat in the Senate of the United States. That first 
case was followed in that early day by the cases I have cited, by 
the case of Mr. Tracy, and by the other cases mentioned, cited 
from Taft. 

But it is well known that the cases of appointments to fill a full 
term which I have cited were passed over by the Senate sub silentio. 
There was no argument; there was no discussion. It is a part of 
the familiar history of the times that the Senatorial seat was not 
so coveted as in afteryears. It was very difficult to get a quorum 
of this body at the formation of this Government to organize the 
Senate. Resignations came one after the other in the early history 
of the Senate. They were frequent. 

Mr. Jefferson’s rule did not apply in the early days to the Sen- 
ate of the United States—that few die and none resign. A great 
many resigned. Atthe very inception of the Government it was 
with great difficulty that a quorum of the Senate could be had. 
But after a seat in the Senate of the United States began to be a 
matter of considerable moment, when a seat began to be coveted, 
| then commenced an inquiry into the validity of the appointing 











| power of the executives of the States. 

These cases were followed by the case of Mr. James Lanman in 
1825. The case has been discussed with so much acuteness and 
so much diligence and learning that there is no phase of it which 
ought not to be understood by the Senate. It has been said that 
because the executive appointment in this case anticipated the 
vacancy, therefore the Senate ruled that Mr. Lanman was not 
entitled to his seat. But we must take this case from the facts 
presented, and we must take it as was afterwards stated to be by 
Mr. Grundy in his report on the Sevier case. 

We must take it as it was stated to be by Mr. Benton, who was 
then a member of the Senate. Here are the facts as stated in the 
syllabus: 

Mr. Lanman’s term expired March 3, 1825. March 4, 1825, he produced 
credentials of appointment by the governor to fill the vacancy. The creden- 
tials of appointment were dated February 8, 1825, and set forth that the 


| 
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President of the United States had desired the Senate toconvene on the 4th day 
of March, and had caused official notice of that fact to be communicated to 
the governor. They were “to take effect immediately after the 3d day of 
March, 1825, and to continue until the next meeting of the legislature.” Ex- 
ception being taken to the credentials, they were referred to a committee, 
who samarted the facts as above. On motion that he be admitted, it was de- 
termined in the negative, the grounds on which the Senate proceeded not 
being given. 


In order to get the statement of those grounds I refer to the re- 


port in the case of Ambrose Sevier, made by Mr. Grundy. Here 
1s what he says: 


In looking into the practice of the Senate upon the subject of executive 
appointments, no case like the present has been found. Several cases have 
occurred in which the executives of different States, in anticipation of the 
expiration of the regular term of service, have appointed Senators (the leg- 
islatures not being in session), and inall of these cases the Senators thus ap- 
pointed were admitted to their seats until the called session of the Senate 
in March. 1825, when Mr. Lanman, of Connecticut, whose term of service ex- 
pired on the 3d of March, 1825, produced his credentials from the governor of 
Connecticut, and the Senate decided that he was not entitled to his seat by a 
vote of 23 to 18. 


This decision seems to have been generally acquiesced in since that time; 
nor is it intended by the committee to call its correctness in question. The 
principle asserted in that case is that the legislature of a State by making 


elections themselves shall provide for all vacancies which must occur at 
stated and known periods; and that the expiration of a regular term of serv- 
ice is not such a contingency as is embraced in the second section of the first 
article of the Constitution. 


The case now under consideration is wholly different in principle. 

Then he goes on to discuss the Sevier case. 

There Mr. Grundy distinctly states the ground ypon which the 
decision in Lanman’s case proceeded. 
power did not extend to filling vacancies caused by the expiration 
of terms which were foreseen, about which there was no contin- 
gency, which happened in the ordinary course of the efflux of 
time. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the date of the report? 

Mr. CAFFERY. This reportis dated February 27, 1837, twelve 
years after the period. 

Mr. SPOONER. Was Grundy a member when the Lanman 
case was disposed of? 

Mr. CAFFERY. That I am not prepared to say. But Mr. 
Grundy must have stated what was the prevailing opinion of the 
members of the Senate. Such a statement would not have gone 
unchallenged. There were members of the body then who were 
perfectly familiar with the case of Mr. Lanman. It was only 
twelve years afterwards. A case that proceeded upon the doctrine 
of the Lanman case could not have been unknown to the Senators 
in 1837. 

Besides that, sir, Mr. Benton states distinctly in his Thirty 
Years’ View that the case was decided upon the identical grounds 
stated by Mr. Grundy in the report. The Senator from Wiscon- 
sin will not deny the accuracy of Mr. Benton. Hardly anyone 
will deny the accuracy of Mr. Benton; and as against the state- 
ments of Mr. Benton and the statements of Mr. Grundy are 
placed an article in the National Intelligencer, a digest by Mr. 
Gordon, and a note in Mr. Story’s Commentaries. 

They must have taken that information second-hand, but here 
it is first-hand. Two members of the United States Senate, one 
the most careful and conscientious historian of the times of which 
he wrote we have ever had, and I take it that his statement em- 
bodies the exact finding of the Lanman case and places the Lan- 
man case on the real ground that the Senate adopted when it de- 
cided it. 

Here are two cases, the case of Kensey Johns and the case of 
Mr. Lanman, which ought to decide this controversy. But a 
case that received more attention, provoked more discussion, 
exhibited more learning, more research, more industry than all 
these cases is that of LEE MANTLE. The legislatures of Montana, 
Washington, and Wyoming were in session. All three attempted 
to elect, but did not. The governors of the respective States ap- 
pointed to fill the vacancies at the beginning of a full term. The 
case of Mr. MANTLE decided all three. 

The proposition before the Senate embodied in those cases was 
whether, after a legislature had had an opportunity to elect and 
failed to elect, the governor of a State cou d come in and fill the 
vacancy arising from the expiration of a regular term by an 
appointment of hisown. The question was decided by a vote not 

artisan. I see my friend the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 

LATT], and I remember distinctly the able and exhaustive speech 
he made upon that occasion. Heisa Republican and voted against 
seating Mr. MANTLE. On this side some Democrats voted to up- 
hold the pow ’r.of the executive in that case. So no partisan 
character can t<“riven to the Mantle case, and the finding in the 
Mantle case squared precisely with the facts in the case of Kensey 
Johns and the case of Lanman. 

It may be that the reasoning used in the Lanman cass, the rea- 
soning used in the case of Mr. MANTLE, went beyond the facts of 
the cases, but, limiting the decision to the facts of these cases, 
there is no dispute that the Senate decided that wherever there 
Wwa3 an opportunity of a legislature to elect and the legislature 
failed to elect, the executive power of appointment could not be 
exercised, 


It was that the executive | 











The argument to show from the Constitution (Article I, sec- 
tion 3) that the governor of a State, whether a legislature fails to 
elect or whether it does not, under no circumstances can fill an 
original term is not necessary to be urged in the case before the 
Senate. It was hardly necessary to urge those arguments in the 
case of Mr. Lanman, in the case of Mr. Johns, because the facts 
of the case were that a legislature in each of them had the oppor- 
tunity to elect and failed to elect. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. In the case of Lanman, our legis- 
lature in Connecticut did not meet until May, and the term ex- 
pired, of course, on the 4th of March. The appointment by the 
governor was made in consequence of the fact that the legislature 
would not meet until May. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes; then the legislature had no opportunity, 
therefore, unless an extra session were called. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Exactly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will my friend the Senator from Louisiana 
allow me to ask him whether he would not rather be of the opin- 
ion that in the Lanman case the Senate might very properly ce- 
cide that he was not entitled to a seat because the governor had 
exercised or attempted to exercise the power of appointment be- 
fore the vacancy had happened? 

Mr. CAFFERY. No, sir; I do not think so, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. With reference to that, the prac- 
tice shows that it was accepted in Connecticut as being to the 
point that the governor could not fill a term which expired or fill 
an original term commencing on the expiration of the former in- 
cumbent’s term; and for forty years that same condition of things 
continued, our legislature meeting in May, and the terms expir- 
ing, of course, on the 4th of March previous, they went unfilled. 

Mr. FAULKNER. And yet,if the Senator from Louisiana will 
permit me, even at that time there was no provision of Federal 
law which would have prevented the legislature which met next 
before the happening of the vacancy from electing a Senator if it 
had chosen to do so. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That is true. 

Mr, CAFFERY. The next precedents I will cite are the prece- 
dents occurring in New Hampshire, in Mr. Bell’s and Mr. Blair’s 
cases, and I undertake to say that the Senate of the United States 
Was more moved by the apparent and real hardships of the cases 
than by a strict construction of the law. Itis perfectly familiar 
to all that in those cases the legislature of New Hampshire which 
could have elected under the statute of 1866 did not meet until 
after the vacancy occurred. 

Mr. FAULKNER. And an extra session was called. 

Mr. CAFFERY. An extra session was called thereafter, I am 
told by my friend the Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Between the happening of the vacancy and 
the meeting of the legislature. 

Mr. BACON. The time of meeting. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes. But those cases were decided, in my 
opinion, from reading the debates in the Senate, more on the 
ground that the Senate of the United States itself had misled the 
people of the State of New Hampshire in the matter, to the effect 
that they could not elect a Senator to fill the vacancy by the leg- 
islature which might have been convened before the vacancy 
would arise, because it was not the legislature which was chosen 
next preceding the expiration of the term, and that therefore it 
was a case of such hardship that the Senate departed from the 
rule adopted in Lanman’s case and admitted the appointees of the 
governor to seats in this body. 

In the discussion of that case there was a great deal of ability 
and learning displayed, and I want to quote from only one or two 
of the numerous speeches to show that the case did not proceed en- 
tirely upon the ground that the governor had a right to fill a va- 
cancy when a legislature could have elected. I cite Mr. Cameron, 
who said: 

But it is said by the majority in their report that a vacancy can not happen 
at the commencement of aterm. Bearing in mind a preceding clause in the 
same section of the Constitution, which provides that the seats of Senators 
shall be vacated at the end of six years, can it be said that if the seat is va- 


cated it is still occupied; and if not occupied is it not perfectly apparent that 
there must be a vacancy? 


It has been stated repeatedly that one jeoding. object of the Constitution 
was to ap the seats of Senators always full. hat, I believe, has not been 
dissented from. But the framers of the Constitution saw that a vacancy 
might happen, might come to pass, might befall. during the recess of the 
legislature, when it would bo not impossible but inconvenient and expensive 
to assemble the legislature for the purpose of filling that vacancy. To pro- 
vide against that contingency the Constitution provides that the executive 
may fill vacancies, etc. 

I have read from the CoNGRESSIONAL REcoRD, Forty-sixth Con- 
gress, first session, page 315. . ; 

He says the Constitution, according to his construction, when 
it is inconvenient for the legislature to assemble, gives the power 
to the governor to fill the vacancy; but he does not say that when 
there is a legislature in session, when the legislature is assembled, 
when the legislature can elect and does not, then the governor 
can appoint. : r 

Mr. President, it is very interesting to read these debates, and I 
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will ask that a quotation in the Bell case from Mr. Hill, of Georgia, 
a most eminent man, an able lawyer, be read by the Secretary. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ALLEN in the chair). 
Secretary will read as indicated. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


The 


Mr. President, as we understand the Lanman case, Mr. Bell's application 
here does not conflict with it at all. It may be summed up in a very few 
words. In that case a legislature competent to elect had met and failed to 
elect aSenator. In thiscase no legislature met prior to this appointment that 
was competent toelect. The Senate of the United States has so decided. 

In the case of Mr. Lanman the appointment was made in anticipation of 
the vacancy; in this case the appointment was not made until after the va- 
cancy happens; so that it makes no difference whatever, for the present pur- 
pose, how you construe the Lanman case. If you say that it turned on the 
question of the appointment of the governor prior to the happening of the 
vacancy, then it is not a precedent to govern in this case. 

If you say it turned upon the other point (and that, I am inclined to think, 
is the true state of the a=). if it turned on the point made by the Senator 
from Tennessee that a legislature competent to fill the vacancy having once 
been in session, and that legislature having failed to perform its clear, 
bounden duty. the power of the governor was exhausted, and the Senate of 
the United States did right in rejecting Mr. Lanman, still that is not this 
case 


No legislature of New Temgehive has ever been in session, nor could any 
legislature have been convened prior to the vacancy, that could elect a Sena- 
tor to fill the vacancy if the decision of the Senate of the United States upon 
that question last June is the correct decision. 

A single suggestion further, Mr. President, as to one other point. There 
may be some who believe that the legislature of New Hampshire which held 
its session in June, 18783, should have elected a Senator to succeed Senator 
Wadleigh, whose term was then about to expire. There was some conflict 
of opinion about this among the lawyers, and the matter was referred toa 
committee of the Senate, and upon their report the Senate (the final tribunal 
for the decision of such questions) denied the right of that legislature to 
elect. This construction of the law, made by the only tribunal authorized 
to act thereon, was accepted as binding. The legislature could not be ex- 
pected to elect in the face of that decision; and if that decision was wrong and 
a vacancy happened thereby, the State ought not to suffer. 

Mr. Hitu of Georgia. Mr. President, I entered upon the investigation of 
the question involved in this case with a sincere desire to vote for the admis- 
sion of Mr. Bell. There is no party significance whatever in the issue, and 
nothing which should influence a Senator except a simple desire to arrive at 
a correct conclusion; and in view of the circumstances surrounding the case 
I did desire, if I could satisfy my conscience on the constitutional question, to 
vote for the admission. 

Ientered upon the investigation inclined to believe that way, according 
to the suggestion made in the report of the minority of the committee that 
there ought to be a broad and liberal construction given to this clause of the 
Constitution so as to effectuate the purpose of having a full representation 
in the Senate. I felt that that was the great consideration which should in- 
fluence the Senate in determining the question. 

But after giving the case full and fair consideration, after an investigation 
of its history and the legal import of the words involved, I have been unable 
to come to but one conclusion, and that is that we can not admit Mr. Bell for 
the simple reason that the appointment made by the governor is void under 
the Constitution. If I had adoubt upon the question after this investigation, 
I would cheerfully give the benefit of the doubt in favor of the admission of 
the appointee. 

The case occurred in several geen of our early history, as the Senate 
has already been informed, but the question arising in the case was not dis- 
cussed; it was not made. The first —apermaas discussion which we have any 
record of occurred in 1813 and 1814, and on a very memorable occasion, not in 
the Senate on the question of the admission of a Senator, but it occurred 
upon the kindred words in the Constitution aes Se the Federal 
Executive power to fill all vacancies in the offices of nited States oc- 
curring during the recess of the Senate. 

The occasion on which it occurred was this: During the war of 1812 the 
Emperor of Russia offered his kind offices to mediate a peace between the 
Kingdom of Great Britain and the Republic of the United States. President 

ison, in the recess of the Senate, wpunted three distinguished gentle- 
men commissioners for that purpose. en the Senate assembled in 1813 his 
authority to do that was denied. 

The language of the clause conferring upon the President the power to fill 
vacancies is peculiar, and as the first discussion arose on that language, I call 
the attention of the Senate toit. The language is this: 

“The President shall have pe to fill up all vacancies that may happen 
during the recess of the Senate by granting commissions which shall expire 
at the end of their next session.” 

Senator Gore, who seems to have been a distinguished lawyer of that day, 
introduced a series of resolutions, only the first of which I will read, though 
Suez vo all be interesting. He introduced these resolutions on the 29th of 

uly, oO: 

“The President of the United States having by the Constitution power to 
fill up all vacancies that may happen during the recess of the Senate by 
granting commissions which shall expire at the end of their next session: 

“* Resolved, Thatin the opinion of the Senate no such vacancy can happen 
in any office not before full.” 

And he followed it up with very elaborate resolutions condemning the act 
of Mr. Madison in appointing three commissioners to negotiate a treaty of 

and commerce with Russia and Great Britain as unauthorized by the 
mstitution. These resolutions were deemed so important that the Senate 
in executive session ordered that they should be discussed in open session, 
and some very elaborate speeches were made, the whole question being the 
power of the President to fill an original vacancy,and founded upon the 
m g of the word “happen” in the clause of the Constitution which gave 
= sewer to fill up all vacancies that should happen during the recess of the 
nate. 

That discussion continued for nearly one year, and very elaborate speeches, 
as I aay were made by various able Senators, in which speeches a good deal 
of feeling was shown. The discussion is very important and very instruct- 
ive. Mr. Gore, the author of the resolutions, concluded the discussion of 

resolutions himself in open session, making a very elaborate argument, 
on the 12th day of April, 1814. 

The resolutions were introduced in July, 1813, were transferred to the open 
Calendar, and debated ooatenty and frequently until April, 1814, when 
they were disposed of by making them the special order for the next Decem- 
ber, and they were never again taken = 

Therefore the resolutions introduced by Mr. Gore were neither adopted 
nor rejected; but that elaborate discussion had upon the meaning of the 
word “happen” is the first discussion I have been able to find in the history 
of this transaction.—Congressional Record, April 7, 1879, page 276 


Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, the eminent Senator from 
Georgia then showed that the attention of the Senate and of the 
public was acutely drawn to the appointing power to fill vacan- 
cies by the resolutions of Mr. Gore offered in the Senate at that 
very early period. This extract shows the truth of the statement I 
made that it was some time after the formation of the Constitu- 
tion before the Senate carefully, diligently, and exhaustively ex- 
amined the matter of the executive power, both of the President 
of the United States and of the executives of States, to fill the 
vacancies mentioned in the Constitution. 

There are a number of speeches in the RECORD made in the Bell 
case, all full of information and learning, but I will not cumber 
the RecorpD with too many citations. However, I will ask that 
an extract from the speech of Senator Garland be put into the 
RecorpD. I will read it myself. I read from the same volume of 
the REcorRD, page 287, Forty-sixth Congress, first session, from 
the speech of Mr. Garland, as follows: 

The first and second clauses of section 3 of Article Iof the Constitution 
must be taken together and construed together; and, when analyzed, it is al- 
most remarkable what a fitness, what a perfect propriety, exists all through 
in every word which is used in each of these clauses looking to the organiza- 
tion and continuation of the Senate as a legislative body. 

It reminds one when investigating, as he must be constantly reminded 
when looking at this instrument, of the great difficulty if not the almost im- 
possibility of ever taking one word from this instrument oradding to it with- 
out destroying its harmony and its effect: 

“The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Senators from 
each State, chosen by the legislature thereof, for six years; and each Senator 
shall have one vote."’ 

According to the interpretation of the Senator from Delaware, if the legis- 
lature of any State of the eleven that first ratified the Constitution had failed 
to send two Senators here to somal the Senate, the governor of the State 
could have sent two to compose the body. Thereis no halfway ground, be- 
cause we have heard it enunciated here by the Senator from Delaware and 
by the minority report that if the vacancy exists, by a robust and athletic 
construction of the Constitution, somebody must fillit; it must not go unfilled. 

That is the purport of the Indiana decision, which I shall read after 
awhile, but upon a section of their constitution totally different from this. 
Let us imagine the State of Delaware through its governor, after she had 
ratified the Constitution, sending two Senators here to compose this body. 
It would be a very wonderful stretch of imagination to picture it, because it 
would be a sight at which men might weep if angels might not. 

The distinguished Senator from Delaware, Mr. Bayard, who 
was then in the Senate, spoke during the debate on the Bell case, 
and maintained by speech and vote the power and right of the 
executive to make the appointment in that case. He is criticised 
by Mr. Garland in the extract which I have read from his speech, 
and I propose to show by an extract from Mr. Bayard’s speech 
that he did not go to the length which the minority of the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections desire to go in this case. On 

ge 346 of the same REecorp that I quoted from I read from Mr. 

yard as follows: 

If my friend will wait a moment, I will answer him with the greatest 
pleasure. 

This was in answer to a question of Mr. Carpenter. 


But I wish now to state simply that which has controlled my vote in this 
case. I have read the debate in the case of Phelps; I accept to its letter the 
doctrine laid down by the minority report in that case which has been so per- 
sonally and forcibly addressed to me; and reading that as touching this ques- 
tion, my mind answers it under the instructions of the Committee on Privi- 
lence and Elections of the last Congress and under the facts as known to the 
public. 


The question in my view is, did a legislative power exist in New Hamp- 
shire which could under the Constitution and laws fill that vacancy from the 
4th of March to the 4th of May or June? I answer, it did not exist. Iam 
backed by the authority of a committee of this body and by the silent vote of 
this body accepting that issue of fact and deciding that there was no legis- 
lature in existence which could fill that vacancy. 

If such a legislative power did not exist, then by the reasoning of all these 
cases and by the language of Mr. Benton the legislature could not act, and 
therefore the power of appointment was called in tosupplement and prevent 
that vacancy which the Constitution did not design to occur. 

Where, therefore, there was a legislative power to act, under 
this quotation from Mr. Bayard, the executive power of appoint- 
ment did not come in, and that is the extent, in my opinion, to 
which most of the Senators who voted for the seating of Mr. Bell 
went in that case. None of them held that where the legislative 
power to act existed 

Mr. SPOONER. What do you mean by “‘ existed?” 

Mr. CAFFERY. Where it was in existence, by a legislature 
competent to elect, having the ability to elect, present to elect, and 
failing to elect. 

Mr. President, there are precedents of another kind. After the 
decision in Lanman’s case no break occurred from the ruling in 
that case until nearly fifty years afterwards, in the case of Mr. 
Bell; and the silent precedents, the nonaction of the legislatures 
of the different States, form, in my opinion, a gloss or a commen- 
tary upon Lanman’s case which gives it the authority of law. 

here were from March 4, 1853, to March 3, 1859, nine cases of 
vacancies occurring at the beginning of a term which would have 
been filled by the executives of the States had they thought that 
the executive power was competent to fill an original vacancy. 
But in these nine cases, commencing with a case in Maine, March 
4, 1853, down to and including a case in Oregon, March 3, 1859, 
the vacancies in the Senate were unfilled, were not attempted to 
be filled, by the exertion of the executive power of appointment, 
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I contend, Mr. President, that that is an affirmation of the de- 
cision in the case of Lanman, which forms a precedent of great 
weight in determining this case, and but for the hardship of the 
Bell case I do not believe that the precedent established in Lan- 
man’s case would have been departed from. 

Mr. President, let us for a moment look at the language of the 


Constitution. Let us go outside of precedents; let us examine its 
language under a fair construction and see what it means when 
the executive of a State is given power under the Constitution to 
fill certain vacancies: 

Andif vacancies happen by resignation or otherwise during the recess of the 
legislature of any State, the executive thereof may make temporary appoint- 
ments until the next meeting of the legislature, which shail then li such 
vacancies. 

I do not believe that anybody contends, unless it is the senior 
Senatorfrom Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]—if anybody else contends 
it, I am not aware of it—that after a vacancy has been filled by the 
executive until the next meeting of the legislature, and the legis- 
lature does not fill the vacancy, the governor of the State can then 
come in and fill the vacancy. I do not believe that that has been 
held by anybody but the senior Senator from Massachusetts, 

Mr. Edmunds gave up that point in the discussion of the case of 
Bell. Where the executive appoints until the next session of the 
legislature, it is well known that it means that the executive ap- 
pointment can last during the whole of the session of the legisla- 
ture. He is only limited in his power of appointment until the 
next meeting of the legislature, but his appointment will hold 
during the session of the legislature. 

But it was given up by Mr. Edmunds in the case of Bell that 
after the executive power had been once exercised and the legisla- 
ture at its next session had not filled the vacancy, then the execu- 
tive power had exhausted itself and could not be again exercised. 

Mr. President, what do the words that I have quoted mean? Is 
@ vacancy happening by resignation or otherwise any kind of a 
vacancy that might occur? Is it necessary for the vacancy to 
come dhont by some casualty, or is it necessary for the vacancy 
to come about by any means whatever before we can apply cor- 
rectly this language of the Constitution? What kind of a vacancy 
is meant? Why is it that the framers of the Constitution use no 
limitation whatever on the Presidential power of filling up vacan- 
cies, place no limitation whatever upon the power of a governor 
to issue writs of election to fill vacancies, in the House, but do 
place limitations upon the power of a governor to fill vacancies in 
the Senate? 

Is language used in this Constitution without any meaning? If 
the contention of the minority of the commiitee is good, the words 
‘“by resignation or otherwise” must be eliminated from this sec- 
tion of the Constitution. All canons of construction must be dis- 
regarded, the primary signification of words, the usual significa- 
tion of terms, must be disregarded in order that the construction 
of the minority of the committee shall prevail. The Constitution, 
Article I, section 3, no doubt was framed to keep the Senate full; 
but this language provides that the Senate shall be full constitu- 
tionally, ot not otherwise; not full by every exertion of author- 
ity on the part of the executive to fill vacancies, but filled on the 
contingencies and to meet the exigencies provided in the Consti- 
tution itself. 

The usual signification of the word “‘ happen” everybody knows. 
It is to come by chance. Here is a casualty provided for, and in 
order to emphasize this word ‘“‘happen” an example is given of 
the happening, the happening by resignation. Then our friends 
of the minority take hold of the word “otherwise,” and they say 
that that word governs all the preceding language; that that word 
must have its full import and signification even if you strike out 
‘‘resignation” and “happen” and write in there ‘‘occur in any 
way whatever.” 

That must be the meaning which they attribute to this clause, or 
they could not hold that the governor of a State has the power 
under this section of the Constitution to appoint to a full term. 
it is manifest that the term must commence, that it did commence, 
by election. The case put by Mr. Hill fully proves this. In the 
original formation of this body the governor could not appoint to 
Hill a vacancy. Senators had first to be chosen by legislatures. 
‘¢gere could not have happened any vacancy by resignation or 
otz,erwise unless the term had been once full by legislative election. 

Wow is it that after the Senate has been fully organized and va- 
cancies have ‘‘happened by resignation or otherwise” you can 
give a meaning to this language of the Constitution which it did 
not have when Senators were first elected? It is absolutely im- 
possible to escape that logic, unless you read out of the Constitu- 
tion what is in it, and put in it what is not there. 

It is of no use, Mr. President, to cite the cognate articles of the 
Constitution giving authority to the executives of States to issue 
writs of election, to fill vacancies which may happen in the House 
of Representatives, or the other — of the Constitution which 
gives power to the President to fill vacancies which may happen 
in a recess of the Senate, because the powers given in the latter 


instances are unlimited, not qualified as is the power of the execu- 
tive in the case of filling vacancies in the Senate. 

Here is a case where the power of filling the vacancies is lim- 
ited to certain cases. It is almost said in derision that the con- 
struction which would limit the power of the executive of a State 
to filla vacancy occurring by casualty, by unforeseen events, is 
making the English language mean what it does not say, that we 
convert the word “‘ otherwise” into “ likewise.” 

But we do not. ‘ Otherwise” means other ways, other ways in 
other casualties than resignations, but casualties like resignation, 
similar to the casualty mentioned, similar to the unforeseen event 
referred to, but not an occurrence of a different kind. You can 
very well construe the word ‘‘ otherwise” to have its proper mean- 
ing and yet maintain that the casualties mentioned must be of the 
like character as casualties happening by resignation. The books 
are fuil of instances where specific words govern and qualify gen- 
eral words succeeding them. 1 quote some from the report of the 
minority of the committee in the case of Mr. MANTLE: 


We can not but regard as monstrous the doctrine that while, in construing 
a simple instrument between individuals concerning property, you must 
give effect to every word, if possible, and make general terms to be limited 
and controlled by specific words, yet, in construing this great contract, this 
fundamental! law, upon the observance of which shall depend the perpetuity 
of a great nation, such corstruction may be given asshall defy all the canons 
of the courts and destroy specific words of plain and obvious meaning. 

No stab more vital could be inflicted upon the very existence of the Amer- 
ican Union. Nor can we tolerate the idea that we are in any case at liberty 
to compel a construction of the Constitution in a manner opposed toa clear 
meaning a words and phrases. It is fraught with the elements of 
tyranny and of destruction to the Government established by that Constitu- 
tion, and can be justified by no supposed necessity whatever. 


I will quote further from this report an extract citing a case in 
18 Howard, page 126, where this identical word ‘‘ otherwise ” came 


up for construction. I will ask that the Secretary read the part 
I have marked. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHANDLER in the chair), 
Secretary will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


To the same effect is the case of Ham vs. The State of Missouri, in 18 How- 
ard, page 126. The plaintiff in error was indicted for a trespass on land be- 
longing to the State of Missouri, which had been granted in 1820 tothat State 
for school purposes, being every sixteenth section of certain boundaries of 
land. Ham pleaded that by another act in 1811 the Congress of the United 
States had reserved and set apart from entry and sale certain lands against 
which there were outstanding claims until said claims had been settled. 

The terms of the grant to the State of Missouri were of every sixteenth 
section, *‘ unless the same had been sold or otherwise disposed of.” Ham's 
counsel argued that this reservation from public entry and sale was equiva- 
lent to having been “ otherwise disposed of,” but the court held to the con- 
trary, in the following language: 

“The language and plain import of the sixth section of the act of the 3d of 
March, 1820, confer a clear an ositive and unconditional donation of the 
sixteenth section in every towns aps and, when these have been sold or other- 
wise disposed of, other and equivalent lands are granted. Sale, necessarily 
signifyi a legal sale by a See authority, isa disposition. final and 
irrevocable, of the land. The phrase ‘or otherwise dis d of’ must sig- 
nify some disposition of the property equally efficient and equally incompati- 
ble with any right of the State, present or potential, as deducibie from the 
act of 1820 and the ordinance of the same.” 


Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, if I desired I could multiply 
these quotations and show from a number of authorities that it 
has been held, and has been adopted as the accepted rule of con- 
struction, that wherever general terms follow specific terms, the 
general terms take on the meaning of the specific terms and are 
qualified and limited by them. Norule of construction is better 
known and more extensively followed. 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘ Noscitur a sociis.” 


Mr.CAFFERY. Yes; derivedfrom the Latin maxim “ Noscitur 
a sociis.” 

I desire to read further from this report, showing the opinion of 
the minority of the Committee on Privileges and Elections in the 
Mantle case, that wherever a legislature had an ee to 
elect and did not elect, under no conditions could the governor 
appoint. 

In 1879 the case of Charles H. Bell from New Hampshire came up for con- 
sideration. Mr. Bell was appointed by the governor to fill a vacancy happen- 
ing during the recess of_the legislature by the expiration of Mr. Wadleigh's 
term on March 3, 1879. By achange in the constitution of the State of New 
Hampshire the date of the election of the legislature for that State and of 
its subsequent assembling was so changed as to render it impossible for the 
legislature last preceding the election of the Senator to fill the vacancy occa- 
sioned by the expiration of Mr. Wadleigh’s term, as required by the act of 
1866, thus leaving a vacancy between the beginning of the new term and the 
assembling of the legislature which had been chosen next preceding the com- 
mencement of said term. Mr. Bell was appointed to fill this vacancy. 

After discussion he was admitted, but the undersigned contend that this 
was not an overruling of the long-established and acquiesced-in principle of 
the Lanman case, because the legislature of New Hampshire had not had the 
opportunity to elect a Senator. By the act of 1866 the outgoing legislature 
could not make the election because it was not the one elected next preced- 
ing the vacancy. The legislature-elect could not choose the Senator because, 
by the constitution of New Hampshire, it could not assemble until June fol- 
lowing the vacancy; so the legislature was in no fault. 

The case of Blair was on all fours with Bell, being appointed by the . 
ernor of New Hampshire under precisely the same circumstances, and, of 
course, followed the decision in the Bell case. It may be said, therefore, gen- 
erally, that the first well-debated and solemnly decided case by those who 
were near to the framers of the Constitution, took decided ground against 
the power of the governor to appoint, where it was possible for the legisla- 
ture to perform fis duty; and with a few exceptions between the years 180) 
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eatabis In the opening of my remarks I stated somewhat hastily that 
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and 1817, the acquiescence in the doctrine established by the case of Kensey 


Senators when they are in session, at the happening of vacancies, at their 
first meeting when it happens in their recess, and on them devolves the ex- 
clusive jurisdiction of ng such vacancies. Their right and authority to 
fill or supply vacancies which have been primarily filled by executive ap- 
pointment are as absolute and exclusive as was their right in an original 
election. 


‘“ When their power is broughtinto existence, it must supersede all others, 
with this qualification, and that according to precedent, they have a session 
to make the choice. In our view it does not depend on the actual exertion of 
the power to elect, but uponits existence. A Senator, under an executive 
appointment, may or may not represent the political views of his State. He 
may be the mere personal favorite of the governor. The Senate, as far as 

racticable, should be made to represent its constitutional constituency, and 
in this respect should preserve the republican feature of our Union.”’ (See 
Taft Election Cases, page 18.) 


The undersigned, therefore, asserting neither that the Constitution should 
be strictly construed nor freely construed, but that it should be construed 
according to the usual and accepted rules of interpretation, so as to give 
effect to its plain and unmistakable meaning, and believing earnestly that 
an executive appointment to fill a eam caused by the expiration of a reg- 
ular term of a Senator, the legislature of the State being in session at the 
time, when by law it should have filled such vacancy itself, and failing to 
perform that duty, is not within the scope and meaning of the power granted 
to State executives by Article I, section 3, of the Constitution, submit the 
following resolution. 


Mr. President, the proposition broadly laid down in the case of 
MANTLE, which, with the case of Kensey Johns and that of Lan- 
man, I contend, from the rule of stare decisis, is that where the 
legislature has an opportunity to elect and fails to elect, a gov- 
ernor can not appoint; but the reasoning in the cases goes beyond 
the facts, and points to the conclusion that under no circum- 
stances can the governor —- to fill an original vacancy com- 
mencing at the beginning of a term. 

It may be obiter to travel outside of the facts of a particular 
case and express an opinion upon questions not strictly mecessary 
to the decision of the case in hand, but certainly, so far as the 
facts of this case go, they square with the facts of the Lanman 
case and the Kensey Johns case and the Mantle case. 

The adjudication of the Senate in these cases of Johns, Lanman, 
and MANTLE forms the rule of stare decisis; and I ask where, under 
what circumstances, under what conditions, could there be a more 
opportune age awe of the rule than in the adjudications by 
this body of the right of a member to a seat herein? 

Weare called upon to perform a high constitutional duty; we 
are judges of the qualifications and elections of our members; and 
in the discharge of that duty in a particular case we must consult 
the Constitution; we must interpret that instrument according to 
our best judgment and our best ability; we must bring to bear 
upon the question not only the light of learning and jurisprudence 
but the aid of an enlightened conscience. 

Therefore it is, I say, Mr. President, that the rule of stare de- 
cisis as applied to the right of a seat in this body is of more im- 

rtance ci the application of rule to the judgment of courts 

eciding upon contracts and titles to property between private 
individuals. Here are three cases which, in my opinion, are on 
all fours with each other, that decide the point squarely and 
fairly, and there can be no evasion of their force as precedents. 

Mr. President, even if the legislature of Oregon was not technic- 
ally organized, can this body tolerate such wanton disregard of 
legislative duty in order that the executive of a State may come in 
and do away with the performance of the duty of a legislature by 
discharging it himself? Is there any constitutional duty of this 
kind that can be transferred, either by direct act or by indirect 
method, from the legislature to the governor? 

I contend that that legislature of Oregon had ample oppor- 
tunity, had ample power, to fill the vacancy arising from the ex- 
piration of the term of Hon. John H. Mitchell, and whether by 
intrigue, whether by political combination, whether by a total 
and ant disregard of its duty, it failed to elect a Senator 
when it was within its power and opportuity to so elect, no 
other authority or power can constitutionally perform a function 
and discharge a duty with which it was exclusively charged. 

I think it would be giving a premium for legislatures to disre- 
gard their duty; it would be giving a premium for cabals and 
intrigues and combinations of various kinds to prevent the action 
of legislatures in order that governors of States might appoint 
their personal favorites, if the Senate would admit their appointees 
under the circumstances of this case. 

Mr. President, the legislatures are the great constituencies of 
this body. I would be loath to see these constituencies changed, 
but if anything would convince the American people that there 
ought to be a change, it would be the premium placed upon the 
disregard of legislative duty by the Senate of the United States in 
era the appointees of governors to seats in this body who 
ought only to hold their seats, under such conditions as surround 
the case of Mr, Corbett, by legislative election. 


jority of the members could enact laws; and, on the other hand, 
they require two-thirds of the members to form a quorum. Tak- 
ing that construction—— 

Mr. HOAR. What does the Senator mean by a “ quorum”? 

Mr. CAFFERY. It means—— 

Mr. HOAR,. I think the word ‘“‘ quorum” in itself signifies a 
number competent to transact business. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. As I understand the Senator, then, he says that by 
the Oregon constitution two-thirds is the number required to 
transact business? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I will read the constitution for the Senator's 
benefit. 

Mr. SPOONER. The provision is, ‘‘ Two-thirds of each house 
shall constitute a quorum to do business.” 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 


Two-thirds of each house shall constitute a quorum to do business. 


The point I had in mind could be made was whether it was two- 
thirds of all the members of each house, or whether it was two- 
thirds of the members present, provided they formed a majority 
of the members. 

Mr. HOAR. I understood the Senator to say two-thirds of a 
quorum to transact business. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I meant a quorum. It was a slip of the 
tongue. 

Mr. HOAR. I beg pardon. 

Mr. CAFFERY. But whether that beso or not I think is an 
immaterial point. The great question comes back, to wit, the 
opportunity that this legislature had to do its duty, and failed to 
take advantage of that opportunity and doit. I donotthink that 
it is a strained argument to hold that the statute of 1866 was suf- 
ficiently complied with when 33 members of the house were sworn 
in and the house organized, and with the whole senate, consisting 
of all its members, the legislature could have formed a joint 
assembly and could have elected a Senator. 

I do not believe that it requires, in order to elect a United States 
Senator, the same particularity, the same formula as prescribed 
by the State constitution for the transaction of State business. I 
think the Federal statute is sufficiently complied with when a 
majority of the joint assembly can signify in a proper manner its 
choice for a Senator; and the joint assembly could have signified 
its choice, could have expressed its choice during the session of 
the Oregon legislature. 

Here were 27 men who stood out from the house. These 27 men 
had their seats vacated by the action of the 33 who were sworn 
in. Is it possible that the 27 recusants, standing out, should pre- 
vent the men who were willing and anxious to perform their duty 
from performing it? Is it possible that we are going to sanction 
that kind of conduct? 1 think not. 

Here was a clear determination to break up the possibility, if 
they could do so, of choosing a Senator of the United States. They 
hung out from the very moment of assembling until they dispersed 
and went home, in my opinion, to prevent the legislature from 
acting, in order to get the governor to supplement with executive 
appointment what they themselves had failed to do by legislative 
action. I do not believe that can be tolerated. 

Mr.SPOONER. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion before he sits down? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER. Do I understand the Senator to express the 
opinion that the seats of the 27 members who had not been sworn 
in were declared vacant by the 33? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes; it so appears in this journal. 

Mr. SPOONER. I know, but does the Senator hold that that 
was lawful and that the seats were really and effectively vacated? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Iam not expressing any opinion on that point 


now. 

Mr. SPOONER. I understood the Senator to express an opin- 
ion. I was not certain about it. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I said they had made avain attempt by hold- 
ing out, by not going in after their seats were declared vacant by 
those who had been sworn in, to bring about an executive ap- 
pointment that would hold, and, in my opinion. they have sig- 
nally failed in that attempt. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that on 
to-morrow, at the end of the morning business, I shall ask the 
indulgence of the Senate for a few minutes to speak to a matter 
which directly concerns me and in which I think the Senate has 
some interest. 
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AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CULLOM. Iask unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of House bill 6351, being the Agricultural 
appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Ky Lz in thechair). Is there 
objection to the request made by the Senator from Illinois? The 
Chair hears none. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R.6351) making appropriations for the 
Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899. 

Mr. CULLOM. The amendment now pending to the bill is in 
reference to irrigation. The Senator from Wyoming Gs WAR- 
REN] had an amendment which he desired to offer to the amend- 
ment reported by the committee. I supposed he was present 
when I called the bill up, but I see he is not. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. While waiting for the Senator 
from Wyoming to come in, I want to say that Iam very sorry that 
the committee having charge of this bill did not strike out from it 
that clause relating to the purchase and distribution of seeds by 
the Secretary of Agriculture. That matter having been passed 
upon in another branch and retained in that branch, and also 
passed upon by the Committee on Appropriations of this body, I 
suppose it would be entirely useless now to move an amendment 
to strike it out. If I were not convinced that it would be useless, 
I would move such an amendment. 

I regard the practice under the law of the purchase and distri- 
bution of common garden seeds as entirely improper and useless. 
I have never since I have been a member of the Senate felt that it 
was really a part of my Senatorial duty to distribute from five to 
eight thousand packages of garden seeds through the mails to my 
constituents. Sometimes I have simply sent out seeds in answer 
to requests which were made of me by constituents; sometimes I 
have divided the whole quantity which was allowed me into equal 
amounts and forwarded them to the grangesin myState. I have 
a letter on my table—I shall not take any time, as I observe the 
Senator from Wyoming has come in—from one of the granges 
which received from me a quantity of seeds. I should like to read 
the letter. I will not give the name. 

Hon. O. H. PLATT. 


My DEAR Srp: I received a few owe since a bag of seeds from you, which 
Ican not get anyone to take, and I will state the reason: We have all been so 


deceived with seeds sent from Washington that noone wants them. We 


know it is not your fault that the seeds are not good. Very often they will 
not come up, and if they do, fhey are not true to name. One man said there 
were as many as ten varieties of cabbage in one little package. Market gar- 
deners will not use them. The Government gets awfully deceived in them. 
Many times they are old seed that will not germinate, and the farmers will 
not use them. If the money spent for them were us for the free delivery 
of the mails, the public, especially the farmers, would not only be better sat- 
isfied, but would rise up and call you Senators and Representatives blessed. 

It is very dissatisfying to farmers to plant seeds and then, when they do 
not come up, to have to go to a reliable seedsman and buy that which we 
know is coal. asit makes at least two weeks difference in the maturing of the 
vegetables. In fact,the system is so unsatisfactory that farmers will not use 
them. 


I beg of you to use your influence to discourage the distribution of seeds 
by the Government. It is a foolish waste of money. I have now over half a 
bushel of seed sent me last year which I could not give away to the members 
of our grange. Please call the attention of the other Senator and Represent- 
atives of Connecticut to this matter, and try to abolish this free s distri- 
bution and instead use the money for the free distribution of the mails, and 
thereby earn the blessing of the farmers all over this country. I have said 
what I have to say on this subject in all kindness, and know I voice the senti- 
ments of every member of our grange. 

From what I know of the feeling in Connecticut, I believe the 
letter truly voices the sentiment of all the farmers, of the granges, 
of the people who are interested in gardens and farms in the State 
of Connecticut. The law was originally passed for the purpose of 
the distribution of seeds, and seeds which were particularly 
adapted to different sections of the country. It has grown into a 
practice to purchase common, ordinary seeds, such as can be pur- 
chased at any store, and distribute them free to the extent of 
$130,000 this year, $150,000 last year, all over the United States, to 
people in general who do not care to have them. I regard it as 
very unfortunate that the committee could not have seen its way 
clear to eliminate this provision from the bill. 

The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] has come in, and 
I was only occupying the time upon a subject which I thought 
ought to receive the attention of Congress until he entered the 
Chamber. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I wish to say just a word in reply 
to the Senator from Connecticut. I do not take the view he takes 
of this provision of the bill. The remarks of the Senator from 
Connecticut simply emphasize the fact that somebody is trying to 
make this provision ridiculous by the purchase of seed that will 
not grow. I know two or three years ago seeds sent out from the 
Agricultural Department, in some instances, marked cabbage seed 
would come up as mustard, or labeled assome other kind of seeds 
would produce the reverse of what they were stated to be. But 
that does not destroy the virtue of a provision of this kind if it is 
executed in good faith. 


The purpose of this provision, as I understand it, is to test in 
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other climates valuable seeds that are ere inone climate. For 
instance, that a seed grown with profit in Florida may be tested 
in Maine, or one grown in California may be tested in Nebraska 
or Connecticut or somewhere else, and by means of these different 
tests in the different States and Territories we may advance the 
interests of seed growing of different kinds and determine the 
best varieties. 

Mr. President, I believe that to be just, and I believe another 
thing, that the men who are opposed to this provision of the pend- 
ing bill or the free distribution of seeds by the Government of the 
United States are not the farmers and gardeners, but they are the 
men who are themselves dealing in seed and who seem to believe 
that the free distribution of seeds comes in conflict with their 
business; that it is governmental competition as they regard it. 

That fact should not influence us to reject this provision of the 
bill. Many of the farmers of this country are making honest 
tests of seeds sent to them and making honest reports. I have 
received, within a few days, reports from farmers who have tested 
the seeds sent to them, and these men understand perfectly well 
that it is not a mere gratuity to the farmer, but that the seeds are 
sent to them for the purpose of testing and reporting to the Agri- 
cultural Department, or some person in authority, whether they 
cun be grown in peed + may climate to any advantage. 

Mr. President, in addition to this, the great masses of the farm- 
ers of this country do not know, aside from historical fact, that 
they have a Government located at Washington except as they 
are reminded of it occasionally by 2 or 3 cents’ worth of garden 
seed sent to them. Our theory of government and the theory of 
all government is that the citizen or the subject obtains his com- 
pensation for taxes paid by him in the protection the Government 
affords him. If that were not true, we could not levy taxes. The 
Government extends its protecting influence over his person and 
his property, and therefore to compensate the Government for its 
protection he is expected to pay his taxes and to observe the duties 
of a citizen. Many of these men, sir, would not know from any 
protection extended to them in any form by the United States 
Government that they had a Government but for the fact that 
they are reminded by the receipt annually of a little package, pos- 
sibly of worthless seeds in some cases, that somebody in Washing- 
ton remembers them and recognizes them as citizens. 

I am satisfied that the country has received benefit in the line 
of agricultural development by this method of distributing seeds 
and testing their potency and their benefit in different climates. 
Iam satisfied it would a serious mistake, looked at from the 
standpoint alone of the development of the highest class of farm 
products, to reject this provision of the bill. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I think much of the trouble which 

was experienced by the correspondent of the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. PLATT], and it is not an unusual experience, is due 
to the method adopted by the Department in the procurement of 
seeds which are distributed. Formerly the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture, or the Commissioner of Agriculture, as he was called prior 
to the creation of the office as one of the Cabinet, would buy seeds 
from such persons as he had reason to believe would give him the 
best seeds, those best adapted for the purpose designed by the law. 
They were all brought here, samples were taken indiscriminately 
from large masses of seeds, and tests were made as to their char- 
acter and their purity and the particular kinds of seeds. 
The Secretary of Agriculture under the last Administration, 
however, was openly and avowedly inimical to the distribution of 
seeds, and I do not think I speak unguardedly in saying that he 
manifested the most violent hostility to it. He absolutely sus- 
pended it, and when required by Congress to resume he did every- 
thing in his power to make it a failure, to make it unpopular, to 
make it of little or no use; and one method adopted by him, if I 
am correctly informed, was, instead of buying the coat and hav- 
ing them brought here for proper examination and distribution, 
to let out contracts to parties at a distance tosend a certain amount 
of seeds. The seeds never came here at all. 

Mr. ALLEN. Is that true this year? 

Mr. BACON. 1am coming to that point hereafter. I think it 
is. These parties would bring their own samples here, and they 
were examined and tested, and while the samples themselves 
might turn out satisfactorily, there was no guaranty whatever 
that they were fair samples, and the consequence was the state of 
affairs depicted by the correspondent of the Senator from Con- 
necticut. 

The Senator from Nebraska asks whether that course is pursued 
by the present Secretary. I think it is, practically so; but I do 
not think it is for the same motive. I believe the present Sec- 
retary of Agriculture is heartily in favor of the successful pro- 
curement and distribution of seeds. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think so. 

Mr. BACON. I only regret that he has seen proper to follow 
what was an extremely unsatisfactory and, I think, unjustifiable 
course on the part of the Secretary in the former Administration. 

As suggested to me by the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
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FAULKNER], under the system adopted of having the seeds sent 
by the contractors, there was no means of ascertaining whether 
they were in fact sent or not. Parties do not write to Senators or 
Representatives and acknowledge receipt of seeds except in very 
rare instances, and there was no possible way of ascertaining, 
under that system, whether even such seeds as were distributed 
ever reached their destination. 

Mr. President, Iam led to make these remarks because I am 
deeply impressed with the fact that if the system is to be contin- 
ued there ought to be a radical reform in the matter. Ido not 
offer an amendment in regard to it because, as I understand, al- 
though I may be mistaken about it, it is within the power of the 
Secretary to correct it without legislation. 

The honorable Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLom] and the clerk 
of the Committee on Appropriations have examined the law to see 
if there is any restriction in it, and from them I learn that there 
is none; and if none, of course it is not necessary that there should 
be an amendment, especially when we have confidence that the 
present Secretary of Agriculture desires to make this a success 
and not to hold it up to ridicule and make it a failure. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think if the Senate and the Senator will listen 
to the provision of the bill on that question it will probably be 
satisfactory. Is the Senator through? 

Mr. BACON. No, i am not through; but I will yield to the 
Senator for that purpose. I merely wish to say a word more. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will not read all of the section, but it will 

robably be of interest toread most of it. After specifying $130,000 
or the purchase of seeds, bulbs, etc., the provision continues: 

And the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby directed to expend the said 
sam (as nearly as ——) in the purchase and distribution of such valu- 
able seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants, the best he can 
obtain at public or private sale, and such as shall be suitable for the respec- 
tive localities to which the same are to be apportioned, and in which same 
are to be distributed as hereinafter stated; and such seeds so purchased shall 


include a variety of vegetable and flower seeds suitable for planting and cul- 
ture in the various sections of the United States. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That is the usual provision. 

Mr. CULLOM. Waitamoment. It continues: 

An equal proportion of two-thirds of all seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, 
cuttings, ma sain shall, upon their request, after due notification by the 
Secretary of Agriculture that the allotment to their respective districts is 
ready for distribution, be supplied to Senators, Representatives, and Dele- 
gates in Congress for distribution among their constituents or be directed 
and mailed by the Department upon their request; and the person receiving 
such seeds shall be requested to inform the Department of results of the 
experiments therewith. 


Mr. BACON. Will the Senator please give the page and line 
from which he reads? 

Mr. CULLOM. Pages 21 and 22. Iam on page 22 now. 

Provided, That all seeds, bulbs, plants, and cuttings herein allotted to Sena- 
tors, Representatives, and Delegates in peogeess for distribution remaining 
uncalled for on the Ist of May shall be distributed by the Secretary of Agri- 
culture, giving preference to those persons whose names and addresses have 
been furnish & Senators and Representatives in Congress, and who have 
not before during the same season n supplied by the Department: And 
provided also, That the Secretary shall report, as provided in this act, the 
place, quantity, and price of seeds purchased, and the date of purchase; Lut 
nothing in this paragraph shall be construed to prevent the Secretary of Ag- 
riculture from sending seeds to those who apply for the same. 

And so it goes on. I merely wanted to call the attention of the 
Senator to the fact that whatever the present statute may be, this 

rovision itself regulates the action of the Secretary in the distri- 
bution of seeds. 

Mr. BACON. Iam very much obliged to the Senator for call- 
ing attention to it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
it was last year. 

Mr. CULLOM. Last year, if the Senator from Georgia will 
allow me to say a word in reply to the Senator from Connecticut, 
it was very difficult to get any provision of this particular statute 
executed at all by the last Secretary. 

Mr. BACON. Yes, sir; for the reason I have stated, that the 
last Secretary of Agriculture was absolutely hostile to the whole 
system. 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes. 
Mr. BACON. And so far from contributing to its success, he 
threw every impediment possible in its way. 

I will pursue the subject a little further, because I desire that 
the attention of the Secretary of Agriculture shall be called to the 
importance of this matter. There is nothing in which a greater 
necessity for care exists than in the selection of seeds, and the 
pursued under the last Administration is one which must 

ead to failure in the effort to supply the people with proper seed. 
The system heretofore has been to enter into a contract with a 
dealer in New York or Philadelphia or elsewhere to supply a cer- 
tain amount of seeds of acertain kind. Of course he bought them 
wherever he could get them the cheapest, and in a large majority 
of instances they were utterly crurthions. 

Now, there are persons who are engaged in the production of 
seeds, — who are engaged in the production of the plant or 
vegetable from which the seed is obtained. They are known to 


That is not different from what 


OO a 


be reliable producers. I have in mind several matters which 
most peculiarly relate to my own State. 

Take the matter of watermelon seeds. There are producers 
whose reputation is fixed as the producers of fine varieties of 
watermelon. They are prepared to furnish to the Department 
large amounts of seeds andde they will not only themselves guar- 
antee, but which all their neighbors know to be of the best class, 
because o- are the men who not only raise melons for the seeds, 
but who sell the melons for consumption, and they have an estab- 
lished reputation. 

Take the more important matter of cotton. There is a vast dif- 
ference in different varieties of cotton seed. Some of it is ex- 
tremely productive, and not only productive in quantity, but 
productive of fine quality. There is, on the contrary, a large 
amount of it which is comparatively worthless, which produces 
very little, and that of very inferior quality. How manifest it 
must be, when there is a planter who is known to be the producer 
of a fine variety of cotton, the producer of a variety prolific in 
quantity and fine in quality, that it is more to the interest of the 
public that the Department should purchase from those men of 
known reputation and with a business of a known and fixed char- 
acter than that the Department should send to Richmond, Va. (I 
mention that because I believe it is the place of residence of one 
of the contractors who furnished the Department during the last 
Administration) for a certain number of tons of cotton seed. 

Some fine varieties of cotton seed cost several dollars a bushel, 
whereas the common variety of cotton seed may be bought for 10 
cents a bushel. Of course, the man who furnishes the Depart- 
ment under the contract gets the cotton seed at 10 cents a bushel, 
and that is sent broadcast over the land. It is of no benefit what- 
ever to anybody, and an absolute injury, as is suggested to me by 
the Senator from West Virginia a FAULKNER]. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. ill the Senator from Georgia 
permit me? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That is the reason why I say all 
this business has come to bean unmitigated humbug. The statute 
originally was intended for just such purchase and distribution as 
the Senator from Georgia is talking about, and in that sense was 
a good statute and a good practice and for the benefit of the 
country at large. However, not only last year, but for the last 
twenty years, there has been practically no effort whatever to get 
rare or especially valuable seeds; but, either by contract or by 
—_ purchase of favorite dealers, the Agricultural Departinent 

1as been buying simply the seeds that are sold in stores. 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 

Mr. BACON. Not valuable. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Not valuable; and has been send- 
ing them throughout the country. That is what I complain of. 
If it can be stopped and the old system inaugurated, I shall be 
content. But to have it go on as it bas, not only last year, but for 
the last twenty years, is, I think, a humbug. 

Mr. BACON. I quite agree with the Senator, and it was be- 
cause of the fact that I entertain the same opinion that I trespass 
upon the Senate at this time. 

_ The design of the law is a good one. I will read the statute, 
Section 520 of the Revised Statutes is as follows: 


Not new; not rare—— 


There shall be at the seat of Government a Department of Agriculture, 
the general design and duties of which shall be to acquire and to diffuse 
among the people of the United States useful information on subjects con- 
nected with agriculture, in the pe and comprehensive sense of that 


word. and to procure, propagate, and distribute among the people new and 
valuable seeds and plants. 


Then section 527 is as follows: 


The purchase and distribution of seeds by the Department of Agriculture 
shall be confined to such seeds as are rare and uncommon to the country, or 
such as can be made more profitable by frequent changes from one part of 
our own country to another. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I call the Senator's attention to the last 
clause which he has read as really the most valuable part of the 
statute, if followed out by the Secretary. 

Mr. BACON. That is true. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Itisa fact that seeds run out in one section 
of the country, and they are bound to gather seeds from other 
sections and other soil in order to get the best production from 
soil that has been producing a certain variety of wheat or corn 


or oats or potatoes or any of the other great products of the 
country. 


Mr. BACON. That is quite true. 
‘. Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator permit me right 
ere? 
Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, I should like to 
finish the statute. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Very well. Then I want to call 
attention to how it has been changed by repeal or amendment. 
Mr. BACON. I continue the reading of the section, which I had 


“oe 


ee, EARL Ee YE) rans — nae a, 








1392 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 8, 





not completed at the time the Senator from West Virginia inter- 
rupted me: 

And the purchase or proecpuees and distribution of trees, plints, shrubs, 
vines, and cuttings shall be confined to such as are adapted to general culti- 
vation and to promote the general interests of horticulture and agriculture 
throughout the United States. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Now, will the Senator read the 
commencement of section 527 again? 


Mr. BACON. I will: 


. The purchase and distribution of seeds by the Department of Agriculture 
shall be confined to such seeds as are rare and uncommon to the country, or 
such as can be made more profitable by frequent changes from one part of 
our country to another. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That is enough. Now I wish to 
read what has been done to the statute byamendment. We have 
taken all idea of rare seeds out of it, and it reads now, having 
been changed in 1896, simply as follows: 


‘ —— section 527 of the Revised Statutes be amended so that it will read as 
ollows: 


** Sec. 527. That purchase and distribution of vegetable, field, and flower 
seeds, plants, shrubs, vines, bulbs, and cuttings shall be of the freshest and 
best obtainable varieties and adapted to general cultivation.” 

Mr. BACON. The reason for that was that the Secretary of 
Agriculture in the last Administration, with the intent and pur- 
pose to destroy the distribution of seeds, took advantage of the 
section of the statute which I have read and the particular lan- 
guage of it to say that there was practically nothing of that kind 
to be done; and consequently he would not distribute any seed. 

Mr. President, the object of the law is a good one, and I have 
no objection to the amendment which was put in it in 1896. I 
think it broadens the scope of the intent of the law advanta- 
geously. The lawin its intent is good, and whatever evil there 
has been has been an evil of improper administration. 

I quite agree with the Senator from Connecticut in one respect. 
If this thing is to continue as it was during the last Administra- 
tion, I should be willing to see it wiped from the statute books, 
because, as he says, it is a most arrant humbug. 

Mr. CULLOM. So would IL. 

Mr. BACON. Properly administered, it is nota humbug. Let 
me give an illustration to strengthen that suggestion. 

A very large number of farmers do not confine themselves to 
the use of seeds which they themselves raise. They are constantly 
looking out for some variety which is grown purposely with the 
design to improve quality and ae: and they purchase that 
and plant it on their farms. at is carrying out in their own 
private business what is the design of the law that the Depart- 
ment shall do, that it shall by the distribution, small in quantity, 
it is true, but sufficient for a start, of valuable seeds, of improved 
seeds, give to the country at large the benefit of whatever improve- 
ments in agriculture are made in particular sections. 

Mr. President, the matter of which I speak has attracted so 
much attention in my State, and our people have been so outraged 
by the very things the Senator from Connecticut has spoken of, 
that the last legislature of Georgia passeda joint resolution calling 
the attention of Congress to this matter, and asking that there be 
a reformation through and by which proper seeds could be dis- 
tributed to the people and this worthless trash be kept away from 
them. 

I do not offer any amendment in the matter for the reason I have 
stated. I believe it is within the power of the present Secretary, 
especially under the terms of the pending bill, to correct the mat- 
ter, and I trust and have confidence that he will give it proper 
correction, so that this may be a benefit and not simply a farce. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I supposed the consideration 
of the Agricultural bill had been concluded last evening. I came 
into the Chamber just now and heard the last words of my col- 
league's remarks on this subject, and I simply desire to put myself 
on record as utterly opposed tothe system, certainly as it has been 
administered. We all know the history of it. The original idea 
was that the Government could well obtain, in distant countries, 
perhaps, some new and very valuable varieties of seeds, and that 
it would be a public benefit to distribute them, to a limited ex- 
tent at least, that their excellence or the lack of it might be proved 
in this country. That was the original, sensible, useful theory. 
It has degenerated into buying a stock of common stuff from 
large gardeners, and there is a very serious complaint in my re- 
gion of the country. 

It is quite a considerable interest with us. There are men who 
raise garden seeds and pride themselves upon putting their names 
upon the packages and being responsible for them always, which 
I do not think occurs with Government seed to any large extent. 
Everything of that kind sold among us has the name of a re- 
spectable man upon it. The practice we have dropped into, 
utterly worthless and ridiculous, as nearly everybody will say, is 
in fact not a public benefit, in my judgment, but a serious injury 
to an honest industry. 





Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Before the Senator from Illinois proceeds, I wish 
to say just a word. 

I am satisfied that the present Secretary of Agriculture will 
carry out this and all other laws in their true intent and purpose. 
The present Secretary is a practical agriculturist. He is not one 
who has conducted agriculture by proxy during his life, but he is 
a practical farmer. I regret, however, that the practice of the 
preceding Administration is followed in the distribution of seeds. 
1 think the seeds ought to be brought to Washington or gathered 
at some other central point and thoroughly tested and inspected 
by the Government before they are sent out. I think if the gen- 
tlemen who are furnishing the Government with seeds keep up the 
pee of putting off poor seeds, seeds that will not grow, and 

abeling a package ‘‘ cabbage” when it is ‘‘mustard” or something 
of that kind, they will kill the goose that lays the golden egg. If 
that practice is continued, the time will come when Congress, for 
the protection of the people, will cut off this appropriation. 

But I believe that the law as it now stands, and as it is ampli- 
fied by the provision read by the Senator from Connecticut [ Mr. 
PLATT], if carried into execution in good faith, will be a benefit to 
the farmers of this country. Take, for instance, the potato. Un- 
der the benefits derived from the agricultural appropriation acts, 
by testing seed grown in one locality and another, we have got 
within the last three or four years to a point where we can pro- 
duce a matured potato and put it on the table perfectly ripe within 
ean | sae of the time when it was planted. That is of some 

ne 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I will venture to state that no 
new or improved potato has been distributed by the Agricultural 
Department within five years from the time when it might be ob- 
tained from private persons. 

Mr. . I think this discovery was made within the last 
three or four years. I believe an honest administration of this 
law results in good-—— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. So do I. 

Mr. ALLEN. And in more good to the agriculturists and the 
gardeners of this country than we can here contemplate. I under- 
stand, of course, that if a man professes to administer the law and 
is all the time trying to nullify it and will not carry out its pro- 
visions in good faith, it would be better policy to wipe it off the 
statute books at once and be done with it. But, Mr. ident, I 
have faith—and I want to emphasize the statement—I have faith 
in the integrity and the very great ability and experience of the 
present Secretary of Agriculture. I am satisfied that he will take 
the necessar a to see that the seeds sent out are proper. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should bevery sorry if any criticism of mine 
should be in any way brought to bear against the present Secretary 
of Agriculture. I have the very highest respect for him, having 
known him for many years. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not think it is necessary for me to say any- 
thing about this matter, because I do not understand that anyone 
is seriously objecting to the provision vane ad because of the ad- 
ministration of the Department in the distribution of seeds here- 
tofore by a previous Secretary of Agriculture. We all know 
that the last Secretary of Agriculture was bitterly and positively 
and unequivocally opposed to the purchase and distribution at all 
of seeds by the Government, and that he nullified the provision 
substantially by his own personal determination. 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the Senator from Illinois will tme, 
there is one thing that was done when the law was inistered 
that I thought most admirable, but which has been dropped for the 
last three or four years. I ae it was very important in my 
method of distribution. As to all the large packages, the seed of 
staple crops such as wheat, oats, potatoes, and that class of seed, 


the Department would send a Senator or R tative notice 
that he had so many quarts to his credit. The same prac- 


tice was followed as to the different characters of seeds; every Sen- 
ator had so many quarts of such seed. It was my practice uni- 
formly when I got that notice to pick out a farmer and take some 
particular grain and send the entire bulk of that seed tohim. So 
with wheat, corn, and potatoes, I would send a sufficient quan- 
tity to enable a man to test its value by planting it and payin 
some attention to its growth. But that practice has been stop 
entirely of late and the Department puts the seeds up in very small 
kages,so that it is almost impossible to know how many quarts 
one is entitled to receive of any particular seed, and therefore he 
can not combine them. I sent all the wheat to one man, all the 
oats to one man, all the corn to one man, and all grass of the same 
kind to one man, and I would give each man a quantity sufficient 
to enable him to make an honest test as to the value of the seed 
that was distributed. The Department ought to follow that plan 
now, I think, s 

Mr. CULLOM. I think the Senator from West Virginia is en- 
tirely right. I remember that I used to follow the same course 


with the important packages of special grain, etc, 
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I wish to say in reference to the present Secretary of Agricul- 
ture that within my knowledge of that Department, embracing 
more than twenty years all together, I am of the opinion that we 
have never had a eee of Agriculture, or a Commissioner of 
Agriculture before the office of Secretary was created, who so 
thoroughly entered into the spirit of the work to do what is best 
for the agricultural interests of the country as the present occu- 

ant of that important office. The Committee on Appropriations 
fave been so impressed by that fact, and by his conduct in our 
presence in giving testimony as to what he desires to do, that I 
am sure it will be but a very little while before Congress will be 
in an almost undivided force in favor of doing what he recom- 
mends shall be done in the interest of agriculture. The provision 
of the bill gives him ample opportunity, as I think, to avoid the 
distribution of trifling seeds, because the proposed law says: 

For the purchase, propagation, and distribution of valuable seeds. 

The word “‘ valuable” here does not simply mean the value of 
the ordinary pease and beans and barley that grow around us, as 
I take it, but—— 

Mr. BACON. It means improved varieties. 

Mr. CULLOM. But it means the best varieties of all seeds. I 
want to say in reference to the Secretary of Agriculture that he 
states he has men in different parts of the country and in other 
countries trying to find the best seeds, the best grasses, the best 
of everything that the agriculturist can produce in this country 
for the p of procuring new plants and new seeds and new 
agricult productions in behalf of the agricultural interest. 
So I take it that in the administration of this provision he will do 
his best to find rare and new kinds of seeds, as new wheat. As 
some Senator has already said, such seeds have to be changed in a 
few years after they are used and a new kind of seed brought in 
from some other country to take their places. 

I myself have felt for years that we were spending a good deal 
of money in this direction, and I do not know but I have been 
once or twice heretofore in favor of striking out the clause. Yet 
I believe in —S present Secretary of Agriculture a fair op- 
portunity to do what I am satisfied he will do, the very best pos- 
sible for the agricultural interests of thecountry. This provision 

ives him the power and makes it his duty to distribute, whether 
Tirectly from the Agricultural Department or from some other 
place, the kind of seeds that any locality most requires. It does 
not allow him to send seed that wil! not be useful in any particu- 
lar locality, but requires him to send the seeds best fitted for any 
given locality in the United States. 

So far as I am concerned, 1 have had no information from m 
constituents indicating any disposition to get rid of this seed busi- 
ness except from those who are producing seeds for sale and who 
want to sell them in the market or to the Government. So Ido 
not think I am justified in taking up any further time, as there is 
no motion made to amend, and therefore no question pending 
before the Senate. 

Mr. STEWART. I wish to make a single remark, Mr. Presi- 
dent. The Department of Agriculture largely grew up out of the 
distribution of seeds, which was originally a great benefaction 
and may be again made so. I believe that the present Secretary of 
Agriculture is a competent man and is desirous of benefiting the 
people by the administration of the office. He has had some ex- 
perience. Because the last Secretary was, as we believe, either 
evilly disposed or deficient in understanding, it does not necessa- 
rily follow that we must get more of that kind. They are rare. 

I do not believe you could select another man in the United States 
who would make as bad a botch in the discharge of the duties of 
the office as he. I should like to see the distribution of seeds con- 
tinued and restored to its original plan of selecting rare seeds to 
be sent to given points for e iment and at the same time to 
follow up the distribution and get reports as to the results. 

I know by personal observation that formerly the distribution 
of seeds did a vast amount of good, but latterly great complaint 
has come to me constantly in communications that the seeds 
would not grow. Formerly that was not the case; they were the 
very best seeds. The complaints, which grow out of the mode of 
selection, I presume, are due to a bad administration of the office. 
Because the office has been ‘badly administered and the design of 
the law has not been carried out, I do not see why we should 
abolish the issuance of seeds for that reason. I believe we have a 
fair prospect for a reform with the present Secretary. I have no 
doubt that we shall have all the reform in this regard that we ex- 

pect. I know that it is one of ths greatest sources of satisfaction 
to the farmers in remote regions, and is — more than 
anything else that the Government does. I hope the system will 
be improved and not abandoned. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President — 

Mr. CULLOM. There is nothing before the Senate. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator from Illinois will parden me just a 
moment. As one belonging to a not the same as that of the 
Secretary of Agriculture, I want to say that it must be gratifying 
to him to know—it certainly is to myself—that there has been this 
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expression of confidence in him by Senators belonging to all the 
various parties represented in this Chamber, and I sincerely hope 
we may have a result very different from what we had under the 
last Administration. 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. President, just a word. I have known the 
oa Secretary of Agriculture for a generation. Ihave been on 

is farm. He is a practical and a successful farmer. 1 have been 
in the school over which he presided, which is an ornament tomy 
State. In addition to being a practical farmer he is a thoroughly 
scientific man. 

While there has been much complaint about the administration 
of the lawin the distribution of seeds, I am satisfied from my 
knowledge of James Wilson that he will distribute them in sucha 
manner and procure such seeds as will be an advantage to the 
country. He has already, to my personal knowledge, sent to 
Europe to find grasses and foliage which are adapted to the high 
latitudes in which my friend the Senator from Colorado lives, and 
to the arid lands. He has investigated the culture of sugar beets 
throughout this country, so that in every county where the experi- 
ments have been made, and they cover thirty States, an accurate 
determination can be had as to the valueof the soil and the adap- 
tation of the climate to the production of sugar beets—a matter 
which will be of immense interest to the farmers of this country, 
for I hold that anything which adds a new industry to the farm- 
ers of the country is of national profit. It is not only of profit to 
the individual, but is of profit to the nation. 

Certainly. if we can, under the administration of this office as 
administered by Secretary Wilson, produce the sugar that the 
American people use, we will have conferred a great benefit, and 
whatever little cost we shall incur in the expense of carrying on 
the office is a mere bagatelle in comparison with the result. 

Mr. LopGE and Mr. Pasco addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. TheSenator from Massachusetts, 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator from Florida allow me to call 
the attention of the Senate to the fact that there is only one com- 
mittee amendment not disposed of in the bill, and that is on page 
16, in reference to irrigation? Did theSenator from Florida want 
to speak on that amendment? 

Mr. LODGE. I think I was recognized by the Chair. 
not? 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to say a word with reference to the section 
of the bill we are now upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PASCO. Was the Senator from Massachusetts recognized? 

Mr. LODGE. I was recognized. [amin nospecial hurry. I 
only wanted to say in connection with this matter of seeds that 
I suppose it is quite useless to oppose the adoption of the appro- 
priation, though I myself do not regard it as a very sensible ex- 
penditure of the public money. I opposed it before. 

Mr. PASCO. The Senator can not be heard on this side. 

Mr. LODGE. I hope that under the present Secretary at least 
we may have an intelligent distribution. The idea of distributing 
seeds, as originally started, was to distribute rare, new, and un- 
usual kinds for the purpose of experimenting with them in different 
parts of the country. Now we have scattered in large numbers, 
through the medium of Senators and Representatives, countless 
packages of perfectly common seeds that are bought in the open 
market from seedsmen and florists. It seems to me that that 
gives seeds for nothing to some American citizens while others 
are compelled to buy them. 

I do not think it is a desirable system, and I think, as at present 
conducted, it is a waste of the public money. If the expenditure 
can be used in such a way as to promote the growth of plants and 
vegetables, it is very well. Something, no doubt, can be done in 
that direction, but as it is at present conducted I think it is an 
expenditure that ought to cease. Although I am aware that 
nothing can be done against the appropriation in the bill, at the 
same time I felt it proper to en my own opinion in regard to 
the puperetiatee as it passes through the Senate. 

Mr. Turpie and Mr. MaLLory addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will call the attention 
of the Senate to the fact that there is no motion before the body, 

Mr.CULLOM. Iam trying to get the Senate to the considera- 
tion of the provision in the bill on page 16 not yet disposed of. 

Mr. TURPIE. By the courtesy of the Senator from Illinois, I 
ask unanimous consent to call up a private pension bill. The same 
bill was passed in the last Congress, and there is a pressing emer- 
gency for its passage. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Indiana asked me yesterday 
to allow him to call the bill up to-day before the appropriation 
bill was taken up. He happened to be out of the Chamber at the 
moment. If the Senate is willing, I am satisfied to let his bill be 
taken up, provided it does not lead to any discussion. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a bill (H. R. 6897) making appropriations to provide for the ex- 
penses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1899, and for other purposes; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

OLIVER P. GOODING. 


Mr. TURPIE. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 3149) granting a pension to Oliver P. Gooding. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with amendments, in line 9, after 
the word “‘ Insane,” to strike out ‘‘ on account of injuries received 
in battle and under fire in the line of duty;” and in line 11, before 
the word “‘ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ seventy-five” and insert “ fifty;” 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Oliver P. Gooding, late a 
brigadier-general, and brevetted a major-general for gallant conduct in action 
in the late war for the Union, and now an inmate of St. Elizabeth Hospital 
for the Insane, at the rate of $50 per month; said pension, when granted, to 
be paid to the lawfully appointed guardian of the said General Gooding. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 

ents were concurred in. E 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


GOVERNMENT OF HAWAIIAN ISLANDS, 


Mr. CULLOM. I yield now to the Senator from California 
(Mr. WHITE] to introduce a resolution. / Ys 
Mr. WHITE. ILintroduce a joint resolution, and ask that it lie 
on the table. Let it be read and lie on the table. 
The joint resolution (S. R. 100) declaring the policy of the 
United States concerning the Government of the Hawaiian Islands 
was read the first time by its title and the second time at length, 
as follows: 
Resolved, etc.. That of right it belongs wholly to the people of the Hawaiian 
Islands to establish and maintain their own form of government and domes- 
tic polity; that the United States ought in no wise to interfere therewith, and 
that any intervention in the political affairs of these islands by any other 
government will be regarded as an act unfriendly to the United States. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will lie on 
the table. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 6897) making appropriations to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal 
eg? ending June 30, 1899, and for other purposes, was read twice 

y its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. / 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 6351) making appropriations for the 
Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899. 

Mr. CULLOM. I now call the attention of the Senate to the 
provision on page 16, included in lines 19 to 24. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MALLORY. I rise to ask a question. Have we left the 
paragraphs of the bill which were under consideration? 

Mr. CULLOM. I will state to the Senator from Florida that 
the whole bill was read and all the amendments were adopted 
yesterday except the one to which I now call the attention of the 
Senate. The debate in reference to seeds was started because the 
Senator from Wyoming was not present. He has an amendment 
which he desires to offer. 

Mr. MALLORY. The bill isopen to amendment, I understand? 

Mr. PASCO. 1 will ask tho Senator from Ulinois if the bill will 
not be open to general amendment after the committee amend- 
ments are disposed of? 

Mr. CULLOM. It will be open to amendment. 

Mr. WARREN. I understand from the Senator in charge of 
the bill that the matter now pending in the Senate is the amend- 
ment with reference to irrigation. I do not wish to delay the con- 
sideration of the measure unduly, and especially because of the 
extreme good nature and courtesy of the distinguished Senator 
from Illinois who has char<e of the bill. 

The amendment proposes that there shall be $21,300, or so much 
thereof as 1i:ay be necessary, appropriated for the use of the Agri- 
cultural Department to forward the interests of irrigation and 
the reclamation of lands in connection with agriculture. There 
are a very great many reasons which might be advanced and a 

eat deal that might be said in support of the proposition, but 
it seems to me that it ought not to be necessary to take very much 
time upon a proposition so worthy, and one that will be so wide 
in its influences and good effects. 

It is not a local matter in the sense of benefiting a few people 
or a narrow area. It is a matter, in my judgment, of benefit to 





all parts of the United States. There is no question but that 
nearly half of the United States lies west of the one hundredth 
meridian, and it is an undisputed fact that seventeen States and 
Territories of the fifty are wholly or in part arid. 

There can be no question, then, as to the interest of that part 
of the United States in irrigation and reclamation of arid lands 
as applied toagriculture. But the East and South are also directly 
interested, as can be easily shown, though I will not take time 
now to advert to that phase of the case. 

Looking at the Government side, the United States has nearly 
ali its landed estate located inthe arid region. Of all the remain- 
ing public lands in the United States five-sixths or more are arid, 
It matters not whether the United States desires to sell this land, 
or, what is better, to secure its occupation by homestead settlers, 
the object is to get a thrifty class of people actually settled and 
living upon the !and. 

Now, with the several millions of dollars that we appropriate 
in the Agricultural appropriation bill and with some 2,300 em- 
ployees under pay in the Agricultural Department, there is not a 
single employee who is charged with this particular interest or 
with this particular branch of agriculture. We are simply ask- 
ing by this amendment that out of the 2,300 employees in the 
Agricultural Department we may have at leastone. Weare ask- 
ing that out of some three or four million dollars to be expended 
there may be a matter of twenty or twenty-one or twenty-two 
thousand dollars which can be used particularly with reference to 
that branch of agriculture that would be benefited by irrigation. 
It seems to me, Mr. President, that upon this short statement of 
facts this amendment ought to carry, and carry unanimously. 

It may be said that whether intentionally or not, the effect of 
the amendment is to create another bureau. All I have to say 
about that is, that if bureaus are bad things, we had better dis- 
continue those that now exist, or some of them; and if this propo- 
sition is a good one, it matters not whether it establishes a bureau 
or not; let us vote upon the merits of the case. 

I do not believe that the time has come or that the exigencies of 
the situation are such that we should resort to that oriental cus- 
tom of applying the wooden shoe to one-half of this continent. 
That is to say, 1 do not believe that, like the Chinese infant's foot, 
dwarfed in a wooden shoe, and the body allowed to grow out of all 
proportion to it, we are to dwarf one-half of our country for a 
matter of the lack of some $20,000, and to say that nothing shall 
be done to benefit the half of the country interested in irrigation, 
because, forsooth, it may ‘‘establish a bureau!” 

Iam willing to submit the question to a vote upon the facts— 
first, that this will be beneficial to every part of the United States, 
and that itis almost life and death and all in all tonearly one-half 
of the area of this United States; second, that out of 2,300 em- 
ployees this amendment asks for less than a possible dozen; third, 
that this in amount is a matter of only some $20,000, while the 
bill proposes to appropriate all together two or three million dollars. 

~e STEWART. I have given a great deal of attention to this 
subject. 

Mr. CULLOM. Before the Senator from Nevada proceeds, I 
should like to know what thereis before the Senate? I understood 
the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] was going to offer an 
amendment. 

Mr. BATE. The Senator from Wyoming offered an amendment 
last evening. 

‘Mr. CULLOM. I know he did. 

Mr. WARREN. Ifthe Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] 
will permit, I will say to the Senator from Ilinois that the pend- 
ing amendment was sent to the Secretary’s desk last night and 
its adoption moved. I have sought since that time to so frame 
the amendment that it might meet the views of the Senator in 
charge of the bill. Iam perfectly willing to offer a substitute for 
the amendment I proposed last evening, if by doing so it may 
overcome the objections which exist to the pending amendment. 
Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator let that be read so that Sen- 
ators may know what it is? 

Mr. WARREN. I will ask that the amendment now before 
the Senate may first be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment heretofore sub- 
— by the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] will first 

2 stated. 

The SzrcreETARyY. Itis proposed to strike out the amendment 
reported by the Committee on Appropriations, which was to in- 
sert, on page 16, after line 18, the following: 

Irrigation information: For the purpose of collecting from agricultural 
colleges, agricultural experiment stations, and other sources, practical in- 


formation and data on the subject of irrigation, and publishing the same in 
bulletin form, $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


Division of irrigation and reclamation of arid lands: One irrigation engi- 
neer, who shall be chief of division, and who shall have such theoretical 
knowledge and practical skill and experience as will fit him for the pom. 

3,000; one assistant engineer, $1,800, both of whom shall be eupome by the 
retary of Agriculture; one draftsman, $1,500; one clerk, $1,000; in all $7,300. 
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of the method of building and operating irrigation canals; 
estigati f th lati f the duty of a zs b- 

use; inv ations 0! e relation o: © duty of water © pro 
= alge and to the ultimate area which can be reclaimed; investiga- 
tions into the nature of rights to water acquired for distribution, storage; 
use, or sale; employment of local and special agents and assistants; mate- 
rials, tools, apparatus, supplies, and labor in conducting experiments; freight 


and express charges; traveling expenses, and rent of building for office; 


preparation of drawings, illustrations, reports, $14,000. 
Mr. WARREN. Now I ask the Secretary to read the amend- 
ment which I have just sent to the desk. 
Mr. CULLOM, I should like to hear that read. 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert in lieu of the commit- 
tee amendment the following: 
ion information: For the appointment by the Secretary of Agricul- 
A... an irrigation engineer, who shall havesuch theoretical knowledge and 
ractical skill and experience in connection with actual irrigation work in 
fre arid-land States or Territories as will fit him for the position, $3,000. 
Investigations of the method of an and operating irrigation canals; 
investigations of the relation of the use and utility of water to the problems 
of storage and to the ultimate area which can be reclaimed; investigations 
into the nature of rights to water acquired for distribution, storage, use, or 
sale; supplies and labor in conducting experiments; freight and express 


c : traveling expenses. preparation of drawings, illustrations, reports, 
and bulletins, publishing and distributing the same, $20,000. 


Mr.STEWART. Mr. President, I prefer the amendment which 
the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] first offered. 

I desire to make a few suggestions in regard to this subject, for 
I take a very deep interest in it. The committee of which I am 
chairman has over nearly all the United States taking tes- 
timony and spent the whole summer in investigating the matter. 
We are of the opinion that it is a very important subject. There 
is no doubt about its importance. 

Agriculture by irrigation is very old. a more than half 
of all the agriculture which has been prosecuted by man has been 
by means of irrigation. First agriculture commenced in the arid 
regions, and great empires grew up by means of irrigation, which 
have since — into deserts. The war between the desert and 
cultivated fields is a war which is thousands of years old. In this 
country, however, until quite recently we were not brought face 
to face with the proposition. Our ancestors came from those 
parts of Europe which had sufficient rainfall to produce ordinary 
crops, and very little irrigation was practiced there. We were 
entirely uninformed upon the subject. When population spread 
over the arid region the people labored under great disadvantages. 

The most remarkable development on this continent by irriga- 
tion was made by the Mormons, which seemed almost marvelous. 
They went into the desert, a thousand miles from where there had 
been any cultivation and where cultivation could only be prose- 
cuted by irrigation. Neither they nor their ancestors had ever 
seen any irrigation, but they worked out the problem and led the 
way. Most valuable lessons can be learned from seeing what a 
thriving community grew up in that country by means of irriga- 
tion and the perseverance of those people. They established their 
own regulations. They were not trammeled - written laws, not 
trammeled by acts of Congress. They were left, as the miners 
were, oe ec free to make their own arrangements. They 
divided the country into irrigation districts, cooperated with each 
other, and succeeded in making a garden in the desert which is 
admired by everybody. 

But our immigrants when they went into the arid regions, 
without any cooperation, without any information, met the same 
oa which obtains still. ‘They were unable to raise ordinary 
vegetables where they had land and water, for the lack of know!l- 
edge how to bring them together. It is quite an art to raise even 

tatoes. The best potatoes in the world are raised by means of 
irrigation, but the water applied at the wrong time would destroy 
the crop. If the crop is irrigated too long, or at the wrong season, 
the potatoes would be ruined, but if the irrigation takes place just 
at the right time, then perfect crops are secured each year. 

So with various other vegetables. There is a great deal of de- 
tailed knowledge connected with the subject, which our people 
are gradually learning for themselves. 

If a bureau or division is to be organized for the collection and 
dissemination of information, and it confines itself to collecting 
and disseminating information as to the methods of irrigation 
and as to the best methods of raising different kinds of crops, it 
can collect valuable information; but there are localities in the 
United States where the people are very much advanced in this 
business, and there are other localities which remain practically a 
desert, because the meople do not know how to epply the water. It 
requires a great deal of experience and knowledge, and a bureau 
which will confine itself strictly to the dissemination of knowl- 
edge can be made very useful. 

We made several experiments here in having bureaus connected 
with this subject, but we were unfortunate because they all got 
ambitious and wanted to control the legislation of Congress, and 
so they came in conflict with other interests and we had to aban- 
donthem. Wehad an appropriation of $2,000 tocarry on asimilar 
enterprise to the one proposed by the pending amendment, but it 
, and. the objects of it were not carried out. We had our } 
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Director of the Geological Survey undertaking to do too much, 
and he came in conflict with other interests, and so we had to 
abandon that bureau. Consequently these schemes have not ac- 
complished what was anticipated. 

It seems to me in this amendment we have a proposition which, 
if it can be confined to its legitimate functions, may accomplish a 
great dealof good. Nearly one-half of the entire area of the United 
States is arid and it would be benefited by irrigation, if the facts 
can be brought together and the experience which has been gained 
from time to time can be communicated to those who propose to 
cultivate the land. Great good would be done if the people al) 
over the country had the same knowledge as have the people of 
Utah, who have devoted themselves to irrigation and wake great 
success of it. 

It would not be of so much importance to those people; but even 
in Utah, as time goes on, they find new methods in agriculture. 
New methods of applying the water are being discovered and de- 
veloped. So they will go on in this department and in every other 
department of agriculture. It isa great field and requires the 
dissemination of knowledge. If there is anything that the Agri- 
cultural Department can do which would be more beneficial than 
any other particular thing, it seems to me this is the one, if it can 
be carried out. 

I would not care about investigating titles, because that will 
produce conflicts. I want the bureau, if it be established, to in- 
vestigate facts in regard to the modes of irrigation. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is not that a question of engineering? 

Mr. STEWART. Itisa question of engineering in part, though 
almost any engineer can lay out a ditch and build dams; but it 
requires experience to estimate—it can not be done by mathemat- 
ics alone—the area that can be covered by a given quantity of 
water, the distribution of the water, andallthat. Thereisa great 
deal of experience in that line which is not acquired in ordinary 
engineering. 

Independent of the engineering problem, there is the application 
of the water to the land at the proper time, at the proper season to 

roduce crops; and without that knowledge labor is thrown away. 

own in southern California you find that they will do with a 
miner's inch of water as much on land in the way of producing 
—— as they will in many other localities with fifty miner’s 
inches, because they know there how to economize the water, how 
to put it on, the right time, and the right circumstances. 

If such facts as these are collected and laid before the people 
generally, the information will be exceedingly valuable. If this 
Bureau is confined to the business of disseminating information, I 
would not want anything more. I do not want them to go to in- 
vestigating titles. The people will work out their titles. These 
questions will be worked out by law. Such questions as con- 
structing a ditch or building a reservoir are accessible to every- 
body. ‘Those are engineering problems that you find in works on 
engineering in better form than they can be given by this Bureau, 
and they are very well understood. But what I want is informa- 
tion as to the practical application of water to land for the pro- 
duction of crops cf various kinds, and when and how it should be 
applied. 

Mr. WILSON. May I interrupt the Senator right there? It is 
along the line upon which he has been speaking. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. WILSON. If this amendment is enacted into law, will it 
cause the chief engineer or the engineer in charge to go actively 
into the field, or will the matter be entirely determined by a 
bureau here in Washington? We have had enough experiences 
heretofore, as the Senator knows, on the subject of irrigation, and 
we have had enough reports. What we need nowis to have some 
practical engineering difficulties obviated, if possible; but I do not 
think that can be done by establishing men of this character here 
in Washington. 

If, however, we succeed jn adopting the pending amendment, 
which I am inclined to be favorable to, will it cause men to go 
actively into this arid region and make reports upon which we 
can determine what is the best thing to do with the arid lands? 
That is the point. 

Mr. STEWART. The amendment, it seems to me, will make 
it easy for the Department to carry out the views suggested by 
the Senator from Washington. 

; Mr. SPOONER. One engineer could not go all over that coun- 





ry. 

Mr. STEWART. That is not necessary. If this matter is 
placed in the control of an intelligent man—and there are several 
provided for in the amendment, and it is not expected to have all 
the work done at once—he can collect a great deal of information 
in regard to irrigation in the several States in a year, and he 
can collect a great deal of information as to the production of 
certain crops, and can disseminate some information each year; 


but if the Bureau is to go into the business of surveying and do it 
all in one year—— 


Mr. WILSON. That is not necessary. 


—_ 
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Mr. STEWART. If that is done, then the Bureau will be 
brought in conflict with Congress ali the while, and the thing will 
be abolished, as it was before. If they merely go to collecting 
information and disseminating knowledge, then they will have a 
field which is unoccupied; there will be no friction, and the work 
will goon. If, however, they attempt to get up a system of laws 
regulating titles and matters of that kind, they will get into con- 
flict immediately; it will be just as it has been in the past, and we 
will soon all agree to drop it and repeal the law. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Iunderstand the Senator from Nevada to say 
that what he desires is to gather up and disseminate among the 

eople all practical or technical scientific information which the 
en may think necessary to enable the people to use water to 
irrigate land? 

Mr. STEWART. That is it. 

Mr. CAFFERY. What is the use of providing engineers for 
that purpose at all? Why not make the appropriation direct and 
give it in charge of the Secretary of Agriculture for execution, to 
gather up all this sort of knowledge, and disseminate it so that 
the people may avail themselves of it? 

As the Senator very correctly remarked, the matter of digging 
ditches and building dams is fully known. That kind of knowl- 
edge is already acquired, and can be obtained by anybody; but the 
practical import of the Senator’s remarks is that the Bureau shall 
gather such information and disseminate it among the people as 
will enable settlers upon these arid lands to devote them to profit- 
able agriculture. 

Mr. STEWART. That is exactly the scope of the scheme that I 
am in favorof. Iam not in favor of going beyond that, and if the 
language of the amendment would extend jurisdiction to other 
problems I should oppose it. I want to collect information with 
regard to this subject the same as you would with regard to the 
cultivation of cotton or the cultivation of any of the cereals, or 
to the investigation of the diseases of animals, or anything as to 
which you can disseminate information amongst the people to 
enable them to protect themselves in that case or to enable them 
in this case to pursue agriculture in this new mode—new to us, 
but it is old—of irrigation. 

I should like to see it confined to that, and I would not advise 
going beyond that. I should be willing to see a liberal a. 
ation, say $20,000, for that purpose every year, because lieve 
that it would bring in large returns in the way of the development 
of agriculture by irrigation, which is a great problem in itself. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I hardly know what we are firing 
at here. i do not see any fixed target. There are two or three 
oa before the Senate presented by the Senator from 

yoming [Mr. rns and I hardly know which one of them 
we are to contend with. rather think, from the cursory glance I 
have given it, that the first proposition made is the better one. I 
do not know whether the Senator from Wyoming intends the last 
proposition as a substitute for the former or not. He seems to be 
feeling his way along in order tosee which one he can get through. 
I for one am opposed to the first proposition, although I think it 
is better than the other one. 

The subject of irrigation is not a new thing in this Senate. I 
believe every two years we have had some talk in regard to the 
question, and proposition after proposition has been presented to 
the Senate. The Senator who has just taken his seat will recollect 
the raid made upon Major Powell growing out of these facts. I 
remember it very well. Major Powell did not act so as to suit the 
Senator from Nevada. The Senator was not satisfied with the 
disposition of the money or with the surveys which had been made, 
or something of that kind. 

Mr. WARREN, The Senator is mistaken. I never attacked 
Major Powell. 

Mr. BATE. No; I said the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stew- 
ART]. Inever heard the Senator from Wyoming doso, but I have 
heard the Senator from Nevada make such attacks. 

This proposition in the shape of an amendment seems to me but 
the beginning of an end. You are asking here for a compara- 
tively small appropriation; but look at the vast work before you, 
if you once begin it. Here is a vast area, one composing, per- 
haps, two-fifths of this country, which is arid. You want to 
reclaim it, and you want now, I suppose, to ascertain the area 
which is to be reclaimed; at least that is what you say in the 
amendment. How can you do that without an engineering force? 
You ask for an engineer here at $3,000 a year, and you ask for an 
assistant engineer at $1,800. Then you wanta draftsman at $1,500, 
one clerk at $1,000, another at $900, and so on. That is what 1 
understand the Senator from Wyoming to ask for now. 

Independent of that, it is asked that there be experts, laborers, 
implements, etc., that transportation be furnished, and there shall 
be paid the necessary mi and other expenses. In reading be- 
tween the lines I take it that it means the establishment of an 
irrigation bureau. Hence I say it is the beginning of an organi- 
zation of that kind, the end of which we can not see. 

I do not believe the time is very opportune for us to be branch- 


ing out and establishing new bureaus in the Departments. I d 
not think the condition of the country, so far as its finances oo 
the onerous taxes on the people are concerned, justifies any such 
thing. I think the subject had better be deferred to some other 
time and under other circumstances than to be pressed under the 
conditions which now surround us. 

It is, as I have said, the beginning of anend. This is the first 
step toward that end when you appoint an engineer and an as- 
sistant engineer, with a score of other men to do their bidding, 
Unless you are going to survey you do not want an engineer, 
What is an engineer for but tosurvey? Then you want to survey 
at least a part of this arid country, make some experiments there, 
and make a mayest of the results,so that hereafter larger appro- 

riations may made to carry on more extensive work. ig 
is the entering wedge, and you will be obliged hereafter to make 
larger and still larger appropriations to the end, as Senators may 
see, of having all this arid country put under agriculture. That 
is a beautiful thought; it is an attractive idea, and I should like 
to see it done. So would every other man who wants this coun- 
try to prosper, but I do not believe this is the time to undertake a 
job like this. 

It is a mammoth scheme. It is a vast undertaking. It wiil re- 
quire reservoirs to be built upon the sides of the mountains and 
vast storehouses to be erected for the water which comes from 
the melting snow at certain seasons, in order that at other seasons, 
when it is dry, you may permeate that land with water, canalize 
the country—the arid region—and thus utilize this water from the 
storehouses upon the mountain side, thereby fructifying the coun- 
try and securing the amazing development and production which 
it is hoped may result from such a scheme. 

Ihave seen irrigation practiced in oneortwo sections of this coun- 
try. Itisnot a newthing, even with us. I have not been abroad, 
buat you will find this was carried on two thousand years ago in 
old Egypt and elsewhere and in the ancient countries. The sys- 
tem of irrigation is simple, and is about perfect, or almost so. It 
needs but a man of common sense and practical knowl to suc- 
ceed in this. It does not require a great deal of scientific attain- 
ment to doit. I was in California three or four years ago, in the 
beautiful valleys of Fresno and San Joaquin, where the San 
Joaquin River flows, and along the valley of the Kern and Kings 
rivers, a valley almost as large as some of our States. 

It was surprising to me to see how that country had been canal- 
ized and the water brought from the mountain side through these 
rivers permeating the whole country where they grow their vine- 
yards. One of the most remarkable things in this arid country is 
that this water percolates through the sandy soil to a remarkable 
distance and nourishes the roots of vegetation, while above the 
ground is as dry and mellow as an ash bank. So it is with the 
—_ vineyards around Fresno and that region of country. 

irrigation is accommodating to the seasons, and water is ap- 
plied and withheld at will. It has made a garden out of a desert. 

How has it been done? That enterprising people did not call 
upon the General Government to take the funds which belonged 
in common to the of all the other States to establish those 
vineyards and utilize the water in that way. Not atall, sir. It 
has been done by individual pee eae, and there is the distinc- 
tion. This ought to be done, I willsay to theSenator from Wyo- 


ming, by private a 

I do not believe in the General Government taking charge of 
matters which bel to the States or to individuals. I do not 
believe in the General Government putting its long, bony fingers 
down into the body of a State and eviscerating it. I believe in 
letting the States have their rights, and so with individuals; and 
if anything is to be done within the compass of a State which the 
State can it should be done by the State and not by the Gen- 
eral Government, except where the right to do so has been ex- 
pressly granted by our organic law. 

So this is all wrong according to my idea and theory of our Gov- 
ernment. From the days of our fathers there has been a in 
this country objecting to all this; but I am sorry to see there has 
been a gradual growth, I think, to the injury of our people, in the 
expansion of centralized power over local authority, and thus 
overriding constitutional barriers. 

Local self-government is the very foundation of the institutions 
of this country; and whenever you take away local self-govern- 
ment, we are gone; and this amendment, it seems to me, is in that 
direction. It is centralizing in its tendency, and it is paternalism. 

Mr. GEAR. May I interrupt the Senator a moment? 

Mr. BATE. Certainly. 

Mr. GEAR. You can not apply local self 


-government to these 
lands which belong to the F Government. They are Fed- 
eral property. 

Mr. BATE. There is a small part that to the Federal 


Government, but this amendment is not at confined to the 
land which belongs to the Government. 

Mr, GEAR. I will say to the Senator that about 80 per cent of 
the arid lands im the States belong to the Government. 
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Mr. BATE. Very weil. 
ment has vast territories all 


In reply to that I say that the Govern- 
over the country that do not need 
irrigation, that are rich and productive, with large timber upon 
them. e invite to them the toilers and the enterprising men 
who want tofoundahome. They can Be there and find a home 
ready for culture and not be driven to the necessity of irrigating 
the . Your State is full of it. My State, old as it is, has 
some land yet. : ’ : 

Mr. GEAR. There is not an acre of public land in my State. 

Mr. BATE. You have not an acre irrigated in your State 
either, I take it—not in the entire State of Iowa. 

Mr. CULLOM. It does not need it. 

Mr. GEAR. It does not need it. 

Mr. BATE. That is what I say. 

Mr. GEAR. This land in the far interior States which can be 
made valuable by irrigation, it seems me, should be irrigated. 

Mr. BATE. When the time comes that we have not land 
enough, rich and productive without artificial means, we can 
look to this arid waste and irrigate it, provided we can do so under 
the Constitution of our country. e ought not to do it now, 
while we have these vast acres, millions upon millions, that can 
be settled without the aid of water and which will produce ail 
you need, That is now the situation, and I say it is inoppor- 
tune—— 

Mr. GEAR. I should like to ask the Senator where this vast 
acreage of arable, rich land is? 

Mr. BATE. All over our Western country. 

Mr. GEAR. In what States? 

Mr. BATE. From the Missouri River even to California—all 
along the line. 

Mr. GEAR. There is not an acre in that country that I know 
of, and I am somewhat familiar with it, having lived there all my 
life. There is not an acre of Government land in those States 
that is not arid. 

Mr. BATE. We have four Territories now which have not yet 
been formed into States. Oklahoma—— 

Mr. GEAR. There is not an acre of Government land there. 

Mr. BATE. Arizona and New Mexico. 

Mr. GEAR. Arizona is an arid waste, 

Mr. BATE. Certainly, it is partly so, and—— 

Mr. GEAR. So is New Mexico. 

Mr. BATE. Isay we have those Territories now. There is no 
trouble in the world in getting ao to go there and enter upon 
those lands and make an indivi enterprise of it, and it is fill- 
ing up with enterprising people, regardless of the quality of the 


Mr. GEAR. There is not an acre of Government land in Okla- 


oma. 

Mr. BATE. Iam not advised as to the number of acres of land 
there, but we have idle land all over this country -— 

Mr. GEAR. There island in Arizona, in New Mexico, and very 
littie in the two Dakotas. Al amount of that is arid, and to 
make it arable and valuable should be irrigated. 

Mr. BATE. A man of enterprise and energy and force of char- 
acter who wants to find a farm and get it ch y and from the 
Government can doso. We legislate here nearly every day upon 
claims of settlers on public lands. Ido not live in the West, and 
I do not know the situation there so well as do some other Sena- 
tors, but I know we are legislating constantly upon the matter of 
settlers on public lands and allowing men to get land for $1.50 
and §2.50 an acre, and the records will so show it. 

Several Senators. Oh, no. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Tennessee 
a question, if he will permit me. 

r. BATE. ———. 

Mr. ALLEN. What difference is there in principle between an 
appropriation of money to improve the Tennessee and Cumberland 
rivers and a similar appropriation to improve arid lands? 

Mr. BATE. There is this distinction, the Government retains 
possession of the river; it never gives up its title, and you can not 
even build a bridge across it unless you get the permission of the 
Government. On the other hand, it sells out its lands to settlers, 
and they cultivate them and own them and geta title in fee simple. 
But the United States never gives up her original power and right 
to utilize, if necessary, for the use of the Government its streams. 
That is the difference, and it is a very marked one. 

Mr. WARREN. I desire to say that the Senator from Tennes- 
see is mistaken when he states that the Government owns all the 
waters of this country. I desire to say to the Senator that when 
the Western States were admitted the law of admission expressly 
gave the States the water, so that while it may be true in one part 
of the country it certainly is not true in the arid region. 

Mr. BATE. I do not mean all the water, but I mean the navi- 
gable rivers of this country; and the Government has never given 
up the right to control the navigable rivers of the country, except 
in qualified form, to allow a bridge to be built over it or a similar 


Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will permit me, the appropriation 
of money to improve a navigable river is upon the theory that it 
is an aid to commerce. 

Mr. BATE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLEN. The appropriation of money to make an irriga- 
tion survey is upon the theory that that is an aid to agriculture, 
and therefore an indirect aid to commerce, 

. BATE. Yes, sir; that is true. 
Mr. ALLEN. Is there any difference in principle between the 


0? 

Mr. BATE. A very marked difference. Oneis for commercial 
purposes, and you have to make your appropriation there not for 
the purpose of protecting the land upon the border of the river, 
but to make the river more navigable for the benefit of commerce. 
As I said a while ago, whenever you are driven to the necessity 
of irrigating lands and you have no lands for the people to live on 
without irrigation, and this question presents itself, you may be 
able to override these difficulties. But that time has not come. 

Mr. CULLOM. I wish to make a suggestion to all the Sena- 
tors. 

Mr. BATE. I will hear it. 

Mr. CULLOM. Hearing the Senator from Nevada, it occurred 
to me that this amendment, with a little enlargement, would an- 
swer the whole purpose. 

Mr. STEWART. What is it? 

Mr. CULLOM. I will read it: 


For the — of collecting from agricultural colleges, agricultural ex- 
periment stations, and other sources, including practical agents ana engi- 
neers, valuable information and data on the subject of irrigation, and pu 
lishing the same in bulletin form, $15,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary. 


Mr, BATE. It says $5,000 there now. 

Mr. WARREN. Make it $20,000. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have enlarged it to $15,000, 

Mr. BATE. I do not object to that amendment of the commit- 
tee to procure information and publish it in bulletin form for dis- 
tribution. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is just what I understand the Senator 
from Nevada wants. 

Mr. WARREN. Make it $20,000. 

Mr. BATE. I have no particular objection to the amendment 
of the committee, nor a reasonable amount that may be indicated 
by the committee. 

Mr. WARREN. Will you make it $20,000, then? 

Mr. BATE. Itis a part of my idea and theory 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will allow me, what I desire is 
that the Western country shall have an opportunity to acquire the 
information necessary in regard to the irrigation of land. 

Mr. BATE. I agree to that. 

Mr. CULLOM. This amendment prevents the establishment of 
a bureau or anything of that sort. 

Mr. BATE. I have nothing to say particularly about that, but 
I think this purpose ought to be effected through experiment 
stations. 

Mr. CULLOM. The amendment includes them. 

Mr. BATE. A large aniount of money is appropriated now, 
and I believe it goes to every State; and every State, I believe, has 
agricultural experiment stations. I think they ought to take 
charge of these matters. I think it is practical, eminently so. I 
have no objection to the amendment, particularly, if the idea is to 
get the information, and if that is all they want, through the 
channels suggested by the Senator who has the bill in charge. 
The Senator from Illinois can enlarge the amount if he wants to, 
but everything is expressed in the amendment as it comes from 
the committee, it seems to me, that is required; and I can not go 
a foot beyond that. There are many other things I might say 
about this subject, but inasmuch 

Mr, CULLOM. If that is satisfactory, let us vote. 

Mr. BATE. Inasmuch as the committee has perfected that 
which seems to be satisfactory, I shall have nothing further to 
say about it. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let the amendment be reported and let us have 
a vote on it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I desire to say a few words 
which are suggested by the sentiments expressed and implied by 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Bartz]. I have not been in the 
Senate long, and would hesitate to reply to a Senator of such age, 
long service, and distinction had not so many others expressed 
sentiments along thesame lineand even moreextreme, and claimed 
that they were the essence of Jeffersonian Democracy. Ever 
since I have been here I have been hearing, ever and anon, some 
of our friends who claim to be Jeffersonian Democrats rise and 
make objections not only to a proposition of this kind, but to 
almost every proposition where it is proposed to have the agency 
of the people, that is, the Government, do for the people what can 
be done through such agency better than by individual effort. 

I have heard distinguished Senators—Democrats—rise in their 
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places and say that they oppose this proposition and that it pro- 
motes the general welfare because it is against the genius and 


fundamental principle of our Government. I have heard them 
say they oppose any public function being done by the Govern- 
ment—that is, by all the beople—for the benefit of all, because it 
was possible for such function to be operated, however imper- 
fectly, by private syndicates and corporations. Ihave heard them 
admit that such function could be operated cheaper, more equita- 
bly, and better by the Government than by private monopolies, 
yet I have heard them say that they opposed the proposition be- 
cause it was against the doctrine of Thomas Jefferson. This pe- 
culiar version, not to say perversion, of Democracy has interested 
me, because I was reared a Democrat, and because all of my an- 
cestors were Democrats, and Jeffersonian Democrats, from the 
Revolutionary war up. None of myancesters were Tories. None 
of them believed in the doctrines of Hamilton. Thay have all 
been Democrats of the old school, and Iam a Democrat of the Jef- 
fersonian stripe now. I refused to support or vote for Cleveland 
in 1892 because I believe in the Democracy of Jefferson and Jack- 
son. For this reason Iam now a Populist. The platform of the 
People’s Party stands for the Democracy of Jefferson and the Re- 
publicanism of Lincoln. 

The Democracy, 1860 until 1896, has stood for the doctrines of 
Hamilton. The Chicagoplatform declares for a partof Jefferson's 

rinciples. The platform of the People’s Party declares for all of 

efferson’s creed. ‘ 

I thought I had been trained from my cradle to the principles 
of Jeffersonian Democracy, and since I have heard these latter-day 
strange perversions of Jeffersonian Democracy I have taken some 
time and trouble to inform myself still further, if possible, as to 
what was the fundamental creed of Democracy. 

I have just heard the distinguished Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. 
BATE], a typical Southern gentleman, what we call an old-line 
Southern Democrat, who calls himself a Jeffersonian Democrat, 
use the general pet — that are used by a Senator or Con- 
gressman or any public man when he wants to kick against some- 
thing which he is forced to admit is good. He says that it is 
against the principles of our Government, that it is against the 
principles of Democracy, and then he strings out these phrases: 
**It is paternalism,” “It is centralization,” it is this, and it is that. 

Yesterday I was discussing a similar proposition—a needed re- 
form that can never be gotten except by the exercise of the power 
and authority of the General Government—with a distinguished 
Democrat. e turned and said: ‘‘I admit that we need such a 
reform, but Thomas Jefferson said that the best government was 
the government that governed the least. Therefore I am in favor 
of the Government simply collecting taxes and policing the coun- 
try, and stopping there, leaving everything else to private enter- 
prise.” I said, ‘*‘ What! You are in favor of leaving a public func- 
tion to private enterprise, either to be neglected by private capital 
or used to levy tribute upon the public, but using a monopoly! 
You are not in favor of doing what the people in a united capac- 
ity can do better through their agency, their Government, which 
they have established for the promotion of the general welfare! 
You are not in favor of the people having done unitedly what can 
better be done that way than oe private enterprise—doing what 
the individual can not so well, so cheaply, and so justly do for 
himself and others! No, no; it is against the principles of De- 
mocracy.” 

I simply rise to protest, as a Democrat of the Jeffersonian school, 
against such statements as representing Democratic principles. 
T rise to state that there has been nothing perverted, distorted, 
and twisted so badly during the last one hundred years in this 
country as what is known as Jeffersonian Democracy. While Jef- 
ferson used about that language, yet when it is quoted asastatement 
from Jefferson to prohibit having the Government do what is 
necessary to be done to promote the happiness and general wel- 
a of the people of this country, they are libeling Thomas Jef- 

erson. 

Jefferson’s life, his writings, his actions, what he advocated, all 
belie that expression in the way it is interpreted by our friends 
when they want to oppose something good being done and can not 
get any other reason. 

Tho Democracy of Thomas Jefferson stood for the Government 
doing whatever was necessary to protect the life, liberty, and 
property of the people and promote the general welfare and pre- 
gerve to ourselves and our posterity all the inalienable rights of 
man. 

It was for those purposes that governments were established 
among men. 

I was discussing the other day the — question with a 
distinguished Democrat. I asked him if he did not think it was 
as much a governmental function as the Post-Office Department. 
He said the Post-Office Department was un-Democratic; that it 
was paternalism and centralization, and that if we did not have 
it we ought never to have it; that it was best to turn it over to 
private individuals. 


I asked if he did not think the telegraph ought to be operated as 
a part of the Post-Office Department. I quoted some facts and 
figures to show what advantages would come. He said, “I ad- 
mit all that; but it is against the principles of Democracy, and 
therefore I have to fight it.” 

Mr. President, Iam greatly in sympathy with this proposition 
of our friends from the West; in fact. I foal like stan Se be our 
friends out there in everything that will give them the advantages 
the East and other sections of the country have had, and bring 
en up on a parity with what the older sections of the country 

ave. 

But without any regard to the merits of this question, I want 
to protest against our good Democratic friends, who are right on 
many things, using this heresy, using this perversion of Democ- 
racy, to excuse them or for fooling themselves into the belief that 
they ought not to vote for doing a thing that ought to be done, 
that is good, that their judgment warrants, simply because they 
say it is against the principles of Democracy. 

r. President, there is not a monopoly, there is not a trust, 
there is not a combine in creation but what will be satisfied for 
this Government to adopt the doctrine that the Government will 
leave everything to private pet agg and management and do 
nothing but collect taxes and police the country. That is the 
most favorable condition of things that any Government can es- 
tablish—to let trusts, combines, and monopolies run rampant and 
run your country. 

When our Government was established our forefathers provided 
that we should take charge of the instruments of commerce, and 
we shouid control them in the interest of the public good. If you 
will go back and read the debates in the Constitutional Conven- 
tion, you will find that that argument was used for establishing a 
Post-Office Department. 

They pointed out that a Post-Office Department was a natural 
monopoly,and that if the Government allowed it to go into the 
hands of private individuals you would havea monopoly at birth 
which would grow in its power, not only to interfere with com- 
merce and business, to intimidate,to give discrimination to one 
section and against another, but that it would raise up a monopoly 
that would taint, if not control, the Government itself. 

Therefore every man who is opposed to monopoly—and that is 
the fundamental principle of Democracy—must be opposed to a 
natural monopoly like the Post-Office being in the hands of private 
individuals. That was Jeffersonian Democracy, and that principle 
was applied at that time to every natural monopoly in sight. 

Since that time Democracy has been perverted into allowing 
every natural monopoly to have full sway as a private enterprise. 
That is a poisonous doctrine which has crept into Democracy, and 
which has been favorable to the building up of the very trusts 
and combines we now denounce and arraign, though we have 
shielded them with the perversion of Jeffersonian Democracy. 

With reference to the amendment—— 

Mr.BATE. May linterrupt my friend the Senator from North 
Carolina? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. BATE. Private enterprises are not confined to monopolies. 
I am as much against monopolies as is the Senator from North 
Carolina or any other man, and to trusts and combines also. There 
are individual farmers who go out there, and they themselves can 
unite, if they want to do so, as they did in California. There are 
many instances in the West of neighbors uniting and managing 
the canals to suit themselves. That is individual enterprise. It 
is not a monopoly. 

Mr. BUTLER. Are you opposed to natural monopolies being 
in private hands? 

Mr. BATE. Iam opposed to monopolies in the sense that the 
word is used here, that —_ use it, for the purpose of Jestroying 
individual enterprise. Iam opposed to it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then a natural a, is a monopoly to be- 
gin with. It isa monopoly at birth. Therefore if it is ever put 
into the hands of private individuals you would have a private 
monopoly, which all the fathers of our country, the majority of 
the Constitutional Convention, declared positively against. 

Every Jeffersonian Democrat has declared against monopolies, 
and yet every time you put a natural monopoly into private hands 

ou create a —— in private hands that is a monopoly at 
irth. It is a monopoly the very first day it is in existence, just 
as much as the Standard Oil monopoly is one now by growth. 

But with reference tothis amendment, while that does not come 
strictly under the point I was making in respect to this use of 
Jeffersonian Democracy—the attempt to bolster up this position 
by quoting Jeffersonian Democracy—this Government has in hun- 
dreds and hundreds of cases made appropriations for similar pur- 
poses for the benefit of people within a certain limited territor 
— it could be done by the Government better than by indi- 
viduals. 

Even when you improve a river you are simply doing it for the 
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benefit of a small territory, and while it is a means of transpor- 
tation and one of the instruments of commerce, yet you are doing 
it for the benefit of a small territory. Fetes ; 

Now, the only objection to this appropriation is that it covers a 


limited territory. at can be e against ninety-nine out of 
one hundred appropriations of money here which are madeappro- 
priately and justly. I think the correct principle for this country 
to stand on, and which should be practiced by Democrats, Repub- 
licans, and Populists, and all parties, is that the General Govern- 
ment shall do whatever it, acting as the agent of the people, can 
do best for them, can do better than individuals acting for them- 
selves cando. If that is not the business of the Government, then 
we will willfully deprive ourselves of one of the greatest benefits 
that can come to citizens from the establishment and formation 
of government. 


r. KYLE. I wish to give my assent to the proposition offered- 


by the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN], and to state that 
in some respects I differ with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
Bate], who is right upon a great many propositions. 

I do not object to paternalism and to the stretching of the Con- 
stitution, if it has to be stretched, in the interest of the people of 
our country, and certainly preparing public lands for the recep- 
tion of the people is in the interest of the people. If the Senator 
will but take the map of the United States and examine the public 
lands which are now available, he will see that nearly every acre 
that the Government has upon which rain falls has already been 
taken up by the _—. eare increasing in population at the 
rate of almosta million a year. We have had wave after wave of 

pulation from the Atlantic Coast rolling on to the foot of the 

ocky Mountains, until now our people are ae at the foot- 
hills of the arid lands of the mountain districts. They have done 
what they could along the small streams of the West in the way 
of irrigation. 

The Senator from Tennessee spoke of Fresno, Cal., and other 
beautiful spots, such as are to be found in Washington, Nevada, 
Wyoming, and Colorado, where the people themselves have taken 
advantage of the small streams and irrigated the land without the 
help of the General Government. That is entirely possible in 
many localities, but such streams have long since been made use 
of, and now we are confronted with the Ae ger how to get 
woe upon the great body of what are ca arid and semiarid 


lands. 

One-half of the State which I have the honor in part to repre- 
sent is in the semiarid belt, or west of the one hundredth meridian. 
It is magnificent land, a deep alluvial deposit of black soil, soil 5 
or 4 feet deep, and capable of as an abundance of all 
kinds of agricultural crops if we can get the water upon it. We 
have systems of irrigation by artesian wells in South Dakota, and 
in many instances it has been the means of producing bountiful 
crops, but our —— are still ignorant as to how to get the water 
upon the land. the information inthe hands of people in other 
States or in other countries can be placed in our hands it will 
prove & great blessing and benefit. 

Now, the question is how to make use of the arid lands com- 
rising between two-fifths and a half of the land of the United 
wates. I have heard it said by people who live in the Rocky 

Mountain region that a ditch constructed 5, 10, or 20 miles long, 
costing probably fifty or a hundred thousand dollars, would throw 
open vast tracts of splendid, arabie land to occupation by the peo- 
eof ourcountry. Oursmall communities can not do this work. 
ey have not the money. They are face to face with an impos- 
sibility. The General Government can do this work, and I be- 
lieve it is the duty of the people—of the Government—to construct 
these long ditches. charge the cost to the land, and then let the 
people make entries at the regular Government price plus the 
water cost. 

The Senator from Tennessee has said this is the beginning of an 
end, probably. If we adopt the amendment of the Senator from 
Wyoming, I admit freely that it is the beginning of an end. Itis 
the beginning of the creation of a bureau under the Department 
of Agriculture which shall look to the irrigation of this vast bod 
of arid lands. It properly belongs to the ens of Agricul- 
ture, and while to-day we are appropriating but a very few thou- 
sand dollars for the investigation of streams that are dry part of 
the year, and sending engineers to report as to reservoirs, lay of 
lands, etc., this is but the beginning. Some day this will be the 
important branch of the Agricultural Department, and will be the 
— of bringing this vast body of our territory under the 
plow. 

Mr. President, Iam heartily in favor of the proposition of the 
Senator from Wyoming and ene it will receive the support of 
the Senate. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, as we are considering an appro- 
priation bill, this is a proper place, I think, to make a very brief 
statement. 

Some days ago, in the ) pananens of debate in this body, I stated 
that if the money received from the sale of the Union Pacific Rail- 


road were deducted from the revenues, a deficiency would appear 
larger than $50,000,000. That statement was to some extent ques- 
tioned. In the statement of the condition of the United States 
Treasury and the receipts and expenditures of the Government on 
the 2d day of February, 1898, I find that the excess of expenditures 
over receipts for the present fiscal year is $529,898.67, and among 
the receipts I find the following: 

Miscellaneous, $70,351,947.08. 

Of course it is impossible from this statement to ascertain of 
what the miscellaneous item is composed; but I took the precau- 
tion the other day to write to the statistician of the Treasury De- 

artment, and I received from him a note which I have in my 

and in response to my inquiry. I requested him to state the 
amount of the Union Pacific sale money which is included within 
the $70,000,000 which represents the miscellaneous collection. He 
responded thus: 

The proceeds of the sale of the Union Pacific Railroad, amounting to 
$58,448,223.75, which represented the company’s entire indebtedness to the 


Government to November 1, 1897, were received and covered into the Treas- 
ury, as follows: 





I lar ra nil cael clini neal $18, 194, 618. 26 
le tele erat hacen einai ened ean inmaael 31,715, 204. 14 
TT Sis icin cnc acacindannenanad<auibstne pen euibindg annealed 8, 538, 401. 35 

ih inact Mlle accents lg 58, 448, 223. 75 


Now, if this extraordinary collection, which did not come from 
one of the usual sources of revenue, is deducted from the miscel- 
laneous collection, it will be found that the deficiency for the pres- 
ent fiscal year will aggregate about $59,000,000. So my statement 
made here a short time ago that the deficiency exceeded $50,000,000 
is entirely borne out. Of course, fortunately for the Government, 
the extraordinary income derived from the sale referred to has 
almost met the expenses thus far incurred during the fiscal year; 
but the facts that [ state are pregnant with significance with ref- 
erence to the extent of our income and the ability of our tariff 
law to yield sufficient revenue, 

Mr. GEAR. Should there not be deducted from that statement 
the amount of the sinking fund? By the system of bookkeeping 
ee that has been paid into the sinking fund is counted as 
cash. 

Mr. WHITE. No; Lasked the specific question as to how much 
of this miscellaneous item consisted of moneys paid in from this 
source, and I got the response which I have read. 

Mr. GEAR. Ihave nodoubt about the amount; but it is simply 
counting eighteen or twenty million dollars already there as 
having been collected. 

Mr. HARRIS. The sinking fund has been carried in the Treas- 
ury as an altogether separate and distinct item from the miscel- 
laneous receipts, and it has no connection whatever with the 
receipts from customs or from any other source. 

Mr. WHITE. The sinking fund is an entirely separate matter, 
of course. 

Mr.CARTER. Mr. President, the committee having agreed to 
accept an amendment which I believe is generally satisfactory, 
it would be, under ordinary circumstances, unjustifiable at this 
late hour to detain the Senate on the subject of the irrigation of 
arid lands. However, certain views expressed by the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. BATE] merit attention, and it is important 
here and now to have it understood that this question is one of 
great magnitude, and that the views of the Senator from Tennes- 
see can not be accepted as governing its proper solution. 

It is true the irrigation question is an old one. On the banks 
of the Nile to-day people are engaged in raising the waters of the 
stream in buckets to irrigate the soil, as their ancestors did 2,000 
years ago. The same people are traveling in ox carts about the 
country and carrying water on their heads. In this country, 
however, we travel in palace cars, have railroads stretched broad- 
cast over the land, have electric lights, conduct water in mains 
and pipes, and we do not live as the average Egyptian does on the 
banks of the Nile. Neithercan we adopt his irrigation scheme as 
responsive to the genius of this age, but which has been entirely 
satisfactory in that ancient valley. 

The truth is, and the record can not be produced to challenge 
it, that between the two oceans there do not exist to-day 160 acres 
of public land upon which the rainfall is adequate to raise a crop 
where a citizen of the United States can settle and take up a home- 
stead. In the case of Oklahoma, referred to by the Senator from 
Tennessee, I recall to his memory the fact that upon the day set 
for the opening of that country thousands of citizens of Kansas, 
Tennessee, Arkansas, Nebraska, and other portions of the country 
were found in tents and all sorts of improvised shelter upon the 
edge of the promised land, prepared to rush in at the signal, in 
the hope of getting a home. At the same moment there were tens 
of thousands of acres of unoccupied public lands in the States 
near by to the north; but upon those public lands it became nec- 
essary for capital to precede settlement, because extensive schemes 
of irrigation would have to be carried out before a settler could 
live in the arid belt. 
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The avidity with which the people rushed some six or eight 
years ago into Oklahoma indicates very clearly the fact that all of 
the public domain of this country upon which the rainfall is 
sufficient to raise a crop had then become practically exhausted. 

The Senator suggests that these arid lands within the respective 
States and Territories are strictly the concern of the municipali- 
ties or governments of the States or Territories, and do notconcern 
the United States at all. In this behalf it must be borne in mind 
that about two-fifths of the area of the United States is embraced 
within that arid region. 

Another great fact can not have escaped the notice of the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee. The wheat-producing properties of the soil 
of the older States have gradually become exhausted. The crops 
of wheat raised on the Atlantic Seaboard are not now what they 
were formerly, and in due course of time this nation will be called 
upon to look for its flour supply to the crops of the Rocky Moun- 
tains, in the arid belt, precisely as the British Empire is to-day 
looking for its breadstuffs to the arid plains of India, where Eng- 
lish capital has developed a magnificent system of irrigation so 
productive in its results as to affect the price of wheat the wide 
world over. 

Sir, this is a matter of great national concern. Its importance 
will become more manifest as the years go by, and it is a question 
which this Government must seriously take up. We have spent— 
and cheerfully pay our proportion in that arid region—each year 
large sums for the improvement of rivers and harbors which we 
never see and never visit and never hear of except when the ap- 
propriation bills are pending. These things we assume to be 
proper, unquestionably appropriations made under the authority 
of the Constitution. In due course of time we will insist that the 
Government shall cede the arid lands to the States or appropriate 
money directly from the Treasury to construct leading canals for 
the purpose of aiding the people through the agency of the Gov- 
ernment to reclaim the land. 

One of these courses has become almost an absolute necessity. 
Wherever individual enterprises are adequate to dig out a ditch 
and reclaim a patch of land in the arid region the work has already 
been done. No settler from any of our States can go West now 
and take up on the high bench lands—lands which are very fertile 
when properly irrigated—a quarter section or any amount of land 
to make a home there, because it requires the investment of a very 
large sum of money to bring the water from the channel of the 
stream to the land upon which he settles, so large a sum as to 
place the operation entirely beyond the compass of individual 
effort. Hence we must be put in such a position with reference 
to this subject as either to have the strong arm of the General 
Government reach out and precede settlement, or we must place 
the land in charge of the States and let the people living in the 
neighborhood, by appropriate legislation, undertake to raise the 
money. 

Mr. President, under the theory of the Senator from Tennessee 
every particle of this appropriation bill after the enacting clause 
would be stricken out. First, here isa Division of Publication. 
For what purpose is the Government called upon to publish agri- 
cultural reports? The Government is not in the agricultural 
business. Yet, forsooth, because of that fact the Senator from 
Tennessee would suggest upon the theory advanced here that the 
Government ought not to engage in the publication of any sub- 
ject-matter relating to agriculture at all; that that is a proper 
subject for private enterprise. 

Again, we have a Division of Vegetable Physiology and Pathol- 
ogy. Agents of the Agricultural Department are sent out into a 
cabbage patch in the State of Michigan to ascertain how to de- 
stroy the parasites that are operating on Michigan cabbage. They 
are sent down into the State of Tennessee to ascertain how to de- 
stroy the parasites working on the tobacco crop growing there, or 
upon the cotton or wheat, if you please. Agents are sent into the 
various States to gather this information, and the General Gov- 
ernment appropriates the money to send them, and appropriates 
the money of the United States to publish the result of their in- 
vestigation. And why? Not because the Government is in the 
business of raising cabbage; not because the cotton is being raised 
on Government land; but because the destruction of the parasites 
that invade the country and affect these various products consti- 
tutes a matter of serious concern to the country, and it is the 
business of the Government to look to the people and their vari- 
ous interests in this behalf. 

I could go through this entire bill, but I take the mere ques- 
tion of destroying parasites and collecting agricultural statistics. 
The Government is not in the business of agriculture at all, but 
the people are, and they constitute the Government in this coun- 
try. Here we find ‘‘ vegetable pathology,” “‘ laboratory depart- 
ment,” ‘‘chemical apparatus,” and the like, in all of which the 
Government is not concerned except as looking after the interests 
of the people who are being governed. Agricultural experiment 
stations are established and maintained at considerable expense. 
The Government has no need of agricultural experiment stations. 


It has no wheat, nor cotton, nor any other crop to raise. Yet it 

scatters information every morning all over this country concern- 

ing weather conditions, concerning the progress made in experi- 

maeeing with various plants and forms of agricultural produc- 
ions, 

The very paragraph following this amendment relative to irri- 
gation relates to nutrition investigations. Why should the Goy- 
ernment look into the nutritive qualities of various plants? The 
Government does not devour any of them; it can not digest them; 
but the people are concerned. So the people are concerned in the 
reclamation of the arid lands, and as a preliminary proposition 
they desire to acquire the best available information concerning 
the proper application of the water to the soil, the best means of 
constructing reservoirs or canals, and with this information col- 
lected, Congress will be called upon todeal in the future with this 
subject upon a broader and I hope a more liberal basis than has 
obtained in the past. 

Mr. CULLOM. Now I hope we shall have a vote upon the 
amendment. Let it be read. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let the proposed amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pettus in the chair), The 
pending amendment will be read as modified. 

The Secretary. The modified amendment will read as follows: 


Irrigation information: For the purpose of collecting from agricultural 
colleges, agricultural experiment stations, and other sources, including prac- 
tical agents and engineers, valuable information and data on the subject of 
irrigation and publishing the same in bulletin form, $20,000, or so much thereof 


as may be necessary. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, Ido not want to detain the Sen- 
ate at this late hour to make any extended remarks on this sub- 
ject, but I represent in part a State that is concerned in the de- 
velopment of irrigation. Possibly that might be an objection to 
what I am about tosay. I might be charged with being inter- 
ested, yet I think I am broad enough to see that the question in- 
volved here is a great national question or may become one. Ido 
not inherit any belief that the Government is confined to discharg- 
ing merely the police duty of a nation and gathering taxes and 
disbursing the money. I believe the Government is calculated to 
advance the interests of those who are governed; and while I rec- 
ognize a broad line of demarcation between that which is govern- 
mental and that which is private, in the very nature of things 
wherever an enterprise is national in its character and requires 
legislation to further it, I believe it to be our duty, as I certainly 
believe we have the power, to legislate for its advancement. 

The Senator from ‘Tennessee [Mr. Bats] is wrong, in my judg- 
ment. He is an older man than I am, but I have aright as a Sen- 
ator to disagree pleasantly with his conclusions. He is wrong in 
his conclusions, and I think he is wrong in his interpretation of 
what constitutes Jeffersonian Democracy, if anyone at this late 
7 in the history of our country can tell what that is. 

ir. President, it would be an interesting study if some enter- 
prising gentleman would take the authentic utterances of Jeffer- 
son and print them on one page and then print on the opposite 
page the utterances that have been attributed to him in these 
ater days, so that the student could see the divergence between 
what Jefferson said and what has been attributed to him. These 
things become a fad. When men who have never made a study 
of the authentic utterances of Jefferson to any great extent want 
to carry into execution anything or defeat anything before Con- 


| gress they are very apt to quote his name and to attribute to him 


utterances he never made, 

The same is true, possibly, of Lincoln, a man who, in my judg- 
ment, Mr. President, if I may be permitted to diverge a little 
from the line of discussion, was in every conceivable respect the 
greatest American citizen produced to the time of his assassina- 
tion. In regard to every measure gentlemen want to carry into 
execution or defeat in Congress there can be found some man to 
quote from Lincolneither for it or against it. Wehave become a 
nation of hero worshipers. While we regard both of these great 
men as exceptionally great in the knowledge of the principles of 
government, it is barely possible that conditions have changed 
somewhat since they lived, so as to require us to apply new doc- 
trines, or old doctrines to new conditions. 

Now, what is the theory of improving the rivers? We throw 
millions of dollars every year into the rivers and harbors of this 
country. I recall well since I have been here one instance in 
which we have dug out a creek that had only 18 inches of water 
in it for the — of connecting two other streams. 

Mr. KYLE, Twenty feet wide. 

Mr. ALLEN. Twenty feet wide. In another instance I recall 
a case where we appropriated money to improve a mill pond, and 
I think that mill pond is located in either Connecticut or New 
Hampshire. Iwill not be certain in which State it is located. It 
is Yellow Mill Pond. I remember the name distinctly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, yes. 
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Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is part of Brid geport Harbor. 

Mr. ALLEN. I — it has some connection with commerce. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It never was a mill pond. How 

it got its name I do not know. It is a part of Bridgeport Harbor. 
r. ALLEN. It is called mill pond, is it not? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think it is. 

Mr. SPOONER. Some people call the Atlantic Ocean the big 

md. 
oe ALLEN. But that is rather in a facetious sense. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It took its name, 1 believe, from 
the fact that on the bank or shore near it there was a yellow mill 
or a yellow building. 

\ . Yes; Iknow. And we have not only done that, 
but on our last bill making appropriations for rivers and harbors 
there were a dozen creeks or more provided for that are to receive 
appropriations hereafter. There is some kind of a ey 

that these creeks have got to go through before they are 


entitled to ition in the way of an appropriation. 

Mr. TILL They are in the same condition as your arid 
lands. They want water. 

Mr. AL . But, Mr, President, all such appropriations are 


designed to improve the commerce of the country. Noman can 
stand here or elsewhere and justify them for a moment except 
upon the theory that they develop and increase the commerce of 
the nation. It isthe duty of the Government, under our Constitu- 
tion, not only to regulate commerce, but the power to regulate 
commerce carries with it the power to increase it, if necessary. 

Then we do more. We construct dikes along the Mississippi 
and other streams for the purpose of confining the waters within 
their channels and to prevent them from spreading on the adjoin- 
ing lands. At this moment the Senate has a committee visiting 
Mississippi and other Southern States having in view an examina- 
tion of the levees of the Mississippi and other streams and the 
recommendation of appropriate legislation for their protection. 
We have donated money bythe millions to aid in the construction 
of canals and railroads for the purpose of advancing the interests 
of commerce, the development of internal improvements, that all 
the people might be benefited by it. 

Have we not bya like process of reasoning the power under our 
Constitution, and is it not our duty to lend that encouragement 
to the development of agriculture essential to afford us com- 
merce? No man can,in my ae. draw a dividing line be- 
tween these two cases. That is all we ask. Here are millions of 
acres of arid and semiarid land in this country rich beyond com- 
parison, if only a sufficient quantity of water can be placed on 
them. The rainfall is not adequate to the production of crops of 
any kind. Their watering must be artificial, and it must come 
by the diversion of the streams in that latitude and by the crea- 
tion of irrigation basins, that the land may have water and sup- 
ply its needs at a time when there is no rainfall. Are all those 
millions of acres of land to go unoccupied? Are they to be pre- 
vented from contributing their portion to the agricultural prod- 
ucts of the country, and therefore to the commerce of the country, 
simply because the Government has no power under democratic 
construction to make the necessary appropriation? 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, [ may be wrong in these matters, 
but it does me and, 1 think, the country good to stick to the old 
principles—landmarks of our fathers. I believe the Government 
ought to be economically administered. I believe it ought to be 
honestly conducted; but I do not believe it should make appro- 
priations in this direction, especially at a time like this, when we 
are in debt, when we are borrowing money on bonds in time of 
peace, and when we are now not receiving enough, as was shown by 
the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE] awhile ago, to pay the 
current e es of the Government. I believe we should be cau- 
tious as to how we launch out in all these great undertakings. I 
believe in sticking to the doctrine of our fathers. Let us be eco- 
nomical and let us be honest in doing so, and not go abroad to hunt 
up objects to enlarge our indebtedness. I do not believe in that. 

I might go on and reply at length to many statements which 
have been made here in regard to the speech I made in this run- 
ning debate, but I am admonished that the hour is late, and so I 
shall not do it. I am contented asthe matter standsnow. I want 
to see all proper information obtained, but I do not believe in es- 
tablishing a bureau and sending engineers all over this country 
to open up a scheme which will result in the expenditure of mil- 
lions upon millions to be paid by this Government. That is what 
Iam fighting. Is an ing mentioned in the amendment within 
ss Spaeas scope of investigation by this proposed bureau? Not 
at all. 


The intimation has been thrown out that the older States—and 
I live in one which is a middle-aged and central State—are worn 
out, as the Senator from Montana [Mr. Carter] intimated. 
That is so in many places, and they have to be fertilized for the 

urpose of wing wheat, as it is proposed that this arid terri- 
tory in the West should be utilized, by water, so as to give us suf- 
ficient grain in the future. I might say to the Senator, or those 
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who believe wiih him, all that we want is the means to enable us 
to fructify our old land and make it produce, and we can do so 
now by fertilization, by buying guano and other fertilizers and 
putting it on the land. Now, sup we should ask the Govern- 
ment to pay for these fertilizers. hat a clamor there would be. 
Yet it is the same in principle that those Senators who are differ- 
ing with me are asking for the arid lands of the West.. That is, 
for the General Government to furnish water to fertilize the arid 
lands of the West that they may grow wheat. Why, then, can 
not the East, with equal impunity, ask the Government to furnish 
guano or phosphate to enrich their impoverished lands that they 
may grow wheat? 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, a great many things have dle- 
veloped in the debate to which I should like to reply, some in 
assent and some in dissent; but it is actions ard results that I am 
after, and I assume that the same is true of every other friend of 
the measure. 

While I do not like the proposition of the Senator from Ilinois 
in charge of the bill as well as that of the amendment which [ 
offered, yet I am willing, if my colleagues are, to accept that 
ee and proceed immediately to a vote. 

r. CULLOM. ILhope we shall havea vote now, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 
of the amendment proposed by the Senator from Wyoming. 

Mr. CULLOM. Oh, no. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Has the committee accepted the 
amendment? 

Mr. CULLOM. The amendment which is now before the Sen- 
ate is an amendment to the amendment of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and a compromise with the Senator from Wyoming. 

Mr. WARREN. In consideration of that, I withdraw my 
amendment. 

Mr. BATE. That is the amendment of the committee, with 
the exception of the amount of money the committee originally 
pro to appropriate? 

Mr.CULLOM. Substantiallyso. There are two or threo words 
added to the amendment reported by the committee. 

Mr. BATE. As I understand, the amendment as now proposed 
does not create a separate bureau? 

Mr. CULLOM. Not at all. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iask that the amendment as now proposed 
may be read to the Senate. 

Mr. WARREN. I accept the amendment in place of the 
amendment which I offered, which I now withdraw. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending amendment will 
be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to modify the committee 
amendment on page 16, beginning in line 19, so as to read: 

Irrigation information: For the purpose of collecting from agricultural 
colleges, agricultural experiment stations, and other sources, including prac 
tical agents and engineers, valuable information and data on the subject of 


irrigation, and publishing the same in bulletin form, $20,000, or so much 
thereof as may necessary. 


Mr. CULLOM. That is right. 

Mr. BATE. Does that include agents? 

Mr. CULLOM. No; it does not include agents. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thequestionrecurson theamend- 
ment of the committee as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. If there are no other amendments, I hope the 
bill will be reported to the Senate. 

Mr. PASCO. There is an amendment which I desire to 
pose on page 22, line 22. 

The Secretary of Agriculture is required to distribute seeds 
which are adapted to the different climates and localities... Many 
of the States run through several parallels of latitude, and they 
are also desirous of distributing the seeds in the same way; but 
they are a up in packages sometimes containing three, five, six, 
or more different kinds of seeds. There is, however, nothing on 
the outside to designate the kinds of seeds that are in the package. 
This amendment is intended to obviate that difficulty, so that the 
Secretary of Agriculture and Senators and Representatives may 
know, by an examination of the outside, what is contained ina 
package. I send the amendment to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] will be stated. 


pro- 


The SEcRETARY. It is proposed to insert, on page 22, line 22, 
after the word “‘ that,” the following: 

Upon each envelope or wrapper containing packages of seeds the contents 
thereof shall be plainly indicated, and. - ; 


Mr. CULLOM. Ihave no objection to that amendment being 
inserted at the place indicated. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Florida, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


par eee 
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Mr. MALLORY. 
which I send to the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 


I offer an amendment to the same paragraph, 


The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out the whole of the 
paragraph entitled ‘‘ Division of seeds, purchase and distribution 
of valuable seeds,” beginning at line 4, on page 21, and ending on 
line 17, page 23, and to insert in lieu thereof the following: 

Purchase and distribution of rare and valuable seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, 
vines, cuttings, and plants from foreign countries: To enable the Secretary 
of Agriculture to collect, purchase, test, propagate. and distribute for do- 
mestication in this country, rare and valuable seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, 
vines, cuttings, and plants from foreign countries, $20,000. 

Mr.CULLOM. I hopethe Senator will not insist on that amend- 
ment to the bill at this late hour in itsconsideration. It will con- 
fuse the whole bill to such an extent that we shall not be able to 
dispose of it to-night. 

Mr. MALLORY. I had no purpose, Mr. President, of confusing 
the bill or of subjecting those who have charge of it to any incon- 
venience. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think the Senator had better withhold that 
amendment until a future day, and we will see how we get along 

n the subject of the purchase and distribution of seeds under the 
present Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. MALLORY. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. I am obliged to the Senator. 
will now be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the amendments made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole be concurred in by the Senate in gross. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring 
in the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that the amendments may be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator desire to have 
all the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole read? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes, sir; the amendments which it is pro- 
posed shall be concurred in by this vote. I should like to have 
them read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSecretary will report all the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Secretary proceeded to state the amendments made as in 
Committee of the Whole, but before concluding was interrupted by 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I will not insist upon all the 
amendments being read if I can have read the amendment in ref- 
erence to fiber investigations, on page 17. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
amendment referred to by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The SecrRETARY. The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
inserted the amendment reported by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions after line 14, on page 17, as follows: 


I hope the bill 


Fiber investigations: To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to continue 


the investigations relating to textile fibers indigenous in or adapted to the 
United States, including their economic growth, cleansing, and decorticat- 
ing, prior to manufacture; the testing machines and processes for said 
cleansing and decorticating; for the purchase of material for said tests; 
for the purchase of fiber plants and seeds for distribution, propagation, and 
experiment, and for the labor and expenses incident thereto; and for trav- 
eling expenses in connection with said duties, $5,600. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I shall not ask to have the other amend- 
ments read, as that is contained in the bill. 

Mr.CULLOM. Iask thatthe amendments may be concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. COCKRELL in the chair). 
The question is on concurring in the amendments made asin Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

he amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
bé read the third time. 
* The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


NORTHERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF TEXAS. 


Mr. CHILTON. Iask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 6554) to provide for the appointment of an addi- 
tional district judge in and for the northern judicial district of 
the State of Texas. There is great necessity for the immediate 
passage of the bill, as the courts will convene in a few days and it 
is necessary to have a judge. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not like to interfere with the Senator, but 
unless he is very anxious to have tkat bill passed immediately, I 
should be glad to have it postponed. I wish to move an executive 
session for a few moments. I will ask the Senator if the billisa 
short one? 

Mr. CHILTON. Very short. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Then I make no objection to it. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 6554) to provide for 
the appointment of an additional district judge in and for the 
northern judicial district of the State of Texas, which had been 
reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with an amend- 
ment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and to insert: 


That there shall be in the northern eee district of the State of Texas 
an additional district judge, who shall be appointed by the President, by and 


with the advice of the Senate, and shall possess the same qa and 
have the same power and jurisdiction now prescribed by law in respect to 
the present district judge therein. 

Sec. 2. That no vacancy in the office of the existing district judge of said 
northern judicial district of Texas shall be filled by appointment, and in case 
of such vacancy there shall be thereafter one district judge only for said 


district. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate a3 amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ESTHER WILLIAMS. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator bo kind enough to give way 
for a moment and let me have considered and passed a pension 
bill, the second one I have asked the Senate to pass since I have 
been here? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I withdraw the motion for the present. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the bill (S. 1983) granting an increase of pension to Esther 
Williams. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded toconsider the bill, which had been reported from 
the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, in line 8, after 
the words ‘‘rate of,” to strike out ‘“‘twenty” and insert “twelve;” 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, aneme of Esther Williams, widow 
of Gilbert M. Williams, for services in Captain Stephen's Company, Georgia 


Volunteers, Florida war, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month, 
in lieu of the pension of $8 per month she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Irenew my motion that the Senate proceed 
to the consideratiomof executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock 
and 30 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Fri- 
day, February 4, 1898, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 3, 1898. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 
Robert Carson, of New Jersey, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Perth Amboy, in the State of New Jersey, to succeed 


Benjamin M. Price, whose term of office will expire by limitation 
February 4, 1898. 


SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Walter S. Viele, of Indiana, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Evansville, in the State of Indiana, to succeed George W. 
Haynie, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Harry Bailey, of Lakeview, Oreg., to be receiver of public 


moneys at Lakeview, Oreg., vice Vincent L. Snelling, whose term 
will expire February 15, 1898. 


James W. Ross, of Colorado, to be receiver of public moneys at 
Glenwood Springs, Colo., vice Louis Schwarz, whose term will 
expire February 23, 1898. ; 

REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE, 

John W. Johnson, of Lincoln, Nebr., to be register of the land 

oftice at Lincoln, Nebr., vice John W. Ferguson, resigned. 
PENSION AGENT. 

Hugh Henry, of Chester, Vt., to be pension agent at Concord, 
N. H., vice Thomas Cogswell, whose term will expire April 11, 1898, 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 

Quartermaster’s Department. 

Col. Marshall Independence ec ep ae Assistant Quarter- 
master-General, to be Quartermaster-General, with the rank of 
brigadier-general, February 3, 1898, vice Weeks, retired from 
active service. 

Infantry arm. 


First Lieut. Henry Hill Benham, Second Infantry, to be captain, 
February 1, 1898, vice Clark, Second Infantry, retired from a¢tive 
service. 

Second Lieut. La Roy Sunderland Upton, Twenty-first Infantry, 
to be first lieutenant, February 1, 1898, vice Benham, Second In- 

fantry, promoted. 
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PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Commodore Charles S. Norton, to be arear-admiralin the Navy, 
from the 1st day of February, 1898, vice Rear-Admiral Lester A. 
Beardslee, retired. ; . ' 

P. A. Engineer Robert I. Reid, to be a chief engineer in the 
Navy, from the 22d day of December, 1897, subject to the examina- 
tions required by law, vice Chief Engineer William W. Dungan, 

etired. 
: Asst. Engineer Charles R. Emrich, to be a passed assistant engi- 
neer in the Navy, from the 22d day of December, 1897, vice P. A. 
Engineer Robert I. Reid, promoted. 
POSTMASTERS. 


W. H. Stallings, to be tmaster at Augusta, in the county of 
Richmond and State of Georgia, in the place of William M. Dun- 
bar, whose commission expired March 29, 1897. 

Harry A. Griffin, to be postmaster at Galveston, in the count 
of Galveston and State of Texas, in the place of Alexander M. 
Shannon, whose commission expired October 20, 1897. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 3, 1898. 
PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 


Col. Marshall Independence Ludington, assistant quartermaster- 
general, to be Quartermaster-General with the rank of brigadier- 
general. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


George E. Bowden, of Virginia, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Norfolk and Portsmouth, in the State of Virginia. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Prelate D. Barker, to be postmaster at Mobile, in the county 
of Mobile and State of Alabama. 

William T. Hutchens, to be postmaster at Huntsville, in the 
county of Madison and State of Alabama. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 3, 1898. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. CoupeEn. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
MUSCOGEE COAL AND RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. BENTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 2858) authorizing 
the Muscogee Coal and Railway Company to construct and operate 
a railway through the Indian Territory and Oklahoma Territory, 
and for other purposes. 

The bill was read at length. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee on indian 
Affairs were read at length. 

Mr. CALLAHAN. Mr. Speaker, the bill may be all right, but 
I object until I look into it. 


CLOSING THE CREVASSE IN PASS A LOUTRE. 


Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a joint resolu- 
tion for immediate consideration. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


House joint resolution (H. Res. 99) providing for a survey and report upon the 
racticability of securing a navigable channel of adequate width and of 35 
‘eet depth at mean low water of the Gulf of Mexico throughout Southwest 

Pass of the Mississippi River. 

Resolved, etc., That the sum of $25,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, be, and is hereby, authorized to be expended out of the unexpended 
balance of the $250,000 aqgoegetaied by an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for 
closing the crevasse in Pass a Loutre, one of the outlets of the Mississippi 
River, approved February 26, 1897,’ for the purpose of making a survey and 
report upon the practicability of securing a navigable channel of adequate 
width and of 35 feet depth at mean low water of the Gulf of Mexico through- 
out Southwest Pass of the Mississippi River; said survey to be made, under 
the direction of the Secretary of War, by a board composed of three engineer 
officers of the United States Army, appointed by him. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

Mr. BAILEY. Reserving the right to object, I desire to ask 
the gentleman from New York if this is the unanimous report of 
the committee? 

Mr. HOOKER. Yes, sir; it is; and I will say to the gentleman 
that this is an appropriation of $10,000 from money already appro- 
priated for Pass a Loutre. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then it is simply a transference of the appro- 
priation? 

Mr. HOOKER. It is simply a transfer of the appropriation. I 
desire, after the word ‘‘of,” in line 3, to strike out the words 
“twenty-five” andinsert the word ‘“‘ten.” = 

Mr. McRAE. I want to ask the gentleman if this will provoke 
any discussion? 


Mr. HOOKER. It will not. 

Mr. McRAE. Because it all comes out of the time for the con- 
sideration of the fortification bill, and all of that time on this side 
has been pledged. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. McRAE. I do not object if we can have a vote upon it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr.. HOOKER, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 


MUSCOGEE COAL AND RAILWAY COMPANY, 


Mr. CALLAHAN, Mr. Speaker, I desire to withdraw my ob- 
jection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws his objection to 
the consideration of the bill previously before the House. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I move that the House resolve itself—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iask the gentleman to wait just one moment. 

Mr. HEMENWAY (continuing). Into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
general appropriation bills. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. You will not get any more unanimous 
consent if that is done. 

Mr. McRAE. Inasmuch as the bill has been read and is en- 
tirely proper, I hope the gentleman from Indiana will allow it to 
be considered and passed. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Inasmuch as this bill has been read and 
the time been taken up so far, I will withdraw my motion for the 

resent. 

The SPEAKER. This bill has already been read. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, it seems that a bill of the im- 
portance of this one that has been read, with so many sections, 
incorporating a railroad company, giving them a part of the pub- 
lic domain, ought not to be considered in this hasty way. Iobject. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
to consider general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Hopxtns in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
general appropriation bills. 

Mr. BENTON. Mr. Chairman, I desire for the benefit of the 
committee to make this statement in reply to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. The bill which I called up this morning 
and asked consideration for at that time was reported by the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and it does not give one acre of the pub- 
lic domain or of the Indians to this railroad corporation. It is 
simply a clean right of way bill for the construction of a road 
from Red Fork, in the Indian Territory, to Guthrie, Okla., and 
provides for the payment—— 

Mr. HEMEN WAY. Mr. Chairman, has the gentleman from 
Arkansas yielded time to the gentleman who occupies the floor? 

Mr. McRAE. I will do so, if he wants time. I yield to the 
gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. BENTON. It will take me but a minute or two. This 
bill is to construct a road, commencing at the ending of the At- 
lantic and Pacific road, to Guthrie, in Oklahoma Territory, and 
provides for the payment tothe tribe of Indians known as the 
Creek Indians of $50 a mile, and then $15 a mile in each year 
thereafter, and only gives 100 feet right of way. It does not take 
an acre of the public domain, it does not take an acre of land 
from the Indians except as paid for, and the court is to protect 
them. I desire that to go in the REcoRD, in reply to the gentle- 
man who made the statement. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman from Arkansas yield a 
moment to me? 

Mr. McRAE. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, on a previous day the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. HAWLEY] had a precisely similar bill to 
this. [Cries of “No!” “No!” onthe Democratic side.] He sought 
unanimous consent for its consideration, and gentlemen upon that 
side of the House interposed objections, basing their objection on 
the fact that that bill contained many sections, containing many 
propositions, and that it ought not to be considered in this hasty 


way. 
Mr. BENTON. This bill is just exactly what I stated it to be. 
eae McRAE. Iyield twenty minutes to the gentleman from 
exas. 
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Mr. BURKE. Mr. Chairman, the House having resolved itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, it has 
occurred to me that I might take advantage. and use the timeso 
kindly yielded to me by my distinguished friend from Arkansas 
[Mr. McRak] in discussing a subject within the purview of the 
poe legislation and one that is nearer and dearer to the hearts 
of our Republican friends to-day than any other subject before the 
American people, and that is ‘‘ McKinley prosperity.” 

While I shall perhaps say nothing new on this subject, yet, sir, 
we have heard so much said on both sides since this session began 
that I sometimes think if that great apostle of Christianity whose 
learning has challenged the admiration of the world for nearly 
two thousand years had lived in this day and generation he 
would have conferred on McKinley prosperity that definition 
which he gave to faith: ‘‘ The substance of things hoped for by 
the Republican party; the evidence of things not seen by the 
American people atlarge.” [Laughter and applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. 

Mr. Cuaitean, the Sixth Congressional district of Texas, which 
I have the honor to represent on the floor of this House, is not 
only the most populous district in the State of Texas, but I think 
I hazard nothing in saying thatit is to-day the most populous agri- 
cultural district in the United States. In that district there were 
cast at thelast election over 58,000 votes, a largernumber than were 
cast in some of the sovereign States now represented on the floor 
of this House, . 

I think I can safely say that five-sixths of the people of that dis- 
trict are engaged, either directly or indirectly, in agricultural pur- 
suits. These people are as patriotic, progressive, intelligent, and 
industrious as any within the broad limits of this nation to-day. 
Possessing a soil that rivals even the valley of the Nile in point 
of fertility, with a climate unsurpassed by any on the habitable 
globe, with practically every acre in cultivation or in meadow, 
every county in this district gridironed, as it were, with er. 

et, Mr. Chairman, in this land of bright sunshine and hospitable 

210mes, the ‘‘ McKinley prosperity” is an absolute stranger to-day, 
and neither the business nor agricultural interests of that district 
have been submerged by the promised waves of this prosperity. 

Mr. Chairman, the State of Texas produced in 1895 and 1896 
about one-third of the entire cotton crop of the United States, and 
the Sixth district produced during those years possibly one-sev- 
enth of that grown by the State. When one remembers that 
about 9,000,000 bales were produced ae in the United States 
during that period, the magnitude and value of this crop alone in 
Texas will be readily appreciated. 

Mr. Chairman, on last Saturday we listened to the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. Pirney] speak in a most sarcastic vein of 
what he was pleased to term ‘calamity howlers.” I submit, 
Mr. Chairman, if to tell the truth of existing conditions, if to op- 
pose unjust and iniquitous tariff legislation, which builds up and 
enriches the few at the expense of the many, if to endeavor to 
force those charged with the responsibility of administering this 
Government to make good the pledges and promises they made to 
the people—if those who do these things are to be characterized as 
‘*calamity howlers,” then I tell the gentleman that he will find 
many millions of this class throughout this land to-day, and 
measured by this standard the Revolutionary patriots of 1776 
were the greatest of all such howlers. 

To give you a slight idea, Mr. Chairman, of how this McKinley 
prosperity has affected some of its own followers, I will say that 
down in my State during the last Presidential campaign we had 
many who wore McKinley badges of prosperity on the lapels of 
their coats. On my return after the adjournment of the extraor- 
dinary session of Congress, in a conversation with friends, it 
was suggested to me that the McKinley boomers were still wear- 
ing these badges of prosperity. On asking them how this could 
be they told me that they had taken them off the lapels of their 
coats and were now wearing them on the seats of their trousers. 
| Great laughter and applause. | 

Mr. Chairman, during that memorable campaign our Repub- 
lican friends made many pledges to the people, and every metro- 
politan newspaper in this country, with a few notable exceptions, 
declared that if Mr. McKinley was elected President confidence 
would at once be restored, capital would come out of its hiding 
place, and that prosperity would find an abiding place with all 
the people of this great country, Many Democrats even believed 
that the Republican party would redeem these pledges and prom- 
ises made to the people. 

Mr. McKinley was elected, but prosperity came not. 
then told that as soon as he was inaugurated prosperity would 
dawn uponus. The4thof March came, Mr. McKinley was inaugu- 
rated, but it dawned not. We were then told that so soon as the 
extraordinary session of Congress could be convened and the 
Dingley tariff bill passed, prosperity, sweet prosperity, would 
abide with us. ange The bill was passed last July, and 
still this McKinley prosperity abides not with the agricultural, 
business, and wage-earning classes of the great South and South- 
western portions of this land, 


We were 


surely bring its own high reward. 








Mr. Chairman, gentlemen on the other side of this House daily 
assert with vehemence that prosperity is already here. In contra- 
diction of the declarations of these distinguished gentlemen, I 
wish to submit to the House what the President of the United 
States said on this subject at a now famous dinner given to hima 
few days ago in the city of New York. Here is what the Presi- 
dent said: 

Thecountry is now eme i i 
to recover f — hy the de oe ae SS ae po 


and altogether un eled. swears will, therefore, be slow, but let us not 
be impatient. Rather let us exercise a just patience, and which will in time 


Distinguished gentlemen assert that “prosperity is here now.” 
The President of the United States says, ‘‘ Be not impatient; wait, 


only wait, and murmur not” [laughter], ‘‘and in due time it will 


come.” 

Mr. Chairman, either gentlemen on this floor are wrong in their 
declarations that ‘‘ McKinley prosperity” is here now, or the 
President is wrong in declaring that it will come hereafter in the 
fullness of time, as it were. One or the other must revise their 
bearings—which one it will be I assume not the province of saying 
or determining. 

Mr. Chairman, on last Saturday my distinguished friend from 
Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN] referred to the fact thatthe leader of the 
Republican party on the floor of this House, Governor DINGLEY, 
was continually on his feet meeting every suggestion of the fail- 
ure & the Dingley tariff bill in restoring prosperity to the 
country. 

The gentleman defends this tariff law with that zeal which feel- 
ings of paternity alone should prompt andinspire. No amount of 
adroitness or ability (and the distinguished gentleman possesses 
both in an eminent degree) can successfully defend a measure that 
is inherently vicious and defective; but the gentleman’s prompt- 
ness at always pe on his feet when either the word ‘‘tariff” or 
‘*prosperity ” isspoken here reminds me somewhat of a character 
I once heard of down in Texas—a man who was always first—first 
at every public meeting, first to make a motion, first to make a 
speech, and first to make a motion toadjourn. In other words, he 
was emphatically a “sooner.” [Loud ee aye He was the 
first at the bar room, and sometimes he was the last to retire from 
the bar. On one occasion he had tarried too long at the bar, and 
on going home he fell by the wayside. His friends concluded 
that they would have some fun at his expense, so they dug a 
grave in the sand, rolled him into it, folded his hands across his 
breast, covered him with a sheet,and left him. In the gray dawn 
of the morning our friend awoke. He thought he was dead, but 
his ruling passion was still with him, and jumping to his feet he 
exclaimed, ‘‘ Egad, resurrection day has come, and I am the first 
man on the grounds.” [Great laughter.) 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if by any stretch of the imagination we 
could see the distinguished leader of the majority on the floor of 
this House placed in a similar position, I think the first thing he 
would do would be to rise to his feet and declare, ‘‘ McKinley 
prosperity has come; the Dingley tariff law is responsible for it, 
and, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now adjourn.” 

Great laughter.] The distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 

ROSVENOR] has wr as wm | asserted in this House in stentorian 
tones that this much-talked-of McKinley prosperity is here now. 
These assertions have been echoed and reechoed by our Repub- 
lican friends on the other side until last week we heard the “still, 
small voice” of the gentleman from Oregon, as ‘‘one crying in 
the wilderness,” declaring to this House and the country that 
prosperity had come to the orchard growers of Oregon. Yes, sir; 
it had come, and that, too, since last July. 

Mr. Chairman, I always listen with pleasure to the distinguished 
patience from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], and not only with pleasure 

t sometimes with profit, except when he talks on the prosperity 
issue. [Laughter.] I listened last week to that gentleman when 
he described the marvelous growth of the sheep re in his 
State since the passage of the Dingley tariff bill, and as [ listened 
my mind went back to the time when I was a boy and read of the 
marvelous growth of a certain gourd vine which sheltered and 
protected one of the olden prophets. In my boyish fancy I thought 
that nothing before, and certainly nothing thereafter, could ever 
approach this historic vine in its rapid growth; but, Mr, Chairman, 
I had not at that time either seen or heard this es n- 
tleman, and now after hearing him upon the sheep industry of his 
State, and its unexampled and marvelous growth since the Ding- 
ley bill was d last July—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the — has expired. 
Mr. BURKE. I should like to have five minutes more. 

Mr. McRAE. _I yield five minutes more to the gentleman. 
Mr. SHATTUC. I rise to a point of order. I should like to 
know what is the question before the House. 

Mr. BURKE. e gentleman will understand that it is ‘‘ pros- 

it 9 
fe SHATTUC. After hearing so many statements made by 
the gentleman from Texas, I was almost prepared to accept the 
suggestion of General She 
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Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. A mere matter of choice. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. BuRKE] 
has not yielded for any interruption. 
KE. Mr. Chairman 


Mr. B , as I was proceeding to say, after 
having heard the distinguished gentleman from Ohio tell of the 
marvelous growth of the sheep meen of that State, I am pre- 
pared to say now and here that when he and his herd of Ohio 
sheep enter the ring in a contest for the blue ribbon on this sub- 
iect of marvelous growth, Jonah and his historic vine will retire 

discomfiture to the rear [loud laughter], for they are not ‘‘in 
it” with the + and marvelous growth of the sheep industry in 
the State of Ghio since last July. 

Mr. Chairman, some gentlemen on the other side of this House 
declared last week that the rural or agricultural people of any 
country never furnished the highest t, and evidence of pros- 
perity to be found, but that this wo be more readily found 
among a manufacturing people. I have not the time now to dis- 
cuss the issue of comparison between the agricultural and manu- 
facturing classes, nor to show the discontent and sufferings which 
now prevail in many of the manufacturing centers; but I say, Mr. 
Chairman, that the world is now and has always been dependent 
on the agricultural class. Blot them out, and you blot out practi- 
cally the whole human race. When agricultural interests pros- 
per, all other interests prosper, and when they languish, all others 

anguish. 

ow necessary, then, Mr. Chairman, that this great interest 
should be fostered and encouraged by wise and wholesome legis- 
lation; not that kind that will build it up at the expense of other 
industries, but that kind, sir, that will place it on an equality with 
all others. The natural tendencies of the suede lican 
tariff law is to build up and encourage the manufacturing inter- 
ests of the country, both individual, corporate, and trust, at the 
expense of the great body of consumers throughout the entire 
country. Coming into power under a distinct pledge of financial 
and governmental reform, the Republican party presents to the 
people of the country to-day the spectacle of a great political 
party, dickering, shifting, and trimming on almost every public 
question before the American people. Having no fixed or definite 
policy on any great living issue, its leaders seem to content them- 
selves with a mild acquiescence in the single gold-standard policy, 
= loudly protesting that the greatest of all things, ‘‘ prosperity,” 

ere. 

Mr. Chairman, no poe in any country have ever yet been 
made prosperous and happy by increasing their taxes. This the 
Dingley tariff law does, and at the same time lessens their ability 
to pay that increase. I have not the time—I only wish I had—to 
discuss the causes which have led up to and brought about this 
depression in the agricultural and business pursuits now prevail- 
ing overa largesection of ourcommoncountry. There are causes, 
and we all have our opinion as to what these causes are; but, Mr. 
Chairman, there are three things which, if done, would, in my 
judgment, 60 far toward removing the conditions of which I have 
complained: 

First. Let the Government act as any individual would act in 
the conduct and management of his own private business. Re- 
duce all expenses; let none be too sacred for the pruning shears to 
enter; bring them down to the ae lowest point consistent with 
a just and proper administration of the Government, and let the 
curb be p on the insidious encroachments of trusts and cor- 
porate power. 

Second. Emancipate from financial bondage the hundreds of 
thousands of active, energetic, but unfortunate men all over the 
land who are the victims, not so much of their own mismanage- 
ment as they are of extraordinary financial conditions through 
which the country has passed during the last ten or fifteen years, 
by the ge of a wise and just bankrupt law. 

Third. Let us assert our Americanism, free from foreign sug- 
gestions or control, and open the mints of our country to the free 
and unlimited coinage of both gold and silver [loud applause on 
the Democratic side] at the ratiofixed bylaw. [Applause.] When 
these things are done, sir, then, in » will aoe greperee come 
to the people of the entire country, and they will move forward 
to that high destiny which nature’s God intended they should en- 
joy in this land. 

thank the House for its courteous attention. [Prolonged ap- 


plause. 

Mr. WAY. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosVENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, ever since I have had the 
honor to be a member of this House I have made it a rule never 
to make a statement of fact on the floor of the House to illus- 
trate an argument or to point the course of debate that I did not 
believe at the time to be strictly and absolutely true and which 
could be verified by facts. And I have never seen the time when 
I was not entirely willing to retract any statement of fact I had 
made, if ne area that [had beeninerror. _— 

Some days ago, in discussing the question of prosperity, which 
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is perennial in this country at this time—I mean by that, pros- 
perity and discussion—I made a statement in regard to the in- 
creased value of the sheep industry of the country by a comparison 
of two dates—that is to say, under the operation of the Dingley 
law and under the Wilson-Gorman Act—and I was called to ac- 
count, and there was brought in and exhibited here some telegrams 
in regard to the value of fat sheep and lambs in the Chicago mar- 
ket as a sort of refutation. I knew, of course, that I was abso- 
lutely correct in the statement I had made, which related, of course, 
to the development of the sheep industry as promoted and grow- 
ing out of the operations of the law, and I pointed out that a sheep 
that produced 15-cent wool was a comparatively worthless sheep, 
while one which produced 30-cent wool was a very valuable sheep. 
And [ stated that the price of wool-breeding sheep of this charac- 
ter had increased in value four times in the country under the 
operation of the Dingley law. 

That matter having been challenged, and faithful to my deter- 
mination to never make a statement not absolutely true, I wrote 
a letter to a gentleman in Philadelphia, Mr. Theodore Justice, 
who deals in American wool and has more knowledge of the sub- 
ject, I presume, than any other living man, and he advised me 
that he would write a letter to the American Sheep Breeder, of 
Chicago, a newspaper devoted to the sheep industry of the United 
States, laying before the editor of that paper my statement, and 
asking him to write to me upon the subject. This morning I 
have received the answer. 

The remarks of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BurKE] who 
has just taken his seat have given me an opportunity of bringing 
this matter to the attention of the committee without seeming to 
intrude on the course of this very interesting debate on the sub- 
ject of fortifications, and I ask unanimous consent now that the 
Clerk may read this letter from the desk in my time. If there is 
no objection, I should be very glad to have it so read in order that 
members of the House can hear it in all parts of the Hall. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection tothe request of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


CHICAGO, February 1, 1898. 

DEAK Sir: Mr. Theodore Justice requests us to furnish you a statement 
showing comparative price of sheep Caving the years 1893, 1804, 1895, 1496, and 
1897. Wecan give you this information, but there are a lot of other things 
in connection with the subject that you can get at the same time if you apply 
to the Bureau of Animal Industry for their printed reports of these years. 

We want to congratulate you on the noble work you did for the sheep men 
last year. The demand for breeding sheep is unprecedented. Prices are 
really higher than the situation warrants. Sixteen months ago in the agri- 
cultural States sheep went begging at from 75 cents to a couple of dollars a 
head, and to-day those same sheep are going at from $3 to §10 a head. 

There is a sheep craze all over the United States. We have been publish- 
ing the American Sheep Breeder sixteen years, and never knew such a de- 
mand for all classes of breeding stock. Doctors, lawyers, merchants, and 

reachers, even, are buying sheep or trying to buy them. Take rams of the 

ifferent Merino families, and those that went begging for from $5 to $8 a 
head two years ago are bringing from $10 and $15 to $25 to-day, and pure-bred 
breeding ewes of all the varieties have advanced in proportion. It is very 
hard to buy breeding ewes to-day at any price. They talk about $4 for year- 
ling ewesof the common-range sort after shearing this spring. This will give 
roe ome sa of the way the sheep business has been going since the tariff 
y . 
If your friend GREENE of Nebraska would only make inquiry in his own 
State, he would find out how the sheep business is going. More new flocks 
are being established in Nebraska than ever before in the history of the in- 
dustry. Weare doing five times the amount of business in that State than 
we did three years ago, which is a true index to the condition of the sheep 
industry in that State. 

We can furnish you our filesany time you want to use them for facts about 
the sheep industry. Wesend youa copy of our paper under separate cover, 
which contains extracts from lots of letters from all parts of the country. 
Since that time stock sheep have gone up as high as 100 per cent in some sec- 
tions and 200 per cent in others, where they have gone wild for sheep. It 
would be safe to say that since September the price of common sheep through- 
out the country has advanced 65 per cent. 

Any timo we can serve you in any capacity, command us. 


Very truly, 
W. W. BURCH. 
Hon. C. H. GROSVENOR, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I only desire to say that at 
the proper time I will cumulate upon that testimony from every 
State in the Union where woolgrowing is an important industry. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If I have time to answer it, yes. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HEMEN- 
WAY] in charge of the appropriation bill is recognized. 

Mr. SHATTUC. I should like to have a minute. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I yield a minute. 

Mr. GREENE. I should like to ask the gentleman from Ohio 
if it is true that that letter mentioned preachers as among the 
others who are buying sheep at these high prices? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman heard the letter read. I 
only glanced over it, and he knows the contents of it as well as 

0. 


Mr. GREENE. I simply want to ask where they get their 
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money from. I wanted to know whether the salaries of preachers 
are rising in the same proportion under the Dingley law. 

A MempBer. They send them to Congress. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Iyield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Fiscner]. 

Mr. FISCHER. Mr. Chairman, I trust Ishall not be made use of 
to-day as I was on last evening, to exemplify the uses of these dis- 
appearing gun carriages. I took my place upon the floor five or 
six times yesterday and as often disappeared, as ono of these dis- 
appearing guns would. I should like to have the time to my- 
self. I am very much obliged to the gentleman from Indiana 
{Mr. HueMENWwAY | for his courtesy, and I will endeavor to convince 
the House that he has not abandoned this bill. 

Last evening I began to explain the virtues of Romer Shoal for 
a fortification, and will endeavor this morning to conclude my 
remarks in that direction. 

The Romer Shoal is in the center of all of the channels which 
lead to the harbor of New York, and, as has been said by an Army 
officer, it seems to have been provided by nature for the very pur- 
pose for which my amendment is intended. 

The natural lead of channels toward Romer Shoals and the for- 
mation of the hard and compact area of sand shoals at this junc- 
tion seems to be intended by nature to make a commanding spot 
for the harbor defense of New York. There is within the 6-foot 
curve survey an area of 35 acres, which contains lesser areas at 
depths of 2 to 4 feet only, which makes the work of filling in by 
dredging or sand pumping from the surrounding shoals over and 
behind the crib work of spiling. which will itself be covered to a 
height of 3 feet above spring tide, a matter of no great expense. 
The entire area required to be filled will not exceed 1,000 by 300 
feet. 

The turrets which it is proposed to erect differ from those on 
the iron-clad vessels, insomuch that they are oval or turtle-back 
in shape and the outside or lower section projects under ground 
from 10 to 12 feet and above ground about 3 feet. 

In the center of the deflecting armor arises a crown-top armor 
section, moving independent of the deflecting section, in which 
the two guns are placed; this center section revolves upon the lower 
section, together with the guns, by hydraulic-pump power oper- 
ated by four men. 

In this construction we have a permanent and powerful two- 
turreted monitor, without the cost of an expensive hull and ma- 
chinery and following enormous repairing expenses, for after 
constructing the turrets there can be little or no repairs required. 

Furthermore itis absolutely free from destruction by submarine 
torpedoes, and by its turtle-back shape and proximity to the level 
of the ground it is equally hard to hit; Tae by its deflection, 
shape, and heavy armor it is absolutely impregnable to the 
heaviest ordnance known. Neither can it be captured or entered 
by land attack, as the entrance below the ground will permit of 
but one person entering at a time, and there can be no entrance 
made from above the surface of the ground. Twenty men under 
a commander is all the force required at the time of action to man 
each turret and magazine. The latter are below the surface and 
are covered with a heavy crown-top armor plate, entrance through 
the turret being provided through a tunnel, and for supplying it 
with ammunition a subterranean passage at right angles with the 
magazine is provided. 

Deflecting armor shields may be burieda suitable distance at an 
angle of 45° tofurther protect and guard the structure from any 
possible chance of a shot reaching the base of the fortifications or 
magazines. 

We will take the monitor Miantonomoh, or Puritan, with two 
turrets only, as a comparative illustration as to cost of construc- 
tion and maintenance. We are informed that there has been ex- 
pended in construction of hull, turrets, and engines, together with 
the necessary machinery to operate and navigate these vessels, the 
sum of $3,000,000 each. Weare also informed that they require 
a crew, including all hands, of from 125 to 160 men, the largest 
number being required in the engineer’s department. 

It is also a fact that large amounts are expended necessarily upon 
repairs, docking, removing barnaclesand grasses from the bottoms, 
etc., which make them expensive; and furthermore it is a fact 
that the monitors, together with the lives of the crew, are at the 
mercy of a chance submarine torpedo, which, if exploded beneath 
them, would sink them in a “jiffy.” causing a great loss of life 
and money. Now, all of thisis obviated by the construction upon 
the firm and hard sands of Romer of the turrets above mentioned. 
They can not be harmed by torpedoes, neither can they be affected 
by shots from vessels, for their deflecting shape and heavy armor 
make them impregnable. Their cost of construction must neces- 
sarily be much less than the monitor, for they require no expensive 
engines to operate them; and from data at hand it is believed the 
cost of filling in the necessary areas and constructing the two tur- 
rets will not exceed one-half the cost of the two turreted monitors 
of the class referred to. 


The cost of maintaining in times of peace is nothing beyond a 
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corporal’s guard to prevent landings being made at the station, and 
when put upon a war footing, as before stated, twenty men, with 
officer, in charge of each turret are all that are required to operate 
the guns and turrets. 

Furthermore, it is suggested that the station be furnished with 
a siutable appliance to warn off vessels approaching tne shoals in 
foggy weather, and also asa signal station between Sandy Hook and 
Fort Hamilton, via Coney Island Point. 

It is a well-known fact that 90 Hy? cent of the wrecks in the 
lower bay are on these shoals and the adjoining, Flynn’s Knoll. 
It is believed that with suitable signals and warnings by bell, fog 
horn, or siren whistle vessels coming in through Gedney, Main, 
Swash, South, or East channels in foggy weather would be greatly 
benefited and the grounding and wrecking of vessels would be 
reduced to a minimum. 

There is no doubt that this location is the most commanding 
for control of channels entering the lower bay. It commands a 
‘*head-on” or ‘‘ fore-and-aft” raking range on vessels a proaching 
from the Atlantic for a distance of 10 miles; then a Lroadside , 
fire while passing this point at a short range, both from the tur- 
rets and Fort Hancock at Sandy Hook; then a raking fore-and- 
aft range for a distance of 7 miles, with the turrets in the rear and 
Forts Wadsworth and Hamilton in the fore. This grand range 
covers all the channels, and there can be no escape from the gaunt- 
let of fire for any craft foolish enough to attempt it. 

All of the newspapers throughout the country have taken up 
this matter, as one that interests the whole country, and without 
exception have called for the enactment of this provision. The 
cost of erecting this fortification, including the turret, the maga- 
zine, the 16-inch guns of the type spoken of, will not exceed one- 
fifth the cost of constructing a monitor of the Miantonomoh type. 
The cost of maintenance is trifling, amounting to almost nothing. 
A detail from one of the forts could take charge of this fortifica- 
tion and see to it that the guns and apparatus were not allowed 
to rust and goto decay. There is no cost of maintaining this, 
other than the assignment of a guard. On a monitor having two 
turrets (and this improvement is intended to have as many as that 
at least) there is required a crew of from 125 to 150 men, most of 
whom are engaged in the fire and engine room. 

There is no cost for docking, as there is in the maintenance of a 
monitor, the cost in that direction alone being an enormous item 
of expense. This fortification would be unsinkable. It would be 
steady in a sea way, not subject to the rise and fall of the sea as a 
vessel would be, and, with its guns on a level with the water line 
of a ship, would provide a defense for New York Harbor that 
would make almost unnecessary any other fortification in that 


port. 
The New York World of January 31, 1898, says: 


Congressman FISCHER'S i of erecting on Romer Shoal three steel re- 


volving turrets, each armed with two big guns, meets with the general ap- 
proval of both the Army and the Navy. 


Romer Shoal has been the scene of many asad wreck. Asagreat strategic 
point its influence is undoubted. Armed with modern guns and armored 
with steel, the gateway to New York by way of Sandy Hook would be closed 
to the battle ships of the world. 


The New York Herald of January 9, 1898, approves of the scheme 
and recommends that the 16-inch guns be placed on the site and 
concedes that such fortification will afford a complete protection. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. How far is it from Fort Hamilton? 

Mr. FISCHER. I should say it was about 5 miles from Fort 
Hamilton, and Fort Hamilton is about 10 miles from the Battery 
at New York, which would make the distance 15 miles from the 
Battery, at the foot of New York City. So that it would stopa 
foreign fleet so far from New York that it would be absolutely 
impossible to shell New York City without passing the guns at 
this place. Without such fortification vessels could lie off the 
Long Island coast and shell the harbor of New York aad be be- 
yond the reach of the guns at Fort Hamilton and Forts Tompkins 
and Wadsworth. 

Now, I have inquired at the Navy Department as to the cost of 
turrets as they are now constructed on monitors and battle ships. 
The total cost of a turret, including its guns, is about $300,000. 
The cost of raising this bar so that the works upon it would be 
above the highest tide would be another $200,000, so that the entire 
cost for two turrets and four 16-inch guns, all of the Th ear rem 
and appurtenances necessary to that fortification, would less 
than ,000, while the cost of two such turrets on a monitor, 
including the vessel itself, is $3,000,000, while here there is no cost 
for maintenance, as in the case of the monitor. Now, the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Hemenway}, having this bill in charge 
says that we are doing as much as we can each year to fortify all 
of the ports along the coast of this country. 


We are not doing as much of the work as is required. We are 
not doing one-tenth of the work that the country needs. Wespend 
money on other matters that might be delayed and are ni y 
in our appropriations for matters of this kind that should be at 
once attended to. It is a notorious fact that to-day, in the harbors 
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along the Gulf and along the Atlantic coast, there is practically 
fense against a foreign enemy. 

“ie New Orleans, Pensacola, Savannah, and other ports 
are practically without defense. Why, Mr. Chairman, a foreign 
man-of-war could enter one of these harbors and could levy a 
tribute that would pay for all the fortifications along the Pacific 
and Atlantic coasts. Wecould prevent nothing being done by a 
foreign enemy, for they could enter New Orleans, for instance, 
and escape before we could send vessels there to intercept them. 
We are told, again, that this modern disappearing gun is a mar- 
velous thing, that it can fire five or six times as frequently as 
could be done with the old gun lift. That would be very true if 
we had the things to fire with, but it is unnecessary to construct 
guns of the rapid-firing process if we provide neither powder nor 
shot. So far as the usefulness of the ordnance is concerned, we 
would be as well off if we had imitation guns made of logs as these 
guns are to-day to us. 

Now, I want to get back to my Romer Shoals scheme. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Ali New York is interested in that. 

Mr. FISCHER. My friend on my right says that New York is 
interested in that. I want to say to him that he is absolutely cor- 
rect, and that the whole country is interested in the proper pro- 
tection of the port of New York. 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Chairman, we can not hear a word of what 
is being said. 

The CHAIRMAN, The committee will be in order. 

Mr. FISCHER. Why, Mr. Chairman, a foreign fleet could 
enter the port of New York and levy a tribute of $100,000,000 and 
leave the entire country almost helpless. While particularly in- 
terested in this one scheme, and acknowledging that the entire 
coast is entitled to protection, still the fact is I want to speak 
about the place at which I live, because I know more about that 
than any other place. 

I am in receipt of letters from men who navigate the harbor of 
New York, and particularly from the commodore of the Ward 
line of steamers, in which he calls attention to the fact that this 
fortification would not only prove of incalculable value to the 
harbor of New York and the country as a fortification, but would 
provide a series of improvements that would make unnecessary 
almost all the expenditure on river and harbor improvements at 
that point, because it would provide a jetty which would cause 
the tide to scour the channel, and thereby bring us the depth of 
water that is needed for navigation at that very important point. 
He also states that upon that fortification, at a trifling cost, there 
could be erected a tower and fog signal, which would provide a 
warning to vessels entering and leaving the harbor of New York, 
ome pony do away with the number of shipwrecks upon that 
8 4 


Scarcely a season passes but we hear of many vessels wrecked 
on the Romer Shoals. So that in this scheme that I advance we 
provide first for absolutely necessary improvement in time of 
peace and for an absolutely necessary fortification in time of 
war; and at the proper time in the reading of the bill I shall offer 
an amendment tothateffect. [Applause on the Republican side. } 

Mr. McRAE. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 


ansas. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, a few days ago the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. PiTNEy] saw fit to designate 
me as a ‘‘calamity howler,” and said some things about the State 
of Kansas that I thonght ought to have been answered, but up 
to this time I have not had the opportunity. I want to read you 
some of the statements made by the gentleman on that occasion. 
The gentleman from New Jersey said: 

The State of New Jersey had been under the continued ascendancy of the 
Democratic party for thirty years until about four years ago. It had come 
to such a pass that there was a legislative trust established in the statehouse, 
which would sell mepeetoe to anybody who would pay the price. And the 
last crowning act of iniquity on the part of that legislative trust was a bill 

the “coal-combine bill,” an by the political associates of the 
gentleman from Kansas, and which proposed to increase the price of coal to 
every citizen of New Jersey $1 per ton. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, what I was complaining of at the time the 
ain made this statement was that New Jersey was the 
ome of trusts, that it bred trusts as naturally as it did mosqui 
toes, and that it is there these trusts have been protected by the 
laws, and that, emanating from that State, had extended their 
operations under mp granted by the State of New Jersey 
by preying upon the people of my State as well as of those of the 
entire country. That, sir, was what I was “howling” at, and I 
will inform the gentleman now that I shall continue to howl so 
long as the State of New Jersey continues to pass laws enabling 
trusts to prey upon my people. Itis not exactly to the point in 
this connection, but I want to call the attention of the gentleman 
from New Jersey that he has read the history of his State to little 
effect if he really believes that it has been ‘‘ under the continued 
ascendancy of the Democratic party for thirty years until about 

four years ago.” 


For my part, I have no more love for a Democratic trust than 


for one of Republican origin, but if the gentleman will pass a 
little of his leisure in reading up on the history of his State for the 
past thirty years he will find that his own party has never made 
a to trusts in New Jersey any more than in other States 
and in the country at large. And in all fairness I want to tell 
him that, in my judgment, the very foundation of trusts and com- 
bines have been laid by Republican legislation in New Jersey as 
well as throughout the country. It is the very spirit of that 
modern Republicanism for which the gentleman and his party 
stand; and if heis candid he will admit, as I am assured many 
citizens of his State are becoming rapidly convinced, that without 
the support of trusts and combines there would be no more use 
for the Republican party as a political institution than for a re- 
frigerator at the North Pole. 

He further says: 

It would have formed a coal trust that would have held the whole country 
in its grasp. Time, Mr. Chairman, will not permit me, and I do not pretend 
to give the details of that and other equally bad legislation, except to say 
that at the next State election—the election of 1893—the people of New Jer- 
sey. who had been voting the Democratic ticket without interruption for 
thirty years, arose in their wrath and cast that party out of the statehouse 
by 23,000 majority. [Applause on the Republican side. Laughter. ] 

I can imagine how the average Jerseyman smiled as he read that 
declaration, knowing just what was the cause of the political 
oie in New Jersey in that year. Everybody who reads 
the political news of the day understands the matter. Everybody 
knows that a combine, something like that of Tweed and his Re- 
publican allies, had been formed in New Jersey and dominated 
the politics of that State whether under the nominal control of 
Republicans or Democrats, and that honest Democrats arose in 
their wrath and broke the combine. Of course, it was necessary 
that one party should be defeated, and it was necessary to defeat 
the Democratic party because of the fear that enough Republic- 
ans could not be trusted to vote against their party nominees 
even when convicted of the crimes charged against the combine 
of which they were members. It has been abundantly demon- 
strated in this country that it is very difficult to punish Repub- 
lican crimes by the votes of Republicans. 

What I was contending for was that they had simply changed 
masters; that the Republican majority in that election was secured 
by the fact that the Democrats voted the Republican ticket. The 
issue was not made against trusts in that campaign in New Jer- 
sey, if I am correctly informed, neither was it in the last cam- 
paign against the corrupt practices of the Democrats in that State, 
for the gentleman himself has boasted that 78,000 loyal Democrats 
marched up to the polls in 1896 and voted for Mr. McKinley; and 
since then they have been dividing their time between watching 

| for the coming of the promised prosperity and cursing their em- 
| ployers for cutting down their wages. The gentleman states 
what was the issue in 1896 when he says: 

The political associates of the gentleman from Kansas appealed to the 
honest farmers of New Jersey and asked them to vote for a proposition that 
was claimed would enable them to scale the debts they owed their creditors 
down to 50 cents on the dollar. 

That was the charge made in that campaign by the Republicans 
of New Jersey, and there was not then, nor has there ever been, 
an honest protest by New Jersey Republicans against the imposi- 
tions of the trusts which have had their origin in the policy and 
favor of the Republican party. Of course I must assume that this 
Representative from the cultured East understands the meaning 
of the English language, and yet I would suggest to him that any 
well-trained child in a New Jersey grammar school could explain 
to him how misleading was the language used in the statement 
last quoted. 

His language implies that the Democrats of New Jersey in that 
campaign asked their friends to ‘‘ vote for a proposition that was 
claimed would enable them to scale the debts they owed their 
creditors down to 50 cents on the dollar.” I know he can escape 
by acunning analysis of his language, but it is designed as it 
stands to state what is not the fact. The simple truth is, so far 
as the financial propositions involved in the campaign of 1896 are 
concerned, that the Democrats were urged to vote for a policy 
under which it would no longer be possible to scale up debts to 
200 cents on the dollar, as has been the constant endeavor of the 
Republican party since the close of the war. And I want to call 
the attention of this gentleman and of his virtuous associates in 
the Republican party, that there has been no repeal of the laws 
against trusts of which he complains here, and that there has 
been no sensible diminution in the activity of the syndicates to 
take advantage of the New Jersey statutes in the continued or- 
ganization of trusts. Almost every day we read of some new 
organizations for an extended monopoly under the laws of New 
Jersey; and these very virtuous Republicans sit idly by and make 
no effective protest. 

A cracker trust, a tobacco trust, and a new coal trust, all within 
ashort month. Has my friend from New Jersey heard of any 
movement by a Republican official in State or nation against these 
trusts? Has there been any increased activity? 
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On the other hand, New Jersey sends to the Cabinet of the 
United States an Attorney-General who, representing that State 
and its peculiar modern Republicanism, no doubt will see that 
the trust interests of the State will be preserved against possible 
action by the Federal authority. Let me read afew extracts from 
the New York World, always well informed as to the politics and 
politicians of the State of New Jersey: 

[Special to the World.] 
WASHINGTON, January 22, 1898. 


President McKinley to-day sent to the Senate the nomination of Governor 
John W. Griggs, of New Jersey, to be Attorney-General. 

AS LAWYER, LEGISLATOR, GOVERNOR, A FRIEND OF CORPORATIONS. 

John W. Griggs has for many years been largely identified with corpora- 
tion interests in New Jersey. When he was elected governor he was coun- 
se] for several corporations, including the New York, Susquehanna and 
Western Railway, the Erie, the New York and New Jersey, the Northern of 
New Jersey, the Paterson Railway Company, and the Edison Electric Ilumi- 
nating Company of Paterson. He has also acted as legal adviser for the East 
Jersey Water Company. . 

He was counsel for Henry C. Kelsey and the Consolidated Gas Companies 
of Newark in a contest that came upin the United States circuit court a few 
daysago. He is president of the Paterson National Bank and president of 
the Paterson Safe Deposit and Trust Company. - 

About two years ago he resigned his position as general counsel for the 
Delaware, Lackawanna and Western Railroad; but it is understood that he 
still holds the position of counsel for allthe other corporations named, though 
the actual court work is done by assistants and substitutes. 

The governor is a stockholder in a number of corporations and is a close 
business as wellas close political friend of the Vice-President. 


RECORD AS A LEGISLATOR. 


The friendship of Governor Griggs for corporate interests is shown not 
only by his professional connection therewith, but by his record as politician 
and public man. 

Asa member of the assembly for two years, as a State senator for six years, 
and = governor he gave valuable aid in the promotion of the schemes of the 
combines. 

His attitude on labor questions has been freely denounced by every labor 
organization in the State. He is said to have given his aid undercover tothe 
race track gamblers. 


IN GOVERNOR'S CHATR. 


As governor he sanctioned the Delaware dam steal and approved of all 
measures in the interest of corporations that came before him, while invari- 
ably ignoring those that conflicted with the plans of the combines. 

is appointments for the most important offices have been made in the 
interests of the corporate ree illiam Battle, of Camden, chief of the 
Pennsylvania Railroad lobby, was made commissioner of banking and in- 
surance. Bennet Van Syckle was em em justice of the supreme court 
after delivering an opinion making void the contract of the Jersey City Wa- 
ter Company, thereby leaving the East Jersey Water Company to e the 
contract. 

Gilbert Collins, counsel for the East Jersey Water Company and the Erie 
and Lehigh Valley Railroad companies, was also appointed a justice of the 
supreme court. 

George Wests, henchman of Vice-President Hobart, who is the leadin 

irit in the East Jersey Water Company, was made secretary of state, and J. 

rank Fort, counsel for the East Jersey Water Company, was made judge of 
the Essex County court. 


HIS RAILROAD RECORD. 


The railroad tax shirkers never had a better friend than Mr. Griggs. 
While he was a member of the senate in 1883 a bill was introduced in the as- 
sembly providing for equal taxation. When it came to the senate, Mr. Griggs 
announced that he would prepare a better bill. 

During the closing days of the session, after repeated demands for the 
improved bill, he introduced a measure which was an exact copy of the Iili- 
nois tax law. He knew that all bills for raising revenue should o in 
the house, and it is generally believed that he took this course to 
sideration of the assembly bill. . ‘ 

— assembly bill was smothered and the Griggs bill was reported ad- 
versely. 

The next year, through the efforts of Governor Abbett, a bill was drafted 
which required railroad and canal companies to pay a tax at the local rate 
as assessed and fixed upon other property in each taxing district. " 


HOW HE CHANGED THE BILL. 


When this billcame to the committee on railroads and canals, of which Mr. 
Griggs was chairman, he had it so altered that it provided that no form of 
city, town, or county tax should be levied on depot buildings, road i 

mgt a 
e 


con- 


waterways, or personal property of any railroad or canal company; 
matter what rate was charged private owners for municipal 
railroad tax should not exceed 1 per cent. 

The assessed values of waterways, roadbeds, and depots in New Jersey is 
more than $90,000,000. On this not one cent is paid to any county or munici- 
pality in the State and only one-half of 1 per cent is paid to the State. 

Six days after Mr. Griggs made his copes on this measure to the Senate a 
motion was made to increase the municipal rate on property not wholly ex- 
empt from municipal taxation to 1; per cent. 

This would have been im d on only $40,000,000 out of $150,000,000 of rail- 
road and canal property. e balance is absolutely exempted from all forms 
of municipal tax. Mr. Griggs opposed the motion and secured its defeat. 
That has been worth more than E000, 000 to the corporations since 1884. 


FRIEND OF THE WATER MONOPOLY. 


The possession of political power by the water monopolies of the State has 
been demonstrated beyond gainsaying, and it is now an integral part of the 
Republican State machine. 

‘o-day the ee of New Jersey are at the mercy of a few corpora- 
tions who have acquired control of nearly all the sources of water supply 
and are in a position to enforce their demands before allowing cities one of 
the great necessities of life. 

Prior to Mr. Griggs’s advent in the senate a State water supply commis- 
sion was appointed. It outlined a plan and gave estimates fora joint water 
supply from the Pequannock River in ten cities and towns, including New- 
ark and Jersey City. 

oe the agency of Mr. Griggs the work of this commission came toa 


sudden ‘i 

All later attempts to create a State water board were also defeated by the 
parliamentary and forensic ability of Mr. Griggs. 

In the two years of its existence the water commission was influential in 
defeating the introduction of Ramapo water into Newark, and was in a fair 


way to bring about the early construction of waterworks for the very cities 
in New Jersey which the syndicate was planning to supply. 
supp. 


Mr. Griggs based his objection to State control of wa ly upon the 
denial! of the existence of any public right therein other than that of emi- 


nent domain. 
HIS FIGHT ON LABOR DAY. 


Perhaps the chief reason for the hostility of the iabor element to Goy- 
ernor ay - his action in opposing the institution of Labor Day in the 
State. A providing for Labor Day passed the House. When it reached 
the Senate, Mr. Griggs attacked it savagely. It was a step toward anarchy, 
he said. Why a labor day any more than a lawyers’ day? he asked. 

a his opposition, however, the bill was . 

In the same year a to make a on ene a Se 
solvency passed the House. Its ob, on was to protect workingmen from the 
sharks who take advantage of the lvent laws. 

In the Senate this bill was ref the committee on labor and indus- 
ee which Mr. Griggs It remained there. Mr. Griggs 

Mr. Griggs voted against the bill toestablisha weekly half holiday; against 
a bill to require employers in factories engaging minors to operate intricate 
machinery to instruct them as to the dangers before putting them to work; 
against the bill requiring the owners of factories more than three stories high 
toerect fire esca’ oO and helped to kill the bill making it unlaw- 
ful for any employer to prevent any employee from becoming a member of 
a labor o' tion. He voted to increase the hours of labor of the street- 
ear men of New Jersey from twelve hours for a day’s work to fifteen hours. 

The appointment of Governor New Jersey, to the Attorney- 
Generalship of the United States will be made the occasion for a dinner 
him, which will take place at the Waldorf-Astoria on Feb: 

His hosts will be limited to thirty and each will be assessed 

Governor Griggs will be presented with a silver service to cost $2,000, and, 

in addition, he will receive a silver loving cup, to cost $2,500, the money for 

which will be raised publican officeholders and politi- 
ns. 

_ It will be a memorable banquet. Even in this city, where elaborate func- 
tions of the kind are anything but rare, a dinner that costs $100 a plate is so 
a Govermae tichpaan tevemper, kemiogy esis ie aitalitiiy of vill tions, 

vernor , however. ong Cc a corporat 
and those whose he is are in a position to spend this sum of money 
without feeling it. It is not expected that every guest will pay his share 
toward the affair. 


There are many who will speculate upon what could be done with this 
$3,000 to be expended upon a —— dinner. 
_ The cotton-mill workers in New Bedford, for instance, will be interested 
in this banquet. The oldest worker, who is able to make $6 a week by the 
hardest ind of labor, may find food for comment in the fact that powerful 
political rulers will each eat and drink $100 worth in afew hours. The old 
ee ee eee Sa d hours to earn that sum. 

And those all over the country who are out of em tor rs 
about this dinner and _—— upon how much could done with the 
money expended on it. ere are sufferers in this city, like the garment 
I Ts, whose condition would be bettered by it. They will have cult 
in realizing that a single individual can consume $100 worth of food and d 


among the various 


atasingle meal. That would keep eee ® family in victuals for months. 
And this money would go a long way in Cuba, where thousands are lifting 
a terrible cry for food to save them from 


starvation. 

But the feast will no doubt take place without thought of this suffering. 
The thirty will sit at a table adorned with beautiful flowers—violets, orchi 
and roses. There rare old vin wines with course. The 


rarest delicacies that can be found the country over will be placed before the 
hosts and their 


guests. 
There will be the rarest confections of the Waldorf-Astoria chef, and the 
name of each will be set forth upon an elaborate menu which few people can 


understand, because a bill of fare in French is one of the most wonderful 
things in the world. 


It will take four or five hours to do justice to this dinner, and all the while 
an orchestra behind tree ferns and palms will play. There will be cigars 
that cost $1 each and all manner of extravagances. It is mised that it 
shall be one of the most marvelous banquets that New Y has known. 

As a further proof of the misinformation under which the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey is ae and as a further demonstra- 
tion of the poison of that virus of the old Hessian blood, let me 
call the honorable gentleman’s attention to an extract from a New 
Jersey newspaper (the Newark Ledger). It contains information 
that should be carefully conned by the gentleman who declares 
that the trust laws of his State were enacted by Democrats. It 
convicts him of a culpable mistake in the statement that he made 
before this House, and sustains my assertion that the trusts of 
New Jersey owe their existence to the Republicans of that State. 
This testimony from his own home places the honorable gentle- 
man in an unenviable light, in view of his distinct declarations 
that the law creating the combine was the result of Democratic 
legislation. I have carefully studied the remarks of the honor- 
able gentleman and have discovered that they contained one state- 
ment that is true. 

He said that I was a “calamity howler.” Failing to discover 
in his remarks any other statement that accords with the truth, I 
am forcibly reminded of the story of the old Indian who wanted 
a drink of whi very badly. He went to the storekeeper and 
a him he had ee 

whisky. agreed » gave 
tle of isky, and cheumen ae Guarantee found. 
Indian told him that at the foot of the hill to the right of 
he would find a big barn, and that 
would find, about half a mile farther 
and that under the tree he would find the deer. 
started to get his deer, and was able only to find the 
the oak tree. He returned and found the Indian lying on his back 
and affectionately hugging the empty bottle. 
drunken Indian after some trouble and asked him what he meant 


by lying so. The Indian said: 


You found the barn, didn’t you? 
Yes. 
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You found the big oak tree? 
Xe8; you didn’t find the deer? 


Weil, two truths to one lie is pretty good for an Indian. 


It will apparently take a deal of civilization to make the 
New Jersey Hessians as as the Indian. 

The Newark Ledger, referring to the remarks of the honorable 

gentleman [Mr. Prrney] says: 

hardly believe that Mr. Prtwey could have stooped to make such 
atten vemmarhe. Mr. Prrney well knows that the act by which the 
trusts of New York are enabled to defy the anti-trust legislation of that 
State and to find a refuge in New Jersey was — by a Republican legisla- 
ture and signed by a Republican governor. The statement that it was the 
work of Democrats is false in every particular, and no one knows it better 
than this same Mr. Prrney. The statement in regard to the coal combine, 
if Mr. Prrngy’s remarks be correctly reported, is inexact and misleading. 

The bill authorizing the lease of one railroad to another, which is gener- 
ally known as the “coal combine,” was not bya Democratic legisla- 
ture, and was not passed at all. As to its intended effect to raise the price 
of coal $1 a ton, Mr. Prrney well knows that since then the price of coal has 
been oN the coal $1 per ton, and that recently, without any bill 
or act passed by the legislature, which is quite unnecessary for the operations 
of the coal trust, the most industrious of the many trusts and monopolies in 
securing the election of Republican legislatures in New Jersey. 

It is to be hoped, for the sake of Mr. PITNEY’s reputation, that Mr. PIrney 
has been misreported. His eulogium upon ex-Governor Gri comes with 
bad grace, and soun sarcasm when we consider that . Griggs was 
the very governor who signed the bill which makes New Jersey the refuge 
Mwai 
they o control 0: ure again, y re : 

e remarks of Mr. Pitney in this connection may be credited by those of 
his colleagues who are ignorant of the history of ew Jersey, but in this 
State they will be received with contempt and derision by honest men of 
both es. Thisis e on the assumption that Mr. Prrney has been cor- 
rectl rted. If this benotso, however, Mr. PrtNgy should make aspeedy 

five denial, so as to purge his reputation from the stain of intentional 
misstatement. 

But there is a phrase in the \gpoted wherein the impudence of 
Mr. Pitney rises almost to the sublime. en he ks of legislatures sold 
out to the highest bidder, he ores the record of our Republican legisla- 
ture of last year. Bill after bill of the most scandalous nature was passed in 
spite of the protests of the minority. The most noted of these was the infa- 
re this, Dat for the refusal f the legislature of P lvania to take part 

or the re of the le re of Pennsylvan: ° 
in le seblory, the Delaware River above tide-water would a Tato 
the absolute control of a private corporation, without one cent g paid to 
either State for the franchise. How much was paid to legislators we have 
no means of knowing. There is not an honest Republican in the State of 
New Jersey but feels a blush of shame when he looks over the statute book 
made by the last ublican 


'The coming udgmen usands 

hep blicans who Seaton the now ie ~ a Ma ee a 
Baus bythe ineesgeraie eat oughiee inigtage whisk some pound 
men with less brains than he is su’ to possess are so apt to use. 

Now, thereis nothing ingin allthis. Itisin accord with 
the history and traditions of the State of New Jersey. She is built 
that way. oat not? informs us that the State was 
originally settled by Hessians who came over here to fight Wash- 
ington inthe Revolutionary war. They can not help it; itis their 


nature. (Laughter. 
Now, I want to read from history in regard to this matter. I 
have here a his called The True George Washington, by Paul 


Leicester Ford, which contains this extract, using George Wash- 
ington’s own words: 

And when he described his retreat through New Jersey, “The militia, in- 

of calling forth their utmost efforts toa brave and manly opposition in 
order to — our losses, are dismayed, intractable, and impatient to return. 
oS rs, almost by whole regiments, by half ones, and by companies 

a time ” 

Mr. GREENE. And they are going off yet. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Yes. Now, the author in another 
place, still quoting the words of Washington, says: 

Every hour brings the most distressing complaints of the ravages of our 
own troops, who are become infinitely more formidable to the poor farmers 
and inhabitants than the common enemy. Horses are taken out of the conti- 
nental teams; the bagges of general officers are not exempt from rapine. 

Commenting on this, the author of this history justly says: 
At the _ critical moment of the war the New Jersey militia not merely 


a t captured and took with them nearly the whole stores of the 
Army. 


Great a) 
erily, as General Washington wrote— 

Tho dependence which the Congress have placed upon the militia has alread 
greatly injured, and I fear will totally rufa our canes. ‘ . 

Laughter. } 

so wrote the Father of his Country about the general character- 
istics of the average resident of New Jersey. I read this, sir, to 
show that the a indictment drawn up by the gentleman him- 
self, that a legislative ring was formed in that State, and that 
public places and possession and power were set up at auction, is 

othing to be marveled at, nothing that should cause surprise. 

© people are built that way down in New Jersey. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CENT. Itis inherited. . 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Inherited, of course. It may be 
something in the climate. I donot know whatitis. I suppose it 
1s conceded that the climate has some effect upon the 
people who live there. 

ow, Mr. Chairman, we all recognize the ability of the eloquent 
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gentleman from New Jersey who stands here to protect the inter- 
ests of his people. We look to him to do that; but what I warn 
him against is the habit of calling every man a “ calamity howler” 
who protests against these evils that have grown up in his State. 
What we protest against in Kansas is the robbery that comes 
from the trusts of that State of New Jersey. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. - I should like to ask the gentleman 
if he is sincerely against trusts? 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Certainly I am. 

Mr. SAMUEL W.SMITH. What has the gentleman done in 
the way of introducing a bill against them? 

Mr.GREENE. Wililthegentleman from Michigan [Mr. SamveL 
W. SmirH] vote against one? 

Mr. SAMUEL W.SMITH. Yes. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. The gentleman from Michigan asks 
me what I have done. What could I do in a Congress where the 
Speaker is the whole thing [laughter] and himself a part and an 
eminent representative of the party that has become the defender 
of trusts? I might as well file a bill down here in the Potomac 
River as to put it before any committee of this House. [Laugh- 





r. 
hie. VINCENT. It would show your good will by putting it 
ere. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. The gentleman from New Jersey 
quoted the other day Mr. Will White, editor of the Emporia Ga- 
zette, a Republican paper, and he mentioned his celebrated ques- 
tion, ‘‘ What is the matter with Kansas?” That was when Kan- 
sas was under Republican rule that he asked that question. Now, 
here is the speech delivered by Will White at the Emporia Com- 
mercial Club, when he said—— 

Mr. VINCENT. That was since the Populists got in? 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Yes. He said: 

A true essence of the sway that Kansas has in the world may not be gath- 
ered into statistics; it may not find lodgings in the clearing-house ledger; it 
eludes the pursuer with his avoirdupois scales, but it shines forth in the high 
per centum of literacy and the consequent deep, wholesome morality of the 
people. They are seen —even if from afar off—the ideal of conduct 
that was always before the fathers who “crossed the sea.”’ Kansas has 
erected to her god a little white shrine in every township. The high priest- 
ess thereof is the schoolma’am, and when she is in her holy temple well 
may the nations tremble. 

Mr. Chairman, it is this condition of the Kansas mind that has 
enabled her citizens to reach out beyond State limits to see the 
necessity of curtailing the greed of corporations and to “‘ howl 
calamity ” against these iniquitous laws that seem to have found a 
lodgment in the State represented with so much ability by the 
honorable gentleman from New Jersey. Hence I warn him that 
Kansas will continue to ‘“howl” until those who control the legis- 
lation of New Jersey show a disposition to repeal, and do repeal 
in fact, all those laws under which “trusts” manage to rob the 
hard-working people of my State. And I want to add a single 
thought for the benefit of the gentlemen who have evinced so 
much anxiety to ‘now whether or not I would vote for a bill 
against trusts. Let me tell them that the best efforts of my life 
are dedicated to the complete overthrow of trusts. I will gladly 
vote for any bill here that will in any degree curtail the power of 
these gigantic organizations that are gradually absorbing the in- 
dustries of the country to the injury of the working classes. 

But I want these gentlemen to understand that I look for no 
relief from any bills they may propose, nor for any bill that can 
be proposed along lines they will elect. The cause of the existence 
of trusts lies deep in our economic system and is easy to be seen 
by any one who will search forit. It lies, in my opinion, in the 
great fundamental blunder of the age, the private monopoly of the 
natural oe and no bill and no number of bills that are 
not framed in recognition of this fact will ever do any material 
harm to the trusts. And for this reason the gentlemen who are 
waxing fat through the operation of trusts and combines will 
allow their tools in this House and in every legislative body to 
enact as many anti-trust laws as they please. They know they 
will be inoperative so long as the trusts can control the natural 
opportunities to which the people must have free access if they 
would preserve their liberties. 

There has been no appreciable opposition to the enactment of 
the laws against trusts now on the statute books. Indeed, I am 
credibly informed that some of the very honorable and patriotic 
and eloquent gentlemen who were so prominent during the pas- 
sage of the great original bills against the trusts of the country 
were actually in the confidence and probably in the pay of the cor- 

orations against whom the laws were supposed to be directed. 

hey have stood as laws on our books for years and have never as 
yet allowed any other effect than as against the very classes 
they pretend to protect. It is one of the crowning absurdities of 
this age of senseless legislation that men exercising their inalien- 
able rights as to the sale of their labor were imprisoned under the 
provisions of a law against trusts. 

The fact is that we need more ‘‘Be it repealed” than “Be it 
enacted.” We have crowded our statute books with laws for the 
protection of property, and have failed to recognize the necessity 
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for the protection of man’s right of life, liberty, and the pursuit 
of happiness. A fair reading of the laws of this country, both 
State and national, reveal a growing tendency to hold in greater 
reverence the rights of property than the rights of man. In all 
the discussions upon the financial questions we have had to face 
we find the agents of plutocracy waxing eloquent over some prop- 
osition for the further extension of privilege to the favored 
oo on the ground that they are thus defending the nation’s 
onor. 

In his History of the American Civil War, Draper says: 

It has been proven in every age that a great social revolution is not final 
until it has touched the proprietorship of land. 

Yet even in this age of progress, while we are hearing so much 
of the necessity for protecting the national honor, it is literally true 
that we are progressing backward in our legislation. We ave 
justified the reproach that we ‘‘punish a man for stealing the 
sheep from off the common, while we exalt him who steals the 
common from under the sheep.” It is within the memory of men 
now in active life—and I am happy to say in active endeavor to 
secure the reform I believe necessary for the preservation of our 
institutions—that in all New England there were what were 
known as common lands, and it is a part of their recollection of 
the past that while those lands remained thus free to the people 
wages could never fall below the return from land accessible to 
labor engaged in tilling them. 

And the world is full of lessons pointing to us a way out of the 
existing conditions of increasing wealth at one end of the social 
scale and increasing ew at the other. It is because of the 
monopoly of natural opportunities that wherever population 
presses rents necessarily increase and wages proportionately di- 
minish. Our friends in ths camp of protection are just now ter- 
ribly exercised because of the strikes in New England. They are 
calling upon the workingmen to cease striking for higher wages 
or against a reduction that their employers declare they must 
make because of the competition of the mills in the Southern 
States. I note in -the press that a very eminent gentleman of 
wealth, and presumably of intelligence, has just returned from a 
tour of observation among the Southern cotton mills, and he tells 
the workingmen of his State that og must become reconciled to 
the inevitable ‘‘ result of progress.” He points to the lower wages 
in the South, and then tells his people that they must come down 
to that level. 

But the poor, simple-minded man of wealth has never ‘‘ seen the 
cat.” . For if he had he would have known that there are two fac- 
tors in production—land and labor.. And he would have known 
that as the return to one increased the return to the other must 
necessarily diminish. But every time these gentlemen look at this 
proposition and see a decline in cost of production somewhere, 
they believe they must meet the decreased cost by a reduction in 
the wages of their employees, and overlook the possibility of any 
reduction in rents. And they have always or almost always won 
in their contests with their striking employees, and exult in the 
fact that capital will not starve while lying idle, and that it will 
consequently always in the end conquer in a fight against labor. 

And one other point I want to hint at in this connection. The 
question of what is called the ‘‘single tax” embraces all other 
reforms needed to restore to the people their lost liberties. If the 
gentlemen who seek to humbug the people by palliative laws reg- 
ulating the hours of labor will study the question carefully, they 
will see that it is all aquestionof rent. I will for this reason sup- 
port every measure that tends to reduce the hours of labor in all 
employments. But itis only because of the fact that the result 
must in the end be a lowering of rents. Let us suppose for a mo- 
ment that in the States of Maine and Massachusetts laws were 
enacted making it impossible for men to work in the cotton mills 
more than eight hours a day, and suppose that the legal hours of 
working in the neighboring States were fixed at ten hours per day. 

What would be the result? It is clear that with the same labor 
it would be impossible for the mill owners of the two States hav- 
ing*the shorter hours to compete with the mills in the other States 
unle«s they could make some reduction in cost of production. 
They might find it impossible to reduce wages, because of the 
fact that their workmen would go to the States where they could 
get the same pay. Nor would the capitalist consider the feasibil- 
ity of removing his mills and machinery from Maine to New 
Hampshire in order to escape from the operation of the laws 
against i hours of work. In such a case he would lose all of 
the rent of his lands. Or if he were paying rent to another, that 
landlord would be very likely to offer a reduction rather than al- 
low his property to lie idle because of the removal of the mills to 
another State. And the more this question is studied the more 
clear it becomes that in the end the great difficulty liesin the mat- 
ter of a constantly increasing rent. 

The proposition for the establishment of this better system of 
raising a revenue rests upon a fundamental principle that can 


tion unless they also deny the very fundamental principles con- 
tained in our Declaration of Independence. But there are two 
species of wealth produced by man’s activity. We term them in- 
dividual property and the property of the community—in legal 
er, res publica and res persona. The one arises directly 

rom the labor of the individual. The other arises directly from 
the activity of the people composing a community or state. And 
the right of each individual is just as inalienable in the one as 
in the other, subject to the necessary regulations to protect all 
others in their equal rights. But under our present system it has 
come about that we give away all the res publica and then tax 
ourselves for a revenue that should be derived from the increasing 
value of the property of the State. 

It is the growth and activity of the commnnity that creates the 
value of all the franchises we so freely give to private corpora- 
tions. If those values were taken into the common fund where 
they belong, there would be no contention in this House about 
the amount of fine to be placed upon one of the women of America 
who has happened to buy a dress in anothercountry. Nor would 
it be the common custom to levy a fine upon every man who 
erected for his family a handsome mansion rather than have them 
live in a dugout. 

It follows from all this that if the free institutions of this coun- 
try are to be saved and handed down to the coming generations, 
the only road of escape lies through a free people attached to free 
land. And this will suggest, at least to some of the suffering peo- 
ple of the State of Kansas, the old rallying cry of the men who 
were fighting for the extension of human liberty in that other 
contest which closed with the war of the rebellion, ‘‘ Free speech! 
Free press! Free soil! Free men!” 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. Pitney]. 


[Mr. PITNEY addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 
[Mr. SHAFROTH addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. GAINES. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman [Mr. Pitney] 
says that it is dishonorable for the Democratic party to espouse the 
cause of paying our bonds according tothe contract. He says that 
it is dishonorable for us to stand here as representatives of the Gov- 
ernment and ee of the taxpayers of this country and 
so contend; and because we differ with him in politics in this free 
country, where we have the right of free speech, if we have it not 
in this House—because we differ with him, we are to be called 
violators of public faith and honor—repudiators. 

He says, Mr. Chairman, that the ‘‘ true Democrats in New Jer- 
sey voted for McKinley.” He says true Democracy in New Jersey 
meant to stand by Palmer and Buckner or to vote for McKinley, 
‘‘there being no difference in the two.” He would have the five 
and one-half millions of Democrats who voted for Bryan repudia- 
tors, and the infinitesimal per cent of Democrats who supported 
Palmer or who voted for McKinley as the men who are the true 
party representatives and true Democrats. 

Allow me, Mr. Chairman, to read something of the record of 


a Palmer. What did he say in the State Register, January 24, 
78: 


It is all very well to abuse the friends of the silver dollar as inflationists, 
thieves, repudiators, and all that sort of thing, but really the friends of the 
gold dollar —— to pay the same attention to the members of the convention 
who framed the United States Constitution and who made the silver dollar 
the unit and standard of value in this country. 


Senator Palmer in the State Register, February, 1878, said: 


If there is any dollar more honest than the silver dollar of 3714 ns (of 
pare silver), it has not been discovered in the century or more that the nation 
as existed. If there can be any such thing as a dishonest dollar, that miser- 
able sham, trick, and travesty of a coin, a gold dollar, exactly fills that desig- 


nation. 

And yet, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
PITNEY] gets up here and derides us for standing by the faith of 
the fathers; standing up to the contract as McKinley did in 1878 
when he voted for the Stanley Matthews resolution; standing up 
for Allen G. Thurman; standing up for Senator Bayard, of Dela- 
ware, who said it was a fraud and an outrage upon the _ of 
this country to stand exactly where the gentleman [Mr. PiITNEy] 
stands Tae this question. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Will the gentleman permit a suggestion? 

Mr. GAINES. Yes. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. The gentleman [Mr. PITNEyY] says that in the 
last campaign there was no difference actually between the Pal- 
mer and Buckner ticket and the McKinley ticket. 

Mr. GAINES. Yes. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. There wasa very essential difference. Palmer 
and Buckner stood for the gold standard. The Republican party 
stood for bimetallism and‘won on that issue. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

Mr. GAINES. But, Mr. Chairman, they have abandoned that 


never be controverted—that every man is entitled to a fair return | platform now and stand up for the Hannaized platform of paying 


for his labor. There are no men so bold as to deny this proposi- 


these obligations in gold. 
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What did Senator FoRAKER say upon this subject only a few 


years ago, Mr. Chairman? Hederided the gold standard. Ihave 

not the time to readall that hesaid. Hederided the gold standard 

and said that he was for ‘‘ bimetallism,” that his party was for bi- 

metallism, and commended the ane in Congress for voting 
«* Mr. Cleveland’s proposition to issue gold bonds.” 

And yet we find that ee leader of the Republican 
party in the Senate to-day standing in exactly the reverse position, 
wanting to pay the obligations of this country in the dearest money. 
Let me quote now from Thomas A. Hendricks. 

In a letter to August Belmont in February, 1878, he said: 

; thought—so the pl of 1869 of the 
ate ee en ee Goal cone nyt bay aieeeet to 
ae re 
tole vakest oink that when restored altves will approach and verhaps 
reach gold in value. 

I will ask the gentleman from New Jersey if New Jersey did 
not vote to make Thomas A. Hendricks the Vice-President of the 
United States. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Pir- 
NEY] says that he has seen the wage earners of this country paid 
in gold. 1 asked him when it was,and he studiously avoided 
answering my question. It was immediately after the election, 
as they did in my State. 

Mr. PITNEY. Will the gentleman it me? He turned his 
back when he made the statement relating to myself, and I did 
not hear what he said. Will the gentleman kindly repeat it? 

Mr. GAINES. I asked you when it was the laborers of your 
State were paid in gold. 

Mr. PI Y. Idid not hear you ask that question, but it is 
capable of being answered. 

r. GAINES. Well, what was it? 

Mr. PITNEY. They have been paid in gold, as a matter of 
practice, at different times—— 

Mr. GAINES. Ah—— 

Mr. PITNEY. Waitaminute. They have been paid in gold 
at different times since the resumption of gold payments. 

Mr. GAINES. When have you seen a gold dollar paid to a 
laborer of your State? 

Mr. PITNEY. Well, I have not personally seen laborers paid 
in New Jersey since I have been in Congress. My duties have 
kept me in Washington. ; 

. GAINES. Ah, you donot know anything about the labor- 
ers, then, and yet you appear to be the mouthpiece of the laborers 
in your State. God save the laborers! 

r. VINCENT.: I will say that I remember a time when the 
bankers paid out some gold. That was immediately before the 
last Presidential election. 

Mr. GAINES. Yes; and immediately after, and nobody has 
seen a gold dollar since. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And also when you were 
struggling for the repeal of the Sherman Act. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ishould like to interrupt the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

o = GAINES. I can not refuse to yield to the gentleman from 
io. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There is not a bank in the State of Ohio 
upon which you can present a solvent’s check and ask for gold in 
es of it that you can not have it every day of your life. 

= PITNEY. Thatis truein New Jersey also, and true every- 
where. 

Mr. GAINES. They paid out gold in my own home county, 
Davidson, which rolled up a majority for William J. Bryan in 
1896, and will do it again in 1900; but they did not pay it out until 
just before the election and just after the election. They have 

m paying the laborers of the country in these “‘ 50-cent dollars” 
since then. They pay all the members of Congress in nothing 
jad order for a 50-cent dollar. These certificates are not legal 

ender. 

The Republicans contend that these Wall street microbe that 
are inflicting this country with financial disease should be paid in 

old and the farmers of this country turned down by paying them 
in **50-cent dollars.” The Republicans would pay our laborers 
in 50-cent dollars and these bondholders in 200-cent dollars. 
a PAYNE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
on 

Mr. GAINES. I decline to yield to you; you never yield to 
a [Laughter.] Now we are even. 

ow, Mr. Chairman, I have a copy of the very learned free-silver 
speech of the — from Illinois [Mr. CANNon|. What does 
he say about this payment? He says it is legal, right, and just to 
remonetize silver and pay these bonds in silver. 

Well, I will not take up my time by reading it. 
the Republican side. ] 

I wi not disappoint you. I will make my word good and read 
some of it where he refers to the opinion of the Supreme Court of 
the United States on this subject. 


[Laughter on 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Chairman, they jumped on me over there 
and took about all mytime. Just permit me to give one sentence. 

Mr. PAYNE. I hope the gentleman from Arkansas will ex- 
tend the gentleman’s time so long as he is reading a Republican 
s 


Mr. McRAE. I hope the gentleman from Indiana will now use 
some of his time. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. What does he [Mr. Cannon] 


say? 

Mr. GAINES. He says “payable in silver dollars.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Who said it? 

Mr. GAINES. The Supreme Court of the United States, Mr. 
CANNON says, said it. 

Mr. PITNEY. I ask unanimous consent that I may extend my 
remarks in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GAINES. Il ask unanimous consent that I may extend my 
remarks in the RECORD. 


Mr. PAYNE. I hope that courtesy will be extended the gen- 
tleman. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GAINES. Thank you, sir. 

There was no objection. 


[National currency—Remonetization of silver.] 


SPEECH OF HON. JOSEPH G. CANNON, OF ILLINOIS, IN THE HOUSE OF REP- 
RESENTATIVES, THURSDAY, JULY 13, 1876. 


On the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments to the joint resolution (H. R. No. 109) for 
the issue of silver coin. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, there is a general discussion throughout the 
country asto what should be our financial policy; and no man in an ordinary 
lifetime can intelligently read and digest all the essays and plans suggested 
by the thousands of persons who are discussing this question, and generally 
each one of whom is absolutely certain that his proposition isthe magic wand 
which, if adopted, will calm either the storm or serve as a rudder by which 
tosteer the ship of state over the an sea into a harbor of safety. 

I do not deprecate the discussion, for in a Republic like ours, whose destiny 
is controlled directly by the people, discussion leads to a proper understanding 
of the question, and when once understood, I have no doubt the people will, 
in the future as in the past, approve those measures which are right and 

litic, for in the long run the old maxim applies to nations as well as to 
individuals, that honesty is the best policy; and at the outset I want to say 
that this question will never be settled by theorists, for they disagree and 
quarrel. It is only by availing ourselves of the experience of the past and 
exercising that best of all kinds of sense, “common sense,” aided by common 
honesty, that we can hope to find out and adopt the true policy. 

It is with a desire to advocate a proper policy that I approach the discus- 
sion of the question now being considered by the House; for any action here 
that results in legislation upon a question of national importance ‘:, in its 
effects, felt by every business interest of the country and in the homes of 
forty-four millionsof people; and while we may make mistakes, and no doubt 
do, no Representative has the right to act without having diligently inquired 
as to what his action should be. The proposition is to remonetize the stand- 
ard silver dollar as it was prior to February, 1873, making it a legal tender 
for all debts, public and private, and receivable for duties on imports. And 
in coming to a conclusion two questions are to be considered: 

First. Have we the right, legal and moral, to so legislate? 

Second. Is it good policy to so legislate? 

First, as to the right. 

Mr. Speaker, the Constitution (section 8) provides, among other things 
that, ‘* Congress shall have power to borrow money onthe credit of the United 
States. * * * To coin money, regulate the value thereof, and of foreign 
coin.” Congress, under this power, has from time to time provided for the 
coinage of money and fixed the weight and fineness of the various denomina- 
tions thereof. 

In 1791 Alexander Hamilton, in making a report to Congress, in speaking of 
the use of the precious metals as money, used the following language: 

“Article 1, section 10, provides— 

““* No State shall * * * coin money, emit bills of credit, make anything 
but gold and silver coin a tender in payment of debts.’ c 

“To annul the use of either of the metals as money is to abridge the quan- 
tity of circulating medium, and is liable to all the objections which arise from 
a comparison of the benefits of a full with the evils of a scanty circulation.” 

Thomas Jefferson, in a letter to Hamilton, February, 1792, says: 

“T return you the report on the mint. I concur with you that the unit 
must stand on both metals.” 

This shortly preceded the enacting of the law of April 2,1792, by which the 
mint was established and the coinage of money provided for, and as I desire 
to be accurate in all my statements, I will give the provisions of the act of 
1792, and all subsequent acts of Congress inreference to the coinage of money, 
by reading from the report of the Director of the Mint for the year 1873, page 
9, as follows: 

* The mint was, by the act of April 2, 1792, established ‘for the purpose of a 
national coinage,’ at Philadelphia, that city then being the seat of Govern- 
ment. By the same act it was provided that the money of account should be 
expressed in dollars or units, dimes or tenths, cents or hundredths, and mills 
or thousandths; and that all accounts in the public offices or proceedings in 
es eee of the United States should be kept and had in conformity there- 
with. 

“Although the ideal unit of the colonial money of account was originally 
called a pound, the a dollar was for many years before the establish- 
ment of the present form of Government the money of commerce and prac- 
tical monetary unit, and, whether obligations were discharged in gold, silver, 
or paper money, a certain number of Spanish dollars constituted, specific- 
ally or by implication, the standard or measure of value. This had much to 
do with the selection in 1792 of the dollar as the monetary unit. 

‘“* By the act referred to, provision was also made for the issue of gold, sil- 
ver,and copper coins. The gold coins were to be rated at 24.75 grains of pure 
gold to the dollar and the silver coins at 371; grains to the dollar or unit, the 
relative value of the two metals being declared in the same law to be as 15 
tol. These standards were continued down to 1834, when an act was passed 
a pure gold from 24.75 to 23.20 grains to the dollar. 

“ By the act of January 18, 1837, the fineness of the gold was increased abont 
three-fourths of one-thousandth by changing from the standard of 0.899225 to 
0.900, which increased the pure gold to the dollar from 23.20 to 23.22 grains, at 
which it still remains. 
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** By this act the fineness of both the gold and silver coins was fixed at 0.900. 
The silver dollar weighed 412} ins troy, and the gold was issued at the 
rate of 25.8 per dollar in value, the actual gold dollar coin not being author- 
ized, however, until 1849. The relation of the metals, therefore, was almost 
exactly 16 tol. 

“The os of pure silver in the dollar, as originally fixed, was not 
changed from the date of its issue down to April 1, 1873, when it was discon- 
tinued; but the weight of the coins of less denomination was reduced from 
412} to 384 grains standard per dollar of nominal value by the act of Febru- 
ary 21, 1853, which fixed the weight of the half dollar at 192 grains and the 
quarter dollar, dime, and half dime at one-half, one-fifth, and one-tenth of 
the said half dollar. 

“The standard weight of these latter coins was, by the coinageact of 1873, 
increased to 355.8 grains to the dollar, composed of two half dollars, four quar- 
ter dollars, and ten dimes, and corresponding in weight and fineness with the 
5-franc silver coin of the Latin Statesof Europe. These coins are issued at the 
rate of ae per standard ounce, 803} ounces giving coins of the nominal 
value of $1,000. 

“ The coinage act, in effect, abolished the silver dollar of 4121 grains troy 

371} grains pure silver) and declared the gold dollar of 25.8 grains, nine-tenths 
ne (23.22 grains pure gold), the unit of value, and thus ew established 
gold as the sole standard or measure of value. The issue of the copper coin 
commenced in 1793, silver in 1794, and gold in 1795.” 

It will be noticed that the Spanish silver dollar prior to act of 1792 was the 
standard of value, and it is true that the standard silver dollar of the United 
States had in it the same amount of silver as the Spanish silver dollar, and 
that under this legislation the standard silver dollar weighed 412} grains, 
nine-tenths of it fine silver and one-tenth alloy, and the —— of this coin 
was never changed, and all the acts of Congress prior to 1878 provided it 
should be a legal tender for all debts, public and private, while the gold dollar, 
act of 1853, 25.8 grains, with the larger gold coins, were also a legal tender. 
Both the silver and gold were called coin. The smaller silver coin, half dol- 
lars, quarters, dimes, and half dimes, weighed a little less to the dollar than 
the standard silver dollar, and by the act of 1853, as well as the act of 1873, 
were a legal tender for not exceeding $5. 

In making both gold and silver a standard of value our fathers took coun- 
sel of the experience of civilized nations for many centuries past. 

Indeed, I may say, in the light of history, that from the most ancient 
times mankind have by toil, hardship, and enterprise sought both gold and 
silver, and in most civiliz ized countries have used them for money, and, with 
slight fluctuations, in the proportion of 16 to 1—that is, 16 ounces of silver 
being equal in value to 1 ounce of gold. So from 1792 to the breaking out of 
the late war, and all through the war up to 1873, the standard silver dollar 
was in common with gold coina legal tender for all debts, public and private, 
and receivable under all the legislation for duties upon imports. 

During the late rebellion the United States, for t urpose of preserving 
its existence, raised armies, bought supplies, and performed all other acts 
necessary to carry on the war to a successful termination, and it became nec- 
essary for Congress to borrow money “on the credit of the United States.” 


ACTS OF JULY 17 AND AUGUST 5, 1861. 


The first loan after President Lincoln was inaugurated was under the act 
of July 17, 1861, authorizing the borrowing on the credit of the United States 
of $250,000,000 on bonds at 7 per cent interest, payable after twenty years. 

Section 9 of the act is as follows: 

‘And be it further enacted, That the faith of the United States is hereby 
solemnly pledged for the payment of the interest and the redemption of the 
principal of the loan authorized by this act.” 

August 5, 1861, an act was supplementary to the act of July 17, 1861. 

The bonds issued under these acts bound the Government to pay dollars. 
There can be no mistake as to the meaning of the word “dollars.” It was coin, 
either or both gold and silver of the weight and fineness provided by law. 
This was prior to the acts authorizing the issue of United States notes known 
as greenbacks 


FIRST ACT AUTHORIZING THE ISSUE OF UNITED STATES NOTES KNOWN AS 
GREENBACKS. 


The war still progressed, and the necessities of the Government for money 
with which to purchase ougeies and pay other expenses were pressing. So 
on the 25th of February, 1662, it was enacted, section 1, “that t 
of the Treasury is hereby authorized to issue on the credit of the Unite 
‘States $150,000, of United States notes not bearing interest, payable to 
bearer at the Treasury of the United States.” 

It was further provided that such notes should be receivable for all debts 
due the United States, ‘except duties on imports,” and should be received 
for all claims and demands t the United States “except for interest 
upon bonds and notes, which shall be paid in coin;” and they were, with 
above exceptions, also madea legal tender for all debts, public and private. 

These notes did not bear interest; the promise to pay in each note was a 

romise to pay dollars, and the law in existence said what a dollar was and 
ow much gold or silver it should contain. 

Almost all nations of the world during great wars have been compelled to 
issue in some shape or other their obligations to circulate as money, generally 
to the practical exclusion of a metallic currency while in circulation. 

The French Government issued the assignats, which became worthless 
and were never paid. Our own Government during the Revolutionary war 
issued the continental currency, redeemable in Spanish milled dollars, and 
which was never redeemed. So whenit was decided to issue the greenbacks 

eat doubt was expressed all over the country as to the wisdom of the step, 
& the Democracy, who denounced the party then having control of the 
Government for violating the Constitution. 

It was contended on the other hand that in time of war the power of the 
Government forits preservation was only limited by necessity; and for the 
verses of enabling the Government to pay out and use those notes toa 
f° advantage it was further provided by the original act that they should 

fundable upon demand intoa6 per cent interest-bearing United States bond, 
and should be receivable as coin at their value in payment for any loans 
that might thereafter be negotiated by the Secretary of the a and 
this same act provided, section 2, for the issue of $500,000,000 6 per cent bonds, 
bearing interest in coin. 

To give the greenback further value section 2 of this same act provided 
that all stocks, bonds, and other securities held within the United States shall 
be exempt from taxation by or under State authority. Indeed, I may say 
that all the bonds and obligations of the Government issued in payment for 
loans, including the greenbacks issued under different acts of Congress, were 
7 ew apete nontaxable by State or municipal authorities, and are not tax- 
able to 4 

Section 6 of the same act, authorizing the first issue of greenbacks, pro- 
vided that all duties should be paid in coin or notes payable on demand, which 
were coin notes, and that the proceeds should be applied— 

First. To the payment in coin of the interest on the bonds and notes of 
the United States. 

Second. To the payment or purchase of 1 7 cent of all the debt of the 
United States, to be set apart asa fund. 


. The residue to be paid ote tha ivensary. 





OTHER ACTS OF CONGRESS DURING THE WAR AUTHORIZING THE ISSUE OF 
NATIONAL OBLIGATIONS. 
The act of July 11, 1862, authgrized a further issue of United States notes 
or greenbacks to the extent of 000,000, with similar provisions as the act 
of February 25, 1862. 


The act of March, 1863, authorized the issuing of $900,000,000 6 
interest-bearing bonds of the United States, redeemable at tho caaee - 
the Government in not less than poy A 


i F nt ears nor more than forty years, pay- 
able in coin, giving the Secretary of the Treasury the power to issue part of 


same, not exceeding $400,000,000,in Treasury notes, eevee at the pleasure 
of the Government not ex three years from date, with 6 per cent in- 
terest, authorizing the exchange of either the bonds or Treasury notes for 
reenbacks; also authorizing an issue as a part thereof of $180,000.00 of 
nited States notes, and ang i term for exchange of all United States 
notes for bonds to on or before the Ist day of July, 1868. 

The act of June 30, 1864, authorized the issue of ,000,000 bonds, to run not 
less than five nor more than thirty years, at 6 per cent interest in coin. 

Section 2 gave the Secretary of the Treasury the power to issue $200,000,000 
of this amount in Treasury notes, payable not exceeding three years from 
date, with 74, per cent interest, and to convert said Treasury notes into 
bonds, and to exchange these interest-bearing Treasury notes for United 
States notes or nbacks issued under prior acts of Congress; and the fol- 
lowing proviso is attached to said second section: 

‘“* Provided, That the total amount of bonds a Treasury notes authorized 
by the first and second sections of this act shall not exceed $400,000,000, in ad- 
dition to the amounts heretofore issued; nor shall the total amount of United 
States notes, issued or to be issued, ever exceed $400,000,000, and such addi- 
tional sum, not exceeding $50,000,000, as may be temporarily required for the 
redemption of temporary Pa 

While it was doubtful how the war would result and whether we were to 
have a Government or not, the obligations of the Government, both interest 
and noninterest , decreased in value, for the element of uncertainty 
as to their payment or, if paid, when they would be paid, produced the 
inevitable result upon their price. 

All these acts were panned during the continuance of the war, and consti- 
tute the contract between the Government on the one hand and the holders 
of the obligations of the Government on the other hand, and which good 
pir pape the Government to keep and with which the creditor must be 
sa 


THE LAW AND JUSTICE. 


The nature of the obligation resting upon the Government under these 
acts is tersely set forth in the report of the Secretary of the Treasury to 
Congress, as follows: 

“But the pu and meaning of the acts in question are not left open for 
forensic discussion, ae been authoritatively settled by the unanimous 
opinion of the highest judicial tribunal known to our Constitution. As soon 
after the termination of the war as 1868 it was argued before the Supreme 
Court that the legal-tender notes of the United States were issued as money, 
a substitute for metallic currency, and that, having been made legal tender 
in payment of all debts, including (with certain exceptions) the Govern- 
ment’s own, of course, when presented for payment, if similar notes, being 
legal tender, were offered in exchange for them, the debt would be dis- 
charged by a delivery of new notesof the same kind, and so on ad infinitum. 
To this ar; ent the court replied: 

“Apart from the quality of tender impressed upon them by acts of 
Congress, of which we now say no g, their circulation as currency depends 
upon the extent to which they are received in payment, on the quantity in 
circulation, and on the credit given to the promises they bear. other re- 
spects they resemble the bank notes formerly issued as currency. 


SUPREME COURT. 


“But, on the other hand, it is equally clear that these notes are obligations 
of the United States. Their name imports ae. Every one of them 
expresses upon its face an engagement of the nation to — bearer a cer- 
e dollar note is an ¢& ment to pay a doliar, and the dollar 
intended is the coin dollar of the U: States—a certain quantity in weight 
and Soanene of gold or silver, authenticated as such by the stamp of the Gov- 
ernment.” 
This authoritative declaration of the Supreme Court defines clearly and 
pootete the eee intent of Con in the acts which authorized 
he issue, and should be accepted as conclusive of the o tion and duty of 
the Government to provide for Se payment in specie of such issues. 
Nor isthisall. Subsequent to ecision, and for the purpose of putting 
a quietus upon the mischievous discussion of the subject, Con , on the 
18 a of March, 1800, ——— by public —- — » U — sol- 
emnly pledges make Vision a © ear’ practicable period 
for the redemption of the United States notes in coin.” 


MR. CANNON’S OPINION. 


I have referred to these acts of Congress and the decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States for the reason that on the part of certain gentle- 
men upon this floor and a great many throughout the coun there appeers 
to be a misapprehension as to what the contract is between the Government 
on the one hand and its a the other; and from the above refer- 
ences to the law, as wellasa examination of the text of the different 
acts, I am prepared to state— 


LAW AND CONTRACT. 


First. That there is not one dollar of the indebtedness of the United States, 
interest bearing or noninterest . bond or greenback, but what the 
Government has the t, legal, equi e, and moral, under the contract to 
pay in coin, and that co; is gold or the standard silver dollar of the fineness 
of weight —— by law at the time the indebtedness was made. 

Second. It further appears that the faith of the Government is pledged to 
collect duties on imports in coin (either gold or silver, or both) for the pay- 
ment of interest upon the public debt. , 

Third. That the faith of the Government is pledged, until the redemption 
of the greenbacks, never to issue more than ,000,000 of the same. 

Having shown the right under the contract to pay our debt in gold and 
silver, or either, let us inquire briefly as to the policy of paying our debts in 
silver as well as in gold. 


THE POLICY OF PAYMENT OF OUR DEBT IN SILVER AS WELL AS GOLD. 


A discussion of this branch of the subject will make necessary an naiez 
as to the amount of gold and silver in the world, the office of money, an 
the effect of making it plenty or scarce. one or dear, upon production and 
commerce, and more ly the effect of making it cheap or dear upon 
contracts in existence, and after those contracts are made to pay “ dollars, 
having reference to the dollar established by law at the time the contract 
was made; and first as to the amount of silver and gold in existence and the 
roduction of the same. 
7 The statisticians and political economists in the world agree substantially, 
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after careful consideration of the subject, in estimating for use in the arts 
and for coin— 


Gold at_..-.-- wa ceen aeenns anne e tetene teen tens naenenes enee nena eneeee $5, 800, 000, 000 
Silver at........-----.-- ------ --20-- eewenn cocees wecececnns cncenecees 5, 600, 000, 000 
Seine GUNN ARIA as ian dicen onnesacesesnnes 11, 400, 000, 000 


About one-half of this amount ($5,700,000,000) is coin, of which there is in 
use in the commercial world— 


I mean by the commercia) world those countries other than the oriental, 
while the amount in circulation in the eastern or oriental countries is esti- 
mated at (mostly silver) $2,100,000,000. 

‘As to the amount of gold and silver in the world, our efficient statistician 
at the head of the Bureau of Statistics, Mr. Edward Young, substantially 
concurs with the above estimate, as shown by a letter which he writes me, 
as Solewss BUREAU OF STATISTICS, July 12, 1876. 

aggregate gold product of the world for the past twenty- 
= rear. 1849 to-1875. both inclusive, is estimated at....... 


sil roduct of the world for th iod ae 
The te iver Dp U wor or © same pert 
is eatimated 


is Boo cccencncces cecscwbescos cceses cocceccoccee ccene~ oe 1, 573, 900, 000 
Making the ag; te uction of precious metals for the 
weakly auven yours, CO) Ee ee eee 4, 335, 600, 000 


The present stock of precious metals for use in the world (for coinage and 
the arts) has been estimated by Tuam at from $11,000,- 
Q0U—say a mean ,000. 
ee ae he EDWARD YOUNG, 
Chief of Bureau. 
Hon. J. G. Cannon, M. C. 


As to the production of gold and silver annually from 1852 to 1875, incl sive, 

I give a tabular statement as reprinted from the Paris Journal des Econo- 
for March, and which statement agrees substantially with information 

from other sources. It will be observed the production of gold is decreasing: 








Total gold 
Year. Gold. Silver. and silver. 

500,000 | $40,500,000 | $223,000,000 

000, 000 40, 500, 000 195, 500, 000 

000, 000 40, 500, 000 167, 500, 000 

000, 000 40, 500, 000 175, 500, 000 

147, 500, 000 40, 500, 000 188, 000, 000 

Rs nticissbitidattndidhibhnnnnennl 138, 000, 000 40, 500, 000 173, 500, 000 
il ncmattabitinnelignnidihtedaehteindeesiitl 124, 500, 000 40, 500, 000 165, 000, 000 
Pe tbietitelidsadeasdcéduscacncmecacecs 124, 500, 000 40, 500, 000 165, 000, 000 
ie ntitiiniiiinntid speinsnacbabeenget 119, 000, 000 40, 500, 000 159, 500, 000 
PS Re ev SEs 114, 000, 000 42, 500, 000 156, 500, 000 
WS. tidbit vabitiinkunngisiiidandl 107, 500, 000 45, 000, 000 152, 500, 000 
ra eaten tail tana cartel 107,000, 000 49, 000, 000 156, 000, 000 
pT EP REL ES SATE 113, 000, 000 51, 500, 000 164, 500, 000 
TO Gi iekiictnethlin didi ee dcke deadly denied 120, 000, 000 52,000, 000 172, 000, 000 
TOE, ati bite canlisstiemanatahiii 121, 000, 000 50, 500, 000 171, 500, 000 
SR — re I ae. 116, 000, 000 54, 000, 000 170, 000, 000 
pS RES Tae 120, 000, 000 50,000, 000 170, 000, 000 
SOR ids hah cnt Gidectinebe dcnk 121, 000, 000 47,500, 000 168, 500, 000 
ORR, diaries hte sthennenditiianiins 116, 000, 000 51, 500, 000 167, 500, 000 
il tiie cdelia cde hentrinenteeaiasitntianiataahl 116, 500, 000 61, 000, 000 177, 500, 006 
eisai are Ree ee ce ante 101, 500, 000 65, 000, 000 166, 500, 000 
ailes, Mlenkticdibatitabteinntkbssartle 108, 500, 000 70, 000, 000 173, 500, 000 
PER SE EP PE LY See ee 90, 500, 000 71, 500, 000 162, 000, 000 
Site -cliclocinl incininisicianiimeiiniatianniilih time 97, 500,000 62, 000, 000 159, 500, 000 





MONEY—WHAT IS IT? 


Moncey has been defined by many political economists, and it is somewhat 
strange that people should =rnge about the definition of that article which 
moves the world and is at the 


ices, with the view - effect their exchange either at present or in the future 
and throughout the world.” 

If all nations, individuals,and corporations were out of debt, then it would 
make but little difference whether a large or small amount of coin was called 
adollar, To illustrate, it would make but little difference whether a dime or 
a dollar was the re tative used to measure the value and effect the ex- 
change of a pair of shoes made in Massachusetts for a bushel of corn raised 
in ee aa g¢ from the maker in Massachusetts through the 
dealer in to the person who wears them, and the corn ing from 
the farmer who produced it in Kansas through the dealer in husetts 
to Ra pe ee but in the development, production, and commerce of any 
country, corpora’ 
debts, and ge 


individuals, and governments make ventures, contract 
merally in the 
tend to the well-being of each in 


te follow those manifold pursuits that 
dual and result in the happiness, strength, 
and power of the whole asa 
From these 


le. 
transactions relation of debtor and creditor is formed,and 
the commodity or other — advanced by the creditor and received by the 
debtor and agreed to be is measured by dollars. 


%-GRAIN GOLD DOLLARS OR 100-GRAIN SILVER DOLLARS DISCUSSED. 


The farmer in Illinois who promises to pay the lumberman of Michigan 
$1,000 for lumber has no intention of to Nevada or California and of 
actually the amount of silver or gold, having it coined, necessary to 
ow f ht TT a ae 
ex or the thousand dollars w o pay 
the lumberman; hence it is necessary that the dollar or the standard by 
should be maintained by Government and should 
be in justice to everybody as stable and certain as possible; and as we trade 
“this same dollar or standard of value should be as nearly 
universal as and the creditor who has the obligation of the debtor 
to pay him a thousand dollars in coin, that coin at the time of the contract 
as a standard of value, at 25.8 grains of standard gold to the dollar 

or4 of standard silver to the dollar. 

Who when pa t is made that it should be in dollars, wees 
50 Ce of gold of 25, or dollars weighing 1,000 grains of silver insteac 
of grains, or would say let us not have silver asa standard of vaiue at 
all, pay me in gold dollars. and thereby silver as com with gold is not 
8s valuable as when the debt was contracted, would attempting to act 
unfairly and by artifice to get more than he was to have; or the debtor who 


would say, let us make a dollar out of 12 grains of D 
of 200 of silver instead of 412} grains, or would i on making a dollar 
out of . which should bea legal tender in addition to the gold and silver 
and of not half the value of gold and silver dollars, and insist on paying his 
debt in brass dollars, would be acting unfairly and seeking by artifice to pay 
less than he agreed. 


instead of 25, or ont 


INDIVIDUAL AND GOVERNMENTAL RIGHTS. 

What has been done in reference to the debts the Government owes and 
that individuals owe, and the reason for action of the parties? 

I have already called attention to the fact that at the time our debt was 
contracted a certain amount of both gold and silver constituted a dollar. It 
is estimated that $1,000,000,000 of this debt is held by people of foreign nations, 
most of it in Great Britainand Germany. Silver is not used in Great Britain 
as money except for subsidiary coin, and since the Franco-Prussian war and 
within the last three years Germany, Denmark, Sweden, and Norway have 
ceased to use silver as standard money and have adopted the use of gold as a 
standard, and Dr. Linderman, the Director of the Mint, estimates the amount 
of silver that is being retired from the circulation in Germany and thrown 
— the markets of the world at $300,000,000, and about the same amount in 
the other nations. 

“STRANGE” THING DONE. 


And, strange to say, the United States being the debtor nation, having the 
right to pay that debt in gold and silver of a certain fineness, with ber vast 
mineral wealth, especially of silver, that is being developed by the labor, pluck, 
and energy of Americans under the lead of science and experience, has un- 
wittingly assented to the demonetization of silver. 

This legislation was had in the Forty-second Congress, February 12, 1873. 

a bill to regulate the mints of the United States, and practically abolished 
silver as money by failing to provide for the coinage of the silver dollar. It 
was not disc as shown the REcorRD, and neither members of Con- 
gress nor the le unievutest the scope of the legislation. 

The result is that — has become the only standard by which values are 
measured, silver ceasing to be used as money, and gold as compared with 
silver has become more valuable, and silver as compared with gold has be- 
come less valuable, so that if we actually in gold, not having the privi- 
lege to pay silver, we have decreased our ability to pay by at least from 20 to 
30 per cent; in other weet’, We decrease our ability to pay by the amount 
of silver we have to pay with, it no longer being available to us to pay in the 
discharge of our tndisbtednens the same as gold. 

GOLD OBJECTION ANSWERED. 


But the objection may be urged that we have not a e amount of silver 
with which to pay our debts, and therefore it can not e much difference 
whether silver is demonetized or not. A complete answer to that is, first, 
that so far as we have silver or can mine it or buy it with our commodities, 
we have the right to use it in payment of our debts according to the con- 
tract; and, for t matter, the same ber | may be said of gold, that we have 
not a large amount of it in comparison with our debt with which to pay. But 
@& more ——= answer to such objection is that practically we pay the 
oa on of our debts in cotton, corn, wheat, meats, and such other 
commodities as we sell or export, and that the value in dollars of what we 
sell is measured by gold if it is the only standard of value, or by gold and sil- 
ver if they both constitute the standard; so if you decrease the amount of 
the standard by which the values of commodities are to be measured from 20 
to 30 per cent by demonetizing silver, the necessary consequence is the gold, 
in measuring the value of cotton, corn, etc., has the same office to perform 
that the d and silver both performed, and the creditor gains while the 
debtor loses. The debtoris bound to pay the number of dollars he contracted 
to pay, but the dollar is more valuable than it was when he made the con- 
tract. Dr. Linderman, Director of the Mint, fully understood this, for in his 
report for the year page 21, he says: 

* The gradual adoption of the gold standard, and consequent demonetization 
of silver will, of course, be followed by an increase in the value of gold, or 
what is the same thing, a decrease in the price of articles measured by it. 
Indeed, it is quite certain that this effect is already perceptible in some por- 
tions of Europe. Be that as it may, however, it is safe to assume that Ger- 
many will soon have substituted three hundred millions of go!d for silver 
heretofore used as standard money, and that Denmark, Sweden, and Norway 
will uire nearly as much more in consequence of changing their standard 
from silver to gold. Now, add to the foregoing the requirements of France 
and the United States in the near future, and it will be readily understood 
that gold must appreciate in value. 

“Itis true that the mines of the world produce annually about one hundred 
millions of gold; but in considering this as a stock to be drawn upon for coin- 
age, it must be remembered that the consumption of gold in the arts has 
largely increased during the last twenty-three years, and now approximates 
to about twenty-five ions per annum.” 


SOME OF THE EFFECTS OF DEMONETIZING SILVER. 


At the time our debt was contracted the standard silver dollar as com- 
pared with the gold dollar was of a little greater value, and so continued until 
after silver was demonetized. Since 1873, however, gold as compared with 
silver has wn more valuable; and to show how much more valuable, take 
the price of silver in gold in Liverpool on the 10th day of July (this month), 
and the price of a greenback dollar in gold, the gold being at 12 per cent 
premium, counting gold as the unit of value at par: 

Sd en th ctenieicininllinresehencdivninae.aielliRaibiiha-acocineeniitn tintin tecsiniamnteincemeen $1.60 
The value of the greenback in gold is.....-.............................-.. 
The value of the standard silver dollar (412} grains) is 


And let me here say that we have just as much right under our contract to 
call silver the unit or standard of value and par, and to say that the green- 
back is above par by 11 per cent, and gold above par by 24 per cent, as advo- 
cates of the gold standard have to claim that gold should be the unit or 
standard of value, and that greenbacks are below par and silver is below par. 

Notice, the greenback dollar is worth over ll per cent more than the silve: 
dollar. The reason is that, silver being demonetized and gold become more 
valuable and silver less valuable, the greenback is payable in gold, which, 

coming more valuable, of course makes the greenback, as well as all the 
other securities of the United States, more valuable and harder to pay. 

FREE COINAGE WILL CAUSE A PARITY. 

Now, then, let us remonetize silver. There is, as before shown. about as 
much silver in value in the world as there is gold. The result will be that 
silver, as compared with gold, will grow more valuable: gold, as compared 
with silver, will grow less valuable, and they will meet, each traveling half- 
way, at about the value of the greenback; and thus we would have silver at 
pee — gold, gold at par with silver, and the greenback at par with goid 
an ver. 


Sheceensanashon aes -79 


WE SHOULD REMONETIZE SILVER. 

But the objection is made that the United States may remonetize silver, 
and that Germany and the other nations will not. In answer, I say so much 
the greater necessity for the United States remonetizing silver; that is the 
only way we can get even, for by adopting the gold stan only they have 
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made the dollar more valuable than it was when they bought our bonds and 
loaned us their capital; and silver ceasing to be used as money, silver coin is 
thrown upon the market, and has depreciated as compared with gold. Now,if 
we remonetize silver that will create a demand for it here, and it will flow 
into this country in exchange for our preducts, and we will in turn use it in 
paying our debts in common with wold as between each other, and in paying 
the $50,000,000 to $70,000,000 of annual interest upon our foreign debt. 


THE BOND CONTRACT. 


Mr, Speaker, I have very great respect for the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Garfield] and also many gentlemen on the other side of the House who oppose 
the legislation spoken of, but I do not agree with him in denouncing the 
proposition to remonetize silver and paying our debts with it as swindling, 
and his stigmatizing silver with the term “cheap and nasty." 

Sir, it has with gold been used as money for ages past, and will be, in my 
opinion, for ages to come. It is in common with gold the money of the Con- 
stitution, and whether it has grown less valuable or gold has grown more 
valuable is not the question. By the letter and spirit of the contract we have 
the right to pay every dollar of the indebtedness of the United States in 
standard silver dollars weighing 412} grains, nine-tenths of it fine silver and 
one-tenth of it alloy, as well as in gold, and I should like to know what right 
the gentleman has to denounce as swindlinga proposition to do what we con- 
tracted todo. I suppose if gold were wr than silver, then the gentle- 
man would say it is swindling to pay in gold. 

If the gentleman owed me $10,000 and by the contract had the option to pay 
it either in gold dollars or silver dollars, and had to be industrious and econo- 
mize to pay either, does he claim that it would be swindling to pay me in 
silver dollars because they were the cheapest? 

If the gentleman did business in that way on his private account, before 
six months had ——— any court would appoint a conservator to take charge 
of his property and manage his estate. 

Sir, it is the only practicable route that Ican see to a resumption of the 
business of the country upon the basis of specie. It fills the measure of the 
contract from every standpoint; it enables us to keep the public faith and 
honor; it stops the rapacity of the creditor on the one hand, who unfairly 
seeks to increase the value of his credits by having the contract changed in 
his favor, and it stops the power of the politician on the other hand, who 
seeks to avail himself of the present depression and hard times to ride into 
power under the promise to set the printing presses in motion and make 
money and give it value without labor by mere force of legislative enactment. 

Mr. Speaker, it is urged that it is not practicable to coin large amounts of 
the standard silver dollar soon enough and fast enough for use. This objec- 
tion is not well taken. The Director of the Mint informs me that the mints 
can turn out eer coins in addition to required gold coin and minor 
coinage $2,000,000 monthly, and an equal amount of silver dollars monthly, 
and that with reasonable appropriations the capacity of the mints can be in- 
creased. I further want to state that it is not necessary for large payments, 
to have silver or gold coined in large amounts, for the act of 1869, which was 
merely declaratory of the contracts in regard to the public indebtedness and 
was also the foundation for refunding a large part of it at a lower rate of 
interest, is as follows: 

“The faith of the United States is solemn] poe to the payment in coin 
or its equivalent of all the obligations of the United States not bearing inter- 
est, known as United States notes, and of all the interest-bearing obligations 
of the United States, except in cases where the law authorizing the issue of 
any such obligation has expressly provided that the same may be paid in 
lawful money or other currency than gold and silver.” 

What is the equivalent of coin? I answer, gold and silver bullion of the 
fineness of coin; and for large payments this could be tested and used in 
large amounts. The word ‘“‘equivalent’’ in the act could mean nothing more 
or less than this. Then this gold and silver coin or bullion would be receiv- 
able for all dues payable to the United States, including duties upon imports; 
and for convenience the bullion could be deposited in the Treasury and coin 
certificates issued redeemable in the bullion. 


THE RESUMPTION ACT. 


Mr. Speaker, I want to say a word with reference to that clause of the so- 
called resumption act which fixes the Ist day of January, 1879, to redeem the 
Treasury notes on demand in coin. 

Experience, especially in matters of finance, is better than weeny. 
am satisfied from observation that part of the act should be aa ed and 
have so voted constantly when that proposition was pending before the 
House. I believe it is admitted ay all that it is a mere declaration without 
any vital force to make it practicable, and tends with other causes to deter 
men of enterprise from embarking in the various industries of the country, 
for the reason that they are doubtful as to what legislation will/be had touch- 
ing same or what will be its effect. 

ose who oppose its repeal say that they are willing it should be repealed 
and believe it should be, but want something in its place that looks toward 
resumption, or, in other words, that they will not take a step backward. 


VALUE EQUALIZED. 


To such I submit, in all candor, and fairness, that the passage of a bill 
remonetizing silver, with the influx of silver necessarily resulting therefrom, 
would equalize the value of gold and silver and greenbacks; then the victory 
would be won; for if we had the power to exchange greenbacks on demand 
for either gold or silver, we would not voluntarily do so longer than until the 
novelty wore away, for, with the Frenchman who rushed to the bank that 
was being run upon and demanded his money, when it was counted to him, 
we would exclaim: “If you have the money, we don’t want it. If you have 
it not, we must have it.’ 


and I 


YOUNG MEMBER. 


Mr. Speaker, I am in the minority in the House. I have been trying for 
months to get the floor to present my views upon this question and urge leg- 
islation touching the same. I suppose I have no right to complain at not 
being able to do so, asI am not on the Banking and Currency or Ways and 
Means Committee, which have charge of the presentation of matters of this 
kind to the House; and with300membersall clamoring for the floor, one’s turn 
does not come often when he desires to be heard upon some question not com- 
ing from his committee. But I want to say to the other side of the House 
that one-tenth part of the time given to the maturity and consideration of 
this measure that is used in the effort to make capital for the fall campaign 
will suffice to perfect the details and pass the bill. 

There is another reason why this legislation should be had at once. It 
would settle the money question permanently. If there is any one thin 
more than another that paralyzes business it is the power Congress has, wit 
our unsettled condition of finance, to tinker with the currency; it sets the 
theorist, the politician, and the speculator to work proposing all manner of 
schemes to better our condition, nine-tenths of which are purely impractica- 
ble or thoroughly selfish; the producer and the trader are kept in a state of 
feverish excitement, doubtful as to what bad results may follow from unwise 
legislation. 

THE WAY OUT. 


There is but one way out of it: Restore the money of the Constitution by 
remonetizing silver; give the Government and each individual the chance to 
comply with its or his contract; nothing more and nothing less. Then the 






laws governing demand and supply will regulate the money and the credit 
of the country as they regulate the production of corn and wheat; and un- 
der the operation of that ceteel law imposed upon man by the Creator, ‘‘ By 
the sweat of thy face shalt thou eat bread,” each individual, under stable 
laws and stable money, will work out his own salvation, and as a people we 
enter upon a secure and stable era of prosperity. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. I yield seven minutes to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman, Iam very loath to digress from 
the discussion of the ye bill to that of the much-discussed 
question of prosperity, and I should not do so were it not to en- 
courage my Democratic colleague from Massachusetts, who has 
somewhat picturesquely described himself upon this floor as the 
sole relic of the Democratic party in this House from New England. 

Last Saturday, in some remarks he made on prosperity, he 
challenged his colleagues from Massachusetts to contradict his 
statements. 

We have had challenges from our colleague before. During the 
month of December, in the civil-service debate, he uttered a chal- 
lenge which reverberated through the columns of the CONGREs- 
SIONAL RECORD, but which never was heard upon this floor. I 
congratulate him upon the improvement and that we who are chal- 
lenged are permitted to know it. 

The question whether we are prosperous or not is not to be settled 
by the statement that a bank in Kansas has failed or a strike has 
occurred in some other part of thecountry. Youcan find no time 
so prosperous in any great commercial country but you will find 
also failures of banks and strikes of laboring men. 

The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Simpson]. who, although 
never very logical, is always entertaining, has claimed the atten- 
tion of the House at intervals during this whole session by in- 
termittent attacks upon the existence of prosperity. There are 
two or three tests by which the controversy can besettled. It can 
be determined as certainly as you can determine the direction of 
the tides of the ocean; and I appeal to a few of these tests in the 
belief that I can demonstrate to the House that we have had for 
some time, and are having to-day, a considerable degree of prosper- 
ity. One most important test is the amount of exchanges at the 
clearing houses, which show the great mass of dealings among the 
citizens of the country. 

I find that the bank clearings for the year 1897 were $57 ,403,000,- 
000; in 1896 they were $51,334,000,000. Thus we see that during 
the year 1897 the ee at the clearing houses increased by 
$6,000,000,000 over 1896. ut there is this further significant fact. 
In closely scrutinizing the figures I find that during the first 
quarter of 1897 the clearings over the corresponding quarter of the 
previous year showed a loss of 3.7 per cent; during the second 
quarter of that year they showed a loss, as compared with 1896, of 
seven-tenths of 1 per cent; but in the third quarter they showed 
a gain of 30 per cent, and in the fourth quarter of 21 per cent. 

Thus this enormous gain of $6,000,000,000 of bank clearings was 
all realized, and more, too, during the last six months of 1897. 
This, it seems to me, is a most significant fact, and shows a gen- 
eral revival of business during the last half of the year. 

Let me allude to another test which is of fundamental impor- 
tance on the question whether we are prosperous or not. I refer 
to the amount of traffic from town to town and State to State, 
the volume of business upon our great highways of commerce. 
That is illustrated by railroad earnings, and I do not take the 
earnings from the roads that happen to carry wheat, but I take 
the roads running all over the country, north and south and east 
and west. 

We find in the Financial Chronicle, of New York, the recog- 
nized authority on this subject, a statement of the earnings of 
159,000 miles of railroad. During the first six months of 1897 
there was a decrease in the earnings upon these roads of $1,266,000 
as compared with 1896, but for the whole year 1897 there was an 
increase over the earnings of 1896 of $58,904,000; that is, the last 
six months of the year made the gain for the year $58,000,000, in 
— of the loss of $1,200,000 in the first half. I desire to say for 
the benefit of my colleague from Massachusetts that, so far as the 
bank clearings are concerned, the exchanges in the city of Boston 
during last year over the preceding year show a large and signifi- 
cant gain, amounting in all to about $600,000,000. 

There is, however, another most important test. Let us see 
whether the movement of business is reflected in the mails, which 
are the couriers of commerce and carry the orders and dispatches 
of the business men through every department of trade. In my 
See for the consideration of the resolution which I intro- 

uced here making a deficiency appropriation for the carrier serv- 
ice I carefully investigated the condition of the postal receipts, 
and for the first six months of the present fiscal year, from the ist 
of July until the 1st of January, I was informed at the Post-Office 
Department that, taking the percentage of increase already made, 
which could almost infallibly be depended upon, the total receipts 
for the present fiscal year would exceed those of the preceding 
year by more than $8,000,000. 1 will especially allude to the figures 
in the Boston post-office, because of the position taken by my friend 
the other day in proclaiming the bankrupt condition of Boston, 
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I find that during the month of July last, the first month of the 
present fiscal year, there was a slight decrease in the postal re- 
ceipts, but in the ee five months there was a large increase, 


amounting to $85,000, and in one single month an increase of over 
,000, 

Here are the three important considerations to which an econo- 
mist would look. We will not try to judge the condition of the 
whole body politic by a partial diagnosis; we will not do as a sur- 

n would who should examine the condition of a toe in order to 

d the temperature of the whole body, but will take those things 
recognized by economists as affording the best test possible. We 
see that since the ist of July last there has been a large increase 
in the great volume of traffic over the railroads of the country; 
there has been a great and enormous increase in the exchanges, as 
shown at the banks, and a great increase in the post-office receipts. 

I annex a statement more in detail of the clearings and railroad 
earnings to which I alluded: 


Clearings reported (in thousands). 
[From the Financial Chronicle, January 8, 1898.] 








First | Second | Third | Fourth | Total 
quarter. | quarter. | quarter.| quarter. year. 


















ew York: 
7 DEL, ioienaeinteedacoe 7, 021, 588)$7, 128, 471'$9, 223, 105 $10, 055, 
Tiniddecsigacetndienten 7, 251, 662) 7,147,981) 6,514,586) 7,956,! 
Other Middle States: 
ls coduidiittebnainaanaggs 1, 235, 013) 1,250,015) 1,384,097 1,507, 
1806. .......-..------.-...| 1,820,859} 1,341, 600 1, ae, 1,302, 
New England States: 
1907. .........-..--.-..--} 1,374, O75} 1,422, 479) 1,479, 868} 1,608, 
I i haath ta iin icine 1, 272, 246} 1,331, 135; 1,200, 1, 446, 
Middle Western States: 
ics aiatadniedneheasltee 1, 424,010) 1,596,847) 1,713,236) 1,978, : 
896. Sieahitdwe , 596, 1,715, 057| 1,488,115) 1,636, 
Pacific States 
Si Matbbetdbeinatcsed 215, 95 2387, 336, 272 
Ttiiicheindnnehd ease ocesen 24, 226, 107 268, 0 
Other Western States: 
Sl cidibldiinsbiitiennedieiniiiln 370, 450, 561, 136 
ibis dé an eedetigtatns 431, 380, 698) 478, 304 
Southern States: 
DP istiens 6thinebeetestunee 775, 2 719, 4 5 
SS Se 780, 961 642, 579) 856, 115 
Total 
Dt dle dheptinenitingss 12, 416, 759) 12, 752, 432/15, 237, 605) 16,996, 
ST SRE . |L2, 887, 777/12, 847, 73411, 652, 210) 13,946, 211 


{From the Financial Chronicle, January 15, 1898. ] 


Miles of road 











Gross earnings. end of period. 

1897. | 1896. | Increase.| 1897. | 1896. 
133 roads, full year ......---. $602, 236, 0238/8564, 516, 909'$37, 719, = 105,919) 104, 528 
68 roads 11 months ......... 435, 266, 490) 414, 089, 848 #1, 185, 642) 53, ae 53, 231 











| 


58, 904, 761 150,051) 157,750 





Grand total (201 roads) |1, 087, 502,518) 978, 597, 757 
i 


For the four weeks of the current year, with the corresponding 
weeks of previous years, the Financial Chronicle gives the follow- 
ing report of clearings. The figures are for the whole country, 
except for the second and fourth weeks, which are incomplete: 


Dito ddcnekintbentnedssthusnationcgsantocesheouensamenes $1, 681, 622, 219 
a Ok a eed wien nmnemdiingiengehin 1, 206, 664, 561 
A hi. tings stidinndtd adeancaeaadnaskeutt per cent.. 39.4 

Week ending January b— 
ee ae oo st stl bee Senann wellihaemnntaas 1, 392, 379, 999 
RS EROS ET IS TR Sa RS Re ets ree 1, (B2, 215, 476 
I hat neem aunell per cent 

Week ending January 22 
i eater nen bd at cepemaiasdbnd nani 1, 396, 134, 263 
ME Gidda dB etutn dhdune Kanse codecs wenedecsadsscees und 1,057, 015, 831 
i a a a i in ccna per cent i 
a eeminmanienens 942, 696, 885 

ee See abbas dqnednonestine 915, 658, 685 

Week ending January 20— 
I ek tuseennnue 1, 298, 487, 863 
Serf a? eae, a The es Pi aie mene 913, 947,081 
Ne Ne nk ecnebene per cen 41.5 


Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that I may extend my remarks in the REcorRD. 

The CHAIRMAN . The gentleman from Kansas asks unanimous 
consent that he may extend his remarks in the RecorD. Is there 
any objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. ADAMS. I understood the gentleman to say that he was 
going to make some allusion to the soup houses in Philadelphia. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. No; that will come later, but not 

_in this s h. 

Mr. GREENE, Mr. Chairman, in the five minutes allotted to 
me I can only address myself to a small portion of the remarks 
made by my distinguished friend from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENoR]. 
The letter he read seems to have come from some Republican pol- 
itician booming wool sheep; and further, it is no proof whatever 
of the prices of sheep in the markets of the country. 


Out in my State I know a gentleman living close to my town 
who sold a half interest in a hog for $750 less than a year ago. If 
I were to write a letter to him and get him to say that he solda 
half interest in a hog for $750 I do not apprehend that it would 
have anything to do with the price of hogs in the general market. 
I have put before this House the figures of the prices of sheep in 
1897 and the figures showing the present prices of sheep in one of 
the greatest markets in the country, the city of Chicago—one year 
ago and at present. I have a Chicago paper containing them 
lying on this desk, but I will not take the time to read it again, 
but I reassert that the prices of sheep in the Chicago market to- 
day are about what they were, within a few cents, a year ago. 

If any gentleman knows any way to tell the price of produce 
except by going to the market, 1 would like him to tell me. 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman yield a moment? 

Mr. GREENE. I have not the time. 

We go to the markets to find the prices of all kinds of produce 
and all kinds of stock; it is the only place to go. I have gone 
there and obtained the figures which I have submitted, and no 
letter coming from some one-horse Republican politician trying 
to boom the price of some breeding stock that he has can cut any 
figure whatever in ascertaining the market price of sheep. 

There is another thing that I must speak of a moment. The 
gentleman from Ohio, in replying to my remarks the other day, 
switched off from the sheep question to the coal question. Unfor- 
tunately, the gentleman is worse off on the price paid to men for 
mining coal! than he is on the price of sheep in the general market. 
After listening to the gentlemen I sat down and wrote to the sec- 
retary of the miners’ union in the State of Ohio. This gentleman 
is now in the legislature of that State, and he wrote me inc!osing 
the figures showing the wages paid to miners in the Hocking 
Valley since 1892 up to the present time. I want to call attention 
to those figures. will first, if I have the time, read the letter 
that I received, as it may be a matter of interest. 


CoLumauus, February 1, 1898. 


DEAR Sir: Yoursof recent date at hand and contents noted. You will find 
inclosed statistics taken from the annual report of inspector of mines of Ohio, 
compiled by Mr. Brooks, secretary of the Operators’ Association, and are ver 
nearly correct. During the last month the miners and operators have sgresh 
on a scale which gives an advance of 10 cents per ton. The above advance 
was not granted ause of the Dingley bill, but because of efficient organi- 
zation in the ranks of the miners. he average number of tons that can he 
mined per man is about 2}. You ask as to the condition of the miners of the 
State of Ohio. They are the most poorly paid workmen in Ohio, and in Mr. 
GROSVENOR'S district there has been more suffering and destitution than in 
any other mining district in the State. 

Yours, very truly, 


Cc. J. McGLINCHY. 

Hon. W. L. GREENE, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. FARIS. Is that from a ‘‘one-horse politician”? 

Mr. GREENE. Heisarepresentative; he is in the legislature of 
the State of Ohio, and is the secretary of the miners’ union. 

Mr. McRAE. I yield the remainder of my time to the gentle- 
man from Utah [Mr. Kine]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Does the gentleman from Nebraska say 
that the writer of that letter is a Republican? 

Mr. GREENE. No, sir; I never said he was. I do not know. 

A MEMBER. You said so just now. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, I know all about it. 

Mr. GREENE. I said that he is the secretary of the miners’ 
union and a member of the Ohio legislature. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. He is a member of the Ohio legislature, 
but not of the miners’ union. There is no such thing in Ohio as 
the miners’ union. The gentleman is wholly ignorant of what he 
is talking about. 


[Mr. KING addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I yield seven minutes to 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Foote]. 

Mr. FOOTE. Mr. Chairman and gentleman, I believe that this 
question presented by the bill pending before us is serious enough 
to demand the closest attention of this House. I think it is some- 
thing that we ought to give our very best consideration to. 

As I understand it, the Endicott Board was formed—and they 
have yet toexpend some $80,000,000—for the preparation of ascheme 
of adeqnate coast defenses. The Engineer Department have this 
year asked for an appropriation of $14,000,000. We have given 
through this committee, or there is recommended by the com- 
mittee, $4,000,000 for the current year. At this rate the scheme 
of coast defenses can not be completed inside of twenty years. 

We know, gentlemen, that a gunboat to-day can start in at the 
Gulf of Mexico and go to New Orleans, to Pensacola, to Savannah, 
to Charleston, and that we can not fire a single gun in defense of 
any one of these cities. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this at least is enough 
to open our eyes as to the needs of the country at these points. 
We have listened to a great deal of debate in this House with 
reference to the large sums of money which have been given for 
the building of bridges, the beautifying of our capital city, for 
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the building of Soldiers’ Homes, and for the payment of our pen- 
sions. Iam not opposed to these schemes or to these appropria- 
tions. I believe our pensions should be paid, and paidin full. I 
believe that while there is a just claim against the country by 
any individual or by any church organization, it should be paid 
in full. I believe our capital city of Washington should be beau- 
tified. But, gentlemen, I also believe that these are, after all, minor 
considerations as compared with the defenseless condition of our 
coast at this time. 

I know, Mr. Chairman, as has been well said, that if we should 
have a war we will find the men to man our guns, and I know as 
well as any man in the House knows that at the very first tap of 
the drum they would come flocking again from the North, from 
the South, from the East, and from the West for the defense of 
our common country. But, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, noone 
realizes more than you do the billions of dollars of values that 
would be spent or destroyed in this country and by the country 
in preparing for a war. No one knows better than you do the 
thousands of lives that would be laid down before the country 
was in shape even for a proper defense. 

We have slept in our fancied security, scarcely dreaming that 
there might ever be an awakening. Yet only two years ago we 
heard the rumbling of the war chariots during the consideration 
of the Venezuelan question. To-day all throughout the world 
we find existing a spirit of unrest and excitement. No nation 
knows what is to happen in the immediate future; and yet through- 
out all of this the United States sleeps, as I have said, in its fan- 
cied security and dreams again of the days gone by, when Ameri- 
can arms and Americans showed the world that they had to deal 
not with an infant but with a man whose arms were of iron and 
whose heart was the heart of a lion. 

But I believe we have reached a crisis in our affairs when we 
must take prompt action to prepare ourselves for the emergency 
of war, which God grant may be years from now. In dealing 
with a question of this kind we should exercise the wisest precau- 
tion and the most farsighted consideration. 

We have been told frequently in the course of this Congress 
that we must be economical in the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment. We have been told that a “‘ billion-dollar Congress” will 
ruin the Republican party. But, Mr. Chairman, I believe that 
that party is strong enough, that it is intrenched deep enough in 
the hearts of the people of this country, that they have confidence 
enough in its ability and patriotism. so that even if we should find 
it necessary to go far beyond the billion-dollar mark to create a 
proper system of coast defenses and an adequate navy, the people 
of this country will applaud and uphold us in it. 

The gentlemen of the opposition, who yesterday acknowledged 
fairly that they had made a mistake years ago in not appropriat- 
ing greater sums of money for coast defenses, have acknowledged 
simply the fact. And I say to gentlemen on both sides of this 
Chamber that we should not say that this is a matter of party 
policy. Mr. Chairman, it is a matter of national importance. 
do not criticise this committee; I know their patriotism is as 
broad as ours, their love for the country as great. 

But I do say that if this policy has been dictated by any idea 
that the people of this country are opposed to proper expenditures 
for coast defense, then I say that the committee has not ——, 
taken into account the temper of the American people and the 
temper of the Republican party. They will uphold the gentlemen 
of this committee. They will uphold the gentlemen of this House 
if in spending their money this year you go beyond the billion- 
dollar mark for the purpose of giving us a proper Navy anda 
proper coast defense. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of anything 
that can be done to give us that proper coast defense. [Applause 
on the Republican - . 

Mr. HEMENWAY. r. Chairman, at this particular time the 
people of this country are willing to applaud any gentleman who 
advocates increased expenditures for coast defense. I call atten- 
tion now to the fact that the bill that we bring in here is a bill 
above the average bill that has been returned to this House. It 
is a bill carrying double the amount of money that was carried, 
on an average, during the Fiftieth, Fifty-second, and Fifty-third 
Congresses. My friend from New York [Mr. Foote] becomes en- 
thusiastic and states that our southern coast is unprotected. 
While I can not mention the particular points, because it would 
not be proper for me to do so, I want to call his attention to the fact 
that at one of the ports which he mentions, where he says we could 
not fire a gun, there are three 8-inch guns, three 10-inch guns, and 
eight mortars now ready, which could be fired within twelve hours 
if necessity required it. The same holds good as to nearly all the 
ports that the gentleman mentioned. 

Mr. FOOTE. I was told that there was no ammunition there, 
and no chance to fire those guns. I donot ask for the information 
possessed by the gentleman, because I know why he refuses it. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Well, this question of ammunition, as I 
atated before—I will give it in the exact language of the Chief of 
Ordnaxce. 


fire gun it is that 





Mr. FISCHER. I should like toask the gentleman what rapid- 
uires twelve hours to fire it? 


Mr, HEMENWA I say any one of them could be fired in 


twelve hours; that is, the artillerymen could be sent there and 
ammunition could be sent there. 


The gentleman from New York 
{[Mr. FiscHER] is always funny, but when he gets to stating facta 


he is sometimes wrong. 


I give you the exact language of General Flagler. He said that 


the information as to ammunition was not public information, 


but he said I could say here to this committee that I had informa- 


tion from the War Department that they had on hand a sufficient 
supply. Now, if it was permitted, I could go into details and tell 
how many rounds of ammunition they say are on. hand for each 
gun; but gentlemen know that it would not be pro 


rto put that 
information into the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. They say to us 
that these guns are already in place; that they are ready for use. 
The gentleman can find upon inquiry that the statement I make 
is true, because I make it by authority of the Ordnance Depart- 


ment in a statement marked ‘‘ Confidential information; not to be 


ublished,” and of course it can not go into the CONGRESSIONAL 

ECORD. 

I want to say that if our coast was in the condition in which 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Foote] thinks it is, I should 
be willing to go out and take the criticism of the country and 
bring in a bill here for $40,000,000, but our coast is not in that 
condition. We are fairly well defended; not as well as we should 
like to be, not as well as we shall be, but the bill reported by this 
committee at this time is a conservative bill, which carries every 
dollar of money that we can afford to expend at thistime. While 
the other appropriation bills have been cut down to the average 
and below the average, this particular bill has been kept above 
the average bill of this kind. 

Mr. Lewis of Washington rose. 

Mr. — WAY. I believe the time for gencral debate has 
expired. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule adopted by the committee 
the Clerk will now read the bill by paragraphs. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the sums of money herein provided for be, and the 
same are hereby, appropriated out of any moneys in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, to be available until expended, namely: 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. I ask the Clerk to read the communication 
which I gend to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


SOUTHERN COASTS ARE BARE—ALARMING CONDITION OF THE FORTS ON 
SOUTH ATLANTIC BOUNDARY—HARBOR COMMITTEE REPORTS—MEMBERS 
DECLARE THAT IN CASE OF TROUBLE WITH SPAIN SOUTHERN CITIES COULD 
EASILY BE TAKEN. 


WASHINGTON, February 1, 1898. 
There is much talk of the conditions of Southern coast defenses as a result 
of the visit of the River and Harbor Committee to the South. The members 
of the committee declare that the Southern coast is absolutely defenseless, 


os that there is not even a pretense of protecting any of the Southern 
arbors. 

They discovered that the forts protecting Charleston and the surroundin 
country were uncared for, practically, and that the new big guns for whic 
the Government has paid enormous sums had not even becn mounted, but 
were lying around and covered with cement and débris. 

In conversation with the officers in charge at Pensacola, Charleston, and 
elsewhere they were informed that the harbors were not mined, there was 
my powder stored there ready for use, and practically no shells or ammuni- 

ion. 

A naval officer at Pensacola told the members of the committee that a 
Spanish man-of-war could steam over from Habana, capture New Orleans, 


ay a upon the city and escape without our Government being able to 
stop it. 


Other officers informed the committee that in case of trouble with Spain 
which they all anticipated, our Southern ports were practical] unprotected 
and unfortified and that the officers of the Army and Navy stationed there 
could stand up and be shot down, but this was about all they conld do against 
a strong enemy or a well-equipped and powerful war ship. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, the correspondent of that 

aper is as reliable a man as is engaged in the newspaper business 
in this country or in any other country. The allegation is that 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors have brought back that 
report after an extended tour and investigation. Now, I want to 
say to the gentleman in charge of this bill, either we are to blame 
for not fortifying these Southern ports sufficiently to —_ 
them, or else the War and Navy Departments have not distrib- 
uted the appropriations properly. am aware of the fact that 
prior to the Fifty-second Congress there was oe 
expended south of Hampton Roads. Portland, Boston, New York, 
and Hampton Roads got the = bulk of the appropriations 
prior to that for twenty years; but since the inauguration of the 
Fifty-second Congress there has been more or less money ex- 
pended South. But my purpose—— 
‘ Mr. NORTHWAY. I should like to ask the gentleman a ques- 

on. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Georgia yield to 
the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. [If that statement which you have had read 





1898. 





be true, in view of that fact, would you not think it wise for us to 
ially press the Cuban question so that Spain could blow us out 
the water? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Iam not talking about the Cuban ques- 
tion. We will give you and your party enough of the Cuban 
question before we get through. But what I say is we ought to 
appropriate more money, or the appropriations ought to ex- 

mded on the Atlantic and Gulf coasts. The estimates for this 
bill were $13,751,000. Itis here in the House indorsed by a com- 
mittee with the pitiful sum of $4,144,912, which is less than one- 
third of the amount estimated for by the Department. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. If the gentleman will permit me, I want 
to know if it is a fact that the River and Harbor Committee out 
there put in their time investigating the coast defense, or put in 


their e investigating new projects for river and harbor im- 
provements? 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. Well, now, Mr. Chairman, my friend will 


have to interview the River and Harbor Committee for himself. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. You are relying upon their statements. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman's 
time may be extended five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I was saying that this bill carries about 
one-third of the amount estimated for. Now, the presumption is 
that it is our fault that these ports are not properly fortified. If 
the Department asks for $13,000,000, and we give $4,000,000, as a 
matter of course when we go to the Navy or War Department 
and ask if this be true as read from the desk, the only answer is 
that the appropriation is toosmall. Last year the estimate they 
gave us was $18,000,000, and we gave $7,000,000. I want to wy 
this, Mr. Chairman—and that is the only purpose for which I too. 
the floor—that there is something wrong somewhere, and that the 
time for discrimination that has been made against the Southern 
ports is past; it can not be done again. 

It never should have been done and it can not be done again. 
But if it is true that at New Orleans there is not a magazine, not 
a place for the storage of powder, and none there, somebody is to 
blame for it. I intend thatthe ies who are responsible for the 
distribution of ammunition we have on hand shall see the state- 
ment and inquire into the truth of it. I make no allegations, Mr. 
Chairman, only this: That I know fully the a of that 
paper was authorized to say from some source what he did say; 
and whether we are willing or not to admit, Mr. Chairman and 
gentlemen of the House, the effect of that statement of the news- 
papers, this is not the first one of the kind. 

t has only been a few days since General Miles was quoted as 
stating we had no powder or that our store amounted to nothing. 
Now, while that may be true or it may not be, I will not discuss 
the question of whether he was properly quoted or not. I know 
this to be true, that the ——- authorities before the Committee 
on Appropriations said that if we gave them $391,000, they would 
guarantee that they would give us powder enough at every port 
of this country for every section of this country. Now, then, let 
them distribute it and not leave our people at New Orleans, Savan- 
nah, Charleston, Galveston, at the mercy of an enemy to shell a 
city, burn it, or levy tribute on a city and collect it before it can 
be relieved. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I believe you were in charge of this bill 
in the Fifty-third Congress? 

Mr, LIVINGSTON. I believe I was. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. How much did you appropriate? 
gota LIVINGSTON. I think we appropria a little over 

,000,000. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. And yet you are complaining of this bill, 
which carries about $2,000,000 over that bill that you reported. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. And there was more than that proportion 
in the estimates of the Fifty-third Congress over what they are 


to-day. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Since that time General Miles has become 
gs frightened. [Laughter.] 

Mr. INGSTON. And I will say, since that time, following 
the suggestion of my friend, that not only General Miles, but this 
whole country has become frightened. The country is uneasy. 
There is unrest, so that no man can tell what to-morrow will bring 
forth or what the future Fee 8 develop as between this country and 
Spain. You gentlemen think that discredit may be thrown upon 

tr. McKinley and his policy toward Spain. 

We may be powerless to hold Spain or this country down; and 
it is the part of wisdom, and pure wisdom on our babe I may say, 
to have all these Southern ports put into a condition that they 
could be protected at once. I know the gentleman in charge of 
the bill in his heart and in his purpose is with me in these re- 
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marks; and I want to suggest to him and to this House and tothe 
country that a continuance of the policy which has prevailed will 
hurt and damage this country. 

I say in the Fifiy-second Congress we had expended quite a sum 
of money there, and I can tell you how it came about if necessary. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent of the 
committee that I may be permitted to add to the remarks which 
I made the detailed statement and figures to which I referred, but 
which I did not have time to present to the committee. 

There was no objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. STEELE having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had passed 
joint resolution and bills of the following titles; in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested: 

S. R, 98. Joint resolution aecepting the invitation of the Gov- 
ernment of Norway to take part in an International Fisheries Ex- 
position to be held at the city of Bergen, Norway, from May to 
September, A. D. 1898; 

S. 8307. An act to amend the act making appropriations for sun- 
dry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1898, and for other purposes; 

S. 3064. An act to increase the pension of Caroline W. Abney, 
widow of M. W. Abney, a soldier in the Mexican war; and 

5S. 88. An act to provide for the purchase of sites for public 
buildings in the cities of Hastings and Norfolk, in the State of 
Nebraska, and for other purposes. 


FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The committee resumed its session. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For construction of gun and mortar batteries, $1,000,000. 

Mr. McCLELLAN, Isend an amendment to the desk which I 
ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 8, page 1, strike out the word “one” and insert “five.” 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. Chairman, my purpose in offering this 
amendment is to try to get some explanation from the gentleman 
in charge of the bill as to why the estimate of the Chief of Engi- 
neers was cut down. ! tried yesterday, and I was assured that I 
was a Democrat, a fact of which I am proud, but it was not asat- 
isfactory reason for the cutting down of the estimate. 

The chairman of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. Can- 
NON] made this statement: 

I do not think it is necessary ever to complete the fortifications at any one 
of these points according to the Endicott plan. I do not know anything 
about it myself, but from the best information I can get from those who 
ought to know about it, we approach a substantial completion, if defense is 
what is wanted, at many of the harbors. 

I would like to know who the mysterious informant of the com- 
mittee is. Certainly not the Chief of Engineers, for in the hearing 
before the committee the Chief Engineer states that $55,000,000 
will be needed to put the country in a thorough condition of de- 
fense; that $9,762,333 for this work has already been appropri- 
ated, leaving about $45,000,000 still needed. Without discussing 
the merits of the Endicott plan, I may say that of all the guns re- 
quired under that plan a little less than 16 per cent have been com- 
pleted; that of the mortars required under that plan a little less 
than 19 per cent have been completed. 

I do not seriously urge this amendment, but I would like some 
explanation from the gentleman in charge of the bill as to why 
this item has been cut down, if he is able to give it. Fi 
Mr. DOCKERY. You arein favor of your amendment, are you 
not? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Yes; I amin favorof it. I am in favorof 
the whole estimate and in favor of the total expenditure of $80,- 


,000. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Ido not remember any question asked by 
the gentleman from New York or my making a reply that he 
was a Democrat. This item is cut down for the reason that we 
did not provide for the manufacture of guns and the mannfacture 
of mortars, and there would be no reason for providing money for 
the Engineer Department if we did not provide it for the Ordnanee 
Department. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Well, these revised estimates were made 
by the Ordnance Department at the request of the committee in 
the event of their cutting down estimates of the Engineer Depart- 


ment. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Yes; but the estimates by the War De- 
partment for coast defenses are altogether too large to be appro- 
priated in any one Congress. No Congress would ever think of 
going to that extent in making appropriations for coast defenses. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from New York [Mr. McCLeLuan], 

The amendment was rejected. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
_ For the procurement of land, or right pertaining thereto, needed for the 
site, location, construction, or prosecution of works for fortifications and 
coast defenses, $300,000. 


Mr. GREENE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 


word. I was just saying, when my time expired a short time ago, 
that there was inclosed in the letter I read a page from the mine 
inspector’s report of the State of Ohio, to which I wished to call 
the attention of my friend from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENoR], as well 
as the attention of the House. The gentleman from Ohio, in an- 
swering my remarks on the 27th, used the following language: 


Now, let me give the gentleman some facts. How does he know that there 
is somebody in my district starving? Whatdo youknow about it, my friend? 
Not athing in the world; and yet this gentleman from Nebraska will stand 
up here telling the people of the country, for he has admitted that he is 
speaking to the country now, that the coal miners of my district are starving 
for bread. Let me give him some facts. In the year 1892 the coal miners of 
my district were mining coal at 70 cents a ton. 

On the day that William McKinley was elected President of the United 
States they were mining coal at 45 centsaton. On the Ist day of May, 1897. 
they struck for higher wages; but the Dingley bill had not been passed, and 
the industries of the country had not revived. On the 24th day of July the 
Dingley bill did pass, and on the Ist day of September they had an advance 
of 6centsaton. On yesterday, in the city of Chicago, they made a new con- 
tract, covering 200,000 miners, affecting a whole million of people, by which 
they secured an additional advance of 10 centsaton. [Loud applause on the 
Republican side.] That puts the miners of the Hocking Valley nearly back 
to where they were under the McKinley rate,and gives them an advance 
upon the Wilson rate of nearly 45 per cent. . 


Now, I want to call attention to what the miners did get, and 
see if wages have advanced 45 per cent. In 1892 and 1893 the 
miners were paid 70 cents a ton down in the Hocking Valley for 
digging coal. On February 17, 1894, that was reduced to 50 cents 
aton. On April 21,1894, they struck. On June 1, 1894, the wages 
were raised to 60 cents aton. Then from June 1, 1895, to October 
1, 1895, it was 51 centsaton. From October 1, 1895, to March 1, 
1896, it was 55 cents a ton. From March 1, 1896, to October 1, 
1896, it was 61 centsaton. Then in October, just before McKin- 
ley was elected, they reduced it to 45 cents a ton. They kept it 
that way to January 1, 1897. Then they raised it 6 cents, which 
put it back to 51 cents. At Chicago the other day they raised it 
10 cents, which put it back to 61 cents—exactly what they got in 
1896 under the Wilson bill. Instead of their getting 45 per cent 
more than under the Wilson bill they are getting in the Hocking 
Valley—in the district where my friend’s constituents reside—pre- 
cisely what they got under the Wilson bill in 1896, or else the 
inspector of mines in the State of Ohio does not know what he is 
talking about. The price of coal has been advanced 50 cents a ton. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Thirty-five cents. , 

Mr. GREENE. Well, 35 cents. The price of coal is 35 cents 
more, and the operator is thereby able to make 35 cents a ton more 
on his coal than under the Wilson bill, and the miner is getting 
exactly the same as he got under the Wilson bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Willthe gentleman permitme? Whilethe 
advance of coal is 35cents, the freight has advanced, and is exactly 
equivalent to it. 

Mr. GREENE. Well, then, the railroads are making the extra 
85 cents instead of the operators, while the miner is getting pre- 
cisely the same wages. 

Mr. SKINNER. I desire to offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed, as hereinafter provided, to lay out and construct a line of 
inland navigation from Lynnhaven Bay, near Cape Henry, Virginia, as near 
the ccyst as may be deemed practicable, to the St. Johns River, Florida, by 
improving the natural water courses existing and ani them by canals 
where necessary, said canals and channels to be of such width and depth as 
the said Secretary may direct. 

Sec. 2. That the eet a War shall es @ commission, composed 
of one officer of the Corps of Engineers of the Army, one officer of the Navy, 
and one civilian, who are well scqnee with the improvements of rivers 
and construction of canals, who shall cause to be made all necessary exam- 
inations and additional surveys; and from them and the surveys already 
made the said commission, or a majority of them, shall determine and locate 
the route of said inland navigation, with a due regard to its greatest advan- 
tages for military, naval, and commercial purposes, and supervise its con- 
struction. The said civilian commissioner shall receive a compensation for 
his services of $5,000 per annum and his traveling expenses. 

Sxc. 3. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of War to secure the right 
of way for such canals and artificial channels as are required, and acquire 
title to such lands as may be necessary, by agreement, purchase, or volun- 
tary conveyance from the owners, if it can be done on reasonable terms, or 
by condemnation if it shall be found impracticable: Provided, That if the own- 
ers of such iands refuse to sell them at reasonable prices, then the prices to 
be paid shall be determined and the title and jurisdiction procured in the re- 
spective States in which they may be required for condemnation of landsfor 
public uses, as such lands may be in the said States, respectively. 

Sec. 4. That the Secretary of War, if in his judgment it will be to the inter- 
est of the United States, may cause said work, or any part of the same, to be 
put under contract to the lowest bidder, and in such case he shall invite pro- 
posals for any work or any materials or labor for any part of said work. 

Sec. 5. That the said Secretary of War shall cause the said waterway to 
be constructed in accordance with the provisions of section 1 of this act, of 
substantial materials end in good workmanlike manner. The same and 
every part thereof shall be kept and maintained in good order and repair and 
condition for the free use an a thereof, and when thus completed 
shall be a military, naval, postal, and public highway forever, and no obstruc- 
tion shall be placed therein to impede or interfere with the uninterrupted 
navigation thereof. 


Sec. 6. That the Secretary of War shall have power to establish all needful 
rules and regulations, not inconsistent with the laws of the United States, 
concerning the use and navigation thereof,and provide such penalties for 
the violation of such rules and regulations as may be deemed ex ent; and 
a copy thereof shall be filed in the office of each of the clerks of the district 
courts, respectively, of Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, 
and Florida, and a copy thereof, certified by said clerk under his hand and 
seal of office, shall be received in all courts of law as prima facie proof that 
such rules and regulations were so established; and suitsfor the violation of 
such rules and regulations, and to recover such forfeitures, my, be prose- 
cuted in said district courts and in any district court of the United States 
where one of the parties defendant in such suit may reside: Provided, That 
Congress may at any time revise or abrogate any such rules or regulations. 

Sec. 7. That the sum of $250,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, 
out of any money in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise appro- 
priated, to carry into effect the provisions of this act: Provided, That tho 
money appropriated shall remain and be at the disposal of the Secretary of 
War and subject to his control for the pu s named in this act only until 
the same is expended as hereinbefore set forth, any law or regulation to the 
contrary notwithstanding. 

Mr. DINGLEY (before the reading of the amendment was con- 
cluded). If that amendment is proposed for the action of the 
Committee of the Whole, I wish to reserve a point of order on it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The reading of the amendment is not yet 
concluded. 

Mr. HEMENWAY (interrupting thereading of the amendment). 
Mr. Chairman, enough of that amendment has been read to show 
that it is not germane, and I make the point of order upon it. 

Mr. SKINNER. I have the right to offer the amendment and 
have itread. If any practical measure of coast defense has ever 
been introduced from the days of Washington to the present time, 
this is one. I ask the gentleman at any rate to reserve his point 
of order until the reading of the amendment is concluded. 

The reading of the amendment having been concluded, 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I make the point of order that this amend- 
ment is not germane and is new legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. FISCHER. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the word “ dollars,” in line 13, page 1, the following: 

“For posmenery work mepeqrary for the erection of a fortification on 

o 


Romer Shoals, in the harbor of New York, $25,000.” 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I make the point of order that this amend- 
ment is not germane to this bill; that it is new legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will sustain the point of order. 

Mr. FISCHER. One moment. I trust I may be given an op- 
portunity by the Chair to present my side of this question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I should like the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FiscHER] to tell us some reason for such an appropria- 
tion as this. Only yesterday one of the New York papers an- 
nounced that New York was perfectly safe from any foe under 
any circumstances at any time. 

ood HEMENWAY. I thought the Chair had ruled on the point 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. FISCHER. Mr. Chairman, an amendment similar to this 
was offered by me in the Fifty-fourth Congress, and a similar 
point of order was raised against it. The Chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole at that time, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Hutu], after having heard all that could be said on the question, 
ruled that the point of order was not well taken and that the 
amendment was germane, 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Will the gentleman from New York 
permit an interruption? 

Mr. FISCHER. I will. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I want to suggest to the gentleman 
from New York that the city of New York and other large sea- 
board cities are perfectly safe from attack by Great Britain, be- 
cause if a British fleet bombarded any one of those cities, it would 
destroy more property of its own citizens than of ours. 

Mr. FISCHER. Now, if I am permitted to go on, with the con- 
sent of the gentleman from Kansas, I will read from the Con- 
GRESSIONAL ReEcorpD of the second session of the Fifty-fourth 
Congress, page 1730. I having offered an amendment similar to 
this, Mr. Hainer of Nebraska raised the question of order that 
the amendment was not germane to the bill under consideration. 

The CHATRMAN. Is it not simply directory? The law creating the Board 
of Fortifications gave it discretionary power over the entire seacoast defense, 


and, if that be true, wherein does it change any law to make a specific ap- 
a for one place? 
r 


. HAINER of Nebraska. Anything, Mr. Chairman, that changes existing 
law from either directory or discretionary is a change of existing law. The 
Board of Ordnance and Fortification have nothing todo with surveys or with 
making plans for defense at any point. 

Then ensued a colloquy; but finally the Chairman reached this 
conclusion: : 

The Chair thinks this amendment is in order. The desirability of such 
legislation can be passed upon by the committee. 

Now, the purpose of this amendment is to provide for a fortifi- 
cation at a particular point. The object of this bill is to provide 
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for fortifications at various points. The question is solely whether 
the House has a right by enactment to provide for the expendi- 
ture of money at a particular point, or whether it shall leave it 
discretionary with the War Department to spend the money 
wherever it pleases. In nocase can the point of order be sus- 
tained, because while it may be the sentiment of the House to al- 
low the War Department to spend this money wherever it pleases, 
‘still that does not take away from Congress the absolute right to 
say that money shall be spent at one designated point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to hear the gentleman 
in charge of the bill on the point of order. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, this amendment proposes 
to designate in this bill where certain money shall be expended, 
something that has hever been done before in the way of procur- 
ing sites in this bill. 

Phe question as to where the sites shall be procured for the 
location of these fortifications is a matter that is within the dis- 
cretion of the Chief of Engineers, and properly so for numerous 
reasons. It would not be well in an appropriation bill to desig- 
nate in advance where the site is to be procured. The committee 
can readily see that there are numerous reasons why you should 
not, in advance, designate the location. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Why? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Why? Because it would raise the price 
of the location. It would also notify the world where the guns 
were to be located, and another objection is, as I have said, be- 
cause the Engineer Department has always had the matter of dis- 
cretion in reference to these locations, and it would be unwise to 
remove it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the gentleman kindly tell the commit- 
tee how it would raise the price of Romer Shoals to have it desig- 
nated as a site for a fortification? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I am speaking now generally on the 
question of order. It may not have any special influence in that 
particular regard. But that is not the only point. This is a 
— of order we are discussing with reference to all locations 

or fortifications. And because this peculiar point is selected, 
the value of which may not be increased by this location, there is 
no reason why the point of order is not good, because it establishes 
a precedent for the location of these sites at = { other point which 
may be designated in an amendment to the bill. 
ow, Mr. Chairman, it is proposed by this amendment to abso- 
lutely change the existing law and undertake to say to the Chief of 
Engineers where the money appropriated by Congress shall be 
expended for a specific purpose; to undertake to say, contrary to 
the provisions of appropriation bills in the past and contrary to 
the existing law, contrary to the provisions of all the previous for- 
tification bills, that he shall expend the money at a particular 
point. That is, I claim, a change of the existing law and contrary 
to our rules. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desired to hear from the gentle- 
man in —— of the bill on the point made by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. FiscHer] as to whether this provision is 
identical with that offered in the bill of last year, and which was 
oe to bein order. If so, the Chair thinks it establishes a prece- 

ent. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Idonotremember, Mr. Chairman, whether 
it is identical with it or not. I think, however, even if it was, 
that the Chairman was mistaken at the time he made the decision. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will allow me a moment—as 
a matter of fact I understand him to say that it is conceded on all 
sides that the places to be fortified are selected by the Secretary of 
War. In other words, that there is vested in him a discretion— 
? in the Chief of Engineers—as to the location of these fortifica- 

ons. 

Mr. STEELE. It is vested in the Secretary of War. 

a CANNON. So I supposed, and I believe that is not dis- 
puted. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. That is correct. 

Mr. CANNON. Then this amendment certainly changes exist- 
ing law in this, that it takes from the Secretary of War that dis- 
cretion which is na in him now by the existing law. 

Mr. FISCHER. hat existing law? 

Mr. CANNON (continuing). Now, itiscompetent for Congress 
of course to do that by legislation, but not upon an appropriation 
bill. If this would be in order, then it would be in order for some 
one to rise and move to acquire a site for a fortification at Mem- 
— Tenn., or anywhere else on the Atlantic or Pacific coast or 

e Gulf of Mexico or in the inland waters. Of course, as I have 
said, Congress has the power, but we have not the power, under 
the rules of the House, to take from the Secretary of War that 
discretion which the law lodges in him. 

Mr. FISCHER. Before the gentleman takes his seat, I would 
like to ask him whether this discretion lodged in the Secretary of 
War, to which he refers, is a discretion vested in him by the law 
or if it has grown up by custom? 

Mr. CANNON. hy, it seem to be conceded, 





Mr. FISCHER. By whom? 

Mr. CANNON (continuing). By all parties, that this power is 
lodged in him. 

Mr. FISCHER. Can you state where it is to be found? 

Mr. CANNON. I suppose I could if I searched the statutes, 
I believe it to be conceded by all. 

Mr. FISCHER. I dispute it. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, the gentleman from New York disputes 
it. He now seeks to designate by law the point which shall be 
obtained for the establishment of a fortification. Now, then, that 
is unquestionably new legislation, and clearly so, because without 
designating it in that manner it may not be or would not be estab- 
lished. 

Mr. FOOTE. Does the gentleman mean to say—— 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Let me have a word right there, to make 
the further point that an appropriation is not in order unless au- 
thorized by law. What law requires or authorizes this appro- 
priation? 

Mr. FISCHER. Every appropriation bill calls for a specific 
appropriation for some particular purpose. The object of an ap- 
propriation bill is to do just what I ask to have done by this 
amendment. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. What law is there that authorizes the 
appropriation that you request? 

Mr. FISCHER. Only the law that makes your bill a legality. 
Your entire bill would fall if this amendment is out of order. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. You would have to legislate on this bill in 
order to authorize the appropriation you ask for. 

Mr. FISCHER. No more than your entire bill must fall if this 
amendment must fall. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Therules of the House prohibit legislation 
upon appropriation bills. 

Mr. FISCHER. What I want to say,in conclusion,is that the 
gentleman simply appeals to the discretion of this House, and 
does not present any real reason for sustaining the point of order. 
What you say may appeal to the House as a reason why they may 
vote down my amendment, but you must present something more 
tangible than you have in order to sustain the point of order. 
The mere statement that it changes existing law is not in itself 
sufficient. It is simply made use of for the purpose of clouding 
the issue. You must point out the existing law. It is your duty 
to do that, in order to sustain your point, before I am called upon 
to dispute it. 

Mr. FOOTE. Willthe gentleman from Illinois answer a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not know whether I can or not. 

Mr. FOOTE. The gentleman is always competent to answer 
questions. Does the gentleman from Illinois say that we have 
not the right to designate the places which shall be fortified? 

Mr. CANNON. Clearly we have that right, but it is a legisla- 
tive function, and legislation is not in order, under the rules of 
the House, in an appropriation bill. That is the point. 

Mr. FOOTE. And therefore it should not come in here. 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely. 

Mr. FOOTE. Now, will the gentleman state what is the rea- 
son for designating Watertown Arsenal and Watervliet Arsenal? 

Mr. CANNON. Watertown Arsenal and Watervliet Arsenal 
are both public works, selected by the Government, and the works 
have been constructed, and so the appropriations are in order 
under the rule. 

Mr. FOOTE. How about Sandy Hook? 

Mr. CANNON. This amendment for Romer Shoal is simply to 
take a sandbar somewhere on our 10,000 miles of coast and direct 
a fortification to be made there. 

Mr. FOOTE. You have $3,000 here for theextension of the New 
York Central Railroad tracks. 

Mr. CANNON. I apprehend that is in order, but if it is not in 
order, it is the privilege of the gentleman to make the point of 
order against it. 

Mr. FOOTE. If it is not in order, the committee make it in 
order by reporting it in the bill, and no one else can do it. 

Mr. CANNON, Oh,no. Itisnotin the power of the committee 
to report a bill and make anything in order which is not in order 
under the rules of the House. 

Mr. FOOTE. Here is another appropriation for a brick store- 
house for the storage of gun carriages, $15,000. 

Mr. CANNON. Ifthe gentleman thinks it is subject to a point 
of order, he can make it. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, am I recognized? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vermont. 

Mr. POWERS. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that this tech- 
nical objection that is urged to the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from New York is nothing more nor less than a tech- 
nicality. We have under consideration the general subject of for- 
tifications as presented in this bill. It is said that by long usage, 
and properly so, no doubt, the Secretary of War determines the 
expenditure of the moneys appropriated by such bills. But that 
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does not preclude the House from saying in its discretion that a 
certain amount of that money shall be expended in a particular 


place. It seems to me not. 

I am reminded of a question similar to this which arose three 
or four yearsago. We havea general law providing that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury shall keep public buildings in repair. A 
certain public building in my own State was burned. It was nec- 
essary torepairit. Instead of having a formal act introduced and 
passed by Congress for that special case, the proposition was made 
as an amendment io the bill then pending before the House, and 
although the objection was made it was adopted, the House say- 
ing that inasmuch as the general power of repairing public build- 
ings was vested in the Secretary of the Treasury, it was not incon- 
sistent with the rule forbidding new legislation to say that that 
discretion should be exercised in a partictular place and for a par- 
ticular building. 

Now, if it is subject to a point of order, then very clearly the 
House has delegated to this committee the sole power to control 
the expenditures of our public moneys for purposes of this char- 
acter. Thatis wrong. The House has it in its power, whatever 
the ruling of the Chair may be, to say that this is a proper ex- 
penditure in this particular instance. I hope they will do it. 
{ Applause. } 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, just one word upon the subject. 
I think it has been held in the Committee of the Whole House for 
years that the mere details of how money shall be expended is 
always in the power of the committee. If it isin the discretion 
of the War Department to establish this under the bill, it is cer- 
tainly in the discretion of the committee, if it-so desires, to estab- 
_ lish it by act in the bill. It is an appropriation for a specific pur- 
pose of defense of just such a character as this. As to the merits 
of the question, I think the House will make avery great mistake 
if it interferes with the discretion which is lodged with the War 
Department. While I believe that, I believe that this committee 
has the absolute power under the rules to pass on whether they 
will limit it or not. We have the power under our rules to limit 
the discretion of any artment. 

In the Committee on Military Affairs, in the matter of appropri- 
ations for barracks and quarters, not only once, but many times 
they have designated that so much should be expended at a certain 
point, and there are from $700,000 to $1,000,000 a year appropriated 
for such purposes; but not only the War Department itself but 
the committee can limit the amount for any one place. We had 
this question up not long ago in regard to another question, as to 
whether one officer or another should expend certain money. The 
matter was explained to the committee fully, and the chairman 
held, and held properly, that if an appropriation was legitimate 
under the rules, the disposition of the appropriation was in the 
control of the Committee of the Whole House. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair would like to hear from the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] on the point raised by the 
gentleman from New York, as to whether there is any law that 
lodges with the War Department the discretion as to where 
these appropriations are made. The Chair is free to confess that 
if the gentleman's premises are correct, and the Chair is inclined 
to hold that the amendment is not in order for this reason, that if 
in existing law the discretion is lodged in the War Department, 
this amendment clearly abridges that discretion and would be 
obnoxious to the rule. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, Will the Chair pardon me for this sugges- 
tion? I would like to know where is the law, when it was en- 
acted, that gave this discretion. It is nothing but common usage, 
growing out of appropriation bills. There is no law, in my hum- 
ble opinion, giving the Chief of Engineers or the Secretary of War 
that power. 

The CHAIRMAN. It seems clear to the Chair that if this dis- 
cretion is lodged in the War Department it would be new legisla- 
tion on an appropriation bill to take from the Secretary of War 
this discretion to say that a certain portion of that should be 
applied to that particular point. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I think the suggestion, Mr. Chairman, is 
a and injudicious, but at the same time I think it is within 

e rule. ; 

Mr. SAYERS. Admitting the statement made by the gentle- 
man from Georgia, that there is no special law upon the subject, 
yet under the constitution of the different Departments of the 
Government the War Department is charged with the defense of 
the country. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. As the agent of Congress. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, we have before us an appropriation bill, 
upon which legislation is expressly excluded by the rules of the 

ouse. This is peculiarly and exclusively a military matter. We 
have a Committee on Military Affairs charged with matters per- 
taining to the military condition of the country. It occurs to me, 
Mr. Chairman, that if it should be desired to specify a particular 

int to be fortified or to be selected for fortification, it should 
ve been first considered by the Committee on Military Affairs; 


and then if Congress, both Houses, should pass the measure and 
it be ee by the President, the appropriation for the fortifica- 
tion of such particular place would be within the jurisdiction of 
the Committee on Appropriations and must be reported from that 
committee. 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that policy, a-sound and wise 
policy, if nothing else, ought to control the action of the Chair. 
The gentleman from Vermont says it is purely technical. Of 
course itis. All points of order are purely technical. A propo- 
sition is before us coming from no Department, vetemmnended by 
no military officer of the Government, and supported by no com- 
mittee. If this should be held to be in order, there is no reason 
why this committee should not be detained for hours, if not for 
days, voting upon amendments offered by gentlemen who may 
feel inclined to have public money expended in their districts for 
fortifications. 

Mr. FOOTE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Missouri is recognized. 

Mr. FOOTE. Does not the gentleman think that the House 
ought to be the one to say where anoney should be expended? 

Mr. SAYERS. Ordinarily not. Ido not think this committee 
ought to say what points ought to be fortified or how much money 
should be expended in the fortification of particular points not 
estimated for or recommended by any Department or executive 
officer of the Government, but emanating only from a member of 
this committee, which is but an instrumentality of the House for 
the consideration of such legislation as may be submitted to it 
under the rules of the House. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ido not know whether the gentleman from 
Tilinois [Mr. Cannon] will be able to find the statute; but it occurs 
to me, in the absence of any legislation, that this amendment seeks 
to trench upon purely administrative and executive functions. It 
assumes to direct and control matters that are essentially admin- 
istrative, and in the absence of a specific law, as suggested by the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Savers], sound public policy would 
require the Chair to sustain the point of order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is a good argument against the 
on but I do not think it has much weight on the point 
of order. 

Mr. MAHANY. Let us have a decision. 

Mr. CANNON. If there is nothing else, it seems to me section 
216 of the Revised Statutes is sufficient. 

It reads as follows: 

Suc. 216. The Secretary of War shall perform such duties as shall from 
time to time be enjoined on or intrusted to him by the President relative to 
military commissions, the military forces, the warlike stores of the United 
States, or to other matters respecting military affairs; and he shall conduct 
the business of the Department in such manner asthe President shall direct. 
. Mr. LIVINGSTON. That does not touch fortifications. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If that controls it, it applies to the power 
under which appropriations for rivers and harbors are expended. 
If that rs is well taken, every appropriation for a specific har- 
bor and river is subject to a point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman has not got the point of the 
objection to this point of order. Congress clearly has the legisla- 
tive power to say where improvements shall be or may be made, 
but it has not the power on a general appropriation bill. That is 
the point. The point of order does not go to the power of Con- 
gress to fortify the top of Pikes Peak, if it chooses, but you can 
not do it on an appropriation bill. 

Several Mempers. Decision! Decision! 

The CHAIRMAN. The eens eee for in this bill 
are to be expended under the direction of the War Department. 
The amendment limits and controls the discretion of the Depart- 
ment. It directs to be done what the Secretary of War or the 
proper officer in the War Department, in the discharge of his 
duties in expending the appropriations provided for in this bill, 
might think to be unnecessary or unwise, and in that respect isin 
violation of Rule XX, section 2, which provides that— 

No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be 
in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously au- 
thorized by law,etc., * * * norshall any provision changing existing law 
be in order in any general appropriation bill or in amendment thereto. 

The Chair thinks there is a clear line of distinction between 
an appropriation contemplated in the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from New York and the appropriations provided for in 
the pending bill for certain specified places. Those appropriations 
are permissible under section 2, Rule XXI, which provides that 
such appropriations are authorized in a bill of this character where 
they are in continuation of appropriations for public works and 
the object already in progress. The places mentioned by the gen- 
tleman from New York in the bill as being of the same character 
as the appropriations contemplated in his amendment are appro- 
priations for continuing wudies already begun at those specified 
places. His amendment is for a place 
for. It is the creation of a new public work, 


eretofore unappropriated 
and, inasmuch as it 
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to expend money for this is in 


For these reasons fre Chair will 
sustain the point of order. 
Mr. FISCHER. I respectfully appeal from the decision of the 


Several members rose. 

Mr. MOODY. Is the appeal debatable? 

The CHAIRMAN. The appeal is debatable. 

Mr. MOODY. I call for the reading of the amendment. 

The amendment was again read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on sustaining the decision 
of the Chair. : 

The question was taken, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as 
the judgment of the committee? Andit was decided in the affirma- 
tive. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For the protection, preservation, and repair of fortifications for which 
there may be no special appropriation available, $75.000. 


directs the Department 
violation of the rule just quoted. 


of the bill if he will answer why this item has been reduced 
00,000? 
Ow HEMENWAY. TheClerk has begun the reading of another 
section now. 
Mr. McCLELLAN. The gentleman is unwilling to answer. 


point of order on that item. I make this point of order: That it is 
new legislation. Here is an appropriation for the protection and 
preservation and repair of fortifications for which there will be 
no special appropriation available, $75,000. That is either an in- 
vasion of the policy of permitting the War Department to expend 
the money wherever it sees fit, in which case it is an attack on 
existing law, or else, there being noa propriation for this. work, 
it is new legislation; I do not care which horn of the dilemma 
gentlemen take. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. It is not a change of existing law; the 
item has been appropriated for in this bill since 1889, 

Mr. CANNON. It is a public work actually in existence. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It undertakes to limit the discretion of 
the War Department as to where this money shall be expended. 
Gentlemen can not take one view of the matter for their special 
pu under such a ruling as the Chair has just made and then 
iene to run away from that = What is the general 
law? Where is the appropriation for this work? Gentlemen say 
it has been appropriated for. Very well. It is not being appro- 
priated for now. On that — the proposition speaks for itself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

The amendment of Mr. MCCLELLAN was as follows: 


In line 3, page 2, strike out “seventy-five” and insert “one hundred;”’ so 
as to read: 


“For the protection, preservation, and of fortifications for which 
there may be no special appropriation available, $100,000.” 


Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. Chairman, this is the item to which I 
called attention yesterday. In the hearings before the Committee 
on Po se mae the Chief of Engineers was asked whether he 
could not get on with a less amount than $100,000, which had been 
estimated for, and he said: “‘ Upon the word of honor of a soldier, 
we have not asked more than necessary.” Yet this item has been 
cut down to $75,000 without one word of explanation here—a cut 
of $25,000 without any explanation whatever. I hope the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill will = some explanation. 

Mr. HEMEN WAY. In reply to the question asked a while ago 
as to the reason of the reduction of $200,000 on the other item, I 
will say that this reduction was made because the Chief of En- 
gineers said that he could get along with $300,000. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. He said 
that if the $500,000 were refused, he might reduce the amount for 
the site; but that $500,000 was absolutely necessary. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Will the gentleman let me answer his 
question? The statement of the Chief of Engineers to the commit- 
tee was that he could get along with $300,000. 

Now, as to the other item. The committee reduced the amount 
estimated because they believed it ought to be reduced. The fact 
that the a got along with $45,000 a year in 1894, 1895, 
and 1896, that it got along with $50,000 in 1897, led the com- 
mittee to believe that it could get along with $75,000 this year, 
that being an increase over the former appropriations except the 
amount carried by the bill for 1898. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by 
striking out the last twowords. A great many gentlemen on this 
side have been regretting a great many things to-day; and now I 
have some regrets to offer. 1 regret the lack of harmony on the Re- 

blican side to-day, and I can only account for it in one ss 
Dortes the extra session of this Congress a matter of considerab 
comment was the hat worn by the eminent chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. The gentleman’s elegant silk tile be- 
came, so to — a political barometer. We always knew in the 
aucune ¢ gentleman laid his hat on the desk, it meant we 
were to take a recess for three days. If the hat failed to be 


| in that hat to thus rally my Republican brethren. 





is actually wearing a hat of foreign importation? 


laid on the desk, it indicated that we would do some business that 
day. [Laughter.] 

During this session, I have watched with considerable interest 
the career of that hat. It has been to me an indication whether 
or not there would be harmony in the Republican ranks. We 
all noticed that when any question came up requiring the unity 
of the Republican party, they always rallied around the distin- 
guished gentleman from Maine; but if he went out fora few 
minutes—perhaps to his committee room—he left his hat lying on 
the desk; and in the absence of that honorable gentleman, that 
hat became the rallying point. [Laughter.] So many a time 
gentlemen on the other side ‘“‘rallied round the hat, boys, and 
rallied once again,” to uphold Republican supremacy. 

I have been wondering, Mr. Chairman, what magic power was 
Had it that 
same potency as the white plume of Harry of Navarre? I could 
not penetrate the mystery. So yesterday, noticing in passing 


| that the hat of the gentleman from Maine was lying on the desk, 
Mr. McCLELLAN. I would liketoask the gentleman in charge | it occurred to me 


the time had come to solve this mystery. So 
I gazed into the hat; and what discovery do you think I made? 
I saw in that hat the magic word, so plain that anybody could 
readit,‘‘London.” [Loud laughter andapplause.] Then I asked 


| myself, Can it be possible that the distinguished chairman of the 


i . | Commiitee on Ways and Means, he who was the father of the 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I am trying to make a | 


bill to promote American industry, to protect the laboring man, 
| Laughter. | 
Hats having been on the free list in the Wilson bill and now 


under the present tariff subject to a small protective rate of 10 


per cent, can it be that the eminent chairman of the Committee 
on Ways and Means, the protector of American industry, is de- 
priving the American laborer of that small pittance? Can it be 
possible that he brought his hat in along with that large amount 
of wool I have been informed he shipped in before his bill went 
intoefiect? [Laughter.] Perishthethought! I can not believe it! 

Another point suggested itself to me—that perhaps the gentle- 
man thought it perfectly consistent and right to get his hats from 
the same source from which he gets his financial policy—from 
Lombard and Threadneedle streets. [Laughter.] ° 

So, Mr. Chairman, I see the hat is absent to-day. It has not 
laid on the desk a single moment, and hence this lack of Repub- 
lican harmony. [Laughter.] I hope the hat will be restored to 
its accustomed place, so that my Republican brethren can ‘rally 
round” it again to ‘“‘ promote American industries” once more in 
this country, so that this wave of prosperity may encompass the 
land, [Laughter and applause. | 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, the remarks of my friend 
from Kansas would seem to indicate that he is “ talking through 
his hat,” as usual. ns 

Mr. SIMPSON of sas. o; I am tatking through yours. 

Mr. DINGLEY (continuing). But since the gentleman has 
raised this very important question over that hat [laughter], I de- 
sire to say that it was purchased from a dealer in my own city, 
who obtained it from a manufacturer in New York. WhenIhad 
bought it I noticed that it had this mark “ Loridon” in it. 
[Laughter and applause.] I asked the dealer how it happened that 
a hat made in New York had the label, in addition to other marks, 
of a London maker. 

He said it was the habit of many manufacturers in New York 
and some other places-to put a London mark into goods made in 
this country. Iasked him the reason why it was done. He said 
that “‘there were a great many dudes in this country who were 
willing to pay more for a hat labeled ‘ London’ than ‘ New York.’” 
{Laughter and eee) 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. The gentleman from Maine is not 
one of the ‘“‘dudes,” I hope. [Renewed laughter. } 

Mr. DINGLEY. Isaid to him I regretted exceedingly that such 
a thing was done, and that it was not to the credit of our manu- 
facturers that they should adopt such a policy; but he said there 
was no matter about that, because gentlemen who bought such a 
hat would pay usually a higher price for it than one that was rec- 
ognized as having been made in this country, and this especially 
with reference to our free-trade friends. 

Now, in reference to this very important matter, a word fur- 
ther. [Laughter.] The gentleman has, for the third time, made 
an insinuation respecting the importation of wool by myself be- 
fore the new tariff law could go into effect. I wish to say to him 
that he knows there is not a particle of truth in the suggestion or 
in the insinuation. [Applause on the Republican side. | 

Mr. SIMPSON of sas. Idonotknowit. [Laughter. | 

Mr. DINGLEY. And I do not desire to follow the gentleman 
in this “‘ tirade of rot.” We have already had too much of it, 
Lape) r. Fa 4 

e CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New York {[Mr. McCLELLAnN}. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
McCLELLAN) there were—ayes 73, noes 87. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


For the protection, preservation, and repair of fortifications for which 
there may be no special appropriation available, $75,000. 


Mr. FOOTE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the amendment 
I send to the desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of line 5, on page 2, after the word “ dollars,”’ insert “‘ for reno- 
vating and repairing Fort Montgomery, at Rouse Point, N. Y., and for the 
arming of same with modern guns, in accordance with the plans approved by 
the Secretary of War, $35,000.” 

Mr. HEMENWAY. 
upon the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear from the gentleman on 
the point of order. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Idonot wish toconsume time in discussing 
it. Ifthe Chair has any doubt in reference to the matter, I will 
withdraw the point and let the amendment be determined by the 
committee. 

The CHAIRMAM., 
ment. 

Mr. FOOTE. I desire, Mr. Chairman, to say a word of ex- 
planation before the vote is taken. 

If gentlemen on the committee will give me their attention for 
a few moments, I will explain the purpose of the amendment and 
the necessity for it. On Lake Champlain, on fhe boundary line 
between Canada and the United States, is Fort Montgomery. 
This country has expended some $7,000,000 on that fort. It has 
been examined by the War Department—was examined last year— 
and a recommendation for its improvement made. General 
Wilson examined it and recommended that the repair be made 

romptly in order to save a very important fortification from 
ing entirely obliterated by the ravages of decay. 

This is a modern fortification—that is to say. it was up to 
twenty years ago—and a very important one. It mounts a large 
number of guns now, but they are of the old kind. It guards the 
only approach from Canada to the United States. It stands im- 
mediately on Lake Champlain and commands an 11-foot water- 
way from Montreal to Albany. You can see the importance of 
this fort; but the War Department told me this year that they could 
not give anything for the preservation of it because they hud 
been cut down so much under this bill. I therefore bring it in 
under this amendment in order to preserve this, and also to estab- 
lish a very important point at a very low cost. The War Depart- 
ment have gove over this and have recommended it. 

Mr. MOODY. Have they submitted estimates to the commit- 
tee for it? 

Mr. DRIGGS. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will recognize the gentleman from 
North Dakota. 

Mr. DRIGGS. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Dakota states 
that he opposes the amendment. The Chair understood the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. DriaGs] to favor the amendment. 
The Chair will recognize the gentleman from North Dakota, and 
will recognize the gentleman from New York later. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mt. Chairman, aside from 
the ordinary reasons which should impel us to stand by the com- 
mittee, to vote for economy where it is reasonable, there is another 
very far-reaching question involved in this amendment. I have 
400 miles of border line between British America and the United 
States in my district. If you are going to build a line of forts 
from the Atlantic to the Pacific, well and good; but I want to 
call your attention to the fact that the Canadians, and the British 
back of them, have never erected a single fort along that boundary 
line. You could not do anything so unfriendly, you could not do 
anything so intensely calculated to alienate the affections and 
destroy the good feeling now existing between these two great 
kindred peoples as to build forts on that line. 

Mr. FOOTE. The gentleman misunderstands me. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. The Canadians have no 
fort that is worth mentioning. The 70,000,000 of us are surely 
as well protected as are the 5,000,000 on the other side of the 
line. It is true they are building strong forts on the Pacific and 
on the Atlantic coast, but they are not pointing those guns toward 
the United States. It is perfectly legitimate and proper for a 
great naval power like Great Britain and Canada, which is a part 
of that Empire, which must depend always upon naval power for 
its very existence, to fortify its coasts; but when you come to 
build a line of forts inland, I want you to bear in mind that we 
have 3,000 miles of boundary line. If you want to fortify Lake 
Champlain, I want you to fortify the Lake of the Woods. I want 
you to fortify the Red River of the North. I want you to fortify 
the passes in the Rocky Mountains. There is no necessity for 
that, any more than there is any necessity for violating the treaty 


Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 


The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


I should like to oppose the 


- - naval armament and building more vessels on the Great 
akes. 

Mr. FOOTE. If the gentleman will allow me, I should like to 
state to him that I think he has misunderstood this. The gentle- 
man seems to think this is the building of afort. It is not the 
building of a fort. The mostimportant fortification in the United 
States was erected at this point. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. At a time when we had war 
with Great Britain. 

Mr. FOOTE. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. It was not at 
that time, but since then, and I wish to say further-—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The timeof the gentleman from North Da- 
kota [Mr. JoHNnson] has expired. The Chair recognizes the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. DriaGs]. 

Mr. DRIGGS. Mr. Chairman, I believe, sir, that the policy of 
the Government should be one of economy, but in my estimation 
there is a vast difference between true economy and false econ- 
omy. One of the best provisions of the Constitution is that the 
Congress shall provide for the general welfare and also for the 
common defense, and it is by means of the common defense that 
the general welfare is cane for and protected. I believe where 
there are millions at stake, as in the great coast cities of this 
country and in the cities that are rapidly becoming great along 
our Canadian frontier, that those are the places that should be 
fortified. Those are some of the places that we have come here to 
take care of, and we should not sit here and see our cities, com- 
merce, and even our country jeopardized by notions of false econ- 
omy. We should recognize that the time has come when we 
should protect our seacoast and frontiers. 

For many reasons, Mr. Chairman, I should like to see the entire 
Canadian frontier protected. On the northeast Great Britain 
has Halifax; on the northwest, great fortifications at Vancouver. 
Practically connecting Halifax with Vancouver is the Canadian 
Pacific railway, a subsidized road of Great Britain. Now, itis a 
well-known fact that there are many diplomatic matters that are 
not settled between this country and Great Britain. Great Britain 
with her enormous fleet could very easily send troops into Halifax, 
or with her fleet in the far Pacific send troops to Vancouver, and 
yd aaene of the Canadian Pacific road transport them along the 

rontier. 

If, however, in case of war with Great Britain, we had a line of 
strong, though not enormously costly, fortifications along the fron- 
tier they would unquestionably more than pay for themselves in 
the great advantage they would give us over the Canadians. Not 
this alone; they would also create at all times, war or peace, a feel- 
ing of security and strength to all our citizens along the border 
and lead them to renewed efforts for the improving and develop- 
ing of their respective localities. 

There is no —— but that we need these fortifications, and 
Great Britain should know that we will take care of our frontier 
just as she is taking care of hers. I favor the amendment. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, in this bill we appropriate 
$75,000 for the | ere ag and repair of fortifications. ow, 
the gentleman from New York, without any recommendation 
from the War Department, without any recommendation from 
the Chief of Engineers, without any recommendation of the Chief 
of Ordnance, purely upon his own motion, comes in here and asks 
this committee to vote into this bill $39,000. Now, gentlemen, 
there is no estimate, there is no recommendation of the War De- 
partment, there is no recommendation of the Chief of ee. 
absolutely no recommendation for this appropriation but the 
recommendation of the member himself. ow, if you propose to 
vote into an appropriation bill items of this kind, not backed by 
any statements from the Department, not backed by anyone but 
the member who wants to offer it, you can legislate into a bill 
millions of dollars. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. POWERS. I move to strike out the last word. 

Certainly no objection can be made to this poem on the 
score that it is not germane to the bill, for the bill carries an ap- 
propriation for this purpose. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. No point of order was made. 

Mr. POWERS. No point of order was made. Now, what are 
the facts about Fort Montgomery. This fort, erected many 
years ago, has been suffered to decay for a long series of years, so 
that as a matter of common, ordinary business prudence it is nec- 
essary to put it in repair so that it may be usable. 

That fort commands the great waterway from the St. Lawrence 
River to New York, a waterway that has always in the history of 
this country been used by a force at war with the United States. 
It was the great waterway that was used two hundred and fift 
years ago, when the Indian tribes were carrying on their hostili- 
ties. It was the waterway selected by Burgoyne to get to Albany 
to meet the general coming from New York to Albany. It com- 
mands the waterways to New York City from the north, and it is 
a protection to the New England section of our country. You 
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run an invading army down that waterway, and you disconnect | country, and when Congress gr 


New England from the rest of the country and cut them off. 


That fort standing at the foot of Lake Champlain protects New | even if it does cost a little money. 


England on the one side and protects the city of New York, at the 
lower end, in case that an invading army would attempt to take 
it. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, quite a plain case that this a 
propriation, moderate in amount, will equip a fort there that will 
rotect this country more than fifty forts will — the northern 
undary. My friend from North Dakota talks about the passes 
of the Rocky Mountains. My dear sir, no invading army would 
ever come into this country in that way. They would freeze to 
death before my could get started. ne, 

Mr. HULL. I want to call the attention of the Committee of 
the Whole to the fact that in this bill we have a provision by which, 
if this fort isof the t importance made out by my friend from 
Vermont, the War ent can put $75,000 there if necessary. 
There is an appropriation here that will meet just such cases as 
this, and it does seem strange to me, if it is necessary to appro- 
priate this money to ae protection for New England at this 
time, that the War Department has not yet found out the great 
danger menacing that part of our country. I want to say, Mr. 
Chairman, that while I think the tleman’s proposition was in 
order a few minutes ago, I think it is the worst policy on earth 
for Congress to attempt to distribute the money to the different 
points of this country that we appropriate for. 

It is absolutely impossible for the Committee of the Whole 
House or for Congress to take the whole field before them and 
apportion out the money to the different localities and do any- 
thing like justice to any of the localities named. We have a War 
Department that, I believe, is just as patriotic, just as intelligent 
as even the Congress of the United States, and will as quickly do 
what is best for the ss as would this body. They have the 
whole field before them. we are to have posts in New York 
and Vermont, along the border, so that troops can be handily 
placed at any point menaced on the Canadian line, when you 
come to the question of responsibility, the War Department can 
be trusted to dispense the money better than the Committee of 
the Whole can dispense it, and I hope we will not go into the 
theory of distributing the money so much to one point and so 
much to another, by Co . While I believe we have the power, 
it would not be wise to do so. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question right on the line of expenditure? Will my friend state 
how, when they have cut down the estimates to an appropriation 
of $75,000, the War Department can make these repairs? 

Mr. HULL. I want to say to my friend, who is familiar with 
the estimates of the War De ent, take, for instance, your 
rear for hospitals. e cut the appropriation from $100,- 

to $75,000, but it did not stop them from — the money 
where it was needed. They can use that $75, not only in re- 
pairing old aes, but in constructing some new ones; and so 
it is with all these general appropriations. Here is $75,000 ap- 
a ae where $100,000 was asked. Now, it is assumed by my 
iend from New York who has offered this amendment that it 
will cost $39,000 to repair this one fort. 

If, as is said, it is so overwhelmingly important, the War De- 
partment can be trusted to put $35,000 there and the other $40,000 
somewhere else where it is needed. They have the power under 
this bill to expend $75,000, and my friend from New York knows 
that that is a very small reduction. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. It is only one-quarter of the total amount. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. You know you have voted yourself for a 
reduction larger than that. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Not when the chief of the Department has 
stated on his honor as a soldier that he could not do with less. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Are not all estimates given on honor, 
whether on their honor as a soldier or not? 

Mr. FOOTE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to explain. My 
friend from North Dakota is a little wrong about this. This is no 
menace to Great Britain. We have within 20 miles of this fort 
the Ethan Allen artillery post, established within two years, and 
the Plattsburg Barracks, and Great Britain has not declared war 
oe This fort is going todecay. It is an important fortification. 

t is a strategic point, and the War Department have recommended 
that there should be repairs put upon this fort. General Wilson, 
of the War Department, told me that he went over the fort last 
year, and that unless something is done very soon we will have to 
abandon it pny 6 

But, he said, “‘Mr. Foorr, under the appropriation which you 

ve been giving us this year we can not promise you that we will 
spend upon this fort the amount of money necessary. When you 
give us $4,000,000 and we ask for $13,000,000, you can not ask us 
to give $35,000 to Fort Montgomery.” I wish to say further that 
Fort ne is one of the forts recommended by the Endicott 
board in the coast-defense system, and to be taken up when the 
time comes and when Congress gets out of the niggardly idea 
that this is a thousand-dollar country instead of a billion-dollar 


s the idea that this country can 
have a decent Navy and command respect for our flag anywhere, 
We can not do it until that 
<< for that reason I offer this amendment. 
e question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Foote) there were—ayes 47, noes 67. 
Mr. FOOTE, Tellers. 
The question was taken on ordering tellers. 
The CHAIRMAN. Nineteen gentlemen have supported the 
demand for tellers, not a sufficient number, and tellers are refused. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For construction of sea walls and embankments, $30,000. 


Mr. BRUCKER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. A few days ago my distinguished colleague from Michi- 
gan who represents the Fifth district, and whom I see is now in 
his seat, took occasion to testify to the fact that es 
{laughter on the Republican side], whatever you call it, in its 
wild career had finally landed in his district and there was not a 
man in his district unemployed. Since that date, since he made 
that statement, other distinguished gentlemen representing spots 
and patches in different parts of this Union have testified that 
= thing prosperity has landed within their Congressional dis- 
tri 


ct. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I may be guilty of political treason, I may 
be guilty of political heresy, but I want to say to my colleagues 
— this side of the Chamber that I want to add my voice to the 
glad acclaim and testify to this House and to the country that this 
thing you call prosperity has finally taken root within my Con- 
gressional district. I hope the gentlemen on the other side will 
not cut my time short, for I mean what I say. 

Now, this Dingley bill has not only blighted the wheat crop of 
the foreigner, has not only caused the sheep and cattle to die in 
Australia, but this Dingley bill has actually caused to form within 
my district a coal vein reaching from 3 to 6 feet in thickness. 
[Laughter.] Under this system of protection and the gold stand- 
ard our people out in Michigan had me very poor; they either 
had to starve or scratch gravel or get out [laughter]; and in the 
last three or four months they have been scratching gravel. They 
have got down to a depth of 125 feet and they have made such 
wonderful discoveries that in my district, in the Saginaw Valley 
and near the city of Saginaw, they find that there exists a coal 
vein containing coal enough to supply this whole country; and 
this thing you call the Dingley prosperity, or boom, has struck 
my district. 

r. STEWART of New Jersey. Does not the gentleman think 
that a State where you have to go down 125 feet before you can 
get gravel is a good State to emigrate from? ; 

Mr. BRUCKER. The gentleman must have been asleep when 
I made my statement. It is not gravel that they reach at a depth 
of 125 feet; it is a vein of bituminous coal 3 to 6 feet deep. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Well, the people in your dis- 
trict must have been asleep a great many years more than Rip 
Van Winkle slept not to have reached that coal before. 

Mr. BRUCKER. Strange as it may seem to the gentleman 
from New Jersey, the God of nature has been very kind to our 
people and the district I represent. The God of nature planted 
this vast coal vein there, and it is God and not the Dingley bill 
that has caused this prosperity or boom. Now, Mr. Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent to print a few clippings from the news- 
papers of Saginaw, Mich., reciting the fact of the discovery of 
this coal vein in my section of the country. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the request of the 
gentleman will be complied with. The Chair hears none. 


CAPITAL IS AROUSED—ANOTHER COAL COMPANY OF LOCAL CAPITALISTS 
BEING FORMED—SOME ROSY PREDICTIONS—THE COAL IN SAGINAW PRO- 
NOUNCED BY EXPERTS TO BE THE BEST—GIGANTIC EASTERN COAL SYNDI- 
CATE TO BE HEADED THIS WAY—ANOTHER ENTERTAINING TALK BY DR. 
J. H. CALVIN. 


One of the foremost business men of the city stated yesterday that there 
is now no question as to the future of Saginaw, and that within a year there 
would not be a vacant house in the city. In fact, there seems to be more 
talk about Saginaw elsewhere than right here at home. There is scarcely a 
business man whois not receiving inquiries as to the coal development from 
his business correspondents at Other points, and the greatest interest is 
manifested in the reports from the coal center. The Courier-Herald, which 
has led in the industrial development of the Saginaw Valley, is receiving in- 
quiries as to the coal find from all over the country. Many large capitalists 
and manufacturers in the East are greatly interested in the news of the coal 
discoveries, and, coupled with the salt and woodworking industries here, the 
outlook is ed as very promising. 

The initial steps were taken er for the organization of a coal com- 
pany witha — of $100,000. The gentlemen interested in this organization 
are all residents of Saginaw, and are closely identified with the prosperity of 
the city. It is proposed to put down test holes at once, and as soon as the 
preliminaries are arranged the organization will be perfected. This is inde- 
pendent of two other local companies that are being organized. 

It isa matter of surprise to visitors that the people of Saginaw have so lon 
been unaware of the wealth under their feet, but it must be borne in min 
that their attention was first attracted to the timber in this section of the 
State, and then came the salt developments. These industries absorbed 
their energies; and besides capital is timid, and men having capital are slow 
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totake hold of projects with which they are not familiar. One local capitalist 
yesterday stated to the Courier-Herald that he owned a considerable quan- 
tity of land in Saginaw County, but he did not know anything about coal, 
and ae had been slow to make up his mind in regard to investments in 
this industry. 

Itisgratifying to be able tostate, however, that the developments of the last 
few weeks and the confidence of coal experts from other 1 ities have awak- 
ened local capital to the importance of the coal fields of Saginaw, and they are 
taking hold of the matter with the intention of grasping the opportunities 
within their reach. 

John Simpson, of Nelsonville, Ohio, superintendent of the mines for the 
Wills Creek Coal Company, whose presence in the city was announced in 
these columns yesterday, went to Bay County yesterday and inspected the 
coal mines in Monitor Township. He is quoted as stating that the quality of 
the coal there is somewhat inferior to that taken out here by the Saginaw 
Coal Company, but it is nevertheless a oa good quality of coal. 

Mr. Simpson went down into the mine of the Saginaw Company on Wednes- 
day, and was more than pleased with his investigations. e says that the 
coal is the best that he has yet laid eyes on,and that the conditions where it 
is found are such that it is the easiest coal to mine he ever encountered. 
From what he has been able to learn from users of the coal, there is nothin 
like it to be found any place in the country, and he thinks that the future o 
the city has been assured. 

Another gentleman connected with the Wills Creek Company was in the 
city yesterday, and that company also secured some leases of mining rights 
yesterday. The company has a number of thousand acres already secured, 
and is meeting with good success, as the representatives of the company here 
are disposed to be candid in the matter and to also be fair and square in their 
dealings. As stated in these columns a number of days ago, the company 
offers a royalty of 8 cents a ton. , 4 

‘The lease to be executed near the river front gives eighteen mouths in 
which to begin to take out coal, and those farther away from the river give 
two years, but none of them is for a longer period than two years, witha 

rovision which stipulates that if the ae is not tuking out coal in the 
ions specified in the lease, the company will pay to the owner of the land the 
royalty on 50 tons per acre per year for the length of time that the ew 
does not take out coal, this money so paid to be taken out of the — to 
be paid when the company does actually commence to takeout coal. In other 
words, if, when the eighteen months’ limit has expired, the company does not 
take coal out from the land, it will pay the farmer $4 per acre per year until 
such time as the company commences to mine coal. 

If the farmer has 200 acres, he will be paid $800 per year by the company 
until such time as coal is taken out. Then when the company be; i 
coal, the amounts advanced will be deducted from the royalty on the first coal 
takenout. The reason for pes these clauses in is simply that it may not 
be possible to reach all of the farm lands in the specified time, and the com- 
— will make the loss of time count as its own loss instead of that of the 

‘armer. 

The Courier-Herald, which is the recognized representative of the coal as 
it has ever been of the lumber, salt, and other industries of Saginaw, has 
come into possession of a bit of information that is of especial interest in con- 
nection with the coal developments here. It is well known in the East that 
a gigantic deal is being worked by asyndicate headed by J. Pierpont Morgan 
of New York, for the practical control of the bituminous coal production o' 
the States of Pennsylvania, Ohio, Indiana, [llinois, and West Virginia, and it 
has leaked out that this syndicate is looking over the situation in Ww, 
with the idea of including the coal production in this valley in the d 

The object of this syndicate is to limit production and advance the price 
of coal. It isof course tothe interest of Saginaw to have the coal fields oper- 
ated, in order to secure manufacturing industries which seek —— and 
people here will not exactly relish the idea of the coal production being con- 
trolled by such a syndicate as that indicated. The owners of land in the val- 
ley are pretty well advised now, however, as to their interest in seeing that 
mining-right leases executed by them are proper in form, so that no undue 
advan may be taken. : : 

Rich deposits of coal are known to exist in the township of Frankenmuth, 
but the aoe and landowners there persistently refuse to sign any leases 
at present. 

r. A. B. Paine, a resident of this city for about forty years, speaking of 
the coal agitation, said: ‘I recall a conversation with the late James Fraser, 
in which he told me that Mr. Houghton, then State geologist, told him that 
he was satisfied that there was coal under thisentire region, and that it would 
be found in at least three strata, and that the lowest stratum would be the 
most valuable and would really prove very good coal. There is now covery 
prospect that this prediction, made many years ago from scientific observa- 
tion, will be realized.” . 

It is learned that Green, Ring & Co. are operating their salt blocks, —_. 
slack coal for fuel, for which they pay $1.50 per ton, and that there is a sma 
margin in the business. ‘This is an indication of what the salt business would 
be if by the opening of coal mines the price of slack was reduced to 50 to 70 
cents, which would be a reasonable profit. 

Many people may not be aware that a coal stove has been introduced here 
which burns Saginaw coal, using even the slack in so cleanly a way as to 
make this fuel perfectly applicable for all domestic purposes. The stove is 
so contrived as to coke the coal, burning the smoke. Perhaps the most im- 
portant feature in this matter is its very strongsuggestion that Saginaw coal 
may be coked and made suitable for ay ne ee 
Members of the Shattuck family claim that the vein of coal discovered 

ears ago on what is known as the Shattuck farm was some 8 feet thick. 
is would indicate that a good find had long been neglected. 

The Brewer Lumber Company is sinking a second salt well on its property 
in Carrollton. The hole hasat ey reached a depth of 100 feet, and as the 
work progresses tests of the different strata will be made, in the hope that a 
rich coal vein supposed to exist in that locality may be reached. 

In an interesting talk of the coal miner, his and economic beliefs, and 
coal mining as an industry, as well as other matters of particular interes 
at this moment to the people of Saginaw, Dr. J. H. Calvin yesterday said: 

“The prospective opening of coal mines near the city should interest resi- 
dent workingmen. To most persons not acquainted with coal mining the 
thought of going down a shaft one or two hundred feet in depth is by no 
means tempting. In their imagination all sorts of horrible accidents are 
pictured in vivid outlines. 

“To descend a shaft is usually a trying ordeal to one who has never been 
down one of these openings. However great their fear at first most persons 
soon overcome their timidity and go down and up with as little concern as 
they would on an elevator in a building of the height that the shaft is in 
depth. The fear of danger on the part of those who never have been in a 
mine of any kind is usually much greater than the actual —_. 

“Some idea of the average danger of coal we be by comparing 
the deaths from accidents of miners and among those engaged in other avo- 
cations. The number of men e in mining coal—that is, those who ‘dig 
the coal’—is far greater than most persons sup . The average of deaths 
from accidents is much greater among rail men than among those en- 
gaged in mining. Mines employing several hundred men sometimes run for 


a number of years without a single fatality. In mines such as is claim 

be had here at Saginaw and vicinity the danger should not be a 
; cause any fear worth while on the part of those engaged in _the actual min. 

ing of the coal. As we all know, accidents will occur in all avocations, no 

matter how safe and how great the care exercised. , 

‘In some mines the danger to the miners is great. This is the exception 
rather than the rule. The danger most dreaded by experienced miners is 
that due to a. Most of you have read of terrible explosions occurring in 
mines. If these explosions take place in a mine at a time when the men are 
at work the effect is apt to be indeed. Itis impossible to describe a mine 
explosion. Mines free from rous = are much safer as a rule than 
are mines in which such gases exist. When it is discovered that a mine * has 
gas’ it is or should be made the business of one or more careful men to keep 
a constant watch for accumulations of this dangerous element. It is at once 
evident that these men should be thoroughly fitted for this work by special 
knowledge and training. 

_“Just_how the presence of Seegevems gases is detected need not here be 
discussed. Suffice it to ay Se ee when any part of a mine is set off by tho 
‘danger’ signal in use in that mine this signal should always be strictly ob- 
served. It is for want of this that many if not most accidents take place. 
One of the worst explosions the writer ever saw was caused by a reckless 
miner. A cross entry had been marked ‘ dangerous.’ This entry or 
passage was a short cut to another part of the mine. At the further end of 
this passage was a door fi closely tothe surrounding frame. Here at the 
door the gas had accumulated. 

*Theminein tor on his round searching for dangerous accumulations of 
gas — og — a short 9 and had aa mea this eae en of danger- 
ous elemen ne ors when searching for gascarrya of peculiar 
make one for this ind of work. The Davy safety a will give some 
idea of what they are like and howand for what used. e inspector fas- 
tened the door securely on the inside, and carefully retreating so as not to 
disturb the air and — across the opening by which he entered a 
board on which he had written with white chalk, ‘Gas, dangerous; keep 
out.’ The miner in question, more drunk than sober, in a reckless spirit 
declared he would not go around and that there was no gas in the entry. 

He started into it, refusing to even extinguish his miners’ lamp, a thing a 
careful miner always does when he sus danger from gas. In a few 
moments a terrific explosion followed. rther details of this and similar 
disasters may be omitted for the present, at least. The incident is mentioned 
for the purpose of emphasizing the necessity of always avoiding known or 
— danger, whether from gas, bad roof, or any other form of danger. 

© present indications are that the mines here are free from dangerous 
gases. It is always best, however, to exercise sufficient caution to prevent, 
if possible, any danger from this source. It would seem‘thatthe safety of the 
mines here ought to be equal to that of any mine in he country. 

It may seem somewhat unreasonable to say that, « cher things bei 
the danger in coal mining increases with the thickness of the coal. : 
having coal many feet in thickness the danger ismuch 
of which the is 2} to3or 3}feet. Inmines in which the roof may, be man 
feet from the floor p overhead are liable to become loosened and, in fall- 
ing, kill |p eer the men working below. All in all, the average safety and 
health of miners is not below that of other avocations. 

The matter ot ventilating a mine is a most important matter and should 
be had in mind from the beginning. It is impossible to say anything worth 
while about this feature at this time. When the miners’ lamp re to 
burn with its usual brilliancy, it is well to suspect that the air is bad and 
that the ventilation should be looked after. Some one may have opened or 
closed a door that should not have been disturbed. 

A little search may reveal the cause of the trouble, which can be remedied 
by p the door as it should be. The condition of the air in a mine is im- 
it, since it affects not only the working power of the men, but injures 
heir health if not soon re Men suspected of having consumption 
should under no circumstances be permitted to enter a mine and be along 
with other men. Their own comfort and their safety are best cared for by 
them out of the mine. oe not want their men to labor 
under adverse conditions, and m' prefer that all epee gmeneintal ta the 
men’s health and comfort be removed or overcome if possible. 
Asa matter of business only a safe mine in every particular is much more 
rofitable than one in which miners are discontented and in constant 
vr of known and dangers. Thereis much more that 
said along this line. t has here been said is for the pu of emphasiz- 
ing the need of reasonable caution on the part of those wor’ in and about 
coal mines. With such caution and under the management and care of men 
who are well fitted cally f 


equal, 
mines 
r than in mines 


‘or the positions they occupy as officials, in 
the ent of mine and the men employed, there seems to be no 
reason why anyone should fear to enter tho es that are and may here- 
after be about this city. 

It will be found that the fatalitiesin lumbering are 


greater y 
than in mining. Few men would hesitate to in the former industry 
because of the danger attached toit. 1 firmly believe that those who once 
engage in coal in the mines here will, with few exceptions, continue 
at it as long as areable todoso. You may doubt this, but wait and see. 
As an occupation you are almost sure to find it much safer and much more 
comfo: 6 than you now 

“The belief held by most of those not ted with coal mining is that 
it is not quite or yas table as other tions. It would be 
unfortunate should this become a. as it does in other locali- 
ties. The necessity and extent of coal mining should cause us to be slow in 
forming opinions and beliefs detrimental to our own best interests, as well as 
emba’ g and injurious to the best interests of the men employed in and 
about the mines. 

“Tf care was taken on the of those who run and operate the mines to 
exclude men and conditions alike to the interests of the tors 
and men, one of the undesirable features affecting as it ought not en- 
gaged in this industry would be climinated The coal miner is one of 
our most needed of workingmen. He is worthy of a fair showing in the bat- 
tle of life. The same is true of those who own and run these mines.” 


SAGINAW’S FUTURE!—THE COAL DEVELOPMENTS EXCITING ATTENTION ALL 
OVER THE COUNTRY—THE WILLS CREEK COMPANY—HAS PURCHASED 
MACHINERY AND WILL SOON BEGIN WORK—HAS ARRANGED TO SUPPLY 
LARGE ORDERS FOR THE PRODUCT—SOME INTERESTING COAL NEWS TOLD 
TO THE SUNDAY READER. 


The advertising the Saginaw coal discoveries have had by the Courier- 
Herald has attracted a large amount of capital in this direction. A gentle- 
man _—— bane — g a quiet observation of the situation, said tothe 
representative o newspaper y: y: 

“The people of S w owe more to the Courier-Herald than they are 
likely to ever repay. articles it has given on thecoal question first called 
the attention of coal men in my State to coal fields, and it is found upon 
investigation that the story has been told very modestly. 

Of course, much is said at such times that is of no particular account, but 
the importance of the coal fields here have not, in my opinion, been exag- 
gerated. On the contrary I believe that you have not yet told the 
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coal only or good . but there is a practically inexhaustible 
pa ~ alte not quiz cf ote) Senile it are unsurieaeel, T tht pen iene 
done wisely in land owners regarding signing away mining rights 
without a know of the same, and I am also to believe that 
some leases made by local concerns will be found much less remunerative 
than those by outside capitalists. 

The coal articles have published are doing a world of in calling 
the attention of to importance of this section of the country as 
a valuable coal and as one of the most tive locations for manufac- 
tures that is to be found here. lLhazard the prediction that with the 
advent of ung there wi a boom here the like of which has never been 
experie in the history of your city. 

When the representative of the Wills Creek Coal Company first came here 
and began secu leases for mining rights, suspicion was aroused that he 
was endeavoring to secure landsfor the purpose of holding them up, and 
some land owners were leary at first, although the standing of the company 
was well known to many business men, and the representative had letters of 
recommendation from railroad men that established his intentions beyond a 
doubt. The Courier-Herald syrectignted the matter and ascertained that 
the Wills Creek Company is all right and came to Saginaw for the purpose 
of mining coal. com is handling a million and a half tons annually, 
and is unable to fill its — 

It came to this field with a thorough understanding as to where its product 
would be marketed, and has secured leases that are fair to all parties con- 
cerned. It hasarrangements to furnish the Flint and Pere Marquette, Michi- 

Central, and Chicago and Grand Trunk with all the coal it can mine. 
Fine es hinery has been purchased, and the work of sinking shafts is to 
begin ; 

It is understood that four shafts will be put down this spring, and this 
means & addition to the working community in the city and county. 
Itise the company will have about a thousand men at work here 
before close of the year. Mr. Berry, the president of the company, 
whose po here was announced the Courier-Herald yesterday, is 
said to be well satisfied with the Saginaw coal product and the outlook. His 
company is of the confidence of the public. 

Harene hp ist west the Seqinen Cost Ons y has been out 400 
tons of coal daily, and it is unable to mine it quantities to meet the de- 
mands for it. company is putting down new shafts and will soon be in 
position to mine coalon alarge scale. This is entirely a home company, and 
itis a work in the development of the resources of Saginaw. 

A. C. as < = eit = —— * a extensive oss of land 
near Mer and is mu terested coal developments. He proposes 
to associate himself with some local capitalists, sink test holes, and when the 
coal deposit is reached will organize a company and mine the coal. 

W. G. Gage owns about 800 acres of land ni of the city, in Buena Vista 
Township, and will not lease it. a eae 
eet e eee Senand aguas company. It is very likely 

t this one. 

Local business men are thoroughly aroused On the coal cqueetia. and well 
they may be. There are ae on foot which be carried into 
execution before spring and w mean much for the growth and pros- 

erity of Saginaw. Itis cheering to note that the business men are realizing 
Pho value of the same and push the material interests of the city to the front. 
The Courier-Herald has ever — in a and ~ and it is 
more than ever satisfied with prospects momen 

Mr. W. W. King, a farmer living in geport Township, me, yesterday said 
to the Courier-Herald: “In reading in your paper of the finds it takes 
me back seven years age, when I was cuninge deep well on my farm 4} miles 
from the city on the King read. The well is 220 feet and while drilling 
down we went through a vein of coal. But I was after water, and not think 
ing that it would Rey to mine coalat that depth, I kept drilling till lwent into 
the rock in. The water was very black for a long time, and I took out 
coal embuats to uno-en any Senge $0 the drills we used, and it was of a 
very fine quality. Iam now that the vein was a good one, but at the 
time I was g after water only.” 

Com vely only a small quantity of the land in the county has been 
leased for coal mining, and concerns ~) Tit. 
tentions to dig coal will experience but little difficulty in enlisting owners of 
the same and sec ights for coal mi ; 

Dr. J. H. Calvin sa t the intimation in an Groening popes that “he 
could iame a just at which coal lands should be | , and a price at 
which slack and lump coal should be sold,”’ was as absurd as was a second 
intimation in the same article that “he was authority for the statement that 
soft coal was of vegetable formation,” Indicrousin view of the fact that 
a scholar is aware of it. , Mr. Calvin said: — 

- ices must be left to the operators. There are locations in which 
the coal is worth much more than the coal of other localities. 

“Coal that is not accessible is dear at any price. Coal that is the key toa 
good mining outlet is cheap at what would under ordinary conditions be an 
exorbitant price. There are so many features to be determined in minin 
coal here that no price can be given at which the coal can be mined and sol 
at a reasonable profit. The depth of the coal from the surface, the thickness 
Se ee. eee he quality of the coal are matters that have much to do in 


“However, the quality of the coal and the thickness of the vein have thus 
far been such that those who engage in mining here and who exercise such 
care as t ought will be able to offer inducements to coal dealers and 
manuf. industries as will be greatly to Saginaw’s advantage. As to 
eo eeaty ot coal at Saginaw and Bay City there is some dispute. This is 
probably due to the fact that the same vein of coal is apt to vary much in 
quality in different places. A few feet may change an excellent coal to a 
grade that is nearly worthless, the poor quality soon giving way toa good 
coal. These and other matters have so mmch to do in fixing general 
prices that at present no one can safely say what coal ought to be leased for 
or what prices the different grades ought to be sold at. Coal men quickly 
note these peanbs. 


“Under no circumstances should the railways be f ten. They are a 
EST in the coal industry. Without them the industry would be 
from domestic commerce. Their advantages, offered those engaged 

in coal mining, are the ones u which operatorsmustdepend. Their friend- 
and aid eanand should be secured. They will be found ever ready todo 


The joint convention of coal operators and miners held at Chicago last 
week perfected and ratified an agreement which will preventa general strike 
for more than a year at least. 
tx emiaars ciaien, am tha operators concede, that Sha entienent seneies 

volves greatest victory ever won organi: this country. 
nee aes thousand men will be given an advance in w oa = 

cents a ton, making an aggregate increase of about $7, a year 
the earning ca 5 BA Lg bag what is known 
Fare “competitive fields” of Illinois, Indiana, Ohio, Pennsylvania, and West 


A far greater victory, from the standpoint of progress in the organized 
movement, is the concession of the eight-hour work day, with a uni 
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form wage for day work throughout the several States represented. Other 
concessions, such as uniform screens, and the *‘ mine run” system in Ilinois, 
with a “double standard’ in Pennsy!vania, Ohio, and part of Indiana, were 
also granted by the miners, who frankly admitted on the floor of the conven- 
tion that they had been given more than they expected at the hands of tho 
operators. 

Another far-reaching result of the interstate convention will be the inau- 
Freie, of a system of arbitration for the settlement of future disputes. 

rict “ boards of conciliation” will be provided for each field for the set- 
tlement of * alone State boards will dispose of matters affecting 
twoor more fields, and an interstate board will adjust differences which 
may arise between the miners and operators of different States. 

oint conventions of operators and miners will meet annually in January 
to fix wage scales and working agreements, and contracts will expire on 
April lof each year. The present working rules and wages will remaia in 
effect until next April. 

One effect of the convention is that coal will take another jump. How 
much that jump will be it is impossible to tell now, but it will go up at least 
15 cents aton,and perhapsmuch more. While the mining rate was advanced 
but 10 cents, the rate for other work in the coal business will be correspond- 
ingly higher, making an addition of at least 15 cents in the actual cost of 
production. 

In such cases it has always been customary to add this cost to the selling 
price of coal, as the dealers always say that y sell coal so closely that it is 
iaqeeenee for them to avoid adding an advance of even 10 cents a ton. 

t ap however, that since the operators have lost $7,000,000, they aro 
incli to make it up out of somebody, and that they will throw some good 
things at themselves by adding, instead of 15 cents a ton to the coal, 25 cents. 

_ The boosting of the price is not likely to stop there. Many operators he- 
lieve that the carriers will want to get something out of the better prices 
and that the railroads will add 10 cents to the rate for carryingit. If the re- 
tail dealers thought to improve their condition by availing themselves of tho 

neral increase and 15. cents to their price, it would send up coal at 
50 cents a ton. 

The agreement actually means that a great combination has been formed 
between the miners and the operators. Its effect wiil be felt far and wide. 
The combination represents an output of 800,000,000 tons of coal. The power 
of the combination can hardly be conceived. It is regarded as certain that 
the Saginaw Valley coal fields will come into the combine. 

The ment does not go into effect until April 1, and possibly the price 
will not be increased until that time, although there is a possibility that deal- 
ers will “a the advance. 

G F. Guyette, of Cambridge, Ohio, who has been in the valley some 
days looking over the coal prospects, stated to the Courier-Herald yesterday 
that the Saginaw coal is much superior to any bituminous coal on the mar- 
ket, and that be was not surprised at the excitement the development has 
created. He said the news told in the columns of this newspaper had trav- 
eled far and wide, and that within ninety days there will be such a rush of 
miners and manufacturers in this direction as will astonish the natives. He 
believes there is plenty of room for operators. 

Coal prospectors have been ee country around Hemlock the past 
two weeks, and offers for leases have been made to many farmers in that vi- 
cinity. The farmers are a little a. however, and if any leases have been 
signed,it has not been reported. nere are excellent indications that coal 
abounds in that vicinity, and when the right companies get leases in that 
section, operations will undoubtedly begin at an early date. 


EARLY NEXT SPRING—WHEN THE COAL MEN WILL BEGIN TO FLOCK TO 
THIS SECTION—SO SAYS A COAL OPERATOR—THE WILLIS CREEK COAL 
COMPANY MAKING RAILROAD CONTRACTS—GREAT THING FOR F. AND P. 
M.—MORE INTERVIEWS WITH PROMINENT COAL MEN OF YEARS OF EXPE- 
RIENCE. - 


George F. Guyette, who hails from Cambridge, Ohio, and who is here in 
the interests of a large Pennsylvania coal company looking over the land, 
was encountered by a representative of the News this morning. Mr. Guy- 
ette came to this section three days ago,and has been the guest of friends 
at Bay City. He has paid two visits to this city, and this afternoon went to 
St. Charles. The object of his visit is to see what quality of coal is obtained 
in this section, and to post himself regarding the amount of land leased and 
the amount which is still available for leasing. When asked tostate what he 
had found, Mr. Guyette said: 

“Itis not my purpose to tell all that I know at the first jump, but I will 
say this, that I have found that the Saginaw soft coal is so much better than 
any that is now on the market in any section of the country that there is no 
doubt about the future of this section, provided that there is plenty of coal 
here, and from what I have learned in my brief stay I am satisfied that it will 
take more than one generation to exhaust the coal in these fields. I have not 
yet been privileged to go into a mine,and Ido not know as I care to go downa 
shaft, for I have been brought up in the coal business and know from what I 
have learned of formations and what has been told me pretty much what is to 
be found underneath the surface. 

“T have made a pretty thorough examination of the property in this sec- 
tion which is available for leasing, and I am satisfied that not one-thousandth 
gest is now under lease; and that there is room here for plenty of operators. 

e men who have been getting the leases have been using good judgment, 
I think, in the selection of the land they are after; but if they get just what 
they want, I am sure that I could pick out half a dozen good places where 
leases could be obtained and where they have not seen fit to go, and thera 
Tocate the best producing mines of the section. 

“I think thatso farthe Wills Creek Company has shown the best judgment 
in the location of a shaft and in what is desired to obtain. I have no doubt 
but that the people whom I represent and in whose interest Iam now work- 
ing will come to Saginaw and establish a good mine, one that will pay well. 
I do not mind saying that I have secured an option on the key to the situa- 
tion that I think the company I work for would like, and now I am content 
to wait. Now, that is that I am going to say about my business, but the 
people of Saginaw will see more of me later.” 

Speaking ones sbout the coal situation, Mr. Guyette said: ‘“ There 
are more experienced coal ple with their eyes on this section than you 
have any idea of. I know of no less than six companies who have had men 
here who simply looked the situation over and reported almost exactly as I 
shall report. ext spring you will see some warm times in coal circles. So 
far as this leasing is concerned, there are keys to all situations, and if they 
are secured, there is no h about leasing land in the vicinity. If the other 
fellows secure leases of such land, they will give it up when they find that 

ou hold the key to the situation. From St. Charles I shail return to my 
ome and will not return until spring, when I shall be prepared to do busi- 
ness. 


Mr. SHAFROTH. I ask unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the REcorp. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. [offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “embankments,” in line 6, page 2, strike out “ thirty’ and 
insert “‘fifty-five;” so as to read: 

“For construction of sea walls and embankments, $55,000.” 


[Mr. MAGUIRE addressed the committee. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. MAHANY. Mr. Chairman, in the course of the debate 
upon the civil service,I made the statement that nonresident 
watchmen were appointed for the Federal building in Buffalo. 
The president of the Civil Service Commission has written me the 
following letter: 

UNITED STATES CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION, 
Washington, D. C., January 11, 1898. 

Str: The commission has the honor to refer to the statement recently 
made by you in the House that upon the occurrence of a vacancy in the posi- 
tion of watchman in the Federal building in Buffalo the commission detailed 
one man from Maine and anotherfrom Albany. You are respectfully advised 
that the records of the commission show that the only certification it has 
made for the position of watchman at the Federal building in Buffalo was on 
December 3, 1396. This certification contained the names of three residents 
of Buffalo, one of whom was selected and appointed. 

Upon the classification of the custodian service the Treasury Department 
notified the commission that it desired to appoint to vacancies in this service 
only residents of the locality where the vacancy exists. In view of this the 
commission has followed the practice of holding the examination only at the 

lace where the vacancy exists and certifying only residents of that place. 
f course it is barely possible that the Department may have transferred 
some person in the service in Maine or in Albany to another vacancy at Buf- 
falo, and it would have authority to do so, but it is not understood why it 
should do so in view of its avowed policy of eppolnting only local residents. 

The commission trusts that you will give the Hoyse the benefit of this 
statement of the facts in the case. 

Very respectfully, JOHN R. PROCTER, 
President. 


Hon. R. B. MAHANY, 
House of Representatives United States. 
Now, I made inquiries at the Treasury Department, owing to the 
fact that [had been firstinformed thata watchman had been detailed 
from Albany and another from Maine, and I received this letter: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SUPERVISING ARCHITECT, 
Washington, D. C., January 17, 1898. 
Srp: In reply to your oral request I have the honor to advise you that the 
local address of Mr. Charles L. Hammond, employed as a watchman in con- 
nection with work on the United States post-office building at Buffalo, N. Y., 
is No. 556 Michigan street, Buffalo, N. Y. The address of Mr. John R. Smith, 
watchman at the same building, is unknown, he having been formerly em- 
ployed as watchman in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing in this city 
end transferred to his present position. 
J. K. TAYLOR, 


Respectfully, yours, 
Supervising Architect. 

Horn. ROWLAND B. MAHANY, 

House of Representatives United States, 
Washington, D. C. 

With regard to Mr. Charles L. Hammond, I have here a copy of 
the official register of those entitled to vote in the city of Buffalo 
at the last election. This register is published by the authority 
of Mr. Mark 8. Hubbell, city clerk; and under 556 Michigan 
street” I find the names of Egid Marchesini, George Despert, and 
Joseph H. Ball. The name of Mr. Charles L. Hammond does not 
appear among the names of the legal voters in the city of Buffalo. 

I then made further inquiry of the Civil Service Commission, 
and elicited this reply: 

UNITED STATES CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION, 
Washington, D. C., February 2, 1898. 


Srr: In rool to your inquiry of February 1, 1898, as to the legal residence 
of Charlies L. Hammond, J. C. Stafford, and John R. Smith, watchmen, em- 
ployed on the Federal building at Buffalo, you are informed that the legal 
residence of Charles L. Hammond is Buffalo, N. Y., he having been appetetes 
through examination and certification on December 23, 1896, and that J. C. 
Stafford and John R. Smith were classified as watchmen in the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing by the Executive order of November 2, 1894. The 
report of their classification does not show their legal residence, but the Offi- 
.Cial Register of the United States gives the State from whence appointed as 
Michigan for J.C. Stafford and Indiana for John R. Smith. Mr. Stafford was 
transferred to the Federal building at Buffalo on June 5, 1897, and Mr. Smith 


on July 26, 1897. 
Very respectfully, JOHN R. PROCTER, 
President. 


Hon. ROWLAND B. MAHANY, 
Representative in Congress. 
The result of all this is to show that what I stated in my former 
remarks was absolutely true in the essential fact—that nonresi- 
dent watchmen had been appointed for the Federal building in 
Bufialo—two of them from the respective States of Michigan and 
Indiana, and the third, if a citizen of Buffalo at all, a political 
cipher who did not have the patriotism to register and vote. 
ut in the speech in question I did make a statement that the 
commission might have corrected, but they carefully refrained 
from doing so. I said that the question of civil-service reform 
had never been submitted as a square issue to a popular vote. I 
have since learned that at the last election in the State of Mary- 
land the question was so submitted in the form of a constitutional 
amendment, and I hold in my hand a telegram bearing upon the 
result from the Hon. Richard Dallam, secretary of state for that 
Commonwealth. The dispatch reads as follows: 
ANNAPOLIS, MD., January 10, 1898. 
Hon. Rowand B. MAHANY, M. C.: 
Exact majority against civil-service amendment, 68,516. 


RICHARD DALLAM, 
Secretary of State. 


Now, I sincerely trust that if there are any other statements 
made in the course of my recent speech to which the Civil Service 
Commissioners desire to take exception they will notify me of the 


act. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, in offering the 
amendment which has been read from the desk, to increase the 
amount of the appropriation as carried by the bill, I simply used 
the figures recommended by the War Department. 

I do not claim to be an expert on the subject of sea walls and 
embankments, but I find that in the hearings before the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations on this question General Wilson, the Chief 
of Engineers, testified in this language in response to questions 
submitted to him by the chairman of the committee. The ques- 
tion was asked him by the chairman as follows: 


The CHAIRMAN. The next item is for the construction of sea walls and 
embankments. 


General W1Lson. The $55,000 recommended for sea walls and embank- 
ments is required for protecting sites at Baltimore, Md., $35,000, and Mobile, 
Ala., $20,000. Thosetwo places are being eroded by the action of the seas. 


The CHAIRMAN, You think it absolutely necessary to appropriate this 
amount? 


General “VILson. Yes, sir; I think so. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I think it entirely proper for the War De- 
partment to have full control and jurisdiction of this matter of 
coast defenses. I think they are the experts upon the subject and 
the proper ones to make estimates of ya a ase am for sea walls 
and embankments; and with noother information before me than 
this testimony of General Wilson, and nothing to refute it, I ask 
that the figures and estimates of the War Department be adopted 
instead of the amount recommended by the committee; that is, 
a be appropriated instead of the $30,000 now carried by 

e bill. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I rise only for the purpose of asking 
the gentleman in charge of the bill one question in reference to 
these matters coming in here. Questions are being raised con- 
stantly as to how these appropriations heretofore have been used 
and applied. I wanted to ask himif he has anything before him, 
or was there anything before the committee, that shows the 
amount of money used heretofore for these appropriations and 
where it was used? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Yes, sir; the committee has the informa- 
tion before them. 

Mr. COX. It does not appear anywhere in any of the reports. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. If the gentleman will stop and consider 
for a moment, he will see that it would be unwise to set it out. 
It is a class of information that can not be made public. 

Mr. COX. That is the reason why it is not set forth in the 
report? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COX. That is all right. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I had in contem- 
plation for the last few minutes the offering of an amendment, 
as an addition to line 7, on page 2, after the word ‘‘dollars,” in 
connection with the provision for the construction of sea walls 
and embankments, by inserting the words ‘‘ to be applied in part 
to the necessities of the northwest coast of Washington where the 
same is adjacent to the border waters existing between the Domin- 
ion of Canada and the United States.” 

In reference to this amendment, and before offering it, I desire 
to submit a parliamentaryinquiry. I should like to ask the Chair 
whether the amendment would be subject to the point of order 
which was raised on the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from New York and obnoxious to the Chair’s ruling thereon? If 
so, I have no desire to trespass upon tho time of the committee; 
but if it be admissible under the rules of the House, I wish to offer 
the amendment and will state the reasons for doing so, as indicat- 
ing the importance of it. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The amendment, Mr. Chairman, would 
be clearly subject to the point of order, and I should feel com- 
pelled to make the point upon it. It is right in the same line as 
the amendment which was ruled out a short time ago. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is inclined to hold, on the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Washington as to the character of 
the amendment, that it would not be in order. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I would not at this time inject 
any contest upon the Chair’s decision, but I fear it has escaped 
the attention of the Chair that in the Fifty-second Congress the 
subject came up for consideration before the House as to whether 
an amendment practically advising the mode and means of the 
expenditure provided in the appropriation bill under considera- 
tion would be germane, and it was held that it was germane and 
appropriate. ow, if that precedent governs my amendment, 
then, out of regard for that, 1think Iaminorder. If that prece- 
dent does not govern, I have none other to offer at this time. I 
call the attention of the Chair to a short analysis and epitome of 
it. Iread from the Manual, page 273: 

An amendment to an appropriation bill expressing the sense of the Gov- 


ernment as to the manner in which funds appropriated should be distrib- 
uted is not subject to the point of order that it is not germane to the bill. 


I think upon that authority my amendment is clearly in order, 
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Whether it is opere riate upon its merits or not, I take it, is not 


now the subject of discussion. — ‘ 

The C MAN. The Chair desires to ask the gentleman 
from Washington if it is not a fact that if this amendment now 
offered by him should be adopted and become a pest of the bill 
it would require the War Department to do something which it is 
not now required i law to do? 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I have to answer the Chair that 
in my opinion it would do so; yes. : 

The CHAIRMAN . Then it would bein violation, would it not, 
of that part of the rule which forbids new legislation on an appro- 
priation bill? : ; : 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I can not concur in thatidea. I 
do not think it would be new legislation, but a new direction of 
legislation. 

e CHAIRMAN. As to whether the amendment is germane 
or not would not necessarily control, but the amendment would 
be obnoxious to the rule which does not permit legislation on ap- 
propriation bills. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I fear there has been an indul- 
gence in a uniform error. There is no legislation, as I am 
informed, and as I believe from my own investigation, which spe- 
cifically prescribes that the Secretary of War or any particular 
officer shall apportion or prescribe where this money shall be ex- 
pended, and where fortifications or walls shall be erected. Unless 
my memory be at fault, the custom all grew out of an Executive 
order made under the Administration of General Grant, in which 
he reposed that authority in the War Department. From that 
time on it has become ingrafted as a policy; but I do not think any 
a enactment so providing can be found upon the statute 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will adhere to the ruling already 
made, and hold that the amendment is not in order. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I will not appeal, Mr. Chairman. 

On motion of Mr. HEMENWAY, the committee rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Hopkins, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported 
that that committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
7441) making appropriations for fortifications and other works of 
defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy 
ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, my colleague [Mr. STAL- 
LINGS] was unavoidably called home yesterday. The five days 
allowed for the printing or extending of remarks on the Teller 
resolution will expire before he returns. He requested me to ask 
unanimous consent that he may have further time to print his 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER. The gentieman from Alabama . UNDER- 
woop] asks that the time be extended for his colleague [| Mr. 
STALLINGS]|—— 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Until five days after he returns. 

The SPEAKER. Until five days after he returns, to print re- 
marks on the bond resolution. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION AND BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate joint resolution and bills 
of the following titles were taken from the Speaker's table and 
referred to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

8. R. 98. Joint resolution accepting the invitation of the Gov- 
ernment of Norway to take part in an International Fisheries 
Exposition to be held at the city of Bergen, Norway, from May to 
September, A. D. 1898—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

S. 3307. An act toamend the act making appropriations for sun- 
dry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1898, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Re- 
vision of the Laws. 

8. 3064. An act to increase the pension of Caroline W. Abney, 
widow of M. W. Abney, a soldier in the Mexican war—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

S. 88. An act to provide for the purchase of sites for public 
buildings in the cities of Hastings and Norfolk, in the State of 
Nebraska, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, 


MARTHA A. BAGWELL, 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the bill (S. 1559) for the relief of Martha A. Bagwell, execu- 
trix of Sallie Hardmond, deceased, which has been adversely re- 
ported, be referred back to the Committeeon War Claims. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair understands that this is the request 
of the committee. Is there objection? 

ere was no objection. 

And then,on motion of Mr. HEMENWAY (at 5 o’clock and 4 min- 

utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commnu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred by 
the Speaker as follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting a cop 
of certain correspondence relative to the issue of a duplicate check 
in favor of the Fourth National Bank of New York—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a re- 
port of the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes relative to 
the Mississippi Choctaws—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of the Navy submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for a hospital for contagious diseases 
at the naval station, Newport, R. 1.—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of the Navy submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for certain improvements needed 
immediately at the Brooklyn (N. Y.) Navy-Yard—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting the 
report of the annual inspection of the several Branches of the 
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers made by the In- 
spector-General of the Army—tothe Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a re- 
port made to the Bureau of Statistics by Mr. George G. Tunell, of 
Chicago, on lake commerce—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7271) amending 
the act entitled ‘‘An act to allow the return free of duty of certain 
articles exported from the United States,” approved May 18, 1896, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 336); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. ; 

Mr. JENKINS, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7541) to 
require certain writs to be directed to and executed by the mar- 
shal of the District of Columbia, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 341); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2781) to 
amend section 4440 of the Revised Statutes, authorizing the licens- 
ing of mates on river and ocean steamers, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 344);-which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on the Library, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4600) to aid in the erec- 
tion of a monument to the memory of Gen. William Smallwood 
and the soldiers of the Maryland Line in the war for American in- 
dependence, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 342); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. RAY of New York, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1306) 
increasing the pension of William Warner to $72 a month, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 337); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Honse (H. R. 3184) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James H. Blakeman, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 338); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WARNER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 2349) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Weltha Post Leggett, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 340): which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3844) for the relief of 
Sarah R. Dresser, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 343); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4167) to 
increase the pension of John Q. Washburn, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 345); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BREWSTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1257) granting a 
pension to Louisa Pasquet, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 346); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar, 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 7647) to amend the thirtieth 
section of an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide revenue for the Gov- 
ernment and to encourage the industries of the United States,” 
approved July 24, 1897—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 7648) to amend the act en- 
titled ‘An act to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at or near the city of Lexington, Mo.,” approved 
July 26, 1894—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. SKINNER: A bill (H. R. 7649) to provide for deepening 
and widening the channels of Pasquotank River and Croatan 
Sound, in the State of North Carolina—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 7650) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to authorize the Muskogee, Oklahoma and West- 
ern Railroad Company to construct and operate a line of railway 
through Oklahoma and the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 
poses ’’—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SAUERHERING: A bill (H. R. 7651) to amend section 
2 of an act entitled “An act defining butter; also imposing a tax 
thereon and regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, and 
exportation of oleomargarine ”—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 7652) to pension certain irregu- 
lar soldiers and nonenlis men who served in the war of the 
rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 7691) to amend sec- 
tion 4 of the act entitled ‘‘An act to constitute a new division of 
the eastern judicial district of Texas, and to provide for the hold- 
ing of terms of court at Beaumont, Tex., and to provide for the 
appointment of a clerk of said court”—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A resolution (House Res. No. 
194) calling on the Secretary of the Interior for information as to 
the expenditure of an appropriation made by Congress to pay a 
judgment by the Court of Claims in favor of the Pottawatomie 
—— of Michigan and Indiana—to the Committee on Indian 

airs. 

By Mr. BENNETT: A joint resolution (H. Res. 142) directing 
the Secretary of War to submit plans and estimates for the pro- 
posed improvement of Wallabout Channel, New York Harbor— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. KELLEY: A memorial of the legislature of the State of 
South Dakota, for the passage of the free-homestead bill—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. BODINE: A bill (H. R. 7653) removing the charge of 
— from Job Benjamin—to the Committee on Military 
airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7654) removing the charge of desertion from 
Thomas Wilson—to the Committee on Milita ffairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 7655) for the relief of William C. Davis—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine: A bill (H. R. 7656) to authorize 
the Secretary of the Navy to remove the charge of desertion as to 
Stephen Welsh—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CHICKERING: A bill (H. R. 7657) for the relief of James 
E. Searl—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7658) to amend the military record of Herbert 
J. Bailey—to the Committee on Military i 


By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 7659) for the relief of W.S. Reid, 
administrator of Mrs. F. M. Harris, d , late of Franklin, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 7660) to restore to the 
— roll the name of Matilda O’Connor—to the Committee on 

nvalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DANFORD: A bill (H. R. 7661) to pension Eloise Mc- 
Kee, helpless daughter of Hugh L. McKee, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.'7662) to correct the military record of William 
H. Garrett, late One hundred and fifty-seventh Ohio —— Guards— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 7663) for the relief of George 
F. Anderson, of Jefferson County, W. Va.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. EDDY: A bill (H. R. 7664) for the relief of Charles 
Howard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOWLER of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 7665) for the 
relief of Adolph Cohn, administrator of the estate of John Chap- 
man, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 7666) for the relief of Daniel Baker, 
of Frederick County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7667) to amend and 
correct the military record of Aaron S. Linn, late Company K, 
Eighth Ohio Cavalry,so as to remove the charge of desertion stand- 
as ainst him—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

y Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 7668) for the relief 
of the estate of Henry E. Windley, of Hinds County, Miss.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KELLEY: A bill (H. R. 7669) for the relief of John H. 
McLaughlin—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7670) for the relief of Andrew Fisher—to tho 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 7671) to pension James M. Miller— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 7672) to increase the pension of 
George W. D. Wade—to the Committee on Pensions. 

_* r. LINNEY: A bill (H. R. 7673) for the relief of William 
E. Anderson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McDONALD: A bill (H. R. 7674) for the relief of Will- 
iam H. Krantz, of Frederick County, Md.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 7675) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Lavern Walker—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 7676) for the relief 
of the heirs of Pierre Sanvé—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PUGH: A bill (H. R. 7677) removing the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of Duncan Scott—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7678) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry R. Snapp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7679) granting an increase of pension to John 
Blanchard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7680) removing charge of desertion from mili- 
— record of Martin Thompson—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7681) removing charge of desertion from mili- 
oo record of George W. Ingram—to the Committee on Military 

airs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7682) for the relief of W. H. Copley—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 7683) for the relief of the Pine 
Bluff Baptist Church, of Jefferson County, Ark.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SIMPKINS of Massachusetts: A bill (H, R. 7684) grant- 
ing a pension to Louisa F. Emery—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SNOVER: A bill (H. R. 7685) for the relief of Isaac 
Newton—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 7686) to remove the charge 
of desertion from record of Anthony Remley—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7687) to pension Lydia Brigham, widow of 
William Brigham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LES W. STONE: A bill (H. R. 7688) to remove 
the charge of desertion standing against the name of Henry A. 
Elliott—to the Committee on Mi a Affairs. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN: A bill (H. R. 7689) for the relief of the 
estate of Alice Hardaway, deceased, late of ton County, Miss.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. ; 

By Mr. STEELE: A bill (H. R. 7690) for the relief of Hamilton 
M. Sailors—to the Committee on War Claims. : 

By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 7692) granting a pension to 
Maj. Moses Chapman—to the ttee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 7693) granting a pension to 
Sarah J. Pugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ee an eae . 
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By Mr. FOX: A bill (H. R. 7694) for the relief of J. C. Fitz- 
, of Chickasaw County, Miss.—to the Committee on War 


By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 7695) for the relief of Hiram John- 
son and others—to the Committee on War Claims. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7696) for the relief of William Christen- 

—to the ttee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7697) for the relief of E. A. Clark—to the 
Committee on Pensions. , 

By Mr. McDOWELL: A bill (H. R. 7698) to remove the charge 
of desertion against David Firestone—to the Committee on Mili- 


tary Affairs. 
By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 7699) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary Sprague—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
, a bill (it. 7700) to authorize the President to place the 
name of Archibald K. Eddowes on the retired list of the United 
States Navy with the rank of acting chief engineer, United States 
Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 





PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following en and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARRETT: Resolution of the Boston Chamber of 
Commerce, in favor of the Torrey bankruptcy bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BENNER of Pennsylvania: Petition of 48 citizens of 
Gettysburg, Pa., asking for the enactment of legislation more 
effectually to restrict immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of 83 salesmen and merchants of the State of 
Pennsylvania, in opposition to the ge of the so-called anti- 
scalping ticket bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. ; 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of Mrs. Mary A. Logue, widow of 
John J. Logue, late of Company E, Seventh ar Pennsyl- 
vania Reserves, for honorable discharge for her husband—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 4 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Lowell, Mass., ae of a Sabbath law for the na- 
tional capital—to the ttee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Lowell, Mass., for the passage of a bill to forbid interstate trans- 
mission of lottery and other gambling matter by telegraph—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. f 

Also, petition of the Trades anaes of Philadelphia, Pa., pro- 
testing against any curtailment of the postal facilities of Phila- 
delphia—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

lso, petitions of the Polish National Alliance of the United 
States and Polish citizens of the United States, remonstrating 
against the passage of the so-called Lodge immigration bill and 
pro amendments to the immigration laws—to the Committee 
on igration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BISHOP: Sundry petitions of various labor organiza- 
tions in the State of Michigan, protesting against the passage of 
the so-called anti-scalpers bill—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Protest of Brighton Association, No. 25, 
National Association of Stationary Engineers, against the passage 
of the so-called anti-scalping bill or any similar measure—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BODINE: Paper to accompany House bill to remove 
the charge of desertion from Job Benjamin—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
erance unions of New Holland, Pa., and citizens of Lancaster, 
a., in favor of the enactment of legislation to protect State anti- 

cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in original 
a on entering any State shall become subject to its laws— 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of Lancaster, Pa., for the passage of a 
bill forbidding the sale of liquor in all Government buildings—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of J. O. Barrett and 10 other citi- 
zens of the State of Illinois, protesting against the passage of the 
so-called anti-scalping ticket bill—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of Frankfort Station, Ill., protesting 
against the passage of a general bankruptcy bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the J eee 

By Mr. CLARKE of New Hampshire: Petition of the Central 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Sutton, N. H., favor- 
ing the enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette 
laws by — that cigarettes imported in original packages 
on en any State shall become subject to its laws—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DANFORD: Paper to accompany House bill to correct 


the military record of William H. Garrett—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DAYTON: Petition of Sarah J. h, widow of Sam- 
uel B. Pugh, private Company F, Seventeenth Regiment West 
Virginia Infantry Volunteers, for pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EDDY: Petition of the St. Paul, Minn., Chamber of 
Commerce, in relation to civil service—to the Committee on Re- 
form in the Civil Service. 

Also, protest of the board of directors of the Polish Alliance of 
the United States, against the passage of the Lodge immigration 
bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Protest of Wallace M. Pingree and 19 
other citizens of Boston, Mass., against the passage of the so-called 
anti-scalping ticket bill—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Boston Chamber of Commerce, asking 
for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

Also, resolutions of the Boston Chamber of Commerce, in favor 
of reciprocity between the United States and Canada—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Wendell P. Stafford and 30 other 
prominent citizens of St. Johnsbury, Vt., remonstrating against 
the passage of House bill No. 30 and Senate bill No. 1575, restrict- 
ing the right to buy and sell railroad tickets—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Trades League of Philadelphia, Pa., pro- 
testing against any curtailment of the postal facilities in Phila- 
delphia—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

Also, petition of Mary J. Foster, secretary of the Young People’s 
Christian Union of Derbyline, Vt., for the passage of a bill to 
prohibit the sale of liquors in Government buildings—to the Com- 
mittee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of citizens of the city of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., in favor of the passage of the Lodge bill to prevent the 
admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United 
States—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: Petition of Fred W. Collins, 
United States marshal, Jackson, Miss., and other Federal officers, 
asking for a proposed addition to the Government building at 
Jackson, Miss.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of John McNulta, president of the Naval 
Reserve Association of Illinois, and others, praying for the con- 
struction and maintenance of a modern naval vessel upon the Great 
Lakes in place of the U.S. 8. Michigan, now in service—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, protest of Dr. C. C. Eldred, of Braidwood, Ill., against the 
passage of the bill, known as the anti-vivisection bill, for the pre- 
vention of cruelty to animals in the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petitions of A. B. Hamilton, C. G. Camp- 
bell, H. C. Marvin, E. M. Bonnell, A. L. Lundquist, B. J. Day, 
William McCaulley, and other citizens of the State of New York, 
protesting against the so-called anti-scalping bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of S. E. Anderson and 10 other citizens of James- 
town, N. Y., against the passage of the so-called anti-scalpers 
bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union and Young People’s Society of Christian Endeavor of 
Marengo, Ill., to prohibit kinetoscope reproductions of pugilistic 
encounters in the District of Columbia and the Territories and the 
interstate transportation of materials of the same—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, oe of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union and 
Young People’s Society of Christian Endeavor of Marengo, IIL, 
praying for the passage of a bill to prohibit interstate transmission 
of pictures and descriptions of prize fights—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. JOY: Petition of citizens of St. Louis, Mo., for Mississippi 
River improvements—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petitions of Phillip Gross, O. L. Hanse, L. G. 
Ochsennites, and other citizens of South Dakota, in opposition to 
the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill or any similar measure—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petitions of Joseph B. Hirne, H. K. 
Weiler, and 33 other citizens of Riverside and Delanco; W. R. 
De Bow and 19 others of Van Hiseville; Mickleton Grange, No. 
111, Patrons of Husbandry; Methodist Episcopal Sunday school of 
Clarksboro, all in the State of New Jersey, favoring the enactment 
of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that 
cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any State 
shall become subject to its laws—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Sunday school of 
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Clarksboro, and Mickleton Grange, No. 111, Patrons of Husbandry, 


praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of 


intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. McALEER: Protest of the Single Tax Society of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., against further restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petitions of D. L. Earl, L. B. Howe, H. J. Boyle, H. L. 


Englebert, and other citizens of Pennsylvania, remonstrating 
against the passage of the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill—to 


the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. McCALL: Petition of the Boston (Mass.) Chamber of 


Commerce, protesting against the passage of the Nelson bill and 
urging the enactment of the Torrey bill—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. MCDOWELL: Paper to accompany House bill to re- 


move the charge of desertion against David Firestone, late of 


Company E, One bundred and twentieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MERCER: Petitions of the Church of Christ and the 
Presbyterian Church of East Des Moines, Iowa, for the passage of 
a bill to prohibit the sale of liquors in Government buildings—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Resolutions of the International Associa- 
tion of Factory Inspectors, favoring the enactment of legislation 
more effectually to restrict immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: Sundry petitions of W. T. Beall, Francis 
Shine, C. H. Whipple, L. R. Thomas, C. H. Weston, L. G. Ritter, 
Charles Fisher, Thomas Lynch, H. Everett, H. D. Spence, and 
other citizens of the State of Colorado, protesting against the pas- 
sage of the so-called anti-scalpers bill—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SKINNER: Petition of. the heirs of Elizabeth Gatling, 
deceased, late of Gates County, N. C., asking reference of her 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPALDING: Paper to accompany House bill to remove 
the charge of desertion against Anthony Remley—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Resolutions adopted at the eleventh annual 
convention of the International Association of Factory Inspectors, 
favoring the enactment of legislation which will more effectually 
restrict immigration and prevent the admission of illiterate, pau- 
per, and criminal classes to the United States—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. STEELE: Papers to accompany House bill relating to 
= claim of Hamilton W. Sailors—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Statement to accompany House 
bill No. 5807, granting a pension to John Teague—to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: Resolutions of the National 
Guard, State of Wisconsin, relative to the desecration of the 
national flag—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Seven petitions of citizens of 
Venango County, Pa., in favor of legislation to protect State anti- 
cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in original 
packages on entering any State shall become subject to its laws— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Free Methodist Society of Kane, McKean 
County, Pa., for the passage of a bill to prohibit the sale of liquors 
in Government buildings—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Petition of Samuel W. Spencer 
and 46 other citizens of Glenshaw, Allegheny County, Pa., for the 
enactment of legislation which will more effectually restrict immi- 
gration and prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and crim- 
inal classes to the United States—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska: Petition of S. M. Benedict, in 
favor of the Teller resolution—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
penne unions of Northwood, Sutton, and East Rochester, N.H., 

or the passage of a bill forbidding the sale of liquor in all Gov- 
ernment buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance unions of 
Northwood, Sutton, and East Rochester, N. H., praying for the 
enactment of legislation prohibiting kinetoscope eo ee of 
prize fights in the District of Columbia and the Territories—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance unions of 
Northwood, Sutton, and East Rochester, N. H., favoring the pas- 
sage of a Sabbath law for the national capital—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 


Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance unions of 





Northwood, Sutton, and East Rochester, N. H., praying for the 
enactment of SN raising the age of protection for girls to 
18 years in the District of Columbia and the Territories—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance unions of 
Northwood, Sutton, and East Rochester, N. H., for the passage 
of a bill to forbid interstate transmission of lottery and other 
gambling matter by telegraph—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance unions of 
Northwood, Sutton, and East Rochester, N. H., praying for the 
passage of a bill to prohibit interstate transmission of pictures 
and descriptions of prize fights—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian ee unions of 
Northwood and East Rochester, N. H., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to substitute voluntary arbitration for railway 
strikes—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petitions of the Woman's Christian Temperance unions of 
Franklin and Sutton, N. H., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that ciga- 
rettes imported in ~~ packages on entering any State shall 
become subject to its laws—to the Ccmmittee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 


SENATE. 
Fripay, February 4, 1898. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitsurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of sae pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. FAULKNER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. HALE. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be 
to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 


KILLING OF FRANK EPPS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate of the United States; 

In further response to the resolution of the Senate of January 18, 1898. call- 

ing for information regarding the killing at Nagasaki, Japan, of Frank Epps, 


a sailor of the U. 8. 8. Olympia. I transmit herewith a report from the Secre- 
tary of State, with three additional communications on the su 


ect. 
WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 


Washington, February 3, 1898. 
SERVICE ON JURIES IN LOUISIANA, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in response to a resolu- 
tion of the 26th ultimo, a protest of citizens of Louisiana against 
the violation of the Constitution by the acting circuit judge and 
the district attorney of the United States for the eastern district 
of Louisiana, etc.; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 
MARSHAL OF EASTERN DISTRICT OF ARKANSAS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in mse to a 
resolution of the 2d instant, certain correspondence between that 
Department and United States Marshal Cooper, of the eastern dis- 


trict of eee relative to the appointment of deputies; which 
was read. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask that the communication and 
the eg apers be printed as a document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request? 
The Chair hears none, and it will beso ordered. Shall the com- 
munication and accompanying papers be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Civil Service and Retrenchment? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I believe I should like to have that 
reference made. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 
BELT RAILWAY COMPANY. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual re- 
port of the Belt Railway Company of the District of Columbia for 
the year ended June 30, 1897; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 
MARYLAND AND WASHINGTON RAILWAY COMPANY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual re- 
port of the Maryland and Washington Railway Company for the 
year ended December 31, 1897; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed, 


oe Seen nen 


ECKINGTON AND SOLDIERS’ HOME RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual re- 
rt of the Ec m and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company of 
District of Columbia for the year ended December 31, 1897; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented petitions of sundry citizens 
of New Jersey, Mississippi, Louisiana, Kentucky, and the District 
of Columbia, pr 


d itors 0 
cae referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to 


r. MITCHELL ae a petition of the seventeenth annual 
convention of the yal | . 

for the enactment of legislation to prevent the desecration of the 
national flag; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


oe HARRIS presented the memorial of J. A. Wheatley, of 
Seneca, Kans., and sundry citizens of Missouri, Wisconsin, and 
Iowa, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called anti- 
scalping ticket bill or any similar measure; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Eldorado, Kans., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that 
cigarettes import i 
shall become subject to its laws; which wasreferred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Young People’s Christian 
Endeavor societies of the Christian Church and of the Congrega- 
tional Church of Seneca, Kans., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Govern- 
ment buildin 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. GEAR presented a petition of the congregation of the First 
Congregational Church of Mount Pleasant, lowa, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors 
in all Government buildings; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the First Con- 
gregational Church of Mount Pleasant, Iowa, and a petition of 
the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Mount 
Pleasant, lowa, praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
tect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported 
in original packages on entering any State shall become subject 
to its laws; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate 


He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Musca- 
tine, lowa, praying that an appropriation be made to build levees 
on Muscatine Island; which was referred to the Committee on 


Mr. KYLE presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
rance Union of Pierre, 8. Dak., praying for the enactment of 
slation to prohibit interstate gambling by telegraph, telephone, 
or otherwise; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Pierre, e 

lation to substitute voluntary arbitration forrailway strikes; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Pierre, e 
lation to prohibit the reproduction of prize fights by the kineto- 
scope and the interstate mail circulation of accounts of the same; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Pierre, S. Dak., praying for the enactment of a Sun- 
day-rest law for the District of Columbia; which was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Pierre, R 
islation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that 
cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any State 
shall become subject to its laws; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Pierre, S. Dak., 
praying for the enactment of legislation raising the age of pro- 
tection for girls to 18 years in the District of Columbia and the 
Territories; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Pierre, 8. Dak., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol 
Government buildings; which was referred to the Com- 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

TE presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Maryville, 
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Tenn., remonstrating against the enactment of a general bank- 
ew, law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

r. CHANDLER presented a petition of the Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Sutton, N. H., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation prohibiting the reproduction of prize fights by 
the kinetoscope or other kindred devices, and to prohibit inter- 
state and mail circulation of extended newspaper descriptions of 
such fights; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of East Rochester, N. H., praying for the enactment 
of legislation prohibiting interstate and mail circulation of ex- 
tended newspaper descriptions of prize fights; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of East Rochester, N. H., nen for the enactment 
of legislation prohibiting the reproduction of prize fights by the 
kinetoscope or other kindred devices; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a a of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Sutton, N. H., and a petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of East Rochester, N. H., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to substitute voluntary arbitration for 
railway strikes; which were referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Unionsof Franklin, Sutton, Plymouth, Richmond, Webster, 
and Manchester, all in the State of New Hampshire, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws 
by providing that cigarettes imported in original packages on 
entering any State shall become subject to its laws; which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Unions of Sutton and East Rochester, in the State of New 
Hampshire, praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting 
interstate gambling by telegraph, telephone, or otherwise; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- f 
ance Unions of East Rochester and Sutton, in the State of New 
Hampshire, praying for the enactment of legislation to raise the 
age of protection for girls to 18 years in the District of Columbia 
and the Territories; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Unions of East Rochester and Sutton, in the State of New bj 
Hampshire, praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting 
the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol and all Government ot 
buildings: which were referred to the Committee on Public Build- nae 
ings and Grounds. bak 

ie also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Unions of East Rochester and Sutton, in the State of New 
Hampshire, praying for the enactment of a Sunday-rest law for 
the District of Columbia and the Territories; which were referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of the executive board of 
the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Wisconsin, praying iy 
for the enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette ’ 
laws by providing that cigarettes imported in original packages 
on entering any State shall become subject to its laws; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Congre- 
gational Church of Platteville, Wis., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit interstate gambling by telegraph, tele- 
phone, or otherwise; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Congre- 
gational Church of Platteville, Wis., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit traffic and public sports in the District 
of Columbia on the first day of the week; which was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Congre- 
gational Church of Platteville, Wis., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the transmission by mail or interstate 
commerce of descriptions of prize fights; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Congre- 
gational Church of Platteville, Wis., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit kinetoscope reproduction of prize fight, 
in the District of Columbia and the Territories and the interst of 
Seen of such shows; which was ordered to lie on the 

e@. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Congre- 
gational Church of Platteville, Wis., praying for the enactment 
of oo to raise the age of protection for girls to 18 yeaas in 
the District of Columbia and the Territories; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Congre- 

ational Church of Platteville, Wis., praying for the enactment of 
egislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all 
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Government buildings; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Congre- 
gational Church of Platteville, Wis., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to substitute voluntary arbitration for railway strikes; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and r. 

Mr. HOAR presented a memorial of the common council and 
board of aldermen of Boston, Mass., remonstrating against the 
proposed reduction in the letter-carrier force in that city; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Taunton, Mass., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Gov- 
ernment buildings; which was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Unions of Maynard, Springfield, and Chatham, all in the 
State of Massachusetts, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes 
imported in original packages on entering any Stete shall become 
subject to its laws; which were referred to the Committee on In- 
terstate Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of William H. H. Clayton, United 
States district judge, and 132 other citizens of the Indian Terri- 
tory, praying for the enactment of legislation for the relief of Mrs. 
Mary E. Parker, widow of the late Isaac C. Parker, judge of the 
United States courts for the western district of Ar ; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PERSONNEL OF THE NAVY. 


Mr. HALE. I present a communication from the Secretary of 
the Navy inclosing letters and papers relative to the personnel of 
the United States Navy. I move that the communication and 
accompanying papers be printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
Iumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2347) to require certain 
writs to be directed to and executed by the marshal of the District 
of Columbia, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 2283) in relation to taxes and tax sales in the District of 
Columbia, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 916) in relation to taxes and tax sales in the District of 
Columbia, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2014) to provide for the 
sprinkling of the streets of the District of Columbia, and thereby 
to better promote the health and comfort of the people, and for 
other purposes, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. ELKINs on the 22d ultimo intended 
to be proposed to the District of Columbia 2 se eee ge bill, re- 
ported favorably thereon, and moved that it be printed, and, with 
the accompanying report, referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR, trom the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the petition of P. E. Dye and V. B. Edwards, of 
Washington, D. C., praying for the payment of the judgment to 
Charles Stewart rendered June 22, 1896, by the Court of Claims 
under the acts of Congress approved June 16, 1880, and February 
13, 1895, asked to be discharged from its further consideration, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims; which was 
agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3561) granting a pension to 
Edward C. Spofford; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 3562) granting a pension 
to Whelock G. Veazey; which was (read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 3563) for the relief of the 
Baptist Church at Corinth, Alcorn County, Miss.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GEAR introduced a bill (S. 3564) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Stephen A. Toops; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 3565) to authorize the 
Washington and Gettysburg Railway Company, of Maryland, to 
extend its line of road into and within the District of Columbia; 


which was read twice by,its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 3566) for the relief of 
Friend, Ricketts & Co., of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 
101) instructing the Secretary of War to return to the State of 
New York the flags of the Seventh Regiment New York Artil- 
lery, formerly the One hundred and thirteenth iment New 
York Volunteer Infantry; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. McMILLAN submitted two amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was 
ve oo to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. FAULKNER submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KYLE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

CONSTITUTION OF OREGON. 

On motion of Mr. CHANDLER, it was 


Ordered, That 100 copies of the constitution of the State of Oregon be 
printed for the use of the Senate. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT BEAUMONT, TEX. 


Mr. MILLS. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 926) to provide for the erection of a public building 
at Beaumont, Tex. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or other- 
wise, & site, and cause to be erected thereon a suitable building, 
including fireproof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, 
elevators and approaches, for the use and accommodation of the 
United States post-office, court-house, and other Government 
offices in the city of Beaumont, Tex., the cost of the site and 
building, including the vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, 
elevators and approaches, not to exceed $100,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHOCTAWHATCHEE RIVER BRIDGES, 


Mr. PETTUS. Iask unanimons consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4760) authorizing the construction of 
two bridges across the Choctawhatchee River, a navigable stream, 
in Dale County, Ala. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, I rise this morning to a ques- 
tion of personal privilege. 

With the relations existing between a Senator and his constitu- 
ency this body has generally no concern. But there are excep- 
tional cases in which a Senator may be justified in calling atten- 
tion to transactions, semiofficial in their character, which, if left 
unexplained, might create the impression that he stands officially 
charged with conduct which would render him unworthy of a 
seat on this floor, and an unfit associate for his fellow-Senators. 

I hold in my hands a paper purporting to be an official copy of 
a resolution recently adopted by the two houses of the Kentucky 
general assembly, and which it is due to myself and to the Senate, 
should be fully understood. I send it to the Secretary and ask 
that it be read. 

ee pro tempore. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Whereas the Democratic party of Kentucky is in favor of free and un- 
limited coinage of both gold and silver at the present legal ratio of 16to 1; and 
Whereas the Democratic party is op to a single gold standard; and 

+ mem said party is opposed to retiring the greenbacks from circulation; 
an 
Whereas one WILLIAM LiInpsAy, at present United States Senator from 
Snes, is opposed to the free and unlimited coinage of both gold and sil- 
ver; an 
Whereas said Linpsy is in favorof a nee tee, standard; and 
w ——— said LinpsayY is in favor of re’ greenbacks from circula 
on; an 





-- 
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Whereas anh JENNER voted against the Democratic nominee for Presi- 
Gerynereas said LuxpsayY in 1897 worked in the interest of the Republican 
party by speaking the Democratic nominee for clerk of the court of 
a and by so doing proved himself an ally to the Republican party; 


ereas the said LinDsAy by so voting and workin t the interest of 

the De Democratic party has betrayed the trust teeta his constitu- 
: ref 
Og: J rrccleed ty the assembly of Kentucky, That this body request 
that said LINDSAY his seat in the United States Senate and give place 
for some Democrat who will represent the interest of the Democratic y; 
+ Resolved further, That a copy of these resolutions be sent to the said WILL- 
TAM LINDSAY. -e 
Adopted in the house of representatives u4< fry 27, 1898. 


: Cc. B. HILL, 
Attest - ae at ere, House of Representatives. 
rred in by the senate January 23, 
oom E WM. CROMWELL, 
Chief Clerk of Senate. 


Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, while this paper professes to 

request my resignation, it is couched in lan e which disre- 

the ordinary amenities of life, and is, in effect, a demand 

that I shall surrender my place in order to create a vacancy, and 

thus make room here for some one holding political views in har- 
mony with the author and promoters of the resolution. 

I desire to protest against this usurpation of ungranted power; 
and inasmuch as the resolution has been made a matter of record 
on the journals of the two houses of the State legislature, to which 
I have no access, I propose to give it a place on the records of the 
Senate, and in that connection to make such comments as I deem 
necessary and proper under the circumstances. 

It is to be observed that in the arraignment which precedes the 
resolution, there is no charge that I have ever disobeyed the ex- 
pressed will of the people of Kentucky. There is no charge that 
any act of mine as Senator is subject to animadversion or com- 
plaint; no intimation that I have ever given a vote which did not 
reflect the views of a majority of my constituents, or that I have 
at any time failed to look after their interests, or have been want- 
ing in any duty owing to them or to the country, or that Iam now 
opposing legislation which a majority of the people of Kentucky 
regard as essential to the public welfare, or that my personal con- 
duct, at any time or in any respect, has been, to the slightest 
degree, incompatible with the high position of an American 
Senator. 

By the silence of the arraignment in these regards, the resolu- 
tion affirmatively implies that my conduct as Senator is free from 
all blame and open to no criticism, even by those who are evi- 
dently moved by the spirit of bitter political proscription and 
intolerance. 

The substance of the complaint is that I am opposed to the free 
and unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, and that I 


opposed the election of the nominees of the late Chicago conven-. 


tion, and by so doing betrayed the trust reposed in me by my con- 
stituency. 

I shall not discuss the Presidential campaign of 1896. It is not 
necessary to do so to meet the charge that I betrayed the trust of 
my constituents by opposing the election of the Chicago nomi- 
nees. Myconstituency is made up of the people of Kentucky, and 
that people voted against those nominees, and 12 out of 13 of the 
electoral votes of Kentucky were registered against them. 

If to be op to the free coinage of silver and in favor of 
maintaining the parity of our gold and silver dollars is to be 
deemed a betrayal of trust, then i may be pardoned for calling at- 
tention to the history of current politics in Kentucky from 1893, 
= I was first elected to the Senate, up to the time of my second 
election. 

I was elected to fill an unexpired term, in February, 1893. In 

August of that year Congress met in extraordinary session to con- 
sider the proposed repeal of the purchasing clause of the act of 
July 14, 1890, commonly called the Sherman law. 
_In October, 1893, I voted against a proposed amendment to the 
bill, providing for the free coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1. 
I voted inst an amendment providing for the reenactment of 
the Bland-Allison act. I voted against the amendment providing 
for the free coinage of silver upon condition that the Government 
should receive in the way of seigniorage the difference between 
the market and coinage value of silver bullion. 

In the discussion of the bill I declared that I would vote for no 
amendment which merely experimented with a change of ratio, 
or that did not provide reasonable safeguards to insure the main- 
tenance of the parity of gold and silver dollars. 

Those votes and t declaration were known to all the intelli- 
gent people of the State of Kentucky. In the month following the 

ournment of this extraordinary session the general assembly 
c with the duty of selecting my successor was chosen. It 
convened in January, 1894. My name was the only one presented 
to the Democratic caucus, and when the election came to be held 
I received the vote of every Democratic member present. 

My views on the silver question were as well known then as 
they are known to-day. They were then the views of an over- 
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whelming majority of the Democrats of Kentucky, and of an 
overwhelming majority of the Republican party in that State. I 
stand to-day precisely where I stood when I received that unani- 
mous indorsement by the Democrats of Kentucky. If those who 
were in accord with me four years ago are not so to-day, it is be- 
cause they have changed their opinions, whilst I have remained 
steadfast. I criticise no one for changing his opinions, but I pro- 
test against being denounced as a betrayer of my trust because 
my views remain unchanged. 

T deny the right of self-seeking political changelings, who were 
with mein opposition to free silver when free coinage was un- 

pular and are against me now when free coinage seems to meet 
Susneueniie approval in Kentucky, to sit in judgment on my 
Democracy, or to call in question my fealty to the constituency I 
represent. 

will remind those who voted for the resolution that I am not 
the mere agent of the Kentucky legislature. I do not exercise my 
Senatorial duties subject to legislative supervision nor hold my 
place at the legislative will. I represent not merely a party or 
faction, but all the people of Kentucky. Myconstituency is equal 
to the combined constituency of all the members of the present 
general assembly, and I feel the utmost confidence that my views 
on all questions exciting public interest are the views of a decided 
majority of voters of my State. 

My term of service is fixed by the Constitution of the United 
States. It can not be abridged by the action of the Kentucky leg- 
islature, and an attempt by certain members of that body to abridge 
it is the assertion of aright which does not exist and could not 
exist without imperiling the independence of this great branch of 
the Federal Legislature. 

Resolutions emanating from State legislatures touching mat- 
ters pending in the Federal Congress are entitled to most respect- 
ful consideration, and always receive it; bat they can not deter- 
mine the duty of a Senator or relieve him from the responsibility 
of his position. His judgment and conscience are at last to guide 
his conduct. 

Iam a Senator from Kentucky, but I am also a Senator for the 
United States. In questions local to Kentucky I am always 
ready to serve her interests to the best of my ability, consistent 
with the obligations of honesty and fair dealing, and regardful of 
the limitations of the Constitution. 

When great public interests affecting alike every portion of the 
Union are to be acted upon, they are to be considered from the 
standpoint of the broadest patriotism, and this I propose to do, 
no matter who may condemn my action or whoapprove it. There 
are occasions when considerations of local favor and party dis- 
cipline must for the time give way, and if a Senator who acts 
upon that principle is to be driven from his place by his State 
legislature whenever he may contravene local sentiment or tem- 
porary passion, the dignity of the Senate will soon be a thing of 
the past. 

A scrupulous regard for the division of powers between the 





State and Federal Governments, and the careful observance of the 
boundary line which separates those powers, is a cardinal doctrine 
of Jeffersonian Democracy; yet we have here the spectacle of a 


controlling majority of a State legislature boldly overstepping 
that line of demarcation and, in the name of Democracy, demand- 
ing that I shall surrender my commission because, in their estima- 
tion, I have ceased to be a Democrat. They seem ignoranfof the 
underlying principles of the historic Democratic party, or else 
regardless of their obligation to observe those principles, and their 


right to impeach my Democracy, or to put me upon the defense of 
P 
mE mews as a Democrat, I utterly and absolutely repudiate. 
his much I have thought it proper to say. and with these re- 


marks I dismiss the so-called legislative request for my resignation. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded tothe con- 
sideration of executive business. After three hours and five min- 
utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 3 
o'clock and 40 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, 
February 7, 1898, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 4, i898 
AMBASSADOR. 

Ethan A. Hitchcock, of Missouri, now envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary, to be ambassador extraordinary and 
plenipotentiary of the United States to Russia, under the provisions 
of paragraph 1 of the act of Congress approved March i, 1893. 

; UNITED STATES MARSHAL, 

Hutson B. Saunders, of Maine, to be marshal of the United 
States for the district of Maine, vice John B. Donovan, whose 
term will expire February 22, 1898. 
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COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 


Thomas A. Lake, of Connecticut, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the district of Connecticut, to succeed John C. Byx- 
bee, removed. 

POSTMASTERS. 


J. P. Cox, to be postmaster at Fordyce, in the county of Dallas 
and State of Arkansas, in the place of Edward Atkinson, removed. 

Milton A. Elliott, to be postmaster at Camden, in the county of 
Ouachita and State of Arkansas, in the place of Hugh A. Pickett, 
whose commission expires February 14, 1898. 

Henry H. Houghton, to be postmaster at Jonesboro, in the county 
of Craighead and State of Arkansas, in the place of John B. Nichols, 
whose commission expires February 14, 1898. 

Thomas J. Hunt, to be postmaster at Fayetteville, in the county 
of Washington and State of Arkansas, in the place of Jefferson T. 
Hight, whose commission expired December 21, 1897. 

John C, Adams, to be postmaster at Phoenix, in the county of 
Maricopa and Territory of Arizona, in the place of William E. 
Thomas, whose commission expires February 21, 1898. 

Eva A. Clapp, to be postmaster at Azusa, in the county of Los 
Angeles and State of California, in the place of Orlando Streshly, 
removed. 

George Seaver, to be postmaster at Pueblo, in the county of 
Pueblo and State of Colorado, in the place of Thomas Thompson, 
whose commission expired September 25, 1897. 

Edwin F. Tomlinson, to be postmaster at Plainville, in the 
county of Hartford and State of Connecticut, in the place of 
Marshall P. Ryder, whose commission expired December 21, 1897. 

The nomination of Edwin F. Tomlinson to be postmaster at 
Plainview, Conn., is hereby withdrawn. 

Henry Blun, jr., to be postmaster at Savannah, in the county 
of Chatham and State of Georgia, in the place George S. Haines, 
removed. 

John O’Donnell, to be postmaster at Bainbridge, in the county 
of Decatur and State of Georgia, in the place of Levi F. Burkett, 
deceased. 

Thomas M. Ray, to be postmaster at Valdosta, in the county of 
Lowndes and State of Georgia, in the place of Charles R. Pendle- 
ton, resigned. 

Herman H. Buhrman, to be postmaster at Nashville, in the 
county of Washington and State of Illinois, in the place of David 
Luke, whose commission expires February 14, 1898. 

William F. Hackman, to be postmaster at Staunton, in the 
county of Macoupin and State of Illinois, in the place of Corne- 
lius Godfrey, removed. 

Thomas A. Jewett, to be postmaster at Oregon, in the county 
of Ogle and State of Illinois, in the place of E. A. Ray, whose 
commission expired January 12, 1898. 

R. F. Lawson, to be postmaster at Effingham, in the county of 
Effingham and State of Illinois, in the place of W. M. Stewart, 
whose commission expires February 16, 1898. 

Edward I’. Ledoyt, to be postmaster at Sandwich, in the county 
of Dekalb and State of Illinois, in the place of Schuyler Baker, 
whose commission expires February 16, 1898. 

George A. Lyman, to be postmaster at Amboy, in the county of 
Lee and State of Illinois, in the place of G. E. Young, whose com- 
mission expired January 12, 1898. 

.  W.A. Mussett, to be postmaster at Grayville, in the county of 
White and State of Illinois, in the place of H. A. Blair, whose com- 
mission expires February 18, 1898. 

William H. Norris, to be postmaster at Carlyle, in the county 
of Clinton and State of Dilinois, in the place of William Allen, 
whose commission expires February 16, 1898. 

J. H. Pierson, to be postmaster at Carrollton, in the county of 
Greene and State of Illinois, in the place of Edward L. Simpson, 

resigned. 

' William S. Pittman, to be postmaster at Jerseyville, in the 
county of Jersey and State of Illinois, in the place of John C. 
McGrath, whose commission expired January 12, 1898. 

Samuel B. Roach, to be postmaster at Mason City, in the county 
of Masen and State of illinois, in the place of C. E. Chamblin, 
whose commission expired February 2, 1898. 

Charles M. Tinney, to be postmaster at Virginia, in the county 
of Cass and State of Dlinois, in the place of C. I. Haskell, whose 
commission expired December 11, 1897. 

John D. Chambers, to be postmaster at Williamsport, in the 
county of Warren and State of Indiana, in the place of Frederick 
Holtz, removed. 

Benjamin J. Clevenger, to be postmaster at Red Key, in the 
county of Jay and State of Indiana, in the place of Ella B. Con- 
nolly, removed. 

Adam B. Spivey, to be postmaster at Rushville, in the county 
of Rush and State of Indiana, in the place of Will. S. Meredith, 
whose commission expires February 5, 1898. 


John McLean Dorchester, to be postmaster at Pauls Valley, in 
the Sasa! Nation, Ind. T., in the place of James Rennie, re- 
moved. 

J. H. Miller, to be postmaster at Chickasha, in the Chickasaw 
Nation, Ind. T., in the place of Jacob Descombes, removed. 

A. M. Beymer, to be postmaster at Corning, in the county of 
Adams and State of Iowa, in the place of A. J. Salts, whose com- 
mission expired January 31, 1898. 


H. E. Bolinger, to be postmaster at Afton, in the county of 
Union and State of Iowa, in the place of Alice H. Groves, removed. 

C. M. Elder, to be postmaster at Rock Valley, in the county of 
Sioux and State of Iowa, in the place of James Parden, whose 
commission expired January 18, 1898. 

Alfred W. Lee, to be postmaster at Ottumwa, in the county of 
Wapello and State of Iowa, in the place of J. R. Burgess, whose 
commission — February 14, 1898. 

William H. Tyrrell, to be postmaster at Waverly, in the county 
of Bremer and State of Iowa, in the place of C. W. Miller, whose 
commission expires February 16, 1898. 

Levi L. Aldrich, to be anand at Cawker City, in the county 
of Mitchell and State of Kansas, in the place of G. L. Hudkins, 
whose commission expires February 27, 1898. 

Charles McC. Lockhart, to be postmaster at Ellinwood, in the 
county of Barton and State of Kansas, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1898. 

John McPherson, to be ———— at Blue Rapids, in the county 
of Marshall and State of Kansas, in the place of Clarence Coulter, 
whose commission expires February 27, 1898. 

Alvin Goodson, to be postmaster at Carrollton, in the county of 
Carroll and State of Missouri, in the place of Joseph A. Black, 
whose commission expired November 1, 1897. 

Obe A. Petty, to be pane at Charleston, in the county of 
Kanawha and State of West Virginia, in the place of Annie B. 
Kenna, whose commission expired September 23, 1897. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 4, 1898. 
CONSULS. 


William B. Sorsby, of Mississippi, to be consul of the United 
States at San Juan del Norte, Nicaragua. 

Elias H. Cheney, of New Hampshire, to be consul of the United 
States at La Paz, Mexico. 

John E. Rowen, of Iowa, to be consul of the United States at 
Port Stanley, Falkland Islands. 


Benjamin Johnston, of Iowa, to be consul of the United States 
at Utilla, Honduras. 


APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 
Rev. William T. Helms, of West Virginia, to be a chaplain. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
Infantry arm. 


First Lieut. George Palmer, Ninth Infantry, to be captain. 
First Lieut. Samuel Warren Miller, Fifth Infantry, to be cap- 
tain. 


Second Lieut. Harry J. Hirsch, Fifteenth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant. 


Second Lieut. Joseph Frazier, Nineteenth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant. 


Second Lieut. Robert Lee Hamilton, Twenty-second Infantry, 
to be first lieutenant. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Joseph E. Lee, of Florida, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of St. Johns, in the State of Florida. 


REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE, 


John A. Steele, of Tuscumbia, Ala., to be register of the land 
office at Huntsville, Ala. 


POSTMASTERS, 


William A. Boyd, to be postmaster at Mamaroneck, in the 
county of Westchester and State of New York. 

Henry R. Thorpe, to be postmaster at Greenville, in the county 
of Mercer and State of Pennsylvania. 

T. H. Pare, to be postmaster at Lewisburg, in the county of 
Greenbrier and State of West Virginia. 

R. Ad. Hall, to be postmaster at Weston, in the county of Lewis 
and State of West Virginia. 

Alphonso F. Learned, to be postmaster at Port Townsend, in 
the county of Jefferson and State of Washington. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, February 4, 1898. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Mev. 
Henry N. CoupDEN. 2 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH PUBLIC LANDS FOR TRAMROADS, ETC. 


Mr. DE VRIES. Mr.S er, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill H. R. 1595. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


. R. 1595) toamend an act to permit the use of the right of way 
" eS. er ubiiclands for tramroads, canals, and reservoirs, and for other 
purposes. : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled “‘An act to permit the use of the 
right of wa through the public lands for tramroads, canals, and reservoirs, 
and for other purposes,” a — January 21, 1 
hereby, amended by adding thereto the following: 

“ t the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, authorized and em- 
powered, under general regulations to be fixed by him, to permit the use of 
right of way upon the public lands of the United States, not within limits of 
any park, forest, military, or Indian reservations, for tramways, canals, or 
reservoirs, to the extent of the ground occupied by the water of the canals 
and reservoirs and 50 feet on each side of the nal limits thereof, or 50 
feet on each side of the center line of the tramroad, by any citizen or associ- 
ation of citizens of the United States, for the purpose of furnishing water 
for domestic, public, and other beneficial uses. 

“Seo. 2. That the rights of way for ditches, canals, or reservoirs heretofore 
or hereafter approved under the provisions of sections 18, 19,20, and 21 of the 
act entitled ‘An act to repeal timber-culture laws, and for other purposes,’ 
approved March 3, 1891, may be used for purposes of a public nature; and 
said rights of way may be used for purposes of water transportation, for 
domestic purposes, or for the development of power as subsidiary to the main 
purpose of irrigation.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before that is given will the gentleman ex- 
plain what change is made of the law in this respect? 

Mr. DE VRIES. I will say, Mr. ree that under the law 
as itstands at the present time all rights of way for the construc- 

jon of reservoirs, canals, and ditches through the public domain 
are limited to those the purposes of which are the furnishing of 
water for irrigation, mining, and reservoir p It does not 
permit its use for private or domestic purposes, and if it is desired 
to supply a city from a reservoir or canal across the public domain 
such permission is not authorized by the law as it stands at present. 
It is therefore sought to amend the law by this bill, extending 
and enlarging the existing privileges and allowing a license over 
the public domain for these purposes. The bill was favorably 
sepereye in the Fifty-fourth Congress, and was passed by the 

ouse. 

Mr. LACEY. I will say that it was unanimously reported in 
+ Fifty-fourth Congress, and it is unanimously reported in this 

ouse. 

Mr. DE VRIES. Yes; the bill is unanimously reported by the 
Committee on Public Lands, and is recommended by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior as advisable legislation. 

Mr. KING. I would like to ask the gentleman if this amends 
the law of 1866 in any respect? 

Mr. DE VRIES. I think not. It amends the act of 1895 and 
the act of 1891 in so far as these acts are applicable to the subject- 
matters covered by this bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? ewe a pause.}] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


be, and the same is 


On motion of Mr. DE VRIES, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

S. 3392. An act to repeal an act entitled ‘‘ An act to os reg- 
— for the steamers Claribel and Athos,” approved January 16, 


S. 3149. An act granting a pension to Oliver P. Gooding; and 
_ 8. 1983, An act granting an increase of pension to Esther Will- 
iams. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the bill 
(H. R. 6351) making appropriations for the Department of Agri- 
culture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899. with amendments 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the bill 
(H. R. 6554) to provide for the appointment of an additional dis- 
trict judge in and for the northern judicial district of the State of 
Texas, with an amendment in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 3392. An act to repeal an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide 
registers for the steamers Claribel and Athos,” approved January 
16, 1895—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

S. 3149. An act granting a pension to Oliver P. Gooding—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1983. An act granting an increase of pension to Esther Will- 
iams—to the Committee on Pensions. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment the bill 
(H. R. 4760) authorizing the construction of two bridges across 
the Choctawhatchee River, a navigable stream, in Dale County, 
Ala. 

KANSAS PACIFIC DIVISION OF THE UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous con- 
sent of the House to be permitted to make a motion to take up for 
consideration at some future time to be specified a bill now pend- 
ing before the House, as reported from the Committee on Pacific 
Railroads, in reference to the interest of the Government in that 


rty. 
e SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unanimous 
consent to take up a bill. What is the number of the bill? 

Mr. FLEMING. The bill H. R. 6899, I think, is the number. 

The SPEAKER. The bill H. R. 6899. 

Mr. FLEMING. My request is not that the bill be taken up, 
but simply that I be given unanimous consent to make a motion 
that the House fix some time for its consideration. 

The SPEAKER. In order to do that the consent of the House 
to take up the bill must be given. 

Mr. FLEMING. Well,in whatever way it is proper to do it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Whenever the time comes and the gentleman 
desires to test the sense of the House as to whether it should be 
taken up, then consent can be asked; but I think it is hardly suit- 
able that the gentleman should ask consent to take it up and then 
postpone it to some future time. 

Mr. FLEMING. The sale of the railroad, the Kansas Pacific 
Division, is to take place on the 17th of February. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the gentleman will accomplish nothing 
by calling it up this morning. When the House is ready to take 
it Ls then he can ask unanimous consent. 

r. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, my request is to get unanimous 
consent to set a day for the hearing of the bill before the House. 

Mr. BAILEY. Say next Tuesday. 

Mr. FLEMING. Say for next Tuesday, immediately after the 
reading of the Journal. If anything atall is to be done on the sub- 
ject, it must be done promptly. The sale takes place on the 17th 
of February; and this bill is to give the President larger powers 
for the purpose of protecting the Government’s interest. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Isuggest to the gentleman to wait until Mon- 
day morning; and then if he desires, he can ask for unanimous 
consent, when we may know what it is. 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, the bill has been reported by 
the committee and is on the Calendar; and I insist upon making 
the request now, because I think the House ought to be informed 
beforehand when the bill is to be considered. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I suggest that the gentleman can give notice 
that on Monday he will ask for unanimous consent for the con- 
sideration of the bill. 

Mr. FLEMING. If notice is given, and consent for the con- 
sideration of the bill is given in advance, then it can be better con- 
sidered in the House. If we wait until Monday morning, any one 
member can object. My request is that the House by unanimous 
consent now make a special order taking up the bill immediately 
after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. BAILEY. I suggest to the gentleman from Maine that if 
it is to be taken up and considered, gentlemen on both sides would 
be glad to know in advance, so that they may be prepared for its 
consideration. 

Mr. FLEMING. The sale takes place on the 17th of February, 
and there is no time to be lost if it is to be considered at all. 

Mr. MAHON. Regular order; unless some arrangement is 


made. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, the bill referred to by the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. FLEMING] is a bill supplementing what 
was supposed to be a lack in the act of 1887, conferring power on 
the President to look after the interests of the Government in re- 
lation to the debts of the Pacitic railroad companies. On a care- 
ful examination of that act, I understand the Administration is 
satisfied that it already has the power that this bill would confer. 
The Administration is already engaged in settling the debt of the 
Union Pacific Railroad Company, and has had much kotter good 
fortune than Congress has had in its attempt to bring about that 
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settlement. While I do not like to object to any proposition to 
consider this question, nevertheless it is an entire waste of time 
for the House to consider it, for it has already been determined 
that a similar bill could not be passed through the Senate. So 
that this would be only a waste of time. 

Mr. FLEMING. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. POWERS. Certainly. 

Mr. FLEMING. Is not the gentleman the chairman of the 
committee which reported this bill to the House? If the bill had 
merit enough to be reported to the House, does he not think it 
ought to have some consideration in the House? 

Mr. POWERS. The bill is entirely harmless so far as that 
question is concerned, but the Administration has now all the 
power that this bill would confer upon it. 

Mr. FLEMING. The President of the United States, in his 
message, asked Congress to give him additional power. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. SHATTUC. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE. 


Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of House bill 6554, with a Senate amendment. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the amendment of the Senate, as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

‘That there shall be in the northern judicial district of the State of Texas 
an additional district judge, who shall be appointed by the President, by and 
with the advice of the Senate, and shall possess the same qualifications and 
have the same power and jurisdiction now prescribed by law in respect to the 
present district judge therein. 

“Sec. 2. That no vacancy in the office of the existing district judgeof said 
northern judicial district of Texas shall be filled by appointment, and in case 
of such vacancy there shall be thereafter one district judge only for said 
district.” 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur in 
the Senate amendment, I will state that I am authorized to 
make this motion by the Committee on the Judiciary, which com- 
mittee has considered the Senate amendment. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to ask my colleague what change in the 
bill the Senate amendment makes? 

Mr. LANHAM. I will state that I do not think there is any 
substantial difference at all. 

Mr, BAILEY. Absolutely none. 

Mr. LANHAM. The object intended by the House bill is the 
same as that expressed by the Senate amendment, and in order 
that we may have the relief needed as soon as possible, I desire to 
have a concurrence in the Senate amendment at this time. Ido 
not see that there is any essential difference between the amend- 
ment proposed and the purpose of the House bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. My only concern is that there shall be no per- 
manent office created to be filled by another appointment. 

Mr. LANHAM. That is effectually guarded by the Senate 
amendment, as was designed to be done by the House bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON. There is no difference between the amend- 
ment and the House bill except the a It is practically 
our bill as passed by the House, and the amendment proposed by 
the Senate has been considered in the Judiciary Committee. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection, the Chair will sub- 
mit the motion to the House. The question is on agreeing to the 
Senate amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. LANHAM, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the amendment was agreed to was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of general appropriation bills. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, pending that motion, is it not in 
order to move that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole for the consideration of business on the Private Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. BAILEY. It looks to me like a motion of the highest priv- 
ilege. The House could only be got to the consideration of other 
business by first voting down that proposition. 

The SPEAKER. If the House does not desire to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House for the consideration of general appro- 
— bills, after a vote in the negative that would be next in 
order. 

Mr. BAILEY. I would have no objection to that provided the 
House did not intend to take up the regular order for the day. 

The SPEAKER. It has been the invariable construction of the 
rule that the public business has the right of way. 

Mr. BAILEY. Of course it is public business for the House to 
consider these private claims, but still we can reach it by antago- 
nizing the motion of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HemEn- 
Way}. 


j 
The SPEAKER. The matter is entirely within the control of 
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the House. 
nue and general appropriation bills. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr, Speaker, I would like to make a par- 
liamentary inquiry. If the motion of the gentleman from Indiana 
Mr. HEMENWAyY] to go into Committee of the Whole is voted 
own, would it then be in order to move to go into Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar? 


The rule is intended to give the right of way to reve- 


The SPEAKER. It would at the proper time after the unfin- 
ished business. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Indiana that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering 
general appropriation bills. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 





RICHARDSON and others) there were—ayes 84, noes 90. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. [I call for tellers. 


Tellers were ordered; and Mr. HEMENWAY and Mr. BAILEY 
were ip, Poems 
oO 


use again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 92, 


The 
noes 107. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 115, nays 
answered ‘‘present” 4, not voting 104; as follows: 


YEAS—115. 
Adams, Danford, Hopkins, Payne, 
Arnold, Davenport, Howe, Pearce, Mo. 
Babcock, Dingley, Howell, Perkins, 
Baker, [iL Dorr, Hull, Pitney, 
Barham, Dovener, Jenkins, Prince, 
Belknap, Eddy, Johnson, N. Dak. =e, 
Bennett, Faris, Ketcham, Robbins, 
Bishop, Fischer, Kirkpatrick, Royse, 
Booze, Foote, Knox, Sauerhering, 
Boutell, TL Foss. Landis, shannon, 
Boutelle, Me. Gardner, Lawrence, Shelden, 
Brewster, Gillet, N. Y. Loud, Simpkins, 
Bromwell, Graff, Loudenslager, Snover, 
Brown, Griffin, Lovering, Southard, 
Butler, Grosvenor, Low, Spalding, 
Cannon, Grout, Lybrand, Sperry, 
Chickering, Grow, eCall, + 
Clark, Iowa Hager, arsh, Steele, 
Clarke, N. H. Hamilton, Mercer, Stewart, Wis. 
Cochrane, N. Y. Harmer, Miller, Stone, C. W. 
Codding, Heatwole, Minor, Sturtevant, 
Connoliy, Hemenway, Mitchell, Tayler, Ohio 
Corliss, Henderson, Moody, Tongue, 
Cousins, Henry, Ind. Northway, Van Voorhis, 
Cramp, Hepburn, Odell, anger, 
Crumpacker, Hilborn, Olnsted, Warner, 
Curtis, lowa Hill, Otjen, Weymouth, 
Curtis. Kans. Hitt, Packer, Pa. illiams, Pa. 
alzell, Hooker, Parker, N. J. 
NAYS—133. 
Adamson, Davis, Knowles, Shafroth, 
Bailey, Davison, -_ Lamb, Shuford, 
Baird, De Armond, Lanham, Simpson, 
Baker, Md De Graffenreid, Latimer, Sims, 
Ball, Dinsmore, Lester, Skinner, 
Barlow, Dockery, Little, Slayden 
Bartlett, Drig, Livingston, Smith, Ky. 
Bell, Elliott, Love, Stark, 
Benton, Ellis, McCormick, Stokes, 
Berry, Ermentrout, McCulloch, Strait, 
Bland, Evans, McDonald, Strowd, N.C. 
Bodine, Fitzgerald, McDowell, Sullivan, 
Botkin, Fitzpatrick, McRae, Sulloway, 
Bradley, Fieming, Maguire, Sulzer, 
Brantley, Fowler, N. C. Mahon, Sutherland, 
Brenner, Ohio Fox, Marshall, Swanson, 
Brewer, Gaines, Martin, Talbert, 
Broussard, Gibson, Maxwell, Taylor, Ala. 
Brownlow, Greene, Meekison, quad” 
Brucker, Griggs, Meyer, La. Todd, 
Brumm, Gunn, Miers, Ind. Underwood, 
Brundidge, Handy, oon, Updegraff, 
Castle, Hay, Norton, 8. C. Vandiver, 
Clardy, Henry, Miss. Osborne, Walker, Mass. 
Clark, Mo. Henry, Tex. Peters, Wheeler, Ala. 
Clayton, Hinrichsen, Plowman, Wheeler, Ky. 
Cochran, Mo. Howard, Ga. Powers, White, N. C. 
Colson, Hunter, Richardson, Williams, Miss. 
Cooney, Joy, Rixey, Wilson, 
Cooper, Tex. Kelley, Robb. Yost, 
Cooper, Wis. Kerr, Robertson, La. Zenor. 
Cowherd, King, Robinson, Ind. 
Cox, Kitchin, Sayers, 
Cummings, Kleberg, Settle, 
ANSWERED ‘“ PRESENT”’—4. 
Bankhead, De Vries, Hicks, McClellan. 
NOT VOTING—104. 
Acheson, Bingham, Cranford, Hawley, 
Alexander, Broderick, Davey, Henry, Conn. 
Allen, Brosius, Davidson, Wis. Howard, 
Barber, Bull, Dayton, Hurley, 
Barney, Burke, Dolliver, Jett, 
Barrett, Burleigh, Lpes, Johnson, Ind 
Barrows, Burton, Fenton, Jones, Va. 
Bartholdt, Campbell, Fletcher, Jones, Wash. 
Beach, Capron, Fowler, N. J. Kulp, 
Belden Carmack, Gillett, Mass. Lacey, 
Belford, Catchings, Griffith, Lentz, 
Benner, Pa. Connell, " Lewis, Ga, 


133, 
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ash. M Ridgely, Stone, W. A. 
iguin, 0 Russell, Strode, Nebr. 
Littauer, Mudd, Shattuc, Tate, 

Lloyd, poviente, Sherman, Tawney, 
Lorimer, Norton, Ohio Showalter, Vehslage, 
McAleer, en, Smith, Ml. Vincent, 
McCleary, y; Smith, 8. W. Wadsworth, 
McEwan, Overstreet, Smith, Wm. Alden Walker, Va. 
McIntire, rson. Southwick, Ward, 
McMillin, Pierce, Tenn. Sparkman, Weaver 
Maddox, Pugh, Stallings, White, Ii. 
Mahany, igg, Stephens, Tex. Wilber, 
Man: ves, Stevens, Minn. Young, Pa. 
Mesick, Rhea, Stewart, N.J. | Young.Va. 


So the motion of Mr. HEMENWAY, that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of general meenegetition bills, was rejected. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. BELDEN with Mr. CATCHINGS. 

Mr. Hicks with Mr. BANKHEAD. 

Mr. Wii11am A. STONE with Mr. McCLELLAN, 

Mr. Barrett with Mr. SPARKMAN, 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. Lewis of Georgia. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota with Mr. De VRIEzs. 

Mr. REEVES with Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. MANN with Mr. JETT. 

Mr. McEwan with Mr. VEHSLAGE. 

Mr. Brxeuam with Mr. McMILuin. 

Mr. WEAVER with Mr. Jonzs of Virginia. 

Mr. QuiaG with Mr. Tare. 

Mr. Capron with Mr. GRIFFITH. 

Mr. Fenton with Mr. Mappox. 

Mr. Fow.er of New Jersey with Mr. STALLINGS, 

Mr. BELFORD with Mr. BENNER. 

Mr. LirravEr with Mr. Burke. 

Mr. Youne of Pennsylvania with Mr. CARMACK, 

Mr. AcHESON with Mr. CRAWFORD. 

For this day: 

Mr. BarTHoLpT with Mr. Davey. 

Mr. Kuwp with Mr. Epss. 

Mr. McIntire with Mr. Jones of Washington. 

Mr. MERcER with Mr. Lewis of Washington. 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. Lioyp. 

Mr. PuGu with Mr. Prerce of Tennessee. 

Mr. WILBER with Mr. Ruza of Kentucky. 

Mr. Wuite of Illinois with Mr. OGDEN. 

Mr. Stewart of New Jersey with Mr. OTry. 

Mr, Lacey with Mr. LENTZ. 

Mr. BARNEY with Mr. ALLEN. 

Mr. Beacu with Mr. Norton of Ohio. 

Mr. OVERSTREET with Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, when my name was called, as 
I was paired with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. Hicks, 
I did not vote. Since then he has come in, and I desire to vote. 

Mr. HICKS. I was here when my name was called, but, be- 
lieving I was paired with the gentleman from Alabama, Mr. 
BANKHEAD, I did not vote. As he is present, I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can withdraw his vote. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The Chair perhaps did not apprehend m 
statement. I did not vote on the roll call because I was paired. 
Since then the gentleman from Pennsylvania has come in, and 
now both of us desire to vote. I heard my name called. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules the Chair can not entertain 
the request. 

Mr. HICKS. I was in the House when my name was called—— 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman should have answered. 

Mr. HICKS. But, believing I was paired with the gentleman 
from Alabama, I did not vote. 

The SPEAKER. A pair is a private affair between individual 
members. 

Mr. HICKS. I ask unanimousconsent that the gentleman from 
Alabama and a be permitted to vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not permitted by the rules to 
submit such a request. 

Mr. HICKS. en I hope we shall both be marked present. 

Mr. DE VRIES. I wish toask if the gentleman from Minnesota, 
Mr. STEVENS, is recorded on this vote? 

The SPEAKER. He is not recorded. 
_ Mr. DE VRIES, I havea erry pair with Mr. STEVENs, but 
inadvertently I voted ‘“‘no,” I wish to withdraw my vote and be 
recorded as present. 

Mr. BARTLETT, I desire to state that my colleague from 
Georgia, Mr. Tate, was called away yesterday on account of the 
serious illness of his child. I desire to have him granted leave of 
absence on that account. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered accordingly. 

The result of the yote was announced as above stated. 

UNFINISHED BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first bill coming 

over as unfinished business from last Friday. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 91) for the relief of Hannah Howard, stepmother of Francis W. 
Howard, late Company D; Sixty-fourth New York Volunteer Infantry, with 
the recommendation that it do lie on the table. 

The guestion was taken; and the recommendation of the coms 
mittee was concurred in. 


MARY W. C. BURGESS. 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1581) granting a 
pension to Mary W. C. Burgess. 

The bill was read at length. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


BENJAMIN F. TUCK. 


The next business coming over from the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1890) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Benjamin F. Tuck. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I would like some explanationas 
tothis bill. Itseems that this party is already receivinga pension. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 1 believe, Mr. Speaker, the previous ques- 
tion has been ordered on all of these bills? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that it has not been 
ordered. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I call the attention of the Chair—the 
language seemed a little informal—to the request of the gentleman 
from New York, on page 1203 of the REcorD, which I wili read: 

Mr. Ray of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that. with 
reference to the bills — favorably, the previous question may be con- 


sidered as ordered on the adoption of the amendments and the passage of 
the bills. 


Now, I understand that was agreed to. 

Mr. RAY of New York. The gentleman is mistaken. 
not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed by the Journal Clerk 
that the question was not submitted to the House. 

Mr. RAY of New York. It was not submitted to the House for 
the reason that the hour of half past 10 had arrived at that point 
and there was no time to submit it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I ask for the reading of the report in my time. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, there was a request on the part of 
the gentleman from New York for the previous question. Would 
not that come over as the unfinished business? : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that a request for 
unanimous consent could be considered as coming over as un- 
finished business. 

The report will be read as requested by the gentleman from 
Dlinois [Mr. Horxrns] in his time. 

The report was read at length. 

See page 1193 of the Recorp of January 28, 1898. ] 

ir. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, if there is any gentleman on the 
floor who has any special interest in this bill I would liketo have 
his attention, as 1t is my purpose to ask a few questions regarding 
the bill. It seems, from the reading of the report we have just 
heard, that the disabilities of this man are traceable to his army 
service, and if so, the general law ought to be sufficient to protect 
the pensioner and to give him a pension fully adequate to the dis- 
abilities he has incurred. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I have no special interest in 
this bill more than in any other pension bill pending, but as the 
gentleman who introduced the bill does not seem to be present, I 
think I may possibly give the gentleman from Illinois the infor- 
mation he desires. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I would like to know if the committee had the 
evidence submitted to the Pension Commissioner before it when 
it was considering the bill? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. It had. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Thenon what ground did the Pension Bureau 
decline to increase the pension at the office beyond $12 a month? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Simply because the medical referee refused 
to accept the diseases with which the soldier is sufferingas of serv- 


It was 


ice origin. In the language of the medical referee, there is no 
pathological sequence. Asthe report states, the soldieris suffering 
with diseases itted to be of service origin that entitle him to 


a pension of $30, but because he has others not admitted to be 
of service origin, but which undoubtedly are, the medical referee 
refused to grant him but $12. In my opinion, the evidence fur- 
nished to the Bureau by the applicant was sufficient in certainty 
tohangaman. The evidence was conclusive that the man is a 
total wreck from diseases of service origin. In addition to that, 
which they do not accept, he is suffering from other diseases which 
are not admitted to be of service origin. But because of these 
other diseases they cut him down to $12 per month. Personally I 
do not regard the opinion of the medical referee entit!ed to suffi- 
cient weight to create a presumption in any case. 
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Mr. HOPKINS. As I understand the general law, if the disa- 
bilities for which it is proposed by the committee to pension him 
at $30 per month were incurred in the service, the general law is 
sufficient and ample to give him as large a pension as that pro- 

»0sed here. 

' Mr. SULLOWAY. Exactly; and that is what we say in the 
report—that he is entitled to it. But the medical referee having 
refused to allow him more than $12, we simply give him the rate to 
which he would be and is entitled under existing law, which we 
say the medical referee wrongfully deprived him of on the evi- 
dence submitted. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Now, I would like to ask whether the person 
interested in the passage of the bill has taken it to the Assistant 
Secretary on an appeal from the medical referee? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I can not state as to that. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Is there a member of the committee present 
who knows the fact? , 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Well, whether there is or not, I would not 
demand that this man, with evidence in his favor conclusive, as I 
have already said, sufficient to hang any man upon—thathe should 
be compelled to go hundreds of miles or employ somebody here to 
go to the Secretary and argue the case, with the necessary delay 
of months, at his expense. It is perfectly clear that he is entitled 
to this rating for diseases that are unquestionably of service 
origin. 

This claimant appealed from the Pension Buregu to this Con- 
gress, and the Committee on Invalid Pensions and the Committee 
of the Whole in this House overruled the medical referee. 

If those they do not accept were to be included, he would be 
entitled to $50 or $72, and the committee, as I remember, were 
unanimous. I see the chairman of the committee [Mr. Ray of 
New York] is here now. I think this man should have $50 a 
month beyond all question, but clearly, under the law, he is en- 
titled to $30, and it was the duty of the Bureau to have given it 
to him; but there is a degree of constipation down there, as you 
are aware, in some of these cases, that interferes with the rights 
of these old soldiers. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I should like to hear from the chairman of 
the committee as to whether any effort was made to take an ap- 
peal from this medical referee to the Secretary of the Interior on 
this subject before coming to Congress. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Well, I would not at this moment 


assert—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
I wish to ask the gentleman a question, if he will yield. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. 
from Illinois was saying. 

this pension bill? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I donot know whether I am or not. 
a seeker for information. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Icould not hear the colloquy between the 
gentleman from Illinois and the gentleman from New Hampshire 
[Mr. SuLLOwAy], and I am asking this for information. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If it is a proper case, I will say to the gentile- 
man from Tennessee, a case in which a private bill should pass, I 
shall favor it. If it is not aproper case, then I shalloppose it. I 
do that in the interest of the soldiers. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. These bills have all been considered in 
Committee of the Whole; thatisthe reason I make theinquiry. I 
supposed the gentleman would have been informed on last Friday 
night. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I did not at that time get the information I 
am seeking to-day. I did not get the information which it seems 
to me the members of the House should have in order to intelli- 
gently vote upon this subject. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman pardon an 
inquiry? Has the report in this case been read? 

Mr. HOPKINS. It has. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I understood the gentleman to 
ey = a not know whether he was favorable or unfavorable to 
the bill. 

eg eee an Well, I do not know what that has to do 
with it. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I did not know whether the gen- 
tleman had heard the report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. ELLIS. Ishould like to ask whether the gentleman was 
here on last Friday night when we considered these bills? 

Mr. HOPKINS, I regard that as an impertinent question. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. ELLIS. I think it is decidedly pertinent. 
time when we consider these bills. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I would say to the gentleman from 
Illinois that I am not prepared to say at this moment that this 

articular case went up on appeal to the Secretary of the Interior. 
desire to say here that in every instance thus far where a bill 
has been reported to th: House I have caused the evidence to be 


I could not hear what the gentleman 
I desire to ask him if he is opposing 


Iam now 


That is the 











most thoroughly examined and sifted by the able assistant sent 
to us by that Department, and except in one or two cases no bill 
has -s- reported to this House that was contrary to his judg- 
ment. 

I desire to say another thing: That in no instance have we re- 
ported a bill contrary to the policy of the committee; and it is 
contrary to the policy of the committee, as thus far enunciated, 
and I believe it will be adhered to, to report a bill to this House 
until the remedy of the claimant has been exhausted at the Pen- 
sion Bureau. There are some cases where it clearly appears that 
the claimants have no pensionable status because of some techni- 
cality; then, of course, we do not require them to go there if that 
fact is clear and beyond any dispute. But where they have a 
remedy at the Bureau, we insist upon their first exhausting their 
remedy there. And I can say another thing in that connection: 
That where we have found a close question on the evidence, where 
we believed that the Bureau had made a mistake and that there 
was a possibility of their correcting that mistake, we have sent 
the case back to the Burean; and in three cases already they have 
reversed the former decision and have granted either the pension 
or the increase asked for, because they had previously erred in 
their decisions there through overlooking some portion of the evi- 
dence or through some other error. 

In one case they denied the application upon the ground that 
the widow had a husband living. Now, that case happened to be 
from my own locality, and it was represented to me that such 
was not the fact and that there was no evidence on file tending to 
show such a fact. Of course, having introduced the bill myself, 
I called up the papers and examined them carefully. I had the 
assistant sent from the Pension Bureau examine the papers, and 
he could not find any such evidence. So we sent the case back to 
the Bureau, with the suggestion that they had mixed the case up 
with some other case, that this woman had not been married 
since the death of the soldier in the service, and that there was no 
proof or pretense of proof that she had been married. 

They looked it over and could not find any such evidence, and 
they concluded she had not been —_— married, so they granted 
the pension. Now, these errors and mistakes do occur, and it does 
not follow, I will say tothe gentleman, that because now and then 
we overrule the decision of the Pension Bureau that it is not cor- 
rect action upon our part. The medical referee sometimes un- 
ceremoniously turns a case down after it has been approved all 
the way along, approved by the doctors at home, approved by the 
physicians here, approved by the law division, for acceptance. 
The medical referee in his note will say, “‘ Rejected upon the 
ground that this disease was not incurred in the service. No 
record of it.” 

Turn right back to the record, and you will find that the disease 
that the soldier is now suffering from was connected with the 
service. There is a service record of such disease, and proof un- 
contradicted that he has suffered from disease all the way down. 
When these errors are discovered, we send these papers back to 
the Pension Bureau for that Bureau to correct the error if they 
will, and they have done it in nearly every case. In the case un- 
der consideration—the. Tuck case—there was a very close question 
of fact, and the report read here, as it states, was made after a 
careful examination of that evidence. And I see that the Senate 
report is printed. We printed that report in connection with the 
report of this committee for this reason: Senator GALLINGER is 
himself a good physician, as I understand, although of course I 
understand he is also a good politician, and it is not often we 
find a gentleman who is both a good physician—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Just one moment. [Continuing. ] 
And a good politician. In this case he has analyzed the evidence 
carefully, as a physician, and he says in his opinion—anda he made 
the report in the Senate—that this man ought to have a pension; 
that this claim isestablished. But wedid not rest upon that. Wo 
do not rest in any case upon the report of the Senate. We donot 
in any case report a bill favorably to this House because the Sen- 
ate has said itis just. This bill was considered in every detail, 
the evidence carefully examined, and the committee were unani- 
mous in their opinion that this man ought to have this increase 
and that the error made by the Bureau ought to be corrected. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to ask the gentleman if anybody 
is opposing this bill? If not, why can not we have a vote on it? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I have the floor, and I do not desire to lose my 
right to address the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think it is — apparent that the gen- 
tlemen are filibustering against the bill. The gentleman yielded 
to me for a question, and I asked the gentleman if it is not appar- 
ent—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. I object, Mr. Speaker, to the gentleman taking 
me off the floor. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman yielded to me for a ques- 
tion, and I desire to ask him if it is not as unpatriotic to filibuster 
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against this bill to-day as it would have been last Friday night or 
ala be to-night. This is a pension bill. Now, if you want to 
start filibustering against these pension bills, then I invite you to 
do so. Nobody is opposing this bill, and we are ready now, to vote 


it. 
fon HOPKINS. Ihave the floor. I yielded to my friend from 
New York to answer these interrogatories. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And the gentleman from New York 
yielded to me. , F ‘ 

Mr. HOPKINS. I did not yield for the question propounded 
by the gentleman from Tennessee. F 

Mr. RAY of New York. I am trying to answer frankly the 
question of my friend from Tennessee. I do not understand, 
however, that I have the floor. My understanding is that my 
friend from Illinois has yielded to me for the purpose of making 
a statement in regard to this bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS. That is right. 

Mr. RAY of New York. That was my understanding; but 
with his permissicn I will answer the gentleman. I do not under- 
stand the gentleman from Illinois is filibustering against this bill; 
but when any gentleman seeks knowledge in regard to any of 
these bills that have been reported from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, I think he will be able to receive it from the members 
of this committee; because, I will repeat, we are giving a most 
thorough examination to them, and I, myself, as chairman of the 
committee, desire that every man in this House shall understand 
the mode of examination that is being pursued. I desire that the 
members of this House shall feel that when a bill is reported to 
the House, it has been examined; and I want them to feel that 
there is a merit in the case. Now, thus far we have reported 
favorably something like thirty-one or thirty-two bills. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. We will pass them all in ten minutes 
if you will give the House an opportunity. 

r. RAY of New York. Now let me say that the combined 
property of those thirty-one or thirty-two beneficiaries named in 
these bills would not amount to $500, . 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would ask the gentleman does he want 
these bills to ? If he does, we will pass them in ten minutes. 

Mr. CAN NON. I think we will succeed in passing them in the 
course of the afternoon. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, I think so myself. I wish to ad- 
dress myself to the gentleman from New York, and to ask him if 
he desires to pass these bills. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Why, certainly I do. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then let us take a vote. We will take 
them up unanimously and pass them in a few minutes if we can 
get to a vote upon them. 

Mr. RAY of New York. May I ask my friend from Tennessee 
this question? When a gentleman in this House, on my own side 
of the Chamber, arises and asks for information in regard toa 
— bill, would you have the chairman of the Committee on 

nvalid Pensions sit silent and refuse to answer? 

ee Has anybody attacked this bill as being 
unjust. 

Mr. HOPKINS. We are asking for information. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I have known my friend from Ten- 
nessee to make a demand for information; does he claim that I 
should not give information when it is asked? 

Mr. RICHARDSON . But the gentleman said he wanted to de- 
fend this bill. 
to its passage? 

Mr. RAY of New York. I do not know that anyone has. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Let us take a vote on it, then. 

« Mr. RAY of New York. The gentleman from [Illinois has the 
oor 

i Mr. RICHARDSON. I asked him, and he said he had no objec- 

on. 

Mr. RAY of New York. He asked me for information; asked 
uestion in acourteous manner. I was seeking to reply to that. 
fr. RICHARDSON. I can not see why the gentleman should 

want to filibuster against his own bill. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Ido not see the slightest disposition 
to filibuster. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
if it does not develop. 

Mr. RAY of New York. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Hopkins] asked me a question. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Ricx- 
ARDSON] does not mean to intimate that the chairman of the com- 
mittee is filibustering against his own bill? 

Mr. RAY of New York. The gentleman from New York will 
not filibuster against any of these bills, but if any gentleman on 
the floor of this House in a courteous manner asks me for infor- 
mation and I am able to give it, 1 will do it gladly and to the best 
of my ability. Now,I trust that my explanation to the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins] has been satisfactory, and if it 
has not, I will answer any further question that he may put. 


Now, I ask if anybody has attacked it, or objected 


Well, I will wait a few minutes and see 





Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, the explanation of the gentleman 


suffering. 
Mr.SULLOWAY. 


| always have my vote. 


from New York is satisfactory as far as it goes, but it does not 
meet the whole subject that I desire to bring before the members 
of this House. I want the gentleman from Tennessee and other 
members who are not so much interested in the fair and honest 
administration of the pension laws as we are to understand that 
this is in the interest of the soldier and not against him. Now, if 
gentlemen had paid attention to the reading of the bill and to the 
report of the committee, they would have observed that this man 
who is seeking an increase of pension is already on the pension 
rolls of our country; that he has been on the pension rolls for 
many years; that when his case was first investigated he was al- 
lowed a pension, as I remember from the report of the committee, 
of $4 or $6 per month; that on additional evidence being furnished 
to the Pension Department, the pension was increased from time 
to time, until now he is receiving a pension of $12 a month. 

Now, under this same application and under the principles 
upon which the Department has already recognized that he is dis- 
abled to a pensionable degree and that these pensionable disabili- 
ties were contracted during the war, it struck me, Mr. Speaker, 
as a little curious that he should come to this House and to this 
Congress to be pensioned by a private pension bill, when under 
the general law he ought to have an increase of pension which 
would be commensurate with the disabilities from which he is 


The gentleman from Illinois is a good law- 
yer. Does he not know when he goes to the jury and gets beaten 
by an instruction from the court, that he takes an appeal to the 
law court? That is just what this man has done. Having lost 
his case before the jury, he has taken an appeal to Congress. 

Mr. HOPKINS. That is just the pointlam bringing out. The 
gentleman from New Hampshire, who is as good a friend of the 
soldier as any man on this floor, has stated the point exactly. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Will the gentleman from Illinois allow 
me a question? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Will the gentleman consent that f may 
ask unanimous consent of the House that the previous question 
be ordered upon all unfinished business, that we may at once pass 
the bills reported from the committee? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Has the gentleman got some war claim that 
was defeated by the War Claims Commission, some claim that 
arose thirty-five years ago, which he wants to get through the 
House? 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Notone. Texas has no war claims. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I think I can understand the patriotism of the 
gentleman from Texas. If there was not some war claim on the 
Calendar, probably rejected thirty years ago because of the trea- 
sonable conduct of the applicant, he would not be so interested in 
expediting these bills. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I havea right to infer that the gentle- 
man is filibustering on these pension bills against some theoretical 
war claim. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman has no right to infer that. I 
am not in the habit of filibustering against any kind of a claim. 
I believe in a fair and honest consideration of all claims that 
come before this body, and if they prove to be just and right they 
I have voted for some claims that came 
from the South, in other Congresses, because the discussion de- 
veloped facts in the consideration of those claims that satisfied 
me they were just and proper. It has also been my duty to vote 
against many of these claims, because on investigation I found 
that when the evidence was fresh before the public, and when 
they had been investigated by men sent there by the Government 
of the United States, where they could have the attendance of all 
the parties most conversant with the circumstances connected 
with the alleged claims, they had been rejected, and yet after a 
generation had passed and many witnesses had died, and these 
claims had been forgotten, the claims had been revived by claim 
attorneys. Now, claims of this kind I am against, and always 
expect to be as long as I remain in public life. 

So much, Mr. Speaker, for the digression caused by the gentle- 
man from Texas. 

The SPEAKER. The question before the House is upon the 
pending pension bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I now desire, Mr. Speaker, to resume my re- 
marks upon that bill. 

Mr. KNOWLES. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Dhinois [Mr. Horxrns] 
| has the floor. 

Mr. KNOWLES. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
The gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. Hopxiys] has now taken up 
| about half an hour. I wish to inquire if he has unlimited time. 
The SPEAKER. He has not. 
Mr. KNOWLES, He has taken up about half an hour. 
The SPEAKER. That is not unlimited time in this House, 
(Laughter. } 
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Mr. KNOWLES. What is the limit? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, but for these irrelevant interrup- 
tions by gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber I should have 
resumed my seat long ago. Irosesimply for the purpose of elic- 
iting someinformation that might guide mein giving my vote on 
this bill, and, as I believed, would enable other members on this 
floor to vote more intelligently upon it. 

When I was interrupted by the gentleman from Texas, I was 
calling attention to the fact that under existing law this gentle- 
man who now seeks this pension of $30 a month is receiving a 
pension of $12 a month; and from the very fact that he is pen- 
sioned to this amount the Department must have found that his 
disabilities were incurred during hisserviceinthe Army. If that 
is so, then our general law is sufficient to give him full and ade- 
quate relief. If the medical referee has violated the law or mis- 
taken the facts, 1 hold it would have been better if the pensioner 
in this case had appealed to the Secretary of the Interior and had 
the case determined by him. 

I believe that before any person should come to Congress and ask 
the passage of a private pension bill, the lawas we have it upon the 
statute books should be found insufficient to meet his case. It 
appears from what my friend from New Hampshire has said, that 
in this case the application at the Pension Office has not gone any 
further than the medical referee. Now, I am willing to confess 
that there have come to members of Congress many complaints 
that the medical referee has invoked too strict a rule of law, and 
that many applications where under existing law the applicant 
should have been pensioned or should have had his pension in- 
creased, have been rejected by the medical referee. 

I hold, Mr. Speaker, that the only proper remedy in such cases 
is to appeal to the Secretary of the Interior, presenting to him on 
full and ample argument the claims of the applicant and the law 
governing the case, pointing out where the referee has made a 
mistake, so that the referee’s decision may be reversed. In this 
way a precedent might be established and a decision rendered 
which would have the same effect upon the referee as the dicision 
of the Supreme Court has upon one of the inferior courts. Had 
that course been pursued in this instance, we can readily see that 
a principle would have been established here which would have 
aided many another old soldier who is seeking to have the amount 
of his pension increased. 

Let us have a general principle here that will governand control 
in all these cases. But if this example, now presented, is to be 
followed, where can we stop in granting private pensions? The 
moment one of these applicants, properly and justly entitled to 
@ pension, is rejected by thisinferior officer in the Pension Bureau, 
he no longer seeks to press his claim in the legitimate manner 

inted out by the general law, but comes to his Congressman and 

as a bill introduced for his relief. Thatis the objection that I 
have to thiscase. It takes up the time of Congress in dealing with 
matters for which provision has been made in the genera! law. 
It is a practice I trust that will not be followed, and will not re- 
ceive the approbation of this House. 

Now. onaccount of thestatementof my friend from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. SuLLOWAY] regarding the condition of this man, and 
to which condition reference is made in the report as entitling him 
to $30 a month, I shall not object to the favorable consideration 
of the bill. But I trust I have at this time and in this discussion 
challenged the attention of the gentleman from New Hampshire 
and other friends of the soldier on this floor to the condition of the 
existing law—the general law covering these cases—and hope in 
future that instead of granting relief here they will send such cases 
to the Pension Bureau and the Secretary of the Interior under the 
general law, where we have provided for all the defenders of our 
country. 

Mr. WANGER. Will the gentleman, before he takes his seat, 
permit a question? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. WANGER. Isitnot the settled practice, by —— adju- 
dications of the Assistant Secretary of the Interior, that the find- 
ings of the medical officers of the Pension Bureau will not be 
reviewed on appeal? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I do not understand that the Department has 
decided in that manner. I would like to let the chairman of the 
committee, the gentleman from New York, give the members of 
the House some information as to the law on that subject. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say to the 
members of the House and to the gentleman from Illinois that 
where the question is one of medical science, and an appeal is 
taken, the Secretary of the Interior does not attempt to review 
that decision. He simply refers it back to the medical referee, 
and asks, ‘‘Do you adhere to your former decision?” And the 
medical referee invariably says, ‘‘ Yes, I do,” even if it is as plain 
as the noonday sun that he was wrong in the decision. 

Po BRUCKER. No principle being established by the deci- 
n 
Mr. RAY of New York. Not at all; only a decision rendered 





— 


because of pride of opinion; and it stands in all these particular 
cases. 


Now, I desire to emphasize what I said before, in order that you 


may understand the oe of the committee thus far in the con- 


sideration of these bills, and it is a policy that e member of 
the committee knows and understands. I have urged the wisdom 
of that policy, and it is this: That we wil! not consider these cases 
where the claimants have a status at the Pension Bureau. They 
must first exhaust their remedy there. Then, if we believe that 
an error has been committed or injustice done, we will take up 
the case and consider it. If it is so plain—if the error is so 
plain—that we think the Bureau will, on another review, correct 
the error itself, it has been my invariable practice to send the 
cases back. 

Buta few days ago we voted a favorable report on a bill, and I 
said to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Cotson], who will 
bear me out in my statement, that I believed they had made an 
error at the Bureau—‘‘ We will send the case back to the Bureau. 
The examiner detailed to us from the Bureau thinks an error has 
been committed.” And we have sent it back. They have agreed 
to decide the case to-day. And let me repeat another statement, 
that in three cases already they have changed their determina- 


tion. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Has the committee any informa- 
tion regarding the fact that there are meritorious claims pending 
in that office that have been pending there—hanging fire—since 
1865 and 1866? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Well, we have not any particular in- 
formation except this: The Commissioner of Pensions tells me 
that usually when Congress is in session there are so many calls 
made for the status of claims that a very large proportion of the 
force is kept basy hunting through the papers and giving the 
status of claims to the members of Congress. The hunting up of 
cases on request for information by members seriously interferes 
with the proper adjudication of claims. 

Now, let me state another thing. It hascome tomy knowledge 
that in a great many cases, three, four, five years ago, the Bureau 
called upon the claimants or their attorneys for evidence to sus- 
tain their claims. The claimants have never replied to these de- 
mands. The claimants have never filed the additional evidence, 
but they come to their members of Congress, bills are introduced, 
and the claim is pressed before the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. I desire to say to the gentleman that in these cases the 
committee will have to go against my opinion and advice if they 
consider them at all, because we believe that this great Govern- 
ment, having established a tribunal for the adjudication of these 
pension claims, is entitled to say the claimants shall first exhaust 
their remedy in that tribunal; and that statement I have made 
over and over again and propose to adhere to. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. r. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins] 
has the floor. 

. Mr. HOPKINS. Does the gentleman from Texas desire some 
ime? 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Has the time of the gentleman from 

Illinois expired? : 

Mr. HOPKINS. My time has not expired. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopxrys] 

has twenty minutes ee 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I do not desire any of the time of the 

gentleman from ITlinois. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Well, Mr. Speaker, I will reserve my time and 

let the gentleman take the floor in his own right. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. In behalf of the old soldiers who have 

been denied justice under the law and are coming to this Con- 

gress for relief, I ask unanimous consent that the previous ques- 

tion be considered as ordered upon all the unfinished business 

coming over from last Friday in relation to pensions. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 

consent that eee question be considered as ordered upon 

all the unfinished business before the House. 

Mr. LOUD. — Oh, well, I object. If anybody has any scruples 

as to objecting, I have none. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. : 

Mr. TALBERT. I noticethat at the close of last Friday night’s 

session the REcorD shows the following as having occurred: 


Mr. Ray of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that with 
reference to the bills favorably the previous question be considered 
as ordered on the ado of the amendments and the of the bills. 
The SPEAKER pro tem . The hour of 10.30 having arrived, the House 
under the rule stands odpucned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock noon. 


My impression was that the previous question was ordered at 
that time, but I see it is not so stated here. 


Task if it was not 
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derstanding of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] 
that the previous question was ordered at that time? That was 


ar AY of New York. No; I will say to the gentleman from 
South Carolina that at the time I asked that unanimous consent 
I myself observed that it was two minutes beyond half past 10. 
The Speaker pro tempore had been looking anxiously at the clock 
during the little debate that was going on, and I suppose that is 
the reason why he did not put the question to the House. At 
least, he immediately declared the adjournment, without putting 
the question. ‘ ; 

Mr. TALBERT. I submit, Mr. Speaker, that unanimous con- 
sent was not denied, and my understanding is that silence gives 

sent. 

“The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent of the House must be 
given. The question ison ordering the pending bill to a third 
reading. 

The pill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


ELLA D. CROSS. 


The next unfinished business was the bill (S. 492) granting a 
ion to Ella D. Cross. 
The bill was read at length. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask for a vote. ; 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


EMILY E, ATHERTON. 


The next unfinished business was the bill (S. 1321) granting a 
pension to Emily E. Atherton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby’ 
authorized and directed ———— on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the — m laws, the name of Emily E. Atherton, widow of 
Capt. Benjamin T. A m, late captain in Company C, First Maine Heavy 
Artillery, and pay her a pension of per month. 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker. if the report in that case is not too 
long, I ask for the reading of it. 
The report (by Mr. Henry of Connecticut) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1321) 
granting a pension to Emily E. Atherton, have carefully considered the same 
ES Oi ccs tepals Saber a th, the maximum allowed b 

n, per month, m ow vy 

eral alte the wiler of a captain who died from disease contracted in 

he service and in line of duty, ily E. Atherton, of Mount Desert, Me., 
widow of Benjamin T. Atherton, cap Company C, First Maine Heavy 


The only question really involved here is whether Captain Atherton died 
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gentlemen so very particular and anxious to pass every pension 
claim that may be upon the Calendar without one moment's 
investigation or discussion. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. MayI inquire if these matters in con- 
nection with this bill have not been discussed at the Friday night 
session? 

Mr. LOUD. Of course they have. There is no doubt about 
that. But the gentleman also knows that, so far as I am concerned, 
I have always said Friday night sessions were a farce and a spe- 
cies of legislation that never should be enacted by anybody. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Then the gentleman ought to attempt 
to amend the rules. 

Mr. LOUD. Then ‘‘the gentleman from California,” perhaps 
fortunately for you, is not perhaps strong enough to amend the 
rules or to run the whole House or Congress, as it is assumed that 
he does. I want to say to the gentlemen on the Invalid Pensions 
Committee that I have carefully watched their work, and that 
their work, as compared with the work that has been performed 
by Pension Committees heretofore—the committee is to be highly 
commended for the careful investigations they have made of the 
several pensions that have been reported to this House. I do not 
think they have gone far enough, Mr. Speaker; but still they have 
= far enough to deserve, I think, the commendation of this 

ouse and the country. It isa step, and along step, permit me 
to say, in the right direction; but I do not believe that the sober 
second thought of the people of this country will commend the 
action of Congress in seeking to review the action of the Pension 
Commissioner or the Pension Office, so far as it relates to technical 
examinations that have been made and as regards to technical 
evidence. 

The case that has just been passed is a review by this body of 
medical examinations that have been submitted to many boards; 
and in this case here, it seems from the report, there was no med- 
ical evidence prior to the year 1894, and there is no doubt in my 
mind, Mr. Speaker, but what if the facts in that case had been in- 
vestigated away back at its inception you would have found that 
man pensioned for a simple case of piles contracted in the service. 
There was no allegation made until 1894 of rheumatism. Now, 
if our Democratic brethren will have patience, I will not detain 
them in getting to the Private Calendar; that is, the war claims, 
It is the Private Calendar that our Democratic brethren want to 
get at, and they would be willing to pass every pension claim be- 

ore Congress if they could only get to those claims. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I wish to say—— 

Mr. LOUD. I am not through; and I am not going to -con- 
sume—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I thought you yielded to me. 

Mr. LOUD. I will not take more than five minutes if gentile- 
men will not interrupt me. There were two cases on the Calen- 
dar I want some information about, and this is one of them, and 


fered while ae hon die ae result of eit ieme | — one other has been passed while I was not observing. They were 
ing tho: agemere of 1865 he con and and fever. ue pension cases of widows of officers. Now, here is a casein which 
cont: er ase 0) 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions seek to review the evidence on 
file in the Pension Office. 

Here is a man who died in 1894. It is true he died of disease 
alleged here to have been contracted in the service, one that 
would have killed any ordinary man in six months, and yet he 
lived for about eee | a. And I think the reasonable assump- 
tion of any man, and let us assume from natural conditions, not 
the technical examination of the case, would be that this man died 
a natural death; that he lived as long as his constitution would 
admit. Now, the only thing I desire to say is that I see an effort 
in the same direction to place widows of officers upon the pension 
roll at a rate they would have received if their husbands had died 
in the service, and to that course I have always and always will 


ng and chronic diarrhea, 
heart and kidneys also devel g, down to the date of his death, May 4, 1894. 
He was pensioned for some of these diseases and disabilities, and his pension 


was increased ey month. 
The soldier flisease of the kidneys caused by dilatation of the heart, 
due to a derangement of the capillary circulation of the liver and spleen, 
paw ee Sa — = = and this sone condition fase 
was due isoning. He was pensioned for r- 

5 and this involves . The 

medical referee held that y disease was not the result of diarrhea. He 
said nothing of intermittent fever, which had been recognized as of service 
origin, and so the claim was rejected. A mere novice in medical science 
knows that liver and kidney disease may, and often do, result from fevers 
and malarial ing. Usually the liver and then the heart are first af- 
fected. down a healthy heart and liver action and disease of the kid- 
pays willfrequently follow. In this case there is no shadow or pretense that 
kidney , of which the soldier died, is shown to have been produced by 


or to have resulted from disease or causes other than fever, inter- | he opposed in the future. 
— = = Set eet he ot aie ce b chronic diarrhea of over Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I do not know anything about 


the merits of this bill. The gentleman speaks of Republicans on 
this side of the House standing ready to plunder the United States 
Treasury. I do not know whether the gentleman understands the 
full meaning of a charge of that kind or not. The man who 
plunders—— 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. What gentleman do you refer to? 

Mr. MAHON. I refer to the gentleman from California. I 
suppose when he speaks of a man who was willing to steal money 
in the Treasury he speaks of a man who will take the money in the 
Treasury and pay it to the people that it belongs to. I suppose 
that he characterizes that as the man who plunders the Treasury. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Plundering means stealing. 

Mr. MAHON. Now, Mr. Speaker, there isa bill on this Calendar 
which contains all the findings of the Court of Claims, a court 
that I believe was organized by a Republican Congress and a Re- 
publican Administration, if I mistake not. 

I think if that bill is out of the way we shall not have much 
further controversy. I want to say to the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. Loup] that I believe the members of that court have 
as much ability, as much integrity, and as much knowledge of the 


We have sufficient cause of service origin for diseased kidneys and no 
cause therefor not of serviceorigin. Thiscommittee therefore is con- 


contracted in the service, and that army service caused his death. Having 
arrived at this conclusion, it follows that this widow is entitled to the — 
of $20 per month she would receive if the medical referee had not refused to 
une diseased kidneys as a result of typhoid and intermittent fever, chills 
and fever, complicated with chronic diarrhea. This committee does not rest 
its action on the high standing of the attending physician or the service of 
the soldier, which was long and honorable, but on the fact that the disease 
of which the soldier died is the probable result or sequence of the diseases 

him — = se , and which were of service origin. The 

annexed. 
The is reported back with the reconmendation that it pass. 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, my object in calling for the reading 
of the report is not for delay, because I do not care how soon our 
Democratic friends get to plundering the public Treasury if our 

ablican brethren see fit to join them—— 
. RICHARDSON, Ido not think the gentleman ought to 


say that. 
Mr. LOUD. Although I am somewhat surprised, in view of 
what has been said on the other side of the House, when I find 
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law and the facts of this case as he has. And when they come 
here under sanction of that court I do not propose that the gentile- 
man shall stand up and say that any member on this side who 
votes for it is plundering the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. LOUD. Is that the only private claim onthe Calendar? I 
do not know what claim the gentleman refers to. 

Mr. MAHON. And I want to say that the member who re- 
fuses to vote to pay an honest claim is derelict in his duty. Iam 
not sworn here to simply pass appropriation bills. I will vote for 
proper economy. I have always stood by the committee and pro- 
pose to stand by it, but I am not sworn in as a member of Con- 
gress to do this or to do that. It is as much my sworn duty to 
vote for a private individual, to get his claim allowed by Con- 
gress, as it is to vote for appropriation bills. Iam not going to 
criticise the gentleman from California for voting against going 
into Committee of the Whole or for voting against any bill on 
the Private Calendar, but I want the gentleman to understand 
that there is on this side of the House as much integrity and in- 

. telligence as the gentleman from California has got. 

The gentleman from California comes from the Pacific Slope, a 
country that knows nothing about the ravages of war. I come 
from a country where I have seen the United States Army—men 
having two stars on their shoulders—go into a warehouse and 
take out from twenty to forty thousand dollars’ worth of grain, 
which has never been paid for to this day. ‘I can point to cases 
in my district where men have had three and four sons that went 
down to their death at Chancellorsville, at the Wilderness, and at 
Gettysburg and other battlefields of the South, and whose families 
have died in the poorhouse; men who were wealthy before the 
war. 

Mr. LOUD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes; for a question. 

Mr. LOUD. Will the gentleman permit me to say that I will 
appeal to the records filed in the War Office and put my record 
against the record of the mene from Pennsylvania, and let 
that demonstrate whether I know anything about war or not. 

Mr. MAHON. The gentleman simply knows it from being on 
the battlefield. His record is a good one. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
permit me a word? 

Mr. MAHON. Certainly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman from Pennsylvania should 
not say that any section of the country knows nothing about war. 
I visited a Grand Army post in San Francisco which was made up 
of the members of 175 different organizations that fought in the 
war. After the war they went out on the Pacific Slope. 

Mr. MAHON. I know that California has produced as man 
soldiers and as brave soldiers as ever fell in battle, but what I said, 
or what I meant, was that the Pacific Coast knew nothing about 
the ravages that the war brought on thecountry. Youcomeinto 
my country, where there were 200,000 armed men marching over 
it in 1865, and where the inhabitants contributed every dollar for 
the support of the Army, and when the war was over there was 
ono aman init but had been reduced to poverty. That is 
what I am talking about. After these people come to the Court 
of Claims and prove that they were loyal citizens, that the United 
States took their property, and what the market value of it was, 
and after judicial inquiry the Court of Claims approves of it, do 
not come here and say that the Republicans on this side who vote 
aod such a measure are plundering the Treasury of the United 

tates. 

Mr. LOUD. Ido not think you will get a chance to vote on it. 

Mr. MAHON. I think we will, and I want to say to the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. Loup] that his opposition to that bill 
will only make friendsforit. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
‘ The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the 
ill. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 
JAMES J. GIBBS. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1971) to grant a pension 
to James J. Gibbs, of Knox County, Tenn. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM F. PECK. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 268) to restore William 
= Peck to the rolls of the Navy and grant him an honorable dis- 
charge. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the bill to be en- 
grossed and read a third time. 

Mr. HULL. I understood there was an amendment to this bill 
sat saga that no pay or allowances should become due or paya- 

le by reason of the wee of this act. 


The SPEAKER. here is no such amendment. 


Mr. HULL. Then I move to amend by adding at the end of 
the bill the following: 

Provided, at no ° 
Pp That = pay seemennnnne shall become due or payable by rea’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
MRS. ANNIE WITTENMEYER. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 1546) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Annie Wittenmeyer. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was ee read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WANGER, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

ROSA KARGER. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 239) granting an increase 

of pension to Rosa Karger. 
he bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 

it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


LAURA A. BARRY. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5965) granting a pension 
to Laura A. Barry, as widow of Charles W. Barry, late private, 
ow B, One hundred and eighth New York Volunteer In- 
‘antry. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


SYLVESTER H. MASE, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 3608) removing the charge 
of desertion from the record of Sylvester H. Mase, a musician, 
Fifty-sixth New York Infantry. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Does this bill contain the usual 
proviso against the granting of pay and allowances? 

Mr. HULL. That proviso, I understogd, was inserted in the 
bill by thecommittee. If not, I move the insertion of the ordinary 
proviso. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hut] offers 
the amendment which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of line 8 insert the following: 

* Provided, That no pay or allowances shall become due or payable by rea- 
son of the passage of t act.” 

_ FOOTE. Ishould like to hear the report read if it is in 
order. 

The report was read. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I know that it has been the 
practice to attach to these bills such an amendment as is now 
offered by the gentleman from Iowa, but I can hardly bring my- 
self to believe that the amendmentisfairinacaselikethis. Thissol- 
dier appears to have served faithfully between three and four years 
and to have been honorably discharged. The report shows that 
the infraction of military law—if there was any such infraction— 
was merely technical, the man having departed from one regi- 
ment without proper authority to go to another. The Govern- 
ment accepted his services for upward of three years and gave 
him an honorable discharge. I can not conteive the justice or 
consistency of first saying that this stain on his record shall be 
removed and then saying that he shall still be disqualified from 
enjoying the privileges and emoluments accorded to other honor- 
ably discharged soldiers. 

r.HULL. This proviso does not affect any pensionable right 
or anything of that kind. It simply prevents the man from rais- 
ing any question of unadjusted pay between the time when, as 
appears in the report, he left the band without being mustered 
out and the time when he went in as a lieutenant. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is all right; I do not object to that. 

Mr. HULL. It does not affect his standing asa soldier; if it 
did, I would not be in favor of it. I should be opposed to giving 
any man an honorable discharge if it did not carry with it as much 
pensionable standing as is accorded to any other soldier in the 


Army. 

While on the floor I may as well say this is not really a case of 
desertion. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think not. 

Mr. HULL. This man was a member of a band; an order was 
issued to muster out the band. Some troops were called for, and, 
without waiting to be mustered out, he went out and helped to 
raise a company, with which he served until after the close of 
the war as lieutenant, and was then mustered out with the regi- 
ment. 

The amendment of Mr. HULL was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN N. BRUCE. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 2272) granting an increase 
of pension to John N, Bruce. 
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bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it we accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES T. HUGHES. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6679) to repeal an act en- 
titled “‘An act to perfect the military record of James T. Hughes.” 

Mr. PAYNE. I should like to hear the report in this case. 
This seems to be a bill to repeal a former act. 

The report was read. es 

Mr. WANGER. AsI understand the case before us, it is this: 
Upon false testimony a former Congress was induced to give a 
military record to James T. Hughes. It has since been discov- 
ered by the Pension Bureau that such fraud was practiced that, 
as a matter of fact, this man never wasa Union soldier. In order 
to defeat an application for pension made by the mother or some 
other relative of Hughes, it has been suggested that the act of 
Congress, which was obtained by fraud, be repealed. That would 
undoubtedly defeat any application for pension; but I take it 
that it would leave the name of Hughes on the records of the War 
Department as a Union soldier, a member of Company I, Fifth 
Tennessee Infantry. Therefore it seems to me that the bill before 
us is incomplete; that it ought to give authority to the Secretary 
of War to cancel the military record of Hughes. I move, there- 
fore, to amend by adding to the bill the words: 


And that the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, authorized and directed 
to cancel the military record of said James T. Hughes. 


Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Speaker, while I have not the slightest 
objection to this amendment, it strikes me that it will add nothing 
to the force of this repealing act if it should become a law. This 
bill was introduced at the request of the Interior Department for 
the purpose of repealing an act secured by a fraud and thereb 
canceling the former action of Congress. 6 amendment whic 
the quatieanan from Pennsylvania [Mr. WANGER] proposes will 
add nothing to the force or effect of the bill, because this and the 
former act will both be entered upon the same record, and the 
repealing act when entered in the office of the Secretary of War 
will negative the former act. The only purpose of that former 
act, as declared in the bill, was to give the mother of this man, a 
man who never was a Union soldier, a ara standing. 

That was the object and purpose, and I think it is fully accom- 
plished by the repeal of the act in the language now embodied in 
this bill. Still, I will not antagonize the motion if the gentleman 
desires to submit it. 

Mr. STEELE. I do not think that we want to make any such 
record as this with reference to a man who was not a soldier at 
all and had no military record to erase or restore. It is foolish to 
= wa Secretary of War todo something that he could not pos- 
sibly do. 

Mr. PAYNE. But he had one by act of Congress. 

Mr. STEELE. Thatis true. That is what you are repealing; 
only the act of Congress. 

r. PAYNE. But the man’s name is on the roll. 

Mr. STEELE. No; only for the purpose of and by that act. 
Now we are repealing that act,an act that was wrongfully granted 
in - first place; and there is no reason for the provision sug- 
gested. 

The question being taken on the amendment, it was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GRIFFIN, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


THOMAS H. HOLDEN, 


The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
101) to correct the military record of, and grant an honorable dis- 
charge to, Thomas H. Holden, of Pawtucket, R. I. 

The bill was read at length. 

7 STEELE. Mr. Speaker, let us have the report in that case 
read. 

The report was read at length. (See REcorD, page 1202.) 

Mr. STEELE. I would like to know some facts in reference to 
this bill from the committee which presented the report. I be- 
lieve it comes from the Committee on Naval Affairs. If it was 
an army discharge, the Secretary of War could settle it, for he 
could, under the general law, give an honorable discharge if the 
facts stated in this report are true. 

Ido not know, but in my opinion in the Navy there is no such 
authority given to the Secretary of the Navy. I do not believe 
he is empowered to give discharges where it can be proven that the 
soldier was absent on account of no fault of his own; that hewas 
sick or wounded and could not return to the command. I do not 
see any of the members of the Naval Committee, however, and I 
am not up in such matters myself. I believe will have to accept 
the report and let it come to a vote in the House. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES WINTERS. 


The next unfinished business before the House was the bill 
(H. R. 820) for the relief of Charles Winters, a quartermaster in 
the United States Navy. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, it isa matter of great satisfac- 
tion to me that the first vote I was permitted to cast in this House 
at the opening of this session was in favor of an appropriation of 
over $141,000,000 for the payment of pensions to which Union 
soldiers are entitled under the general pension laws of the country. 

I have also had very much pleasure and satisfaction in voting 
for each private pension bill that has thus far come before the 
House. I expect to vote for pensions in all deserving cases that 
are presented here. Noman upon either side of this House will 

o further than I in doing justice to those who risked their lives 
in defense of the flag or in caring for their widows and orphans. 
This bill relates to a quartermaster. It is entitled simply “A bill 
for the relief of a quartermaster.” Neither the committee's report 
nor the bill itself has been read, Presumably it is not a pension 
bill, but has some relation to his accounts with the Government. 
I think therefore it is proper at least to have the report of the 
a read, so that we may see exactly what the bill accom- 
plishes. 

I shall probably vote for the quartermaster also, as I have very 
great confidence in the committee which reports these bills. I 
have no desire to be too particular in the investigation of pension 
bills, because I am satisfied that the committee is careful in its 
reports. But we ought to know what this bill is that is now be- 
fore us before we take action upon it. It is not a pension bjll and 
its real character should be made known before we vote upon it. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I will state tothe gentleman that this 
bill does not come from the Committee on Pensions, but from the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. It is a matter of which we know 
nothing, and I do not understand that it proposes to pension the 
man. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I ask for the reading of the report in my 
time. 

The report (by Mr. Meyer of Louisiana) was read, as follows: 

The Comunittee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 820) 
to remove the charge of desertion from the record of Charles Winters, a 
quartermaster in the United States Navy, beg leave to report: 

In view of the long and faithful service of said Winters, and the short 
period of time during which he was absent without leave during the term 


of his enlistment, your committee recommend that the relief asked for be 
granted and that the bill do pass. 

The accompanying letter of the Secretary of the Navy is referred to for 
details of the sailor’s record. 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, January 21, 1896. 

Sir: In reply to your communication of the 16th instant, requesting to be 
furnished, for the use of the Committee on Naval Affairs, in the considera- 
tion of the bill (H.R. 1875) for the relief of Charles Winters, a quartermaster, 
United States Navy, with a copy of the record of his service in the Navy, to- 
gether with an expression of opinion by the Department as to the merits of 
the bill, I have the honor to state that 1t appears from an examination of the 
records in the case of Winters that he enlisted in the Navy at New London, 
Conn., June 26, 1865, asa naval apprentice; served on board the U. S. 8S. Sabine, 
Sacramento, Saratoga, and Albany, and was discharged from the last-named 
vessel January 7, 18/0; reenlisted in the Navy April 19, 1870, as a seaman, for 
three years; served on board the Tallapoosa and Plymouth, and was dis- 
charged from the latter-named vessel July 1, 1873; reenlisted in the Navy 
July 17, 1873, asa seaman, for three years; served on board the Alaska and 
Vermont, and was discharged from the latter-named vessel October 28, 1876; 
reenlisted in the Navy November 25, 1876, as a seaman, for three years; 
served on board the Dictaior, Mayflower, and fowhatan, and was discharged 
from the last-named vessel November 24, 1879; reenlisted in the Navy Novem- 
ber 25, 1879, as a quartermaster, for three years; served on board the Pow- 
hatan, and deserted therefrom November 1, 1881; and again reenlisted in the 
Navy December 6, 1881, as a seaman, for three years; served on board the 
Marion, and was discharged therefyom December 15, 1882. 

Since rendering the above service in the Navy as a regularly enlisted man, 
Winters has been employed on board tho Fish Hawk continuously since Jan- 
uary 20, 1883, under enlistments for that special service. 

ile it appears from the foregoing that Charles Winters was honorably 
discharged under his enlistments in the Navy of June 26, 1865, April 19, 1870, 
July 17, 1873, November 25, 1876, and December 6, 1881, and of the further fact 
that Winters has bee y in the service continuously on board tho Fish Hawk, 
on special service, since January 20, 1883, the oe whether or not relief 
should be granted him under his enlistment of November 25, 1879, and subse- 
quent desertion November 1, 1881, on account of his honorable service above 
referred to, would appear to be a matter for the determination of the Con- 
gress. 

Very respectfully, H. A. HERBERT, Secretary. 
The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS, 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to detain the House but 
afew moments. I think I opposed the passage of this bill when 
it was under consideration in the Committee of the Whole. I 
thought the usual amendment, however, had been agreed to; that 
is, that no pay or allowance should become due by reason of the 
passage of the act; but it seems the amendment was not agreed to 
by the committee. Perhaps my memory is at fanlt in regard to 
the matter; but I was confident the amendment had been adopted. 

Mr. WANGER. The amendment was agreed to by the com- 


mittee. 
“ Mr. DOCKERY. Thatis my recollection; butit does not appear 
ere. 
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I desire to offer that amendment—the usual amendment in these 
cases—which I have just suggested. 


Mr. HOPKINS. I should like to ask the gentleman from Mis- 
souri a question. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Has it appeared anywhere under what cir- 
cumstances this desertion took place? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think the report sets it out very fully. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Ido not so understand it. I have listened to 
the reading of the report, and it simply says that he deserted at 
such a time and reenlisted again in the service. Nothing appears 
by which we can determine whether it would be a proper thing 
to relieve him of the consequences of his own act or not. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, while the Clerk is preparing 
the amendment, I will say that, as to a quartermaster who seeks 
the relief of this act, I shall resolve all doubt in favor of the Gov- 
ernment as far as my vote is concerned. 

Mr. HOPKINS. What I wanted to know was as to whether 
any facts were given to the Committee on Naval Affairs or to the 
Committee of the Whole showing the circumstances under which 
this man left the service? 

Mr. DOCKERY. My recollection is—I do not recall the exact 
wording of the report—that he simply became tired of the service. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The report simply says that he left the service 
at such a time and reenlisted at another time. In other words, 
the report itself does not give any reason why we should grant 
the relief. 

Mr. DOCKERY. There was no reason, I suppose, and there- 
fore it was not set out in detail. I will say to the gentleman from 
Tilinois that the general statute with respect to naval desertions 
and desertions from the Army is in the main ample to relieve all 
soldiers who are properly entitled to relief from the charge of de- 
sertion. I do not think this bill ought to be passed. I doubt 
whether it was in order to consider it under the special rule. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Is there not some member of the Naval Com- 
mittee here who can give us some information? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I donot think thereis. I do not think any 
member of that committee was present at the meeting of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It is simply a bill to remove a charge of 
desertion standing against the record of a quartermaster, and I 
desire to offer an amendment—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. If the gentleman will allow me, in order that 
no injustice may be done, I ask unanimous consent that this bill 
be passed over without prejudice. Some member of the Naval 
Committee may be present when it is called up again. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. Hopkins] 
asks unanimous consent that the bill be passed over without prej- 
udice. Is there objection? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I donot know thatI shall object to that, but, 
as a general proposition, I have no desire to remove the charge of 
desertion against a quartermaster. 

Mr. HOPKINS. There may be circumstances which some mem- 
ber of the Committee on Naval Affairs may be able to state. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I shall not object to the request that the bill 
be passed over. I do not desire to occupy the time of the commit- 
tee, and therefore will not object, but I want my amendment con- 
sidered as pending. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment is pending. Is there objec- 
tion to the request that the bill be passed over without prejudice? 

There was no objection. 

MARY J. HART. 

The next unfinished business was the bill (H. R. 2295) granting 
a pension to Mary J. Hart, of Quincy, Ind. 

The bill was read, and was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
ROBERT KENNISH. 

The next unfinished business was the bill (H. R. 5457) for the 
relief of Robert Kennish. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to grant an honorable discharge to Robert Kennish, 
late a mate on board the U. 8S. 8. Restless, as of the date of September 30, 1862. 

The Committee of the Whole recommended the following amend- 
ment: 

Insert at the end of the bill the following: 

‘* Provided, That no pay or allowances shall become due or payable by rea- 
son of the passage of this act.” 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I should like to hear the report 
of the Naval Committee on that bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 

The report (by Mr. Dayron) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5457) for the relief of Robert Kennish, having had the same under dera- 
tion, beg to submit the following report: 

A similar bill, presented in the Fifty-fourth Congress, was favorably re- 
ported by this committee, and for the reasons set forth in said report (now 


adopted and made a part of this report) the committee recommend the pas- 
sage of this bill. 


The report is as follows: 

“The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred House bill No. 
5389, have had the sameunder consideration, and submit the following report: 

‘Robert Kennish enlisted and served on the U.S. 8S. Restless from Novem- 
ber 1, 1861, to September 30,1862. That during this period the said vessel was 
under the control of the Quartermaster’s Department of the Army; that on 
the Istter-named date the Restless was transferred from the Army to the 
Navy, and there is no official record of the service of the said Kennish from 
the said date. Mr. Kennish testifies that on the last-mentioned date he was 
sick and wholly unable to render any service, and that at St. Louis, Mo., he 
left the service, because of such sickness, with the knowledge and consent of 
his superior officers; that before leaving he secured a man to take his piace, 
and that there was an understanding with some of the officials that in case 
he was unable to return they would send him a discharge. Hefurther states 
that he never sufficiently recovered to perform military service, and never 
returned and never received his discharge. 

“The bill has been referred to the Secretary of the Navy for information 
and suggestions, and the official statement shows the service as stated herein, 
and does not show any charges against the soldier, so that his statement of 
the case is corroborated by the official records.” 


nee HOPKINS. Is the report of the Secretary of the Navy 
there? 

The SPEAKER. It is not givenin thereport of the committee. 

Mr. DOCKERY. IL hope the gentleman from Illinois will enter 
a motion to indefinitely postpone that bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Broprericx |} 
states to me privately that he knows the facts in that case, and I 
yield to him such time as he desires. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr.Speaker, I know the beneficiary in this 
bill personally, and know some of the witnesses who made the 
affidavits, and whose affidavits were laid before the committee. I 
am satisfied that the claim is just. The amendment that was pro- 
posed ought not to be adopted. The soldier in this case did no 
wrong. He served for a year, became ill, secured a man to, take 
his place in the service, and this was understood and assented to 
by his superior officers. There was no wrong on the soldier's 
part, and no charges were ever preferred against him in the De- 
partment; and the Secretary of the Navy states that there were 
nocharges. The soldier should not be precluded from pay if there 
is anything due him. I do not think there is anything due him, 
and do not care especially about the amendment; but there is no 
reason for it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Whycould not he make an application for his 
discharge under the general law? 

Mr. BRODERICK. He made application to the Secretary for 
discharge, and he could not grant it to him on account of a tech- 
nicality, and it was refused. 

Mr. HOPKINS. What were the technicalities? 

Mr. BRODERICK. Ido not remember the facts about that, 
but the application to the Secretary was refused, and the soldier 
was advised to come to oe for relief. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I will say to the gentleman that there was 
no general law under which it could be done. It must be done 
within a certain time, I do not remember what time it was, but 
it is a considerable time since that time has expired. 

Mr. BRODERICK. That may be so. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does the gentleman understand that a statute 
of limitation lies — is man? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. t statute only authorizes the Secretary 
of the Navy, I think, and the Secretary of War up to a certain 
time to grant 5 ewe of this character. 

Mr. HOPKINS. And after that he could not grant discharges? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I understand that there was no authority 
sey ocen Secretary of the Navy to do it, or he would have been glad 
to do so. 

Mr. BRODERICK. This bill was introduced after consultation 
with the Secretary of the Navy, and I hope the gentleman from 
Missouri will not insist on his suggestion that the bill lie over. 
This is a meritorious bill. There never were any charges or any 
failure of duty on the part of this soldier. 

The question was taken on the amendment; and the Speaker an- 
nounced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let us have a division on the amendment. 
That ought to be agreed to. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 5, noes 34. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM P, M’MURTRY. 


The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
4618) for the relief of William P. McMurtry. 

The bill was read. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Iask for the reading of the report in this cage. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I want to say a word about this. 

Mr. HOPKINS. How much time do you want me to yield you? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I just want a minute or two. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Do you want to take the floor in your own 


7 
r. DOCKERY. Just for about two minutes, 





1898. 


I want to say this, that it has been the unbroken practice of 
this House to t the amendment which has just been 

to. The amendment had been agreed to in Committee of the 
Whole. That bill was not in order under the special rule. I de- 
sired very much to accommodate the distinguished gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. BropEerick], and I made no point of order 
under the rule. The amendment was agreed to by the Committee 
of the Whole, and disagreed to here, I think, under circumstances 
not fully understood by the House. Now, I shall regret if the 
uniform action of the Committee of the Whole is to be hereafter 
reversed by the House in this way. I think Congress goes far 
enough when it removes the charge of desertion standing against 
the soldier, without opening the doors of the Treasury for pay 
and allowances. . , 

Mr. BRODERICK. There was no charge of desertion against 

is soldier. 

oo HOPKINS. Isthegentlemanfrom Missouri talking against 
the amendment proposed to the bill under consideration? 

Mr. DOCKERY. No, sir; I am talking about the amendment 
disagreed to by the House a moment a It has been the un- 
broken practice of the House, under all administrations of the 
House, to place that amendment on bills of this character. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Oh, not necessarily so. It has not been 
done in this case. : 

Mr. DOCKERY. A simple case for removing a charge of deser- 
tion standing against a soldier, unless in exceptional and unusual 
cases, ought not to carry any back pay or allowances. That has 
been the policy of the House, and this amendment was agreed to 
by the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker, I have been trying to get the 
gentleman from Mi to understand that there never was any 
charge of misconduct against this soldier. He left the service—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. What does your bill do? 

Mr. BRODERICK. It gives the soldier a discharge. He left 
the service after he had been in it a year, with the consent of his 
superior officers. They were to send him a discharge, and they 
never did it; and this bill simply authorizes and directs the Secre- 
tary to issue a discharge. There is nothing against the soldier, 
and he has a good record in the Army for the year that he was 
there. He became ill, without any fault of his; he went out and 
secured a man to take his place, which is a little unusual, but the 
officers allowed him to do that. He then returned home, did not 
recover his health, and never received a discharge. This bill 
does not carry any charge in it against the Government, but it 
authorizes the issuing of a discharge as of the date he left the 
service, September, 1862. So there can be noclaim to back pay. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I fully agree with the remarks made by the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY]. The amendment pro- 
posed, in the generality of cases, should be adopted, and I would 
not like to reverse the action of the Committee of the Whole on a 
matter of this kind. But knowing the character for probity of 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BRopERICK }, I was willing to be 
— by him so far as my vote was concerned, he having personal 

owledge of the case and assuring the members of this House 
that it is such an exceptional case as the gentleman from Missouri 
says should exist before the House should take the action that has 
just been recorded. So much for that matter. 

In the case ee I desire to have the Clerk read in my time 
the report of the committee. 

The report was read. 

Mr. FARIS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the gentleman 
who introduced this bill give us some facts in regard to it. 

Mr. BROWNLOW. Mr. Speaker, William P. McMurtry, for 
whose relief this bill was introduced, enlisted in the Eighth Ten- 
nessee Infantry and was connected with the army in Georgia un- 
der General Sherman and detailed at Burnt Hickory in that State 
and sent back under a sergeant to Greene County, Tenn., for the 

se of collecting the sick that had been left there before the 
th Tennessee Infantry went into the Georgia campaign. 
While there Longstreet’s command came to East Tennessee and 
occupied that territory and cut off this detail from their command. 

Sergeant Ottinger, in charge of the detail, was killed. The 
other three men scouted in the mountains of Greene County until 
the Eighth Tennessee Cavalry came to Greeneville, Tenn., under 

Y Gillem. MeMurtry reported to General Gillem, and he 
advised him to join the Eighth Tennessee Cavalry, which he did 
and served faithfully until the conclusion of the war, when he 
was honorably discharged. I know Mr. McMurtry and the facts 
surrounding his case, and I know it is a meritorious case. Mr. 
McMurtry never was, in fact, a deserter from his original com- 
mand, but was on detail duty, as before stated, as shown by the 
testimony on file in the War Department and mentioned in the 
committee's rt. 

— STEELE. Whycan not he get relief from the War Depart- 

Mr. BROWNLOW. Because he was absent over four months, 
and under the present law this carries the case beyond the discre- 
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tion and authority of the Secretary of War to remove the charge 
of desertion standing against the soldier. 

Mr. STEELE. There is no provision that prevents relief if he 
had an excuse for his absence. 

Mr. BROWNLOW. Well, Ido not know about that. That is 
the information I get from the War Department. In my opinion 
the Secretary of War has the authority: but he thinks not, and 
that is the reason I have brought the case to Congress. 

Mr. STEELE. What does the Secretary of War say about it? 

Mr. BROWNLOW. That has just been read, and is fully set 
out in the report of Col. F. C. Ainsworth, whose statement of the 
record in the case is made a part of the report of the Committeo 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. STEELE. I was not present when the report was read, 
but I will not ask to have it read again. 

The amendment was agreed to. L 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BROWNLOW, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


ANSON W. GILLETT. 


The next unfinished business on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 6062) for the relief of Anson W. Gillett. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. FARIS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the report read. 
The — was read. 

Mr. EMING. Mr. Speaker, the general practice of the 
House, I suppose, is such as to make it unnecessary for me to offer 
any apology for directing the attention of the House to a matter 
different from that contained in the bill justread. This bill, I 

resume, involves a few hundred dollars only, while the subject 

wish to direct the attention of the House to refers to a matter 
involving millions of dollars. I think the House and the country 
are entitled to a brief but plain statement of certain facts con- 
nected with the legislation proposed in Congress in connection 
with the sale of the Kansas Pacific Railroad. 

When I shall have stated briefly and plainly the facts, I think 
the members of the House will agree with me that the House, as 
matters now stand, has not discharged its full duty toward the 
Government and the Administration in connection with the 
approaching sale of the Kansas Pacific Railroad. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Will the gentleman from Georgia par- 
don me? I merely want to say that a few moments ago I heard a 
complaint from that side of the House that we were obstructing 

ion legislation. I trust no gentleman on the Democratic side 
will do anything of that kind. 

Mr. FLEMING. The rules of this House are so effective in 
preventing individual action and so potent in suppressing indi- 
vidual opinion that I can not act upon the suggestion made by 
the gentleman from New York. 

I rose on the floor this morning and asked unanimous consent, 
not that this biJl should be now taken up for final action, but 
merely that the House would fix some time suitable to itself when 
it would consider the bill; and objection was made by a gentle- 
man on the Republican side of the House. I promise that I shall 
not extend my remarks to any great length. I will state the facts 
as briefly as 1 can. 

Mr. DOCKERY. In reply to the suggestion of the chairman of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions [Mr. Ray of New York}, it 
might besaid that that side of the House has already wasted three 
hours and fifteen minutes in filibustering. 

Mr. FLEMING. They have taken up a great deal more time 
to-day than members on this side. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I desire to protest against the statement of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dockery]. No time has been 
unnecessarily taken on this floor to-day in the consideration of 
any of these bills. 

A Member (on the Democratic side). Why did you call the yeas 
and nays? 

Mr. FARIS. Gentlemen who have charge of the appropriation 
bilis called for the yeas and nays, as they had a right to do, to 
ascertain the sense of the House as to the further consideration 
of those bills in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. FLEMING. The facts which I wish to place before the 
House are substantially as follows: The sale of the Kansas Pacific 
Railroad was fixed by the court for some time in December. 
When Congress met a resolution was passed by the Senate asking 
for a postponement of that sale. The postponement was granted, 
and the sale is now fixed for the 17th of February. 

The liens on the Kansas Pacific road, which have priority over 
the Government claim, amounted, principal and interest, on July 
30, 1897, to $7,281,048.11; the principal of the bonds held by the 
Government was $6,303,000; the interest on those bonds, $6,626,- 
690.33, making the total of the Government claim $12,929,690.33. 
Adding together the prior claim and the Government claim, we 
have a grand total of $20,201,738.44. 
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Of course the question for the Government to consider is, How 


much is that road worth when put upon the market? If the Gov- 
ernment does not bid itself, and no one else will bid beyond the 
$7,000,000—the amount of the prior claim—the Government will 
lose its entire debt of nearly $13,000,000. If the Government bids 
in the road, or forces up the bid anywhere beyond the $7,000,000 
prior debt, it will get so much toward the cancellation of its own 
debt. If the Government will bid or will force anybody else to 
bid as high as $20,201,738.44, it will get its entire debt either in 
money or in the value of the property of which it shall come into 
possession. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, whatis that road worth? Ofcourse, we hear 
gentlemen on this floor and elsewhere say that the road can be 
paralleled for $3,000,000. But who believes it? I have informa- 
tion from the gentleman who was the engineer who constructed 
the Kansas Pacific Railroad that it can not be paralleled for any 
such sum of money; and furthermore, that if such a parallel road 
were built along the only line where it can be constructed, it 
would be almost useless as a line for carrying freight on account 
of the heavy grades, which it could not pull over with heavy loads. 

I quote that same engineer upon another point—the value of 
that road. He says it is worth every dollar of twenty-five to 
thirty millions, possibly thirty-five millions. Theengineertowhom 
I refer is the eminent Senator from Kansas, Mr. HarRRIs, a gen- 
tleman of the highest integrity and the finest ability, and a man 
to whom, in my judgment, the public owes more for saving the 
millions of dollars that have already been saved in the sale of the 
Union Pacific road than to almost any other man in Congress or 
out of Congress. 

Mr. FARIS. Does the gentleman say he has a statement from 
an eminent engineer that that portion of the Kansas Pacific branch 
on which the Government has its lien is worth $35,000,000? 

Mr. FLEMING. Ihave astatement of his opinion—of course 
it is not a statement of fact—that the road, in his judgment, is 
worth every dollar of thirty millions, and perhaps thirty-five mil- 


ons. 
Mr. FARIS. Does the gentleman confine that valuation to the 
894 miles on which the Government has a lien? 

Mr. FLEMING. Iso understood the gentleman who expressed 
the opinion. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Will the gentleman allow me a suggestion? 
Is not a road that has been constructed and along whose route 
vast cities have been built worth a good deal more than the actual 
cost of constructing the road? 

Mr. FLEMING. Of course it is; and its value is not to be 
measured by the amount of money it would take to build a paral- 
lel line, because when that parallel line is built, if there is not 
freight enough to sustain both lines, at least half of the money 
paid in isabsolutely sunk and gone. 

But I hold in my hand a statement of the net earnings of the 
Kansas Pacific road, taken from the official records of the com- 
pany, for eleven years, from 1885 to 1895, inclusive. This state- 
ment shows the average net earnings per year for those eleven 
years to have been $1,255,635.91—4 per cent on more than 
$30,000,000. 

Mr. FARIS. Now, will my colleague on the committee permit 
another question? 

Mr. FLEMING. Certainly. 

Mr. FARIS. Does the gentleman understand that the aggregate 
earnings he has just mentioned are the earnings of that portion of 
the road on which the Government has its lien? 

Mr. FLEMING. I do so understand. They are given there, 
and I get them from the same competent engineer to whom I have 
referred, who is now a United States Senator, and he takes them 
from the official reports and records. 

Mr. FARIS. Mycolleague understands, of course, that I simply 
want information—— 

Mr. FLEMING. Certainly; I understand the gentleman’s 


object. 

Mr. FARIS. And the gentleman knows that the road of which 
he speaks consists of five or six hundred miles, and yet the Gov- 
ernment has a claim on only 394 miles. 

Mr. FLEMING. Certainly I appreciate that fact. I under- 
stand it fully. This relates to the 394 miles aided by the Govern- 
ment. That is the part to which I am referring; and it shows an 
interest-earning capacity of 4 per cent on over $30,000,000. 

Now. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. Before the gentleman proceeds I desire to ask 
him whether or not it is true that the chairman of the Committee 
on Pacific Railroads stated this morning that the Administration 
did not desire any further legislation on this question? 

Mr. FLEMING. Iam coming to that in a moment. Ido not 
know by what authority the chairman could have made the state- 
ment. There is no pubiished authority to justify it. On the con- 
trary, the official reports show to the contrary. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. If the gentleman sae ge oe me, this report 
of the majority of the Committee on Pacific Railroads does not 


extend general authority to the President, but, rather, refuses 
him certain rights and privileges; which report the Democratic 
members of the committee do not agree to. They do noteven re- 
quire him to bid the amount of the indebtedness of the Govern- 


ment. 

Mr. FLEMING. [am comingtothatasI goon. I must take 
these matters up in their regular sequence. 

I have shown that if the Government claim is to be paid in full 
it is only necessary for the road to bring some $20,000,000. I have 
shown, from the statement of a man whom I believe to be thor- 
oughly competent and honest, that the road is worth anywhere 
from $25,000,000 to $35,000,000, and all that is necessary for the 
Government to repay itself entirely, in my judgment, is for Con- 
gress tostand behind the President and uphold him in every effort 
he may make to have the debt of the United States fully paid. 

Whether we would meet with absolute success or not is not the 
question. The question for the House and for the country to con- 
sider is whether you will stand silent—yea, more than that, 
whether you will tie the hands of those of us who want to act; 
whether you will put the entire responsibility on the shoulders of 
the President, and then refuse to give him the power he asks in 
his annual message in December last. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Let me ask the gentleman if the President 
“ the Attorney-General have requested the adoption of this reso- 

ution? 

Mr. FLEMING. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. 
sage. 

Mr. FLEMING. I will answer all of that in detail as I proceed. 

I hold in my hand the annual message of the President of the 
United States delivered to Congress on the 6th day of December 
last. In that message he uses this language: 

a ESmove that under the act of 1887 the Government has the authority to 
0 1s. 

That is, clear off the liens and take up the property. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I understand that is the specific measure 
before the House. 

Mr. FLEMING. I know; and the President goes on: 

And in the absence of any action by Congress I shall direct the Secretary 


of the Treasury to make the necessary deposit,as required by the courts’ de- 
cree, to qualify as a bidder, and to bid at the sale a sum— 


Now, mark the language— 


which will at least equal the principal of the debt due to the Government; 
but suggest, in order to remove all controversy, that an amendment of the 
law be immediately passed explicitly giving such powers and appropriating 
in general terms whatever sum is sufficient therefor. 

That is the request which the Republican President made of 
Congress in his annual message in December last. It seems to me 
that that ought to have been sufficient and ought to be sufficient 
to satisfy gentlemen on the other side as to the necessity for this 
legislation. 

Following up the same line, the Republican Attorney-General, 
Mr. McKenna, drafted a bill, a copy of which I procured, carry- 
ing out the purposes of the President in his annual message. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes; but I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Georgia this question: Is it not true that we have a later expres- 
sion or declaration of the President’s views, coming from the 
chairman of the Committee on Pacific Railroads, the gentleman 
from Vermont {Mr. Powers], this morning, in which the state- 
ment was distinctly made that the Administration desired no 
further legislation? And of course that statement being made, as I 
understood it, on the floor this morning, the Administration is pre- 
pared to assume all responsibility for loss—— 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Does he propose to bid the entire amount of 
principal and interest? 

Mr. DOCKERY. No; he does not. 

Mr. POWERS. I desire to say that I made no such statement. 

Mr. FLEMING. He had no authority to make it, if he did 
make it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, further—— 

Mr. POWERS. I wish to say to my friend from Missouri [Mr. 
Dockery] that if I made any such statement as he refers to 
there was an entire absence of any intent on my part to make any 
such statement. I did notmake it. A member of our committee 
has had a conference with the President, but 1 have had none. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman allow me to read from 
the reporter’s notes? 

Mr. FLEMING. 
Mr. POWERS. 
reporter's notes 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
man from Georgia. 

Mr. POWERS. If I made anysuch statement as that, it was an 
error. I did not intend to do it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I have not had an eeu: to read the 
reporter’s notes, but I will read them now for the first time, with 
the permission of the gentleman from Georgia. 


I am coming to that immediately. 
It was done in the President’s annual mes- 


It is not a part of my argument. 
If the gentleman from Missouri has the official 





I do not want to take the time of the gentle- 
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Mr. FLEMING. Certainly. 
Mr. DOCKERY (reading)— 


Mr. Powers. Mr. 8 er, the bill referred to by the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. FLEMING is a bill supplementing what was supposed to be a 
lack in the act of 1887 conferring power on the President to look after the in- 
terests of the Government in relation to the debts of the Pacific Railr 
Company. Ona careful examination of that act, f understand the Adminis- 
tration is satisfied that it already has the power that this bill would confer. 

The Administration is already engaged in settling the debt of the Union 
Pacific Railroad Company,and has had much better good fortune than Con- 

ess has had in its attempt to bring about that settlement. While I do not 

ike to object to ny pr ition to consider this question, nevertheless it is 
an entire waste of time for the House to consider it, for it has already been 
determined that a similar bill could not be passed through the Senate. 

Mr. FLEMING. That has not been determined either. 

Mr. DOCKERY (reading)— 

So that this would be only a waste of time. 

Mr. FLemina. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. Powers. Certainly. 

Mr. FLEMING. Is not the gentleman the chairman of the committee which 
reported this bill to the House? If the bill had merit enough to be reported 
to the House, does he not think it ought to have some consideration in the 

use? 
=. Powers. The bill is entirely harmless so far as that question is con- 
cerned, but the Administration has now all the power that this bill would 
confer upon it. 

Mr. FLEMING. The President of the United States in his message asked 
Congress to give him additional power. 

Mr. FARIS. I trust that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
DocKkERY] will be candid enough now to withdraw his insinua- 
tion that the chairman of the Committee on Pacific Railroads this 
morning said that the Administration did not desire any further 
legislation on this subject. 

r. DOCKERY. I have just read what the gentleman said: 


On a careful examination of that act, I understand the Administration is 
satisfied that it already has the power that this bill would confer. 


Mr. FARIS. Does not the gentleman know that when the chair- 
man of the Committee on Pacific Railroads said that he was refer- 
ring to the message of the President of the United States? 

r. DOCKERY. Referring to the act of 1887? 

Mr. FARIS. Yes. 

Mr. FLEMING. Now,I will proceed. I wish to call special 
attention to this statement in the President’s message. He says 
that he thinks he has the power to bid on this road, so as to pro- 
tect the Government under the act of 1887, but he realizes, as 
every other lawyer who has examined the subject realizes, that 
there is a very serious doubt about the President’s power, under 
the act of 1887, to bid as indicated by him at a judicial sale, and 
to become the purchaser in that way. 

The act of 1887 gives him the power toclear off these paramount 
liens, and in that way to be subrogated to all the powers and 
— that the owners of those liens may have had, but it no- 
where says in specific terms that he shall have power to become a 
bidder at a judicial sale. But the President himself says he has 
doubt upon that question and he asks this Congress to remove 
that doubt by the passage of a special bill. 

Now, what else does he say? He says that under these condi- 
tions now surrounding him he is going to bid. But how much is 
he going to bid? He is only going to bid the principal of this 
debt, and the Government will lose $6,626,690.33 interest. In 
other words, if the President does what he says in his message he 
is going to do, and does nothing more, he will lose nearly $7,000,000 
to the Government. 

Now, let me call your attention just here to another element 
and factor which enters into the value of this property, as it will 
be shown and develo at the public sale. The reorganization 
committee of the Pacific road are owners, according to all reports— 
I have never heard it denied—of the outstanding bonds of this 
road (the third mortgage), and they amount to $11,724,000. These 
bonds are subsequent to the Government claim. About seven 
millions are prior to the Government claim. 

Now, it is evident toany man that the reorganization committee 
have got togo to the public sale, if this Government will only have 
the backbone and the courage to protect its own interests, and to 
bid $20,000,000. This committee is going to bid more than $20,- 
000,000 rather than lose the $11,000,000 of third mortgage. What 

ntleman believes the committee is going to pocket a loss of that 

ind, if they can prevent it, especially when the property, accord- 

— a competent judge, is worth from $25,000,000 to $30,000,000? 

r.SHATTUC. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr. FLEMING. Certainly. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Do you know anything about the basis on 
which he made that calculation? How much did he give to pas- 
senger business? 

Mr. FLEMING. I only know what he said. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Yousay you havea friend who has just stated 
Ce prapentons, did you? 

r. FLEMING. I gave the name of the gentleman. 

Mr. SHATTUC. What experience has he ever had in matters 
of this kind? 

Mr. FLEMING. He is a competent builder of railroads, an en- 
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gineer, and one of the best-posted men on this Kansas Pacific 
road; and I know of no man in Congress who has been of more 
service in saving to the Government the $27,000,000 on the Union 
Pacific sale some months ago than he. 

Mr. SHATTUC. I know all about the gentleman that you 

ak of. He knows no more about the earning basis of a railroad 

than the porter in the hall. He isa civil engineer. He might tell 
you about what the cost would be; but when it comes to estimat- 
ing a basis on the earnings, I will say that the Senator that you 
refer to does not know anything more about it than the porter in 
that hall, and I speak from knowledge in that business. 

Mr. FLEMING. Ihave no doubt that if this Senator had the 
right and privilege of the floor in this House he could reply in 
suitable language to the insinuation that the gentleman has made. 

Mr. SHAFROTH (to Mr. Suattuc). Did you hear the Senator 
speak on the Pacific railroad question? 

Mr. SHATTUC. No; but Ireadhis speech, and there is nothing 
to it. So far as the earnings are concerned, it is a bag of wind. 

Mr. FLEMING. The whole wisdom in connection with these 
Pacific railroads seems to be centered in some gentlemen who did 
not believe they were worth a dollar to us, and yet, when the 
Government stood up for its rights, it saved this $27,000,000 in a 
single sale; and but for the action of that Senator and those who 
agree with him that might have been lost to the Government. 

Mr.SHATTUC. Itwasa Republican President who saved that. 

Mr. FLEMING. It required the building of a fire under the 
President to make him do that, as I understand the facts. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I will ask the gentleman if it is be- 
lieved that the claimant to this pension, Gillett, is expected to 
buy this road? {Laughter. | 

Mr. FLEMING. Lam afraid my friend from Texas is more 
concerned about a little pension bill, or some other one that he is 
interested in, than in saving several million dollars that belong to 
the Government. 

Mr. RAY of New York. 
the gentleman. 

Mr. FLEMING. Yes. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Do you desire to appear here as op- 

»sing pension bills? 

Mr. FLEMING. Will the gentleman state the question again? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Do you desire to appear in the rile of 
7 the granting of pensions to old soldiers? 

r. FLEMING. Oh, well, Mr. Speaker, when it comes to a ques- 
tion between protecting the Government to the extent of $11,000,-, 
000 or $12,000,000 which this Government to-day needs as a fund 
out of which to pay those old soldiers’ pensions, I consider myself 
fully justified in doing what ! can in my humble way to save that 
much money for the Government, instead of continuing all the 
day to hear the facts about some petty pension bill. 

Mr. RAY of New York. These are not little penny pension 
bills. They are very much more important than that. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Does not the gentleman think it would 
be well and fair to perrait the House to get to the consideration of 
bills for the payment of what the Government does owe? 

Mr. FLEMING. The sooner you let me alone the sooner you 
will get back to your bills. I am not going to consume much 
more time. [do not object to yielding to interruptions when I 
have time. 

Mr. SHATTUC. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. FLEMING. Certainly. 

Mr. SHATTUC, If Ican show you that the earnings of the 
road would not be more than half of what you say, would it be 
worth more than half the value? 

Mr. FLEMING. What I am complaining about is, that you 
will give us no opportunity to show anything about the bill. The 
gentleman objected this morning to this House giving consent to 
set the bill down for future consideration. You gentlemen refuse 
to allow it to be considered at all. 

Mr.SLAYDEN. Is it not a fact that a good many roads in this 
country having a very considerable value can not show any great 
net earnings, and yet the owners would be reluctant to sell them 
upon that basis? 

Mr. FLEMING. Oh, yes; we all understand that freight can 
be diverted from one line toanother. Now, I hope the House will 
let me have its ear for a moment or two longer. With this state- 
ment from a Republican President in his message asking this Con- 

gress to give him more power, with his intimation that if they did 


I should like to make an inquiry of 


not give him more power he would bid only the principal of the 
debt, and with the bill drafted by the Attorney-General on this 
subject to carry out the proposition of the President, it did seem 
to me that some member of the majority party might have been 
interested enough in the welfare of the Government to introduce 
a bill to effectuate the purpose of the President and protect the 
Government. 

But inasmuch as no member of the majority party seeméd at all 
concerned upon that point, I thought there could be no harm on 
my part, as a member of the minority, in introducing a copy of 
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the bill drawn by the Attorney-General. So on the 9th day of De- 
cember I introduced the bill, which is numbered 4366. When the 
session opened in January, Senator FoRAKER, of Ohio, a gentleman 
high in the influence and councils of the Republican party, intro- 
duced another bill applying that principle, not to all the Pacific 
railroads, as the Attorney-General’s bill did, but applying to the 
Kansas Pacific, the purpose being, I suppose, to take up the roads 
one by one instead of throwing them together in a bunch. 

Fearing, possibly, that there might be some indisposition devel- 
oped later on to a full and fair consideration of that bill, I got a 
copy of it and introduced it here in this end of the Capitol, andits 
number is 6899. 

Now, I will not state what occurred in the committee, because 
I believe it is not considered proper on the floor of the House, and 
it is not necessary for me to do so, nor would I care to stateit. I 
will only statethe results. The report of that committee in favor 
of the passage of that bill with an amendment was filed in the 
House on the 28th day of January. That was last Friday. 

Now, I presumed, as a member of the minority of the commit- 
tee, that the chairman would see to it that an important bill like 
that would secure some sort of consideration by the House. The 
sale was to take place on the 17th of February, and if any good 
whatever was to result from this measure, action could not be 
long delayed. I applied to the chairman and I applied to the 
Speaker. They were both exceedingly courteous te me. 

I have no complaint to make on that score. But I failed to get 
the chairman to use his influence with the Speaker, and I failed 
to get the Speaker to use his influence with the chairman of the 
committee, to have this subject brought forward for considera- 
tion. Yesterday morning I endeavored to catch the eye of the 
Speaker to ask unanimous consent for an early consideration of 
this bill. Iam satisfied that I did catch the physical eye of the 
Speaker, but I failed to catch his officialeye. His natural eye was 
looking in this direction, but his official eye was over on the other 
side of the House, and I could not obtain the recognition desired. 

I then went on the floor of the House to the chairman [Mr. 
POWERS] whose committee had reported the bill, and asked him 
if he would not rise on the floor and get unanimous consent to 
have the bill given a —s at the proper time. He very cour- 
teously said he would not. I then asked if he had any objection 
to my making the request, and of course he said no. I mention 
this in order that the House may understand why I, as an ordinary 
member of the committee, rose on the floor of the House and 
asked for the consideration of this bill instead of having it done 
by the chairman. 

I would not have been guilty of such a breach of propriety if 
the chairman had not already refused my request. This morning 
I rose again, and I think my voice reached the ear of the Speaker. 
There seemed to be a troubled expression on his face as he looked 
over on the other side; but as no gentleman over there seemed to 
catch the cue, and as I stood in my place and spoke in aloud 
voice, he did me the honor to recognize me, for which I return 
him my sincere thanks. Such favors are not bestowed every day 
on members of the American Congress. 

But that recognition availed nothing, because the chairman of 
the committee rose on the floor himself and stated that he would 
object; and when the question was put, another Republican mem- 
ber of the committee did object to the consideration of the bill. 
So here we are in this situation: The American Congress with a 
bill involving property to the amount of fifteen or twenty million 
dollars reported by a committee, the report on the Calendar, the 
sale to take place on the 17th of this month, and members abso- 
lutely tied, with no opportunity even to get the House to pass an 
opinion upon such a measure, when the President himself has 
asked for legislation. 

Mr. BARHAM. Are you in favor of passing the bill as reported 
by the committee? 

Mr. FLEMING. I will vote for the bill as reported by thecom- 
mittee, if the House does not put on it an amendment. I will 
vote for an amendment to that bill; butif I fail to get that amend- 
ment, I will then vote for the bill as it came from the committee. 

Mr. BARHAM. That bill does not authorize the President to 
bid the entire amount of the debt due the Government, does it? 

Mr. FLEMING. It does. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. It authorizes him to do so, but does not re- 
quire him. 

Mr. FLEMING. Yes; it authorizes him, but does not require 
him. 

Mr. BARHAM. Is he not authorized to do that now? 

Mr. FLEMING. Now, Mr. Speaker, I have only this to say in 
conclusion. I do not think that the action of the House on this 
question is in aceord with the dignity and importance of the matter 
involved. I do not think that the millions of dollars of public 
money involved here ought to be so indifferently treated and so 
slightingly swept out of the way. “ 

Gentlemen say the President wants no legislation. I point them 
te the President's message, Gentlemen say the Judiciary Depart- 


ment has declared that it needs no more legislation. Ipoint them 
to the bill drawn by the Attorney-General. The result of your 
inaction will be that should the sale take place on the 17th of 
February, and should the President bid only the principal of this 
debt, thereby losing over $6,000,000 to the Government, the re- 
——- will be placed upon this House and the Senate, because 
the President can say to us, ‘‘I asked you for more power; you 
did not give it to me; I said to you that under these circumstances 
I was going tostop at a bid of the —— of the debt; and when 
you ref to give me the power I asked for, the implication was 
that you did not expect or desire me to go beyond the principal of 
the debt which I said I would bid.” 

Mr. Speaker, so far as this measure is concerned, our hands are 
tied here in this legislative hall. I believe that if this bill could bo 
brought to a vote this House would it. But we can not get 
it to avote. I know of no way by which the public interests in 
this property and this debt are to be ved and conserved un- 
less the fearless, untrammeled press of the country will take up 
the question and do as they did in the case of thesale of the Union 
Pacific road—put such a under the Administration, build up 
such a public opinion, as will compel the Administration to act in 
defense of the Government. [Applause.] 

Mr. FARIS rose. 
oe FLEMING. Does the gentleman desire to ask me a ques- 

ion? 

Mr. FARIS. Yes,sir. The gentleman stated that if the Presi- 
dent should carry out the suggestion of his message the Govern- 
ment would lose about $6,000,000, the amount of the interest on 
the debt owing the Government from this branch Pacific rail- 
road. That statement forces me to make this query of my col- 
league: If the President should make the bid which he has sug- 
gested in his message he would make, and if some other and higher 
bidder should purchase the road, the Government would receive 
about $7,000,000 from the sale of this branch road. Do I under- 
stand that my a on the committee fi s as I do? 

Mr. FLEMING. I understand that the President in his mes- 
sage indicates his purpose to bid at least the ee of the debt; 
he intimates that he would not go beyond that. Now, the princi- 
pal is $6,303,000. 

Mr. FARIS. ThenI understand this matter the same as my 
colleague does. So if the President or the Administration should 
make such a bid, and some other bidder should exceed that bid, 
the result would be that the Government would get its $6,300,000 
out of this branch road. 

Mr. FLEMING. Yes. 

Mr. FARIS. Now, lask my colleague this question: Inasmuch 
as the Government has already received $58,000,000 and more from 
the main line of the Union Pacific, being the full amount of the 
Government debt, principal and interest, if it should now receive 
over $6,000,000, bei ———— of the Government debt, from 
the sale of this branc » which, added to the $58,000,000, would 
make $64,000,000 or more, would not that be a pretty good show- 
ing for this Administration, in view of the fact that the late 
Administration proposed to unload the whole business for a little 
over $45,000,000? 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, I am ectly willing to give 
the present Administration a great deal of credit for the sale of 
that road when I compareits course with the action of the previous 
Administration. But when I remember that the action of this 
Administration was compelled by the public opinion of the 
country, created largely by the herculean efforts of one or two 
leading newspapers of America, I think that perhaps those news- 
papers deserved more credit than the President; t the driver 
deserves more credit than the man who is driven into a good action, 

Furthermore, I say to the gentleman that the fact of the Gov- 
ernment having secured its entire indebtedness on the Union 
Pacific line is no reason why it should sacrifice half its interest 
in another line, and then, by adding what it has received upon the 
other, try to make out thatit has got a fairly good average after all, 

There is a loss of over $6,500,000 alone, a loss to which the Gov- 
ernment should not be subj , and to which it would not be 
subjected if we acted with di ion and courage in this matter, 

Mr. FARIS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him another 
question? 

Mr. FLEMING. Certainly. 

Mr. FARIS. Inasmuch as the Administration was so success- 
ful in managing the sale of the main line, so as to get the Govern- 
ment’s entire debt, principal and interest, paid, is that not a prett¥ 
good indication that we can trust the Administration now to get 
the utmost dollar of the Government claim on this branch road? 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. , it would have been well if 
friend had stopped short of his last question. In the morni 
Washington Post appeared an article headed as follows: 

President will not yield—The Government will bid up to full amount of 
Kansas Pacific debts. 


These are the headlines, mark you, of the article. Now, 
whether the gentleman who wrote the headlines of this article and 
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the gentleman who wrote the body of the article were one and the 


same person, of course I have no means of knowing. I do not 
know whether the headlines of the article or the article itself, 
either or both, was ——— in the office of the newspaper or 
handed in to that office, but I do know that the body of the article 
says something directly to the contrary of the ines. 

The body of the article intimates in express terms, as I will 
show you presently, that the intention isto bid at the sale up to 
the full amount of the principal only of the road’s indebtedness, 
leaving out this six and one-half million dollars of interest alto- 


gether. ‘ 
A Memper. Read the article. 


Mr. FLEMING. Iwill ina moment. The article states that 
the President did not intend to go beyond the principal of the debt. 
Instead of the President, therefore, standing firm and demanding 
that the Kansas Pacific road shall pay the whole amount of the 
debt, as stated in the headlines of the article, it asserts that only 
the principal due to the Government will be included, and there- 
fore there must be a loss of six and a half million dollars of in- 
terest. 

Now I have read the headlines, and I will read the body of the 
article. It is as follows: 

Mr. Schiff and Mr. Pierce, of the Union Pacific reorganization committee, 
had a conference yesterday at the White House with the President and At- 


torney-General Griggs. e conference lasted more than an hour, and was 
devoted entirely to a diseussion of matters relating to the Kansas Pacific 


Railroad. 
nization committee has qualified as a bid- 


It is understood that the reo: 
der for the road at the sale which takes place on February 15, and at the con- 


ference, it is understood, an effort was made to secure a modification of the 
purpose of the Government to bid at the sale at least up to the full amount 
of the principal of the road's indebtedness to the Government, which amounts 
to about $6,305,000. 


This purpose was announced by the President in his last message to Con- 
gress, and it is stated that the President will strictly adhere to his determina- 
tion, and so informed the representatives of the reorganization committee. 
No understanding or agreoment was arrived at which changes in any respect 
the relations of the Government to the road or to the reorganization com- 
mittee. As the matter now stands, the sale will be proceeded with at the 
time specified by the court. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if that article means anything at all, it 
means that the slight intimation contained in the President's an- 
nual message that he might bid beyond the principal of the debt 
no longer exists, and that he has positively made up his mind, 
after a conference with the representatives of the reorganization 
— of the Pacific railroads, to stop at the principal of the 

Mr. KING. Let me ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. FLEMING. inly. 

Mr. KING. Did the President send for any member of the 
comumittee or express a desire to learn the truth and find out the 
conditions existing in reference to the road, or has he consulted 
= those interested in getting the road as cheaply as possible? 

r. FLEMING. Well,lam notabletoanswer. .Ido not know 
whom the President consulted. I sume, of course, that the 
President and the proper officers of the legal department will give 
attention, as far as possible, to the interest of ae Government in 
connection with the matter. 

But I submit again to the clear-headed, honest men on the other 
side of the Chamber, as well as those on this side, that the House 
is not doing its duty in suppressing immediate action on this bill, 
when ‘og President asks for additional power and we refuse to 
give i 

If at the sale the Government must lose, as seems inevitable un- 
der existing conditions, the President can say that he had made 
suggestions as to the remedy for that condition and that the Con- 
gress did not give him the power to act. Hecan say that the loss 
of six and one-half million dollars was due to the inaction of Con- 
gress and its failure to comply with his recommendation. 

, I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Cali- 
ornia, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has eleven and 
one-half minutes remaining. 


{[Mr. MAGUIRE addressed the House. See Appendix.] 

Mr. Powers was recognized. 

Mr. POWERS. I yield a moment to the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts. 

Mr. SIMPKINS of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, an American 
fishing vessel owned in my district was recently seized by the Ca- 
nadian authorities for a merely technical violation of law. I do 
not care to take much of the time of this House now, but the mat- 
ter is of interest, and I ask unanimous consent to print in the 
ReEcorpD letters in connection with the story of that outrage. I 
wish to call the attention of the members of the House to the mat- 
ter, as well as the attention of those who are interested in Ameri- 
can ing and American fishing vessels. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
Recorp. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


ES 
a — 


Mr. SULZER. What was the outrage? 

Mr. SIMPKINS of Massachusetts. It is a matter of an unjust 
detention of and an exorbitant fine that has been imposed upon 
an American fishing vessel. Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to call 
the attention of the members of the House to the following facts: 
In the early part of last September Captain Malloch, command- 
ing the fishing schooner Carrie E. Phillips, owned by John Adams 
and Marshall L. Adams, citizens of Massachusetts and residents 
of the district which I have the honor to represent, was at Locke 
Port, in the county of Shelburne, Province of Canada, with his 
schooner, on a fishing trip, and was obliged to go into that port to 
have some small ironwork repairs done. 

He arrived in the afternoon of September 14 and gave what he 
supposed to be the ship's papers, in an envelope, to his agent, to be 
given to the custom-house officer, with instructions to enter and 
clear his schooner. When his agent went to the custom-house it 
appears that the envelope Mr. Malloch, the captain of the schooner, 
had given him contained the wrong papers. The captain, Mr. 
Malloch, immediately went on board of his vessel, which was in 
the stream, and returned with the right papers; but as it was then 
after 4 o’clock he found the custom-house had been closed. 

The captain, Mr. Malloch, sought the customs officer at his dweli- 
ing, but he was not there, and he made inquiries for him in sey- 
eral places in Locke Port, but could notfindhim. The small jobof 
iron was completed at 9 o’clock in the evening, and as his vessel 
drew 16 feet of water and he could only get out of the harbor 
at high water, he left the harbor at 10 o’clock in the evening, 
the water then being high and the wind and weather favorable 
for fishing. He knew that his bait would be likely to spoil by 
delay, and he was anxious to get away as soon as possible. He 
was not in port over six hours and he landed no goods; neither 
did heor his crew purchase anything at Locke Port. He had no 
intention nor desire to violate any law or regulation of Canada 
or of the port. He paid $12 for the ironwork, which included 
$2.70 extra for working in the evening and for speedy dispatch. 

On @ subsequent trip he put into the port of Shelburne to have 
some repairs made for the jaws of the main gaff. He was there 
seized and detained by Captain Knowlton, of the cutter Osprey, 
for what happened at Locke Port. The captain’s affidavit and 
statement that the above facts are true and is what happened in 
Locke Port I have here, and will insert in the Recorp. That his 
statement is correct has never been denied. It shows how his 
vessel was seized and detained. It was sworn to at Shelburne in 
the county of Shelburne, on the 13th day of December, 1897, before 
T. Howland White, United States consular agent there. 

CANADA, Provinee of Nova Scotia, Port of Shelburne: 

I, Almon D. Malloch, of Boston, in the United States of America, master of 
the American fishing schooner Carrie EH. Phillips, of Provincetown, in the 
United States, make oath and say: In the early part of the month of Septem- 
ber last, or thereabout, I was at Lockeport, in the county of Shelburne, in 
the said Province of Nova Scotia, with and as master of the said schooner 
Carrie FE. Phillips, and went into that port to have some small ironwork re- 
pairs done. 

2. That I arrived at 4 o'clock in the afternoon of September 14 last, and 
handed what I believed to be the ship's papers and enrollment to my agent, 
Mr. William McMillan, to be given to the custom-house officer, with instruc- 
tions to enter and clear my said schooner. That McMillan went to the cus- 
toms office, when it appeared that the necessary papers were not in the en- 


velope [ gave him, and on being so informed I at once want to the vessel, 
which was in the stream, and returned with the said ship’s enrollment and 
other papers. That it was then after4 o'clock, and [ found the customs office 
closed; that I went to the dwelling house of the customs officer with the said 


papers, but he was not there, and | made inquiries at several places at Locke- 
port for him, but was unable to find him. 

3. That the small job of ironwork was completed at 9 o'clock p. m. of the 
same day, and as my vessel drew 16 feet of water and could only get out of 
the harbor at high water, and the tide was then high, the wind and weather 
favorable for fishing, and my bait likely to spoil by any delay. I was anxi 
to get away as speelity as possible — 
evening of the same day. 

4. That I was not in the port over six hours, that I neither landed any goods 
of any kind, nor did I purchase anything at Locke Port, nor did any of my 
crew, and I had no intention or wish to violate any law or regulation of Can- 
ada or of the said port. 

5. That L paid $12 for the ironwork which included $2.70 extra for working 
in the evening and for speedy dispatch. 

6. That I am now in the port of Shelburne, having just procured my bait 
in the State of Maine. and have been obliged to come here to have the jaws 
of the main gaff repaired. 

7. That including myself there are twenty men on board of the said 
schooner and any detention would cause the loss of the bait and the loss of 
the whole trip. 

8. That my vessel is now detained by Captain Knowlton, of the cutter 
Osprey, and two of his crew have been placed on board of her. 

A. D. MALLOCH, Master. 

Sworn to at Shelburne, in the county of Shelburne, this 13th day of Decem- 
ber, A. D. 1897, before me. 





eft the harbor abont 10 o'clock in 


T. HOWLAND WHITE, 
United Siates Consular Agent. 
UNITED STATES CONSULAR AGENCY AT SHELBURNE, 
December 13, 1397. 
I, the undersigned, United States consular agent at Shelburne, do hereby 
certify that the foregoing is the true and genuine signature of A. D. Malloch, 
the master of the U. 8. schooner Carric E. Phillips, and as such is entitled to 
full faith and credit. 
(SEAL. ] T. HOWLAND WHITE, 
United States Consular Agent. 


On December 13 Mr. White, the consular agent, wrote to the 
minister of customsat Ottawa, requesting that the vessel be speedily 
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released, as the provisions were rapidly being consumed and the 
bait spoiling by delay, and pointed out that one week’s detention 


would ruin the voyage. I append tothe record Mr. White’s letter 
to the minister of customs: 


UNITED STATES CONSULAR AGENCY AT SHELBURNE, 
December 13, 1897. 
DEAR Srp: I herewith inclose an affidavit of A. Malloch, master of the U.S. 
schooner Carrie E. Phillips, explaining his neglect to enter and clear at Locke 
Port in eagsennbes last, for which he is now detained. From his own state- 
ment and from inquiry made I am satisfied he has stated the real facts in his 
affidavit, and I trust you will feel disposed to deal with his case as leniently 
as possible. 
_ His vessel and crew are here, the provisions being rapidly consumed and 
his bait spoiling by delay, and one week's detention will ruin his voyage. 
Under these circumstances I would respectfully request a speedy decision, 
and if the vessel is to be released, as I trust she will be, I would also ask that 
you would give the necessary instructions to the collector here by telegraph. 


Yours, respectfully, 
T. HOWLAND WHITE, 
United States Consular Agent. 
The honorable the MINISTER OF CUSTOMS, Ottawa. 


Notwithstanding this notice of the harm that would accrue by 
the detention of the vessel, she was not released for five days, and 
then only upon the payment of a fine of $200. The matter was 
first called to my attention on January 15, and I immediately 
wrote the following letter to the honorable Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, inclosing papers concerning the detention, and stating that 
the Canadian authorities had dealt harshly in the ‘matter, and 
asked that steps might be taken by the State Department to repair 
the wrong that had been done: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., January 15, 1898. 


Srr: I transmit herewith certain papers concerning the detention of an 
American vessel which is the property of a citizen of my district. Itappears 
to me that the Canadian authorities have dealt harshly with the master of 
this vessel, who seems to have exercised the utmost diligence in his efforts to 
comply with the laws of Canada. 

I shall be greatly obliged to you if the matter can be referred tothe proper 
officer of your Department, with a view to such action as may repair what 
appears to me to be a wrong. 

JOHN SIMPKINS, 


Respectfully, yours, 
Member of Congress. 
Inclosures: As above. 


The honorable the SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


This was on January 15. OnJanuary 27I received a letter from 
Mr. M. L. Adams: 


PROVINCETOWN, MASS., January 23, 1898. 


DrAR Str: [have your letter of January 21 with inclosures, which I return 
to you. The schooner Carrie E. Phillips was detained in Shelburne, Nova 
Scotia, for five days, when she was released on the payment of $200. Thecap- 
tain proceeded immediately to the aaue roe to complete his trip. ° 
found his bait inso poor a condition that he had toabandon the voyage witha 
ot trip. Ona previous voyage on the same fishing grounds, he stocked 

1? . 

On the trip that his vessel was seized by the Canadian authorities he only 
stocked $450, having secured but a few fish. Thus you will see that the crew 
and owners of the vessel suffered a direct loss of over $1,000. I call your at- 
tention to this matter, believing the captain made an honest effort to enter 
his vessel and conform to the laws of that country. The American fisher- 
men have a hard struggle for existence, and it does seem to me that indem- 
nity shouid be made for the loss sustained on this trip. 


Very truly, yours, 
MARSHALL L. ADAMS. 
Hon. JoHN SIMPKINS, Washington, D. C. 


I again wrote to the honorable Secretary of the Treasury calling 
attention to the matter, stating the length of time the Phillips 
was detained, and that she was only released upon the payment 
of $200. and pointing out that in addition to this fine the vessel lost 
over $1,000 on that fishing trip, and that this loss was directly caused 
by her detention by the Canadian authorities. I also called atten- 
tion to the fact that the probability that great loss would be in- 
curred by the detention of the Carrie E. Phillips at Shelburne was 

inted out to the Canadian authorities by the letter of United 

tates Consular Agent White of December 13. 


JANUARY 27, 1898. 

Sir: In a communication to you on January 15, I transmitted certain 
papers concerning the detention of an American vessel, the fishing schooner 
Carrie E. Phillips, owned by a citizen of my district, stating that the Cana- 
dian authorities seemed to have dealt harshly with the master of the vessel, 
who has shown by his affidavit that he executed the utmost diligence in his 
efforts to comply with the laws of Canada, and asked that the Department 
might take action to repair the wrong that had been done. 

f wish to send you additional facts in this matter: The schooner Carrie E. 
Phillips was detained in Shelburne, Nova Scotia, five days, when she was re- 
le on payment of $200. In addition to this hardship imposed by this fine, 
much larger loss and greater damage was incurred and done to the owners 
and crew of the Carrie E. Phillips, and due directly to her detention by the 
Canadian authorities. That this loss might and probably would result from 
the detention was indicated by Mr. T. Howland White, United States con- 
sular agent at Shelburne, in his letter of December 13, 1897, to the honorable 
minister of customs at Ottawa, in which he said, referring to the affidavit of 
A.D. Malloch, master of the Carrie E. Phillips: ‘*‘ His vessel and crew are here, 
the provisions being pony 4 consumed and his bait spoiling by delay, and one 
week's detention will ruin his voyage.” 

The fulfillment of this statement is shown by the fact that upon the re- 
lease of the Carrie E. Phillips, after a detention of five days, the captain pro- 
ceeded immediately to the fishing grounds to re his trip. Ona previ- 
ous voyage on the same fishing grounds he stocked $1,500. On the trip on 
which his vessel was seized he stocked ay $450. Thus the crew and the 
owner of the vessel suffered a direct loss of over $1,000 in addition to the 
fine of $200 imposed by the Canadian authorities. 


ITinclose a statement of these facts which I have received from Mr. Mar- 
shall L. Adams, of Provincetown, Mass., whose son, Mr. John Adams, is the 
owner of the Carrie E. Phillips. 


I have the honor to be, sir, very respectfully, yours, 
. <j JOHN SIMPKINS, 


Thirteenth District Massachusetts, 
Hon. LYMAN J. GAGE, 


Secretary of the Treasury, Washington, D. C. 


Yesterday I received a communication from Marshall L. Adams, 
of Provincetown, Mass., owner of the Carrie E. Phillips, inclosing 
the decision of the commissioner of customs at Ottawa. This deci- 
sion is that $150 of the $200 fine that had been imposed should remain 
forfeited to the Crown, and that $50 should be refunded to the 
owner of the vessel. This communication, with inclosures, I have 
sent to the honorable Secretary of the Treasury, with a letter, 
dated February 3, stating that the whole fine should be remitted 
and that a great injustice had been done by the Canadian author- 
ities. 

FEBRUARY 3, 1898. 


Sr: I desire to submit to you further papers in the matter of the seizure 


of the schooner Carrie EZ. Phillips, made at Shelburne, Nova Scotia, on De- 
cember 15, 1897. 


This schooner was seized because of technical violation of the port regula- 
tions by the captain. The affidavit of the — shows that he endeavored 
to comply with the laws in every respect. e vessel was only in port six 
hours, having gone there simply to repair da: . The seizure and deten- 
tion of itself caused a loss of over $1,000 to the owner and crew, outside of the 
fine of $200 which was im 


d. 
The inclosed p Percednn from John McDougald, commissioner of customs 
at Ottawa, states that the minister of customs has decided that $150 of the 


fine a remain forfeited to the Crown and $50 returned to the owner of the 
vessel. 


In my opinion the whole fine should be remitted, this imposition in the 
first place being a great injustice and hardship. I desire to refer you to my 
former communication in this case, and ask that your Department may take 
action to right the wrong that has been done to an American fishing vessel 
by Canadian authorities. 

JOHN SIMPKINS, 


Very respectfully, yours, 
— — Thirteenth District, Massachusetts. 
Hon. LYMAN J. GAGE, 
Secretary of Treasury, Washington, D. C. 


This is a full statement of the matter up to the present time. 
The case is in the hands of the State Department and stands in 
this way: An American fishing schooner was seized by the Cana- 
dian authorities for a mere technical and unintentional violation 
of port regulations, with no intention of violating the laws on the 
part of the captain—in fact, his affidavit shows that he made 
every effort to comply with them. Now, I have a twofold pur- 
pose in presenting these facts to the members of the House. 

In the first place, I wish to show one of the many difficulties our 
fishing fleets meet with in Canadian ports, and I wish to give no- 
tice that if this wrong, which in my opinion is an outrage, is not 
righted, and the Canadian authorities insist that $150 of this exor- 
bitant fine shall remain forfeited to the Crown, I propose to intro- 
duce a resolution asking the President of the United States to 
direct the Treasury Department to enforce to the extreme penalty 
the regulations of our own ports prescribed by law, which require: 

First, a $5,000 fine on British vessels violating our quarantine 
laws, which require them to a duplicate bills of health. 

Second, the forfeiture of the British vessel which fails to land 
its cargo, and by evasion of law transships its cargo to other ves- 
sels in port without landing it. 

Third, the imposition of the maximum penalty prescribed by 
law upon any British vessel, or master of British vessel, for viola- 
tion of any law of the United States. 

It has been the custom of the United States not to enforce these 
penalties strictly, but whenever violations of law are merely tech- 
nical we remit an — that has been imposed and merely 
make some nominal fine, say, five, ten, fifteen, or possibly twenty- 
five dollars, as a warning to the captain to be more careful to obey 
the laws in the future. 

My second object in presenting these facts to Congress is to call 
the attention of our own vessel owners to the fact that the United 
States deals leniently with foreign vessels for merely technical vio- 
lations of the law, for I want them, when they have been dealt 
harshly with in foreign ports and have been unjustly detained and 
exorbitantly fined and can not obtain redress otherwise, to present 
their cases to the State Department. This, up to the — time, 
they have seldom done. e case is carried on for the owners by 
our consular agents. They do the best they can, but they are able 
to do little more than make protests, write letters, and appeal & 
the generosity of the foreign authorities. Their letters and pro- 
tests go unheeded. 

The British and other Governments, on the other hand, use the 
whole force of their consular and diplomatic service, pressing the 
matter day after day until they obtain a satisfactory result. ey 
never give up. Our policy has been, as I said, to deal leniently 
with foreign vessels anen it is shown that there was no defiance 
of authority and where violation of the law was merely technical 
and unintentional. Butif England and her colonies will not act 
toward us in a similar spirit, we can and should retaliate. 

I venture to say that for every violation of law by American 
vessels in a foreign port there are over fifty violations in our ports 





by foreign vessels. Scarcely a week goes by, and often many times 
a week, our Government is called upon to remit fines that have 
been incurred by foreign vessels in our own ports for violation of 
our laws. Let me cite an example: Last summer, in August or 
September, the British steamer Danube, of 1,200 tons, entered the 

rt of Skagway, in Alaska, defying the collector of customs, who, 
Bein g alone, was unable to enforce the law against 200 men. The 
authority of the United States was defied, and the captain of the 
ship put his cargo ashore against the protest of the United States 
customs officer and in violation and contempt of our laws. He 
also landed 200 men, in violation of the law, with no inspection. 
He also opened a bar on his ship and kept it running two days, in 
direct violation of our laws. 

The collector at Sitka reports that this master was determined 
to break every law of the United States that he could find. The 
Danube is clearly entitled to forfeiture to the United States, yet 
at the very time that the Canadian authorities were seizing and 
exorbitantly fining a little American fishing vessel for a mere 
technical and unintentional offense, the British Government, 
through its ambassador here in Washington, was arguing and 
demanding that nothing more than a merely nominal penalty 
should be imposed upon the Danube, setting forth that the own- 
ers of the vessel were British subjects of good standing. 

This argument is made very seriously; but does it not become 
humorous by seriously stating that the ports of Dyea and Skagway. 
are in disputed territory? Why, those ports are in Alaska, and 
are no more in disputed territory than is the port of Shelburne 
in Nova Scotia. owever, my puoint is this: We deal leniently 
with British offenses; but if England and her colonies will not 
reciprocate, and if the kind of policy which the British Govern- 
ment and the Canadian authorities are pursuing toward us is to 
be adhered to and continued in, then it is high time that American 
fishing vessels and merchant marines should be more carefully 
protected, and the British and other foreign Governments be made 
to respect the rights of American vessels. 


Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I would not trespass upon the 
time of the House at this time were it not for the suggestion made 
by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERy] that in some 
remarks which I made in the presence of the House I stated that 
the Administration did not desire any legislation upon this sub- 
ect. The gentleman from Missouri seems to think that he had 
eard such a statement from mé this morning, and got the record 
from the reporters and read it in the hearing of the House. Those 
records show conclusively that I made no such statement as he 
supposed; and I presume the gentleman will rise in his place and 


recall it. 
Now, then, Mr. S 


doned if I say that the sole purpose 


operation of railroad. 


Mr. FLEMING. Do I understand the gentleman to say that 


the gentleman from Georgia moved that amendment? 
Mr. POWERS. I understood that he would. 


Mr. FLEMING. I did not hear the gentleman. Did I under- 


stand the gentleman to say that I moved that amendment? 


Mr. POWERS. I do not say that he movedit. I say that the 
a. in my judgment, of the gentleman taking the floor and 
sisting upon bringing this subject up was to secure what was 
very well known as Government ownership and operation of rail- 


roads, 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, I beg that the gentleman will 
allow me to make a statement in reply to that. I am not in favor 
of Government ownership of railroads. Now, the gentleman may 


have had the impression that I was. 


Mr. POWERS. Will the gentleman kindly inform the House 


what amendment it was that he was going to propose? 


Mr. FLEMING. I did not say I was going to propose any 


amendment, but the gentleman from California, I understood, 
would pro 


amendment of the kin 


at private 


total amount of the Government debt. 


Mr. RAY of New York. Now,I want to make a point of order 


against that amendment, that it is not germane to the pending bill. 
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peaker, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
FLEMING] has detailed in the hearing of the House some conver- 
sation that he had with me in respect to the bill that is on the Cal- 
endar. I hope I will not be obliged to bring to the attention of 
the House the secrets of the committee room, but I must be par- 
, as I understand it, and I judge 
simply from the gentleman’s talk here on the floor and in the com- 
mittee room, the sole purpose of the gentleman from Georgia 
hem FLEMING] in moving an amendment which he suggested a 

ew moments ago he should move if this bill were taken up is to 
secure what is familiarly known as Government ownership and 


an amendment. I said I would vote for that 
amendment because I preferred the bill amended, if I could get an 
» so as not to interfere with the President 

protecting the Government in the purchase of the road at all, but 
simply if he got the road on his hands, and if he wanted to sell it 
an without the consent of Congress, he should not 

¢a sale to a corporation of that property for less than the 


Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, my friend from New York has 
had his day in court long ago. Now, I want to say that the gen- 
tleman from California [Mr. Macutre] is altogether more frank 
and outspoken as to his purpose than my friend from Georgia 
[Mr. FLEMING]. The gentleman from Georgia has practically 
confessed that the amendment he was going to offer was an 
amendment that would require the Government, if it purchased 
the road, not to sell unless they got the full amount of their debt. 
If they did not get the full amount of their debt, very plainly they 
would have a railroad on their hands, and if they had a railroad 
on their hands, of course they must operate it, and that is the very 
result the gentleman, in my judgment, is aiming at. The gentle- 
man from California is a frank and outspoken man. You always 
know where to find him, and he says in plain English that he 
wants the Government to control the road. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I beg the pardon of the gentleman from Ver- 
mont. He is entirely mistaken. He has heard me to little pur- 
pose in the past Congresses if he thinks I am in favor of the Gov- 
erment operating railroads. I am opposed to the Government 
operating railroads. I am in favor of the Government owning 
the railroad highway, but I never favored operation of railroads 
by the Government. 

Mr. HEPBURN. What does the gentleman mean, that the 

Government should own the roadbed and somebody else oper- 
ate it? 
Mr. MAGUIRE. I am no more in favor of the Government 
operating railroads than I am of the Government operating a 
wagon road, but I am in favor of the Government owning the 
wagon road and owning the railroad. 

r. HEPBURN. The gentleman is in favor of the Government 
owning the road and keeping it in repair and letting individuals 
operate it and run the trains. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker. I am obliged to the gentleman 
from California [Mr. MaGuIRE] for making his proposition so 
much more ridiculous than I could make it. I only claimed that 
the gentleman from California wanted the Government to own 
the road and operate it. Now he confesses that he wants the Gov- 
ernment to own the road and let it out by the job to somebody 
else to operate. It seems to me that neither this House nor this 
country has yet reached the point where it wants the Government 
to g° into the private business of owning or operating railroads. 
Take this very case. Here is a railroad that begins half a mile 
west of the Union Station in Kansas City, runs west 394 miles, and 
ends on the plains in Kansas at a place where there is not so much 
as a dwelling house and nothing of any public character. Itisa 
mere section of the railroad. At this end of it you can not get 
into the Union Depot in Kansas City unless you go over the line 
that belongs to somebody else. At the west end you can not get 
out of the wilderness of woe that you reach in western Kansas 
unless you go over somebody else’sroad. Idonot want the United 
States to own any such railroad as that, and much less to go into 
the doubtful problem of operating any such road. 

Mr. TERRY. Will the gentleman permit me—— 

Mr. POWERS. If my friend will wait a moment until I get 
through with the point I am talking about, I will answer his 
question if Ican. The Kansas Pacific Railroad division starts at 
a point half a mile west of the Union Station in Kansas City. lt 
has no starting point from the focus where all other railroads cen- 
ter. As I say, it startsa half a mile westof there. Itruns out to 
the three hundred and ninety-fourth milepost, which is, in fact, the 
one hundredth meridian of longitude, and from that point to the 
city of Denver the distance is 225 miles, or thereabouts, and that 
road belongs to an entirely different corporation. 

Mr. TERRY. That is the very point I want to ask the gentle- 
man about. Is not the fact that you have stated one of the most 
cogent reasons why the Government should not have permitted a 
separate sale of these roads? ; 

Mr. POWERS. I can not answer the queries of the gentleman 
as to what the Government has done. 

Mr. TERRY. Well, I will ask you as a lawyer if the Govern- 
ment did not let its foot slip when it allowed a separate sale? 

Mr. POWERS. It is suggested to me that the gentleman from 
Arkansas is laboring under a mistake in his geography. The 
Government does not propose to sell and can not sell the Kansas 
Pacific system west of the three hundred and ninety-fourth mile- 


post. 

Mr. TERRY. I understand that perfectly well; but if they had 
been sold in a lump sale, vould not the interest of the Govern- 
ment have been better protected? 

Mr. BRUMM. [rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Payne). The gentleman 
will state it. 

Mr. BRUMM. My inquiry is whether the affairs of the Pacific 
Railroad or any other railroad are pertinent in discussing a pen- 
sion case. 


The SPEAKER protempore. They are not. 
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Mr. BRUMM. i[ want aruling, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the opinion of the Chair, they 
are not. 

Mr. BRUMM. Then I raise the point of order that this discus- 
sion is not germane; and I call for the regular order. 

Mr. POWERS. Ihope my friend from Pennsylvania will with- 
draw that point. 

Mr. BRUMM. i will not. 
consumed in this way. 

Mr. TODD. One word in reply tothe gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr. BRUMM. [Iinsist on the regular order. 

Mr. TODD. If this sort of railroad management is to go on, 
the whole country will soon need a pension. 

Mr. BRUMM. Let these railroad matters be attended to on 
some other day than Friday. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the amend- 
ment to the pending pension bill. The gentleman from Vermont 
will confine himself to that amendment. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Now will the gentleman from Vermont 
yield for a question? 

Mr. POWERS. The question as to this pension is what I want 
to consider. Let my friend from Colorado [Mr. SaarroTu] pro- 
ceed 


It is unfair that the time should be 


Mr. SHAFROTH. Is it not a fact that the main line of the 
Union Pacific Railroad—the sale of which brought the full amount 
of the Government debt, principal and interest—begins at a.point 
3+ miles west of the depot in the city of Omaha? 

Mr. BRUMM. LIinsist on the regular order. 

Mr. POWERS. In answer to my friend from Colorado [Mr. 
SHAFROTH}, I will say that he is right as to the main portion of 
his question. I can not say whether the distance is 34 miles, but 
the terminus is a certain distance from the bridge across the Mis- 
souri River. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Does not the line end at a point 5 miles 
west of the city of Ogden? 

Mr. POWERS. Itdoes; but that ‘“‘cutsnoice.” The fact that 
the line of the Union Pacific ends 5 miles west of Ogden, although 
that be true, is not material to the present controversy, because 
the Central Pacific Railroad Company holds a perpetual lease of 
those 5 miles making the connection with the city of Ogden, so 
that to all intents and purposes the terminus of the Union Pacific 
> the city of Ogden. Does not the gentleman so understand the 

act? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I do understand that the Central Pacific 
has a lease of that portion of theroad; but if it is argued that this 
branch road will not bring the amount, principal and interest, due 
the Government, because it does not extend to the Union Depot, 
Kansas City, is not that argument refuted by the fact that the 
main line, which does not immediately connect with the depot at 
Omaha, brought the full amount due the Government, principal 
and interest? 

Mr. POWERS. My friend will allow me to remind him of the 
fact that I have not argued that the sale of this road will not 
bring the full amount due the Government. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. But if the full amount, principal and in- 
terest, was realized in the one case, may it not also bein the other? 

Mr. POWERS. [I hope so; but I can not say. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I raise the question whether it is in 
order to discuss this railroad bill when a pension claim is under 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Then we insist on the regular order. 
As a matter of mere propristy, it seems to me altogether improper 
to prevent in this way an old soldier from getting his pension. 

— SPEAKER pro tempore. Does thegentleman make a point 
of order? 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I do. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of 
order. The gentleman from Vermont will proceed in order. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of the most lib- 
eral policy toward our pensioners. The brave men who bore the 
heat and burden of the day to sustain “the Stars and Stripes” 
which hang over your head are entitled to the utmost considera- 
tion of the people of this country [applause]; and in order that 
we may measure out to them that bounty which is their just due, 
I insist that the Government of the United States shall so manage 
its financial matters as to provide a fund with which to pay that 
bounty. And in that connection, Mr. Speaker, I beg leave to say 
that in my judgment the Administration, under the lead of Presi- 
dent McKinley, is engaged in the: settlement of this Pacific rail- 
road debt in a businesslike way which will bring into the Treasury 
of the United States asum ample to pay all the claims that the 
pensioners may have against it. [Applause. ] 

The only difference between my position on this question and 
that of the gentleman who has already di it is this: He 





insists that the Government shall take this property and go into 
the uncertain business of operating a railroad. I say that the 
Government shall sell that thing at the very best possible price, 
and put the money into the Treasury of the United States, with 
which to pay these pensions. 

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. POWERS. Yes. 

Mr. KING. ILIonly wanted to ask the gentleman if he does not 
think, in view of his love for the pensioners and the necessity of 
putting money into the Treasury of the United States to pay 
them, that we ought to adopt a po icy that would save to the Gov- 
ernment five or six millions of dollars more, which would go into 
the Treasury, with which to enable us to pay those same pensions, 
rather than to adopt the policy that he advocates, which would 
practically lose that amount? 

Mr. POWERS. The gentleman is entirely mistaken. I am 
trying to save just that very thing. That is what I want to do. 

Mr. Speaker, we have had this question before Congress for 
three or four years and have endeavored to find some way to 


bring about an adjustment of this question and secure harmony 


in dealing with it, so as to save the Government debt. We have 
been unfortunately divided, however, in our councils,as to the 
best course to be pursued. The great—the overwhelming—senti- 
ment of the House and of the country is that the Government 
should never, under any circumstances, go into the business of 
running a railroad. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Will the gentleman allow me to 
interrupt him for a question? 

Mr. POWERS. rtainly. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Ido not understand the gentle- 
man as to whether he means that the Government shall or shall 
not have the power to bid at the sale of this road? 

Mr. PO . Mr. Speaker, I am a little surprised at my 
friend’s inquiry, for if he has been present he must have heard 
the statute read bearing upon this question during the course of 
this discussion. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey.. I understand that it has been 
read. Iheardit. But the President says that there is a condition 
existing, a certain obligation due the Government, and he asks 
express authority to deal with it in a certain manner. 

Now, Lask the gentleman whether he is in favor of giving that 
express authority to the President—that is, that he may use his 
discretion in bidding on behalf of the Government? 

Mr. POWERS. Iam in favor of the Administration having all 
of the power necessary. 

Mr. PARKER ot New Jersey. Why should not the President 
have the power that he asks for in connection with this bidding 
and why should not this matter come before the House for con- 
sideration? 

Mr. POWERS. _ Because it is not the thing gentlemen on the 
other side of the House want to give to the President. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. But is it not within the power 
of the House to vote the bill as you report it without voting in 
somebody else’s amendment to which you object? 

Mr. POWERS. Allow me to ask 72 a question? 
Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. am asking you one that I 
would like to have answered first. [Laughter.] 

Mr. POWERS. I wish to ask youif you are in favor of Gov- 
ernment ownership of railroads? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Certainly not. But I am in 
favor of giving the President the power to protect the rights and 
interests of the Government in such manner as he thinks neces- 
sary. Give him the discretion to act as in his judgment is best 
for the interest of the Government. 

Now I ask you again, Why should not the bill come before the 
House to give the President the power that he asks ani that your 
mee says he ought to have? 

fr. POWERS. Why, Mr. Speaker, the answer is plain. If I 
were going to authorize my agent to attend a public auction and 
bid on the sale of a horse for me, I should never give him peremp- 
tory orders to bid up to the highest possible price for the horse. 
If I had confidence enough in him to allow him to bid at all, I 
would leave the matter to his own discretion. That is precisely 
the case here. 
The President has already said that he proposes to qualify as a 
bidder on behalf of the Government at this sale. Now, I do not 
pro toe instruct him as to the amount that he shall bid. Lam 
perfectly willing to trust him in the belief that, in the interest of 
all the people, he will bid the very lowest amount that is neces- 
sary to secure the Government debt and not take the property 
unless absolutely forced to do so. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Allow me to ask another ques- 


tion. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man—— 

Mr. PARKER. of New Jersey. Let me ask the gentleman this 
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question: Does the bill you reported vest discretionary power 
only in the President? 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I can not answer everybody’s 
question at the same time, especially when two or three are talk- 
ing at once. 

I yield to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to say to the gentleman that I do not 
conceive that he fairly states the proposition. None of us over 
here believe in the Government operation of a railroad. But we 
believe that this property is worth the entire debt of the Govern- 
ment and that it should not be sacrificed. 

The argument of the gentleman from Vermont and those who 
agree with him would seem to present the question as a choice 
between the sacrificing of the Government debt and the Govern- 
ment operation of the railroad. We do not consider that a fair 
statement of the case. 

We believe when the Government proceeds to collect the debt 
as a prudent creditor, that it can collect every dollar of it—cer- 
tainly on this Kansas Pacific road. And the gentleman ought 
not to state it in such way as to lead the country to believe that 
we are in favor either of sacrificing the Government debt or in favor 
of the Government operation of railroads. 

Mr. TODD. Will the gentleman from Texas allow me to say 
that he is mistaken if he thinks there are no gentlemen on the 
Democratic side who are in favor of Government operation and 
ownership of railroads? 

Mr. BAILEY. Well, the gentleman does not happen to be on 
this side at this time. I observe he is sitting over on the Repub- 
lican side listening. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TODD. I wish to say that there are a great many gentle- 
men on the Democratic side who are in favor of Government op- 
eration and ownership of railroads, 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. They have no Democratic au- 
thority for ee favor of it. 2 

Mr. TODD. That is pure Democracy. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. POWERS. If I can have the floor for a moment, [ will 
suggest that our Democratic friends settle their differences in the 
cloakroom or in the caucus. I am trying, Mr. Speaker, to find 
a way to raise money to pay these pensions. [Laughter. | 

Mr BAILEY. Will the gentleman permit me for a minute, 
simply to set the gentleman from Michigan right? The gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. Topp] understands that so far as I as- 
sume to speak at all I simply assume to speak for the Democrats, 
and while the gentleman from Michigan, we are glad to say, gen- 
erally acts with us, I believe he does not class himself as a Demo- 
crat. 

Mr. TODD. No, sir; I think that patriotism comes first and 
— second. [Laughter and applause on the Republican 
side. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, speaking about the pending bill 


granting this pension, I wish to say further—— 

Mr. RIDGELY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Ver- 
mont yield? 


Mr. POWERS. My friend will have to excuse me. 

Mr. RIDGELY. It is directly to the point. 

Mr. POWERS. I know it is directly to the point. They have 
all been directly to the point; but I can not waste my whole time 
in a colloquy. 

Mr. RIDGELY. I will make the question short. 

Mr. POWERS. My friend must remember that I am making 
a speech for my constituents at home, and I do not want him to 
interrupt me and spoilitall. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RIDGELY. I have not had the privilege to-day of asking 
one question for my constituents. 

Mr. POWERS. r. Speaker, I must decline to yield. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Vermont 
declines to yield. 

Mr. PO RS. I think I have been pretty fair to everybody so 
far, and there is a point at which patience ceases to be a virtue. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, as I was saying, the only purpose I have, and 
I doubt not the majority of this committee and the majority of 
this House, and certainly the majority of the people of this coun- 
try, simply desire that we shall not be led intoa condition whereb 
we shall have a railroad upon our hands. My friend from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. MaGuIRE] says that he wants to have us take the 
road, but he doesnot want to have us operate it. 

Well, if we own a railroad out there, with no right to operate 
it, what is it good for? Where shall we ever raise the money to 
pay the pension that is contemplated by the pending bill? It 
would be impossible to doit. There would be no receipts. The 
very fact that you own a road compels you to operate it. What 
would be said of a man that proposed to own a farm on a fore- 
closure of a mortgage, but did not propose to do anything with 
it after he got it? “Would that be a good business proposition? 
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Still my friend from California says it is precisely what he is 
aiming at. 

— ODD. Let me ask the gentleman if there are not lots of 

e-—- 

- POWERS. I must decline to yield. I have been a pretty 
clever fellow so far, and I think I have the right to say something 
for myself. Now, Mr. Speaker, what earthly good would it do 
the United States of America, in the direction of collecting its 
debt against this delinquent debtor, to own that road but not to 
operate it? Why, the only thing the Government can do after 
owning it is either to sell or to lease it. From the success which 
the Administration already has had in reference to the main line 
of this road, from Omaha to Denver, it seems to me that we can 
safely leave the matter to them to finish the job they have under- 
taken. We have tried here in the House—Congress has been en- 
gaged for many years in the effort—to settle this railroad question. 
Just the moment it is brought up here, any proposition of settle- 
ment, I do not care whether it be good, bad, or indifferent, any 
proposition of settlement awakens opposition and nothing can be 
done. 

President after Presidentand Railroad Commissioner after Rail- 
road Commissioner has called the attention of Congress to the 
fact that they have done nothing for the last thirty years to pro- 
vide a mode for settling the railroad question. Last year we had 
a proposition to refund the debt of these railroads at a smaller 
rate of interest. Objection was made to it on various grounds by 
gentlemen on the other side of the House and by many on this 
side. Thatscheme did not work, did not command a majority 
vote, and there is no scheme, in my judgment, that can command 
& majority vote in this House or in the Senate. We have got to 
leave it to the Executive authority of the Government to settle 
that, and the act of 1887 gives the Executive ample authority to 
settle this debt. 

Now, the very fact that the President in his message has said 
that he would bid at least up to the amount of the principal of 
that debt shows conclusively that the President understands that 
he has authority to bid. If he has authority to bid, that, ex vi 
termini, means authority to buy, for if a bid is accepted it isa 
purchase. So if the President goes the whole length of the propo- 
sition, the Executive has authority to buy the property. Now, 
then, the proposition of my friend on the other side is to instruct 
the President to bid the last dollar of the Government debt. That 
is practically what it amounts to. The Government might be 
able to buy this for $5,000,000 plus the mortgage debt, and you 
want to compel the Government to bid that much extra money in 
the purchase. If there are bids at the public auction, the bidders 
buy at the best price, if they can, and this will be the best price 
that they can get for it. 1f they get the full amount of the Gov- 
ernment debt plus the first mortgage, they will get it. 

Now, I say again that I am opposed to any proposition that 
leaves the door open to Government ownership and operation of 
railroads. Whatis the amount of the Government debt on this 
part of the railroad? Why, Mr. Speaker, the Kansas Pacific 
Division—and when I use that term I speak of the entire line from 
Kansas City to Denver—is made up of three distinct corporations. 
There is a portion of the line running 394 miles, which is made up 
of two distinct corporations. The Government debt upon that 
section of 394 miles is secured by two separate mortgages: One 
of them on the road running out about 150 miles, or such a mat- 
ter, and the other upon the portion of the road running to the 
three hundred and ninety-fourth milepost. Then the 225 miles of 
the road running to Denver is owned by another corporation; and 
although there is a traffic arrangement by which these roads can 
run from Kansas City to Denver, nevertheless when you close and 
cut off the two eastern sections of that road you have no road over 
the remaining section that takes you into Denver. 

Now, I say, Mr. Speaker, that when you come to talk about the 
value of railroad property there are many considerations to be 
weighed before you can safely determine what is best to do. I do 
not believe the House of Representatives is constituted in the best 
possible way to settle the value of a great railroad property. Too 
many question are interwoven to be considered before you can 
determine what that railroad is worth; and for that reason I am 
in favor of leaving it to the Administration of the country. They 
have the facilities to ascertain the value of this property. They 
have the Railroad Commissioner; they have railroad experts; they 
have got all the information as to the earnings of the road, as to 
its future and as to its past; and these business men can judge 
best, or better, what that property is worth than any gentleman in 
this House. 

I am willing to trust to the action of the Administration in 
these affairs. They will get more out of the Kansas Pacific than 
wecan ever get if we spend an entire year on the subject. If this 

question is to be settled and disposed of, leave it to the business 
men to settle and dispose of it. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order, 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman will state it. 
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Mr. NORTON of Ohio. I understand, Mr. Speaker, the Chair 
ruled that discussion of the Pacific Railroad bill was not in order 
in the consideration of a pension bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair so ruled. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. If that is true, I should like to see the 


forced. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman make the 
point of order that the gentleman from Vermont is not in order? 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. I do. 

= SPEAKER protempore. The Chair sustains the point of 
order. 

Mr. POWERS. I presume, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman is 
quite right in assuming that I wandered away from the question 
as to the best means of paying this pension. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair has been informed 
that since the ruling was made the House has taken up another 
bill. This bill is not for the payment of a pension, but a bill to 
correct a military record. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. 
bills all day. 

Mr. POWERS. 1 beg leave to request that the House will 
apply whatever of eloquence I have bestowed upon the pension 
bill to the bill for the removal of the charge of desertion. 
[Laughter. } 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
not in order. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal 
privilege. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York 
Mr. HooKER] has yielded to me, but I do not wish to take any 
further time. I only wish to answer the accusation that I have 
misrepresented the attitude of the Administration, and also to 
repel the insinuation made by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
FLEMING] that the committee was not willing to do what they 

could to secure the fullest payment of this debt. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a par- 
liamentary inquiry. Is it in order now for the gentleman from 
New York to consume the time of the House in a question of per- 
sonal privilege? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is. 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, asking the indulgence of the 
House for just one moment, I desire to make a personal explana- 
tion with reference to an article that appeared in the Washington 
Post this morning. I was greatly surprised to read the editorial 
in this morning’s Post charging me with some wrongdoing in con- 
nection with a post-office matter in my district. My surprise is 
all the greater because the editorial intimated thatI had not given 
to my colleagues and the country a denial of the charges that had 
been made. 

The largest city in my Congressional district is the city of James- 
town. A very fierce political fight has been going on there for 
some months, with reference to the appointment of a postmaster 
in that city. I recommended a gentleman who had the highest 
indorsement of the people of the city, and that recommendation 
was concurred in by the President after an extended, careful con- 
sideration, and his nomination was sent to the Senate. Charges 
were preferred before the Senate committee while I was absent 
from the House, which were in substance that the gentleman who 
was successful had paid to one of the other candidates for the office 
the sum of $1,000, and in addition that unsuccessful candidate 
for the office had been promised some reward by way of public 
patronage. These charges were founded on affidavits by parties 
stating that they had heard and thought certain things, that they 
had no personal knowledge, that the alleged facts were stated on 
hearsay. 

When I first heard the charges, I denied them as vigorously as 
language could; that I knew nothing of them; that they were false 
in fact, and that upon investigation they would be shown to be so, 
not only before the Senate committee, but before anybody that 
deemed it proper to make it a subject of investigation and inquiry. 
I denied it to the papers published in New York, I denied it to 
every reporter that came to me, but the Post this morning, with- 
out proper investigation, saw fit to intimate that I had not the 
courage of my convictions to state the truth of the matter to the 
House and the country or that there was absolutely nothing in the 
charges that had been preferred. 

The charges were made by one of the disappointed candidates 
for the office of postmaster at Jamestown, aided by the Democrats 
for the purpose of keeping in the present incumbent; and this can- 
didate came down before the Senate committee and brought with 
him three Democrats to prove them. They have been investigated 
to-day by the Senate Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; 
he had the fullest opportunity to give the committee all the infor- 
mation which he or they had upon the subject. The committee 
has inves*igated the matter fully heretofore, and to-day had be- 


They have been assassinating pension 


The gentleman from Vermont is 
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| the payment; and after a hearing lasting upward of an 
same rigor in the Chair as we usually see, and see the ruling en- | 


fore it thecandidate whom I named, the disappointed candidate who 
made the charges, the gentleman whom they said received $1,000; 
Hon. O. F. Price, mayor of the city of Jamestown; A. M. Kent, 
one of the leading citizens of that city, who it was charged made 
our that 
committee has unanimously voted to recommend for confirmation 
the gentleman whom I named. [Applause.] I do not care to 
delay the House longer except to say the stories in connection 
with that report are false and that they had no foundation in 
fact. Iam glad that I have waited until the tribunal which had 
the authority to investigate it has investigated and reported that 
there is nothing whatever in the stories. [Continued applause. | 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, as to the several bills 
passed this morning, I move to reconsider them, and to lay that 
motion on the table. 

Mr. BAILEY. I think, Mr. Speaker, that they have occupied 
the greater part of the afternoon, and now they had better occu y 
the rest of it, and I will ask that the motion be made on each bill, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas objects. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. sober, a few moments ago, in the col- 
loguy with the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. ee my 
language might possibly be construed so as to put the gentleman 
in the attitude of saying that the Administration desired no fur- 
ther legislation. If that construction is warranted, I desire to 
make a correction, in justice to him and to myself. The language 
used by the gentleman was, ‘‘I understand the Administration is 
satisfied that it now has the power that this bill wouJd confer.” 

Mr. RIDGELY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal 
privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentieman will state it. 

Mr. RIDGELY. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. BaILEy], 
speaking in behalf of this side a few moments ago, stated that 
there was no one on this side that favored or advocated the public 
ownership of railroads. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I will save the gentleman the 
trouble. I disclaim any right to speak for the Povulists. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that is hardly a question of 
privilege. However, without objection, the gentleman can pro- 
ceed. 

Mr. RIDGELY. I am glad to know that the gentleman from 
Texas has not assumed to speak for all of us on this side of the 
House. I wish to say that the People’s Party has in its platform 
a specific declaration in favor of the Government ownership and 
operation of railroads and other public utilities necessary for the 
people’s happiness and the advancementof civilization. We stand 
by that ee 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the amend- 
ment to the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. UPDEGRAFF, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent. leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. KLEBERG, for this day, on account of illness. 

To Mr. Waits of North Carolina, for six days, on account of 
important business. 

To Mr. BARTLETT, for this (Friday) evening’s session. 

To Mr. BaruaM, for five days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. MAXWELL, for eleven days, on account of important 
business. 

The SPEAKER. In accordance with therule, the House is now 
in recess until 8 o’clock this evening, and the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. HopxKmns] is requested to take the chair. 





EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o’clock 
p. m., and was called to order by Mr. Hopkins as Speaker pro 
tempore. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The rule prescribing the business for Friday night sessions was 


read. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering bills 
on the Private Calendar under subdivision 2 of Rule XXVI. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole (Mr. STEELE in the chair), and proceeded to the considera- 
tion of business on the Private Calendar, in accordance with the 
special rule. 

JOHN ©. DULL. 

The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2307) to correct the naval history of John C. Dull. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, last Friday night J objected 





to this bill and asked that it be laid over. For the time being it 
was withdrawn. The gentleman who reported the bill [Mr. Day- 
TON] is here to-night; and astatement from him will probably give 
the Lease a better understanding of the bill than we had on last 
Friday night. ee. 3 

I wish to suggest that the bill if passed should be made to con- 
form to other ills of similar character by the adoption of the 
usual proviso that the passage of this act shall not entitle the 
beneficiary to any pay or allowances. At the proper time I shall 
offer such an amendment. y 

Mr. DAYTON. If the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BromwELL] 
will examine the provisions of this bill, I think he will see it is 
so framed as to obviate his objection. The desertion is claimed to 
have occurred in 1848, the date being given in the bill, and the 
discharge, by the terms of the bill, is to take effect from that date; 
so that it would be impossible for this man to receive, under this 
act,any back pay. He enlisted as a landsman at the age of 18, 
served seventeen months, and deserted in 1848, as set out in the 
bill. His term was three years. 

He is now 70 years of age. A bill of this kind passed on one 
occasion both the House and the Senate, but too late in the ses- 
sion to receive the signature of the President. It has also on one 
or two other occasions passed the Senate and the House, but not 
concurrently. This is one of the few bills of this character that 
have been recommended by the Navy Department. That De- 
partment is very careful in its recommendations of bills of this 
class, but because of this man’s age and service, away back in 
1847, the Department has recommended that the bill pass. 

The question being taken, the bill was laid aside to be favorably 
reported to the House. 


MRS. CHRISTINE C, BARNARD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 504) 
granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Christine C. Barnard. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Christine C. Barnard, widow 
of Maj. Moses J. rd, of the Voltigeurs, Company H, from the State of 


Pennsylvania, Mexican war, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per 
month, in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 


The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 


In line 9 strike out “forty” and insert “thirty;" so as to read, “‘at the 
rate of $30 per month.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be favorably reported to 


the House. 
ISABELLA G. DANIELS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


6211) granting a pension to Isabella G. Daniels, widow of Milton 


T. Daniels. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Isabella G. 
Daniels, widow of Milton T. iels, private Company A, First Massachusetts 
Cavalry, who was killed in the service of the United States June 17, 1863, and 
to pay to the said Isabella G. Daniels a pension of $30 per month, in lieu of the 
pension now being paid. 


The amendments reported by the committee were read, as fol- 
lows: 

Strike out, in lines 6,7, 8, and 9, the following: ‘“‘ Who was killed in the serv- 
ice of the United States June 17, 1863, and to pay the said Isabella G. Daniels” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “ and pay her.” ‘ 

In line 10 strike out the words “ now being paid ” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “she is now receiving.” - 

In line 9 strike out the word “thirty” and insert “twenty-four ” in lieu 


reof. 
Amend the title by inserting the words “‘an increase of” after the word 
“granting.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House. 


CHARLES A. NAZRO. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1603) 
for the relief of Charles A. Nazro. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Charles 
A. Nazro, a lieutenant in Companies F and L of the Twenty-sixth Illinois 
Infantry Volunteers, in the war of the rebellion, at the rate of $50 per month. 


Mr. PAYNE. I think the report in this case should be read, as 
the amount of pension pro to be allowed is rather large. 
The report (by Mr. SamueL W. SmirTH) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bills (6. 
1603 and H. R. 1846) to increase the pension of Charles A. Nazro, which bills 
are identical, have examined the same and the facts relating thereto, and 
ro nis Pil onate i i f $17 to $50 th th i f 

roposes to increase from o per mon © pension © 
Charles A. a of San Diego, Cal. 

This soldier has an application now pending at the Pension Bureau for an 
increase of his pension which he and his friends have been urgently pressing 
for some time, as the soldier is and for a long time has been so disabled by 
Treason of disease and disabilities incurred in the service that he is utterly 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 











unable to do any labor whatever, requires constant aid and assistance, and is 
entirely dependent upon the labor of his wife for support. The evidence 
shows that in all probability the soldier will not live more than a year or two 


at the longest. e Pension Bureau has been very dilatory in adjudicatin 
this claim, and your committee called its attention thereto and request 
prompt action before consenting to report the bill increasing the pension, to 
which increase the soldier is clearly entitled. 

Within a few days the case has been reported to the Bureau by a special 
examiner, recommending that further examination be had in three different 
States. It is not probable that the soldier will survive to reap the fruits of 
these examinations, and for this reason your committee has taken action in 
the interest of what it believes justice demands. It is not suggested that fur- 
ther examination will discredit any evidence on file. 

The —/ is a fair statement of the case as shown by the papers on file 
at the Pension Office: 

This officer served as first lieutenant and regimental quartermaster 
Twenty-sixth Illinois Volunteer Infantry, having enlisted August 29, 1861, 
and was on for disability,on tender of resignation, June 18, 1862. 
Disability, wound causing loss of sight left eye, impaired sight right eye. 

Brig. Gen. Schuyler Hamilton said: 

“In forwarding this resignation I would respectfully recommend that it 
may be granted. This officer has been exceedingly diligent and attentive to 
his duties since he joined me at New Madrid. His impaired sight, the result 
of an injury received in the service, he has now an opportunity, I am in- 
formed, of going abroad to have examined into. It certainly disqualified 
him for duty with his company.” 

This shows the origin in service of his loss of sight. The evidence tends 
very strongly to show also that as a result of his service he has suffered evel 
since with rheumatism, from which has resulted disease of heart. 

Maj. J. P. Willard testifies as follows: 

“T have known Charles A. Nazro for more than forty years. I know he 
was mustered into the Twenty-sixth Illinois Volunteer Infantry as first lieu- 
tenant, F. and 8., in the fall of 1861. On account of wounds received in the 
line of duty, at the urgent solicitation of the Army medical officers who had 
attended him, he was reluctantly obliged to resign his commission in the 
Army in the summer of 1862 and for many months place himself under special 
surgical treatment; that shortly subsequent to his military service he was 
attacked with a violent case of rheumatism and incapacitated for manual 
labor for nearly one year, his medical attendants attributing the cause of the 
disease to exposure incident to his service in the Army: that for the last 
year he has been suffering from another attack of rheumatism and at present 
is totally unable to resume his usual avocation or support his family, moving 


himself with great difficulty and pain and requiring the assistance of anat- . 


tendant.” 

Gen. Schuyler Hamilton also testifies to claimant having been attacked 
with rheumatism shortly after the service, which attack, he thinks, was due 
to exposure incident to army life. 

Dr. J. C. Underwood testifies: 

* When he came out of the Army he had rheumatism, and has suffered from 
it ever since. He is nowa complete rheumatic wreck; suffers intensely; can 
not dress and undress himself; can not get up or sit down alone. He is grad- 
ually losing sight of his re “Ts. He can not see sufficiently to read 
or do anything, although not totally blind. If he lives a year, he will be to- 
tally blind. The man is as totally disabled and helpless as aman not dead 
can be. I have no interest in this case; have not been requested by Nazro 
or anyone else to make this statement. I do it because I know it to be true.” 

In 1891 he is rated seventeen-eighteenths for loss of eye, and first grade for 
rheumatism and resulting heart disease. 

Examination February 5, 1896: 

“This claimant is so disabled from rheumatism and resulting heart disease 
as to be incapacitated for the performance of any manual labor.” 

It appears that claimant is so disabled as to require the attendance of an 
assistant and utterly unable to do any manual labor whatsoever, being en- 
tirely dependent on the labor of his wife for support. From the time of his 
wound he suffered intense pain at base of the skull and in the spine, and in 
1879 his right eye became blind also. Hoping to restore its sight, surgeons re- 
moved the wounded eye, and found embedded in the optic nerve a piece of 
metal, which had been festering there for eleven years, causing thereby the 
utter derangement of the whole nervous system. 

Claimant was a at $12.75 from date of discharge, and $17 from 
April 3, 1864, for the wound and resulting condition of his eyes. 

In view of these facts, your committee is of the opinicn that no reason ex- 
ists for any further examination in the field. Nosuspicion attaches to any 
of the evidence presented, and the soldier is entitled to have his claim 
promptly passed upon either by the Bureau or by Congress. That his blind- 
ness and general helplessness and inability to do anything for his own sup- 
port is the result of his Army service is not open to doubt. It will be noted 
that his loss of sight is the result of wounds received in the service, and this 
has been admit by the adjudications of the Pension Bureau. 

In view of these facts, your committee has no hesitation in reporting this 
bill with the recommendation that it pass. 


Mr. RAY of New York. As will be observed, this is a Senate 
bill; and I find that the Senate in describing this man’s service 
has made a mistake which we did not notice in committee, as we 
did not look at this point particularly. 

Charles A. Nazro was a lieutenant and the acting quartermaster 
of the regiment. He did not belong to any company, and the 
‘*F. and L.” are inserted wrongly. It should be ‘‘F.andS.” It 
means Charles A. Nazro, a lieutenant, field and staff of the 
Twenty-sixth Dlinois Infantry Volunteers. 

I have here the papers that show the facts. The F. andS. do 
notrefertoany company. He did not belong to Companies F. and 
L. or F. and $. Therefore I move to amend by striking out the 
words ‘‘in companies,” and also by striking out ‘‘ L.” and insert- 
ing ‘‘S.” in line 5; so that it will read ‘‘ Charles A. Nazro, a lieu- 
tenant,” field and staff, or ‘‘F. and S., Twenty-sixth Illinois In- 
fantry Volunteers.” The original papers from the Senate show 
this to be correct. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 5, after the word “lieutenant,” strike out the words “in companies;” 
and after the word “and,” strike out * L"’ and insert in lieu thereof “*S8;” so 
that it will read: “Charles A. Nazro, a lieutenant, F. and 8., of the Twenty- 
sixth [linois Infantry Volunteers.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
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MRS. MARIETTA HAYES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill & - 670) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Marietta Hayes. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Marietta Hayes, depend- 


ent mother of Watson Hayes, late a private in Company E, Sixteenth Con- 
necticut Volunteers. 


Mr. CHARLES W.STONE. Mr, Chairman, I should like to 


hear the report read. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the report. 
The report (by Mr. Henry of Connecticut) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bills (S. 670 


and H. R. 2390) granting a pension to Marietta Hayes, have fully considered 


the fame and the evidence relating thereto, and respectfully report the Sen- 
ate bill 


This bill proposes to pension at $12 per month Marietta Hayes, of Granby, 
Conn., as de pendent mother of Watson Hayes, who died April 6, 1878, as the 
result of disease contracted in the service. No one is or can be pensioned 
under existing circumstances and existing law on account of the service of 
this soldier, who served honorably as private, any E, Sixteenth Con- 
necticut Volunteers, from July 26, 1862, to June 2, 1865, and who was captured 
and confined in prison at Andersonville, where he contracted the disease, con- 
sumption, of which he died. He also had diarrhea when in the service. 

This old mother is now 74 years of age, feeble, utterly destitute of prop- 
erty or means of support, and has no one who will or who is obligated to 
support her. This mother was dependent on this son before, during, ond 
after the war, and he contributed to her support until hisdeath. She applied 
at the Pension Office, but could not obtain relief under the law, for the rea- 
son that the soldier left a widow, who, however, was never pensioned. 

Your committee are of the opinion that a mere technicality should not 
stand in the way of this claimant, who gave her son to her country at a time 
when she leaned upon him for support, and who in her old _age and poverty 
must rely on charity or the bounty of the Government. The bill is there- 
fore reported back with the recommendation that it pass. 


Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the 
chairman of the committee whether the widow referred to in that 
report is still living? 

- RAY of New York. This soldier left a widow, and for that 
reason the mother could not receive a pension. The widow has 
never been pensioned, and if she is still living, she has formed 
other relations,so that she can never be pensioned. She is not in 
any situation to support this mother. 

Mr. HENRY of >iieaeeniiiiiee Mr. Chairman, the widow remar- 

ried within six months after the death of the soldier. 

Mr. GIBSON. That was the statement before the committee, 

Mr. BROMWELL. It is not so stated in the report. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. No; but that is the fact as stated 
to the committee. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


WILLIAM H. KING. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
314) for the relief of William H. King. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to correct the naval record of William H. King, who 
served during the late war for the suppression of the rebellion on board the 
United States ships Ohio, Hunchback, and Vermont, by removing the charge 
of desertion therefrom and granting him an honorable discharge. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. PLOwMAN) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to which was referred the bill (H. R. = 
for the relief of William H. King, having carefully considered the same 
turn it tothe House witha favorable report and recommend that it vopomel. 

The facts in this case are as follows: William H. . when a mere boy, 
inspired with a feeling of loyalty to his country and anxious to devote his 
life to the defense of his nation’s flag, at the age of 15 shipped in the United 
States Navy, that when the war was over he would be discharged, 
but instead he was sent to the U. 8. receiving ship Vermont, and from there 
was drafted for the frigate Colorado to go on a foreign station. He was given 
eight days’ liberty to visit home; on reaching there he found his widowed 
mother in very feeble health, and his two older brothers, one in the Army 
and one in the Na had not returned. As the war was over, be listened to 
the appeal of his ola mother, and stayed with her instead of returning to his 
ship. His service was seven months. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this bill 
ought to carry the usual amendment—and I desire to offer it—that 
no pay or allowances shall become due or payable by reason of the 
passage of this act. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Insert at the end of line 8 the following: 

“Provided, That no poy or allowances shall become due or payable by rea- 
son of the passage of this act.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 

to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


PATRICK NADDY. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


1852) removing the charge of desertion from the naval record of 
Patrick Naddy. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, eutoe. 


ized and directed to remove the of desertion standing coqpines Petrik 
Naddy, late of the U. 8. 8. Galena, to issue tohim an honorable discharge. 


= nervous system became 
f Mark Mills and 


law for ch 





Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Mr. Chairman, how can the Sec- 
retary of War remove the charge of desertion from a naval record? 

The CHAIRMAN. It should be the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. CHARLES W.STONE. I move to amend by striking out 
the word ‘‘ War” and inserting the word ‘‘ Navy,” 

Mr. BROMWELL. Let us have the report. 

The report (by Mr. PLOwMAN) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1852) to remove the charge of desertion from the naval record of Patricix 
Naddy, having carefully considered the same, return it tothe House with a 
favorable report, and recommend that it be passed. 

The facts in the case, as shown by affidavits on file, are as follows: Patrick 
Naddy was enlisted as a boy by his father in the United States Navy on March 
19, 1862; he served on board the U. 8. S. Galena, in the James River, under 
command of Commodore John Rogers; was ordered home to Philadel hia 
in June, 1863; was sick when hereturned home and was confined to his for 
two months after his return. When he was well jenough to leave his bed, 


ae aeiee objected to his returning on account of his feeble condition of 
ea 


Mr. CHARLES W.STONE. Now I move toamend by striking 
out the word ‘‘ War” and inserting the word ‘‘ Navy.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Itisaclericalerror. The Clerk will report 
the amendment. 

The Clerk rea’ as follows: 

fn line 3, strike out the word “‘ War” and insert the word “‘ Navy.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. 
amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. I¢ does not. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I offer it, then. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Insert at the end of the bill the following: 

“ Provided, That no pay or allowances shall become due or payable by rea- 
son of the passage of this act.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


JOHN P, THOMAS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
164) granting an increase of pension to John P. Thomas. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is Seger, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of John P’ 
Thomas, late a private in Company H, Thirty-sixth Iowa Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Let us hear the re 


Mr. PAYNE, [should like to have the report read, Mr. Chair- 
man. 


The Clerk began the reading of the report (by Mr. Driggs); 
which is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
164) granting an increase of pension to John P. Thomas, have considered the 
same, and after a careful examination of the evidence on file at the Pension 
Bureau and some additional e eae particularly as to the financial condi- 
tion of the soldier, seen 7a 

This proposes to increase from $12 to $50 the of John P. =m. 
as, of Newberg, Oreg., w'! pare in Company H, hme Some 
ye eee ee heaped 8, 1862, to ugust 24, 1865, when he was oo 


ably disc 
ring. service he was prceied for rubeola, jaundice, intermittent 
vidence of aaa served 


, does that bill carry the usual 


fever, and comrades w 
with him, a whose cred e credit is not cualiionen. shows that while by the Army 
——— usly usly affected. Ho was captured at the battle 


rn prison at Tyler, Tex. 

Contitiuance of these diseases is roved. of $4 ati : 
n application, he was @ pension month un era 

y hea Soa nines Sh for increase, alleging 
pop oe ee 

oe service, and the claim was there- 


rejected. 

“Phe soldier is now drawing $12 per > under the act of Tune 27, 1890. 
He has no ae or inoome, and is wholly dependent. upon relatives for 
the care and attention absolute aired. He is 52 Rent aearer. Wheeaits is 

proved that while in 6 suffered e soldier 


Named to have contracted ae of ia in the ooreien, Git and this was ap- 
proved as yt established, bu’ y rejected on the ground - 


ca these disabilities as res 


no disability. pate Se does not Sean hold that he did not have disease of 
lungs. his comrades that he had measles in the service, 
and this is Sceuaeien by the record, and the same wi thathe 


tnesses 
— thereafter and while in the service seriously affected in his nervous sys- 
m 
They say “he trembled so that he could purely do uy Sasugthing, ” There is 
evidence ws show that this nervous trouble has affected him ever since. As 


early as August 31, 1885, he contracted in ——— —~_meereteelean 


is the Sean a of the diseases 
re is m' evidence — that hs his 1 present nervous disease 
i et tee bonded Vi oe rtiand, ries on November 


5, We tna find partial peralveie of the right lower extre ysis 
sattana of a severe grade of the right arm and hand, and he ns at ier ars 
e has noticed this nerv aera tion ever since he had the measles, 


It is conceded hat bo he is fs unable t> ie padre manual labor. November 4, 
5, the Portland (Oreg.) board said 
e has very mar. paralysis tens of right upper and lower extremi- 
ties. His hand is weak, with very little grasping power, and the arm is prac- 
ti useless to him.” 
"Paralysis agitans affecting the hole of the right side; th les of th 
me Ww: e side; the muscles of the 
right side are of contraction and relaxation, ering 





1898. 





him almost entirely helpless. He walks with diffi , and the right arm is 
entirely Jes Ip unable to Gress or undress himself and can feed himself 
onl left hand.” cs 

Th 130 the examining board at Portland was directed, “Give full descri 
tion of nervous — and probable cause of same; rate separately.” In 


Tenderness on re over sixth cervical and eighth dorsal vertebrae. 
Has paralysis agitans of all the muscles of the body, particularly involving 
the upper extremities, rendering him entirely helpless. He is not able to 
dress or feed himself, necessitating the presence of an attendant. Probable 
cause, measles, and resulting spinal irritation. Rate, $72.” 

August 3, 1992, the McMinnville (Oreg.) board said: 

‘Applicant has paralysis agitans, affecting both upper and lower extremi- 
ties to such an extent t he can not feed nor dress himself; has not becn 
able to feed himself for four years. Can not get out ofachair without assist- 
ance, neither can he sit down alone. He requires the services of an attend- 
ant constantly; can not urinate, defecate, or eat without assistance. Infact, 
this man is totally helpless and dependent from shaking palsy, and we believe 
he is entitled toa rating, $72.” 

The secretary of the Portland beard, on March 27, 1896, examined the sol- 
dier at his home and found total help requiring regular aid and 
attendance, entitling him to a rating of $72. 

The claimant, his comrades and neigh and two examining boards 
believe the to be due to measles in the service. The legal branch 
of the Office has never of the claim for nervous affection 
resulting from measles in service, but has constantly evaded the issue by 
referring the alleged resulting paralysis to the medical referee, and the 
medical Sivisions could not of course the paralysis, first found on ex- 
amination so many years after the war, as a result of measles twenty years 
jy — e mce of nervousaffection in the meantime being approved 
as egally own. 

In short, with a great abundance of 1 evidence uncontradicted, show- 
ing that the soldier had the measles while in the service, and nervous affec- 
tion immediately thereafter and substantially continuously down to the 

resent time, the ] a of the Bureau has refused to say that it 
proved that the soldier nervous affection resulting from the measles 
and that it has continued since, constantly referring this question over to the 
medical division to say whether the nervous cunbiiden resulted from the 
measles. The medical department has as often referred it back to the legal 
department to find out whether the soldier had the measles and nervous af- 
fection from that time on. As often as sent back the case would be referred 
to some m board, with the result that the examination showed the same 
conditions, = constantly Seasoning. So this i t, totally disabled, 
has been put off for years, while the Pension Bureau has been playing this 
game of shuffle and evading a decision. 7 

It is proved that the habits of this soldier were good while in the service 
and that they have been good since. There is no pretense that any trouble 
from which he suffers has resulted from vicious habits. 

It is, of course, well known to medical men, as well as to the great mass 
of mankind who know anything whatever on the subject, that measles may 
and often do produce conditions affecting the nervous system, and that this 
affection may and many times does increase and may and sometimes does 
result in the conditionin which this man is found. There is not the slightest 
pretense or suggestion that the present condition of this soldier results from 
anything aside from his army service and the diseases there contracted. 
The records show that the soldier had general debility following the measles 
in the service. Had the record said nervous debility, no one would question 
the fact that the records show nervous debility from the time he had the 
measles. Probably this is an error in the record made at the time. Atany 
rate there is a great abundance of testimony proving that he did have nerv- 
ous debility immediately following the measles which has always attended 


The papers at the Pension Office show cause—effect. The cause would 
produce the effect. The effect produced is not shown to be the result of any 
other cause. The cause shown is army service. What is the natural and 
logical conclusion? The answer is plain, that the present condition of this 
soldier is the result of his army service. 

As your committee have not the slightest doubt that the present condition 
of this soldier is the result of disease contracted by him while in the service 
of his quant} aggravated undoubtedly by his confinement in a Southern 
prison, the bill is reported back with the recommendation that it pass. 


During the reading of the report, 
Mr. BRUCKER said: I move that the further reading of the 


— be dispensed with. 
e CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the further read- 
ing of the rt will be dispensed with. 

r. PAYNE. If there is no objection, it can be printed in the 
REcorRD. 


The CHAIRMAN. It will be printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. RAY of New York. There is no objection to dispensing 
with the reading, but where we increase a pension from $12 to $50 
per month, and do it, as we believe, for good cause and based upon 
the best of reasons, I desire to have it so presented to the House 
that it will not be said at any stage of the proceedings here or at 
any time that the full reasons for our action were not presented 
to the House so that members might understand it fully. Of 
course I have no objection to dispensing with the reading, but I 
trust that no one will hereafter say that full opportunity to under- 
stand the reasons for our action was not given. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


ELLEN DAY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8299) granting a pension to Ellen Day, stepmother of Albert L 


Da . 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
—_— and —uamien $e _— = = oe —— of Een Dex. 
dependent stepmother i . late priva mpany 
Regiment Ohio Infantry, at the rate of diz per month. 


The report (by Mr. Ray of New York) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8209) granting a pension to Ellen Day, stepmother of Albert L. Day, have ex- 
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amined the same, the evidence presented and principle involved, and re- 
spectfully report: 


This bill proposes to pension. at $12 per month, Ellen Day, of Cincinnati, 


Ohio. the stepmother of Albert L. Day. 


Albert L. Day served as pesvate in Company I, First Regiment Ohio Vol- 
20, 1861, to August 9, 1862, when he was killed in 


Said Ellen Day was duly married to Berry Day, the father of said soldier, 


on the 17th day of August, 1846. The soldier was then only 18 months of age 
and had no living mother. He was only 6 years and 4 months of age when 
he enlisted. Berry Day, the father, died April 10, 1889. 


From the time of her marriage to said Berry Day down tc the time of the 


death of the soldier, Albert L. Day, said Ellen Day was a most faithful, lov- 
ing, and devoted mother to him and cared for him in every respect as her own 
son. She has never remarried, and is now upward of 70 years of age, feeble, 
very poor, and unable to work. She has been gaining a scanty living by 


sewing. 

Had the soldier been the child of thisclaimant she would be entitled, under 
the general laws, to a pension. This stepmother assumed the relation of 
mother to the child from his early infancy and performed faithfully and lov- 
ingly every maternal duty up to the time of his death; and your committee, 
after the most careful consideration and deliberation, are of the firm convic- 


tion that in justice and equity she ought to have the pension to which she 
would be entitled had the relation of mother and son actually existed. Aside 
from the mere matter of birth this relation did exist; and had not this step- 
son given his life to his country, and had not this mother cheerfully acquiesced 
in his enlistment, and had he survived, we can not doubt that he would now 


be giving a comfortable support to this stepmother in her old age. 


When it is clearly established that a stepmother is within the spirit and 


intent of the law; that she was in truth a mother to the soldier from his in- 


fancy to the time of his enlistment and is now poor and would be entitled to 
a pension but for the fact that she is not the mother by blood of the soldier, 
we think that Congressional action is warranted. The pensioning of step- 


mothers can not be justified, however, except in rare cases of great merit 


— pressing necessity, and where the relation was assumed in early child- 
ood 


Your committee has before declared the same principle in a similar case 
(Hannah Howard, Report No. 146), and report the bill back favorably with 
the recommendation that it pass when amended by inserting the words 
“and pay her a pension’ after the word “infantry,” in line 6. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the chairman 


of the committee whether there is any precedent for the proposed 


action a to this Congress? 
Mr. RAY of New York. Yes, sir; there area great many prec- 
edents, and that, too, without any limit or restriction whatever 


on such action. You will see this committee has put a limita- 


tion and restriction upon that kind of legislation. We say that 
if the soldier married his secend wife at a time when he had an 
infant child, and the new wife took charge of the infant and 
brought it up, was a kind and gentle mother, and that son went 
into the Army and served his country and lost his life, and that 
old mother is now without any means of support excepta pension, 
that she stands and ought to stand on the same footing as though 
she had been the actual mother of the child. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I would like to add that this identical bill 

sed in the Fifty-fourth Congress in the Senate and in the 

ouse, but failed to reach the President in time to receive his 
signature. 

‘The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favora- 
ble recommendation. 


LAURA E, DAVENPORT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2078) to pension Laura E. Davenport. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll of the United States the 
name of Laura E. Davenport, formerly the widow of Bernard S. Uline, de- 
ceased, late of Company D, Thirty-fourth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to hear the report 
The report (by Mr. Norton of Ohio) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2078) to pension Laura E. Davenport, have considered the same and the prin- 
ciple involved, and respectfully report: 

This bill proposes to pension, at $12 per month, Laura E. Davenport, of 
Kenton, Ohio, as the widow of Bernard 8. Uline, who served as private in 
Company D, Thirty-fourth Obio Volunteer Infantry, from July 30, 1861, to 
May 1, 1862, when he died from disabilities incurred in the service. He was 
married to this claimant October 12, 1853, and she was a faithful wife and 
gave birth toa child, the issue of such marriage. She was pensioned as the 
widow of the soldier until September 10, 1867, when she married one Ralph 
Davenport, with whom she lived until abont 1881, when she brought suit for 
absolute divorce on the grounds of gross neglect of duty, willful absence, 
s— - inhuman treatment, and the gross habitual drunkenness of said 

ven 

Ont ‘eye a decree was granted in her favor dissolving such mar- 
riage in 1882, at the February term of the court of common pleas, Hardin 
County, Ohio. She is a woman of good character, now in necessitous cir- 
cumstances, over 60 years of age, in such feeble health that she is unable to 
do any to earn a support, and has no one on whom she can rely for sup- 
port. In the estimation of your committee she is on the same footing as 
though her second husband were actually dead, and is therefore within the 
principle declared in the case of Mary J. Hart (Report No. 280), and which 
Was approved in Committee of the Whole January 28, 1898, and to which 
your committee refer for the reasons of this action. 

The bill is therefore reported back with the recommendation that it pass, 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
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JOHN FOX, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1263) for the relief of John Fox. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and instructed to change the record of John Fox, a landsman of the 
U. 8. S. Queen, so as to appear, ** Nativity, New York City, and a volunteer,” 
oe = as the record shows, to wit, “* Nativity, Montreal, Canada, and a 
substitute.”’ 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask for an explana- 
tion of this bill. It seems to be an abnormal one. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Itmerelychangesthename. The claimant 
was enlisted under one name and changed to another name. 

Mr. BROMWELL. It occurred to me, in answer to the genile- 
man’s question, that it was to naturalize a Canadian who had en- 
tered the Navy as a subject of Canada, and now he wants his 
record to show that he was a native-born citizen of the United 
States, I suppose, so that he may be eligible to election as President 
of the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. The report shows that he was born in New 
York City. There is no question about that. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


NICHOLAS GARDNER, . 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4183) granting a pension to Nicholas Gardner. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the samen of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
instructed and authorized to place on the pension roll, at the rate of $50 per 
month, the name of Nicholas Gardner, Company D, One hundred and first 
Indiana Infantry. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Let us have the report read, Mr. Chairman. 
The report (by Mr. SULLOWAY) was read, as follows: 


Your committee having carefully considered this case (H. R. 4183) and all 
the evidence bearing thereon, respectfully report: 

The bill proposes to increase from $l7 to $50 per month the pension of 
Nicholas Gardner, who served from August 18, 1862, to April 15, 1863, when 
he was honorably discharged from Company D, One hundred and first In- 
diana Volunteer Infantry. 

This soldier was pensioned at $4 per month from the date of his discharge 
to December 31, 1890, for disease of spine incurred in and due to his army 
service, when it was increased to $17 _ month for disease of spine and re- 
sulting paral sis of the left arm and leg. He is totally blind, and has been 
since 1874. eis 62 years of age and in necessitous circumstances. There is 
no person on whom he can rely for support, although he can for care. He 
has a wife and one child. 

He claimed an increase of pension on the ground of his total blindness, 
which he alleged to be due to army service, but not being able to establish 
this fact the application was necessarily denied. There is some evidence 
tending to show that the blindness a be the result of the spinal trouble 
conceded to be of service origin. He is helpless, poor, totally blind, and was 
a most faithful, brave, and loyal soldier. It isan exceptional case, meritori- 
ous in every respect, and one that can not well be reached by a general law. 
His pension should be increased to a sum sufficient tomake him comfortable. 
No patriotic citizen will consent that one of our country’s noble defenders, 
whose disabilities are not caused by his own wrongdoing, shall beg bread or 
languish in the almshouse. 

His condition is such that the general law would give him $72 per month 
were his disability traceable tohis Armyservice. So much of itis due thereto 
that we may, under the extraordinary circumstances, justly grant an increase 
to $50 per month without being accused of extravagance, and at the same 
time do a measure of justice to this old hero. 

Your committee report the bill back with the recommendation that it 

ass when amended by striking out the words “at the rate of $0 per month” 
fn lines 4 and 5, and by adding at the end of line 6 the words *‘and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $50 per month.”’ Also amend the title so that it will 
read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to Nicholas Gardner.” 

We annex certain proofs which ought to be convincing. 


STATE OF INDIANA, County cf Hamilton, ss: 
y 


In the matter of pension claim of Nicholas Gardner, late of Company D, One 
hundred and first Regiment Indiana Volunteers. 


On this 28th day of January, 1896, before me, notary public within and for 
the county and State aforesaid, personally appeared Nicholas Gardner, claim- 
ant, aged 61 years, whose post-office address is Fortville, county of Hancock, 
State of Indiana, well known to mo to be reputable and entitled to credit, 
and who, being duly sworn according to law, upon his oath declares that: I 
draw $17 a month pension on disease of spine. My spinal trouble has been 
very severe ever since I was in the United States service, same being the 
result of spinalfever. Most distressing neuralgia following, which I know 
was the result of my spinal disease. It so affected my head and eyes that 
ag years of intense suffering I lost my sight entirely, which occurred in 

874. 

Three years after total blindness my neuralgia became so intense that my 
left eyeball bursted, and four years ago an attack of neuralgia caused me to 
lose my hearing in left ear and injured myrightear. Thisneuralgiaisalways 
accompanied by the most severe and excruciating pain in my back and spine. 
I believe that the Pension Department erred when they did not give me the 
full pension under application filed September 23, 1893, as well as former ap- 

lications filed, for I know that my blindness is the result of spinal fever con- 

racted in the United States service and the result of spinal trouble indirectly, 
upon which [ drawapension of §l17a month. Inaddition to disabilitiesnamed, 
I suffer from partial paralysis of left side, which I know is the result of spinal 
trouble. I also suffer from disease of heart. All of said disabilities exist to 
the extent that Iam wholly and completely in such acondition physically that 
I can not earn one cent. 

I have no income whatever except my pension of $17 amonth. My wife 
and one child are dependent upon me for support, and I am not able to care 
for them. My condition is of such a character that I am compelled to have a 

rsonal attendant with me at all times. I believe that if treated fairly by 

Government I would be drawing a pension of $72 a month, and I most 


respectfully insist that my proof from comrades, neighbors, and a score of 
physicians, now on file in the Pension Department, warrants me in making 
this claim under my oath. I can furnish abundance of testimony corroborat- 
ing me in this position, but it would only be accumulative and would not add 
to or change the character of the testimony already filed. 

I dictate this affidavit to Josie Moore at the office of Thomas E. Boyd, in 
the town of Noblesville, Ind., without the aid of any written, printed, or oral 
statements. Josie Moore, the notary public, has carefully read the same 
over to me, and I am fully aware of its contents. 


NICHOLAS (his x mark) GARDNER. 
Witnesses: 


O. W. HENDERSON. 
WILLIAM GWINN. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 28th day of January, 1896; and I 
certify that the contents of the foregoing afiidavit were duly read and fully 
made known to affiant before making oath to the same, and that I have no 
interest in this matter; and I read this affidavit over to affiant before taking 


acknowledgment. 
[SEAL. ] JOSIE MOORE, Notary Public. 


STATE OF INDIANA, County of Hancock, ss: 


In the raatter of pension claim of Nicholas Gardner, late of Company D, One 
hundred and first Regiment Indiana Volunteers. 

_ On this 27th day of January, 1898, before me, Josephus Bills. a notary pub- 
lic within and for the county and State aforesaid, personally appeared 
Charles H. Alford, aged 26 years, whose post-office address is Fortville, county 
of Hancock, State of Indiana, well known to me to be reputable and entitled 
to credit, and who, being duly sworn according to law,upon his oath de- 
clares that Nicholas Gardner is totally blind and is afflicted with a spinal 
disease, which is a cause of great suffering at times, beginning at ninth dorsal 
vertebra and extending into the brain. The tenderness is very great over 
spine. 

This spinal affection is the probable cause of his total blindness and also of 
a defect in hearing of left ear: He has no other means of making a living 
only his pension, and is wholly dependent on that. Ihave known him for 
about ten years, and he has been blind ever since Iknew him. This is my 
written statement: in making the same I was not aided or prompted, or did 
not use any written or printed formula prepared or dictated by any other 
person not attached as an exhibit to this testimony, and I have no interest in 


this matter. 
CHAS. H. ALFORD, M. D. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 27th day of January, 1896; and I 
certify that the contents.of the foregoing affidavit were duly read and fully 
made known to affiant before making oath to the same, and that I have no 
interest in this matter; and I read this affidavit over to affiant before taking 
acknowledgment. 


[SEAL. ] JOSEPHUS BILLS, Notary Public. 


STATE OF INDIANA, County of Hancock, ss: 
In the matter of pension claim of Nicholas Gardner, late of Company D, One 
hundred and first Regiment Indiana Volunteers. 


On this 27th day of January, 1896, before me, Josephus Bills, a notary pub- 
lic within and for the county and State aforesaid, personally appeared 5S. W. 
Hervey, aged 30 years, whose post-office address is Fortville, county of Han- 
cock, State of Indiana, well known to me to be reputable and entitled to 
credit, and who, being duly sworn according to law, upon oath declares that: 
Ihave known Nicholas Gardner for three years. During this time he has 
consulted me in reference to his eyes, but I find him totaily blind; the left 
eye gone from the orbit and a dense opacity of the cornea which admits no 
light to the right. Can not tell night from day. ; 

From tests I have made he is totally deaf in left ear and hears watch six- 
eighteenths (or hears a watch at 6 inches that should be heard at 18 inches). 
Upon examination of his spine [ find extreme tenderness over all cervicaland 
dorsal vertebra. NicholasGardner is in very poor condition financially. He 
is unable to do any work and is entirely dependent upon his pension for sub- 
sistence. This is my written statement. In making same I was not aided or 
prompted, or did not use any written or printed formula prepared or dic- 
tated by any other person not attached as an exhibit to this testimony; and I 
have nointerest in this matter. 

S. W. HERVEY, M. D. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 27th day of January, 1896; and I 
certify that the contents of the foregoing affidavit were duly read and fully 
made known to affiant before making oath to the same, and that I have no 
interest in this matter; and I read this affidavit over to affiant before taking 


acknowledgment. . 
[SEAL. ] JOSEPHUS BILLS, Notary Public. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to object to 

the passage of any bill for the relief of a dependent relative or to 

relieve a soldier, but I would like to know what are the special 
reasons why this soldier can not get his pension through the Pen- 
sion Bureau; and also, too, why it is necessary, or is deemed nec- 
essary, to allow him a pension of $50 per month, when we know 
there are hundreds, thousands, aye, hundreds of thousands, per- 
haps, of applications now — that can not be allowed even 
$64 month. I donot wish the committee to understand me as 
offering persistent opposition if there is any good reason why the 
bill should pass, but I would like to know some good reason for it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I thinkI can satisfy 
the gentleman. His inquiry is a very proper one. I have the 
honor to know Nicholas Gardner personally, and can testify from 
my personal observation as to the fact of his physical condition as 
stated in the report. I also know from testimony of a most credit- 
able character that he has a wife and one child, and that he is 
absolutely penniless, having nothing on earth except his present 
pension of $17 a month to live upon. ; ‘ 

Now, with respect to his efforts to obtain a pension, the facts are 
these. I may say, however, that his army record is not disputed. 
It is excellent, and he has an honorable discharge. This soldier 
did not rush posthaste to obtain a ea: His application was 
made first in 1874 for a pension under the old law. The applica- 
tion was based upon nervous and spinal trouble. He claimed at 
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ime that the total blindness which then existed was the re- 
ae oP that trouble, which trouble was incurred in line of duty. 

That ion claim hung from 1874 to 1888 before he got 
any decision from the Pension Office. They then granted hima 

nsion of $4a month for this nervous or spinal trouble, he hay- 
ing proved very clearly that that was traceable to military serv- 
ice, but denied him any pension for his blindness on the ground 
that that had not been traced to military service. The matter ran 
on for several years until he became paralyzed in his right side. 
Both the upper and lower limbs were involved, and then he ap- 

lied for an increase of pension on the ground of his increased 
Fisability and also on the ground of blindness. He was granted 
an increase to $17 a month, but again the blindness was rejected 
as a ground for pension. : 

The matter ran on for two or three years more, and he again 
applied for an increase on the ground of blindness, and was again 
rejected. Now, in every application he made there was the 
strongest kind of evidence, not only by the affidavits of his com- 
rades, but also from the reports of the local examining boards and 
by affidavits of physicians, that his blindness was the result of the 
nervous trouble and spinal trouble that was proven to have been 
contracted in the line of duty. Notwithstanding all this, there 
being some evidence to the contrary, the Department seems to 
have adopted a very strict rule of construction against him, and 
the pension for blindness was denied. 

Now, this bill was introduced in the last Congress and a favor- 
able report was had from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, but 
no opportunity was ever had to call it up in Committee of the 
Whole. There is a great mass of papers in the Pension Office 
bearing upon the question whether his blindness was traceable to 
his service in the Army. I took them up myself one day, but they 
baffled careful examination on account of their voluminous char- 
acter. I did, however, find the findings of a local board, in which 
they stated that the soldier’s blindness was due to this nervous 
trouble, and an affidavit or so to that effect. 

When this bill was —_— before the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions in the last Congress, Mr. Kirkpatrick, a gentleman of 
the highest character and ability, no longer a member of Congress, 
then a member of the committee, examined the subject and went 
through the papers and made avery brief report. 1 now ask that 
this report be read from the Clerk’s desk, and gentlemen will see 
that there was the strongest kind of evidence in these papers show- 
ing that there had been an error in the Pension Department, and 
the very strongest evidence to show that the blindness of Mr. 
Gardner was due to disabilities received in the service. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Mr. Chairman, I know something about this 
case, and I think the evidence is satisfactory, and I hope the bill 
will * laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman from Indiana will par- 
don me, I think he misunderstood the question of the gentleman 
from rere VANDIVER]. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. He wanted to know why there 
was not some relief granted from the Pension Office. It was be- 
cause the construction there was too rigid against the soldier. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Ishould like to hear the report read that the 
gentleman from Indiana referred to. 

The report (by Mr. Kirkpatrick) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4201) granting a pension to Nicholas Gardner, after careful consideration of 
the evidence, respectfully report: 

Nicholas Gardner is pensioned under the general law at $17 per month for 
disease of spine and resulting paralysis of left arm and leg. In addition tothe 
disabilities for which he is pensioned, he is totally blind, one eye being en- 
tirely gone and there being complete opacity of the cornea of the other ore. 
He also has some impairment of hearing, and he claims that these troubles 
are due to the spinal disease and paralysis. f \ 

The examining board, when he was last examined, said: ‘‘The blindness 
and deafness are probable results of the nervous disease."’ There is other 
medical evidence to the same effect, but the medical officers of the Pension 
Office decline to accept the blindness and deafness as results. If the connec- 
tion were shown to the satisfaction of the Pension Office officials he would 
receive $72 per month. 

In the opinion of this committee the blindness of this man is probably due 
to his army service, but since it is not absolutely certain, in view of his ter- 
rible condition from disease of spine, paralysis, and total blindness, and the 
fu~ her fact that he is poor and wholly dependent on his pension for support 
it 1s recommended that the bill do with an amendment striking out all 
after the name “Gardner,” in line 5, and adding “late a private in Company 
D, One hundred and first Indiana Infantry.” 


Mr. VANDIVER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I think it has not 
been shown clearly, at least, why this claimant is unable to get a 
reasonable pension through the regular channels provided. It 
seems to me that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. JoHNsoN] in 
making this explanation, by implication at least, makes a pretty 
severe reflection upon the Pension Bureau in this, that they have 
rejected a worthy claim, and rejected it on the ground that the 
disability is not due to army service, but some other cause. It is 
true that the committee has reported that this blindness is prob- 
ably due to another disease which has been traced to army service. 

he gentleman from Indiana has also stated that on three differ- 
sat occasions this pensioner has applied for an increase of pension, 





and is now drawing $17 per month. After three distinct trials 
and rejection of his application, it is now recommended that he be 
pensioned at the rate of $50 per month. 

Now, I seriously doubt the propriety of establishing such a prec- 
edent as that unless it can be followed out in all other cases. I 
know a number of cases within the range of my observation of 
old soldiers equally as dependent, equally as noble, blind, deaf, 
totally disabled, and yet, through some lack of evidence, are not 
able to secure a pension of $6 a month. 

Now, it seems to me, it would be better policy for this Govern- 
ment to pursue if those who are already drawing some pension, 
such pensions, for instance, as $17 per month—at least enough to 
keep them alive—should wait until those who have not been able 
to get any pension have had an opportunity to get enough to hold 
bod and soul together. [Cries of “Vote!” ‘* Vote!”] 

r. NORTON of Ohio. Mr. Chairmar, I hope that gentlemen 
will withhold their cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!” fora moment or two. 
This is the first time I have spoken in regard to these pension 
matters; and being upon the Committee on Invalid Pensions, I 
feel that I have a right to answer some of the remarks which have 
been made here. 

Your difficulty, Mr. Chairman and members of the House, in 
regard to pensions will continue so long as your Pension Depart- 
ment is conducted under the present law and the present rules. 
Just so long as you continue your senseless laws and your sense- 
less rules you will drive men to this House begging for relief. 
You are compelling men who were as good soldiers as ever entered 
the field to stand rejected at the Pension Office. They are abso- 
lutely unable to secure pensions except through the intervention 
* Congress, for the reason that you demand proof which never can 

ven. 

ore than this, members on the other side of the House and on 
this side are constantly calling attention to the fact that pensions 
are denied in certain cases because of certain decisions of a med- 
ical board, which decisions it is impossible to have reviewed. 
Men who use more jackass sense than reason return to the De- 
partment of the Interior the curt answer: *‘ We refuse to review 
ourdecision.” Thisistheir answer, no matter what new evidence 
may be laid before them. 

ou can send a man to the penitentiary upon circumstantial 
evidence; you can hang a man on that character of evidence in 
every State of this Union that permits capital punishment; but a 
soldier who served for three years in the war must fail in his 
application for a pension unless he can prove his case, not by cir- 
cumstantial evidence, but by the direct evidence of two or more 
comrades and one commissioned officer. This requirement of 
the evidence of a commissioned officer is another disgrace to 
civilization; because, as I believe, a private is as likely to swear 
to the truth as any man who ever wore epaulettes, no matter who 
he may be. Unless this direct evidence of two or more comrades 
and one commissioned officer can be procured, the soldier must 
have his application for pension rejected. 

I hope no gentleman on this floor will raise any quibbling objec- 
tion in this case. Let this bill gothrough. If we can not rectify 
all the cases where injustice has been committed, let us do justice 
wherever we can. Let us repair the injustice to this man at least 
and to every other man who can show as clean a record. 

All day long to-day I have sat here and seen how members here 
have assassinated the rules passed by the House in the interest of 
the soldiers and how time which ought to have been devoted to 
the consideration of their cases has been given to useless and fool- 
ish discussion. 

I have not to-day opened my mouth; but I give warning now 
and here that if on the Fridays which are devoted by the rules to 
the consideration of matters of this kind the time of the House 
is to be consumed in filibustering, we may as well have filibus- 
tering at nightas in the daytime. We come here willing to work 
for the soldier. I am here ready to vote for any reasonable and 
decent bill, and I will vote for bills which make even a fair show 
of being reasonable and decent, because I know that they are not 
permitted to exercise reason in the Pension Department. [Ap- 
plause. | 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Chairman, I can not permit re- 
flections upon the administration of the Pension Bureau of this 
Government without entering my protest, which I do most em- 
phatically. At some proper moment I shall present to this House 
figures showing the administration of the Pension Office since 
Mr. McKinley became Chief Magistrate of this great country as 
compared with the administration of that office under the recent 
Democratic régime. I will give you that exhibit at some proper 
time. I shall not take time now. 

I do not wish to excite discussion or engender feeling. I have 
said to-day on the floor of the House, and I repeat, that mistakes 
are made at the Pension Bureau many times to the detriment of 
worthy old soldiers. But at the same time we must remember, 
gentlemen of the House, that all through the country there has been 
raised a hue and cry complaining of frauds in the administration 
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of affairs in the Pension Bureau, complaining that hundreds and. 
thousands of cases without merit have received favorable consid- 
eration in that office; that soldiers and widows by the score who 
ought not to receive pensions are drawing them. 

Hence, Mr. Chairman, it is incumbent upon gentlemen having 
charge of the Pension Bureau to proceed with great care and cau- 
tion in the administration of the pension laws. An honest man 
may apply to-day for a pension with honest testimony to back 
up his application. At the same time a dishonest man may apply 
with evidence backing up his case. How is the Commissioner of 
Pensions to determine which is the honest man and which the 
rogue? 

As a rule, the bigger the scoundrel the fairer appears his evidence 
upon its face, because he is skilled in the business of prepari 
evidence in plausible form and will have hiscase arranged in suc 
a@ manner as to carry conviction; whereas the honest man, relying 
upon the justice of his claim, pays very little attention to the form 
in which it is gotten up. Hence the case of an honest man is fre- 
quently presented in an inartificial form; and because error is 
made in the preparation of the case (through no fault of the ap- 
plicant) he may be and often is denied a pension; so that a wrong 
is done him, not because he has not a good case, but because the 
man who prepared the papers has made errors, while at the same 
time the rogue goes through with flying colors. 

The Commissioner of Pensions and all the men charged with 
the administration of the pension laws have learned how easy it 
is for them to be imposed upon. Hence in all these cases they 
proceed with the greatest caution; hence they require evidence of 
a perfectly satisfactory character; hence they send out to verify 
the truth of the various statements presented. 

Hence it is that delays arise. It is also necessary, Mr. Chair- 
man, in the administration of these laws, that they apply strict 
rules of evidence, in order that that which they act upon may be 
such as is worthy of credit, in order that they may guard against 
frauds and perjury. Did you not read the other day of a pension 
agent out in one of the Western States, a man of good reputation, 
who partially destroyed the seal of a notary long dead, who had 
secured dozens of pensions through the use of suchseal and through 
fraud and perjury? 

Now, there is not a man within the sound of my voice, there is 
not a lover of liberty and of his country anywhere in the United 
States, who wants an unjust pension granted. Then, do not let 
us find fault with the administration of the Pension Department. 
Let us give them credit for the good they do, and when we find 
an error let us call their attention to it, and if they will not cor- 
rect it, then it is time for the Congress of the United States to 
take the matter in hand and correct the error. 

his we can do, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, 
without indulging in any abuse of any man or men connected with 
the administration of the pension laws of the United States. They 
are trying todotheirduty. Theyaredoingtheirduty. They have 
formulated rules and regulations to govern the disbursement of 
about $148,000,000 of the people’s money, which goes to the old 
soldiers and to their widows and orphans. Is there any man on 
the Republican side of this House who wants lax rules, who wants 
a lax administration of the pension laws of the United States? I 
think not. 

The man who indulges in unjust criticism of the Bureau, the 
man who advocates a lax administration of those laws, the man 
who would see the money that goes into the Treasury of the 
United States, and that belongs to the whole people, scattered to 
undeserving places will not hold a place within these halls of leg- 
islation for any great length of time. 

The eyes of the people are upon us. They want us to do our 
duty and our whole duty. They want us to take care of the old 
soldier, the soldier’s widow, and the soldier’s minor child, but in 
doing it they want us to exercise care and discretion, to see to it 
that the generous hand of this great Government is only extended 
to those who are worthy to grasp it. That isalllask. That is 
what the Committee on Invalid Pensions desire, and that is what 
that committee will undertake to secure. 

The Pension Department, and the officers of that Department, 
are trying to execute the law justly. Then, I say, it is beneath 
us, and I say it with all due respect to my friend from Ohio, it is 
beneath any gentleman on either side of this House to come here 
and complain of the administration of that office, when its officers 
are doing their best to guard against fraud and to see that the 
money of the people goes only to the pockets of those who merit 
it, those who justly deserve it. There are hundreds of cases un- 
der consideration every day, and many pensions are being granted 
or increased every day. Let us support the Bureau in its every 
effort to administer the law wisely, and not seek to bring it into 


— 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I am again greatly sur- 
prised. ink surprises come to us day by day, more rapidly 
and more giaring each day. When I look at the chairman of the 
Invalid Pensions Committee and see that broad, expansive brow, 


and that patriotic holding up of the hand as he declares his love for 
the soldier, I wonder that his com ion is so small as not to 
understand the English language. I did not make any charge 
against the Committee on Invalid Pensions or the Administration, 

So far as the head of this Government is concerned, his soldier 
record needs no defense from myself or you. I know President 
reagan I know his heart warms to the soldier, and he was as 
true a soldier as ever donned the uniform or the garb of an Amer- 
ican soldier, and the man who insinuates that I undertake to 
criticise him in regard to this matter insinuates that which is 
uncharitable and unwarrantable from anything that I have said, 

Mr. RAY of New York. Oh, I did not mean to say that. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Neither have I said, Mr. Chairman, 
one derogatory word against the Commissioner of Pensions. What 
Linveighed against, sir, was the law. What I inveighed against 
was the rule. I have had as much courtesy from the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions as any man. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Then let me say to the gentleman 
that I entirely misunderstood him, because I understood him to 
be inveighing, not against the law, but against the administration 
of the law at the Pension Bureau, and I am very glad to withdraw 
anything I said. 

r. NORTON of Ohio. Once before on this floor, in making a 
defense of the rights of the men who were pensioners from dis- 
abilities received between 1861 and 1865—and not the men under 
the law of 1890, because that is as easy as anything can be—in 
undertaking to get some rights here upon this floor, some recog- 
nition of the rights of the men who can not prove their cases, I 
was even charged with insulting my comrades. 

The moment I speak against the wrong and the outrage to the 
men who served from three to five years in the field, that moment 
some politician must be stirred with an attack of patriotism only 
within his ideas, not within his heart, and charge me that I am 
inveighing against the soldier, against the Department, and 
against the Administration. I say here, and I say now, that so 
long as you undertake to compel an applicant to furnish the evi- 
dence of two comrades as to the time when and place where, in 
the line of duty, the soldier received the injury or the disease, so 
long as he can only be pensioned upon such testimony, so long as 
you hold to that senseless rule, that long you are doing injustice 
to the soldiers of the land. 

Iam aeneing for them. I am not talking politics, for I am 
above politics — this question; and if I were not, I would not be 
deserving of a place upon this floor, Mr.Chairman. And no man 
has ever dared charge it to me anywhere on God’s earth except 
upon the floor of Congress, where the rules and immunities and 
courtesies would compel me to be at least modest when I say that 
if he did = it of me, he lied in his throat. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Mr. Chairman, I just have this word to say: 
Inasmuch as we have got into this discussion, I want to add my 
testimony to that of the last gentleman speaking, as well as to that 
of the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions [Mr. Ray 
of New York], that I believe our Pension Department, by its head 
and its subordinates, are doing the best they can. I have been 
courteously treated in every case, and there have been numbers of 
cases; but I wish to take advantage of this opportunity to say that 
I believe one of the recent rules of the Commissioner, which under 
all circumstances denies a rehearing to an old soldier's clai:n for 
twelve months after it has been once passed upon, should be modi- 
fied, or great injustice will result. 

And now, without taking further time, I wish to make a re- 
quest of the members here, in view of what took place this 
afternoon. Let us get through, as a Committee of the ole, b 
a quarter after 10, and take the last fifteen minutes to go b 
into the House and act upon what we have done here to-night and 
clear up the Calendar, keeping our work close up te the commit- 
tee all the time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendments rec- 
ommended by the committee. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


EUNICE TAYLOR. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
90) granting a pension to Eunice Taylor. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and dirccted to place on te roll, at the rate of $12 per 
month, the name of Eunice Taylor, a tal nurse during the civil war. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendment: 

after the word “roll,” strike out the words “at the rate of $12 


In line 4, 
month” and insert in lieu thereof the words “and pay her a pension at 
rate of $12 per month.” 


Mr. PAYNE. I call for the reading of the report. 





















1898. 


The report (by Mr. Mrers of Indiana) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
90) ting a pension to Eunice Ta lor, ‘ully report: 

his bill poses to pension at $12 a month Eunice seen who served as 
a nurse with and in the Union pray during the war of the rebellion from 
January 1 to June 19, 1865,a period of five months and eighteen days, and who 
also served in addition thereto as a nurse at the brigade hospital at Union 
Mills and Centerville, Va., between seven and eight months in the latter part 
of the 1862 and the first of the year 1863, and whose services were very 
valuable and rendered at a time when they were actually needed. 

This lady is now advancing in years and needy. She is totally disabled, 
one side being completely paralyzed, and she has no property or income 
whatever and no person upon whom she can rely for support. 

She filed a claim for a under the act of August 5, 1892, on the 24th 
day of Av:gust, 1892, but claim was rejected in May, 1893, on the ground 
that “the only service recognized by the War Department and paid for was 
the five st & and eighteen days from January 1 to June 19, 1865,” and hence 
the claimant did not render six months’ se and has no title to pension 


consequence. 
™ This ontion wasadhered toin the rejection dated July 11,1893. The records 
of the War Department show that she served under authority recognized b 
the War Department from January 1 to June 19, 1865, and that she was pai 
for such service. It is also shown by the testimony of Assistant Surgeons 
Pierre D. Peltier and Charles 8. Hoyt, of the One hundred and twenty-sixth 
New York Volunteers, that the claimant was a nurse at the brigade hospital 
at Union Mills and Centerville, Va., for about seven or eight months in the 
last of 1862 and firstof 1863, employed by Acting Brigade Surgeon Fletcher M. 
Hammond. y state that they were present at the time, and Dr. Peltier 

s he had supervision of the hospital. 

hese men are shown by the records to have been assistant surgeons of 
the One hundred and twenty-sixth New York Volunteers during the period 
covered by their affidavits and in a position to know the facts to which they 
have ed. Fletcher M. Hammond, One hundred and twenty- 
sixth New York Volunteers, is shown by the muster rolls of that iment 
to have been present surgeon in chief, Third e, from December 31, 1863. 
It is also shown by first-class testimony that in addition she actually rendered 


several months’ service as a nurse in the brigade hospital under the direction 
of the surgeons. 


The rejection of this claim was based upon the mere technicality that she 
only served five months and eighteen days under authority —— by the 
War Department. Had she served six full months under su —— 
authority she would be entitled to her pension under the act of August 5, 1892. 
As this lady has exhausted her remedy at the Bureau, and itis not disputed 
that sho rendered service as a nurse under the authority and directionof the 
su ns in charge of the brigade hospitals, in addition to that recognized by 
the War Department, it is clear that she is within the intent and spirit of the 
law, and that she oaget to be pensioned the same as Saas her whole service 
of more than a year had been under aaa recognized by the War Depart- 
ment. All her service was of equal merit and advantage to the Union cause. 

Your committee therefore report the bill back with the recommendation 
that it pass when amended as follows: In lines 4 and 5 strike out the words 
“at the rate of $12 per month,” and at the end of line 6 add the words “and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to take this occasion 
to say in r to the contention between the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. BropERIcK] and myself this afternoon with reference 
to the effect of granting a discharge to Robert Kennish I find on 
examination that the gentleman from Kansas was right and I was 


wrong. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was pee to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
JOSEPH P. PATTON. 


Mr. HENRY of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I want to call up 
Calendar No. 120, that was passed over last Friday night. 

Mr. GIBSON. Regular order. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. It was passed over then because some 
one wanted to look at it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (HL. R. 1803) for the relief of Joseph P. Patton. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to correct the record of the War De ent in case of 
Joseph P. Patton, late first lieutenant of Company C, Fifth Regiment of Ohio 
Volunteer Cavalry, by revoking the order of his dismissal and granting him 
an honorable yo wet the to date September 21, 1864. 


Mr. BROMWELL. Let us have the report on that, Mr. Chair- 
man. 
The Mand pe eeded to read the report. 
Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman who asked the 
reading of ae will allow me, I will state the case so that, 
I think, there will be no objection to it; and the report is quite 
long. The bill was over on account of an objection at the 
last meeting. 1t passed both Houses unanimously in the Fifty- 
fourth Congress. He was serving at Chattanooga and was or- 
dered to Memphis, Tenn. In going overland he was guilty of a 
technical offense. En route he took a sutler’s wagon with two 
mules hitched to it. 
is horses, having undergone the siege at Chattanooga, were 
mere skeletons, so that they could not carry the baggage; and this 
sutler lent him the mules to carry the baggage. The horses they 
were riding were broken down. They captured two small mules, 
able to ull the wagon, but were unable to carry the soldiers. 
The eutliees took the mules from the sutler’s wagon and rode 
them, and they in turn were broken down. 
When they got to Montgomery he sold these small mules and 
ve the proceeds to the sutler, having broken his mules down. 
e@ was a with having improperly disposed of Government 
pee ad is all shown in the evidence. The court found 
technically guilty of an offense, but the Judge-Advocate-Gen- 
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eral and the Secretary of War both disapproved the sentence, and 
the Secretary of War ordered his release from arrest and restora- 
tion to duty. The bill restores him and gives him an honorable 
discharge. I knowthe man well. He is very poor, he has a fam- 
ily, and he needs, of all things, an honorable discharge, and I 
nego ee will be no objection. 

. BROMWELL. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Indiana whether this is one of the bills that we have the right to 
consider under the rule at Friday night sessions? 

Mr. STEELE. There has been no question raised on that point. 

Mr. BROMWELL. If the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PAYNE] will take the chair, I will raise that question. 

Mr. STEELE. I have made my statement. 

Mr. STEELE resumed the chair. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Now, Mr. Chairman, I raise that question. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I beg to state that I raised 
that question last Friday night, but upon a personal explanation 
of my friend from Indiana { Mr. SreeLe] that this was a desery- 
ing case, I told him I would not raise the question. 

r. BROMWELL. I will not raise the question, out of respect 

to the Chair, who seems to be interested in this case. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


ELWIN A. SCUTT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2246) to increase the pension of Elwin A. Scutt. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the general pension laws, the name of Elwin A. Scutt, late 
a private in Company I, One hundred and fifty-first Regiment New York 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension of $30 per month, in lieu of the 
pension now received by him. 


Mr. BROMWELL and Mr. PAYNE. Letus have the report. 
The report (by Mr. CasTLE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred Honse bill 2246, 
have carefully examined the same, and respectfully report: 

This bill as amended proposes to increase the pension of Elwin A. Seutt, 
of ae late a private in Company I, One hundred and fifty-first 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, from $8 to $24 per month. 

win A. Scutt served from August 29, 1864, to July 7, 1865, in Company E, 
Sixty-fourth New York Volunteers, and in Company I, Eleventh Veteran 
Reserve Corps. He received in battle a gunshot wound of the right foot, for 
which he is now pensioned under the general law at $83 permonth. — 

He claimed injury to the right shoulder and left hip. received while in the 
trenches and in the presence of the enemy, and which he produced evidence 
to show was caused the falling of a heavy timber upon him, and which 
was displaced from its position by a cannon ball or shell fired from the 
enemy’s lines. Evidence is on file with the committee to substantiate this 
claim. His claim for this injury was, however, rejected by the Pension Bu- 
reau. He was rated at $12 for the wound of foot, but this was allowed at $8 


only. 

= committee, after careful consideration of the evidence, have arrived 
at the conclusion that he did receive a severe injury to the right shoulder 
and left hip while in the service and in the line of duty, and that he has been 
and now is seriously disabled by reason thereof. The soldier is needy and 
incapacitated from labor by reason of these wounds to such an extent that in 
fairness and justice he should have a substantial increase of pension, and in 
view of the evidence produced your committee believes that an increase to 
$24 is only just. 

We annex hereto affidavits of comrades showing that the injuries to the 
shoulder and hip were actually received by the soldier while in the service 
and in the line of duty in front of what was known as Fort Hell. 

The bill is therefore reported back with the recommendation that it pass 
when amended as follows: In line 8 strike out the word “thirty ” and insert 
in lieu thereof the word “ twenty-four.” 


STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, County of Cambria, ss: 


James C. Cramer, ar duly sworn according to law, deposes and says 
that while serving as a soldier in ues E, One hundred and forty-eighth 
Pennsylvania Volunteers, during the latter part of November, 1864, he met a 
comrade in the intrenchments near Fort Rice, in front of Petersburg, Va.,. 
who had just been injured in the shoulder and leg, or hip, by being strnck 
by a piece of timber that had been knocked from the breastworks by a shell 
or shot from the enemy’s guns; that from the conversation that passed be- 
tween them he learned that the injured comrade was a member of the 
Sixty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteers, that had recently left its 
—— near by, and further that he had been previously wounded in the 
oot, from the result of which he was unable to go with his regiment, and 
had thus taken refuge in the earthworks where seen by this deponent; 
and this ~ -- further says that he has reason to believe, and does be- 
lieve, that Elwin A. Scutt, now of Imlay City, Mich., is the identical person 
mentioned herein. 
JAMES C. CRAMER. 

STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, County of Cambria, ss: 

Before me, the subscriber, a notary public and pension notary, personally 
came the above-named James C. Cramer, who made oath in due form of law 
to the truth of the above statements. 

Witness my hand and notarial seal, at Johnstown, said county and State, 


this 7th day of March, 1888. 
[SEAL.]} A. MONTGOMERY, Notary Public. 
AUSTIN, Pa., January 19, 1888. 
Mr. Scurr. 


DzaR COMRADE: Having seen your name in the National Tribune, refer- 
ring to the circumstance of your getting hurt by a log falling on you from 
the breastworks in front of Fort Hell, being knocked therefrom by a rebel 
shot—I did not see the transaction, but heard my company comrades talking 
about it. Being over twenty-two years since, I can not call to memory all 
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the comments made on the comrade’s getting shot with a log. 
was not far from yours at that time. 
I remain, yours in F., C., and L., 
FRANK REYNOLDS 
Company E, Fourth New York Heavy Artillery, 
First Division, Second Corps. 

[Pension certificate No. 51509. Elwin A. Scutt, private, Company I, One hun- 

dred and fifty-first New York Volunteers; private, Company E, Sixty- 

fourth New York Veteran Volunteers. | 


LANSING, Micu., February 11, 1896. 
STATE OF MICHIGAN, County of Ingham, ss: 


In relation to the above-entitled claim for pension, I hereby certify, under 
oath, as follows, to wit: On or about November 29, 1864, in the intrenchments 
in front of Petersburg, Va., while serving as a private in Company E, Sixty- 
fourth Regiment New York Veteran Volunteers, I received an injury temy 
right shoulder and left hip in the following manner: The Union troops in the 
immediate vicinity were engaged in an artillery skirmish with the enemy, 
when a shot from the latter’s guns dislodged a log from our breastworks, 
which in falling came in contact with my right shoulder, crushing me to 
the earth, thereby injuring both my shoulder and hip, from the effects of 
which I am suffering total disability for the performance of manual labor. 

At the time of receiving this injury, being temporarily absent from my 
command, and having been taken directly to the hospital at City Point and 
never returning to my former regiment (Sixty-fourth New York), and not 
having any acquaintance with the comrades among whom I was when injured, 
Ihave been unable to produce sufficient evidence of incurrence to satisfy the 
demands of the Pension Bureau. and owing to the death of some, the un- 
known whereabouts of others, the great length of time that has elapsed, and 
my intention to produce only truthful evidence, I can not furnishany better 
testimony than that already filed. 

ELWIN A. SCUTT. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this llth day of February, 1896; and I 
further certify that I am acquainted with said deponent, Elwin A. Scutt, and 
believe him to be truthful and veracious, and that credence should be given 


to his statements. 
[SEAL. ]} GEO. C. PRESLEY, Notary Public. 


[Certificate No. 51509. Elwin A. Scutt, private Company I, One hundred and 
fifty-first New York Infantry; private Company E, Sixty-fourth New York 
Infantry; private Company I, Eleventh Veteran Reserve Corps. ] 


LANSING, Micu., December 10, 1895. 


Enlisted August 31, 1862. Wounded by gunshot in right ankle November 
29, 1863, at battle of Locust Grove, Va. (Pensioned for said wound at $8 per 
month.) Discharged by reason of said wound February % 

Reenlisted August 29, 1864. Received an injury to right shoulder and left 
hip in the following manner: Was in the intrenchments “in front of Peters- 
burg” Sane an artillery bombardment. A shot or shell from the enemy's 
guns knocked a piece of log from the top of the breastworks on me, which 
caused the injuries from which I am nowsuffering tothe extent of total dis- 
ability for the performance of manual labor. 

At the time of receiving this injury I was suffering from the effects of my 
old wound, which had a broken out, and was not with my regiment, 
which had, during the preceding night, changed its position, leaving me in 
camp alone, and in the morning I sought the shelter of the breastworks, and 
Was among strangers—when injured—who sent me to the hospital, from 
which I was subsequently transferred to the Veteran Reserve Corps without 
returning to my command, which is the cause of my inability to furnish suf- 
ficient evidence to satisfy the Pension Department of the justness of my 
claim for additional pension. 

The Pension Commissioner, however, acknowledged the receipt of suffi- 
cient testimony and evidence to show that my disability is total, and that 
under the “dependent pension bill” I would be entitled to $12 per month. 

Knowing that I am justly entitled to at least four times that amount, and 
have been for the last twenty years, Ican not humiliate myself to make an- 
other application through the Pension Bureau; hence my appeal to Congress 
to do justice to me. 

Lhave a copy of an original affidavit of a comrade who saw me immedi- 
ately after I wasinjured. The original should be on file in the Pension Office. 
It is the only one I have been able to produce. 

1 have the honor to be, gentlemen, 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


ELWIN A. SCUTT. 
The COMMITTEE ON INVALID PENSIONS. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


SAMUEL L. BUSICK, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1089) to grant a pension to Samuel L. Busick. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and_hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel L. 
Busick, a teamster in quartermaster’s department, and grant him a pension 
of $12 per month, for wounds received in battle. 


Mr. BROMWELL. Let us have the report. 
The report (by Mr. WARNER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1089) granting a pension to Samuel L. Busick, have carefully considered the 
same, and respectfully report: 

This bill proposes to pension, at $12 per month, Samuel L. Busick, of Be- 
ment, who served as teamster and private soldier and was wounded in battle. 

The evidence on file in support of the bill shows that Samuel L. Busick is 
55 years old; that he was regularly oe by the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment of the United States Army at St. Louis, Mo.,in February, 1864, as a 
teamster and sent to Little Rock, Ark.; that while acting asateamster in that 

rt of the Army commanded by General Steele on the Red River, in 1864, his 

m was captured and he was placed in the ranks of an infantry regiment, 
in which he fought as a private soldier in three engagements with the enemy, 
in one of which en ments he received a —— wound in his u r right 
arm, which has disabled him from performing more than one-half the labor 
he otherwise would have been able to perform; that he contracted rheuma- 
tism in the service, from which he is still suffering, and that he was honor- 
ably discharged as a teamster from the service on the 13th day of Septem- 
ber, 1864. He has no pensionable status at the Bureau, and the committee 


My company | respectfully recommend that the bill do 
the word “pay” in lieu of the word * grant,” in line 6. 





when amended by inserting 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to, 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. 


SARAH A, BLAZER. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


1944) to grant a pension to Sarah A. Blazer. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby: 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah A. Blazer, widow of 
Jacob Blazer,a member of Captain West's company of Tennessee Volunteers 
in the Indian wars, at the rate of $8 a month from the date of her original 
application for a pension as such widow. 


Mr. SOUTHARD. Let us have the report, Mr. Chairman. 
The report (by Mr. Sts) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1944) 


poates a pension to Sarah A. Blazer, have considered the same, and respect- 
a 


rt as follows: 
imant is the widow of Jacob Blazer, who is shown by the records 


Thee 


of the Treasury Department to have served for twenty-four days in Captain 
West's company, First Tennessee Volunteers, Indian war, 1836, and that in 
addition to that service he was paid for seven and one-half days of travel to 
and from place of rendezvous. 


Mrs. Blazer filed a claim for pension under the Indian war act of July 27, 


1892, but the same was rejected on the ground that her deceased husband did 
not serve the r 


uisite thirty days required by that act. The time spent in 


travel was not allowed by the Pension Bureau in fixing the period of service; 


otherwise her claim would have been granted. 


The claimant married the soldier in 1859, and she is now about 65 years 
old. She was the soldier’s second wife. He was pensioned during his life- 
time as the dependent father of a late war soldier, who was born of the first 


marriage. 

_ All of the above facts are fully shown in the Pension Office papers; and in 
view of the fact that the claimant is in needy circumstances, and there ae 
several precedents for the _—— l lation, your committee recommen 
the poange < Se bill with an amendment striking out all after the word 
“month,” in line 8. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


WILLIAM WARNER, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1306) increasing the pension of William Warner to $72 a month. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the ae 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Warner, late a pri- 
vate of Company I, Eleventh Regiment Wisconsin Infantry, at $72 a month, 
which shall be in lieu of all other pensions granted him. 


Mr. ARNOLD. Mr. Chairman, let us have the report. 
The report (by Mr. Ray of New York) was read, as follows: 


Your committee having had under consideration the bill (H. R. 1306) pro- 
posing to increase the pension of William Warner, and having examined a 
vast amount of evidence in the case, respectfully report: 

This bill as amended proposes to increase the — of William Warner, 
of Hopkinton, Iowa, late Company I, Eleventh Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 
teer Infantry, from $12 to $50 per month. 

William Warner served as a private in Company I, Eleventh Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, from October 29, 1861, to January 10, 1865. 
when he was honorably discharged. 

This soldier participated in the campaigns in the West and South and was 
subjected to much hardship and to many hard marches in and about Vicks- 
burg and that vicinity, and became sick and was left in hospital because of 
such disability. He suffered most at the time from diarrhea, but also suf- 
fered from malaria of a severe type, debility, and ns in the lumbar region 
one spine. He was a strong and a perfectly healthy man when he entered 

e service. 

These disabilities rapidly increased, and the diarrhea became chronic and 
has increased and troubled him, as have the other disabilities mentioned, 
down to the — time. Ever since he left the service, having been dis- 
charged for these disabilities, he has been emaciated, weak, and has suffered 
from pains in the back and spine, which s extended to the brain. After 
afew years he began toshow symptoms of partial a. and this, with the 
diarrhea, grew worse, and for many years he has n substantially helpless 
and unable to do anything whatever. He is now, and for many years has 
been, totally helpless, requiring the constant aid and attendance of another 
person. He is rand a wife dependent upon him for support. 

September 25, 1872, the soldier filed a declaration for pension under the 
general law. He alleged the diarrhea and paralysis. May 9, 1879, the claim 
was adjudicated, and he was pensioned at the rate of $4 pes month from Jan- 
uary 11, 1865, $6 per month from ne 19, 1873, and $8 Fd month from 
November 27, 1 , for chronic diarrhea, the paralysis not being recognized 
as due to service. 

we eyed 2, 1887, he filed a claim for increase of pension, alleging chronic 
diarrhea resulting in paralysis of right side and extending into the throat 
and lungs. July 31, 1888, this claim was rejected on the 
rate of pension, $8 per month, was fully commensurate with the existing 
degree of disability from the cause saeeenenee. From that action of rejec- 
tion the soldier appealed, and the Department of the Interior, under date of 
January 5, 1893, reversed the action of the Bureau in rejecting the claim for 
increase, and directed the adjudication of the claim anew, and a pension of 
$12 per month was then allowed him from January 14, 1892. 

At that time the condition of the soldier was such that he was clearly enti- 
tled toa pension of at least $50 per month under the general law had his 
entire disability been adjudicated as the result of army service. He now has 
a $72 disability under the ees law should it be conceded that his condition 
is the result of army service. 

The evidence in this case is not sufficient to establish that the soldier is so 
disabled from chronic diarrhea that he requires the constant aid and attend- 
ance of a third person. It is sufficient to establish, and does establish beyond 
any possible controversy or doubt, that he is so disabled from chronic diar- 
rhea and its results that he requires the frequent and periodical aid and 


und that his then 
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rson, and a $50 disability arising from army service 
attendance of o hed. The disabilities from which this soldier suffers are 


vicious habits or improper conduct on his He is a man 
of aoa character; he was a qrot hile, lost his health in the service, and 
has been a good citizen since his discharg 


e. 
committee is inclined to the opinion that this soldier, now advanced 

in san would probably be a strong, healthy man for his years were it not 
for the fact that he con malaria and chronic diarrhea in the Army. 
This conclusion is, however, open to doubt, and we do not feel warranted in 
saying that a total disability requiring the constant aid and attendance of a 
third person, from which he oy, suffers, is the result of his arm 
service. If this committee was fully satisfied that such is the fact we shoul 
readily grant an increase to $72 por month. This committee has repeatedly 
fixed the pension at $50 per month in similar cases where serious doubt ex- 
isted as to the entire disability being due to army service, and we adhere to 
that rule in this case. Such @ course is fair and judicious and can not be 

n to serious criticism. The soldier has exhausted his remedy at the Pen- 
pe Bureau, and special action by Congress is therefore fully justified. 

We do not deem it necessary or advisable to print quotations from the 
testimony. None of it is discredited, and it requ: no ‘ticular medical 
knowledge to determine that chronic diarrheaand its legi te results have 

iasot a disability entitling this soldier to a pension of $50 per month. 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably, and with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass when amended as follows: Strike out the words “at $72a 
month, which shall be in lieu of all other pensions granted him,” from lines 
7 and 8, and insert in lieu thereof the wo “and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $50 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now yoceiving. Amend 
the title so as to read: “A bill inc g the pension of William Warner.” 


Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Chairman, may I ask what pension the 
soldier is now receiving? 

Mr. RAY of New York. He is now receiving $12. If the gen- 
tleman will listen to the reading of the reports, he will discover 
in the early part of the report there is stated in every case what 
the bill pro todo. If the gentleman will examine the re- 
port, he will see that the bill increases the pension from $12 to $50 
a month. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Chairman,I do not wish to interpose 
any objection, but I would like to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee, if he is willing to do so, to explain to us by what method 
he justifies the policy—I do not mean now to object to this partic- 
ular bill—by what method he can justify the policy of passing 
special pension bills here for increasing the pension of soldiers 
who are already receiving some pension, and some of them atleast 
enough to secure the necessaries of life, while there are thousands 
of cases of soldiers pending, and of soldiers, too, who are unable 
to secure anything, who are utterly dependent and in many cases 
almost totally disabled—raising the pension from $12 to $30 and to 
$50 per oui for some, while others remain rejected or unable to 

et final adjudication of their claims, and many of them utterly 
dependent upon charity. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Now, Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
say to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. VANDIVER] that this re- 

rt I think fully justifies itself. In the drawing of these reports 

have been very cautious to try and state the facts truthfully, to 
present the case as it is, and, in connection with what we have 
said before in similar cases, give the reasons for our action. This 
case was brought to my attention by General HENDERSON, a gen- 
tleman you all know—— 

Mr. VANDIVER. If the gentleman will pardon me, I am not 
asking for special information about this case, but for the general 
policy illustrated in this case. 

Mr. RAY of New York. There is no general policy indicated 
in this bill except this: That where a man is totally disabled, blind, 
and crippled so that he can do nothing, can not help himself, is 
poor, has no property, no one to rely on for support, has only a 

nsion of $12 a month, which will not keep him out of the poor- 

ouse, will not buy food for him through the winter, has a good 
army record, and when this country needed brave men went out 
in his youth, faced the cannon, and has been a good citizen ever 
since, and is now in this crippled condition, the Government will 
give him a little more than he has been receiving and keep him out 
of the poorhouse. 

In such a case, when we can without injustice to the Govern- 
ment, we will give him something more than the Bureau has to 
keep him out of the poorhouse. That is the basis of our action 
entirely in this case. If he could not show that in all probability 
these disabilities from which he suffers were of service origin, we 
would grant but a very small increase. 

On the other hand, when in all human probability the condition 
of the soldier is due to his army service, and in all human prob- 
ability he would bea strong, healthy man were it not for the disabil- 
ities he incurred in the service, when he has shown by very strong 
and perenne a enough to satisfy a jury, such that if 
the case went before a jury in my county or State I would have 
no hesitation in standing up and defending it and guaranteeing a 
verdict of the jury in advance, when it is as convincing as that— 
when it satisfies us beyond a reasonable doubt, and it should sai- 
isfy any just man, then we resolved the doubt in favor of the 
soldier. 

But we have said this, that in such cases we will not go to the 
full extent of $72, which the general law would give if the case 
were established at the Pension Bureau in his favor, but we will 
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rd as just to all concerned. It in- 





only give $50, which we re 
creases the pension of the old soldier to a sum that is sufficient in 
his old age, in his absolute helplessness and dependence, to enable 
him to live in some em of comfort the remainder of his days. 


Now, I have not stated everything I have to say to justify this 
course, but it seems that I have said enough. 

We believe and are satisfied, and there was no dissent among the 
members of the committee, that this was a case that ought to have 
been adjudicated at $72 a month, but this committee is anxious to 
have its action so conservative, so reasonable, that it shall meet 
with no criticism, but have the commendation of the members of 
this House and the people of the United States of all parties. 

Mr. BRUCKER. r. Chairman, this is the second time the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. VANDIVER] has propounded the 
same question, and the second time he has received practically 
the sameanswer, which is no answer at all. The gentleman from 
Missouri, in the first instance, as now, does not criticise this bill, 
nor does he take issue with the report on it. The question he asks 
of the gentleman from New York is, Why is it that thousands and 
thousands of old soldiers all over the country find themselves in 
just the physical condition that this report shows this old soldier 
is in and unable to get the proper relief under our pension laws? 

I will undertake to answer the question propounded. by the 
gentleman from Missouri, and the answer is this: There are thou- 
sands of soldiers in this country to-day that are drawing enor- 
mous pensions, men who are not helpless and not dependent on 
charity, and would not go to the poorhouse if they did not get a 
pension; men who are drawing $25 a month, $30 a month, and $50 
a month, who are well to do in this world’s goods and are earning 
handsome salaries. They are soldiers able to trace their disabili- 
ties as having occurred in the line of duty, in the line of service. 

Right by the side of this soldier who is drawing his $30 or $50 a 
month lives a brave soldier who perhaps served as faithfully and 
as long as the soldier drawing the large pension, but he is unable 
to prove that his present physical condition was the result of dis- 
abilities incurred in the line of duty, and under this law of 1890 
he is limited to $12 a month, no matter what his physical condi- 
tion may be and no matter what his condition may be financially. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Now, take the cases that the gentle- 
man last spoke of. He should remember that but for the law of 
1890 that class of soldiers would not receive anything. 

Mr. BRUCKER. That is true. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Now, I ask the gentleman to observe 
the distinction Iam about to state. I will be fair with him, and 
I want him to be fair with me. 

Mr. BRUCKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RAY of New York. The law hasalways drawn the broad- 
est distinction between soldiers of the Republic who incurred dis- 
abilities in the service and those who have incurred disabilities 
since the service. For instance, a man who had his leg shot off 
in the Army can, under the general law, draw a pension of $30 a 
month because of this disability incurred in the service. There 
may be another old soldier who did not incur any disability in the 
service, but who since the war has lost a leg by an accident, while 
he was at work somewhere or, perhaps, while out riding. 

Now, such a one would not, though thus disabled, receive any- 
thing in the shape of pension but for the law of 1890, under which 
he gets $12 a month for a disability not incurred by reasonof army 
service, butincurred since. This pension is given him to help him 
out in life and in consideration of the fact that he isan old soldier. 
But the gentleman would not advocate that those two men be put 
on the same plane, would he? 

Mr. BRUCKER. The remarks of the gentleman simply demon- 
strate the fact that no man on this side of the Chamber can get up 
here and say anything, either for or against any of these measures, 
without having his language misconstrued. The other side of the 
Chamber seem to possess the absolute monopoly of saying every- 
thing for and everything ‘‘against” the soldier. Now, I stand 
here to say that I do not criticise the law which gives to the soldier 
who lost an arm or a leg, or incurred any other disability in the 
line of duty, a reasonable pension, and I am not criticising the law 
of 1890 so far as it has offered a measure of relief to the old soldiers, 
but I do criticise the maximum rate allowed in that act. 

I say that we ought to allow the Pension Department some dis- 
cretionary power to grant a pension beyond the rate of $12 a 
month, because we find thousands and thousands of these old 
soldiers scattered all over the country who are absolutely helpless 
and ey dependent, and they should not be asked to eke 
out a miserable existence upon a pension of $12a month. That 
is the position I take. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I understand the gentleman does 
not object to granting relief in individual cases of hardship such 
as he cites, when the application for such relief is presented in the 
form of special bills? 

Mr. BRUCKER. No, sir; but here is the trouble. Congressis 
flooded with private pension bills which, under the rules and 
press of business, we can not consider. Here are thousands of old 


ae 
ee 































































el 


a as 


wer 


semaine) 


—— 


ee" ea, smiaaae Toemacterts caine ASS 2a nS ~ oe 


1464 CONGRESSIONAL 


soldiers absolutely helpless, with no means of support, and by the 
act of 1890 they are limited toa pension of $12 a month, which 
will not support them, and that in my judgment is a public 
shame. That is the reason Congressmen are urged to introduce 
these private bills. 

I have introduced a bill to amend the law of 1890 so as to raise 
the maximum rate of pension under that act from $12 to $20. I 
hope to obtain for this bill the favorable consideration of the com- 
mittee. I donot think it is going to swell the pension appropria- 
tion to any great extent, while it will relieve us from the intro- 
duction and consideration of many of these private bills and hasten 
the relief to these old war heroes by one general act, instead of 
atterepting to dole it out to them by these popgun private pension 
bills, 

Mr. RAY of New York. Will the gentleman allow me a sug- 
gestiop which will occupy only a moment?) The Committee on 
Invalid Pensions has now before it for consideration some four or 
five general bills passed by the Senate. It has also before it for 
consideration more than 100 bills of a general nature introduced 
in this House. We have before us for consideration something 
like 2,500 private pension bills. There are fifteen members on our 
committee. We have been sitting two days each week regularly 
and have been in session one day extra. During the present 
month we are going to give three days each week regularly to this 
business. A great deal of time has been consumed, a great deal 
will be consumed, in the consideration of these matters. 

Now, if the gentleman will come to our committee room and 
examine these general bills for the amendment of our pension 
laws, he will find that at least fifty different members of the House 
have at least fifty different theories and plans for administering 
the pension laws, and they want at least one hundred changes in 
those laws, important changes. 

Now, a great deal of good can undoubtedly be done by wise 
legislation and a great deal of harm by unwise legislation. The 
question is where to begin and where to end—what can be done 
and what ought to be done. The Committee on Invalid Pensions 
will do its best. We will recommend such legislation as we can 
agree upon. We will report these Senate bills if we can agree 
upon them, and submit them to the action of the House. ButI 
trust the gentleman will not feel, to use an old-fashioned word, 
** grouty ” toward the committee because we can not do exact jus- 
tice in every case and because it is not within our power to reform 
the whole system of pension legislation. 

Mr. BRUCKER. Let me say tothe gentleman from New York 
{[Mr. Ray] that he certainly has misconstrued my language. In 
no utterance of mine did I intend acriticism on the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, and I do not think the gentleman can con- 
strue it in that way. I was simply pane 5; ay? to answer the 
question that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. VANDIVER] pro- 
pounded. I do not criticise the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. DRIGGS. Mr. Chairman, I should like the floor for about 
one minute. I simply desire to say, as a member of this commit- 
tee, that the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BRuCKER] has alluded 
to the rich people who, in the past, have received large pensions, 
but we have nothing to do with the past. Those bridges are 
burned. We have only to do with the cases before us. The first 
question that is asked by the chairman of the committee in the 
consideration of a case is this: ‘‘Is this applicant in indigent cir- 
cumstances?” 

And it has to be demonstrated to the chairman and to every 
member of this committee that the applicant is in indigent cir- 
cumstances before we will grant an increase of pension. As long 
as Iam on the Invalid Pensions Committee I desire to say now, 
for my own protection, that no rich person, either man or woman, 
able to support himself or herself from his or her income, or who 
has sufficient money from other sources, will receive my sanction 
- increase of pension. [Applause and cries of ‘‘ Vote!” 
** Vote!” 

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Chairman, just one minute. I want to 
say, in reply to the chairman of the committee [Mr. Ray of New 
York], that I have no desire to criticise cither his remarks or the 
report of thecommittee. I want toemphasize, however, the point 
that I tried to make before, that as a matter of policy it seems to 
me it would be much wiser to distribute these favors a little more 
instead of concentrating them so much. The gentleman spoke of 
the present case as being one of necessity, and the committee rec- 
ommend a pension of $50 a month to keep the man out of the 
poorhouse. 

I makeno objection tothis particularcase. Iknownothing about 
it; butit has occurred to me that as a matter of policy it would be 
better to distribute that $50 a month, so as to keep three or four 
men out of the poorhouse, than to give it all to one to keep him 

ut. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘* Vote!” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

he bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
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JAMES H. BLAKEMAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 


3184) granting an increase of pension to James H. Blakeman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the eg! of the Interior Saat he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, pay him > per 
month, James H. Blakeman, late private Company F, One hundred and sixty- 
sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, the same to be in lieu of the pen- 
sion of $6 per month now drawn by him and to be subject to the conditions 
and provisions of the pension laws. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the follow- 
ing amendments: 


In line 4, after the word “roll,” strike out the words “and pay him $30 por 
month” and insert in lieu thereof the words “the name of.” 

In line 7, after the word “Infantry,” strike out “the same to be in lieu of 
the pension of $6 per month now drawn by him and to be subject to the con- 
ditions and provision of the pension laws * and insert in lieu thereof the words 


‘and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of the pension he 
is now receiving.” 


The report (by Mr. Kerr) was read, as follows: 


Your committee having considered the bill (H. R. 3184) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James H. Blakeman, and having e the evidence 
relati ereto and heard thestatements of persons having personal knowl- 
edge of the facts, respectfully report: 

his bill proposes to increase from $6 to $0 per month the pension of 
James H. Blakeman, of New London, Ohio, who served as private in Com- 
pany F, One hundred and sixth Ohio National Guard Volunteer Infantry, 
trom May 2, 1864, to September 9, 1864, when he was honorably discharged. 

There seems to have been unreasonable delay in passing on an application 
for increase long ding. The medical referee, with the case before him, 
takes no action. The facts are as follows: 

This bill was favorably reported by the Committee on Invalid Pensions of 
the Fifty-fourth Congress at the rate of $30. 

The soldier is completely helpless from paralysis and general debility. He 
is unable to feed himself and uires the constant aid and attendance of 
another person. He has been in this condition for several years, and will be 
so during his life. He has no rty or means of support byw oh pension 
of $6 per month under the law of 390. His wife has been his faithful attend- 
ant during his helplessness and has worn herself out in this discharge of 
ow and in efforts to keep her husband and herself out of the poorhouse. 

e made application for a pension under the old law, but it was rejected 
upon the ground that he failed to satisfy the Pension Bureau that his dis- 
ability was of service origin. The evidence upon that question is not only 
satisfactory, but to any reasonable tribunal it would be See eaaenre. 
He claims that his disabilities, viz, paralysis, heart trouble, hea, flux, 
and jaundice, were contracted in the service, and that his present helpless 
condition resulted from these diseases. 

The assistant surgeon of his regiment, W. H. Sikes, testifies that the sol- 
dier was treated for diarrhea, flux, and jaundice in the service, and that he 
was suffering with these ailments when he was discharged. Capt. Wil 
Biglow, a ee and the captain of soldier’s company, testifies that he 
had chronic diarrhea, piles, and jaundice when disc . 

He was discharged on the 9th day of September, 1864, and on the Ist day of 
September, or thereabouts, he was sent from Fort Richardson, Va., in an 
ambulance, suffering from functional derangement of the heart. 

The evidence shows that from the time of his discharge to the present 
time the soldier has been ailing and more or less disabled; that his disability 
has been progressive, and in all human probability is the result of the dis- 
eases contracted in the service. 

While the evidence does not show that the specific disease, paralysis, was 
contracted in the service, it is shown to our satisfaction that the other dis- 
eases from which he is suffering and disabled were contracted in the service, 
and that said diseases of themselves completely disable him for manual labor. 

If all his disabilities were of service origin he would be entitled to $72 per 
month; but we think he is clearly entitled to the rate of $30 per month, and 
therefore recommend th of the bill, when amended as follows: 

ad pay per month,” 
and insert inJlieu thereof the words “the name of.” From 7 strike out 
the words “the same to be in lieu of the pension of,” and also strike out all 
of lines 8and 9 and insert in lieu thereof the following: *‘ and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving.” 


During the reading of the report, 

Mr. BRUCKER said: I move that the further reading of the 
report be dispensed with. 

r. PA . I think it would be better to have all of the re- 

port read. 
The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the report as 
above set forth. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


MRS. WELTHA POST-LEGGETT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2349) granting a pension to Mrs. Weltha Post-Leggett. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the ae roll, subject to the eorteees 
and limitations of the general pension laws, the name of Mrs. Weltha Post- 
Leggett, widow of Maj. Gen. Mortimer D. Leggett, at the rate of $75 per 


month. 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendments: 
Strike out the words “seventy-five,” in line 7, and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “fifty; and after the w 7” t,”’ in line 7, insert the words 


‘and pay her a pension.”” Amend the title so it will read: “A bill granting a 
pension to Mrs. Weltha Post-Leggett.” 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, let us have the report read. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the report. 









The report (by Mr. WARNER) was read, as follows: 


committee, having carefully considered this bill. report as follows: 
us"rne bill asamended Pa, at $50 per mo Weltha Post- 
Leggett, of Cle 0 widow of Maj. Gen. Mortimer D. Leggett, who 
served with honor an — distinction in the United States Army (volun- 
teer service) during the late civil war. 

¢) The service of General Leggett was, as shown by the official records, 

ollows: 
»* Mortimer D. Leggett was mustered into service as lieutenant-colonel 
Seventy-eighth Ohio Infantry Volunteers, todate December 18, 1861, to serve 
three years, and is regarded by the Department as having been mustered 
into service as colonel of the same regiment, to date January 21, 1862. 

He was ed brigadier-general of volunteers April 15, 1863, to rank 
from November 26, 1862, accepted the commission May 10, 1863. He was 
brevetted major-general of United States Volunteers, to date Se ber i, 
1864, “ for long and continuous service and for gallantry and com mcy as an 
officer during the Atlanta and Savannah campaigns;” was appointed major- 

of Vv a en ane, AES aeeeyte 

e appointment August 22, 1565. : , 

He is reported present with his ment, Seventy-cighth Ohio Infantry 
Volunteers, from date of muster in November, 1862; in command of the 
Second Brigy «, Third Division, Thirteenth fang oes from November to 
December, 1802; in command of Second Brigade, Thi ivision, Seventeenth 
Army Corps, from December, 1862, to January _3, 1863; in command of the 
First Brigade, same division and corps, June 3 to November, 1863, and in com- 
mand of the Third Division, Seventeenth Army Corps, from November, 1863, 
to July 18, 1865, except that he is reported absent with leave April 11 to May, 
1863, and March to April, 1864, inclusive, and absent sick August to Septem- 
ber, 1864, and from January 28, 1865, to March, 1865. It also appears that on 
January 24, 1865, he was assigned to the temporary command of the Seven- 


teenth Army Derne. e 

He was orde home, to report by letter, July 18, 1865; was ordered to 
report to the commanding officer, Department of the Ohio, July 28, 1865, and 
was ordered to the district of Ohio for assignment August 14, 1865. 

He tendered kis resignation September 1, 1865, on account of his services 
being no longer needed by the Government, and his resignation was accepted 
in — orders from the Department, dated September 23, 1865. 

ese services were especially distinguished and meritorious. He was 
wounded five times in as many different battles, and also suffered from dis- 


ease contracted in the service, and this caused his death. He took in 
more than a score of severe battles, and twice, when severely woun' , re- 
mained on the field and in active command until the close of the en ment. 


He only left the Army when his services were no longer needed. e died 
J omeey 6, 1896, leaving his widow, Weltha Post Leggett. 

(3 eltha Post Leggett, the widow, is now advanced in years, a most de- 
s2r lady, and in necessitous circumstances. General Leggett died insol- 
vent; home was mortgaged to its full value, and the insurance upon his 
life was pledged to and taken by his creditors. The widow has no estate or 
property in her own right. She has no relatives upon whom she can rely for 


su + 
teful coun can not afford to let the widow of this gallant and 
meri as officer, who periled his life for his country, was five times 
wounded in battle, and who was ever where duty called, go through life an 
& ectof charity. It iscertain she can not supply her necessities by her daily 
oil. 

The maximum pension allowed by general law in cases where death was 
due to service is $30 per month. e same rate is allowed to lieutenant- 
oolonels and all above that grade. 

It iscontrary to the policy of this committee to exceed these rates, and we 
only recommend it in exceptional cases of rare merit and necessity. While 
taere are precedents for much higher rates inlike cases, we can not consent to 
be guided bythem. Your committee is of opinion that,in view of the fact that 
the widows of lieutenant colonels are allowed a pension of $30 per month, that 
this officer was a major-general, that his services were especially distin- 
guished and meritorious, and that the widow has no property or means of 
s.ipport aside from what may be given her by this bill, the maximum fixed by 
law in cases where death is due to the service may properly be exceeded. 

As this committee regards this an exceptional case and one where the Pen- 
sion Bureau is without power to afford uate and merited relief, and there 
is no eS of her pensionable status, it will not require an application 
there in the first instance. 

We therefore recommend that the bill be amended by striking out the 
words “seventy-five,” in line 7, and inserting in lieu thereof the word “fifty,” 
and after the word “‘ Leggett,” in line 7, insert the words “and pay her a 

msion.”* Amend the title so it will read: ‘‘A bill granting a pension to Mrs. 

eltha Post Leggett.” 


ARMY AND NAvy Post, No. 187, 
DEPARTMENT OF OnTO, G. A. R., 
Cleveland, Ohio, April 13, 1896. 

Whereas we learn that a bill is pending in Congress granting a pension to 
the widow of Gen. M. D. tt, late a comrade of this post, and knowing 
the circumstances in which . Leggett is placed by the death of her illus- 
trious husband: Therefore, 

Resotved, That Army and Navy Post, No. 187, Department of Ohio, Grand 
Army of the Republic, respectfully but urgently petition Congress to grant 
her a pension to the maximum amount named in the bill. 

Resolved, That our Representatives from the Twentieth and Twenty-first 


and the Senators from Ohio be requested to use their best endeav- 
ors to promote the passage of the bill. 


Resolved, That copies of these resolutions be mailed to Senators John 
Sherman and Calvin 8. Brice and Representatives T. E. Burton and C. B. 


CH. 
Attest: 8S. P. MOUNT, Adjutant. 


THe STATE OF OHIO, Cuyahoga County, ss: 
Before me, a notary public, personally appeared J. Kent Sanders, M. D., 


who, being duly sworn his oath, sa at he isa practicing physician 
and ee residing in the city of Cleveland, Ohio, and as such was > charge 
of Gen. M.D. Leggett during last illness. His illness began on January 1, 
189%, his death occurring on January 6, 1896. 

The cause of his death was cerebral socoeny. superinduced by arterio- 
sclerosis, due in great part to chronic pyemia from a wound in the “= 
side from which he lost a rib, and which was received in the civil war. He 
has known General pe y and as his physician for ten years, 
and has prescribed for occasionally during that time. 

J. KENT SANDERS. 

Sworn to before me and subscribed in my presence this —— day of Jan- 
uary, A. D. 1898. 


(SEAi. ] H. H. JOHNSON, Notary Public. 
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Tue STATE OF OHIO, Cuyahoga County, ss: 


Before me, a notary public in and for the above county and State, person- 
ally appeared Peter M. Hitchcock, who, upon his oath, says that he was a 
lieutenant in the United States Army, and was closely associated with Gen. 
M. D. Leggett during the war, and kept up his acquaintance with him until 
his death, which occurred on January 6, 1896; that he is also acquainted with 
Mrs. Weltha P. Leggett, the widow of General Leggett, and has known her 
since her marriage with General Leggett, on the 9th day of January, 1879; 
that she is still the widow of General Leggett; that General Leggett left an 
estate that was entirely insolvent, he having substantially no property except 
a homestead, wpon which there were mortgages for more than its value: that 
he left to his widow a part of an insurance upon his life, by which, with the 
aid of friends, she hopes to save the homestead or a part of it; that she has 
no other source of income whatever, and no prospects of receiving financial 
aid from other sources, and that she is and will be unable, as I believe, to 
maintain herself by her personalexertions. And further deponent saith not. 

PETER M. HITCHCOCK. 

Sworn to before me and subscribed in my presence this 4th day of Janu 
ary, A. D. 1898. 

Tamar] H. O. JONES, Notary Frdlic. 
Theamendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 


to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
JOHN Q. WASHBURN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4167) to increase the pension of John Q. Washburn. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the eawatnny of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of John Q. 
Washburn, late a private in Company I, Forty-third Regiment, and late cap- 
tain of Company K, One hundred and twenty-ninth Regiment, of Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension of $72 per month from and after 
the passage of this act, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving under cer- 
tificate No. 716072. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendments: 


In line 8 strike out the word “seventy-two” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “‘fifty;” in lines 8 and 9 strike out the words “from and after the pas- 
sage of this act;”’ and from lines 10 and 11 strike out the words “ under certiti- 
cate numbered seven handred and sixteen thousand and seventy-two.” 


Mr. BROMWELL. [ask for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. Miers of Indiana) was read, as follows: 


Your committee, having considered the bill (H. R. 4167) increasing the 
pension of John Q. Washburn, and having given careful consideration to the 
evidence on file at the Pension Bureau and produced before this committee, 
respectfully report: 

his bill proposes to increase the pension of John Q. Washburn, of Clinton, 
Ind , late private in Gunung I, Forty-third Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and 
also private in Company K, One hundred and twenty-ninth Indiana Infantry, 
from $17 to $50 per month. 

John Q. Washburn served from October 10, 1861, to December 27, 1862, in 
the first organization above mentioned, and from November 2, 1863, to Au 
29, 1865, in the second organization before mentioned. The records show th: 
he was treated for pneumonia and remittent fever while in the service, at 
that on account of chronic diarrhea of service origin was persioned at $12 per 
month from June 15, 1891; that this was increased to $17 from November 13, 
1995, which sum he is now receiving. 

For some time he has been suffering from paralysis, a disease of the nerv- 
ous system, not shown to be the result of diarrhea. March 5, 1897, 2 claim 
for increase on the ground of paralysis was filed, and this was rejected on the 
ground that “ paralysis, on medical grounds, can not be accepted as a result 
of pensioned cause, which is chronic diarrhea.” 

October 19, 1897, the medical referee, on an application for reconsideration 


QO, 






d: 

“This soldier is pensioned for chronic diarrhea and resulting disease of 
rectum, and in addition thereto is suffering from paralysisagitans. Thereis 
no question as to degree of disability from all of these causes, but paralysis 
agitans can not be accepted, from a medical standpoint, asa venulll of pen- 
sioned cause; hence the rejection of claim for increase August 7, 1897, is 
proper and is adhered to.” 

he examining board at Terre Haute, Ind., November 13, 1885, said: 

“In our opinion a long-continued, exhausting diarrhea, with its conse- 
quent anwmia, etc., could cause the existing nervous trouble. Claimant re- 
quires constant and regular assistance of another person.”’ 

The board at Newport, Ind., on June 9, 1887, said: 

“Paralysis is, in the opinion of this board, a result of the diarrhea, and our 
rating will be for to and complete disability. No history of syphilis. 
Claimant is well known to every member of this board, and is as pure a man, 
and has always been so,as can be found. We recommend $72 on chronic 
diarrhea and its results.” 

Several reputable physicians of good standing testify that in their opinion 
claimant’s present helpless condition is the result of his diarrhea and disease 
of rectum contracted in the service. It thus appears that ten reputable 
physicians of learning and skill in their profession, six of them sworn offi- 
cers of the Government, and all of whom know the claimant and have ex- 
amined him, believe and have expressed the opinion that this soldier's 
yo is the result of his pensioned disability. Nothing seems to have 
peen said on the subject of the effects of the remittent fever and pneumonia 
in connection with the chronic diarrhea, and from all of which diseases he 
suffered while in the service. 

The committee can well believe, and does believe and find from the evi- 
dence, that the paralysis agitans from which this soldier now suffers is the 
result of and was caused by the diseases contracted and from which he suf- 
— while in the service, viz, chronic diarrhea, pneumonia, and remittent 

ever. 

The soldier being r, without meansof support, and having no one upon 
whom he can depend for support, and having a most honorable record as a 
soldier, your committee are of the opinion that his pension should be increased 

$50 per month. He suffers from a disability which, if adjudicated at the 
Pension Bureau to be wholly due to his army service, would entitle the soldier 
to a pension of $72 per month under the general law. 

Your committee therefore report the bill back with the recommendation 

t it pass when amended as fi owe: In line 8 strike out the word “‘seventy- 
two” and insert in lieu thereof the word “fifty.” In lines 8 and 9 strike out 
the words “from and after the passage of this act,” and from lines 10 and il 
strike out the words ‘“‘under certificate numbered seven hundred and six- 
teen thousand and seventy-two.” 
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During the reading of the report, 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio said: I move that the further reading of 
the report be suspended. 

Mr. FARIS. I hope the gentleman will not do that, because 
there are only four more lines of the report. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the report. 

Mr. FARIS. Mr. Chairman, there are two or three slight 
amendments to correct the phraseology of the bill, and there is one 
important amendment. I ask that the first amendment of the 
committee be put separately, and on that I wish to be heard a 
moment. 

The first amendment was read, as follows: 

After the word “of,’’ in line 8, strike out the word “seventy-two” and 
insert in lieu thereof the word “fifty.” 

Mr. FARIS. Mr. Chairman, for the first time since I have been 
a member of this body I wish to call the attention of this commit- 
tee to a bill of this character. I submit to you that the report of 
this committee shows, without any question on earth, that this 
soldier is entitled to $72 a mouth. It will address itself to the 
mind of every lawyer and judge and thinking man that that is 
true, and yet they bring in an amendment recommending that he 
only receive $90. . 

Listen! This man served, in two enlistments, more than three 

years as & Union soldier. The medical report of the examining 

ard shows that he is an absolutely pure man, and the only thing 
that has ever stood between him and this $72 a month is the opinion 
of a medical referee down here in the Pension Bureau. Let me 
read it to you: 

This soldier is nsioned for chronic diarrhea and resulting disease of 
rectum, and in addition thereto is suffering from paralysis agitans. There is 
no question as to degree of disability from all of these causes, but paralysis 
agitans can not be accepted, from a medical standpoint, as a result of pen- 
sioned cause; hence the rejection of claim for increase August 7, 1897, is 
proper and is adhered to. 

In 1891 this poor man received his first pension of $12 per month. 
Only two years ago was his pension increased to $17 per month. 
To my personal knowledge, for about five years he has been 
absolutely helpless, and for nearly the past year he has been con- 
fined to his home and his bed, and his faithful wife has had to care 
for him, and does to this day, as she would care for a helpless 
infant, with all that implies. 

I have seen that manattemptto walk. For several years he has 
not been able to walk a step, and the only locomotion of which he 
was capable was a most pitiful exhibition of what we should in 
ordinary language call a dog trot. He is now unable to stand on 
his feet, and is confined to his bed. Expecting this bill would 
come up to-night, I wired a reputable physician in his town, and 
here is the response received this evening at 6 o’clock: 

CLINTON, IND., February 4, 1898. 
G. W. Faris, Washington, D. C.: 
Captain Washburn has been helpless for five years; can never get better. 
Dr. H. NEBECKER. 

Now let me call your attention for a moment to what this sol- 
dier suffered during the war. The records show that he suffered 
from chronic diarrhea, from pneumonia, and from remittent 
fever. Here is what the medical board of his county reporied, 
after an examination of him on the 9th of June of last year. 
Listen to it and then say that this man, if he is entitled to a cent 
above $17, is not entitled to $72. 

Paralysis is, in the opinion of this board, a result of the diarrhea, and our 
rating will be for total and complete disability. No history of syphilis. 
Claimant is well known to every member of this rd, and is as pure a man, 
and has always been so, as can be found. We recommend $72 on chronic 
diarrhea and its results. 

Now, gentlemen, listen again to the language of our committee. 
Here is what our committee say in this respect: 

Several reputable physicians of good standing testify that in their opinion 
claimant’s present helpless condition is the result of his diarrhea and disease 
of rectum contrac in the service. It thus appears that ten reputable phy- 
sicians of learning and skill in their profession, six of them sworn officers of 
the Government, and all of whom know the claimant and have examined 
him, believe and have expressed the opinion that this soldier’s paralysis is 
the result of his pensioned disability. 

Nothing seems to have been said on the subject of the effects of the remit- 
tent fever and pneumonia in connection with the chronic diarrhea, and from 
all of which diseases he suffered while in the service. 

This committee can well believe, and does believe and find from the evi- 
dence, that the paralysis agitans from which this soldier now suffers is the 
result of and was caused by the diseases contracted and from which he suf- 


fered while in the service, viz, chronic diarrhea, pneumonia, and remittent 
fever. 

The soldier being r, without means of support, and having no one upon 
whom he can depend for support, and having a most hororable record asa 
soldier, your committee are of the opinion that his pension should be in- 
creased— 


Now, I say, should be increased to what? They say— 
to $50 a month. 


And here is the last sentence of what our committee said, to 
which I call attention: 


He suffers from a disability which, if adjudicated at the Pension Bureau 
to be wholly due to his army service, would entitle the soldier to a pension 
of $72 per month under the general law. 


Now they say that they find he is suffering from a disability 


that grew out of this disease, and yet they deny him $72 a month. 
I appeal to you gentlemen, here is a case, if there is ever a case, 
which ought to have the limit of the law, and I hope you will 
vote for it and give this claimant a pension of $72a month. [Cries 
of “Vote!” “ Vote!”] 

_ RAY of New York. You will not “vote” until you get 
ready. 

Now, there is such a thing, Mr. Chairman, as being absolutely 
consistent. Of course, I do not blame the gentleman who. intro- 
duced this bill for urging a $72 rate, and if we had reported it at 
er taee might have claimed just as vehemently that it should 


Mr. FARIS. That is an error. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I say youmight. If this committee 
should give way to its feelings of sympathy, in many cases we 
would give a man a hundred dollars. ere are some cases we 
find where the soldier may deserve $150, but there are two sides 
to all of these cases. When we are passing bills granting pen- 
sions—special legislation—we must be cautious, we must be care- 
ful, we must be considerate, and we must be consistent. 

Now, if you will go back to-night and take the history of the 
cases we have presented, you will find not less than three where 
this committee under substantially and almost precisely the same 
circumstances have reported an increase to $50 per month. That 
action has been approved. If we should increase this man’s pen- 
sion to $72 a month, in order to be just and consistent we should 
undo all that we have done to-night and go back and increase 
the pensions of these other crippled men, suffering, two of them at 
least, from precisely the same disease. Now, the other night, 
one week ago to-night, we had a case on all fours with this. e 
facts were precisely similar, and the question was taken and it 
was left at $50. 

Now, what we do with one man we should do with another, if 
the evidence is the same. What we do in one case let us do in all 
other similar cases; and then if it is not the largest sum, as some 
gentlemen would think the claimant ought to have more and 
others that he ought to have less, let us give him a pension that 
all will agree is a conservative estimate and a reasonable amount, 
and one that does nét do any injustice either to the soldier or to 
a an I therefore favor the amendment of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. PAYNE. What pension is this man receiving now? 

Mr. RAY of New York. This man is now receiving $17 a 
month, and, gentlemen of the committee, this is a great step, 
when we go from $17, which was allowed by the Pension Bureau 
upon this evidence that is before this committee, to $50 a month. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I would like to ask the gentleman whether 
I understand from the report that this man requires the constant 
care and attention of another person? 

Mr. FARIS. Yes, sir. This medical referee says there is no 
question about the degree of his disability. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Yes; but here is a serious question, I 
desire to say to the gentleman from Ohio. This man has now 
paralysis agitans, which is the result of a nervous disease. Now, 
this man was found to have suffered from chronic diarrhea while 
in the service. You will remember that he was substantially a 
well man, excepting from that trouble, down to a few years ago. 
Paralysis agitans had not developed. 

Now, it is a medical fact no one will dispute that paralysis 
agitans is never the result of chronic diarrhcea. It can not result 
from chronic diarrhcea. This man also had while in the service 
remittent fever. Remittent fever is of malarial origin, and may 
and frequently does result in some form of nervous disease. 

Therefore this committee believed this man, suffering with ma- 
larial poison, combined with chronic diarrhea, which produced a 
weakened condition, developed paralysis agitans as a legitimate 
result, although in all cases at the Pension Bureau the medical 
referee and a great many physicians throughout the country have 
denied, and do deny, that remittent fever and its resultsand chronic 
diarrhea produce paralysis agitans. 

Now. we have given this man the benefit of the doubt; but in 
doing that we have acted, as we believe, wisely and in a conserva- 
tive manner, ina manner that will commend itself to the judg- 
ment of all people of all parties and all places. Fifty dollars a 
month will certainly give this man good care and do no injustice 
to anyone. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I was not present when this bill was con- 
sidered, but did not the board at Indiana find that paralysis agi- 
tans resulted from his army disability? 

Mr. noe of New York. The board at Newport, Ind., on June 
9, 1887, said: 


Paralysis is, in the opinion of this board, a result of the diarrhea, and our 
rating will be for total and complete disability. No history of syphilis. 
Claimant is well known to every member of this rd, and is as pure a man, 
and has always been so, as can found. We recommend $72 on chronic di- 
arrhea and its results. 


rng KERR. Paralysis is not accepted as the result of diar- 
rhea. 


Ce ameetteas il 





Mr. BROMWELL. I would like to ask the chairman of the 
committee one other question. Did I understand that there were 
two cases passed upon to-night of this identical character at which 
the rate had been put at $50? : 

Mr. RAY of New York. Yes, sir; and that has been the con- 
sistent course of this committee. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, in this case the evidence 
was not very clear, but we gave the soldier the benefit of the doubt 
and recommended that he have $50, and that is as far as the com- 
mittee ought to go. f : 

Mr. RAY of New York. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agr . ; 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Hopxrns having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. STEELE, Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole House, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration various bills on the House 
Calendar and had instructed him to report to the House bills 8. 
504, H. R. 6211, 8. 1603, H. R. 314, H. R. 1852, H. R. 3299, H. R. 
1263, H. R. 4183, H. R. 90, H. R. 2246, H. R. 1039, H. R. 1944, 
H. R. 1306, H. R. 3184, H. R. 2349, with amendments, with the 
recommendation that as amended they do pass; and bills H. R. 
2307, S. 670, H. R. 164, H. R. 2078, H. R. 1803, without amendments, 
with the recommendation that they do pass; and the bill H. R. 
4167, a bill *‘ to increase the pension of John Q. Washburn,” upon 
which the committee had come to no resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 10.30 having ar- 
rived, the House, under the rule, stands adjourned until to- 
morrow at 12 o’clock meridian. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a copy of 
the advertisement for proposals for constructing a United States 
Government armor factory, the proposals received thereunder, 
and a copy of the schedule of bids as reported—to the Committee 
on Newel Affaire, and letter and schedule ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of F. F. 
Smith, executor of Catharine Lytle, against The United States— 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the receiver of the Maryland and Washington 
Railway Company, transmitting the annual report of that com- 
pany—to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the receiver of the Belt Railway Company, trans- 
mitting the annual report of that company—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the receiver of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home 
Railway Company, transmitting the annual report of that com- 
pany—to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, submitting an in- 
creased estimate of appropriations for the suppression of counter- 
mr the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
as follows: 

Mr. SHANNON, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2323) sup- 
pomeene to the act of February 9, 1821, incorporating the Co- 

umbian College in the District of Columbia, and the acts 

amendatory thereof, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 339); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. McDONALD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4456) for the re- 
lief of Joseph R. Findley, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 347); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. } 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, biils, resolutions, and memorials 
= following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 

By Mr. SKINNER: A bill (H. R. 7701) to establish in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia a national training school for women—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 7702) to provide for submitting 
to the Court of Claims for determination the rights of the Dela- 
ware Indians in the Cherokee Nation, the Mississippi Choctaws 
in the Choctaw Nation, the Chickasaw freedmen in the Chickasaw 
Nation, and intermarried persons in the Choctaw, Chickasaw, and 
Cherokee Nations, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 7703) to extend the limits of the 
ps —— National Park—to the Committee on the Public 

ands. 

By Mr. KING: A bill (H. R. 7704) to open the mineral lands 
within the Uncompahgre Indian Reservation, State of Utah, to 
entry and location—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H.R. 7705) to provide for the 
erection of an armor-plate factory—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas: A bill (H. R.7706) to provide for 
the strengthening of the public credit, for the refunding of the 
interest-bearing debt, and for the establishment of a sound system 
of tinance—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BRUCKER: A bill (H. R. 7707) amending an act entiled 
‘An act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are incapaci- 
tated for the performance of manual labor, and providing for pen- 
sions to widows, minor children, and dependent parents,” approved 
June 27, 1890—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ODELL: A bill (H. R. 7708) in relation to the franchise 
tax on street-railroad corporations in the District of Columbia— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 7709) to do justice to men 
who have been honorably discharged from their last contract of 
service—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOTKIN: A bill (H. R. 7740) providing for the correc- 
tion of the rules of evidence in the Pension Bureaun—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KING: A bill (H. R. 7741) tocreate a circuit court of 
the United States for the tenth circuit, and to create a court of ap- 
peals of the United States for the tenth circuit—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A resolution (House Res, 
No. 195) directing the Secretary of State to transmit to the House 
of Representatives certain information and certain reports con- 
cerning reconcentrados in Cuba and the progress of ‘‘ autonomy ” 
among the Cubans—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause1l of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELKNAP (by request): A bill (H. R. 7710) granting 
an increase of pension to Leah L. Price—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 7711) for the relief of Nathan C, 
Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARKE of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R. 7712) grant- 
ing a pension to Ellen M. Burpee—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 7713) toincrease the pension 
of A. I. Ackerly. late major Eleventh Pennsylvania Volunteers— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COONEY: A bill (H. R. 7714) to pension Mrs. A. M. 
Runyan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7715) to pension John Gatts—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 7716) to pension Mary A. An- 
near, widow of the late Joseph Annear—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7717) granting pension to mother of La Fay- 
ette Lilly, Company D, Second Regiment Kentucky Cavalry Vol- 
unteers—-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 7718) for the relief of E. M. 
Chilson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7719) granting a pension to Emma H. Hig- 
ley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 7720) to place the name of 
John Roop, late first assistant engineer, United States Navy, on 
the pension roll of the United States—to the Committee on inva- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: A bill (H. R. 7721) for the 
relief of Robert F. Thompson, for services rendered by him for 
compilation of the laws relating to Indian affairs—to the Commit- 
tee on Printing. 

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 7722) to increase the pension of 
Michael Lahey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINNEY: A bill (H. R. 7723) for the relief of Calvin J, 
Cowles—to the Committee on Claims. 
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By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 7724) for the relief of Arba N. 
Waterman—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROBB (by request): A bill (H. R. 7725) granting a pen- 
sion to Edward Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHANNON: A bill (H. R. 7726) for the relief of the 
sufferers by the capture and destruction of the Hawaiian whaling 
vessel Harvest—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7727) to amend the military record of James 
C. Howard, late second lieutenant Company E, Forty-sixth Ohio 
Infantry Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SIMPKINS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 7728) to 
amend the record of Philip M. Topham—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 7729) for the relief 
of Charles A. Burton, of Donley County, Tex.—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 7730) for the 
relief of the estate of John Meals, deceased, late of Madison County, 
Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7731) for the relief of Theophilus C. Green- 
hill, of Franklin County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.'7732) for the relief of the Masonic lodge of Tus- 
cumbia, Colbert County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7733) for the relief of John J. Brown—to the 
Committee on Claims. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7734) for the relief of Kinney C. Miller, of 
Jackson County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RIDGELY: A bill (H. R. 7735) granting a pension to 
Mary Dehart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7736) granting a pension to Zebadiah Rob- 
ertson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CODDING: A bill (H. R. 7737) to increase the pension 
of Jacob T. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7738) to increase the pension of Andrew J. 
Towner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7739) to increase the pension of Edward Over- 
ton Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Petition of citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation which will more effectually 
restrict immigration and prevent the admission of illiterate, 
pauper, and criminal classes to the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Petitions of the executive board of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of the State of Wisconsin, 
and of the Congregational Church of Platteville, Wis., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by 
providing that cigarettes imported in original packages on enter- 
ing any State shall ‘become subject to its laws—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Congregational Churchof Platteville, Wis., 
praying for the enactment of legislation raising the age of protec- 
tion for girls to 18 years in the District of Columbia and Territo- 
ries—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Congregational Church of Platteville, Wis., 

raying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the Congregational Church of Platteville, Wis., 
praying for the enactment of legislation substituting voluntary 
arbitration for railway strikes—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Congregational Church of Platteville, Wis.., 
praying for theenactment of legislation prohibiting in the District 
of Columbia and the Territories kinetoscope reproductions of 
pugilistic encounters, and also the interstate transportation of 
materials of the same—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Congregational Church of Platteville, Wis., 
praying for the enactment of a Sunday-rest law for the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Congregational Church of Platteville, Wis., 
praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting interstate 
gambling by telegraph, telephone, or otherwise—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Congregational Church of Platteville, Wis., 
praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the inter- 
state transmission of newspaper descriptions of prize fights, etc.— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BELL: Petition of citizens of Lamar, Colo., protesting 
against the passage of a general bankruptcy bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 


Also, petitions of T. D. Middleton, P. E. Armyter, C. Clarke, 
P. Jaleman, S. Porgas, F. B. Hill, J. Cash, W. S. Reynolds, 8, 
H. Hadcock, H. Trowbridge, k. P. Mudd, J. T. Taylor, M. Cohn, 
and other citizens of the State of Colorado, against the passage of 
the so-called anti-scalpers bill—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of the Philadelphia Maritime Ex- 
change, in favor of the passage of a general bankruptcy bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Coal Exchange of Philadelphia, Pa., pro- 
testing against any curtailment of the postal facilities of Philadel- 
phia—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, protest of the Birnie Paper Company, of Springfield, 
Mass., against the passage of the Loud bill—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Trades League of Philadelphia, Pa., pray- 
ing for the passage of theso-called anti-scalping ticket bilJJ—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BOOZE: Petitions of W. H. Knetlett, W. I. Horsey & 
Co., J. 8. Cohen, P. A. Kelly, J. 'T. MeCullar, I. Altmon, Balti- 
more Oil Company, L. K. Nuldkur, Flantman, Heller & Co., 
the George Plome & Son Company, G. S. Griffiths & Co., Arm- 
strong, Cator & Co., Northfroz & Strauss, G. H. & W. T. 
Howard, W. Irving Horsey & Bro., P. Eugene Hurley, William 
J. Lynch, E. 8S. Shriner, the Meyers & Hicks Company, W. T. 
Helm, H. Hall, 8S. Stratton & Son, Lyon Bros. & Co., Ferris, 
Noeth, Stern & Co., and many other citizens of theState of Mary- 
land, in opposition to the so-called anti-scalping bill or any simi- 
lar measure—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. BOTKIN: Petition of citizens of Eldorado, Kans., favor- 
ing the enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette 
laws by providing that cigarettes imported in original packages 
on entering any State shall become subject to its laws—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Protests of the Building Trades Council 
and the Lithographers’ Union of Cincinnati, Ohio, in oo 
to the passage of the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of the Young Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union and the faculty of the State Normal School 
of Millersville, Pa., favoring the enactment of legislation to pro- 
tect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes im- 
ported in original packages on entering any State shall become 
subject to its laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: Resolutions of the Trades League 
of Philadelphia, Pa., ing the passage of the Loud bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Kansas City Live Stock Exchange, pro- 
testing against the passage of the railroad pooling bill—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce and Board of Trade 
of the city of Tacoma, Wash., asking for the unrestricted opening 
of the Puyallup Indian Reservation, in the State of Washington— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. COONEY: Petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Unions of Colecamp and Fairplay, Mo., in favor of the en- 
actment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by pro- 
viding that cigarettes imported in original packages on entering 
any State shall become subject to its laws—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Rocheport, Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation to sub- 
stitute voluntary arbitration for railway strikes—to the Commit- 
tee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Rocheport, Mo., for the age of a billto forbid interstate trans- 
mission of lottery and other —s matter by telegraph—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DAVIS: Petition of the Order of Railway Conductors, 

St. Johns Division, No. 190, of Jacksonville, Fla., in fayor of the 
assage of the so-called anti-scalpers bill—to the Committee on 
nterstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Orange City, Fla., in favor of the enactment of legislation to pro- 
tect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes im- 
ported in original packages on entering any State shall become 
subject to its laws—to the Committee on the J verary 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: Resolutions of the Merchants’ Exchange of 
Charleston, 8. C.,. favoring an increase of the artillery force of the 
United States—to the Committee on Military Affairs. _ 

By Mr. EVANS: Petition of certain persons of Louisville, Ky., 
asking for a pension to Mary A. Annear—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolutions of the common council of 
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the city of Boston, Mass., pro 
smetal’ facilities in Boston—to the 
and Post-Roads. - o 

By Mr. GIBSON: Petition of 4 Tigo widow of Charles 
Foster, late private, Company I, eth Regiment Kentucky 
Mounted Infantry Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
si 


against the curtailment of 
ommittee on the Post-Office 


ons. 

Also test of citizens of Maryville, Tenn., against the enact- 
ment of bankra Lag er peep the Committeeon the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HARM : Petition of William W. Birdsall, of Phila- 


delphia, Pa., in favor of the enactment of legislation to protect 
State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in 
ee packages on entering any State shall become subject to 
its laws—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of George W. Wallace, John Meck, Thomas Hob- 
son, and 90 other citizens of Philadelphia, Pa.; Howard E. Mat- 
lack, Joseph W. Cheesman, and 23 others, of Camden County, 
N. J., protesting against the admission of illiterate, pauper, and 
criminal classes to the United States—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Petition of citizens of New Harmony, 
Ind., protesting against the ——- of a general bankruptcy bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENRY of Indiana: Papers in support of House bill 
No. 7667, for removal of the charge of desertion against Aaron S. 
Linn, lateof Company K, Eighth Ohio Cavalry—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. , 

By Mr. KLEBERG: Petitions of citizens of Yorktown and 
Nueces, Tex., asking Congress to assume control and secure deep 
water at Aransas Pass—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Simon Casady and others, of the 
State of Iowa, in favor of the enactment into law of the bill pro- 
posed by the mone commission a by the business 
men’s convention at Indianapolis, Ind.—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. LINNEY: Petition of William E. Anderson, for relief 
from the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military 


By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petitions of Joseph B. Hirne, H. K. 
Weiler, and 33 other citizens of Riverside and Delanco; W. R. 
De Bow and 19 others, of Vanhiseville, New Jersey, for the 
enactment of legislation which will more effectually restrict 
immigration and prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and 
criminal classes to the United States—to the Committee on Im- 

tion and Naturalization. 

Mr. LOVERING: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
ance Union of Bristol County, Mass., for the enactment of 

egislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that 

cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any State 
shall become subject to its laws—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of Stoughton, Mass., praying for the 
enactment of legislation prohibi kin reproductions of 

rize fights in the District of Columbia and the Territories—to the 

mumittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, —— of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Bristol County, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation 
raising the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the District of 
Columbia and the Territories—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Unions of 
Taunton, and Bristol County, Mass., to prohibit the sale of intox- 
icating beverages in all Government buil dings—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Bristol County, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation 
substituting voluntary arbitration for railway strikes—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

Also, = of Appomattox Command, No. 22, Union Veter- 
ans, of kton, Mass., and D. A. Russell Post, No. 78, Depart- 
ment of Massachusetts, Grand Army of the Republic, in reference 
to Se the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. : Paper to accompany House bill for the relief 
of Arba N. Waterman—to the Committee on Claims. 

By pf me ge Petition ~ P. = Miller and 7 ae = 
zens ysburg, O, or the passage of House bi 
No. 6453, for the relief of fice Glark-“to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of A. G. Weissert and 5 other citizens 

ilwaukee, Wis., in favor of the further restriction of immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Otto Stibbe and 15 other citizens of Milwaukee, 
Wis., in ition to the Lodge bill for the further restriction of 
ienmlgration--to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 


tion. 
By Mr. PERKINS: Resolutions of the Iowa delegation attend- 


mi 


‘sale of intoxicatin 


ing the Indianapolis monetary convention, January 25, 1898, fa- 
voring the enactment into law of the bill proposed by the monctary 
commission appointed by the business men’s convention at In- 
dianapolis, Ind.—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. SHOWALTER: Protest of the St. Peter’s Branch of the 
German Roman Catholic Central Society of Sharon, Pa., protest- 
ing against the passage of the Lodge bill—tc the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SIMPKINS of Massachusetts: Resolutions of the com- 
mon council of the city of Boston, Mass., protesting against any 
curtailment of the postal facilities of Boston—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Boston Chamber of Commerce, asking 
for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union 
of Chatham, Mass., for the enactment of legislation to protect 
State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in 
origi packages on entering any State shall become subject to 
its laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. STARK: Papers to accompany House bill No. 420, 
containing a summary of the testimony now on file in the De- 
partment, together with an argument thereon—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Petition of the Presbyterian 
Church of Mount Jewett, McKean County, Pa., to prohibit the 
beverages in all Government buildings—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the Christian Endeavor Society of the Presby- 
terian Church of Mount Jewett, Pa., for the passage of a bill to 
forbid interstate transmission of lottery and other gambling mat- 
ter by telegraph—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Epworth League of the Methodist Episco- 
pal Church of Mount Jewett, Pa., praying for the enactment of a 
Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Mount 
Jewett, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to substitute 
voluntary arbitration for railway strikes—to the Committee on 
Labor. 

By Mr. VINCENT: Protest of 287 citizens of the State of Kan- 
sas, against the passage of the so-called anti-scalping bill or any 
similar measure—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 5838, to increase the 
pension of Albert W. Kimball—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 7193, granting a pen- 
sion to Jacob Creager—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers in support of House bill No. 5840, granting a pen- 
sion to James Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 5836, for the removal 
of the charge of desertion against John A. Goddard—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 5837, to remove the 
charge of desertion against Thomas H. Barrett—to the Conimit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 5839, to remove the 
charge of desertion against Thomas J. Stainbrook—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 5834, to remove the 
charge of desertion against Robert Pruitt—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. ; 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 6631, to grant an hon- 
orable discharge to David B. Alleman—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Petition of the Alleghen 
County War Veteran Association, of Allegheny, Pa., W. 
Bradberry, president; Thomas G. Sample, secretary, urging the 
passage of the Lodge bill and the enactment of legislation which 
will more effectually restrict immigration and prevent the admis- 
sion of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United 
States—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Petitions of Charles E, 
Smith and 36 others, Samuel Bacharach and 24 others, all citizens 
of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the enactment of legislation which 
will more effectually restrict immigration and prevent the admis- 
sion of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United 
States—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Christian Endeavor Society of Cookman 
Methodist Episcopal Church, Philadelphia, Pa., asking for the 
passage of a bill to forbid the sale of intoxicating beverages in all 
Government buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, 


y 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, February 5, 1898. 


The House met at 12 0’clocknoon. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. CoupENn. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—SAMUEL E. HUDSON VS. 
M’ALEER, THIRD DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA. 


Mr. ROYSE, chairman of the Committee on Elections No. 2, 
submitted a report, with accompanying resolutions, in the con- 
tested-election case of Samuel E. Hudson against William Mc- 
Aleer, from the Third district of Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Samuel E. Hudson was not elected to the Fifty-fifth Con- 
gress from the Third district of Pennsylvania, and is not entitled to a seat. 

Resolved, That William McAleer was elected to a seat in the Fifty-fifth 
anne Ama from the Third district of Pennsylvania, and is entitled to a seat 

The resolutions were agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. ROYSE, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the resolutions were agreed to was laid on the table. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to ask unanimous consent that the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. CLAYTON] may have until Wednesday 
next to —_— his remarks upon the Teller resolution. He has been 
unavoidably detained from the House. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection, the request will be 
granted. The Chair hears none. 


GULF, COLORADO AND SANTA FE RAILROAD COMPANY, 


Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5547) to grant 
to the Gulf, Colorado and Santa Fe Railway Company the right 
to construct a branch of its railroad in the Indian Territory, and 
for other purposes. 

: The bill, with the amendments of the committee, was read at 
ength. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time: and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HAWLEY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


MUSCOGEE COAL AND RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. BENTON. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of Senate bill No. 2858. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill (S. 2858) authorizing the 
Muscogee Coal and Railway Company to construct and operate a 
railway through the Indian Territory and Oklahoma Territory, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. McRAE (before the reading of the bill was concluded). Mr. 
Speaker, inasmuch as this bill has already been read once in ex- 
tenso, I suggest that the reading be now dispensed with in order 
to save time. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to dispensing with the read- 
ing of the bill, it having been already read to the House? The 
Chair hears none. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs 
were read and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BENTON, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. LACEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be, and hereby is, author- 
ized to have printed and bound such documents and papers for the use of 
said committee as it may deem necessary in connection with the subjects con. 
sidered or to be considered by the committee during the Fifty-fifth Congress- 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this 
resolution? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Has this committee in former Congresses 
had any such privilege? 

Mr. LACEY. They have, I think, invariably had this privilege, 
though they did not use it perhaps as much as some other com- 
mittees. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If this privilege has been accorded here- 
tofore to this committee, and if the gentleman says it is neces- 


sary, I do not object. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The Chair hear none, 


WILLIAM 


in the chair) and resumed the consideration of 








The House ae to the consideration of the resolution; and 


it was adopte 


On motion of Mr. LACEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 

On motion of Mr. HEMENWAY, the House resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. Hopxins 
ouse bill No, 
7441, the fortifications appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the pare amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Taylor]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 6, page 2, after the word “‘embankments,” strike out “thirty” and 
insert “fifty-five;” so as to read: 

‘For construction of sea walls and embankments, $55.900.”’ 

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, the pending amend- 
ment is not for the purpose of increasing this appro riation, but 
simply to restore the amount estimated for by the Chief of Engi- 


neers of the War Department. This estimate has been made not 


as a matter of convenience, but as a matter of necessity. In the 
estimate made by the War Department for the construction of sea 
walls, this amount, $55,000, is stated to be not only necessary, but 
absolutely necessary. 

The length of our coast is well known. The War Department 
has charge of the coast defenses. I think that Department has 
been exceedingly conservative in asking only $55,000 for protect- 
ing the coast of this country. It seems there are but two points 
that are being disturbed by the action of the water, Mobile and 
Baltimore. This estimate, it strikes me, is a very moderate one, 
truly economical, absolutely necessary. Twenty thousand dollars 
of the estimated appropriation is to be used at one of these points 
and $35,000 at another. To ee less than the amount esti- 
mated for would be a waste of money; to appropriate more is not 
requested. I hope the House will adopt this amendment and thus 
approve the recommendation and estimate made by the responsi- 
ble officers of the Government. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I think this amendment ought to be voted 
down. We propose in the bill to appropriate $30,000, which we 
think is sufficient. I ask for a vote. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. 
to the amendment. 

The Clerk was proceeding to read the amendment of Mr. LEwIs 
of Washington when 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington said: At the request of the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. TayLor], I will withhold my amendment 
for the present. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. TayLor of 
Alabama, there were, on a division (called for by Mr. TayLor of 
Alabama)—ayes 34, noes 56. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Hemenway and Mr. Taytor of 
Alabama were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 72, 
noes 81. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That in order to provide for the payment of the money provided forin this 
bill the paper money, greenbacks and Government notes, of the United States 
shall not be retired and canceled but issued and used to the same extent as 
now provided by law. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. [rise toa point of order—that this amend- 
ment is not germane, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. 
of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has sustained the point of order. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Well, Mr. Chairman, I was enti- 
tled to an audience on the point when it was made; and I ask if 
the Chair will not now hear me upon the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustained the point of order be- 
cause he was entirely clear that it was well taken. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I would like to call the attention 
of the Chair to something in the nature of a similar precedent—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not care to hear from the 
gentleman on that point. The matter is so plain that it needs no 
discussion. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Well, then, I desire to appeal 
from your decision, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. PITNEY. I think, Mr. Chairman, that that appeal is man- 
ifestly frivolous and hope it will not be entertained. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I did not hear what the gentle- 
man from New Jersey said, but for the present I will withdraw 
the amendment and a 


ppeal. 
ee é The Clerk will proceed with the reading of 
e bill. 


I desire to offer an amendment 


oint of order. 
May I not be heard or the point 


The Clerk read as follows: 


rchase of submarine mines and necessary appliances to operate 
enn _ = the channels leading to our principal seaports, aie cate 
mates. cable eries, etc., to render it possible to operate submarine mines, 


Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. " 

I desire to have it understood that I withdrew my amendment, 
not by reason of the position I understand the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. Pirney] has taken, but at the request of the 
gentleman from Texas G . BAILEY], who sits near me. I have 
moved to strike out the last word, and desire to be heard briefly 
on the question that is now pending. 

The amendment that was ruled out by the Chair was tendered 
by me in the very best of faith, notwithstanding the suggestion 
of the gentleman from New Jersey. . 

It is impossible to pay the expenses of this Government—to pro- 
vide for these appropriations, which are estimated, or were the 
other day by the distinguished gentleman on that side of the 
House, would run into billions of dollars—unless provision is made 
by which the Government will have means to pay for them; then 
the appropriations will not only fail, but a deficit must follow. 

We have, on the authority of so eminent a man as Sir Francis 
Bacon, in the history of Henry VII, the assertion of the danger 
of permitting the wealth of a country to find its way into the 

ets of a few favored persons. And, notwithstanding the fact 
that the whole track of a is strewn with wrecks of govern- 
ments affording the dolorous illustrations of many such results as 
that, this honorable House is proceeding rapidly, under the whip 
and spur of the Administration, into a precisely similar course. 

It is ware that the greenbacks of the country shall be retired 
from circulation, and that the money of the United States shall 
thereby fall into the hands and be controlled by a favored few. 
It is me ee that we should have legislation to prohibit and 

revent the particular substance of which money can be made 
om being controlled or possessed except by a favored few. 

I understand, sir, the programme of this honorable House. 
There can be little doubt as to what its policy is to be from what 
we have witnessed on this floor. I pause now to charge the other 
side (with all the respect that we have for the eminent gentlemen 
occupying seats on that side) that there has been a well-devised 
and a well-defined and carefully digested plan—a plan agreed 
upon by them—by which no legislation in the way of monetary 
reform or other needed reform shall be presented for consideration 
during this Congress. 

No bankruptcy bill is to be presented, no legislation looking to 
the declaration of the Republican platform on the subject of Cuban 
affairs, but, on the contrary, all of that is to be dropped, and the 
appropriation bills are to be pressed as rapidly as possible to such 
an extent as they can be permitted by the condition of revenues, 
and at the close of their consideration the House is to adjourn. 

When the Teller bond resolution was brought before the House 
on Saturday, a week ago, on that night the honorable Secretary of 
the Treasury was called into a conference with the honorable Pres- 
ident of the United States, and the premier here of this House was 
also called in, the leader on the other side, the honorable gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. DinGLEy], and other distinguished gentle- 
men connected with that side of politicsin the House. Ona hasty 
conference it was agreed to dispose of that resolution without an 
opportunity of discussion, without waiting for instruction from 
the country or their constituents. 

We find, sir, that under this potent power of organization and 
control, this resolution was brought before the House and consid- 
ered. Now, I congratulate the gentlemen on their management. 
Their was no loud clamor on the part of their lieutenants; the 
thing was quietly done, and quickly done, while each member of 


the Committee on Ways and Means, at the proper time, fired his | 


farewell shot over the grave of this heroic measure of reform. 

I was interested in listening to the honorable gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. PirNey] as he bemoaned the possible existence 
of the ‘‘50-cent dollar.” Now, I hold in my hand a report coming 


from the Treasury Department. We find from the records that | 
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the public debt of the country is to-day $1,817,000,000, with interest | 


equal to $2,000,000,000, an increase, over 1897, of five and one- 
quarter million dollars, and this, too, notwithstanding the enact- 
ment of the “trust benevolent act” known as the ‘‘ Dingley law.” 

With all the promises of security which we obtain from the es- 
tablishment of the gold standard, we find that the public debt 
continues to increase and revenues decrease, and that if all the 
greenbacks of the United States were applied to the payment of 
that debt they would not pay one-half of it. We have in the 
Treasury $124,000,000 to pay this debt. If a million dollars a 
year —— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent to be allowed to proceed for five minutes. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. r. Chairman, I shall have to object. 














Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last two words. . 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I shall interpose the point of order against 
any further political discussion on this bill. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I move to strike out the last two 
words of the paragraph, and having made the motion—— 

The CHAIRMAN. There is already an amendment pending. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I make the point of order that that can 
not be done. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Do I understand the gentleman 
to object to my having five minutes? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I have no objection to the gentleman from 
Washington having time, but I object to political discussion being 
continued any further on this bill. We had nearly a day of gen- 
eral debate, and under the five-minute rule we have had a great 
deal of political discussion. A great many members on both sides 
of the House are very anxious to adjourn early to-day, because 
they want to get out and transact some business, and it 1s because 
of that desire that I shall object to any further political discussion. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Imove that the gentleman from Washing- 
ton have five minutes more in which to complete his remarks. 

TheCHAIRMAN. That motion is not in order under the rule. 

Mr. SKINNER. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last two words of the section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
SKINNER] is recognized. 

Mr. SKINNER. On Thursday I offered House bill No. 7268, 
entitled ‘‘A bill to continue the navigable inland waterway along 
the Atlantic coast to Florida as acoast defense in time of war and 
a safe and convenient channel for our domestic commerce at all 
times,” introduced by myself in the Fifty-fourth Congress and 
reintroduced in the present Congress as an amendment to the sec- 
tion of the bill under consideration providing for coast defenses. 
This bill as an amendment, under the point of order of changing 
existing law and not germane, was ruled out of order. 

I do not obtain the floor at this late hour to criticise the decision 
of the Chair. I expect if [ were in the chair and as conversant 
with parliamentary law as the distinguished Chairman, I should 
have ruled as he did. I will say, however, in passing that the 
same bill introduced in the Senate went on its motion, as a matter 
of course, to the Committee on Coast Defenses. And I thought 
while the House was considering the subject of coast defenses it 
would be an opportune moment to bring to public notice the 
merits of this bill as a simple, practical, ail economical and 
patriotic measure of coast defense. 

The bill contemplates the linking together by short canals the 
inland waters along our South Atlantic coast, so as to make a 
continuous and capable water ruute from Cape Henry to Florida, 
connecting the waters of Chesapeake Bay with the St. Johns River, 
and thus afford a safe, reliable, and quick route for the transfer 
of our naval forces, so as in time of war or attack to guard the 
inlets along our coast and protect the large cities of Norfclk, 
including the navy-yard, Wilmington, Charleston, Savannah, 
Jacksonville, and the smaller towns and cities on the Albemarle, 
Pamlico, and their tributaries, and all the interior country between 
Norfolk and Florida, that is now absolutely defenseless and unpro- 
tected and at the mercy of an attacking enemy. 

The work contemplated will accomplish this purpose practically 
with less money than has been or is now used in rivers and har- 
bors in the same territory, with a net saving to the Government. 
In other words, the money expended by the Government on these 
inland waters, if expended intelligently and with this purpose in 
view, will in less than five years construct, equip, and put into 
successful operation this continuous waterway. 

The bill only appropriates $250,000. Of course this sum is not ex- 
pected to complete the work, but from the data that is obtainable 
it is reliably estimated that the whole route can be completed 
for less than $4,000,000. 

All that is needed are two improved up-to-date dredges, such as 
are used on the Mississippi, one to commence at the north end of 
the route and the other at the south end, and simply work until 
they meet, and all the appropriation that would be required is to 
keep these dredges and their forces at work for four years and the 
work is done at a cost of less than $4,000,000, there being only about 
20 miles of original excavation to make in the entire route, and 
thus with improvement thereon uniting these inland waters. 

The Washington Post, in January, 1895, commenting upon the 
bill introduced by myself in the Fifty-fourth Congress, says: 


Representative SKINNER, who represents the coast district of North Caro- 


lina, has in contemplation the introduction of a very important measure 
upon the line of coast defenses. His project contemplates an inland ship 
canal from New York to Florida, which, according to estimates that he has 


in hand, will only require about 20 miles of excavation, connecting the Ches- 
apeake with the Albemarle Sound, Pamlico Sound, then by rivers down to 
orida. The estimated cost is small in comparison with the importance of 
the measure. 
The reporter of the Post talked about it in the lobby of the Ebbitt House 
with Marshall Parks, who has been connected with this projected canal for 
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“many years and who says that the project isentirely practical and one which 


at this hour commends itself to the favorable action of Congress, especially 
as it furnishes a feasible plan for coast defenses from Cape Henry to Florida 
at a very small cost to the Government. 

The manner in which this subject is to be brought forward, as expressed 
by Representative SKINNER, is to raise a corresponding committee to that of 
the Senate on Coast Defenses. By a resolution, after this committee is 
raised, the bill will be referred to the committee and the committee will be 
invited to take a practical observation of the projected plan. 

The matter of coast defenses at this time, when war is imminent, is one that 
addresses itself to the patriotism of the country, and if a practical coast de- 
fense with an excavation of only 20 miles can be accomplished from Cape 
Henry to Florida, thenit would seem that there should be no doubt about 
Congress affording a favorable consideration to this measure. It is one of 
great importance outside of the coast-defense idea, for it furnishes a chea 
transportation to commerce along the line of the coast without the hazar 
of sea, and the project at least demands a serious consideration at the hands 
of Congress. 


I now read from a letter dated March 28, 1895, from Commodore 
Marshall Parks, a gentleman of great learning and experience in 
canal construction: 


42 FREEMASON STREET, NORFOLK, VA., March 28, 1895. 
Hon. HARRY SKINNER, Greenville, N. C. 


My Dear Srr: I have yours of 2thinstant. I had just returned from a 
trip to Virginia Beach, Cape Henry, and Lynnhaven Inlet. where I had gone 
with Admiral Ammen, U. 38. N., and others, who desired to examine the pro- 
posed zystem of coast defenses. The Admiral was greatly pleased with the 
prose He is the projector of the “Ammen ram,” lately built. 

I ext¥.ined the proposed plan of defense of the Chesapeake, and by dredg- 
ing out se entrance of Lynnhaven make it suitable for a harbor for rams 
and torpedo boats, which could go South entirely inland if a few short canals 
were provided. The sand hills at Cape Henry would make the best of forts 
and landing for cables having the fixed torpedoes. As the Riprapsare of no 
use, they could be moved on the middle ground, opposite the Capes, if deemed 
important, and made also a harbor for rams, etc. 


February 11, 1895, when the Venezuelan boundary question 
brought attention to our defenseless coast, the Washington cor- 


respondent of the Journal quotes Congressman Woodman as say- 
ing: 


The great mass of the people of this country do not seem to comprehend 
the position we occupy. e enunciate the Monroe doctrine, and make our- 
selves virtual protectors of the republics, weak-kneed or otherwise, of the 
American continents. We do this by virtue of our confidence in our own 
strength and our ability to ultimately win any bellicose action that may be 
sprung on us. 

But, in my opinion, we do not, as a whole le, properly take into con- 
sideration various phases of the question. e do not consider that at New 
York, Philadelphia, Boston, Savannah, Charleston, New Orleans, San Fran- 
cisco, and er other points of less importance this country is absolutely at 
the mercy of those 12-mile or more guns carried by the battle ships of any 
first-class European power. 

We do not place sufficient importance on the fact that any big man-of-war 
could levy whatever tribute it chose on any of those seaboard cities, and fail- 
ure to respond to the demand could be followed by almost total demolition 
within twenty-four hours. Five thousand millions of dollars would not pay 
for the damage—not counting human lives sacrificed—that a few men-of-war 
could accomplish on our seacoast before we could be in a position to be to 
exercise the triffing defense we have. The great cities could be compelled to 

y tribute or be laid in ashes—leveled to the ground, with their great indus- 

ries and institutions demolished. 

It may net be generally known that gunboats carrying guns which will 
deposit shells at a distance of 5 miles or thereabouts can be put through the 
Welland Canal in cight hours. I myself have been through it in that time. 
Those gunboats could demolish Buffalo, Cleveland, Toledo, Detroit, Duluth, 
Milwaukee, and Chicago befere a move could be made in defense. 

We need coast defenses. We require that the exposed cities of the United 
States be placed in a ition of security. Any amount of ——t those de- 
fenses may cost will well expended if they place the United States in a 
position to repel invasion. 

It must be taken into consideration that coast defenses must be of the most 
solid order. There is not afort in the United States but would be totally 
demolished by one well-simed shot from one of the big guns on a battle ship, 
which will drive a shot through 20 feet of solid masonry. 

Cther countries know our weakness and are correspondingly insolent. 
Japan even could sail across the Pacificand lay waste the whole slope, before 
we could get our little uns ready todo business, just as easily as her 
armies walked over China. England, Germany, France, or Russia, perhaps 
even Spain, could knock our Atlantic Seaboard crazy. 

Congress is directly responsible for this state of affairs, and it should take 
immediate means to remedy the situation. Weasa —— are fullof patriot- 
ism and loyalty and war spirit. Eventually we could whip any nation on the 
globe, but if it got in the first blow think of the injury we would suffer. It 
seers to me it 1s the duty of every individual member to see to it that some- 
thing be done. It will be a lasting public disgrace, and cause a lifelong feel- 
ing of shame to exist in the heart of every Congressman if inaction should 
result in our sorrow. 


The Board of Trade of Philadelphia, considering the subject of 
inland navigation, passed the following resolution: 


Resolved, That Congress be respectfully requested to pass the following 
resolution, to wit: 

“Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby. requested and 
authorized to appoint a mixed commission of one Army, one Navy, and three 
civil e eers with instructions to determine the cost of securirg all prop- 
erty rights and franchises belonging to or claimed by the Chesapeake and 
Delaware Canal Company, the Delaware and Raritan Canal Company, the 
Albemarte and e Canal Com y, and any similar navigation com- 

any holding title to importent navigable channels, and to report their find- 
ing to the Secretary of War, who shall transmit the same to Congress with 
his recommendations at the earliest possible moment.” 


Bill 7268 was in line with this resolution reducing the commis- 
sion to three and confining the same to the South Atlantic coast, 
expecting that some similar bill would be introduced covering the 
northern route. 


Mr. Chairman, our country is so extensive, our rivers and har- 


bors so numerous, that we have done comparatively little to avail 
ourselves of the natural advantages we possess. Congress has, 
in late years, provided for locks and canals, and made a continu- 
ous navigation from Duluth, on Lake Superior, to Buffalo, at the 
lower end of Lake Erie; and the State of New York is indebted 
to DeWitt Clinton for that great work, the Erie Canal, which has 
poured into New York its millions of tons annually, and made it 
the greatest commercial city of the country. 

Now, what has been done on the Atlantic coast? Nature has 
supplied us with a number of good harbors and numerous naviga- 
blerivers. They generally runinasoutheast direction to the ocean 
and drain an extensive country. By reference to a map it will 
be seen with what little cost a continuous inland navigation may 
be made from New York to Florida and the Mississippi River, 
thus making perhaps another line to the Great Lakes. 

The Delaware and Raritan Canal affords an inland route from 
New York to Philadelphia. It is 43 miles long, and will pass ves- 
sels less than 24 feet beam and 220 feet long, drawing 7 feet of 
water. 

The Chesapeake and Delaware Canal, owned partly by the United 
States Government, providesachannel from Philadelphia to Chesa- 
peake Bay or Baltimore. 

It isonly 14 miles long, has locks of the same width and length as 
the Delaware and Raritan Canal, but is 9 feet deep. From thence 
we have that magnificent sheet of water, Chesapeake Bay, to Nor- 
folk, Va., with its numerous rivers flowing into it, all affording 
harbors and good navigation for vessels. 

From Norfolk, continuing south, we have two rontes—that an- 
cient work, the Dismal Swamp Canal, 29 miles long, now being 
enlarged, and the Albemarle and Chesa e Canal, 14 miles long. 

It unites the Southern branch of the Elizabeth River by a canal 
only 84 miles long with North Landing River, which empties into 
Currituck Sound, and thence by a short cut of 54 miles to North 
River, only 12 miles from Albemarle Sound. There is only one 
lock on this entire line of navigation, which was, until the lock 
recently built at Sault Ste. Marie. Lake Superior, the largest on 
this continent. It is 220 feet long’ 40 feet wide, 8 feet deep. 

I have given the figures to show how large a vessel may pass 
through inland waters from New York to North Carolina, 
and desire to impress upon the committee that the tendency of 
the age is to build larger vessels. 

To continue the inland navigation south it is only necessary to 
remove a few shoals in Core, Bogue, and other small sounds to 
the Cape Fear River, and thence a short canal to the Waccamaw, 
whence there is a continuous waterway to the St. Johns River, 
Florida. There will be a few very short canals required to con- 
nect some of the waterways, but as the country is so level the ex- 
cavation will be ine sive. 

I indicate the route of the waterway south of the Chesapeake 
because it is important that its location should be an aid to our 
coast defenses, and therefore as near the ocean as practical, using 
existing canals, 

Such has been the great improvement in dredging or excavating 
machinery in late years that more work can be done in one day 
now than mm one month twenty years ago. 

In building the Albemarle and Chesapeake Canal, which was 
perhaps the first canal excavated by steam, 300 to 400 cubic yards 
was considered a good day’s work. Nowa late machine built for 
the Government for use on the Mississippi River is reported to 
have excavated over 500 cubic yards per hour. 

Two of these machines steadily at work on this route would 
accomplish wonders. 

The project is not original with me. The history of ‘‘ Ye An- 
cient Dismal Swamp Canal,” which the Government assisted in 
constracting, develops the fact that it was designed by George 
or as a link in connecting these waters as I have ex- 

ained. 

The records of the Treasury Department show that as far back 
as 1808 Albert Gallatin approved and strongly urged the construc- 
tion of this water route, and General Grant, reviewing the views 
of Washington and Mr. Gallatin, urged its construction as purely 
a measure of coast defense. 

Soon after the Revolution this measure was engy urged, 
So it was in 1812, in 1860, and again in 1895, when the Venezuelan 
war breeze stirred the air; and throughout the history of this 
country every time a war cloud a on the horizon as largo 
as one’s hand our attention is ed to the condition of our de- 
fenseless South Atlantic coast, and the common sense, practi- 
pene and economy of the measure is advanced and universally 
admi . 

This is called the Southern coast line, created by making a 
navigable channel near to and parallel with the coast and having 
numerous connections with those waters. Its military value has 
been urged by our most distingui engineers for many years, 
and two advantages are obvious: It would enable the ern- 
ment to transfer our ships of war by a safe and speedy route in 
the presence of a superior naval force from one point on our coast 
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to any other, and would preserve our vast coasting tradein unim- 
activity throughout the war. : 
In Ordnance Notes, page 346, dated May 12, 1884, on this sub- 
ject, I find the following: 
war with erful maritime nation—England, f - 
oie — only would needed to blockade most of our ‘Atla tic 
Even our weak naval force ht avail something if concentrated at 
one point, and this route would give the means of withdrawing vessels from 
harbors where fortifications and torpedoes could block the enemy and unite 
them for action elsewhere. Even nowit would enable t and fleet cruisers 
to slip past an enemy to prey upon his commerce, while fleets of torpedo boats 
can be passed with the greatest rapidity. 
As pertinent to the subject of coast defenses, I read from the Bal- 
timore Sun of the 4th of February, 1898, the following: 


Year by year our foreign relations are becoming more and more compli- 
cated. It is needless at present to go intothecausesof this. 1t is enough for 
the present purpose that it is an obvious fact. A few days ago a Senator de- 
clared in his place that if the United States failed to absorb the Hawaiian 
Islands, war would ensue within ten weeks. The Cuban question is becom- 


daily more more critical. 
vast and rapid changes which have taken place in the last thirty years 
in the instruments of attack and defense have rendered nearly all that had 
been done prior to 1870 for the defense of our great seaports absolutely 


less. 
aa modern battle ship getting within 6 miles of the city hall of Boston or 
of New York, Baltimore, or San Francisco, would have the city at its mercy. 

The coast defenses considered by competent and experienced military 
and naval men to be necessary to repel the attack of modern battle -- 
have, therefore, to be placed in a far wider circuit than formerly. Such de- 
penees are = immensely st Lf correspondingly costly. oe 
large woo lending ettee, bail steel, their carriages, require no in- 
considerable time for their construction. 

























Without considering Great Britain (which we are glad to believe is not 
likely to allow a quarrel with the United States unless wantonly provoked), 
suppose Ja , France, Italy, Germany, or Spain to find sudden occasion for 
quarrel and to deliver a well-concerted attack on any of these great ports. 

Fa t demonstrated how easily modern steam vessels could run by 
powe shore batteries of the old-fashioned artillery. Why could not 
armored battle ships do the same with our less than half-armed seaports? 

sq could easily keep our few battle ships at sea and send one or 
two battle or armored cruisers, not only to destroy or imperil the ag- ¥ 
gregated wealth of our great seaports, but, what is of infinitely deeper con- *} 
cern, put us to everlasting shame and sapewens rage. ; 

We have shown how the monstrous and irrational expenditure in pensions i 

t the National Treasury practically beggared for years past, and ~~ 
that it is reformed in the particulars pointed out,and probably others, “ 
the same condition is fastened upon the nation for half a century to come. 

Is it not the part of patriotism and wisdom speedily to apply the knife of 
reform, and thus provide a fund by which the whole of our circuit of sea- 
cones Gotnate can be put in decent order of equipment, both as to armament 
and men 

We have examined the sums appropriated to seacoast defenses during the 
thirty-two years in which two thousand and twenty millions of dollars have 
been expended in pensions—at a rate far more reasonable, save for the last 
seven years, than the present—and the aggregate is less than fifty-five mil- * 
lions. Theratioisa minute fraction over two and a half cents for coast de- 
fenses to a dollar to pensions! 

lt thus appears, without going into other subjects, that it is high time tho 
people were opening their eyes to the doings of their servants and compelling 2q 
vigorous steps to eliminate frauds, diminish the expenses of the system, re- re 
form the srounte on which pensions shall be allowed, and appropriate the : 
millions t will be saved to the vital needs of the present and the future. 


An observer of the geography of our South Atlantic Coast can 
not avoid noticing the mass of inland waters that lie stretched 3 
across our entire South Atlantic Ocean front. 4 
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Theemplacements for them, ad ate to protect these great weapons from ae nearly _ ee extended line of waters is sepa- 
the fire of an ‘orce armed wit ve to be enormous! r e n i 82 
a af attacking Seas a — ee rated from the ocean solely by an attenuated strip of sand bank 


varying from one quarter of a mile to one miie and a quarter in 
width. The connecting together of these waters into one contin- 


for range Seating, Societe apparatus, etc., have to be so armored as to be im- . 
uous water route at so small a cost seems to be demanded asa i 
; 


pervious to the of the heaviest artillery. Similar elaborate and costly 
ap tus and devices are essential for rifled mortar batteries. Ship chan- 
nels have to be mined, with galleries to provide for the effective use of tor- 


0e8. 
All these instruments of defense must be thoroughly equipped with elec- 
trical connections, so as to be under the instantaneous control of the com- 
manding officer in every of the entire em of defe and these 
electrical equipments must be made entirely safe from injury by the enemy’s 


fire. 

Furthermore, the whole of the system for each great seaport must be pro- 
vided with officers and men, many, if not most, of whom must be ed 
experts in the various branches of duty, scientific and mechanical, which all 
this i involves. And properly to man such a of defense for each sea- 
port—the whole of which to be efficient must be much like the organization 
of the officers and men upon one enormous battle ship—requires a number of 
officers and men all trained to oe duties. 

In avery able article on “ h unit of coast defense,” from the 

n of Lieut. E. M. Weaver, of the United States Artillery the 
Journal of the Military Service Institution for November last, these subjects 
are discussed in omesterly wag, especially with reference to the defense of 
Boston, and the twenty- ports from Portland, Me., to 
Puget Sound. On page 487 he says: 

“ The total number of officers and men (for the whole) is 10,020, consisting 
of officers 351, men 9,669, a force believed to be reasonable and m , con- 
sidering that it is intended to man and care for in time of peace the entire 
armament of these twenty-three pos named, to provide a nucleus 
around w the greater number will be required in time of war may 
and be assimilated. 


co 

o it will be many y perhaps, before all these ports will have re- 
ceived the armaments to them by the fortification board, and there- 
fore this full com: ent is not now needed and will not be needed for some 
time tocome. It is therefore clearly advisable to provide only a fraction of 
ve tt woshould provide for ons 






















work of coast defenses, 

The strips of land referred to are natural forts, from which with 

safety an approaching enemy could be repelled. 

ile upon this occasion I have only referred to this measure 
asone of coast defenses, it is, however, one of great commercial 
importance, and upon this phase of the subject I hope to have the ; 
pleasure of addressing the Interstate Commerce Committee, to i 
which it is referred, and the House later, should I be so fortunate M 
as to obtain a favorable report. And I will say here that its com- 
mercial importance can not be overestimated tothe coastwise trade 
or to the entire country and world. 

Theshortening of distance, the saving of time, the cheapening of 
rates that this inland waterway would bring about would make 
it a great competitor to the great railroad monopolies that are 
fast absorbing the transportation of the South. 

It is believed that the saving of marine insurance alone in five 
years, if it could be collected, saved, and turned into this work, ; 
would be ample to construct the necessary canal. " 

The protection to commerce against the perils of the ocean can 
hardly be conceived. The saving of life and property which it 
would secure makes its construction a duty we owe to humanity 
and civilization. So that not only are the Southern people inter- 
ested in its construction—to be sure they are, for it would materi- 
ally aid in the great cause of Southern development—but the 
coastwise trade, the cities of Baltimore, New York, Philadelphia, 
Boston, the great marine-insurance companies, and the ship- 
owners of the country are all deeply interested; and if they would 
all join and make common effort with Southern Representatives 
we may be able to accomplish success for this measure that has 
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“If we e for one-half of the number of fortress units given in 
the aS probably answer the immediate needs and those likely to 
arise wi the pegs few years.”” The writer Srosoede to show that this 

rons for such service would require officers and 4,900 men, a 


of 
It will be remembered that at this time the only provision which exists at 
small garrisons in the harbor defenses (so far as 


ice is by 
these exist, on r) by detail from the field artillery, whose duties 
i eennee 7. Oe ee ietennane ie been already shamefully neglected and postponed. 
aboard a battle ship whet is Por? . en ee The C MAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


Thefollowing extract from the well-informed editor of the Army and Navy 
tet aeosd teas te tcleetnne the countay ond grech tniestt 
“We one the coun an ustice 
ray beta e sorvicg by geatements, ocala uno, fiat works ro 
no " ours], “an es 
are prceacted which are open to any enemy, even the weakest. This has 
= todo with the apathy of our people and goes far to excuse it and tocut 
liberal ons. 
“For example, the ts embraced in hope of fortification for Boston 
Harbor are, from n to south, Glovers peep, Deer Island, Lon 
d Fort Warren, Paddocks Island, Lovells d,and Hull. O 
these eight, not the stroke of a = has been done at five of them, and of the 
other three ry 


only the mortar bat at Winthropiscomplete. Work has been 
done on only eight emplacements for 10-inch guns, an: not a j@inch gun or 


Mr. BRUCKER. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
be given five minutes in which to complete his remarks. 

r. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I shall have to object. 
The CHAIRMAN, Objectionis made. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read the next paragraph of the bill. 

Mr. SKINNER. Then I will have to content myself, with the 
permission of the House, to print my remarks in the Recorp 
upon this matter. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. There is no objection to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman ex- 


tending hisremarks inthe Recorp? [Afterapause.] The Chair 
it or carriage has been furnished or begun. 

Any cruiser could come at night or in a fog into the broad, deep expanse hears none. 7 : 
of Broad Sound, within 6 miles of the statehouse, and bombard at will, with- Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I want to move to strike out the 
out theslightest danger toherself. * * * Neverin the history of the world 


last word, to get a little information from the committee on this 
point. “ But before proceeding tothat I want to say that Ican see no 
reason for treating our guns and our fortifications as though the 
work was specially confidential, for the reason that foreign gov- 
ernments can, if they want to, send their officrs or representatives 
to every place where we are erecting seacoast defenses and take 
photographs or drawings of every embankment and the location of 
every gun. 

They are not guarded in such way as to prevent this being done. 
What I want the information about is this: The committee has 
largely reduced the estimates, as I understand, of the War De- 
partment for this purpose, Iam furnished with a statement by 


Was such an enormous te of wealth so inadequately protected as is 
the case at Boston on the fet of ys 1898. In the course of 1898 there will 
robably be six 10-inch guns mounted, making eight in all. * * * Fort 
arren is even deprived of communication by wire with the outside world.” 
Compare this deplorable condition with the pooper defense of Boston Har- 
bor, as set down by the Fortification Board, namely: 
Eight 16-inch guns. oh o preparation made.) 
Ten 12-inch guns. (No preparation made.) 
Fifteen 10-inch guns. © mounted; six hoped for by end of the year.) 
Ten 8-inch guns. (None but useless old smoothbores. ) 
One hundred and thirty-two 12-inch mortars. (One battery at Winthrop.) 
Twenty ts. (Believed to be none.) 
Are New York, Francisco, Baltimore, Hampton Roads (to sey nothing 
of the eighteen less important points) in any or much better tion than 
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the Department showing that on January 1, 1898, there were only 
74 guns out of 469 guns required for coast defense, and that at the 
same date there were 184 mortars out of 982 required. Thisis 
what I want to call the committee's attention toespecially. There 
were 109 modern high-power guns on the skids at Sandy Hook 
awaiting test and shipment. Now, it seems to me that when we 
have 109 high-power guns ready for the emplacements, it is the 
duty of Congress to make an appropriation sufficient to put those 
guns in place, so that they may be available for fortifications. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Let me say to the gentleman, if he will 
allow me, that the appropriation was made to emplace these guns 
at the same time the appropriation was made for the guns, except 
the guns were about one year in advance. 

Mr. HULL. What I want to call attention tois the appropria- 
tion in this paragraph: ‘‘ Finishing and assembling of coast- 
defense guns;” whether $289,000 is sufficient to meet the wants 
of the Department for this next fiscal year. We are now appro- 
priating for the year ending June 30, 1899; and if this amount is 
sufficient, I have no desire to increase it, and I have no desire to 
attack the amount in the bill if it is necessary. 

But I regard this question of seacoast defense of such great 
importance that Congress should not be niggardly in furnishing 
appropriations for the emplacements, and if it is necessarily con- 
fidential, they should be guarded so that representatives of foreign 
Governments could not go and wander at will through the dif- 
ferent fortifications and make drawings and ‘photographs and 
pictures of our guns and fortifications. Ithink the amount appro- 
priated is very small. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. If the gentleman will permit me right 
there, the bill of 1898, which carried over $9,000,000-—— 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I wish we could hear what the gentleman 
says. 

Mr. HEMENWAY (continuing). Appropriated for this par- 
ticular item only $204,000. The appropriation this time is $289,000. 
In the history of these appropriations there has only been one 
year that there was more money appropriated for this particular 
purpose than is ae in this particular bill, the idea being 
to keep the gun factory running, as nearly as possible, the whole 
year round. This item is made large for that reason. 

Mr.HULL. My point is solely upon the fact that there are 109 
high-power guns awaiting emplacement, as I understand from 
this ‘os 

Mr. HEMENWAY. If the gentleman will allow me, I will 
state to him that for almost every one of the guns on the skids 
money has been appropriated for the ernplacement and for the 
carriage. It has been the policy of the Ordnance Department to 
keep the guns about a year in advance of the emplacements and 
carriages. In the bill of 1897 this matter was balanced up, and 
every time a gun is made a carriage is made, and provision has 
been made for an emplacement of those guns, with very few ex- 
ceptions. 

Mr. HULL. That is the information I wanted. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. If the gentleman will allow me one 
moment, during the last four months, Mr. Chairman, I have 
visited and inspected nearly every oneof the ae fortifications 
on both the Atlantic and Pacific coasts, and I believe it will take 
over a million dollars to complete the emplacements now in course 
of construction and over a million dollars to provide the emplace- 
ments for the guns now lying upon the skids. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. If you will pardon me, do you know how 
much money there is now on hand unexpended? 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. I do not know, but the contracts 
are failing on the Pacific coast for lack of money, according to the 
engineer officer. 

r. HEMENWAY. I think the gentleman is mistaken about 
that. 
Mr. McCLELLAN. I move to strike out the last word. Asthe 
committee has seen fit to reduce the estimate of the engineers 
$1,000,000—I understand the reduction in this item was made for 
the purpose of conforming with the reduction of the estimate of 
the Chief of Engineers—— 

Mr. HEMENWAY. That is right. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. The Chief of Ordnance, in the hearing be- 
fore the committee, made this statement: 


The CHAIRMAN. I asked you fora statement reducing your estimate in 
line with the estimate of the Chief of Engineers, making the estimate $5,000,- 
000, $4,000,000, $3,000,000, $2,000,000, and $1,000,000. I understand this is the reply 
here that I have? 

General FLAGLER. Yes. 

I will state, also, that the estimates as first prepared, in accordance with the 
plan I have stated, were $2,000,000 more than those finally submitted. The 
amount was so large that before submitting the estimates I went over them 
with great care and made large reductions where it could be done with the 
least_ serious da e to the general plan. These reductions were that I 
could possibly make without improper interference with the work. As 
stated, the reductions amounted to about $2,000,000. : 

Then all there is in it is we will do the best we can with what we get, but 
itis very little, and it has much effect on the safety of the country, and we 
can not do the work as economi with small appropriations. 

The CHATRMAN. In fact, you more money —— by the Fifty- 
fourth Co than all put together prior to that time? 

General FLAGLER. We Supposed that was decisive, and we were going on 
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with the coast defenses, and had gone on last year and this year. and would 
have been done in four or five years, and made the country fairly cafe in about 
four or five years if that had been continued. 


Now, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hutt] has stated the total 
number of guns emplaced at the various fortifications. While I 
have some hesitation in going into the details, I see no objection to 
following his lead and in stating that for the defense of the har- 
bor of New York there are only 25 guns mounted out of 65 re- 
quired, and only 40 mortars mounted outof192required. The gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. es has stated that New York 
Harbor is absolutely safe from possible bombardment by a for- 
eign fleet. And yet there are only 44 per cent of the guns mounted 
a for defending the harbor, and hardly 20 per cent of the 
mortars. 

The last appropriation bill for rivers and harbors provided for 
a total expenditure of $73,000,000. We are going on dredging and 
improving our harbors, and in case of war we may find that we 
have improved them only for the benefit and use of the enemy, 
It seems tome that it would be better policy to first protect our 
harbors, and after we have protected them toimprove them. I 
withdraw my formal amendment. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. Mc- 
CLELLAN] insist that he has a serious apprehension of war; and if 
so, will he please tell the committee with what nation? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. The gentleman from Texas is ened 
aware that there are foreign complications to-day. If he wants 
me to go into particulars, I will say that there is a possibility of a 
war with Spain; that there is a possibility of international trouble 
on the ground of the possible annexation of Hawaii. And yet the 
gentleman by his question implies that there is no possibility of 
war ever in the future. If the gentleman will remember, not so 
very many years ago a great wy, ne in this country thought 
there was no possibility of a war between the States, and yet that 


war came. 

Mr.SHAFROTH. Iwould like to ask the gentleman from New 
York a question. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Certainly. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I would like to ask whether he has read, 
and if so, what he thinks of the announcement made by Edison, 
that in an incredibly short space of time, by means of torpedoes 
and electrical devices, he can make impenetrable any harbor in 
the United States? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I prefer, Mr. Chairman, to get technical 
and professional information from people who have made it a life 
study. Mr. Edison is an inventor, a brilliant one, but he is not a 
soldier, and certainly on a question of that sort I prefer to take 
the opinion of a professional soldier. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Has the gentleman ever read his article on 
that subject? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I have read the newspaper articles on the 
subject; but I am not an electrician nor a professional soldier. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. You do not care to express an opinion 
whether it is correct or not? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I amnot competent to express an opinion. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a few words only 
on the pending bill. I do not believe that this committee ought 
to add one dollar to the sum total which it carries. There is no 
necessity whatever of a large and extravagant appropriation for 
fortifications at this time. is bill has been framed in its details 
with regard to the expenditure in the aggregate of a certain 
amount of money, and the subcommittee who had it in charge 
gave a great deal of thought and attention to its preparation. 
Now, I am one of those who believe that there is scarcely a possi- 
bility of war between this country and any first-class power in 
Europe or elsewhere. We are at peace with Italy, we are at peace 
with Austria, we are at peace with Germany, we are at peace with 
France, we are at peace with England, we are at peace with Rus- 
sia, and the possibility of war with Spain is just about oneina 
thousand, in my judgment. 

If there should, unfortunately, occur a war with Spain, it would 
be impossible for Spain or any other European nation to send to 
this country its heaviest ironclads. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Why? 

Mr. SAYERS. I readin the newspapers but the other day, in 
reference to the heaviest English ironclads, that England, in pre- 
paring to send a squadron to the Chinese waters, found it impos- 
sible to send her heaviest and largest ironclads beyond the sur- 
rounding waters. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Why? 

Mr. SAYERS. Because, I suppose, they are not able to navi- 
gate the ocean to so distant a point. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Was that expressed as an official opinion? 

Mr. SAYERS. Ican notsay. I read it in the newspapers. 

Mr. FOOTE. Does the gentleman believe that? 

Mr. SAYERS. Ido. I believe the only good _—_a that a 
great ironclad can serve is to guard the coast, and should it get 
into midocean it will always be in danger of sinking. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Howabout the 8-inch guns on thecruisers? 
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Mr. SAYERS. I reply, How about our Navy? What will our 
eruisers be doing if Spain should send her cruisers against us? 
In the naval appropriation bill which is to come before us we will 
beinvited toincrease the Navy. Wedonot desire the war brought 
to our doors. Gentlemen in favor of a large navy say that we 


ought to meet the enem in midocean. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Is not the gentleman aware of the fact 
that the battle ship Jean Bart, of the French navy, came over 
here, carrying her own coal? 

Mr. SA . The gentleman need not get alarmed—— 

Mr. McCLELLAN. y remark was in response to the gentle- 
man’s statement that no battle ship can cross the ocean. 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not believe, as I have already said, that one 
of the heaviest ironclads can cross the ocean for war purposes. 
They are only suited, in my opinion, to guard the coast and not to 
traverse the t oceans. I do not speak as an expert, but I will 
venture the prediction that should war occur between any two 

at nations having the heaviest ironclads, they will not be used 
e any purpose except for self-defense. Their size and weight 
will unfit them for ive warfare in distant waters. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. But the gentleman should remem- 
ber that we are urged to violate the traditional policy of our coun- 
try by annexing Hawaii, twenty-one or twenty-two hundred miles 
distant in the middle of the ocean, and that therefore foreign ves- 
sels will not have to come to our coast to attack us, but can simply 
attack us there, where we are expected to spend millions of dollars 
for fortifications and to have a navy to maintain our position— 
the most outrageous proposition that has been made to the Amer- 
ican people for years—utterly indefensible. [Applause. 


Mr. SAYERS. I agree with the gentleman. He like a 
Democrat. er. 

Mr. JO N of Indiana. No, sir, lam not a Democrat; but 
I am opposed to the annexation of Hawaii 

Mr. SAYERS. 


Ido not wish to say anything nay we or dis- 
courteous; but the remarks which the gentleman just made 
are the most sensible utterances I have heard him deliver during 
this session [laughter], though he has said a good many sensible 
things, and indeed always talks sensibly. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. The gentleman will permit me to 

say that party lines do not prevent me from adhering to what I 
believe to be right. 
Mr. SAYERS. I desire to say a few words upon the pending 
bill. I believe that the appropriations reported are amply large, 
considering the condition of the Treasury and the situation of 
the country. If I have derived any information whatever by rea- 
son of my service upon the Committee on Appropriations and the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, it is that we can spend an enormous 
amount of money in this direction to a = little p . We 
are increasing the number of our ships. ere must be a corre- 
sponding increase in the number of men to serve those ships—a 
corresponding increase in the annual expenditure in their use and 
maintenance. 

A large navy can not be kept on a war footing, as is ours at the 
present time, without great expense. With this great cost upon 
us, it is asked by some gentlemen that we supplementit by heavy 
appropriations, not only for a further increase of the Navy, but, 
also, for fortifying our coast, and that, too, in time of profound 
peace. 

Mr. Chairman, we are too rapidly and too greatly increasing 
our war preparations on land and on sea. Besides being very ex- 
pensive, involving heavy expenditures year by year, they have the 
certain and direct tendency to increase the military spirit of 
our people. We ought to cultivate the arts of peace rather than 
those of war. 

What will we do with so many war vessels? Are they to be 
used as pleasure boats? I do not believe there is the slightest 
danger of war. I do not think the ~~ of the United States, 
with the exception of a very few, desire war; nor do I believe 
there is a ple in existence who desire a war with the United 
States. Yet we are asked to-day to increase an already large bill 
by the addition of four or five million dollars for the ed of 
constructing guns and building fortifications lest New York Har- 
bor may be captured by an enemy whom it is impossible to name. 

Mr. FOOTE. Why not do away with the whole business of 
fortifications, if we are never going to have a war? 

Mr. SAYERS. That would be just about as reasonable as to 
increase the bill four or five million dollars. 

‘ e: McCLELLAN. Does not the gentleman know it to bea 
act—— 
Here the hammer fell. 
r. SAYERS. I should like to have four or five minutes more. 

Mr. CANNON. If I can be recognized,I will yield to the 
gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Tlinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
SAYERs]. 


Mr. McCLELLAN. Does not the gentleman know it to bea 
fact that the Committee on Appropriations has constantly and 
persistently reduced the estimates of the Departments because 
the Dingley tariff bill has not produced sufficient revenue? 

Mr. SAYERS. The Committee on Appropriations for the last 
ten years—ever since I have been a member of it—has always 
sought to reduce the estimates of the Departments—— 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Without any reason? 

Mr. SAYERS. Without reference to which party was in 

wer— 

Petr. McCLELLAN. Without rhyme or reason. 

Mr. SAYERS. And without reference to the particular rev- 
enue bill which might be in force. That is the hberty we take 
with the estimates—— 

Mr. McCLELLAN. A very large one. 

Mr. SAYERS. And we believe we ought to do it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, one word,in conclusion, upon the bill. I 
hope no gentleman on this side of the House—not even my good 
friend from New York [Mr. McCLELLAN], in his zeal to serve the 
great city of which he is an able and a useful representative— 
will vote to add one dollar to any item. 

Economy ought to be the watchword on both sides of this 
Chamber. [Criesof‘‘Thatisright!” and applause.} And not one 
farthing of the public money ought to be expended except under 
the pressure of an absolute necessity. [Prolonged applause. ] 
And, Mr. Chairman, for one I do not intend to vote for any in- 
crease, in any direction, that in my judgment is not absolutely 
a and demanded by existing conditions. [Renewed ap- 
plause. 

Mr. LOW. We want to anticipate that necessity. 

Mr. SAYERS (continuing). If, Mr. Chairman, I werecharged 
with the responsibility of legislation at this session, as chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations, instead of recommending 
an expenditure of over $4,000,000 for fortifications the bill would 
carry far less and would not exceed $2,000,000 if I could control 
it. [Applause.] I would prune everywhere until our appropri- 
ations should be brought within our revenues. Sir, I am not one 
to complain of scanty revenues. Our revenues are ample, they 
are more than enough, to meet all just and necessary expenditures. 
The point I desire to make and to emphasize is that our expend- 
itures should be reduced; they should be smaller and in pro- 
portion to the revenues. [Applause.] The trouble is not that 
our revenues are toosmall, but that our expenditures are too large. 

Mr. FOOTE. Will the gentleman from Texas permit me to 
interrupt him for a question? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. FOOTE. Iam heartily in accord with the sentiments the 
gentleman from Texas expresses so forcibly in regard to the appro- 
priations; but does not the gentleman think that there is a differ- 
ence in this from other appropriations that we have been going 
through with for other purposes; for instance, public buildings, 
official salaries, and matters of thiskind? Thisis a question some- 
what more vitally important, does he not think so? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly; but there is too great a difference 
between the amount desired here and the amount I believe to be 
absolutely necessary. It is not that this bill is too small, but that 
the other appropriation bills are too large; and instead of enlarg- 
ing appropriations of this character in order to equalize the bill 
with other appropriation measures, the other appropriations ought 
to be reduced to correspond with this. [Applause. } 

Mr. FOOTE. But the gentleman does not quite answer my 

uestion. Thepointisthis: Whether in the judgment of the gen- 
tleman it would not have been better to cut down on the other 
appropriations rather than on this particular one? 

Mr. SAYERS. Cut down on this and the others as well would 
have been my recommendation. I think they should all be re- 
duced. [Applause.] Ifit be desired to reduce the expenditures of 
the Government, thereis but one course, one successful course, to 
pursue, and that is, Mr. Chairman, to reduce the appropriations. 

Applause.] Apply the pruning knife everywhere. Hew to the 
ine, let the chips fall as they may, is a good and safe rule to fol- 
low. Whenever you see an appropriation that has the appearance 
of being too large or of being improper, there is the point for 
economy. 

Mr. Chairman, my friend from New York knows as well as I 
that the personnel of these Departments is largely too great. I 
think that to be absolutely true and will not be denied. 

Mr. FOOTE. I agree with the gentleman. 

Mr. SAYERS (continuing). And hence that there are thon- 
sands and tens of thousands receiving salaries from the Govern- 
ment whose services can be, and ought to be dispensed with, and 
whose services could be dispensed with without the slightest in- 
jury to the public service. 

r. FOOTE. I agree with the gentleman. 
Mr. SAYERS. Extravagance exists in every branch of the 
ublic service and in every department of the Government. It 
been so all along and under every Administration. 
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Mr. Chairman, gentlemen on this side of the Chamber are re- 
sponsible, as are gentlemen on that side. It is a common duty 
that we owe to the country. We are all at fault; we all ought to 
be held accountable. This is a question of public expenditure, 
not by Republicans or by Democrats or by Populists, but by 


representatives of the people. [Loud applause.] Moved, not by 
our personal inclinations or by our political liations, not as 
members of the Republican party orofthe Democratic party orofthe 
Populist party, but as Representatives having common interests, 
we should stand together in a common cause, for the common 
good, and in expending the public money our appropriations should 
be made from an absolutely nonpartisan standpoint. [Prolonged 
applause. | 

If we should do so, there will be but little trouble in deter- 
mining how to expend the publicmoney. Theservice will be bet- 
ter provided forand our revenues, short as some gentlemen think 
them to be, will be more than sufficient to meet every just de- 
mand. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I have thought proper to make these remarks in 
view of the fact that an effort is being made to increase the appro- 
priations carried by this bill. What I have said applies equally 
as well to all other appropriations made by Congress, and I trust 
that those who have done me the honor to hear me to-day will 
consider well what I have said, and that we all will unite together 
to make this Congress, whatever may be its shortcomings in other 
respects, one of the most economical that the country has had 
since the close of the late war. [Prolonged applause. | 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For oil-tempered and annealed steel for high-power coast-defense guns of 
8-inch, 10-inch, and 12-inch caliber, $247,960: Provided, That no contract for 
oil-tempered and annealed steel for high-power coast-defense guns and mor- 
tars shall be made at a price exceeding 23 cents per pound: Provided, Thatin 
the discretion of the Secretary of War a portion of this money may be used 
for the purchase of material for steel-wire seacoast guns. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out, in line 23, page 2, after the word “exceeding,” the word 
“twenty-three ’ and insert “twenty-two.” 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I think this amendment should 
be adopted, and I regret that Iam not able to give you specific- 


ally-—— 

Mr. HEMENWAY. If the gentleman will permit me, I will 
say I have no objection, and the committee have no objection, to 
the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be 
considered as 0. 

Mr. FOOTE. Hold on; let us look into this thing. 

Mr. McRAE. If it is not to be taken nem con, I should like to 
be heard upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be again reported. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, we have heard from gentlemen 
on the other side of the Chamber during the discussion of this bill a 
good deal about the necessity for economy. It would be difficult 
to exaggerate the present deplorable condition of the Treasury. I 
have opposed all propositions to increase the bill and I would 
like to reduce it if I could. I now propose by this amendment to 
put gentlemen to the test as to whether they really desire to save 
the Government something, and every Representative who wants 
to be fair to the Government should vote for this reduction in the 
price of steel. The Government isat themercy of two steel manu- 
facturers, who will continue to extort unreasonable prices from 
the Government as long as we will permit it. I suggest this re- 
duction of 1 cent per pound as a starter and I ask the friends of 
economy to support it. 

Now, a word about the bill and the propositions to increase it. 
Our Eastern and North Atlantic coast friends pretend to be 
scared and demand an increase for everything for active warfare, 
and yet, they know full well that they have very much better pro- 
tection than the South Atlantic and Gulf cities. I am one of 


those who believe that we do not need e ive coast defenses 
under present conditions for two reasons: First, because we have 


no money with which to build them; and second, because I donot 
believe that it is probable that Spain or any other Government can 
provoke a war with this Administration. I believe it wouldsubmit 
to almost any indignity to American citizens and perhaps see the 
flag insulted before it would advocate any policy, foreign or do- 
mestic, against the interest and demand of the sugar trust and 
the monopolies of this country who seem to have it in their grasp. 
That heroic valor and manly courage which made it possible for 
this Republic to exist and for the cause of freedom to be extended 
seems to have deserted this Administration. 

There is but little danger of war with an Administration whose 
main policy tends to exalt mammon and degrade manhood. But, 
Mr. Chairman, if war should come, there need be no fear of the final 
result. If the South Atlantic and Gulf coast or any other part of 


our seacoast should be assailed by an enemy, I do not doubt the 
ability of our Army and Navy to defend it. We have in the inte- 
rior, if not in the cities, a citizenship that will protect the honor 
and integrity of this Government whenever they are called upon 
to do it, and our first duty is to protect them from burdensome 
taxes and exorbitant appropriations. Our coast defenses are not 
in such perfect condition as the Endicott scheme contemplated. 
They may not afford complete defense to some of our cities, and 
we all know that it is not possible for the Department, with all 
that is asked for, to put them in such a condition within an 
reasonable time. I do not think it necessary and [ do not think 
the country would suffer if no new work should be done. 

The controlling motive with the Appropriation Committee, at 
least with the minority members of it, has been to reduce the 
Government expenditures to a parity with the receipts and keep 
from going in debt, as we have been doing. Important as sea- 
coast defense may be, we on this side think it vastly more im- 
portant to defend the people of this country against the further 
issue of bonds. ae on the Democratic side.] At the rate 
you are going in the matter of extravagant appropriations, it 
will be n to borrow money before the expiration of the 
present year, unless the Dingley law produces more revenue in 
the future than it has in the past. 

The distinguished gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] has 
upon several occasions risen in his place to encourage us with the 
favorable indications as he saw them, and 1 have hoped that Jan- 
uary would show sufficient receipts to meet expenses; but I want 
to say, Mr. Chairman, that such is not the case. I ask the careful 
attention of gentlemen on the other side to the last comparative 
monthly statement of the receipts and expenditures of the United 
States, issued on the Ist instant by the Treasury Department, and 
which I hold in my hand. That shows that for the month of 
January the receipts aggregated $37,333,628 and that the expendi- 
tures aggregated $36,696,701, leaving a surplus for the Govern- 
ment of $636,917. 

During that month the Government received from the sale of 
the Union Pacific the sum of $8,538,401. When this sum is de- 
ducted from the a as shown by this statement, there is 
a deficiency of $7,901,487 for the single month of J wy ! and is 
$1,474,162 less than was received during the month of January, 
1897, under the Wilson bill. If we deduct the net pa 
ing November and December on account of the Pacific Railroad, 
of $44,460,454, it will be seen, according to this official statement, 
that we have spent since July 1, 1897, $51,901,823 more than we 
have received from all sources in the way of taxes. 

This condition can not long continue without bankrupting the 


reasury. 

During the month of Jan the public debt was increased 
$12,000,000. In other words,the ury has now $12,000,000 less 
than it had on the ist day of January last. With this alarming 
condition confronting us, and believing that there will probably 
be no considerable increase, if any at all, in receipts, it seems to 
me that every Representative who does not want to issue more 
bonds, and who wants the Government to meet its obligations, 
and who is not willing to do wrong in order to get a tical 
advantage, ought to be willing to _ in reducing the items of 
this and every other appropriation bill. 

So far as I am concerned, Mr. Chairman, I have voted in the 
committee, and I will vote here and in the House at all times, for 
the least appropriation which is consistent with the reasonable 
demands of the service. I stand ready to assist the majority in 
the application of the pruning knife of reform wherever it ought 


ents dur- 


to be used, and I believe I for this side of the Chamber. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. LITTLE. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 


have five minutes more in which to conclude his remar 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McRAE. I thank the committee, and I only want a mo- 
ment, At the rate we are going on the deficiency for the first year 
of the Dingley law will reach, perhaps, nearly a hundred million 
dollars, ecan not afford to ent with expensive guns, 
or with any kind of enlar; and extravagant coast defenses, until 
we devise some way b ch the receipts of the Government will 
at least approximate the e 

These receipts from the Union Pacific railroads, which have 
made it — for the Administration to do the public business 
without borrowing, can not continue. At best we can only ho 
to get from the Kansas Pacific $13,000,000 more, and but for the 
receipt and use of the $49,909,822 from the Union Pacific the 
Treasury would perhaps have issued bonds long before this. I 
call the attention of the House and the country to this condition 
of affairs, and beg them not to aid in increasing apreeas, 
and thereby make themselves parties to and responsible for the 
next bond issue. A ag om on the Democratic side. } 

Mr.MoCLELLAN, Ishould like toask the gentleman in charge 
of the bill a legitimate question for information. I am informed 











Chief of Ordnance that the custom is to keep a supply of 
pe ace and annealed steel on hand for one year ahead. See, 
the question I ask is, If this reduction will permit the Department 
to keep a year’s supply ahead? Can the gentleman give me infor- 
mation? I ask it in ect good faith. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. It depends upon what supply he wants. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. This supply would keep the factory going 
the year through now. 

Mr. HEMENWAY., I will say to the gentleman that this sup- 
ply is in line with every other item in the bill, with the amount 
allowed the engineer for em ments, the amount allowed for 
carriages, and the amounts allowed all along the line. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. This will not cripple the gun factory, which 
is running the year or now? 

Mr. HEMEN Ax ell, it is owing to how they want the gun 
factory torun. They can not run it as they did last year. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. It will not close the gun ae 

Mr. HEMENWAY. 1 understand that it will run the factory 
about ten months in the year. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Mr. Chairman, I understand this is an amend- 
ment which reduces the price of this material—oil-tempered and 
annealed steel—used in the manufacture of high-power explosive 
guns 1 cent per pound. I want to ask the chairman of this com- 
mittee whether that steel can be procured at that price or whether 
by reducing the price they propose to reduce the quality of the 
material? This material is largely produced in Pennsylvania, and 
if it is proposed to make that reduction, then I propose to oppose 
fixing the price as proposed by this amendment. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I have no information as to whether it 
can be had at 22 centsa pound. The Senate, in the last appro- 
priation bill, fixed the price at 22 cents, and the House had fixed 
it at 24 cents. In the conference a compromise at 23 cents was 
made. As a matter of fact, we have bought steel for 23 cents a 
pound for the last year, and the proposition is to keep on crowd- 
ing down, thinking they will be able to get the steel, as they have 
in the past, at a reduced price. I do not know whether steel can 
be got at that price or not. 

rt. ROBBINS. I want to ask another question in that line. 
Is it not true that all this material is purchased after advertise- 
ments and bids from all the manufacturers of the country, and in 
that way the lowest bidder gets the opportunity to furnish the 
material? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I do not know. About this matter I un- 
derstand there is a combination. There are only very few con- 
cerns in the country that produce the material, and there are 
combinations, and for that reason the competition is not very 
great. I do not know that that is true. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Mr. Chairman, I think the attention of this 
House should be directed to this matter. It is a serious matter. 
If we are to cut down the _ at which this very fine quality of 
steel is furnished, we should understand the effect of such policy. 
It is made only by one or two American companies. The Carnegie 
Company, at Pittsburg, and the Bethlehem and the Chicago Steel 
companies; and furthermore, as suggested by my friend in front 
of me, it seems to be a fact that the United States is buying this 
very superior quality of material for this purpose cheaper than 
any other nation in the world. Why should we set a maximum 
price which is lower than that of any nation in the world, and 
not know whether the manufacturers can make it at that price? 

I think it ought to be open to competition. I think this House 
should stop this attempt to reduce the price, unless the gentleman 
is better informed than the House seems to be at this time and 
better than the Committee on Appropriations seems to be able to 
inform us. I think we ought not to adopt this amendment. 
Therefore I think that we ought to leave it at the present rate, 
which is i cent lower than two years ago. We have witnessed 
the effect of this policy of reducing cost of armor plate on our 
ships; and as a result three of these ships are on the docks with 
no armor plate to complete them. I am opposed to this motion 
and such policy. Our armor — at Pittsburg and Bethlehem 
are running to-day on orders from Japan, Russia, and other Eu- 
ropean countries, because the American Congress fixed the price 
of armor plate at a price so low that it could not be profitably 
manufactured here. 

This unwise policy adopted by the last Congress has stopped 
work on our at battle ships; obstructed the completion of our 
Navy; caused loss and damage to our shipbuilders, and will per- 
haps cause the Government to be mulcted for damages under the 
contracts for these ships. | 

Mr. Chairman, the War Department has filed no statement that 
23 cents per pound is an excessive price for this highest grade of 
steel. oO manufacturer comes here with an offer to furnish it | 
for less. No nation in the world buys it for less, We are simply 
asked here. to arbitrarily reduce the price on the ground of econ- 
omy—a proposition which, if it prevails, will stop our gun fac- 
tory here at Washington just as the reduction in the price of 
armor plate has prevented the building of our ships. In thename 
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of the thousands of citizens of Pennsylvania who are engaged in 
the mining of coal, making of coke, and manufacture of this fine 
oil-tempered steel, I protest against this reduction in price and 
ask that the amendment be voted down. 

Mr. FOOTE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 

We all remember that about a year ago we went through this 
same thing with respect to armor plate, and I doubt if the House 
wishes to make the same mistake that we made a year ago, when 
we proposed to reduce the price of armor plate from $400 to $300 
a ton. We came to the conclusion that we knew what armor 
plate would cost, and that we could get it at that price, and we 
made that reduction. I am informed we have gotten no armor 
plate at $300 a ton, and, more than that, that we will not get it, 
nor can we expect to get it. 

Now, it seems to me a strange proposition to cut the price of 
this steel down from 23 to 22 cents a pound, and tie up the Gov- 
ernment if it happens that no person will supply it at this price. 
So that we are proposing to tie up the Government and not be able 
to get a bupply of this steel if we need it. Now, why should we 
do such a dangerous thing? It is a very dangerous policy to sub- 
ject the War Department to in this matter. We are informed 
that the armor plate is supplied to this country cheaper than to any 
other country; and we are also informed that this material is sup- 
plied cheaper than it is in anyother country. Then whyshould we 
go to work and strike out the price reported in this section and put 
in a price below that at which it can be manufactured? Iam 
opposed to the amendment. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Does the gentleman know that steel can 
be got for 22 cents? 

Mr. FOOTE. No; Iam not competent to say about that. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Twenty-three cents is the price recom- 
mended by the Department? 

Mr. FOOTE. As I understand, the price recommended by the 
Department is 23 cents. I am not competent to judge whether 
the price is sufficient or not, but if the Department can not judge, 
we had better get a new Department. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I do not know what it would cost 
to manufacture the steel, for that appears to be a secret confined 
to the manufacturers. The men who are spending this money 
for the Government state that if they are limited to 23 cents, the 
Department will pay 23 cents. I believe if you limit them to 22 
cents, you will get the steel for 22 cents. All the information I 
have about this is that I obtained during the consideration of the 
last bill, or, if not the last, in some recent Congress, when the 
Senate proposed an amendment of 22 cents, and it was urged and 
insisted then, by those who claimed to know, that steel could be 
had for 22 cents. The House then insisted on 24 cents. and said 
it could not be had for less. A compromise was made at 23 cents, 
and it was procured for 23 cents. e will never get it for less if 
we do not force it down. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. What is the statement made by the De- 
partment about it? 

Mr. McRAE. The Department does not know what it would 
cost to manufacture the steel. They do not manufacture steel. 
It is manufactured by the Bethlehem Company and perhaps one 
other concern, and if we can judge this by other contracts the 
Government has made withthe Bethlehem Company we can safely 
assume that this is an outrageously high price. We have paid that 
company $200,000 more for certain guns than they could be man- 
ufactured for in our own factories. That company has robbed the 
Government in every contract made with it. So I insist that 
whatever may be the fate of this amendment, it is good policy to 
adopt it, and I believe the steel can be had for 22 cents. 

Mr. FOOTE. But suppose it can not be had for that? 

Mr. McRAE. Well, what have we lost? Simply a little delay 
in the manufacture of a few guns we do not need. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. How much is this reduction? 

Mr. McRAE. One cent a pound. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. ‘‘ Penny wise and pound foolish.” 
[Laughter. } , 

Mr. McRAE. That is the usual answer of those who are reck- 
less with Government money. Wecan not possibly suffer by the 
delay in getting a few high-power coast-defense guns, when we 
have more now than we have carriages and mountsfor. We have 
more under contract than we are willing to take and pay for, and 
itis no great loss to delay the building of guns that we do not 


| need any worse than we do these, 


Mr. HULL. Will the gentleman from Arkansas permit me a 
question? : 

Mr. McRAE. Certainly. 

Mr. HULL. Is it not true that our appropriations for car- 
riages go along side by side with the appropriation for guns? 

Mr. McRAE, It is also true that we are very much further be- 
hind in the manufacture of carriages and mounts than in the 
manufacture of guns. Necessarily, the guns are first constructed 
before they are mounted and put in place for use, 
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Mr. HULL. That is not the information that 1 get from the 
committee. 

Mr. McRAE. That is the information I get, and perhaps I 
have been in a better position to get information on this subject 
than the gentleman from Iowa. I may be mistaken, but I so 
understood the Chief of Ordnance when he appeared before the 
committee. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I agree with my colleague from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Ropsins] that to fix the price of an article in 
this body of men, who know absolutely nothing as to whether it 
can be furnished for 22 cents, is a piece of folly for this House. It 
can be furnished for 22 cents and for 20 cents by the Bethlehem 
Iron Company, but only in one way. Gentlemen come before 
this House and pretend to be the friend of the laboring man. 
Now, 90 per cent of the value that goes into this product is labor; 
yes, probably 95 per cent. If you insist that they shall reduce the 
price of the steel, you will compel them to reduce the wages of the 
laboring men. In that way you can getit. It is only by reduc- 
ing the wages or by the company giving you an inferior article. 

You undertook to cut the price of armor plate down to $300 a 
ton. You did not get it, coe you never will get it at that price, 
but you will get this: By and by the concerns who are construct- 
ing these battle ships will have large claims for damages in the 
United States courts. Manufacturers are shipping their armor 

late to-day to foreign countries and are getting $525 a ton for it. 
Sam against the policy of this House undertaking to fix a maxi- 
mum price on any article. Put the matter in the hands of the 
officers of the Government, and if they are not competent, if they 
are not fit to make contracts, if they are not competent to make 
contracts for the lowest prices, then get officers who are. Now, 
if you gentlemen want these guns to be built, defeat this amend- 
ment; but if you want to hang them up, adopt it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask what 
the amendment is before the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment again. 

The amendment was read. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken; and on a division (called for by Mr. 
McRae) there were—ayes 34, noes 56. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read as follows: 

For purchase or manufacture of steel breech-loading mortars of 12-inch 
caliber, $182,720. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. In connection with this paragraph my attention was 
called by the Chief of Ordnance to the fact that the appropriations 
in past years for the manufacture of steel breech-loading mortars 
have been so much reduced that the reduction this year to con- 
form to the reduction of the estimates of the Chief of Engineers 
would make this appropriation very much less than it ought to be. 
I should offer an amendment to increase the appropriation to the 
amount of the estimate, did I not realize that it would be a mere 
waste of time; and I have no desire to filibuster or delay the com- 
mittee in the consideration of this bill, With this statement I 
withdraw my pro forma amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For powders and projectiles for a reserve supply for armament of fortifi- 
cations, $391,000. 


Mr. McCLELLAN. Ioffer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In lines 13 and 14, e 3, strike out “three hundred and ninety-one” and 
insert ‘five hundred;’’ so as to read: 

“For powders and projectiles for a reserve supply for armament of forti- 
fications, $500,000.” 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. Chairman, I obtained from an officer 
of the War Department a statement as to the number of rounds 
of ammunition at present on hand. I recognize the fact that this 
is information which ought not to be stated on the floor of this 
House, but there can be no objection to generalizing on the subject. 
The statement is as follows: 

But a small number of shot and shell— 

Then he gives the number of rounds— 


has been constructed. These shot and shell are stored at a few arsenals long 
distances away from the batteries. Powder and explosives for shells have 
not been provided, and there is no ammunition available to use inthe modern 
guns on the Atlantic, Gulf, or Pacific coasts, now with the guns. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Where does the gentleman get this infor- 
mation? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. This is from an officer of the Department, 

Mr. HEMENWAY. What officer? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I am not at liberty to state his name. 
The Chief of Ordnance, in the hearings before the committee, 
made the following statement in reference to this item: 


This is oneof the most important items in the bill. There has been each 
year a demand for a reduction of the estimates, and the necessity for going 
on with the construction of the guns and keeping the gun factory fully em- 


ployed was so imperative, and the fact that if an emergen 


many establishments throughout the country might be pa baw on these 
projectiles and the powder has caused th: 


priated for. 
munition for the 
this bill; so that if the guns are completed with the appropriation 
carried on this bill there will be no ammunition whatever for 


should arise 
is item to be each year reduced, and 


very largely reduced, so that we have not now a Sa of ammunition 
for the guns that are already mounted. I feel that t 

these guns in fighting condition is now soim 
tion for these projectiles should be made this year. 
what I deem the minimum supply of projectiles 7 oes that prudence 
will permit. 

a portion of this estimate is to furnish projectiles for guns which are to bo 


6 necessity for placing 
rative thata ae 


a * * ropria- 


to give 


I think it ought not to be reduced. I state, however, that 


rocured with this estimate, and that this portion of the estimate for projec- 
iles could incur the same reduction that is made for the guns and carriages 
Now, the $391,000 carried in this bill is for guns already appro- 
The bill does not appropriate a single cent for am- 

ns the completion of which is provided for in 


their use. The quantity of ammunition on hand to-day is very 
much below what it ought to be. 

I have not offered an amendment to raise the item to the amount 
of the estimate, but I have offered an amendment to raise it about 


$100,000, which would permit of a small reserve being made to 
meet the demands of the 


the appropriations carried in the first item of this section. 


ns that are to be manufactured with 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Iwill merely put in the REcorp the state- 


ment of the Chief of Ordnance himself as against the statements 


read by the gentleman from New York. I propounded this ques- 
tion to the Chief of Ordnance: 


How many rounds of ammunition, including powder and projectiles, are 


on hand for each seacoast gun mounted and that will be mounted out of the 


funds now on hand? 


Here is his exact answer—— 
_ Mr. McCLELLAN, Is the gentleman reading from the hear- 


gs? 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Not from the hearings; but this is his ex- 
act answer: 


Not public information; but you can state to the House that you have in- 
ae from the War Department that we have a sufficient supp!y on 
nd. 


Now, if the Chief of Ordnance does not know about this matter, 
who does know? He was brought back before the committee after 
the general hearings were over, with the idea that if we had not 
enough ammunition on hand we could raise the amount of the 
appropriation for that object. In reply to a question he said, as 
I have just read, that, while the exact number of rounds was not 
public information, I could state to the House that I had infor- 
mation from the War Department that we had a sufficient supply 
on hand. How can the matter be any plainer? 

Why, Mr. Chairman, because of a few newspaper articles that 
come trom excited people, or enthusiastic people in the country, 
who are afraid of war, should we increase the appropriations in 
this manner? We have given the estimates of the Ordnance De- 
partment in this direction, amounting to $391,000. And certainly 
the Department ougt t to be able to determine what is necessary. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. But the gentleman from Iowa fails to state 
that the Chief of Ordnance made the statement that this sum is 
to provide 10 rounds of ammunition for the guns which have 
already been appropriated for. For the guns for which provision 
is made in this bill there is no money carried in the bill, and the 
estimate does not make any provision for them at all. The 
amendment I have suggested is to provide for these new guns. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. If the gentleman will stop and think for 
a moment he will remember that the guns provided for in this 
bill will not be mounted during the fiscal year in which the 
money is to be expended. 

Now, what use is there in poe ee to purchase ammu- 
— ne guns that can not be used, and will not be used during 

e year 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Well, when they are ready for use there 
ought to be ammunition for them, and this is a provision to sup- 
ply that ammunition. 

r. HULL. Mr. Chairman, as an original proposition, I was 
heartily in favor of the increase of the appropriation proposed in 
this bill in this direction; but since the matter has come before 
the committee for consideration, I have had some information 
given to me by the officer of the Government who has charge of 
the matter, and I think perhaps the same officer from whom the 
gentleman from New York has quoted, and this information has 
somewhat modified my former views. 

As stated by the gentleman from New York, he says: 


That for powder and explosives, shells, etc., there is no ammunition avail- 
able to be used in the modern guns either on the Atlantic, Gulf, or Pacific 


coasts now with the guns. 

I went to the Department and made inquiry with reference to 
this matter, and I may state that the Ordnance Department has 
acted, in my judgment, exceedingly wise in not distributing the 
ammunition among all the guns on the various parts of the coast. 
The ammunition, on the contrary, is stored in the arsenals, where 
it is properly cared for; and where within twenty-four hours it 
can be scattered to any part of the coast where it may be needed. 





a decidedly better policy than to distribute it around 
bev anins® different fortifications, where it may not be needed at 
all. it would deteriorate, and could not be concentrated at any 
one point if it was scattered in that manner. 

Under the present arrangement there is of course an opportunity 
to concentrate it at the different points on the coast, from the 
arsenals, at any point where it might become necessary to use it, 
so that while we may not have such a large number of rounds of 
ammunition, counting all of the guns, we have quite a supply for 
any particular point of attack. = 

And, further, from information given me by the War Depart- 
ment as to the exact number of rounds for each gun—or each 
character of guns—I am satisfied that the condition does not exist 
which warrants so great a scare as some men seem to be suffering 


from. There is, in other words, a sufficiency for all purposes when 
properly distributed, and for this reason I have seen occasion to 


revise my opinion on a more full investigation of the subject and 
on more thorough information as to the condition. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. Does the gentleman say in his place on 


this floor that we have now ammunition sufficient and now stored 
in our magazines to distribute in case of emergency, and that if 


occasion should arise there could bea sufficient amount in twenty- 
four hours delivered at Galveston, Mobile, and New Orleans? 

Mr. HULL. Undoubtedly, at the three points named. If the 
whole coast should be attacked, I would say no. But any points 
of attack suchas the gentleman named could be supplied promptly 
and effectively. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Will the gentleman allow me to read from 
page 24 of the — of the testimony of the Chief of Ordnance? 

Mr. HULL. ell, [have but five minutes, and I prefer that 
the gentleman would read it in his own time. 

The trouble with my friend from New York and others holding 
the same views is this, that in the discussion of the question of am- 
munition they take all of the guns and mortars on all of the coast; 
and if we had to distribute the ammunition to fire every gun on 
all parts of the coast, of course we would not have ammunition 
sufficient to supply them all for more than an hour or even less. 
But it is absolutely impossible that such a condition should arise, 
and if we accumulate our ammunition at three or four points, 
wherever the necessity arises, where it could be rapidly trans- 
ported, there is no necessity for increasing the appropriation car- 
ried in the bill. 

So, while I was perhaps somewhat severe in my original criti- 


cism of the committee, further investigation of the matter has 
shown me how easy it is to criticise before we take pains to inform 


ourselves thoroughly on a sabject of this character. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the ——- has expired. 
Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. Chairman, 


the hearing before the committee. He says: 


We are now short on projectiles. We ought to have a great many more. 


Iam laying more stress on the number of projectiles that we want to get than 


Ihave before. The estimates I can explain in a few words, as they appear in 


that schedule which I sent roe this morning. Three hundred and some odd 
mate is to provide powder and projectiles in the 


thousand dollars of that est 
= and carriages that will be ready. I mean for the fortification which will 
ready for use at the end of this fiscal year. 
Mr. HULL. Well, they give that appropriation here $391,000. 
Mr. McCLELLAN. Yes; for the gunsalready appropriated for. 
Mr. HULL. I do not think the amendment ought to carry. 
The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
McCLELLAN) there were—ayes 5, noes 33, 
So the amendment was rejected. 
; The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
ows: 
For rapid-fire guns, including their mounts, $208,060. 


Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. In reference to this paragraph I desire to read a para- 
graph from the hearings—the statement of the Chief of Ordnance 
on this point. In reference to rapid-fire guns he says: 


The next item is that for rapid-fire guns. It should be stated here that 
these rapid-fire guns were not included in the original estimate for guns 
for the twenty-seven principal ports, made by the Coast Defense Board. 
The caliber and character of such guns had not then beendetermined. They 
are one of the most important elements in our coast defense. The character 
and caliber of the guns and their mounts have now been determined, and 
this estimate is to furnish these rapid-fire guns for those batteries which will 
be completed by June, 1898. It does not include any guns for batteries to be 
ee from estimates submitted by the Chief of Engineers in this year’s 

mates. 

Ido not think it is necessary to say anything to the committee about the 
almost imperative necessity that the rapid-fire guns for batteries already 
ae should be installed and these batteries placed in perfect fighting 
condition. 


I withdraw my pro forma amendment. 
The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 
follows: 
MISCELLANEOUS ITEMS. 
For steel field guns, $30,000. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I wish to raise a point of order on 
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desire to read an extract 
from the testimony of the Chief of Ordnance, found on page 24 of 





all in the bill from line 13, page 4, down to and including line 18, 


e 5. 
r. DOCKERY. What is the point? 

Mr. HULL. The point of order is that the matter therein con- 
tained and legislated for belongs to the Committee on Military 
Affairs and not to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to make the point of order that the 
question of order can not be raised at this time. 

Mr. HULL. I have raised it on the first item that has been 
read. They all belong to the same class, and it certainly is in 
order to raise it at this time on the one that has been read. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But a point of order addressed to the ques- 
tion of jurisdiction should have been raised when the bill was 
presented to the House, and before it was committed to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HULL. But-all points of order were reserved, so that it 
can be raised now just as well as then. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. The gentleman gave notice of the fact 
that he was going to make the point of order. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The reservation of all points of order at that 
time would amount to a reservation so far as any infraction 
might be made of clause 2 of Rule XXI, but I do not think the 
point of order now raised can be made at this time. 
aa” HULL. I think the point of order covers everything in the 

ill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I do not think there is any precedent for the 
position the gentleman takes. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. We are perfectly willing to submit it to 
the Chair. It has been adjudicated half a dozen times. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, very well, if the Chair is all right. 
[Laughter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is inclined to hold that, all points 
of order having been reserved against this bill when it was re- 
ported, and the gentleman who now has the floor stating that he 
proposed when the proper time came to raise the point which he 
is now raising, he is entitled to be fully heard on the subject. 

Mr. HULL. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want first to read the rule. 
The Chair, of course, is familiar with it. On page 232 of the 
Digest the rule provides that all matters pertaining to fortifica- 
tions and coast defenses shall go to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. On the same pase, in the twelfth subdivision of Rule XI, 
it is provided that all matters relating— 

To the military establishment and the public defense, including appropri- 
ations for its support and for that of the Military Academy— 
shall go to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the only question 
under the rule can be, is this a matter of coast defense or a mat- 
ter that affects the Army proper? On that question I apprehend 
there is not a division of sentiment in this House, certainly not 
among any of those who have given any attention whatever to 
military affairs. In the Fifty-first Congress the General in com- 
mand of the Army, General Schofield, in answer to a question 
from the then chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
stated that field artillery was as much a part of the general arma- 
ment of the Army as anything that could possibly be given them 
for the defense of the country, and that field guns for the artil- 
lery are just as much a part of the Army proper as the rifle in 
the hands of the infantryman or the saber in the hands of the 
cavalryman. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. They give you the targets for 
military are, but will not give you the guns to fire at them. 

Mr. HULL. We have in our bill the targets for the artillery 
practice. We have in our bill everything affecting the equipment 
and pay of the artillery, and if the Chair will look up the Jebate 
in the Fifty-first Congress, he will find that while the question was 
decided then, the then occupant of the chair held, when the mili- 
tary bill was up, that the Committee on Military Affairs had ju- 
risdiction over these items, 

It is true that immediately afterwards the House at that time, 
on motion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], who was 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, did strike the item 
from the bill, and that when the fortification bill was up, the gen- 
tleman then in the chair held that the Committee on Appropria- 
tions had jurisdiction, but gave as the only reason for such a 
decision the fact that they had heretofore appropriated for this 

urpose. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I wanttocall your attention tothis fact: That 
if there is a clear division in the rule giving jurisdiction in these 
matters, thatclear division should govern, no matter what had been 
the practice of the House in the past. So far as the decisions of 
the Chair are concerned, you have them on both sides of the ques- 
tion; there is no doubt about that. And that is all I care to say 
about it. 

Any man reading the rules will find out that these items in this 
bill to which I have called attention are as clearly within the 
jurisdiction of the Committee on Military Affairs as the small 
arms of the Army would be. They have absolutely nothing to do 
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with fortifications—absolutely nothing. 
that when the fortifications are complete, if they ever shall be, 
and are turned over to the line of the Army, the appropriations 
for the fortifications themselves will belong to the Committee on 


And I will say further 


Military Affairs. The construction of the fortifications, the equip- 
ment of the fortifications, are now with the Committee on Appro- 
priations; but the very minute they become completed and turned 
over to the line of the Army they pass over to the Committee on 
Military Affairs if the rules remain the same. 

Mr. McCLELLAN, The gentleman will permit me to inter- 
rupt him to read the statement made by the Chief of Ordnance, 
on page 15 of the hearings. He will see this: 

The items marked B do not belong to the coast defense. 

On page 16 he will find he says: 

“a nature of these items is such as would properly place them in the Army 


This is simply in the line of the gentleman's argument. 

Mr. HULL. I am not discussing that. Nor am I reflecting 
upon the Committee on Appropriations, but if we are to have any 
rules in this House, we should enforce them; and I believe the 
Committee on Military Affairs, devoting its whole time to the con- 
sideration of questions of this character, are better qualified to 
pass upon it than a committee that takes up a number of ques- 
tions, a!l appropriations not otherwise provided for, and which 
considers what justifies them in their idea of how,much or how 
little they can give. 

Mr. COX. I desire to ask my colleague on the committee a 
question if he will yield. 

Mr. HULL. Yes; I will yield. 

Mr. COX. By transferring this jurisdiction to the Committee 
on Appropriations and then by the Committee on Military Affairs 
reporting its bill what has been the result? Are there not items 
now in this bill that are carried in the appropriation bill reported 
by the Committee on Military Affairs—duplicates of the same 
items? 

Mr. HULL. I think that might be true about powder. We 
appropriated $250,000 for metallic ammunition. 

r. COX. Iam trying to bring attention to the fact that by 
two committees assuming jurisdiction in this matter the question 
arises whether the two committees do not report appropriations 
for the same thing. 

Mr. HULL. We have two committees reporting the same 
items. 

But I want to make the point that it has nothing to do with the 
question of the distribution of this field artillery. Ido not know 
that it is necessary to make this appropriation this year, but I do 
know this, that it is not as necessary to provide for large guns, 
large field artillery, as it is to prosecute the work of coast de- 
fense. Whether we would have allowed these guns or not I do 
not propose to discuss, but I do propose to insist in calling atten- 
tion of the Chair specifically to the rule, that everything relating 
to the organization of the Army properly belongs to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and field artiliery is as much a part of the 
arms of the Army as any other, and hence we have jurisdiction 
over it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt 
him? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iam not familiar with the items in contro- 
versy; but assuming that the position of the gentleman is correct, 
and the Committee on Appropriations has no right to report these 
provisions, would not the question of jurisdiction be determined 
under clause 3 of Rule XXII? If you will turn to page 524 of the 
Digest you will find this statement: 

Erroneousreference of public bills and resolutions may be corrected by the 
House without debate *‘on any day immediately after the reading of the 
Journal, by unanimous consent, or on motion of a committec claiming juris- 
diction, or on the report of the committee to which the bill has been errone- 
ously referred,” as provided in Rule XXII, clause 3. 

Now, then, we have this. 

Mr. HULL. No; it is not that clause that I called the atten- 
tion of the gentleman to. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But you have the right to raise the question 
of jurisdiction, and the rule points out how you shall assert that 
right, 

The rule provides: 

On motion of a committee claiming jurisdiction. 


That may be corrected, ‘‘ without debate, on any day immedi- 
ately after the reading of the Journal.” In the second session of 
the Fittieth Congress, on page 534 of the Journal, there is this de- 
cision: 

The erroneous reference of a bill to the Calendar of the House presents a 
privileged question in like manner as the erroneous reference toa committee. 

Now, then, if this subject-matter is erroneously referred by the 
House to the Committee of the Whole, it stands exactly upon “all 
fours” with the erroneous reference of a bill toacommittee. How 


is the erroneous reference of a public bill corrected under the rule? 
It is corrected by the committee claiming jurisdiction on any day 
after the reading of the Journal by unanimous consent, on motion 
of the committee claiming jurisdiction, or on the report of the 
committee to which the bill has been erroneously referred. That 
is to say, if this is an erroneous reference, it stands exactly as 
would the erroneous reference of a public bill, and therefore it 
must be corrected under the rule on motion made by the commit- 
tee claiming jurisdiction any day after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. HULL. This is not a private bill or a e. or a public 
bill introduced in the House and referred. It is a case where a 
committee has taken charge of certain items of their own volition, 
probably, and has brought in on an appropriation bill certain 
items that they had no right to bring in on appropriation bills. 
Page 524, that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY] quotes, 
refers to things that go upon the Journal by reference in the 
House and of which every one can have notice at the time. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But this question of jurisdiction that the 
gentleman raises, if well taken, would have to be determined under 
the rule by motion in the House after the reading of the Journal 
on any day. 

Mr. HULL. Idonotthink so. Nothing has been referred to 
the committee upon this point. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The House referred this bill to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HULL. Article 2 clause 21 of the rules provides specific- 
ally that certain things can not be done on appropriation bills. 
You can not report any new legislation. That prohibition applies 
in Committee of the Whole when the right to submit points of 
order is reserved. The gentleman can see that that rule would 
prohibit the raising of the question of jurisdiction on any appro- 
priation bill. Hereis a bill brought in, the title is read, and it is 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. Members have to wait until it is printed before they can 
know what is in it. The construction of the gentleman from 
Missouri would render it possible for a committee to absorb the 
whole legislation of the House. The rule does not apply to this 
state of facts at all. 

The language cf the rule that he reads on page 524 shows that 
it can not apply. It isimpossible for any man to know what isin 
an pe bill when itis broughtin here before it is re- 
ferred to the Whole House on the state of the Union. Before you 
could know what is in it you would have to have it read. It 
would necessitate the reading in full of every appropriation bill 
a it was referred to the Whole House on the state of the 

nion. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is not my contention. 

Mr.HULL. That is the only way you could know what is in it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. You do not know what is in any bill that is 
presented and referred to a committee until it is printed or read. 

Mr.HULL. But yousay that you must move to have the correc- 
tion made in the House before it is referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman from Iowa must have mis- 
understood me, or else I was unfortunate in the use of language. 
I said this proposition was on “all fours” with the erroneous 
reference of a bill to a committee. 

Mr. HULL. This is not in reference to a bill in the House re- 
ferred to a committee, but referred to the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. It is impossible, unless you read the bill 
through, to know what is in it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Well, but you have the right to move for the 
correction any day after the fact comes to your knowledge. 

Mr. HULL. I do not want to take any further time of the com- 
mittee to discuss this matter. It seems to me the plain question 
is, Does this belong to the fortifications or to the Army proper? 
I will call the attention of the Chair to the statement of the gen- 
eral in command of the Ordnance Department, General Flagler, 
that this properly belongs to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

I will quote, if the Chair likes, the unanimous testimony of 
every officer of the War Department who has charge of these 
matters, that this appropriation has nothing absolutely to do 
with fortifications or coast defenses, but refers entirely to the 
equipment of the Army. The Army, as the Chair knows, is in 
three branches—the artillery, the cavalry, and the infantry. If 
this Committee on Appropriations can take a of theartillery, 
why can not it take charge of the infantry and the cavalry? It 
can certainly do it with as much propriety as it can take charge 
of the appropriations for artillery. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, this item has always been 
carried in the coast fortification bill, and that is one of the oldest 
bills that comes from the Appropriations Committee. When the 
appropriation bills were divided and the Army bill was given to 
a separate committee, it carried with it what had always been 
appropriated for in the Army bill prior to the division of the bills. 
The coast fortification bill carried the items that had always been 
carried in that bill prior to the division. 
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8 nt was first raised in the Fiftieth Congress, after the 
animate the bills, by Mr. Townshend, of Illinois, who filibus- 
tered for a whole day on the proposition; and it was finally de- 
cided, when the Chair was allowed to rule on the point of order, 
by Mr. Springer, who was then in the chair, that the committee 
having charge of coast fortifications was the proper one for these 
items to be referred to. . 

Now, how does the Committee on Appropriations get jurisdic- 
tion of these items? They are referred to that committee under 
the head of “Armament of fortifications” in the Book of Esti- 
mates. Evidently, when these estimates were made these items 
were considered a partof the subject of fortifications, because they 

appear under that head—armament of fortifications, 

is question was again raised in the Fifty-first Congress, when 
for the first and only time it was decided that the items were in 
order on the Army bill; the gentleman then in the chair being, I 
believe, Mr. Allen, of Michigan. When that decision had been 
made, the tleman from Tlinois [Mr. CANNON], with both bills 
in his cenie—the Army bill and coast fortification bill, with 
these items on both bills—appealed to the House, which decided, 
by a vote of about 2 to 1, that the items belonged on the coast for- 
tification bill. The next day the question came up again, Mr. 
Payson, of Dlinois, being in the chair; and he decided that the 
items were proper on the coast fortification bill, overruling the 
point of order made against them, and citing among other deci- 
sions a decision of Mr. Blount, of Georgia, overruling a similar 
point of order. , 

It strikes me, Mr. Chairman, that this is not now an o ques- 
tion. These items have never appeared on the Army bill, except 
on the one occasion when they were stricken out by a vote of the 
House and placed upon the coast fortification bill. ° 

These items were referred to the Appropriations Committee in 
the proper way in December last, upon the report from the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means distributing the different subjects of 
committee action. In addition to that, as I stated a while ago, 
the items appear in the estimate under the head of “‘Armament of 
fortifications.” 

On no occasion except one has any Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole ever determined that these items were in order on 
the Army bill, and that one decision was not sustained by the 
House. On the other hand, by numerous decisions—decisions of 
Mr. Springer, Mr. Blount, Mr. “ee , and others who occupied 
the chair—these items have been decided proper on the coast for- 
tifications bill. I may add that Mr. Carlisle, as Speaker of the 
House, incidentally, in referring to one of these decisions, adopted 
the same view. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, at one time there was a great de- 
bate here, when the Democrats had power and when Mr. Randall, 
then chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, secured 
enough of his people to stand byhim. But the only time when this 
question has ever been squarely decided on the rules was when 
Mr. Allen of Michigan was in the chair. At that time, quoting 
the rules, he held that under them he could make but one decision. 
Mr. Payson, in making his decision, made no reference to the 
rules, but simply said that ‘‘the Committee on Appropriations 
having heretofore appropriated for this purpose, the Chair will 
overrule the point of order.” 

He based his decision solely and simply on the ground that the 
Committee on Appropriations had theretofore made the appro- 
priations for that purpose. But I apprehend, Mr. Chairman, that 
no matter how long a committee may have had a certain class of 
appropriations in their bills—and this is something that is not 
eee. for every year, but which comes up only occasion- 

ly—if the practice is against the absolute letter and spirit of the 
Tules, the sooner the House gets away from that sort of practice 
the better. 

Take one of these items which I propose to strike out—the ap- 
propriation for powder. We gave $250,000 for metallic ammuni- 
tion and powder; this other committee has given acertain amount 
for the same purpose. Take another item on which I propose to 
raise a question—the item of t t practice. This is appropri- 
ated for in our bill, and now this committee comes in with an 
item in their bill for target practice. Thus you have this con- 
stant clashing of the two committees upon individual items. 

Again, I wish to call the attention of the Chair to what I said 
before, that there are three arms of the service, all standing on 
the same level so far as appropriations are concerned, and if the 
rules mean anything, our committee has jurisdiction of the ar- 
tillery just as much as of the infantry and cavalry. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I trust the com- 
mittee will permit me a word. I am not now a member of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, but I was formerly, and can speak 
freely on this question. There is a principle by which the juris- 
diction of these two committees is to be distinguished. To the 
Appropriations Committee is given the matter of fortifications 
and coast defenses—the building of forts and the construction of 
works necessary for the defense of our coast. To the Military 


Committee is given jurisdiction of the military establishment. 
including provision for its support. 

When the forts have been built, the Military Committee reports 
the appropriations for the regiments that are to garrison those 
forts, for clothing and swords of the troops, and for the guns that 
they carry at their shoulders. Nevertheless, in the practice of the 
House, another committee says what powder these troops are to 
use and what larger guns they are to carry with them. Aithough 
as a general Appropriations Committee it has not investigated as 
much as the Military Committee the current needs of the service, 
yet it has full control to say how much powder and how many 
guns the Army is to have for its field service, on the ground that 
it has been intrusted with the question of building forts and sea- 
coast defenses. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this is,I think, not in accordance with 

wrinciple, nor is it good practice. Two committees should not 
fae charge of the running management of the Army. I see no 
necessity for such an arrangement as to provide one committes 
tosupply the Army with clothes and another to supply them with 
guns. If there is a precedent for such a thing, it should not be 
sustained on this floor. Let us establish our own precedents in 
view of the circumstances as they exist. 

But if such a precedent is to be maintained under the present 
rules, I should go farther than my friend proposes to go, and should 
say that the rules should be changed so that the military defenses 
and the confidential management of the Army and all the land 
defense of the country should be considered by one committee 
which could be trusted by the House, and which would be in a 
better condition to control these matters and manage them, hay- 
ing the whole question before them, than any separate committees 
could ibly expect todo. Wecan not but object to the divi- 
sion of powers in this important regard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. HuLL] notified the Chair the other day that he 
would raise the point of order on this question, and the Chair has 
accordingly taken occasion to examine some of the precedents 
bearing directly upon the question at issue. 

Prior to the Forty-ninth Congress the Committee on Appro- 
priations had jurisdiction over all appropriations relating to the 
Army. In that Congress appropriations relating to the Military 
Academy and such appropriations as are now carried by the mili- 
tary bill were given to the Committee on Military Affairs. That 
was the first distribution of the appropriations amongst the com- 
mittees. 

During all the history of the appropriation bills the items now 
challenged by the gentleman from Iowa, when the Committee on 
Appropriations had control of these various bills—for the several 
Departments of the Government—-were always carried in the for- 
tifications bill. After the division of the appropriations among 
the several committees of the House, the question was raised in 
the Fiftieth Congress as to whether the Military Committee or the 
Committee on Appropriations, in charge of the fortification bill, 
should control the items carried here. 

An elaborate debate was had at that time, with Mr. Blount, of 
Georgia, in the chair, an experienced parliamentarian; and after 
a thorough and full discussion Mr. Blount held that the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations had jurisdiction of these items, and that 
they did not belong to the Committee on Military Affairs. Mr. 
Springer, of Illinois, also held the same when the question was be- 
fore him as chairman of this committee. 

In the Fifty-first Congress two bills were reported to the House 
with the items in question embodied in each—the military bill 
and the fortifications bill. The military bill was first considered. 
Mr. Allen, of- Michigan, was then in the chair, and, as the Chair 
now remembers, the gentleman from Llinois [Mr. CaNNon] was 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations and raised the 
point of order which is now raised as to the jurisdiction of the 
committee. 

Mr. Allen held that the Military Committee had jurisdiction 
of the items in question. Mr. CANNON then moved to strike out 
the items, holding that the Committee on Appropriations had con- 
trol of them, and that they were already provided for in the for- 
tifications bill about to be considered; and the committee, by a 
decisive vote, struck them out of the military bill, and thus, neg- 
atively at least, held that the committee reporting the fortifica- 
tions bill had jurisdiction of them. 

When this bill, in the Fifty-first Congress, was being considered 
in Committee of the Whole, Mr. Payson, of Illinois, was in the 
chair, and Mr. Cutcheon, of Michigan, then chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. He raised the identical point of order 
now submitted by the gentleman from Iowa, and at that time it 
was fully argued by leading members of the House on both sides. 


The Chairman of the cominittee held that this committee had 
jurisdiction of the items. 

Now, without going into the question as an original proposi- 
tion—— 


Mr. HULL. Will the Chair elaborate a little more in detail the 
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holding of the Chairman of the committee with reference to the 
point to which he has just alluded? 

— CHAIRMAN. The Chair will first state his position on 
t is point. 

Without going into the question as an original one, the Chair 
finding, as it does, that this committee has always had jurisdic- 
tion of these items, and that on three several occasions where the 
question has been challenged the Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union has held that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations should exercise jurisdiction over the 
matter, the present occupant of the chair feels bound by the de- 
cisions of his predecessors, and will hold the point of order not 
well taken. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out that provision 
of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to be heard on 
that motion? 

Mr. HULL. I simply desire to move to strike it out of the bill. 
I have no information on the subject. Ido not know anything 
with reference to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
tleman from Iowa. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I wish to speak against that amendment. 
The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL] makes the statement that 
there is no information upon that subject. I desire to read from 
the hearing before the Committee on Appropriations. The Chief 
of Ordnance states: 


The question is on the motion of the gen- 


These items, as stated, are for providing, in time of peace, for the sudden 
armament of volunteer or other armies that may be quickly raised to meet 
emergencies. Itis not a regular appropriation,and should receive special 
consideration. 

A brief statement of the necessity for this field and siege artillery is as fol- 

ws: 

We have no army of magnitude to meet military emergencies, and our sys- 
tem is to raise armies suddenly when required. ese armies would be use- 
less without suitable arms and equipments. It is ~ 4 duty to provide this 
equipment, and it is imperative that there be kept on hand, r for imme- 
diate issue, such portion of this equipment as would be suddenly required. 
A moderate estimate of this material to be kept on hand would be the com- 

lement of field and siege material for an army of 500,000 men. This would 

2,000 field guns, with their carriages and caissons, and 500 siege guns of 
various kinds, with their carriages. For good reasons, statements of the 
number of these guns that we have now on hand are not printed or made 
public, but will be stated verbally to your committee. The numbersof these 
guns and carriages estimated for this year is limited by our facilities for 
manufacturing. 

An annual output of the number estimated for in this estimate would re- 

uire about fifteen years to provide the total numbers stated above that 
should be on hand. With increased facilities, which are now in progress, for 
the manufacture of these guns and carriages, the annual output could be 
about doubled one year hence. 

I think, therefore, it is for the committee to determine on its merits what 
reduction, if any, should be made in these items. I know of no greater mili- 
tary necessity than that, under our peculiar military system, this equipment 
for an army of land forces should be on hand. Weare practically without 
an equipment of modern high-power field and siege artillery. The armiesof 
all — powersare equipped with these modern guns. An army without 
them would not inflict material injury on an army equipped with them, and 
such a conflict would be either impossible or result in useless slaughter of 
our armies. The danger that an emergency may arise at any time which 
would require this equipment is constantly staring us in the face, and the 
matter deserves careful consideration. 


On that statement I trust this amendment will not be agreed to. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I want to say that I think these items 
ought to stay in the bill. They are very necessary. We have re- 
duced the estimates one-half now. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Two-thirdsin this particular case, I think— 
from $90,000 to $30,000. 

Mr. HULL. I withdraw my amendment; but I want to say to 
the House that when the rules are up for consideration, I shall 
move that they be so amended that the occupant of the chair will 
not be compelled to violate them upon this subject, or else to make 
the rules clearer, one way or the other. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I move to strike out the last word 
in line 18, as a formal way of further proceeding. 

Mr. Chairman, when I was before the House a few moments 
ago, I yielded to the request of the chairman of the committee, 
who desired to proceed without interruption to the present point. 
It is due to the gentleman from Texas (Mr. BaILEy] that I should 
state to the House that when I made the assertion that I with- 
drew my amendment this morning at his request, it was because 
he did not agree with me that the amendment was well taken in 
point of parliamentary practice, and not because he differed in 
any respect with me at all on its merits. He assures me, and I 
speak at his request, that he is most heartily in accord with the 
merits of my position. 

I do not desire to impress the House with the idea that I am 
like Hiawatha’s ghost, uninvited yet still remain; but having 
this morning assumed to speak upon a certain line, and having 
been given permission by the Chairman to conclude my remarks 
upon that line at this time, I rise to do so. 

I stated that from the Treasury reports in my possession, sent 
me by the Treasury Department, we had but $124,000,000 accessi- 
ble to pay a $2,000,000,000 debt. In other words, if a million dol- 


lars a year were to be applied to the debt, it could not be paid if 
that had been applied upon the debt from the birth of our Lord 
until the present hour. I call the attention of the House to the 
fact that this debt is constantly increasing, and this increase of 
debt is met with decided and continued effort on the part of dis- 
tinguished gentlemen on the other side to cut off the supply of 
money by which this debt might be paid. 

I reverted to the fact that the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
PITNEY] had engaged the House in a most interesting discussion, 
while he grew fervently indignant over the possibility of the threat 
of a ‘‘50-cent dollar.” It seems to me that the gentleman from 
New Jersey, together with those who join with him in his view, 
are insisting that the Congress of the United States shall pay dol- 
lars worth 200 cents in products for a debt that was worth but 50 
cents at the time of its contraction. I should like to ask the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey, or any gentleman who sustains his 
view, what he means by a 50-cent dollar? When the Bland Act 
was passed we were accused at that time of forcing upon the 
Government an 80-cent dollar. Did any man see one? en the 
Sherman law was passed we were accused of attempting to force 
an amendment which would give a 90-cent dollar, but no one ever 
saw one. 

Mr. POWERS. Will my friend permit me? 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I yield to the gentleman from 
Vermont. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I understood the gentleman to 
argue that the present gold coinage required the payment of a 
200-cent dollar, measured in products. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I made such assertion. 

Mr. POWERS. On existing contracts? 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I referred particularly to the 
bonds which were issued under the law of 1869, which were really 
given for a dollar worth at that time but 50 cents, and paid the 
soldier and the country as a 50-cent promise. 

Mr. POWERS. I would ask the gentleman if he believes in 
paying a debt in the terms of the contract? 

r. LEWIS of Washington. I believe in paying a debt in the 
spirit and meaning of the contract. 

Mr. POWERS. Then, do the contracts now outstanding pro- 
vide for payment in products or in dollars? 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. The contract outstanding calls 
for payment in lawful money, measured by the products of the 
a ag 

Mr. POWERS. Then, how do you argue that it takes two dol- 
lars’ worth of products to pay a dollar’s worth of indebtedness, 
when the debt is to be paid in dollars and not in products? 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Because the —- of gold 
by reason of the demand exceeding so greatly its supply is such 
that it requires products to the amount now of 200 cents to obtain 
a gold 100-cent dollar, and I must insist upon that position, be- 
cause it is demonstrated by the tables of the Treasury. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I yield to the gentleman from St: 
Louis for a moment. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. Will my friend kindly address 
himself to that subject and show us how that appreciation has 
taken place? 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. If the gentleman can assure me 
that I may have some extension of time, I may answer the ques- 
tion asked by the gentleman from Missouri. LIassume that I can 
show it to him, but I may not have capacity to disclose it to him 
in such a manner as he may acceptit. But I announce it from 
the fact that products have decreased in value because of the lim- 
ited supply of money, and because that limited supply of money 
has been limited to gold; hence the power of gold har reciated 
so that it has become worth 200 cents on the dollar in products, by 
which the dollar is earned, or in labor by which it is bought, 
where it used to be 100 cents on the dollar both in products and 
labor. This from 1870 to the year 1893, during which our con- 
tracts for bonds began existence. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Washington may have five minutes more. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I may fail to answer the gentleman 
from Missouri categorically and, saying such is the established 
fact, I shall aaa with my remarks and at a later moment 
may return to his question. I want to ask the gentleman from 
New Jersey or the gentleman from Missouri or the distinguished 
gentleman from Vermont if silver is only worth 44 cents, ora 
silver dollar is only worth 44 cents, and we have $475,000,000 of 
silver and $346,000,000 of greenbacks, which are held at 100 cents 
on the dollar, what maintains either of these at 100 cents? Essen- 
tially the answer must be, the credit of the Government. 

It must be. Neither of these are redeemable in gold. Neither 
by law, custom, or practice is it permissible, so that not only as a 
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matter of law but of practice the answer essentially must be it is 


the credit of the Government that sustains them. e do say that 
it is, and undoubtedly it must be. If the credit of the Govern- 
ment can sustain $500,000,000 in silver dollars worth only $250,000,- 
000, that is a credit of $250,000,000. When we recall that Mulhall, 
Spark, and other economists insist that our Government will sus- 
tain a credit of $100,000,000,000 at the established per capita pre- 
vailing in France of $42.50 to the individual, we with 73,000,000 
people would have one thirty-three and a third of its nation’s 
credit. Therefore we would have to strain the credit of the Gov- 
ernment only to that extent. Surely no business man whose 
credit is taxed to that extent of but one-third of its capacity would 
find it in any degree impaired. 

By the Treasury statement now before us it is shown that we 
have $1,973,000,000 of money redeemable in gold, and that the 

roverbial $500,000,000 of gold is in the country with which to re- 
ome this. No account is ever taken of the great sums of gold 
money that are sent to Europe, Japan, and other places, the money 
that is spent abroad or lost at sea, estimated at 350,000,000 in 
the last ten years. We have therefore in the Treasury, omitting 
all losses, the estimate of the money to redeem in gold and per- 
missible for the use of the Government, by borrowing of the 
banks and other sources which control the sum of gold, $500,- 
000,000, one-fourth of the money promises, or the equivalent of 25 
cents to each dollar. We have, then, 25 per cent in which all the 
money obligations may be redeemed. A Government 25-cent 
dollar, by its confession. Now, with $1,690,000,000 of these obliga- 
tions to be paid in gold, the Government has in the Treasury at its 
command with which to redeem upon presentation only $150,- 
000,000, which is 10 per cent, or, in other words, to every dollar 
out there is but 10 cents in existence. While you are croaking 
with tremulous fear about the possible 50-cent dollar you have 
established a dollar by the Government’s policy which is worth 
only 10 cents. 

Surely a 10-cent dollar—as a result of a gold basis. Should 

nic, war, or crisis befall the country, whose dollar would be 

idin full? Noone. If the crime which you have conjured up 

the giving credit on a 50-cent dollar in order to keep a silver 
dollar at par, how much pa is your confessed offense of hav- 
ing to keep up acredit of 90 cents to keep a gold dollar at par. 
From your course of reasoning and results of action you have left 
the citizen where he is to choose between a 50-cent dollar worth 
50 cents and that 50 cents in his pocket, or a 10-cent dollar with 
the 10 cents in the hands of the banker or the coffers of the Gov- 
ernment. For one, I insist the citizen is better off with his as- 
sured 50 cents than his 10 centsnever realized. You have created 
the issue. Will the citizen choose a silver dollar worth 50 cents 
or refuse it for a gold promise worth 10 cents? 

I make this statement in order that the strictures made by the 
gentleman from New Jersey on silver—“ dishonesty” and ‘‘de- 
preciated” money—as well as those of many gentlemen on that 
side shall no longer pass unnoticed and to that extent confessed. 

It is impossible for me to discuss this matter at further length, 
as I have exhausted the time extended; and in view of the request 
of the chairman for an early vote, I do not feel Jike imposing further 
upon the committee. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Isend an amendment to the Clerk’s desk 
merely to get an expression of the committee on this item. It 
restores the amount of the original estimate. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out of line 13, page 4, the word “ thirty " and insert ‘‘ ninety.” 


The amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For carriages for steel guns, $77,300. 


-_ GAINES. Mr. Chairman, f move to strike out the last 
word. 

While I was down at Old Point Comfort or Fortress Monroe last 
summer, taking a little rest, I had occasion to make several inves- 
tigations of the condition of our guns down there and the powder 

ey use. And while I am on my feet I want to state in that con- 
nection that I made a certain statement on the floor of the House a 
few days a upon the condition of that fort, that it was 
rotting in p and falling down, and that I could get into the fort 
between the sides of the decaying portholes and the guns without 
any trouble at all, the walls having rotted out. That was disputed, 
I believe, by the gentleman in charge of this bill. 

Mr. HEMEN WAY. The gentleman will pardon me. I didnot 
dispute it, but said the sooner they fall down the better for the 
Government. 

Mr. GAINES. Why, then, if you say that, do you not take the 


‘disappearing gun” away from there? Why do you put that 
great = there 
MENWAY. I will tell the gentleman. 


Mr. 
Mr. GAINES. I do not yield to the gentleman. 





Mr. HEMENWAY. You asked me a question. 

Mr. GAINES. You have stated that proposition here on the 
floor twice. You say that this fort is useless. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Pardon me; you can not misstate me. 

Mr. GAINES. What is your proposition? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I say that that old fortification is of no 
value to the Government. We are putting in fortifications that 
are of value. We are putting in modern guns and fortifying the 
place in a proper manner. 

Mr. GAINES. I stated on the floor a few days ago that within 
50 yards of where these guns are the walls are rotting down. 
In addition to that, Mr. Libbey, an ex-member of Congress from 
that district, whom I met out in the hall here two days ago, and 
I asked him if I was not correct in stating the distances and facts, 
and he said I was, and that it was a shame and an outrage for the 
Government to let it be in that way. 

In addition to that, as to the matter of powder, I was told by 
some of the military men who kindly went around showing me 
everything that the powder sent there last year rendered the 
target practice absolutely worthless; that when they undertook 
to shoot, it would shoot a half a mile over, and then 20 or 30 
yards under, and sometimes it would not throw a ball out to the 
target. Now, that is the statement made to me by some of these 
gentlemen stationed there, and that is the powder that is being 
palmed off upon the Government of the United States, and for 
these ‘‘200-cent dollars” at that. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the advice of the dis- 
tinguished Secretary of the Navy should be taken into considera- 
tion along here. He says that we should erect powder factories in 
this country; that he can not get the quantity or quality he wants 
of a certain powder—smokeless powder—and he can not get it at 
reasonable prices. Now, I want to bring to the attention of the 
House the fact that rotten powder is not confined altogether to 
‘*smokeless powder.” In addition to something being rotten in 
the cannon, ‘‘something is rotten in the State of Denmark,” and 
Congress ought to look into it. 

Now, I call these facts to the attention of the House. The gen- 
tleman who has this bill in charge says that these matters should 
not be brought out in public. They have been kept covered up 
and out of sight too long. This condition of things in existence 
down there is within twelve hours’ travel down the Potomac, 
within the shadow of the Capitol, and within the hearing of some 
of the voices of the distinguished orators over on the other side, 
and yet these things must go along unnoticed, unalluded to, 
simply because it may be impolitic to bring these vices to public 
attention. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. GAINEs resumed his seat. 

Mr. ARNOLD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Tennessee be allowed to finish his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee be allowed to finish hisremarks. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.}] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GAI I was nearly through, and I will occupy but a 
few moments more. Now, Mr. Chairman, as to this question of 
powder. Only yesterday I saw in the Washington Post a state- 
ment that the powder sent to California was sorotten and defect- 
ive that it was useless and condemned by the officer in charge. I 
suppose that must be withheld from public gaze. These vices and 
wrongs should be brought before the midday sunshine of public 
gaze. The light should be turned on to find out not only the man 
who perpetrated these frauds upon the country and the outrages 
upon the Stars and Stripes, but to bring him before the bar of 
public justice and make him pay penalty for his wrongs. 

In addition to that, these wrongs should be brought out, that 
the officer who sees to these matters, who is derelict in his duty, 
may be drawn up before the bar of public justice. Iam afraid 
they have been going tothe wrong bar, Mr. Chairman. | 

But let that be as it may, the facts are as I have stated, and 
would not have stated what I have had not these facts been, in a 
general way, disputed on the floor of the House when I made the 
— a few days ago. Ido not get up totalkidly, I talk 
acts. 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to ask the gentleman if the trouble 
oe the powder was due to its age, or was it defective origi- 
nally? 

Mr. GAINES. The expression the officer used was that the 
powder was “rotten.” I asked him what he could hit with the 
powder, and he said “‘ nothing.” I asked him if he could not hit 
the earth, and he said he was unable to show that they had. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I would suggest that if the gentleman 
from Tennessee knows the name of the officer that has been pur- 
chasing rotten powder he report it to the Chief of Ordnance. 
Fortress Monroe is being equipped with modern fortifications, 
and we care nothing about the old abutments. The sooner it is 
pulled down the better for the Government, It is of no use to the 
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Government now. I understand it is of no value, and they are 
putting in, as I say, modern coast fortifications. 

Mr. KING. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
I heartily concur in the remarks that were submitted this after- 
noon by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sayers] that we should 
adopt a course of the most rigid economy. ‘There should be no 
parsimony, but the utmost care should be taken to appropriate 
only when necessity demands and the interests of the Government 
require. But I have observed that no system or method obtains 
in making appropriations. Oftentimes appropriations are extrava- 
gant, if not outrageous; then follow meritorious measures that 
receive but little recognition. Appropriations are too often made 
with reference to a locality or a favored object, purpose, or insti- 
tution. 

The reports submitted by Government officials with respect to 
the bill under discussion show that over $13,000,000 are required 
for fortifications and coast defenses. It is solemnly declared by 
the officials of the War and Navy Departments that this amount 
is absolutely indispensable. 

Iam unable to say whether such is the case or not, but what 
I complain of is the arbitrary manner in which appropriation bills 
are prepared. 

The gentleman from Maine submitted the remark the other day 
that, it seems to me, is applicable to our Republicanfriends. He 
accused the Democrats of “playing politics.” I believe the con- 
duct of our Republican friends subjects them to the criticism that 
they are eras politics.” Without referring specially to the 

resent bill, I believe appropriations that are necessary are denied; 

jut where appropriations are prodigal, if you will examine them, 
they will be found to subservs the interests of the Republican 
party. Can it be that our Republican friends, anticipating a 
great deficit, and for the purpose of tiding them over at the com- 
ing election, are afraid to appropriate for the necessities of the 
Government? 

It is well known to all of us that but a short time ago the Sen- 
ate of the United States rejected an arbitration treaty the aim 
and object of which was to establish a tribunal by which inter- 
national difficulties might be determined without resorting to the 
terrible arbitrament of war. While favoring the principle of 
arbitration, I do not mean to be understood as favoring this treaty. 
Some of its provisions were very objectionable. But we have re- 
jected that method of settling such difficulties. We have not 
reached that happy state in which— 

The battle flags are furled 
In the parliament of man, 
The confederation of the world. 

That war is imminent I do not believe, but that reasonable ex- 
penditures for the protection of our country should be made all 
must admit. 

Spain is straining every nerve to increase her army and navy and 
to place herself in a warlike attitude. She is negotiating loans 
wherever possible and marshaling her sons into a mighty army. 

Is the course of this nation to be one of fearlessness? Is our 
foreign policy to be one that will inspire confidence and secure the 
respect of all? Or are we, in our relations to other nations, to be 
meek to the extent of pusillanimity? It does seem to me that the 
course of our Republican friends on this question is quite conso- 
nant with that which they are pursuing with reference to Cuba. 
Instead of sending word to Spain that this devastating war should 
cease; instead of saying to her that butchery and plunder and 
rapine shall come to an end; instead of sending our vessels to give 
cheer to the heroic men so patriotically struggling for independ- 
ence, we are sending them, it would appear to many, in order to 
have our officers hobnob with the Spanish officers and indulge in 
fétes and dinners, the object being, I suppose, to cement (?) our 
friendship with Spain. 

I submit that it is a weak and vacillating course which is being 
pursued by the American Government to-day in dealing with 
pain. We ought to serve notice upon Spain that she must cease 
her atrocities. And we ought to have fortifications, if they are 
inadequate; we ought to have an Army and a Navy sufficient to 
carry into execution whatever proper and righteous demands may 
be made by the American Congress. 

Look at the appropriations which have been made by our Re- 
publican friends in some directions. It was stated here at the 
outset of this Congress that in the pension appropriations alone 
there would be a deficit, as I remember, of over $9,000,000. Why 
did not our Republican friends make an adequate a to 
cover payments due under the pension laws to the old soldiers? 

Is it the part of statesmanship to create large deficits, to draw 
drafts upon the future which must sooner or later be honored? 
Republicans realize that the Dingiey bill will not produce revenue 
suflicient, so they are attempting to hide themselves from the 
coming storm. here advantages were to be gained, prodigal 
and extravagant appropriations are made; but where proper de- 
mands have been made, they have been ignored. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 


{Mr. TODD addressed the committee, See Appendix.] 
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Mr.TODD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that I may 
be itted to continue for five minutes oars 
r. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I shall have to object in 
the interest of progress of this bill. Of course the gentleman can 
take leave to extend his remarks in the Recorp. But this isa 
matter that has no aporres reference to the bill under consideration. 
Mr. TODD. I only ask five minutes more. 
we HEMENWAY. I hope we may be able to go on with the 
Mr. TODD. the gentleman object to my continuing? 
oo HE ’ aes must — = the 7 age because 
gentleman is not discussing the pending question. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I submit, Mr. Chairman, that the Clerk 
has no right to read the bill while members are on the floor. 
The C MAN. What point does the gentleman make? 
Mr. RICHARDSON. That the Clerk has no right to interrupt 
the ees eee on the floor by proceeding with the read- 
e bill, 

. TODD. If the gentleman is afraid that this rotten condi- 
tion will bring discredit upon the management of public affairs 
—— not be submitted to Congress, of course I will have to 
su 

me yn ane am The gentleman from Tennessee has made 
a of order. 

. RICHARDSON, It was that the Clerk could not settle 
this question of controv: : 

The CHAIRMAN. The ir had directed the Clerk to resume 
the reading of the bill. 
Mr. TODD, I have not asked the indulgence of the House fre- 


quently. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I did not hear thestatement of theChair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair directed the Clerk to read the 
bill, because there was no question before the House. 

Mr, RICHARDSON. If theChair directed the Clerk to proceed 
with the reading of the bill, that is all right. My point was that 
the Clerk had no right to resume the reading of the bill while gen- 
tlemen were occupyi 


the floor. 
“a CHAIRMAN. “The Clerk will continue the reading of the 


Mr. TODD. I move to strikeout the last three words. 
Clank ethaaen tianlian of th me — ae hae a 

er e paragraph, an insist 
that he must conclude that before the amendment of the gentle- 
man is in order. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the paragraph, 
as follows: 

PROVING GROUND, SANDY HOOK, NEW JERSEY. 


For current expenses and maintenance of the ordnance proving ground 
Sandy Hook, New Jersey, ——- general repairs and alterations, and 
accessories incidental to testing and proving ordnance, including hire of 
assistants for the Ordnance Board, skilled mechanical labor, purchase of 


1 
ins d 9 
= eae an ane ee and repairing butts and targets 
Mr. TODD. I now move to strike out the last word. 
I shall now proceed to read again the answer to the question I 


Mr. MUDD. What was the question? 

Mr. TODD. I will repeat the question. 

It was whether the Carnegie Steel ew did really conceal 
the fact of the existence of blowholes in these armor plates. 

The answer is: “I think likely that it was done.” 

Mr. HEMENWAY., [rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman’s remarks are not germane 
to the matter before the House at all; and I must imsist, in the 
ee — progress on the bill, that the debate shall not be longer 
prolonged. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. TODD. I did not hear the point of order made by the gen- 
tleman in charge of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, It was that the gentleman was not speaking 
to his amendment. 

Mr. TODD. I wish to say that the gentleman is not acting in 
accordance with the customary of the House, and if he in- 
sists on that position I will meet him at this time, and at all other 
Teo 
is not a member w on on oor for 
an extension under similar Saalitee, ean the most rotten 
and corrupt condition of affairs exists, it is time that the — 
of this country should be at least apprised of that fact, and if 
gentleman to cut off that information from the people.—— 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I want to say to the gentleman that I have 
no personal feeling in this matter at all. e hada ~~ of gen- 
eral debate, when his talk would have been . I have al- 
lowed almost two days to be taken up now in debate that has 
had nothing to do with the bill, It is now 3 o’clock, and we hope 
to complete this bill to-day. 








Mr. TODD. I will ask the gentleman if this House did not con- 
sume three months in doing nothing last summer? And now you 
are not willing to allow five minutes for me to show this rotten 


ition of things. 
= NEMENW AY. I do not want to continue the policy now 
= allowing the gentleman to consume the time in rehashing an 
old story. 
Mr. TODD. It is an ‘‘old story” that should be repeated. 
The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the bill. 
Mr. TODD. I move to strike out the last word. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan. 
Mr. TODD. I desire to submit further testimony in the case of 
the United States with the Carnegie steel trust. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. I make the point of order. If the gentle- 
man wants to discuss this bill or to discuss his amendment, he can 
o ahead. 
. Mr. TODD. _I do not ask the gentleman what I shall discuss. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. But I object to his discussing other mat- 
ters not now before the House. 
Mr. TODD. I do not accord to the gentleman on the other side 
the right to say what I shall discuss. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to say to the gentleman 
from Michigan that under the rule, if the point of order is 


e— 

Mr. TODD. ButIwant to know why the point of order is made 
against me when I am discussing the rottenness of the transac- 
tions of the steel trust with the Government when it is not made 
against other gentlemen who discuss other amendments? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is out of order. 

Mr. TODD. I think I have a right to know. 

= CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan is out of 
order, 

Mr. TODD. Mr. Chairman, I meant to address my remarks to 
the Chair aes. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washin I ask that the gentleman have five 
minutes in which to complete his remarks. 

Mr. TODD. I want to know why the point is raised against 
me when other gentlemen have the privilege accorded to them on 
other questions. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to say that under the 
rules governing the five-minute debate, if the attention of the 
Chair is challenged to it, any gentleman occupying the floor must 

to the amendment under consideration, and that it is not 
the right of the gentleman to indulge in general debate under the 
five-minute rule. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
be allowed five minutes. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. To talk about what? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Anything he wants to. eee, 

Mr. HAMILTON. I sincerely hope the gentleman will be per- 
mitted to continue for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will put the request. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I want to say for myself that I should 
have no objection to the gentleman taking five minutes, but that 
will require ten or fifteen minutes on this side, and then ten or 
fifteen minutes on the other. 

Mr. TODD. We should be glad to meet you for an hour on this 


subj 
The CHAIRMAN - The Chair will submit the uest for 
unanimous consent. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dock- 
ERY] asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Michigan 
be wed five minutes. Is there objection? 
Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman is raising an issue here—— 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
Mr. HEMENWAY. I object. 
The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 
Mr. TODD. Then, Mr. Chairman, I will ask leave to extend 
my remarks in the REcoRD, as I see there is an obstructive policy. 
e CHAIRMAN, Unanimous consent is asked that the gen- 
tleman be allowed to extend his remarksin the RecorpD. Isthere 
objection? 
r. HEMENWAY. Of course I do not object to his extending 
his remarks in the Recorp, if they are confined to these matters. 
Mr. DEGRAFFENREID. That-is right. 
Mr. GAINES, Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 
Mr. HEMENWAY. So long as there is no personal attack 
against any of the members of this House without their having 
an opportunity to see it, I have no objection to the gentleman ex- 
ng. his remarks. } 
Mr. TODD. I will say to the gentleman that I ask here nothing 
more than the usual privilege which is so a extended. 
Mr. HAMILTON, I think the gentleman should have proper 
latitude in the matter. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. I move that the committee rise and report 
the bill to the House favorably. 
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The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Hopkins, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 7741, and 
had directed him to report the same to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HEMENWAY, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Mr. MENWAY. Imove that the House donow adjourn. 

Pending the motion to adjourn, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that that committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 4760) authorizing the construction of two bridges 
across the Choctawhatchee River, a navigable stream,in Dale 
County, Ala.; and 

A bill (H. R. 6554) to provide for the appointment of an addi- 
tional district judge in and for the northern judicial district of 
the State of Texas. 


HOUSE BILL WITH SENATE AMENDMENTS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a House bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as indicated below: 
H. R. 6351. An act making appropriations for the Department 
of Agricultureufgr the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899, with Sen- 
ate amendments—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
Strait for this day, on account of sickness. 

The motion to adjourn was then agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 10 minutes p, m.) the House 
adjourned, 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting a state- 
ment in regard to the employment of civilian engineers in the 
cor of rivers and harbors—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
J.S. Stillwell, administrator of Simon Simons, against The United 
States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting an 
estimate for surveys and examinations for deep waterways be- 
tween the Great Lakes and the Atlantic Ocean—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Attorney-General submitting an 
estimate of certain appropriations for the Department of Justice— 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Attorney-General submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for the erection of cells in the United 
States penitentiary at Fort Leavenworth, Kans.—to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a bid 

by the Commercial Club of Anderson, Ind., for the proposed armor- 
plate factory for the Government—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
A letter from. the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting copies 
of extracts from the President’s message and from the report of the 
Secretary of War, relative to the necessity of establishing addi- 
tional military posts in Alaska—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5489) 
extending the right of commutation to certain homestead settlers 
on lands in Oklahoma Territory opened to settlement under the 
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provisions of the act entitled ‘‘An act to ratify and confirm the 
agreement with the Kickapoo Indians in Oklahoma Territory, 
and to make appropriations for carrying the same into effect,” re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 348); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. EDDY, from the Committee onfthe Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 372) to provide free homes 
on the public lands for actual and bona fide settlers and reserve 
the public land for that purpose, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 349); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of thé House (H. R. 1629) to authorize 
the Secretary of the Treasury to secure payment of certain bonds 
and stocks owned by the United States and held under authority 
of the act of Congress of August 15, 1894, relating to the custody 
of the Indian trust fund, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 352); which said bill and report were 
— to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

Jnion. 

Mr. GARDNER, from the Committee on Labor, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4073) authorizing the ap- 
pointment of a nonpartisan commission to collate information 
and to consider and recommend legislation to meet the problems 
presented by labor, agriculture, and capital, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 353); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CURTIS of lowa, front the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
5885) to amend section 5 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to punish the 
carrying or selling of deadly or dangerous weapons within the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved July 13, 
1892, reported the same with atuauilleniod. accompanied by a re- 
got (No. 350); which said bill and report were referred to the 

ouse Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 409) to prevent the adulteration of candy 
in the District of Columbia, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 351); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the House Calendar. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 2512) 
for the relief of Frances C. Broggan; and the same was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. ‘ 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. CORLISS: A bill (H. R. 7742) to amend the immigra- 
tion laws of the United States—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CALLAHAN: A bill (H. R. 7743) authorizing the Mis- 
souri, Oklahoma and Texas Railway Company to construct and 
operate a railway through the Indian Territory and Oklahoma 
Territory, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 7744) prohibiting the legislatures 
of the Territories of the United States from creating new counties 
by special act—to the Committee on the Territories 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 7745) to authorize and 
encourage the holding of a Mississippi Valley international exposi- 
tion at St. Louis, Mo., in the year 1903—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 7746) to commission chief engi- 
neers in the United States Navy, and to provide for their examina- 
tion preliminary to promotion to the grade of chief engineer with 
the relative rank of commander and captain, respectively—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 7747) to quiet the title of 
lands granted to the State of Colorado for school and other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 7748) to provide for a 
survey of Elk River, in Tennessee and Alabama—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 7749) to amend ‘‘An act 
granting pensions to soldiers of the Mexican war in certain cases,” 
approved January 5, 1893—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7750) to amend section 4787 of the Revised 


— of the United States—to the Committee on Military Af- 
airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7751) changing the compensation of certain 
postmasters of the fourth class—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7752) to amend the pension laws by increas- 
ing the pension of soldiers and sailors who have lost a hand or 
foot or an arm or leg in the service, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BABCOCKE: A bill (H. R.'7753) to amend the act of 
July 14, 1892—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. KING: A bill (H. R. 7754) to authorize the extension of 
the Ninth street line of the Metropolitan Railroad Company north- 
ward—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ROBB: A bill (H. R. 7755) for the improvement of the 
Mississippi River at Wittenberg and ille, in the State of 
Missouri—to the Committee on Rivers and bors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7756) for the improvement of the Current 
River, in the State of Missouri—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7757) to provide for 
the further improvement of Green River, in the- State of Ken- 
tucky—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7758) to provide for the improvement of Salt 
ee in the State of Kentucky—to the Committee on Rivers and 

arbors. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: A bill (H. R. 7759) to amend section 5 of an 
act entitled ‘“‘An act making a for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1894, and for other purposes,” approved 
March 3, 1893—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. KING: A bill (H. R. 7760) for the appointment of a 
commission to make allotments of lands in severalty to Indians 
upon the Uintah Indian Reservation, in Utah, and to obtain the 
cession to the United States of all lands within said reservation 
not so allotted—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. EPES: A bill (H. R. 7761) for the improvement of 
James River, in State of Virginia—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7762) for the improvement of the Appomat- 
tox River, in State of Virginia—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A joint resolution (H. Res. 148) to 
authorize the — of the painting, by Hans Balling, repre- 
senting Gen. U. 8S. Grant in the trenches of Vicksburg—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. LEWISof Washington: Aconcurrentresolution (House 
Con. Res. No. 15) against the retirement of greenbacks and issu- 
ance instead gold-bearing bonds—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. FISCHER: A memorial of the legislature of the State 
of New York, in favor of an appropriation to dredge and deepen 
the channels in New York Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAILEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 7763) for the re- 
lief of Mrs. Jane P. Moore, of Bolivar County, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 7764) for the benefit of 
the Interstate Land Company, of Colorado, and Robert L. Lind- 
say, of the State of Missouri—to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 

By Mr. BEACH: A bill (H. R. 7765) granting an increase of 
pension to George C. Abbey—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7766) to pension John 8. Williams—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRUCKER: A bill (H. R. 7767) to grant a pension to 
Lucinda Storms—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 7768) for relief of John 
Calvin Lane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALLAHAN: A bill (H. R. 7769) for the relief of 
Perry Morrill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7770) for the relief of Isaac D. Wisenburg— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 7771) granting a pension to 


Henry Burkitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7772) granting a pension to Mastin W. Bond— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. wee ——s a pension to John Drew—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7774) to increase the pension of Frank Podon— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7775) granting a pension to Albert R. Kiser— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7776) to increase the pension of John Mar- 

aves—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7777) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of John J. Wilson—to the Committee on Military Af- 


“a a bill (H. R. 7778) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Thomas Peer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7779) for the relief of Mrs. S. F. Pemberton— 
to the Committee on War Claims. _ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7780) for the relief of Sam. M. Nally—to the 
Committee on War Claims. , 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 7781) for the relief of Sylves- 
ter W. Quackenbush—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7782) for the relief of William A. Kline—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. : ; 

By Mr. COLSON: A bill (H. R. 7783) granting an increase of 
pension to Elizabeth Rogers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DE VRIES: A bill (H. R. 7784) for the relief of the 
Pacific Paving Company, of San Francisco, Cal.—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. , ; 

By Mr. DORR: A bill (H. R. 7785) granting a pension to James 
Whitney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7786) granting a pension to 8. C. Loomis—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: A bill (H. R. 7787) granting an hon- 
orable discharge to George Smith—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7788) to correct the record of Isaac Kase, late 
Company G, Forty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Infantry, by removing the charge of desertion from the same—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. - 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK: A bill (H. R. 7789) giving military 
record to Gilbert R. Elam, of West Liberty, Ky.—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7790) placing the name of J. R. Mann, of 
Salyersville, Ky., on the muster rolls of the United States—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. : 3 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7791) for the relief of Matilda Kisner, of 
Hindman, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7792) for the relief of Jake T. Patrick, of 
Salyersville, Ky.—to the Committee on Claims. 

y Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 7793) to increase the pension of 
Susan Brownlow Boynton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 7794) to increase the pension of 
Lizzie M. Hunter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LENTZ: A bill (H. R. 7795) to correct the military 
record of Mathias Keith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7796) for the relief of Robert W. Caldwell, 
First Regiment Ohio Heavy Artillery Volunteers—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

}- By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 7797) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Timothy Reed—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

* By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 7798) for the relief of James 
E. Cann, paymaster in the United States Navy—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. PACKER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7799) to re- 
move charge of desertion now standing on the records of the War 
Department against Charles M. Blakslee, late of Company H, 
—* Pennsylvania Cavalry—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7800) to remove the charge of desertion now 
existing on the records of the War Department against Charles 
M. Gridley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee: A bill (H.R. 7801) for the relief 
of Humboldt Female College—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 7802) granting a pen- 
sion to oo Hausner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 7803) for the relief of 
Samuel Tomlinson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHOWALTER: A bill (H. R. 7804) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Martin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 7805) to re- 
move the charge of desertion from the military record of George 
C. Pingrey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WALKER of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 7806) to correct 
the military record of Henry H. Winn—to the Committee on 

‘Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. ADAMS: Petition of Vessel Owners and Captains’ Asso- 
ciation, Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the establishment of a depart- 
ment of commerce and industry—to the Committee on the Ju- 


By Mr. BABCOCK: Papers to accompany House bill No. 6164, 
granting a pension to George J. Coler—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of citizens of St. Louis, Mo., 
in favor of the further restriction of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of C. J. Rathmann and 80 citizens of St. Louis, 
Mo., in opposition to the Lodge bill and against the further re- 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. BEACH: Petitions of C. A. Burwell, Bennett M. Leece, 
and 100 other citizens of the State of Ohio, against the passage of 
the so-called anti-scalpers bill—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Memorial of the Vessel Owners and Cap- 
tains’ Association, for a department of commerce and industry— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Mrs. Cecilia Barr, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Harry M. Homer and others, of the city of 
Philadelphia, Pa., for the enactment of legislation which will more 
effectually restrict immigration and prevent the admission of 
illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United States—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of 21 women of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Bird in Hand, Pa.,in favor of the 
enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by 

roviding that cigarettes imported in original packages on enter- 
ing any State shall become subject to its laws—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BRUCKER: Petition of the Order of Railway Con- 
ductors No. 192, of East Saginaw, Mich., in favor of the passage of 
the so-called anti-scalpers bill—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, protest of the Arbeiter Unterstutzungs Verein, of Saginaw, 
Mich., against the passage of the Lodge immigration bill—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of the Woman’s Chyistian Tem- 
perance Union of Portland, Me., asking for the passage of a bill to 
forbid the sale of intoxicating beverages in all Government build- 
ings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BUTLER (by request): Memorial of the Vessel Owners 
and Captains’ Association of Philadelphia, in favor of a depart- 
ment of commerce and industries—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CALLAHAN: Memorial of the Greer County (Okla.) 
Teachers’ Association, for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CANNON: Papers to accompany House bill for the re- 
lief of William A. Kline—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of Sylvester 
W. Quackenbush—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARKE of New Hampshire: Petition of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Francestown, N. H., praying for 
the enactment of legislation substituting voluntary arbitration 
for railway strikes—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Francestown, N. H., for the passage of a bill to further protect 
the first day of the week in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Francestown, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
hibiting the interstate transmission of newspaper descriptions of 
prize fights, etc.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Francestown, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
hibiting kinetoscope reproductions of prize fights in the District 
of Columbia and the Territories—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Epping, N. H., favoring the enactment of legislation to protect 
State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in 
original packages on entering any State shall become subject to 
its laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: Petition of the Christian Endeavor Society 
of Berlin, [ll., J. H. Anderson, president, asking for the passage 
of a bill to forbid the sale of intoxicating beverages in all Govern- 
ment buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. COONEY: Petitions of citizens of Columbia, Mo., for 
the Government to assume control and secure deep water at 
Aransas Pass Harbor in Texas—to the. Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Goldbrook, Iowa, for the enactment of leg- 
islation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that ciga- 
rettes imported in original packages on entering any State shall 
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become subject to its laws—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Iowa delegation to the Indianapolis 
monetary convention, in support of currency reform based on the 
gold standard—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of citizens of Muscatine, Iowa, for an appropria- 
tion to naintain the levee for the protection of Muscatine [sland— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of F. W. Hanson and 32 citizens of Davenport, 
Iowa, in opposition to the so-called anti-scalping bill or any similar 
measure—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Memorial of Vessel Owners and Captains’ 
Association, in favor of the establishment of a department to be 
known as “the department of commerce and industry ”"—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of E. J. Allen, of Camp No. 162,Sons of Veterans, 
Division of Pennsylvania, relating to the American flag and de- 
fining the same—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DE VRIES: Papers to accompany House bill relating to 
the claim of the Pacific Paving Company, San Francisco, Cal.— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. EPES (by request): Petition of F. P. Leavenworth, 
Thomas Bland, and others, for the improvement of the inshore 
channel of the James River, between Jordan Point and City 
Point, in the State of Virginia—to the Committee.on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of the Light-House Keepers’ 
Association of America, asking for the enactment of a bill for the 
creation of a retired list in the Light-House Establishment—to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the Nicolls Division, No. 229, Order of Railway 
Conductors, of Reading, Pa.,in favor of the passage of the so-called 
anti-scalping ticket bill—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, 

Also, protests of the Trades League of Philadelphia, Pa., and 
the Merchants’ Association of New York City, against any curtail- 
ment of the postal facilities of Philadelphia—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce and Board of Trade 
of Tacoma, Wash., asking for the unrestricted opening of the 
Puyallup Indian Reservation, in the State of Washington—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. EVANS: Petitions of certain citizens of Louisville, Ky., 
praying for the enactment of legislation which will more effec- 
tually restrict immigration and prevent the admission of illiterate, 
pauper, and criminal classes to the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK: Paper to accompany House bill No. 
6310, to correct the military record of B. L. Davis—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany a bill to remove the charge of deser- 
tion against John Russell—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, papers to accompany a bill bearing upon the claim of J. R. 
Mann—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 6303, to allow the 
widow of William Byrd $5,000—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. FOSS: Protests of the Trades League of Philadelphia, 
Pa., and the Merchants’ Association of New York City, against 
the proposed curtailment of the letter-delivery service—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of editors of German newspapers and officers of 
German societies in the United States, North American Turner 
Bund, and Polish citizens of Chicago, IIl., in opposition to further 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. HICKS: Memorial of Vessel Owners and Captains’ 
Association of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the establishment of a 
department of commerce and industries—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Petition of the Druggists’ Association 
of Dubuque, Iowa, urging favorable action upon the bill in behalf 
of pharmacists in the Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolutions adopted at a meeting of the Iowa delegation 
attending the Indianapolis monetary convention January 25, 1898, 
favoring currency reform based on the gold standard—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of Dr. C. W. Hall and other physicians 
of Kewana, Henry County, Ill., protesting against the p e of 
Senate bill 1063, known as the anti-vivisection bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of H. M. Little and 48 other citi- 
zens of Fairhaven, N. J., asking for the enactment of legislation 
which will more effectually restrict immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: Petitions of the Baptist, 
Methodist, and Congregational churches and the Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Wahpeton; Methodist Episco and 
Presbyterian churches of Emerado and Oakville, and citizens of 
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Tower City and Fairmount, all in the State of North Dakota, 


favoring the enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette 
laws by providing that cigarettes imported in original packages 
on entering any State shall become subject to its laws—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LENTZ (by request): Petition of the Friendly Circle of 
King’s Daughters, of Columbus, Ohio, praying for the enactment 
of legislation prohibiting the sale of iiquors in the national Capi- 
tol and in all Government buildings; to prevent interstate gam- 
bling by telegraph or telephone; to raise the age of protection for 
girls to 18 years in the District of Columbia and the Territories, 
to protect the first day of the week as a day of rest in the District 
of Columbia; to prohibit the reproduction of prize fights by the 
kinetoscope or other kindred devices, and to prevent the circula- 
tion of extended descriptions of such fights by mail; to substitute 
voluntary arbitration for railway strikes, and to protect State 
anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in origi- 
nal packages on entering any State shall become subject to its 
laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McALEER: Petition of Vessel Owners and Captains’ 
Association of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring Senate bill No. 624, 
for the creation of a department of commerce and industry—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McINTIRE: Petitions of James E. Carr, jr., Henry 
Geisel, and 84 other citizens of Baltimore, Md., favoring the en- 
actment of legislation to more effectually restrict immigration 
and prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal 
classes to the United States—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MOODY: Petition of Merrimack Council, No. 9, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, in support of the Lodge im- 
migration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

By Mr. NORTON of Ohio: Petition of Martin Kagay relative 
to his pension claim—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 6935, relating to the 
case of Samuel Cole—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 6936, relating to the 
case of John Walsh—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 6937, relating to the 
case of Erwin Bergstresser—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 5759, relating to the 
case of Valentine Zeller—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 

rance unions of Myerstown, Annville, Lebanon, Albright Col- 

egiate Institute, and citizens of Cornwall and Lebanon, State of 

Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of a bill to prohibit the sale 
of intoxicating beverages in all Government buildings—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SHOWALTER: Protest of P. B. Knapp and other citi- 
zens of Sharon, Pa., against the passage of the Lodge bill—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of F. L. Gray and other citizens of Wampum, 
Lawrence County, Pa., in favor of the passage of the sane vill 
to prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal c 8 
to the United States—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Petition of Our Young People’s 
Christian Union of the Hampton United Presbyterian Church, 
Talley Cavey, Allegheny County, Pa., to prohibit the sale of intox- 
icating beverages in all Government buildings—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of the Children’s Aid Society of 
Pennsylvania, in fayor of House bill No. 7130, to suppress ticket 
brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union and 
clergymen of Camden, N. Y., for the enactment of legislation to 
protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that ———— im- 
ported in original packages on entering any State shall become 
subject to its laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Paper to accompany House bill 
for the improvement of Salt River, in the State of Kentucky—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. - 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of the Christian Endeavor Society of 
the Friends’ Church of Fairmount, Ind., by its president, Alice 
Nixon, and secretary, Frank B. Hammond, asking for the 8 
of a bill to forbid the sale of intoxicating beverages in all Gov- 
——- buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

rounds. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Papers to accompany House bill 
No. 5806, for the relief of James Marr—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. VINCENT: go to accompany House bill No. 6629, to 
increase the pension of Michael H. Dibert—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 5835, to remove the 
charge of desertion against Newton Aldaffer—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 
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SENATE. 


Monpay, February 7, 1898. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mirsvury, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and ap- 
proved. 






A bill (H. BR. 1971) to grant a pension to James J. Gibbs, of 
Knox County, Tenn.; 


A bill (H. R. 2272) granting an increase of pension to John N., 
Bruce; 


A bill (H. R. 2295) granting a pension to Mary J. Hart, of 
Quincy, Ind.; 

A bill (H. R. 3608) removing the charge of desertion from the 
record of Sylvester H. Mase, a musician, Fifty-sixth New York 
Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. 4618) for the relief of William P. McMurtry; 

A bill (H. R. 5457) for the relief of Robert Kennish; 

A bill (H. R. 5547) to grant to the Gulf, Colorado and Santa Fe 
Railway Company the right to construct a branch of its railroad 
in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 5965) granting a pension to Laura A. Barry, as 
widow of Charles W. Barry, late private, Company B, One hun- 
dred and eighth New York Volunteer Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. 6062) for the relief of Anson W. Gillett; 

A bill (H. R. 6679) to repeal an act entitled “‘An act to perfect 
the mili record of James T. Hughes;” 

A bill (H. R. 7441) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procure- 
ment of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other pur- 
poses; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 99) providing for a survey and re- 
port upon the practicability of securing a navigable channel of 
adequate width and of 35 feet depth at mean low water of the 
Gull of Mexico through the Southwest Pass of the Mississippi 

iver. 





















AFFAIRS IN ALASKA, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting certain information 
received at that Department from various sources indicating the 
necessity for legislation to provide effective means for controlling 
the disorderly element among the large number of people now in 
and flocking to the Territory of Alaska, etc., and calling attention 
to inclosed extracts from the message of the President of the 
Unitel States and from the report of the Secretary of War ac- 
companying the message, and urging early action upon them; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


ALLEGED OUTRAGES IN OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Attorney-General, transmittirg,in further ae 
to a resolution of January 20, 1898, a letter from the United States 
attorney for the Terri of Oklahoma, relative to the burning of 
two Indian boys in that Territory; which, with the accompanying 

rs, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
red to be printed. 


IRRIGATION OF MONTEZUMA VALLEY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in pursuance 
of the Indian a pn ney act of June 7, 1897, certain informa- 
tion relative to the amount of water necessary to be secured for 
the irrigation of that part of the Montezuma Valley lying within 
the boundaries of the Southern Ute Indian Reservation, etc.; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


TELEGRAPH CONDUITS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a commnunica- 
tion from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, trans- 
mitting, in se to a resolution of the 27th ultimo, certain 
information relative to the tel ph conduits used for electric- 
lighting cable purposes in the District of Columbia, and of the 
lighting wires bein run from such conduits without provision of 
law; which was referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, and ordered be printed. 


WASHINGTON, ALEXANDRIA AND MOUNT VERNON RAILWAY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual re- 

t of the Washington, Alexandria and Mount Vernon Railway 

mpany,of the District of Columbia,for the year ended De- 

cember 31, 1897; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, pasaninial that the House had agreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6554) to pro- 
vide for the appointment of an additional district judge in and 
for the northern judicial district of the State of Texas. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills: 

A bill (S. 492) granting a pension to Ella D. Cross; 

A bill (S. 1321) granting a pension to Emily E. Atherton; 

A bill (S. 1581) granting a pension to Mary W.C. Burgess; and 

A bill (S. 1890) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin F. 


uck, 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
bill (8S. 2858) authorizing the Muscogee Coal and Railway Com- 
pany to construct and te a railway through the Indian Ter- 
ritory and Oklahoma Territory, and for other purposes, with 
amendments in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 101) to correct the naval record of and grant an 
honorable discharge to Thomas H. Holden, of Pawtucket, R. L.; 
— (H. R. 2389) granting an increase of pension to Rosa 

arger; 

A (H. R. 268) to restore William F. Peck to the rolls of the 
Navy, and to him an honorable disc’ ; 

A bill (H. R. 1546) granting a pension to Mrs. Annie Witten- 


myer; 
re neases pant Seen eans 


way through public lands for tramroads, canals, and reser- 
voirs, and for other purposes; 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 4760) authorizing the construction of two bridges 
across the Choctawhatchee River, a navigable stream, in Dale 
County, Ala.; and 

A bill (H. R. 6554) to provide for the appointment of an addi- 
tional district judge in and for the northern judicial district of 
the State of Texas. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Board of 
Trade of Chicago, Ill., praying for the enactment into law at the 
present session of Congress of a bill prepared by the Indianapolis 
(Ind.) monetary commission; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. MILLS presented a petition of members of the congregation 
of the Christian Church of Dublin, Tex., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by pro- 
viding that cigarettes imported in original packages on entering 
any State shall become subject to its laws; which was referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. KYLE presented a petition of the State Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of South Dakota, praying for the enactment 
of legislation regulating the collecting of special taxes from 
wholesale and retail liquor dealers and wholesale and retail dealers 
in malt liquors; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Redfield, 
S. Dak., remonstrating against the enactment of a general bank- 
ruptcy law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. McLAURIN presented a petition of the Merchants’ Ex- 
change of Charleston, 8. C., praying for an increase of the sea- 
coast defenses for the protection of the harbor at that city; which 
was referred to the Committee on Coast Defenses, 

Mr. BATE presented a memorial of 21 citizens of Chattanooga, 
Tenn., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called anti- 
scalping ticket bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. LINDSAY presented the memorials of J. Q. Haynes and 
19 other citizens, of S. Goldstein and 19 other citizens, of T. J. Wil- 
son and 19 other citizens, of J. F. Maguire and 19 other citizens, 
of Reed Connor and 19 other citizens, of W. H. Barnes and 19 
other citizens, of J. Belsoe and 19 other citizens, of J. E. Baxter 
and 19 other citizens, of Charles T. Hinkle and 19 other citizens, 
and of 8S. Bachman and 5 other citizens, all in the State of Ken- 
tucky, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called anti- 
scalping ticket bill or any similar measure; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. McENERY presented a petition signed by owners, captains, 
and engineers of steamboats, tugs, barges, etc., of New Orleans, 
La., praying that an appropriation of $10,000 be made for the re- 
moval of obstructions in the channel of Pass Manchac, and praying 
for the enactment of legislation to prohibit tugs from leaving logs 
which they are towing in Pass Manchac; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Louisiana; of 
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the Travelers’ Protective Association of New Orleans; of Typo- 
graphical Union No. 17, of New Orleans; of Cigar Makers’ Inter- 
nationai Union No. 220, of New Orleans; of Plumbers and Gas 
Fitters’ Union No. 60, of New Orleans; of the district council of 
the United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, of 
New Orleans; of the Shoe Workers’ Protective Association of New 
Orleans, and of the Stevedoresand Longshoremen’s Association of 
New Orleans, all in the state of Louisiana, remonstrating against 
the passage of the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Ne- 
braska, remonstrating against the enactment of a general bank- 
ruptcy law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the faculty and students of Lin- 
coln Normal University, Lincoln, Nebr., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by provid- 
ing that cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any 
State shall become subject to its laws; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of the Endeavor Society of 
Simpson, Kans., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
hibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 185, Journey- 
men Barbers’ International Union of America, of, Kansas City, 
Kans., and a memorial of Local Union No. 148, Retail Clerks’ 
Union, of Kansas City, Kans., remonstrating against the passage 
of the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM presented the petitions of W. C. Shaw, vice- 
president of the at Southern and Florida Railway Com- 
pany, of Baltimore, Md.; of Julian N. Law, manager of the Macon 
and Birmingham Railway Company, of Macon. Ga., and of the 
Woman’s Foreign Missionary Society of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Philadelphia, Pa. , praying for the passage of the so-called 
anti-scalping ticket bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Amos Churchill, of Glen 
Ellyn, Ill., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 1616, pro- 
viding an increase of pension to those who lost limbs or were 
totally disabled in the late war; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of H. Quante & Brother, of Me- 
tropolis, fil., praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
the adulteration of food products: which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the congregations of the Meth- 
odist Episcopal, Congregational, and Baptist churches of Payson, 
Il)., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale 
of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol and all Government buildings; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also presented the memorials of J. A. Baughman, of Neoga; 
of sundry physicians of Kewanee: of Dr. Bell Stephenson, of Peo- 
ria; of Dr. Henry B. Anthony, of Chicago; of Dr. A. A. Knapp, 
of Brimfield: of Dr. F. J. Parkhurst, of Danvers; of 13 physicians 
of Jerseyville; of Dr. F. A. Turner, of Magnolia; of Dr. C. L. 
Carroll, of Taylorville; and of Dr. Elbert Wing, of Chicago, all in 
the State of Ilinois, remonstrating against the passage of the so- 
called anti-vivisection bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FRYE presented a memorial of the O. A. Horr Medical 
Club of Lewiston and Auburn, in the State of Maine, remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of Senate bill No. 1063, for the further 
prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of Columbia; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Vessel Owners and Captains’ 
Association of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the establishment of 
a department of commerce and industries; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Maine Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union, and a petition of the Newhall Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, of Wyndham, Me., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors 
in the Capitol and all Government buildings; which were referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. MORRILL presented a petition of citizens of Reading, Vt., 
and a petition of citizens of Felchville, Vt., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in 
all Government buildings, in all National Soldiers’ Homes and 
Army posts, and in the Navy; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BAKER presented a memorial of Lincoln Post, No. 1, De- 
partment of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, of Topeka, 
Kans., 1emonstrating against the assaults on the pension rolls of 
the Government now being made by the newspapers; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of Garnett, Blue 
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Rapids, and Valley Falls, all in the State of Kansas, remonstrating 
against the enactment of a general bankruptcy law; which were 
ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. PRITCHARD. By request, I present the petition of T. A, 
Rover and 15 other citizens of the city of Washington, praying 
that the present civil-service law be so amended that persons em- 
ployed thereunder be compelled to pay all debts contracted by 
them. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on 
Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

The motion was eed to. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a memorial of the Indiana State 
Medical Society and a memorial of the Grant County Medical 
Society, of Indiana, remonstrating against the passage of Senate 
bill No. 1063, for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in 
the District of Columbia; which were ordered to lie on the table, 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Columbia City, Ind., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to raise the age of protection for girls to 18 years in 
the District of Columbia and the Territories; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Young People’s Society of the 
North A Street Friends’ Meeting, of 200 members of the congrega- 
tion of the Christian Church, of 54 members of the Epworth 
League and 60 members of the Third Methodist Episcopal Church, 
of 200 members of the congregation of the First English Lutheran 
Church, and of 182 members of the congregation of St. Paul’s 
Lutheran Church, all of Richmond, in the State of Indiana, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxi- 
cating liquors in the Capitol and all Government buildings; which 
were referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. McBRIDE presented a memorial of 22 citizens of Hillsboro, 
Oreg., remonstrating against the enactment of a general bank- 
ruptcy law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

e also presented a memorial of the Irish National Alliance of 
Portland, Oreg., remonstrating against the ratification of the arbi- 
tration treaty with Great Britain; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Heppner, Oreg., and a petition of the Epworth 
League of Heppner, Oreg., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that ciga- 
rettes imported in original packages on entering any State shall 
become subject to its laws; which were referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Vermont, praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Govern- 
ment buildings; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. PASCO presented the memorial of Rev. D. M. Breckin- 
ridge and sundry other citizens of Ormond, Fla., and a petition 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Lake Helen, 
Fla., praying for the enactment of legislation to protect State 
anti-cigarettee laws by providing that cigarettes imported in 
original packages on entering any State shall become subject to 
its laws; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. MURPHY presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Coxsackie, N. Y., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by pro- 
viding that cigarettes imported in original packages on entering 
any State shall become subject to its laws; which was referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions-of the congregations of the Free 
Methodist Church, the Methodist Episcopal Church, the Baptist 
Church, and the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, all of 
Rushford, in the State of New York, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in the 
Capitol and all Government buildings; which were referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented petitions of the Endeavor 
Society of the Congregational Church of Brookfield; of the En- 
deavor Society of the Congregational Church of Ridgefield; of 
the Endeavor Society of the Congregational Church of New Fair- 
field, and of the Endeavor Society of the Great Plain District, all 
in the State of Connecticut, and a petition of the congregation of 
the First Congregational Church of Washington, D. C., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicat- 
ing liquors in all Government buildings; which were referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. MASON presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Decatur, Ill., and a petition of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Marengo, Ill., praying for the 
enactment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; 
which were referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of the Citizens’ Association of 
Chicago, ih., remonstrating against the repeal of the present 
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Catal pallinage cn cabetiog: Gay Weis chal hesums ection ta | lit. SPOOMEE presented’ petitions of the Women’s Christian 
$s on en Mr. § ons he W £ 
a awes’ allk wore referred to the Committee on Interstate | Temperance Union, of the Christian Endeavor Society, of the con- 
Commerce. gregation of the Congregationalist Church, of the Independent 
He also presented a memorial of the Illinois State Medical | Order of Good Templars, and of the congregation of the Metho- 
Society, remonstrating against the passage of Senate bill No. 1063, | dist Episcopal Church, all of Fort Atkinson, in the State of Wis- 
for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of | consin, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
Columbia; which was ordered to lie on the table. sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings; which 
He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- | were referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
ance Union of Decatur, Ill., praying for the enactment of legisla- Mr. GEAR presented the petition of Thomas G. Orwig, of Des 
tion to prohibit, so far as the power of Congress extends, the | Moines, Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation granting 
reproduction of prize — by the aan or other kindred aor Poe _— oe! maaan attorneys; which was referred to the Com- 
ices; which was ordered to lie on the table. mittee on Patents. at 
“he ame presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- He also presented a petition of the Iowa Woman’s Christian 
ance Union of Decatur, IIl., and a petition of the Young People’s | Temperance Union, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
Society of Christian Endeavor of the Presbyterian Church of | protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes 
Marengo, IIll., praying for the enactment of legislation to raise | imported in original packages on entering any State shall become 
the age of protection for girls to 18 — ee -rapeeey vo ga eo to its laws; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
i itories; which were ordered to lie on the table. state Commerce. 
Ee tiie obeated meseoriis of Lyons & Palmer, of Homer; He also presented a memorial of 8 citizens of Iowa, and a me- 
of sundry citizens of Galena, and of sundry other citizens, ail in | morial of 43 business firms of Iowa, remonstrating against the 
the State of Illinois, ee — -_ passage ee a gen- et - general bankruptcy law; which were ordered to 
1 bankruptcy law; which were ordered to lie on the table. | lie on the table. 
Sie dak presales | the memorials of W. 4H. Flagg and 152 other Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Associated Board of 
citizens; of John Price and 13 other citizens; of J. H. Dixon and | Trade of Boston, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation 
14 other citizens; of J. W. Barrett and 9 other citizens; of F. H. | providing a sufficient force of artillerymen to care for and properly 
Miller and 20 other ae of a E. a = — man — — eee 7 a eee defenses; which was 
iti : 2 iti : Villiam E. Kart | referred to the Committee on Coast Defenses. 
om 35 eehow cishsoens ct Giale Tomoft & aha ‘aa 15 other He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Massachusetts, 
citizens; of the Great Western Smelting and Refining Company | praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of in- 
and 16 citizens; of James Lowenberg and 16 other citizens; of J.J. | toxicating liquors in all Government buildings; which was re- 
Epstein and 16 other citizens; of J. S. Elliott and 16 other citizens; | ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
of Oscar B. MceGlasson and 16 other citizens: of L. S. Herzig and| He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
16 other citizens; of Louis Salinger and 17 other citizens; of Alex- | ance Union of Russell, Mass., and a petition of the Woman’s 
ander Rosenfield and 17 other citizens; of G. W. Hedges and 17 | Christian Temperance Union of Westfield, Mass., praying for the 
other citizens; of George D. Elderkin and 17 other citizens; of | enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by 
Jules Oppenheimer and 17 other citizens; of George D. Hale and | providing that cigarettes imported in original packages on enter- 
17 other citizens; of H. C. Bryant and 17 other citizens; of E. A. | ing any State shall become subject to its laws; which were re- 
of G. Fisher and 7 othes citizsam, of J, Aube nei iT othe: | "Mr PENROSE presented a petition ot 115 citizens of Fulton 
of E. G. Fisher and 17 other citizens; of J. H. Amos and 17 Mr. PE} SE sented ¢ 9 citizens ‘alt 
a of J. B. Loeb ~— en reg = J — R. _— -_ County, ae praying for = ee og ee restricting 
other citizens; of L. K. Torbat and 17 other citizens; of Ed. | immigration; which was ordered to lie on the table. : 
Strauss, Henry Van Balin, ml 18 other citizens; of J. Cuthbert | He also presented petitions of 21 women of the Bird in Hand 
and 17 other citizens; of Charles J. Haines and 18 other citizens; | Christian Temperance Union, of Bird in Hand; of the Woman's 
of Theo. A. Koch and 18 other citizens; of Julius Loeser and 18 | Christian Temperance Union of Avondale; of 31 citizens of Lan- 
other citizens; of Herman Katz and 18 other citizens; of D. W. | caster County, and of the Young Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Cosley and 18 other citizens; of H. S. Coe and i8 other citizens; | Union of the Millersville Normal School, of Millersville, all in the 
of 8. Novek and 18 other citizens; of C. Julius Konig and 18 other | State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
citizens; of Frank Berger and 18 other citizens: of G. D. Jones | protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes im- 
and 18 other citizens; of William Patterson and 18 other citi-| ported in original packages on entering any State shall become 
zens; of Frank Gearty and 18 other citizens; of W. E. Witherbee | subject to its laws; which were referred to the Committee on In- 
and 18 other citizens; of L. Fogel and 18 other citizens; of W. C. | terstate Commerce. 





cP Va ere 





Sr 


Reed ct eM OS INES 
ee a 


— 
ey jae ES, We Rae a ag 














1492 


He also presented petitions of the Young Men’s Christian Asso- 
ciation of Milton, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
substitute voluntary arbitration for railway strikes, to prohibit 
the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings, to 
exclude illiterate immigrants, to prohibit the transmission by mail 
or interstate commerce of pictures or descriptions of prize fights, 
to forbid traffic and public sports in the District of Columbia on 
the first day of the week, to prohibit kinetoscope reproductions of 
prize fights in the District of Columbia and the Territories, to 
prohibit the publication of pictures and descriptions of suicides 
except in scientific journals, to prohibit interstate gambling by 
telegraph, to raise the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the 
District of Columbia, and to protect State anti-cigarette laws by 
providing that cigarettes imported in original packages on enter- 
ing any State shall become subject to its laws; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Kushequa, Pa., and a petition of the congregation 
of the Union Church of Kushequa, Pa., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in 
the Capitol and all Government buildings, to prohibit interstate 
gambling by telegraph or telephone, to raise the age of protection 
for girls to 18 years in the District of Columbia and the Territo- 
ries, to protect the first —_ of the week as a day of rest in the 
District of Columbia and the Territories, to substitute voluntary 
arbitration for railway strikes, and to protect State anti-cigarette 
laws by providing that cigarettes imported in original packages 
on entering any State shall become subject to its laws; which were 
referred tothe Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented petitions of the Hermon Christian Endeavor 
Society, of Frankford; of 133 citizens of Lancaster; of the Young 
Men’s Christian Union of Kingsley, and of 63 citizens of Warren, 
all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of 
legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capi- 
tol and all Government buildings; which were referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Vessel Owners and Captains’ 
Association of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the establishment 
of a department of commerce and industries; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SEWELL presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Woodbury, N. J., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to raise the age of protection for girls to 18 
years in the District of Columbia and the Territories; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the State board of agriculture of 
New Jersey, praying for the enactment of legislation establishing 
increased facilities in mail deliveries in rural districts; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a a of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Woodbury, N. J., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the transmission by mail or interstate com- 
merce of newspaper descriptions of prize fights; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Woodbury, N. J., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit kinetoscope reproductions of pugilistic en- 
counters in the District of Columbia and the Territories and the 
interstate transportation of materials for the same; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Woodbury, N. J., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to substitute voluntary arbitration for railway strikes; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a _ ion of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Woodbury, N. J., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the interstate transmission of lottery mes- 
sages and other gambling matter by telegraph; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Elwood, N. J., and a petition of the congregation 
of the see me Church of Elwood, N. J., praying for the 


enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by pro- 
viding that cigarettes im in original kages on entering 
any State become subject toits laws; which were referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce 


Mr.SEWELL. I present the memorial of the faculty of Prince- 
ton University, remonstrating against the passage of Senate bill 
No. 1063, for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in the 
District of Columbia. I move that the memorial lie on the table 
and that it be printed in the Recorp. 

There no objection, the memorial was ordered to lie on 
the table, and to be printed in the RecorD, as follows: 


Club, consisting of the biological members of the 


of Princeton University, desire to place on record their emphatic 
protest against the antl ivieenien bill CNo. 1063) now pending before the 
orable body of the United States Senate. 


scarcely an advance in modern biological or 
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physiological science which can not be directly traced to the methods antag. 
onized by this bill. They feel that an entirely false idea is generally held on 
agent of the public, that scientific men and medical experimenters 

n 2: 


ex ar 
ssly cruel in their methods. r 
They therefore deprecate all attempts to stigmatize the work of investi- 
gators or even serious students by the promotion of such opinions; and they 
venture to express the hope that the results of these efforts for the relief of 
be judged upon their merits, and that sensationalism 
orance will not be allowed to discredit the noblest work of this cen- 


W. B. SCOTT 


Pro, ‘essor 0 Paleontology. 
©. F. We MecLURE. —_ 


Assistant Professor of Biology. 
GEORGE MADOS 
P(e Biology. 
B. MEADE LTON, 
Director of the seen, ~*~ State Board of Health. 


IN, 
Assistant Professor of Biology. 
Assistant Siam Toieramt of Hygiene 
C. F. SILVESTER, _— 
rator in Anatomy. 
WILL LIBBEY 
Professor of Histology. 
ALFRED A. DOOLITTLE, 
Fellow in Biology. 
A. E. ORTMANN, 
Curator of Paleontology. 
ULRIC DAHLGREN 
Instructor in Histolog y. 
O. A. PETERSON 
Assistant in Paleontology. 

Mr. SEWELL presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union Woodbury; of the congregations of the 
First Methodist Episcopal Church, the First Baptist Church, of 
Grace Church, and of the First Presbyterian Church, all of Had- 
donfield, in the State of New Jersey, praying for the enactment of 
a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Presby- 
terian Church of Elwood; of the wr me ary of Grace Church of 
Haddonfield; of the congregation of the First Presbyterian Church 
of Haddonfield; of the congregation of the First Methodist Epis- 
copal Church of Haddonfield; of the congregation of the First 
Baptist Church of Haddonfield; of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Woodbury, and of the Woman's Christian Tem- 

nce Union of Elwood, all in the State of New Jersey, praying 

or the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxi- 

cating liquors in the Capitol and all Government buildings; 

_— a referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
rounds. 

_ Mr. HAWLEY presented petitions of the Young People’s Chris- 
tian Union of the Universalist Church of Norwich, of the En- 
deavor Society of the Con tional Church of Salem, of the 
congregation of the Methodist Church of Winsted, of the congre- 
gation of the Second eng wane oe Church of Winsted, and of 
the congregation of the Universalist Church of Norwich, all in 
the State of Connecticut, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government 
buildings; which were referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

r. HALE presented a memorial of the O. A. Horr Medical 
Club of Lewiston and Auburn, in the State of Maine, remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of Senate bill No. 1063, for the further 
prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of Columbia; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Maine, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that ep im- 
ported in original = on entering any State become 
subject to its laws; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of China, Me., praying for the enactment of oon 
to prohibit the sale of intoxicating li in the Capitol and all 
Government buil ; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a letter and a statement to accom- 
pany the bill (S. 3493) for the relief of First Lieut. David D. John- 
son, United States Army, retired. I move that the papers bo 
printed and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany Senate bill 288, Fifty-fifth 
Congress, first session, to pension Sands, the helpless and 
dependent child of Harmon G. Sands, Company F, Cole County, 
Missouri t, First United States Reserve Corps, Missouri 
Home G nithtp Elen. Joseph Kramer, Homey Toetbea i 

Ehler, Ose Kramer Henry oe , rher- 
Bernard Herman Wilbers, and 
Herman Schnieders, and a certificate of W. H. Lusk, recorder of 
deeds of Cole County, Mo. p yactcenmerbee be referred to 


and ign 


, Henry 


COCKRELL presented the tion of James C. Keithley, 
of De — raying that Mrs. Henrietta Cummins, widow of 
Capt. incent Cummins, be granted a pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. Fat : 

He also presented a petition of the Christian Endeavor Society 
of the Cumberland Presbyterian Church, of Clinton, Mo., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicat- 
ing liquors in the National Capitol and all other Government 
buildings; which was referred to the Committee on Public Build- 

unds. 
ysequamel a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of West Plains, Mo., pores, Sor the enactment of 
legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that 
cigarettes imported in ori c on entering any State 
shall become subject to its laws; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. ; edi 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Afton, Ind. T., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to raise the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the 
District of Columbia and the Territories; which was ordered to 

i the table. 
"ae also presented a petition of the National Building Trades 
Council of America, of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the adoption 
of certain amendments to the eight-hour law; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. es 

He also presented a petition of the National Building Trades 
Council of America, of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the enactment 
of legislation granting the right of suffrage to citizens of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. P 

He also presented a petition of the National Building Trades 
Council of America, of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing for the safety of mechanics and others 
who work on buildings; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. : 

He also presented a memorial of the National Building Trades 
Council of America, of St. Louis, Mo., remonstrating against the 
passage of the so called anti-scalping ticket bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. THURSTON presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
York, Nebr., remonstrating against the enactment of a general 
bankruptcy law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Nebraska Beet Sugar Asso- 
ciation, remonstrating against the annexation of the Hawaiian 
Islands; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

' MRS, OLIVIA WORDEN. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I have in my hand a paper, 
in the form of a memorial to Congress, prep: on the 20th of 
November, 1874, by Rear-Admiral John L. Worden. Admiral 
Worden died October 18, 1897, at Washington. He left a widow, 
two daughters, and four grandchildren. He owned, besides a 
comfortable house, very little income-producing papery. 

On March 9, 1862, the Merrimae sank the Cusber and and the 
Congress in Hampton Roads. On March 9 the Merrimac was at- 
tacked by the Monitor, commanded by Lieutenant Worden, and 
so disabled that she never again fought a battle. In the language 
of Admiral Worden in the memorial which I have in my hand 
the Merrimac was ‘‘in fact, as a result of the encounter with the 
Monitor, finally destroyed, as unable to take the sea and escape 
when Norfolk was occupied by our forces.” 

No bounty has ever been paid to any of the officers or crew of 
the Monitor for this virtual destruction of the Merrimac. Most 
Senators know that under the prize laws of the United States, 
when a Confederate vessel was destroyed wt national ship, a 
bounty was paid from the Treasury of the United States which 
was distributed among the officers and crew of the victorious ves- 
sel in the same manner that prize money was distributed. I read 
from the Revised Statutes as to ‘‘bounty for persons on board 
vessels sunk or destroyed:” 

A bounty shall be paid by the United States for each person on board any 
ship or vessel of war belonging to an enemy at the commencement of an en- 
gagement, which is sunk or otherwise destroyed in such Sgn by any 
ship or vessel belonging to the United States or which it ma necessary to 
destroy in consequence of injuries sustained in action, of $100, if the enemy's 
vessel was of inferior force, and of $200 if of equal or superior force, to be di- 
vided among the officers and crew in the same manner as prize money; and 
when the actual number of men on board any such vessel can not be satis- 

ly ascertained, it shall be estimated according to the complement 
allowed to vessels of its class in the Navy of the Uni States; and there 
shall be paid as bounty to the captors of any vessel of war captured from an 
enemy, which they may be instructed todestroy, or which is immediately de- 
stroyed for the public interest, but not in consequence of injuries received 
in action, $50 for every person who shall be on rd at the time of such 
capture. (Revised Statutes, Title LIV, page 909, section 4635.) 

In 1874, when he prepared this memorial, Admiral Worden 
thought that it might be the pleasure of the United States to pay 
asum of one equal to the value of the Merrimac or a bount 
of $200 for each person on board the Monitor when she entere 
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into the fight, which sum should be distributed among the officers 
and crew of the Monitor in the same manner that prize money 
was distributed under the statutes of the country. In that belief 
he prepared the memorial. I then had knowledge of its prepa- 
ration. But the Admiral concluded not to urge the claim in 
Congress. He had a personal delicacy which restrained him, a 
fear that his own personal interests would be considered the mov- 
ing spring of his action. The claim was not pressed by any of the 
other officers or any of the crew of the Monitor and nothing has 
been done upon the subject. 

Now, Mr. President, I have this memorial committed to my 
charge, which, with some other papers, I ask may be referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, with a view that some action 
may be taken by this country in appropriate recognition of this 
great event in the history of the war—the fight of the Monitor 
and Merrimac—and in generous assistance of the family of this 
distinguished officer. 

Mr. President, the combat between the Monitor and Merrimac 
on March 9, 1862, was a signal event in two respects. It marked 
the change in naval construction from wooden toiron ships. It 
was a new departure, recognized as such all the world over, and 
marked the advent of armored ships into naval warfare. It was 
also a marvelous event in the history of the war for the Union. 
There can be no estimate of the damage which would have been 
done by the Merrimac to defenseless Northern cities if she had 
not been driven back and her destruction compelled within a few 
days by the attack of the Monitor. 

The conception of the Monitor sprang from the genius of John 
Ericsson, and this conception was made a vivid reality by the gal- 
lantry of Lieutenant Worden. This officer had previously found 
his health impaired by confinement in a Southern prison. In this 
world-wide naval battle he received the marks of powder in his 
face which he carried with him to the end of his life. His consti- 
tution was fatally broken, although fortunately his life was 
spared for many years; and now, Mr. President, is the opportu- 
nity for a grateful country to do some generous act in the due 
course of legislation in fitting recognition of this famous naval 
officer and of the family which he has committed to the care and 
tender regard of the country which he so nobly served. 

Mr. HALE. What form of relief does the Senator propose? 

Mr. CHANDLER. My idea is that the Committee on Naval 
Affairs shall take this subject into consideration and in connec- 
tion with the Secretary of the Navy make due suggestion to the 
Congress of the United States. There is a bill before the Commit- 
tee on Pensions to grant a pension to Mrs. Worden. This is not 
a favorable time for the allowance of large pensions; but this case 
is special. I present the situation of the family of Admiral Wor- 
den as one entirely distinct from any other. To answer the Sena- 
tor more directly, I think that in connection with the facts stated 
in this memorial and the facts known of that great naval conflict, 
a special payment might wisely be tendered by the United States 
to the widow and family of Admiral Worden. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from New 
Hampshire and am very glad he has brought the matter to the 
attention of the Senate. There were few such picturesque events 
in the war—and indeed in any war—as the great conflict between 
the Monitor and the Merrimac. All of us who knew Admiral 
Worden in the years afterwards realized the singular simplicity 
and integrity of character of the man. I know something about 
the situation of those who were dependent upon him, and if any 


case should appeal to us to be not simply generous but just, thisis - 


a case of the kind. I shall very gladly join hands with the Sena- 
tor in anything that can be done to recognize the sense of grat® 
tude that this country should feel to Admiral Worden in some 
benefaction to his family. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I knew nothing of this propo- 
sition, as the Senator from New Hampshire knows. I concur 
with him most heartily. I am sure that I speak the sentiments of 
all generous, patriotic people in the United States when I declare 
that because of the very great service the old man rendered some- 
thing ought to be done for the widow who is left with scarcely 
anything besides a house. I knew him in his later years very 
well indeed. I have never known a more gentle, lovable, chival- 
rous, and modest typical old sailor than the Admiral. I have 
heard him tell to fifty men in detail the whole story of that affair 
as modestly as a schoolgirl would tell it. I can hardly trust my- 
self to talk of him; I loved him so. I do hope the American Sen- 
ate will honor itself in doing whatever may be considered quite 
generous in this matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will be referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3544) to provide for submitting 


to the Court of Claims for determination the rights of the Dela- 
ware Indians in the Cherokee Nation, the Mississippi Choctaws in 
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the Choctaw Nation, the Chickasaw freedmen in the Chickasaw 
Nation, and intermarried persons in the Choctaw, Chickasaw, 
and Cherokee nations, and for other purposes, reported it with 
amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by himself on the 22d ultimo, relating to 
certain treaty stipulations with the Chickasaw Nation of Indians, 
intended to be proposed to the Indian appropriation bill, reported 
favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to the Indian appropriation bill, the amend- 
ment relating to rolls of citizenship of the Five Civilized Tribes in 
the Indian Territory, and moved that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to the Indian appropriation bill, the amend- 
ment relating to the ratification of agreement with the Seminole 
Indians, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 3077) to grant the right of way through the Indian Terri- 
tory to the Denison, Bonham and New Orleans Railway Company 
for the purpose of constructing a railway, and for other purposes, 
re ret it with amendments. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was 
referred, reported a bill (S. 3596) to ratify the agreement between 
the Dawes Commission and the Seminole Nation of Indians; which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, re- 
ported an amendment intended to be proposed to the Indian appro- 
priation bill, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO. I am directed by the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4829) for the relief of the Book 
Agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, to report it with- 
out amendment, and submit a report thereon. 

I shall seek an early opportunity after the report has been 
printed to call the bill up so that it may be considered by the Sen- 
ate. I shall do this in connection with the Senator from Tennes- 
see [Mr. BaTE], who introduced the first bill upon the subject in 
the present Congress. Either he or I will take an early oppor- 
tunity to ask the Senate to consider it. 

Mr. BATE. I shall seek to call the bill up at an early day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed upon the 
Calendar. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported 
an amendment intended to be proposed to the Indian appropria- 
tion bill, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1589) making Fort Meade, S. Dak., 
a permanent military reservation, and making appropriation for 
improvement of the same, reported it with amendments, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Iask that the bill (S. 771) to incorporate 
the National Florence Crittenton Mission be reprinted with the 
amendment which was reported by that committee to the bill on 
the 3ist ultimo. By mistake the bill was printed without the 
amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 


REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE IN ALASKA, 


Mr. FRYE. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5029) for the purchase or con- 
struction of asuitable vessel for service on the Yukon River, Alaska, 
to report it favorably without amendment. The Senate passed a 
bill like this a few days since. The House has now sent this bill 
over. It is absolutely necessary that action should be had imme- 
diately, in order to get the vessel in season for the spring. I ask 
unanimous consent that the bill may receive consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill; which was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Tresury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to purchase or have constructed for the Revenue-Cutter Service 
@ suitable vessel for service on the Yukon River, Alaska; and the sum of 


$40,000 is hereby sepespenes and made immediately available to purchase 
or build such vessel. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3567) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the record of John W. Wikiel; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 3568) to provide for a 
public building in Winston, N. C.; which was read twice by its 


record of Andrew Edgar. 





title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 


Mr. MASON introduced the following bills; which were sever- 


ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
ery: Affairs: 


A bill (S. 3569) to correct the military record of John J. Phelan, 


of Chicago, Ill. (with an an paper); and 


A bill (S. 3570) to remove the charge of desertion from the 


Mr. MASON introduced the following bills; which were sever- 


ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 


A bill (S. 3571) granting an increase of pension to William Rol- 


ley, of Morris, Ill. (with an accompanying paper); 


A bill (S. 3572) granting an increase of pension to George W. 


Cone, Chicago, Ill.; and 


A bill (8. 3573) granting a pension to Francis M. Porter (with 


accompanying papers). 


Mr. MASON introduced a bill (S. 3574) to aid the Amateur Ath- 


letic Union of the United States of America in a display of Amer- 
ican athletic sports at the Paris International Exposition of 1900; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 


papers, referred to the Select Committee on International Exposi- 
tions. 


Mr. GEAR (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3575) for the relief 


of James Vincent, sr.; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 


Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3576) for the relief of James 
Grace; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 3577) to open a street 
through block 205, from Fourteenth street to Fifteenth street NW., 
concurrent with the streets in the adjacent blocks called Wallach 
place and Caroline street, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. HARRIS (by request) introduced the following bills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories: 

A bill (S. 3578) to amend an act to prohibit the passage of local 
or special laws in the Territories, to limit Territorial indebted- 
ness, etc.; and 

A bill (S. 3579) to provide for local government of Arizona and 
the election of certain officers therein. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 3580) to amend the laws relat- 
ing to navigation; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. FRYE. I wish to have the bill printed and sent to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce as soon as it can be done. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Notice will be taken of the request. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 3581) granting an increase of 
pension to John F. Dearborn; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs: 

A bill (S. 3582) for the relief of Joseph B. Hughes, late ——_ 
Company D, Eighty-first Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, 
and late private Company B, One hundred and nineteenth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry; 

A bill (S. 3583) for the relief of Max Muller, late private Com- 
pany K, Third Regimert United States Infantry; and 

A bill (S. 3584) for the removal of the charge of desertion from 
the record of William 8. Russell, Company C, Ninety-ninth Penn- 
sylvania Volunteer Infantry, and William S. Russell, alias James 
Martin, Company B, Eleventh Connecticut Volunteer Infantry. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 3585) to amend the act of 
July 14, 1892; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 3586) for the relief of the 
heirs of Pierre Sauve; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce: 

A bill (8. 3587) for the investigation of the conduct of officers 
of steam vessels; and 

A bill (S. 3588) extending the right of maritime lien to masters 
and captains in the United States merchant marine service. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 3589) granting a pension 
to Annie C. Collier; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3590) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the name of Leroy Potter; which was read twice by 
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its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 


airs. 
mee CALE (by request) introduced the following bills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
Pensions: 
mai bill (S. 3591) granting an increase of pension to Silas C. Doble; 


= bill (S. 3592) granting a pension Eliza Jane Boston (with 
om in r). 
iE. HA E (by quest) introduced a bill (S. 3593) to allow the 
difference of monthly pay between “‘greenbacks” and “gold” to 
the different parties whose names are mentioned below, surviving 
officers and enlisted men and widows or nearest surviving kin of 
deceased ones, who served in the Army and Navy in defense of 
the Union in the war of the rebellion, begun in 1861, and were 
honorably discharged from the United States service; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 


aa DANIEL introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


laims: 

A bill (S. 3594) for the relief of the estate of William G. Birchett, 
deceased, late of Prince George County, Va.; and 

A bill (S. 3595) for the relief of Mrs. Ellen H. Smith, of King 
William County, Va. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 102) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on Woman Sufirage. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 103) for | 
the relief of farmers, gardeners, and truckmen selling produce of | 
their own raising on the south side of B street, between Seventh | 
and Thirteenth streets, in the city of Washington, D. C.; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


DISTRICT WATER SUPPLY. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I submit an amendment intended to be pro- 
by me to the District of Columbia appropriation bill. I | 
should like to have the amendment read. | 
| 





The amendment was read, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, as follows: 


That there shall be prepared, upon careful Soventigntiee by the proper | 
officer of the Government having the charge of the Washington Aqueduct 
and the water supply to the city of Washington, a full and detailed report, 
which shall be submitted to Congress on the first Monday in December, 1898, 
upon the feasibility and propriety of rae the water supply of Washing- 
ton. Each separate item of the report shall be accompanied by a detailed 
estimate of the cost of the work required; and the necessary cost, not to ex- 
ceed $10,000, connected with the inquiry and reports shall be defrayed from 
the apeecosiation for increasing the water supply of the District of Colum- 
bia: Provided, That in the preparation of this report the Chief of Engineers, 
United States Army, shall associated with the proper officer of the Gov- 
ernment in charge of the aqueduct, as consulting engineer. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; 
ae — referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to 

rinted. 

r. PERKINS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 3545) for the adjustment and payment 
of certain claims against the Government of the Uni States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

e also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (S. 3546) for the reference of certain claims against 
the Government of the United States to the Court of Claims; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

tr. THURSTON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
ocean to the Committee on the 5 udiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. KYLE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr, WILSON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him tothe Indian appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


JOINT TRAFFIC ASSOCIATION AGREEMENT. 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which 
Was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Interstate Commerce Commission be directed to trans- 
mit to the Senate so much of the testimony taken by the commission in the 
roceedings known as the New York Produce Exchange case and the grain 
vestigation cases of 1897 as relates to the joint traffic association agreement 
and any action thereunder in the pooling of traffic or otherwise. 
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READING OF WASHINGTON’S FAREWELL ADDRESS. 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That on Tuesday, February 22, current, immediately after the 
reading of the Journal, Washington's Farewell Address be read to the Senate 


by Mr. LopGs, a Senator from the State of Massachusetts, and that there- 
after the Senate will proceed with its business. 


INVESTIGATIONS BY COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. PETTIGREW submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be, and it hereby is, au- 
thorized to continue the investigations authorized by resolution of July 13, 
1897, during the present session of the Senate. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas subsequently. from the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, re- 

rted favorably without amendment the above resolution; and 
it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


GOVERNMENT OF THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS, 


Mr. MORGAN. On the 3d of February the senior Senator from 
California [Mr. WHITE] introduced the following joint resolution: 
Joint resolution declaring the policy of the United States concer’ ning the 

Government of the Hawaiian Islands. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That of right it belongs wholly to the people 
of the Hawaiian Islands to establish and maintain their own form of govern- 
ment and domestic polity; that the United States ought in nowise to inter- 
fere therewith, and that any intervention in the political affairs of these 
islands by any other Government will be regarded as an act unfriendly to the 
United States. 

At the request of the Senator from California, the joint resolu- 
tion lies on the table. I now offer an amendment to the joint 
resolution, and if it is agreeable to the Senator, I will ask that his 
joint resolution and the proposed amendment be printed together. 
I ask that my amendment be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Alabama. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

2. That the Republic of Hawaii, established in and based upon its present 
constitution, is a rightful Government and has been and still is recognized as 
such by the United States of America and by other great powers without 
any question by any nation of its rightful and sovereign independence; and 
said constitution is the true and recognized authority that fixes the measure 
and the distribution of the rights and powers of government in that Re- 
public while said constitution remains in force. 

3. That in conformity with the existing constitution of the Republic of 
Hawaii, and so long as the same is in force, the powers of government reside 
in and are to be exercised by the incumbents of the departments, tribunals, 
and offices created by said constitution and filled in pursuance of law; and 
the lawful electors under said constitution who qualify as such by taking the 
oath of allegiance prescribed therein are entitled to share in the government 
of Hawaii according to the rights secured to them in said constitution and to 
= extent and in the manner therein provided so long as the same is in 

orce. 

4. And said Government of the Republic of Hawaii having, in due form, 
signified its consent, in the manner provided in its constitution, that the 
Hawaiian Islands, with all the territory appurtenant thereto over which said 
Government now claims to exercise sovereign jurisdiction, shall be annexed 
to and become a part of the territory of the United States of America, and 
shall be subject to the national power and sovereign jurisdiction thereof, it 
is hereby enacted and declared that said cession is accepted, ratified, and 
confirmed, and that said Hawaiian Islands are annexed as a part of the terri- 
tory of the United States of America, and are subject to the sovereign do- 
minion thereof. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama requests 
that the amendment be printed with the original joint resolution. 

Mr. MORGAN. In connection with the original joint resolu- 
tion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There being no objection, that will 
be the order. 

Mr. HALE. Wecan not hear the Senator on this side. 

Mr. DAVIS. Has any motion been made for the reference of 
the joint resolution? 

Mr. MORGAN. No motion for a reference has been made. 
The joint resolution lies on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS. If there is no objection, I move that the joint 
resolution be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MORGAN. I hardly think the chairman of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations will insist upon that motion, because when 
the Senator from California introduced the joint resolution he 
asked that it might lie on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS. Istated that I would make the motion if there 
was no objection. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from California will certainly 
desire to discuss it. 

Mr. DAVIS. If there is objection, I do not desire to press the 
motion. 

Mr. HALE. I suppose the Senator from California does not 
expect, in view of the action taken by the Senate a few days ago, 
to debate the question in open session? 

Mr. WHITE. If I may be permitted to remark, as I have been 
referred to, my idea was when I introduced the joint resolution 
that no one would object to it. I had known that Senators had 
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voted for it before, when it was passed by the Senate without 
division, and I did not apprehend that any objection would be 
made to it and would be glad to have it voted on; but having 
learned from personal conversation with Senators that there would 
be objection, I have not called up the joint resolution. Inowadd, 
however, that I never supposed it would lead to any debate. I 
have no idea of pressing it justnow. Although I should like very 
much that the discussion should be in public, yet, in view of the 
action of the Senate heretofore, I have no desire of procrastinating 
a discussion on this topic. If the joint resolution can be voted 
upon without debate now, let us have a vote onit; but the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Alabama, in my opinion, will lead to 
some little debate. 

Mr. HALE. Would not thenatural and sensible way be to refer 
the joint resolution, with the amendment, to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, who have such matters in charge? 

Mr. MORGAN. I have not objected to the joint resolution of 
the Senator from California; on the contrary, whenever that reso- 
lution is presented, I shall vote for it. I voted for it heretofore. 
It contains the correct doctrine; and, admitting the force and va- 
lidity of that declaration heretofore made by the Senate, if the 
Senator from California now desires to put it in the form ofa 
joint resolution and to makeit a legislative act, I propose to amend 
it as I have indicated in the two additional sections which I have 
offered. It is with the Senator from California to say whether he 
wants the matter referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations 
or not. Ishall not make any such motion. I am in favor of his 
joint resolution, but I am in favor of amending it in the manner 
I have proposed. 

Mr. WHITE. I think the propositions are utterly and abso- 
lutely inconsistent as I view them, and of course the Senator can 
hardly say he is in favor of my resolution if he insists on amend- 
ing it in the way he proposes. 

Mr. MORGAN. I can say that with a good conscience and, I 
think, a tolerably intelligent mind too. 

Mr. WHITE. Ido not dispute either proposition, but I also, 
having the same view in regard to my own development, insist 
that my resolution is inconsistent with the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I think what has been said en- 
forces the propriety of what I have just suggested. I move that 
the joint resolution introduced by the Senator from California 
— WHITE] and the amendment submitted by the Senator from 

labama [Mr. MorGan] be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Minnesota, that the joint resolution of the Senator 
from California, together with the amendment of the Senator from 
Alabama, be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 


EMANUEL SCHAMP. 


Mr. ALLEN. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
the bill (S. 18) to remove the charge of desertion from the name 
of Emanuel Schamp. ' s ‘ 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read for information, subject 
to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion now borne on the records 
of the War Department against the name of Emanuel Schamp, formerly a 

private in the Twenty-first Ohio Light Artillery, and grant to the said 

Eemannel Schamp an honorable discharge from the service of the United 
States, to bear date from the day on which the said Twenty-first Ohio Light 
Artillery was mustered out of the service. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthere objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? ; : , ; 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MUSCOGEE COAL AND RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2858) authorizing 
the Muscogee Coal and Railway Company to construct and operate 
a railway through the Indian Territory and Oklahoma Territory, 
and for other purposes; which were, on page 1, line 5, after the 
word “authorized,” to strike out “and” and insert a comma; on 
page 1, line 7, after the word “equipping,” to strike out ‘‘and” 
and insert a comma; on page 1, line 8, after the word “‘ railway,” 
to strike out “and” and insert a comma; on e 1, line 10, to 
strike out “Fort Gibson ” and insert ‘‘ Red Fork;” on page 1, line 
11, to strike out “Cherokee” and insert ‘‘ Creek;” on page 1, lines 
11 and 12, to strike out ‘“‘in a westerly and southwesterly direc- 
tion;” on page 1, line 13, to strike out ‘‘Cherokee and;” on pages 
1 and 2, lines 18 and 14, after ‘“‘Creek,” to strike out “ nations” 
and insert “‘Nation;” on page 2, section 1, line 15, to strike out 
“at a point at or near Vernon, Tex.,” and insert “‘ to Guthrie, in 


said Territory;” on page 2, section 1, line 19, to insert “‘ Provided, 
That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to give said com- 
pon any right to use or oe the lands herein granted, except 
and belonging to the United States, without paying the owner 
thereof a reasonable and just compensation therefor;” on page 2, 
section 2, lines 2 and 8, to strike out ‘‘and branch line;” on page 
2, section 2, line 4, to strike out ‘‘ Territories” and insert “ Terri- 
tory;” on page 3, section 2, line 20, after ‘‘ Indians,” to insert “or 
individual Indian;” on page 7, section 5, line 25, after “‘sions” to 
insert ‘‘, except as to annual tax;” and on page 9, section 8, line 
4, to strike out ‘‘five” and insert ‘‘ three.” 

Mr. BAKER. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 
A bill (H. R. 239) granting an increase of pension to Rosa Kar- 


ger; 

A bill (H. R. 1546) granting a pension to Mrs. Annie Wittenmyer; 

A bill (H. R. 1971) to grant a pension to James J. Gibbs, of Knox 
County, Tenn.; 

a. bill (H. R. 2272) granting an increase of pension to John N, 
ruce; 

A bill (H. R. 2295) granting a pension to Mary J. Hart, of 
Quincy, Ind.; and 

A bill (H. R. 5965) granting a pension to Laura A, a as 
widow of Charles W. Barry, late private Company B, One hun- 
dred and eighth New York Volunteer Infantry. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. oe the charge of desertion from the 
— of Sylvester H. Mase, a musician, Fifty-sixth New York 

antry; 

A bill (H. R. 4618) for the relief of William P. McMurtry; 

A bill (H. R. 6062) for the relief of Anson W. Gillett; and 

A bill (H. R. 6679) to repeal an act entitled ‘‘An act to perfect 
the military record of James T. Hughes.” 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 101) to correct the naval record of and grant an 
honorable discharge to Thomas H. Holden, of Pawtucket, R. I.; 

A bill (H. R. 268) to restore William F. Peck to the rolls of the 
Navy, and to grant him an honorable discharge; and 

A bill (H. R. 5457) for the relief of Robert Kennish. 

The bill (H. R. 1595) to amend an act to permit the use of the 
right of way through public lands for tramroads, canals, and res- 
ervoirs, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The bill (H. R. 5547) to grant to the Gulf, Colorado and Santa 
Fe Railway Company the right to construct a branch of its rail- 
road in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 7441) making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the pro- 
curement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other 
purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. . 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 99) providing for a survey and re- 
port upon the practicability of securing a navigable channel of 
adequate width and of 35 feet depth at mean low water of the 
Gulf of Mexico throughout the Southwest Pass of the Mississippi 
River was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, 

SENATOR FROM OREGON. 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Minnesota withhold 
the motion for a moment? 

Mr. DAVIS. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I find that Senators are 
anxious to proceed to the consideration of executive business. 
While no Senator is prepared to speak to-day upon the Oregon 
case, there are several Senators who intend so to speak, and I give 
notice that I shall move to take up that case to-morrow and ask 
to have a continuous consideration of the subject until it is dis- 


of. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope that will not be done. TheSenator from 
Louisiana [Mr, CAFFERY] is not here, and he will not return for 
eight or ten days. He is necessarily detained from the Senate. I 
desire, as a member of the committee, to s the Senate on 
the subject of the right of Mr. Corbett to a seat in this body, but 
I do not want to do so until after [ hear from the minority. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I notify the Senator from Nebraska and all 
other Senators to be ready to speak on thatsubject. The Senator 
needs no preparation himself. Heis always ready on any subject. 


Mr. ALLEN. Thank Zo. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I hope the Senator from Nebraska and all 
other Senators will be ready to-morrow. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. DAVIS. Lrenew my motion that the Senate proceed to the 
ion of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After four hours and nine min- 
utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. H. L. 
OVERSTREET, one of its clerks, announced that the House had 
disagreed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4751) 
making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1899, and for other purposes, asked a conference with the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr, BineHam, Mr. Hemenway, and Mr. DocKERY man- 
agers at the conference on the part of the House. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair) laid be- 
fore the Senate the action of the House of Representatives dis- 
agreeing to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4751) 
making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial 

nses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1899, and for other purposes, and asking a conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

On motion of Mr, CULLOM, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate insist on its amendments to the said bill disa- 
greed to by the House, and agree to the conference asked by the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. CuLLom, 

r. SEWELL, and Mr. TELLER were appointed. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5o’clock and7 minutes p. m. ) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, February 8, 1898, 
at 12 o’clock meridian. 


—_—_————_ 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 7, 1898. 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE. 


Edward B. Thomas, of New York, to be United States district 
judge for the eastern district of New York, vice Asa W. Tenney, 
deceased. 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT ATTORNEY. 


George G. Covell, of Michigan, to be attorney of the United 
States for the western district of Michigan, vice John Power, 
whose term expired February 5, 1898, 


UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 


A. Oren Wheeler, of Michigan, to be marshal of the United 
States for the western district of Michigan, vice Charles R. Pratt, 
whose term expired February 5, 1898. 


COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


Henry T. Dunn, of Georgia, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Brunswick, in the State of Georgia, to succeed Thomas 
W. Lamb, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

Frank E. Lee, of Texas, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Galveston, in the State of Texas, to succeed George P. 
Finlay, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

Joseph H. Short, of Mississippi, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Vicksburg, in the State of Mississippi, to succeed 
Harry H. Kain, term expired. 

SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Christopher C. Wimbish, of Georgia, to be surveyor of customs 
for the of Atlanta, in the State of Georgia, to succeed John 
- Stocker, whose term of office will expire by limitation February 

5, 1898. 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


William H. Powell, of Illinois, to be collector of internal reve- 
nue for the Thirteenth district of Illinois, to succeed William K. 
Murphy, removed. 

UNITED STATES CONSULS. 


Jacob H. Thieriot, of New Jersey, to be consul of the United 
States at Lisbon, Portugal, to fill an original vacancy. 

Frederic W. Goding, of Illinois, to be consul of the United 
States at Newcastle, New South Wales, vice William Coulbourn 
Brown, oe 5 . 

M. g, of Texas, now vice and deputy consul-general 
at Nuevo Laredo, Mexico, to be consul of the United States at 
Durango, Mexico, vice George E. Kedzie, resigned. 
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POSTMASTERS, 


William Stevenson Boggess, to be postmaster at Ashland, in the 
county of Boyd and State of Kentucky, in the place of John P. 
Powell, whose commission expired December 21, 1897. 

James A. Deboe, to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county of 
Hickman and State of Kentucky. in the place of James R. Gra- 
ham, whose commission expires February 21, 1898. 

Frank M. Fisher, to be postmaster at Paducah, in the county of 
McCracken and State of Kentucky, in the place of William C. 
Clark, whose commission expired September 19, 1897. 

Clarence Mathews, to be postmaster at Maysville, in the county 
of Mason and State of Kentucky, in the place of T. J. Chenoweth, 
whose commission expired January 31, 1898. 

S. T. Moore, to be postmaster at Princeton, in the county of 
Caldwell and State of Kentucky, in the place of J. R. Wylie, 
whose commission expires February 25, 1898. 

Ludlow F. Petty, to be ane at Shelbyville, in the county 

entucky, in the place of J. M, Logan, 
whose commission expired January 31, 1898. 

Sherod Stanfill, to be postmaster at Williamsburg, in the county 
of Whitley and State of Kentucky, in the place of Green A. Den- 
ham, whose commission expired December 14, 1897. 

Frederick A. Van Rensselaer, to be postmaster at Owensboro, 
in the county of Daviess and State of Kentucky, in the place of 
Samuel H. Ford, removed. 

Charles L. Hammond, to be postmaster at Quincy, in the county 
of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in the place of James F. 
Burke, whose commission expires February 27, 1898. 

William Baird, to be postmaster at Marine City, in the county 
of St. Clair and State of Michigan, in the place of John Drawe, 
whose cummission expired January 31, 1898. 

George W. Emery, to be postmaster at Hancock, in the county 
of Houghton and State of Michigan, in the place of William C. 
O'Leary, removed. 

George W. Jones, to be postmaster at Imlay City, in the county 
of Lapeer and State of Michigan, in the place of John P. Eggle- 
stone, whose commission expires February 7, 1898. 

Stuart Bates, to be postmaster at Virginia, in the county of St. 
Louis and State of Minnesota, in the place of Edmund C. Burke, 
removed. 

Andrew Eiken, to be postmaster at Crookston, in the county of 
Polk and State of Minnesota, in the place of Ferdinand E. Le 
Page, whose commission expired February 6, 1898. 

Samuel Y. Gordon, jr., to be postmaster at Brown Valley, in 
the county of Traverse and State of Minnesota, in the place of J. 
Le Roy Paul, whose commission expired February 5, 1898. 

George B. Hughes, to be postmaster at Redwood Falls, in the 
county of Redwood and State of Minnesota, in the place of Dallas 
E. Laird, whose commission expires February 16, 1898, 

George W. Irvin, to be postmaster at Butte, in the county of 
Silverbow and State of Montana, in the place of James H. Lynch, 
resigned. 

J. Harley Miskimen, to be postmaster at Glendive, in the county 
of Dawson and State of Montana, in the place of T. J. Pollard, 
resigned. 

Tillie C. Buckley, to be postmaster at Stromsburg, in the county 
of Polk and State of Nebraska, in the place of Jay G. Green, whose 
commission expires February 14, 1898. 

Leander H. Jewett, to be postmaster at Brokenbow, in the 
county of Custer and State of Nebraska, in the place of James G. 
Leming, removed. Through error, Mr. Jewett was nominated 
and confirmed as Leander Jewett. 

John Peters, to be postmaster at Albion,in the county of Boone 
and State of Nebraska, in the place of Cass G. Barns, whoss com- 
mission expires February 14, 1898. 

Alexander N. Thomas, to be postmaster at Aurora, in the county 
of Hamilton and State of Nebraska, in the place of Alverdo M. 
Glover, whose commission expired January 31, 1898, 

Alfred R. Messler, to be postmaster at Upper Mont Clair, in the 
county of Essex and State of New Jersey, the appointment of a 

tmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 

esident on and after January 1, 1898. 

H. B. Rollinson, to be postmaster at Rahway, in the county of 
Union and State of New Jersey, in the place of Philip E. Tufts, 
whose commission expired December 14, 1897. 

Artie E. Galloway, to be postmaster at Silver City, in the county 
of Grant and Territory of New Mexico, in the place of Lotts A. 
Skelly, whose commission expires February 13, 1898. 

R. Titus Coan, to be postmaster at Albion, in the county of 
Orleans and State of New York, in the place of Patrick Lillis, 
removed. : 

Bryan S. Dayton, to be postmaster at Middletown, in the county 
of Orange and State of New York, in the place of Charlies L. 
Elwood, whose commission expired December 12, 1897. 

John Dwyer, to be postmaster at Sandy Hill, in the county of 
Washington and State of New York, im the place of David 5S. 
Haines, whose commission expired January 24, 1898, 
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Edwin V. Hard, to be postmaster at Cobleskill, in the county of 
Schoharie and State of New York, in the place of Lewis C. Holmes, 
whose commission expires February 28, 1898. 

Frank E. Holmes, to be postmaster at New Berlin, in the county 


of Chenango and State of 
removed. 

Fred C. Nagle, to be postmaster at Dunkirk, in the county of 
Chautauqua and State of New York, in the place of T. P. Heffer- 
nan, whose commission expired January 23, 1898, 

Fred O’Neil, to be postmaster at Malone, in the county of Frank- 
lin — State of New York, in the place of William Dempsey, re- 
moved. 

Levi A. Shove, to be postmaster at Brewster, in the county of 
Putnam and State of how York, in the place of L. B. Lent, re- 
signed. 

‘Robert M. Skillen, to be postmaster at Akron, in the county of 
Erie and State of New York, in the place of J. C. Hoag, removed. 

John D. Van Nostrand, to be postmaster at Flushing, in the 
county of Queens and State of New York, in the place of J. H. 
Quinlan, whose commission expired January 24, 1898. 

Nathan Van Wagenen, to be postmaster at New Paltz, in the 
county of Ulster and State of New York, in the place of J. J. 
Has Brouck, whose commission expired January 23, 1898. 

Emma C. Arnold, to be postmaster at Larimore, in the county 
of Grand Forks and State of North Dakota, in the place of Andrew 
J. Johnson, whose commission expires February 7, 1898. 

Ada Hunter, to be postmaster at Kinston, in the county of Le- 
noir and State of North Carolina, in the place of John C. Wooten, 
jr., whose commission expired October 10, 1897. 

Fred W. McCoy, to be postmaster at Carrollton, in the county 
of Carroll and State of Ohio, in the place of Joseph V. Lawler, 
whose commission expires February 16, 1898. 

John L. Sullivan, to be postmaster at St. Mary, in the county of 
Auglaize and State of Ohio, in the place of David A, Clark, whose 
commission expired October 28, 1897. 

John B. Williams, to be postmaster at Norman, in the county 
of Cleveland and Territory of Oklahoma, in the place of Thomas 
J. Johnson, whose commission expired December 19, 1897. 

Henry S. Blatt, to be postmaster at Ellwood City, in the county 
of Lawrence and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of George B. 
Nye. whose commission expired January 12, 1898. 

John W. Jones, to be postmaster at Bangor, in the county of 
Northampton and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of John 
Wolf, whose commission expired January 12, 1898. 

Kenneth McKenzie, to be postmaster at Groton, in the county 
of Brookings and State of South Dakota, in the place of Michael 
Bowler, removed. 

Henry S. Williams, to be postmaster at Aberdeen, in the county 
of Brown and State of South Dakota, in the place of Anson W. 
Pratt, whose commission expires February 16, 1898. 

C. L. Dillon, to be postmaster at Pulaski City, in the county of 
Pulaski and State of Virginia, in the place of Ransom 8. Dudley, 
whose commission expires February 26, 1898. 

Charles T. Holtzman, to be postmaster at Luray, in the county 
of Page and State of Virginia, in the place of John S. Grayson, 
resigned. 

William L. Mustard, to be postmaster at Pocahontas, in the 
county of Tazewell and State of Virginia, in the place of’ Bert 


ew York, in the place of C. F. Wright, 


Russell, whose commission expired January 30, 1898. 

Mary Gibson, to be postmaster at Romney, in the county of 
Hampshire and State of West Virginia, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after October 1, 1897. 

James F. McCaskey, to be postmaster at New Martinsville, in 
the county of Wetzel and State of West Virginia, in the place of 
John C. McEldowney, removed. 

James P. Baker, to be postmaster at Shell Lake, in the county 
of Washburn and State of Wisconsin, in the place of James Dev- 
ereux, removed. 

Frank T. Brunk, to be postmaster at Ellsworth, in the county 
of Pierce and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Francis B. Sax- 
ton, removed. 

Albert L. Fontaine, to be postmaster at Grand Rapids, in the 
county of Wood and State of Wisconsin, in the place of E. B. 
Brundage, whose commission expired December 21, 1897. 

Through error, Mr. Fontaine was nominated and confirmed as 
Albert E. Fontaine. 

William F. Gruetzmacher, to be postmaster at Watertown, in 
the county of Jefferson and State of Wisconsin, in the place of 
William H. Rohr, whose commission expired December 21, 1897. 

John C. Outhwaite, to be postmasjer at De Pere, in the county 
of Brown and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Chester G. Wil- 
cox, whose commission expired December 12, 1897. 

John M. Reese, to be postmaster at Dodgeville, in the county of 
Iowa and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Richard Lane, whose 
commission expired February 1, 1898. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate February 4, 1898, 
APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 
Rey. William T. Helms, of West Virginia, to be a chaplain. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 7, 1898, 
MARSHAL. 


Hutson B. Saunders, of Maine, to be marshal of the United 
States for the district of Maine. 


SPECIAL EXAMINER OF DRUGS, ETC. 


John H. Dawson, of California, to be special examiner of drugs, 
medicines, and chemicals in the district of San Francisco, in the 
State of California. 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Daniel L. Sheets, of Durango, Colo., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Durango, Colo. 

James F, Thompson, of Eureka, Cal., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Humboldt, Cal. 


Harry Bailey, of Lakeview, Oreg., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Lakeview, Oreg. 


James W. Ross, of Colorado, to be receiver of public moneys at 

Glenwood Springs, Colo. 
APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 

Dwight Jarvis, of Florida, to be appraiser of merchandise in the 

district of Tampa, in the State of Florida. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Walter S. Viele, of Indiana, to be surveyor of customs for the 

port of Evansville, in the State of Indiana. 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


John W. Johnson, of Lincoln, Nebr., to be register of the land 
office at Lincoln, Nebr. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Robert Carson, of New Jersey, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Perth Amboy, in the State of New Jersey. 
COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 
Alexander L. Morrison, of New Mexico, to be collector of inter- 
nal revenue for the district of New Mexico. 
Thomas A. Lake, of Connecticut, to be collector of internal rev- 
enue for the district of Connecticut. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry arm. 
First Lieut. Henry Hill Benham, Second Infantry, to be cap- 
tain. 
Second Lieut. La Roy Sunderland Upton, Twenty-first Infantry, 
to be first lientenant. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
Commodore Charles S. Norton, to be a rear-admiral. 
P, A. Engineer Robert I. Reid, to be a chief engineer. 
Assistant Engineer Charles R. Emrich, to be a passed assistant 
engineer. 
POSTMASTERS, 
William H. Tyrrell, to be postmaster at Waverly, in the county 
of Bremer and State of Iowa. 
Alfred W. Lee, to be postmaster at Ottumwa, in the county of 
Wapello and State of Iowa. 
erman H. Buhrman, to be postmaster at Nashville, in the 
county of Washington and State of [linois. 
Gocrge Seaver, to be postmaster at Pueblo, in the county of Pu- 
eblo and State of Colorado. 
Herbert M. Bushne]l, to be postmaster at Lincoln, in the county 
of Lancaster and State of Nebraska. 
Henry A. Cady, to be postmaster at Ballinger, in the county of 
Runnels and State of Texas. 
Emmett H. Bemus, to be postmaster at Jamestown, in the 
county of Chautauqua and State of New York. 
Thomas M. Crossman, to be er at Edwardsville, in the 
county of Madison and State of Illinois. 
George S. Lee, to be postmaster at Anniston, in the county of 
Calhoun and State of Alabama. 
William F. Hackman, to be postmaster at Staunton, in the 
county of Macoupin and State of Illinois. 
Thomas M. Ray, to be postmaster at Valdosta, in the county of 
Lowndes and State of Georgia. 
John O’Donnell, to be nen og at Bainbridge, in the county 
of Decatur and State of rgia. 
Edward F. Ledoyt, to be postmaster at Sandwich, in the county 
of Dekalb and State of Illinois. 
R. F. Lawson, to be postmaster at Effingham, in the county of 
Effingham and State of Illinois. 
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Thomas A. Jewett, to be postmaster at Oregon, in the county of 
Ogle and State of Illinois. 
illiam H. Norris, to be postmaster at Carlyle, in the county of 
Clinton and State of Illinois. 
W. A. Mussett, to be postmaster at Grayville, in the county of 
White and State of Illinois. 
George A. Lyman, to be postmaster at Amboy, in the county of 
Lee and State of Illinois. 
Samuel B. Roach, to be postmaster at Mason City,in the county 
of Mason and State of Dlinois. 
William S. Pittman, to be postmaster at Jerseyville, in the county 
of Jersey and State of Dlinois. 
J. H. Pierson, to be postmaster at Carrollton, in the county of 
Greene and State of Illinois. 
C. M. Elder, to be postmaster at Rock Valley, in the county of 
Sioux and State of Iowa. 
H. E. Bolinger, to be postmaster at Afton, in the county of 
Union and State of Iowa. 
A. M. Beymer, to be postmaster at Corning, in the county of 
Adams and State of Iowa. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpbay, February 7, 1898. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. CouDEN. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 

approved. 
ARIZONA CAPITOL BUILDING. 


Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill H. R. 3743. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 3743) werrins the act of the Nineteenth legislative assembl 
of Arizona entitled “An act authorizing the erection of a capitol building,” 
etc., approved March 8, 1897. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the act of the Nineteenth legislative assembly of 
the Territory of Arizona entitled ‘“‘An act authorizing the erection of a capi- 
tol building and to oe the necessary means therefor,” sgeteces the 8th 
day of March, 1897, is hereby approved, ratified, and confirmed, and the bonds 
provided for in said act, when issued in accordance therewith, shall be a valid 
and binding obligation on said Territory. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chairhearsnone. _ 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the purpose of considering general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House aecertinahy resolved itself into Committee of the 
Ped sa House on the state of the Union, Mr. DALZELL in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering 
appropriation bills. The Clerk will report the bill. 

e Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7555) making appropriations for the support of the Military 
Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, as I understand, all points of order 
are reserved. 

The CHAIRMAN. All points of order are reserved. 

Mr. HULL. I am glad to say that all points of order were 
reserved by my friends on the committee which reported the bill. 
It is perfectly satisfactory to them, but that does not interfere 
= any other gentleman making any point of order he may 

esire. 

I ask unanimous consent that the formal reading of the bill be 
dispensed with. 

he CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HULL. Now, Mr. Spatrencee, I would like to arrange for 
the time general debate will run on the bill, if Ican get unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. May I ask, Mr. Chairman, who repre- 
sents the minority? 

Mr. COX. There are two present who represent the minority. 

Mr. SULZER. I suggest to the gentleman from Iowa that we 
proceed in the regular way for a little while until we can ascer- 
tain what would be satisfactory. 

Mr. HULL. Well, Mr. Chairman, I did not want to make any 
motion, because I understood from my friends that reasonable de- 
bate was all they cared for inthe House. To let it ran means that 
we may have to go into the House to close debate. Now, this is 
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not an important bill and the chances are that the debate under 

the five-minute rule will amount to nothing at all, unless for po- 

litical purposes outside of the consideration of the bill; and if the 

mtleman from New York [Mr. SuLZER] and the gentleman from 
ennessee [Mr. Cox] can agree, why I suggest that two hours of 

general debate ought to be sufficient on this bill. 

r. COX and Mr. SULZER. One hour on each side? 

Mr. HULL. An hour on each side. 

Mr. COX. Is that your suggestion? 

Mr. HULL. That is my suggestion. 

Mr. COX. I think it is plenty. 

r. HULL. Then, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 

that general debate shall run for two hours. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 

consent that general debate shall run for two hours, one-half, the 

Chair supposes, to be controlled on either side. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I have no disposition to debate the 
bill for even five minutes. It is simply a bill making appropria- 
tions for the Military Academy at West Point, and the report 
sets out in detail what the appropriations are for. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Are there any increases in salaries in the bill? 
Mr. HULL. There is no new legislation in it. There are one 
or two small increases of salary and some reductions. The general 
amount carried by the bill is less than last year, and less than for 





several years. 

I reserve the balance of my time, and yield to the gentlemen on 
the other side, if they desire to debate the bill. 

Mr. SULZER. [I yield ten minutes tothe gentleman from Ten- 


nessee. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, this bill has been carefully con- 
sidered by the committee, first by the subcommittee, who pre- 
red the bill. From my examination of it, I find no objection to 
it that can be remedied under the present rule. There is one new 
item in the bill that the attention of the House probably ought to 
be called to; that is the appropriation of some $20,000 to build a 
new dock at the Academy. That was examined into very care- 
fully by the members of the committee, and I, as a member of 
the committee, was disposed to resist it when the examination 
commenced, but it was clearly disclosed that the dock is unfit for 
use, almost rotted down, and in places absolutely rotted. That 
is the only item that I call to mind which is new in the bill. It 
is a reduction to a certain amount on the last bill, and I only rise 
to say that I do not think I can, as a member of the committee, 
raise any objection to its passage. I yield the balance of my time 
back to the gentleman from New York [Mr. SuLzer}. 
Mr.SULZER. I hope the gentlemen on the other side will now 
occupy some time. 

Mr. HULL. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. SAMUEL W. SmiTu]. 

Mr. SAMUEL W.SMITH. Mr. Chairman, I have the honor to 
represent one of the largest and most intelligent districts in the 
Union, embracing within its boundaries one of the finest agricul- 
tural districts, composed of the counties of Ingham, Livingston, 
Genesee, Oakland, and six townships in the county of Wayne, 
many villages, twenty or more, with a population from 500 to 
2,000 people, and the cities of Pontiac, Flint, and Lansing, the capi- 
tal of the State; and I also share with my honored colleague [Mr. 
CoORLIss] the pleasure of representing three wards of one of the 
most beautiful cities in the Union, the city of Detroit. 

During the year the farmers of my district are in the habit of 
gathering together one or more times each month at their differ- 
ent club organizations for the purpose of a sociable and enjoyable 
time and for discussing questions of public interest, such as free 
rural delivery, 1-cent postage, postal telegraph, postal savings 
banks, and many other questions of importance, and judging from 
the correspondence which I receive and from other sources of in- 
formation, I am pleased to say the discussions which are held on 
these occasions on the part of both ladies and gentlemen would 
do honor even to the Halls of Congress. 

The farmers of my district have taken more than usual interest 
in the subject of postal service, insisting that the fourth-class 
offices should be opened at an early hour, that they should remain 
open during the noon hour, and be not closed until at least 8 or 9 
oclock in the evening. In conformity with their many requests, 
when I have made any changes, I have asked that their wishes be 
complied with, and I am glad to say that the fourth-class post- 
masters throughout my district, who are the poorest-paid servants 
in the employ of the Government, are giving, in connection with 
other postmasters, to the people of the district the best postal 
service that they have ever had. 

The rapid growth ot the cities of Lansing, Flint, Pontiac, and 
the three wards of the city of Detroit composing a part of the dis- 
trict has made increased demand for more mailcarriers. Several 
factories have recently been erected and many of the older ones 
enlarged, giving profit to those who have risked their capital, and 
six days’ labor each week, at a fair price, giving joy and comfort 
to many laboring men and their families; and I may add here that 
among the many prosperous institutions throughout the district 
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there are none anywhere which give promise for greater hope 
than do the carriage, buggy, phacton, cart and wagon companies 
of my district. Indeed, it is fast becoming the center of trade, 
where men from all parts of the Union journey once or twice a 
year to purchase their annual supply. The Soda Ash Company 
in the southeastern portion of the district and in a part of the 
Second district, so ably represented by my colleague, General 
SPALDING, has, too, recently made an expenditure of from one to 
two million dollars in the construction of their plant and now 
employ many hundreds of men. 

Need it be wondered that with these great improvements that I 
have been asked, and that I have responded to the call, for more 
mail carriers? I had only just succeeded in securing a sufficient 
number of mail carriers in the cities of Fiint and Pontiac,and was 
about asking for an additional one in the city of Lansing, and for 
at least two at Delray, where the service is entirely inadequate in 
view of the large manufacturing institutions of that vicinity, when 
I was informed by the Post-Office Department and by some. of the 
pestmasters throughout the district that by the Ist of February 
the mail carriers whom I had taken so much pride in securing for 
the respective localities were to be cut off. 

Mr. Chairman, I protested then, I protest now. I insist, sir, 
that I have asked for nothing more—nay, not for what I ought to 
have, not for what my district is justly entitled to. I declare now 
that I believe it to be the duty of every member of this House who 
has asked for and received at the hands of the Department these 
additional carriers that we stand by the Departnient in their re- 
quest for an additional appropriation, for we have only asked and 
have only been granted that to which we are justly entitled. But, 
sir, if there were not extravagances practiced by that Department, 
and because they are obliged to by law, these reductions would not 
be asked for, but, in addition thereto, we might have other advan- 
tages and improvements throughout our various districts, such as 
1-cent postage, free rural delivery, postal savings banks, and the 
erection of Government buildings, of which, as soon as the reve- 
nues of the Government will warrant, I shall ask for at least two 
in my district. 

A leading newspaper published in the metropolis of my State 
has said that ‘‘the secret of extravagance lies in the downright 
robbery of the Government by the railroads, evidently through 
the criminal connivance of Congress in their contracts for the 
carriage of mail matter.” So far as I am concerned, sir, this 
odium shall not rest upon me, for I purpose in the future, as I 
have in the past, to investigate these grave charges and give tothe 
House and the country the benefit of my experience. I assert: 

First. That the Government is paying toomuch for the carriage 
of the mails. 

Second. That it pays for a large amount of mail that it does 
not carry. 

Third. That the railroads have in the past set up a mail service 
of their own, which defrauded the Government. Are they doing 
it now? 

fourth. That in addition to the price paid for the carriage of 
the mails it is paying too high a rental for postal cars. 

1. Postmasters-General Bissell and Wilson, in their reports for 
1894, at page 33, and in 1895, at page 33, show that the average 

rice for carrying mail was 8 cents a pound. The report of the 
Postmaster-Ganeral for 1889, at page 90 and succeeding pages, 
shows that the average distance of carrying the postal matter was 
448 miles; this, in other words, is $160 per ton for carrying the 
mails 448 miles. We are paying as much per pound to-day for 
carrying the mails upon the railroads in this country as was paid 
in 1878, notwithstanding there has been a reduction in freight 
rates since that time of more than 30 per cent and a reduction of 
passenger rates of between 15 and 20 per cent. 

The railroad companies carry merchandise for a cent a pound, 
and in some instances for a still smaller amount. The Texas Pa- 
cific and Southern Pacific railroads carry hardware, caps, boots, 
and other merchandise from New Orleazs to San Francisco for 
eight-tenths of a cent per pound, a distance of 1,500 miles, or three 
and a half -times the distance for which the Government pays the 
railroad 8 cents a pound. The distance from Boston to New York 
is about 250 miles; the Adams Express Company carries a hundred 

unds for a cent a pound, and they carry the same amount a 

istance of between five and six hundred miles, from Cleveland 
to New York, for a cent and three-quarters a pound, and no doubt 
the United States Express and the National Express companies 
carry for a like or cheaper rate, and an inspection of the daily 
quotations of these stocks show that the companies are not losing 
money. 

Permit me to add another interesting illustration: 


Milk is ship by the railroads.on the express trains and on the passenger 
trains to New York, a distance of 396 miles, and the cans returned for nothing, 
for one-sixth of a cent a pound, and cream for one-fourth of a cent a pound— 
a uniform rate for the whole distance. In an investigation had before the 
Interstate Commerce Commission last year, Mr. George R. Blanchard, repre- 
senting the roads, testified that the distance could be extended to 1,000 miles 
with a uniform rate from every station, and that milk could be carried ata 
profit for one-sixth of a cent a pound over the whole distance, and one-fourth 


of a cent a pound over the whole distance for cream; 
carrying mail matter for 448 miles. ; 


yet we. pay 8 cents for 


Mr. Joseph RH. Choate, who ap ed for the railroads in one of those in- 
vestigations, stated that a rate of one-half a cent a pound on anart cans of 
cream and at one-third of a cent a pound on 40-quart cans of ik, and. half 
those rates on bottled cream, brought a profit of from two to three hundred 
per cent, and he insisted on continuing the transportation. The dairymen 
near New York objected and made complies because the railroads brought 

miles and the milk for miles at the same price that thoy 


the cream 400 
cha for bringing it 0 or 60 miles. The railroad companies resisted a ro- 


duction of the rates for the long haul, which shows conclusively that t 
could do the business at a profit. : _ 


And you will bear in mind that the railroad company— 

Puts the cans on the car and then tukes them off at the various stations; 
ie; bus the post-allian pate ietamamacshin peatumente theanmeeee tert 
them out and t the raitvoad company has eee do but eu Vike cor. =~ 

I insist, sir, that the Government is paying too large a price for 
carrying the mails when we remember that in the last twenty 
years the cost of carrying the mail has been reduced nearly one- 
half; yet upon the part of the Government there has been prac- 
tically no effort made to secure any reduction whatever. Such is 
the enormous profit to the railroad companies that Senator Prr- 
TIGREW said in the Senate during the last year that— 

The New York Central Railroad between New York and Buffalo receives 
from the Government of the United States com sufficient to pay 
the interest on the cost of a double-track railroad every year. 

It is an undeniable fact that if we paid only what the service is 
worth for railroad transportation the mails of the country could 
be carried at a profit to theGovernment. Inmy judgment, if this 
reform alone were enacted, it would wipe out the oft-repeated 
deficiency in postal revenues. 

I desire, Mr. Chairman, to discuss this question fairly, and, I 
trust, intelligently, and I think I onght to say that in a recent in- 
vestigation had before the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads of the Senate Mr. C. Neilson, Second Assistant Postmaster- 
General under the former Administration, has given it as his 
opinion that the cost of carrying the mails was about 1} cents per 


pound, 

I confess that I believe that the gentleman is entirely mistaken. 
It is a fact worthy of note at this time and in this connection that 
Mr. Neilson resigned the —_— of general superintendent of the 
Cincinnati, Hamilton and Dayton Railroad to accept the position 
of Second Assistant Postmaster-General at a salary of $4,000 a 
year. I do not know what salary the gentleman was receiving as 
such superintendent, but in view of what other like officials are 
paid, I think it fair to assume that he was receiving a much larger 
sum. But let that beas it may, the weight of authority is against 
the gentleman in his conclusions. [Applause. | 

2. The Government pays for a large amount of mail it does not 
carry. 

By Senate Document No. 177, issued during the second session 
of the Fifty-fourth Congress, entitled ‘‘ Weighing the mail upon 
the Seaboard Air Line in 1896,” we find many interesting facts. 
By resolution of the Senate of February 23, 1897, the Postmaster- 
General was directed to send to the Senate— 

A copy of the reports of the agents of the Post-Office Departmentin relation 
to the weighing the mail upon the Seaboard Air Linein 1896; alsoacopy of all 
correspondence hetween the Department and the officers of said railroad 
com y, and a copy of all correspondence between the Post-Office Depart- 
ment and the Attorney-General in relation thereto. 

From this report we learn that the Seaboard Air Line Railroad 
procured tons of public documents and shipped them back and 
forth over the line of their railway directed to their station 
agents; and these station agents, acting under instructions from 
their superior officers, remailed these franked documents to points 
in South Carolina, Georgia, Virginia, and North Carolina, by 
writing addresses from lists furnished, or pasting on the books 
franked labels received in railroad mail. ‘The general distribu- 
tion appears to have been directed by General Superintendent V. E. 
McBee, while labels and instructions were furnished over differ- 
ent portions of the system by various division superintendents. 

This procedure was kept up during the weighing season until 
they were detected by the Post-Office Department. The re 
further discloses that after the Department had determined to 
have a reweighing the railroad company secured extra editions 
of papers, such as the North Carolinian, Portsmouth Star, Vir- 

inia; Atlanta (Ga.) Constitution, and AtlantaJournal. The fol- 
owing table, taken from page 33 of the report as to weights dur- 
ing the month of April, will give you some idea as to how the 
fraud was carried on: 


Pounds. 
North Carolinian, April 12 to 24, inclusive..... ......-......-.-.s0«--s--- 2, 451 
EE IES IE ELS A 4, 738 
Constitutions, April 8 to 30, inclusive........ 22... 222 2.--e eee cee e ceeeee , 066 
Journals (one week), April 24 to 20, inclusive ..........-.-...-.---.----- 949 
en ater wat SEE asta inser dete bctteitegeon 8, 202 
Public documents from Monroe and Atlanta, train 38, April 4......... 43 
Public documents from Monroe and Atlanta, train 402, April 12....... 810 
No tl aia 18, 655 

Journal estimate, April 9 to 23, inclusive... .... 22... - 22... --..20s---ceee 1, 


Tahal... .nccccenanecccecenescceancaweccansnsetescanscenencncereces a 20,563 








amoun extra mail —ar over the Seaboard Air 
tem, = Seaboard Line Railroad advertising matter and = 
Washington, D. C., Times, properly prepaid with pos 


stamps. 
of Post-Office Inspector H. T. Gregory, found on 
aay more in detail how the fraud was carried on: 


WEIGHING OF MAILS ON THE SEABOARD AIR LINE RAILROAD. 


very years the mail transported over the various railways in the 
United Bicone is veayeee for a period of thirty days for comduuntie of the 
country each year. Upon the ame oes obtained during the thirty 
Saye the compensation of the is adjusted and is in force for four 
The last vanes was conducted os the month of March, 1896. 
Une enterprising company (Seaboard Air Line), whose main line ex- 
tends from Portsmouth, Va., to ‘Atlanta, Ga., attempted to take advantage of 
this opportunity to swell largely the weight of the mail carried over 
their ras ews the weahinn of the mails by very large shipments of 
blic documents; about 300 sacks of documents franked by a United States 
tor (J. B. Gordon) and a Member of Congress (A.C. LATIMER) were sent 
to the various station agents of this com in Virginia, North Carolina, 
South Carolina, and Georgia; the sacks weighed 100 to 125 pounds each; 2, 3, 
© er Cae ee ealipa oh peer. or labels, freuked by & United Stasre Sen 
lopes containing slips of paper, or ya Uni es Sen- 
velopet BS Gordon) and addressed to 


ator (J various persons at various offices in 

and South Carolina, a large portion of the addressees being railroad 
7 e agente were furnished by railroad officials with lists of addresses in 
North Carolina and Virginia. division superintendents and road mas- 


ters gave oral instructions to the agents under them as to gon labels 
or writing addresses on the books, which were not previously addressed, but 
tage of sean Le addressed, “All for ” (who is railroad agent at that 
m7 


point). The books were then remailed and again t over theroutes 





of this company, to be nweighed. A fewagents, not understanding their 
instructions, gave out books at public distribution before the franked 
labels were received. sacks were delivered at Portsmouth, Va., ad- 
dressed in bulk to General Supt. V. E. McBee. That night the books were 


addressed in the railroad building by his secre (Williams) and a division 
su ———— ae and remailed the following morning to various 
odnreases ong route. 

A newspaper (Elienboro, N. C., Enterprise) learning of the transaction, 

ublished a short article headed “A mistake,” stating, in substance, that a 
Enited States Senator (J. B. Gordon) in mailing documents to his constit- 
uents, had A mistake addressed them to station agents along the Seaboard 
Air Line , to be remailed to his constituents, etc. A division super- 
intendent (William Moncure), learning of thearticle, proceeded to the town 
(Ellenboro) and induced the editor to cut the item out of every copy of his 

r, on the ground that it would hurt the road. 

e * padding” of the mails by this company was investigated by the Post- 
Office Department, ascertaining from the postmasters and station agents as 
to how many sacks of documents were sent to each station agent, whether 
they were remailed, to what points, also as to what official furnished the 
labels and instructions for remailing. And to protect the Government from 
this ted padding the De ent ordered the weighing to be con- 
tinued for y days additional during April. The railroad company then 
resorted to a new eme by con g with publishers of newspapers for 
a large number of papers to be sent over their line daily to addresses fur- 
nished by the company. 

At Portsmouth, Va., General Superintendent McBee arranged with a 
Portsmouth, Va., paper (Star) to send 6,809 copies daily for ten day and after 
that 2,400 daily, in bundles of 25 each to each address, to ies in South Car- 
olina and Georgia on the Seaboard Air Line. At Raleigh, N. C., Williams, 
private secretary of McBee, arran to have 6,000 copies first week, 8,000 
copies a week afterwards, of a weekly = (North Carolinian) to be sent 
weekly in bundles of 45 to each address, to be sent over the Seaboard Air Line 
to stations in South Carolina, Georgia, and afew in North Carolina. At At- 
lanta, Ga., Van E. Fleming, private secretary of Division Superintendent 
Ber ae sovenens with A Journal for 2,000 copies daily, to be sent over 
the Seaboard Air Line Railroad to Norfolk and Portsmouth, Va., 1,000 ad- 

subscribers, the other 1,000 as sample copies. 

Arran ent was also made with the Atlanta Constitution to send 5,600 
of each Sunday issue to addresses in Norfolk and Portsmouth, Va., this 
amount to be divided up and 800 copies sent each day, 400 by morning train 
and 400 by nt train. A copy of Sunday’s 1 pant is 4 pages and weighs a 
little over ee to the copy. Norfolk and Portsmouth city direc- 
tories were ed the Journal and Constitution to print labels for mail- 
ing —_ to _—— in those cities. Several of these parties had moved 
from cities, had died. or addresses were not known. Had this weigh- 
ing been by the Department the Seaboard Air Line Railroad would 
have received for the next four years a much larger compensation than they 
were entitled to. 

Mr. Josephus Daniels, editor of the North Carolinian, told me he was en- 
tirely inignorance of the railroad company’s object in sending out the papers, 
or would not have permitted them to have purchased the peneee from his 
assistant; he stopped the fourth shipment of his paper, and was very much 

; would prefer for the matter not to be made public. nee 

It is the belief of the Department that neither Senator Gordon nor Repre- 
sentative LATIMER were parties to or in any manner aware of the use which 
was made of their franks nor in any way with the transaction. 


After these two weighings had been had Supt. L. M. Terrell 
made the ae statement in a letter addressed to 
Hon. James E. White, General Superintendent of the Railway 
Mail Service, Washington, D. C.: 


Permit me to express the opinion that these two weighings on the Seaboard 
Air Line show thatthe weights of mails are no longer to be relied on as a fair 
basis of pay for mail transportation. 


I also call your attention to the following letter of Postmaster- 
General Wilson, found in the same report: 


Post-OFrFiIce DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., June 23, 1896. 

Dear Str: The statement published by the United Press as to the effort 
of certain officials of the Seaboard Air Line to pad the mails during the weigh- 
ing of the mails on that railroad and its connection is amply sustained by an 
pramtaption mode by this Department. and I have placed the papers in the 
hands of the Attorney-General, with the request that he shall proceed crim- 
inally against all those engaged in this effort. 
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The statement rting to come from the general superintendent of 
that road, recently put out in the papers, does not meet the charges, and you 
need have no fear of a libel suit for giving currency to any of the facts con- 
tained in the statement given out by the Department or any proper com- 


pers to hold up the action on the part of the railroad people to the merited 
condemnation of the public 


I write you this letter, not for publication, because I do not think, ds the 

head of the Department, I ought to go into the press, but for your own satis- 

faction and in reply to yours of the 15th instant. 
Very respectfully, 


Rev. J. W. BAILEY, 

Editor Biblical Recorder, Raleigh, N. C. 

Postmaster-General Wilson in a letter dated March 2, 1897, 
says: 

I beg leave to call attention to the fact that the Attorney-General in his 
letter of December 22, 1896, holds that the only criminal statute under which 
prosecution can be attempted for such offenses as these is the statute against 
conspiracies to defraud the United States. and that it was impossible under 
that statute to bring to justice the chief offender in this case. 

I think everyone will agree that if the law has not already been 
amended so as to cover this class of cases, that it should be at once. 
Senator PETTIGREW used the following language in 1897 in speak- 
ing of the frauds perpetrated by the Seaboard Air Line Railroad 
upon the Government: 

When the Postmaster-General complained, they asked him what he was 
going to do about it, and Mr. McBee, the anes of the road, asked the Post- 
master-General why the Seaboard Air Line had been singled out for criticism 
for stuffing the mails during the reweighing period, when it was well known 
that all ds ced the same fraud upon the Government. Soitisa 
general practice. There is no doubt aboutit. Everybody knowsit. Wedo 
not need to investigate the matter much to learn that fact. 


I might call your attention to other cases, but time will not 
permit. The Government, so far as I have been able to learn, has 
not yet succeeded in reaching any convictions in these cases. It 
was but a few oom ago when the superintendent of one of the 
leading railroads, I think in Iowa, was arrested and tried, but the 
jury disagreed. It is freely admitted by those in the employ of 
the Government that these frauds are from time to time being 
perpetrated upon the Government. I may add here in passing 
that in the opinion of some the Department is already clothed 
with sufficient power to stop this existing and growing evil, but 
there seems to be some doubt existing in the Department, for the 
Postmaster-General, in his report for 1896, used the following lan- 
guage: 

Existing statutes, however, are so defective that some changes in the 
criminal law are imperatively necessary to insure the conviction and ade- 

vate punishment of those who attempt or who perpetrate such frauds upon 
the Government. 

3. That the railroads have in the past set up a mail service of 
their own, which defrauded the Government. Are they doing it 
now? 

Senator PETTIGREW also said in the Senate in 1897: 

What is more, Mr. President, in addition to that they have set up a mail 
service of their own. Not only have they carried their own letters, which is 
the paying part of the mail service, but they carry each other's mail and dis- 
tribute it from one road to another. and they set up a regular system of post- 
offices to carry the railway mail. There is great profit in carrying the mail 
which should pay 2 cents postage, and so the railroads have organized on their 
own hook a postal system which defrauds the Government out of hundreds 


of thousands, and I believe millions, of dollars a year, because that branch of 
the service—the carrying of letters—is profitable. 


WM. L. WILSON, 
Postmaster-General, 


The Postmaster-General, in his report for 1896, says in this con- 
nection: 


It was found upon close investigation, which was brought out more par- 
ticularly by the detection of private correspondence being carried on under 
the cover of what is known asa “railroad business” envelope, that in some 
eases the families of employees were using this method of communicating 
with outsiders as well as those connected with the railroads. A careful m- 
vestigation also disclosed the fact that the railroad companies themselves 
were misusing the privileges granted them by the Department in the char- 
acter of their own correspondence, acting as intermediate carriers of mails 
between other carriers and individuals. In connection with this misuse of 
the postal privileges granted the railroad companies, schemes had been 
worked out and interc ge offices had been established which formed a 
complete system of postal facilities. 

July 2, 1896, the Postmaster-General issued Order No. 422, calling the atten- 
tion of the railroad companies to the impropriety of their actions in such 
matter, and requesting them to conform to sections 3985 and 3993 of the 
Revised Statutes, and notifying them that the statute would be rigidly 


enforced. 

Iam informed by the Department that so far as their knowledge 
goes the railroad companies are now attempting to comply with 
the laws in this respect and that the abuse no longer exists. 

4. That in addition to the price paid for the carriage of the 
mails the Government is paying too high a price for postal 
cars. 

The rate fixed by the law in 1873 was $25 per mile per annum 
for a 40-foot car, $30 per mile per annum for a 45-foot car, $40 per 
mile per annum for a 50-foot car, and $50 per mile per annum for 
a car from 55 to 60 feet. It is contended by some that these cars 
can be built for $3,500; by others, for $4,000, and by some, for 
$4,500; and I may say here that there are some who contend that 
the cost of some of the postal cars is as high as $6,000; but I think 
it is fair and just in this discussion, both to the Government and 
railroad companies, to say that a fair average price is $4,000, 
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During the year 1897, as shown by the official reports of the 
Post-Office Department, the Government was using 654 postal 
cars. We paid the Pennsylvania Railroad Company in 1897 for 
88 cars $578,456.45, which is an average rental per car of $6,459.72 
fox cars which did not cost, doubtless, to exceed $4,000. We paid 
the Chicago, Burlington and Quincy Railroad last year for 20 cars 
$133,219.50, or an average rental per car of $6,660.97. We paid the 
New York Central Railroad last year for the use of 55 cars $432,- 
277.50, or an average price of $7,858.18 for cars which cost not to 
exceed $4,000. 

But I have asked the Department for a fair average price which 
they are paying for postal cars, and they have informed me that 
$5,700 is a fair average price. Now, 654 cars at $4,000 each would 
cost in the first instance $2,616,000. The Government, at $5,700 a 
year, would pay for those 654 cars $3,727,800, or $1,111,800 the first 
year more than the cars cost. There are various opinions about 
the life of a postal car; some say twenty, some twenty-five, and 
some thirty years. But let us for the purposes of this discussion 
say twenty years. At the end of twenty years the Government 
has paid in the way of rentals $74,556,000 for 654 cars which in the 
first instance cost only $2,616,000. 

I insist, sir, that this is too much, I believe that the Govern- 
ment should either own its own cars and hire the railroads to haul 
them, as do the Fish Commission of the United States, the wealthy 
men of the nation, the large breweries, the great packers of meat, 
like Swift and Armour, and the express companies, all of which, 
T am informed, own their own cars and pay the railroads for haul- 
ing them, as do these others to whom I have called your atten- 
tion, or the law should be amended so we do not have to pay so 
much rental, and thereby save to the Government many millions 
each year. [Applause. | 

I now inyite your attention to the statements of ex-Senator 
Vilas, who was Postmaster-General during President Cleveland’s 
first Administration: 

The first idea in respect to our postal service is, as it seems to me, that it 
should be the best, the most efficient of any in the worid if we can make it so. 
Starting with that postulate, two other fundamental ideas in respect to this 
Government would seem to be absolutely recognized by everyone who will 
think of it. The first is that such aservice should be obtained at the most 
reasonable cost. Its economy should be a true economy, and excellent serv- 
ice, but at the lowest cost, as well as of the obtaining of the best service. 

I am sure that these views will be heartily indorsed by everyone. 


The next suggestion is that cost should be assessed upon the beneficiaries 
of the service fairly. Our taxation for the support of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment isin the form of a special assessment intended to be corresponding in 
degree and extent with the benefits conferred upon those for whom the serv- 
ice is maintained. Now, sir, intending in no case to be understood as mean- 
ing by any reduction of cost or expense to diminish in the least degree the 
full excellence and value of that service, it has seemed to me for many years 
that the extent of expenditure for the maintenance of the service was highly 
extravagant. I shall not stop to argue that proposition at length, but ten 
years ago I had occasion, in making a report upon this subject, to say for the 
information of Congress, so far as I could give it, a number of things and to 
make a number of suggestions in respect to that unnecessary cost and the 
best way of relieving it. 


Afterwards in the Senate I have tried to insist upon similar ideas, or upon | 


some of them, but encountered in every instance the opposition of powerful 
influences, and we are never todeal with this subject until we arm some au- 
thority with power and until we establish in that authority the men who will 
exercise the power which the subject demands. 

I recommended to Congress that an absolute ay should be given to 
the officers of the United States to compel any railroad to carry the mails. 
I undertook, when charged with departmental service, to cut off payments 
to the railroads which were without a particle of authority of/law. I cut 
them off. A million dollars had been paid for the use of apartments in cars 
in the likeness of railway postal cars without a particle of authority to do it. 

The expenditure had run up to some $90,000 a year at the time when I had 
the first occasion to look into it, and it was cut off in every instance at once. 
But the railroads threatened that they would not carry the mails, and one 
railroad company—the Old Colony Railroad of Massachusetts—refused to 
carry the mails, notwithstanding, of course, that no payment not otherwise 
authorized by law was made to that road or any other, and therefore they 
did not carry the mails for a long time in consequence of that. 

No step can be taken on this subject if you are to put the Department, or 
leave it as it now is, at the mercy of the powerful influences and combina- 
tions which exist in the country. The first recommendation, which I more 
than once undertook to present to Congress, was that the Department should 
be vested, as it is vested in Great Britain, with the power to compel railroad 
companies enjoying all the benefits of Congressional protection through 
interstate-commerce laws and the Federal pa of interstate- 
commerce interests to recognize their duty and comply with it by carrying 
the mails at such rates of compensation as the law should authorize. 


Being interrupted by Senator ALLEN and asked— 


What is to prevent the courts from compelling them to perform this serv- 
ice by a writ of mandamus? 


Senator Vilas replied as follows: 


Mr. President, for want of a law to compel it there has always been a 
doubt whether the courts would compel it, although in some instances the 
attempt has been made. I shall not stop to F° into the history because, so 
far as judicial action is concerned, it can not, I think, be affirmed that it can 
be counted on as a sure reliance, and a I ought to add that it is even 
doubtful if the courts possess the power. They need a law which the courts 
could then administer without any difficulty. . i : . 

The next thing, after having prescribed that obligation, is to leave it to 
the Postmaster-General to make an agreement with the railroads to carry 
the mail upon such terms as he sees fit, or as the two can agree upon pre- 
cisely. In other words, as a great business corporation in the United States 
conducts its affairs. The English system, as I was about to add, has been for 
the postmaster-general to mike a bargain with the railroad companies. 
When they can not agree, the law authorizes and provides for a method of 





arbitration to settle the rate of compensation; but that is almost never, for 
with a wise and able and strong department authorized to conduct its affairs 
ae to business principles, willing to deal fairly with the railroad com- 


panies, there has rarely been a controversy of any serious kind,as I am 
informed. 


It seems to me that if this or a similar course could be adopted 


in this country, it ought to appeal to everyone as being eminently 
fair. Senator Vilas further says: 


Now, it will be observed next that the mail is by far the best paid service 
of any that the railroads perform. I state it without the least qualification, 
and am sure it can not be chesengee. But, sir, in that complication of things 
which led to the statute of 1873 there was a struggle of the larger roads for 
more pay, and the statute was adopted, hastily, as it were, put upon the 
appropriation bill, and then a commission ordered the very next winter to 
inquire into the subject or acommittee ordered by the Senate, and in two 
years another one. The statute was never satisfactory, although it has ex- 
isted for twenty-four years. It was unsatisfactory in its origin and almost 
immediately was attacked. Although I find that the Second istant Post- 
master-General (Mr. Neilson),in the recent inquiry before the committee, 
upon mere general statement, without particularization of facts, has disputed 
the correctness of these conclusions, I wish tosay that in theinquiry I had to 
make then I had the aid of asaccomplished, skillful business and expert rail- 
_ man as I believe there is to be found, and asthe result I reported at that 

ime— 

Careful inquiry discloses that very many of these cars, such as they are, 
would not cost to build $3,000 each; that the best 50-foot cars can be built for 
$4,000 to $4,500 each. A new 60-foot car, equal tothe mostcomplete and hand- 
some now in the service, for not over $4,600, and that taking ether all the 
post-office cars in the United States, their average value does not, probably, 
exceed $3,500. 

I was poeengct this but a day or twoago with the distinguished Senator 


from Ohio, Mr. Brice, whom everybody here will recognize as ney yd as 
well informed on that subject as any man can be. He told me that the cost 
of cars had been since much reduced. 


Such was the opinion not only of Senator Vilas, but of other 
distinguished Senators, end such is the opinion now of many other 
leading and influential men throughout the country. I desire to 
add the opinion of just one other. Senator GoRMAN spoke as fol- 
lows during the close of the last Administration: 


Tho Post-Office Department, as now constituted, is opposed to any reduc- 
tion whatever. The Department claims that they are not paying too much. 
They admit that there has been no reduction while everything else has been 
reduced; but they say that it is their information that the increased cost to 
the railroads, the cost for increased bulk, has more than made up for what 
would be a proper reduction. The statements of those officers have not made 
any impression upon me. I believe that theyare mistaken. Allof the mem- 


bers of the committee were under the impression that the subject should be 
thoroughly inquired into. 


The committee referred to by Senator GORMAN was the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and the following are the distinguished 
Senators who were members of that committee at that time: 
Senators ALLISON, HALE, CULLOM, TELLER, QUAY, PETTIGREW, 
PERKINS, COCKRELL, GORMAN, and FAULKNER. 

And I may here add that the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads of the Senate, as I understand it, were generally of 
the same opinion, and the following are the names of the distin- 
guished Senators who composed that committee at that time: 
Senators WOLCOTT, CHANDLER, BuRROWS, CARTER, and BUTLER. 

But these two important committees were unable to agree upon 
the method of procedure, 

But, Mr. Chairman, there is still another and a graver charge 
which is being made by the press and by articles in leading mag- 
azines, ‘‘that because of the free distribution of railroad passes 
and telegraph blanks members will not do their duty.” I deny 
the charge. As for myself, sir, I have neither passes nor tele- 
graph franks, nor have I had any, but in behalf of every member 
of this House who may or may not have them I desire to resent 
the imputation, and assert, without fear of successful contradic- 
tion, that each and every member will discharge his duty as he 
sees it, regardless of either or both. 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that I have alluded 
to this question at this time perhaps somewhat out of order that 
it may receive the early and careful consideration of every mem- 
ber of this honorable body. An investigation should be had at 
once by the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads of the 
House either alone or in connection with the same committee in 
the Senate, or of some other legally authorized committee, so that 
Congress may know, and have an opportunity to act before this 
session closes, what the facts are in relation to the matter of the 
mails between the Government and the railroads; and I am fur- 
ther satisfied that such investigation will reveal the fact that the 
Government can be liberal and yet save annually at least twelve 
millions of dollars. 

The grave responsibility rests upon us to say to what extent 
these evils exist and what the remedy shall be. It will not avail 
any gentleman here to seek to avoid his full share of responsibility, 
or to claim that the same rests alone upon the Republican mem- 
bers of the House because, perchance, they happen to be in a ma- 
jority. We are each alike charged with the responsibility of see- 
ing to it that the affairs of the Government shall be honestly, 
wisely, and economically administered. We are each paid the 
same salary, and each must satisfy his God, his conscience, and 
his constituency that he has neither wavered nor faltered in the 
performance of his duty. All I ask for is what is right, what is 
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t is just between the Government and the railroads, 
ss beieek individuals; nothing more, nothing less. 
[Long continued applause. ] 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Grow having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PLatr, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had passed 
pill of the following title; in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested: : : ; ee 

S. 926. An = to provide for the erection of a public building 

ont, Tex. : 
othe. aaa also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the bill (H. R. 5029) for the purchase or construction 
of a suitable vessel for service on the Yukon River, Alaska. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2858) 
authorizing the Muscogee Coal and Railway Seeene to con- 
struct and operate a railway through the Indian Territory and 
Oklahoma Territory, and for other purposes. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


ommittee resumed its session. 

Mr. HULL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. CLARK]. ; 

Mr. CLARK of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I am reluctant to be one 
of those who introduce into this discussion matters outside of the 
bill or report under consideration; but it may be that I can render 
some little service to members of this House by making a brief 
explanatory statement in regard to House bill 5359, known as 
‘‘the Loud bill,” in regard to which I dare say members on both 
sides of the Chamber receive many letters of inquiry, especially 
from editors of ee 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am not only a member of the Committee 
on Post-Office and Post-Roads of this House, but I am, and have 
been for thirty-four years past, the editor and publisher of a coun- 
try newspaper in a little city of less than 20,000 inhabitants. I 
think I know the effect that this legislation would have upon the 
newspapers of the country, personally and from experience, and 
I desire to be permitted to express some views to the House upon 
this question. 

The case is briefly this: Congress by legislation—the act of June 
23, 1874—made the rate of postage on second-class matter—that is, 
newspaper matter—2 cents per pound, and for the first time gave 
the privilege to the publishers of sending _—— copies through 
the mails without additional charge. That bill was succeeded by 
the act of March 3, 1885, which reduced the second-class postage 
to 1 cent per pound. After this came the deluge. 

- It (the act of 1885) has produced a condition of things which 
every Postmaster-General since 1887 (within two years after the 
bill passed, when the operation of the bill began to be apparent )— 
every Postmaster-General of both political parties has protested 
to the Congress should be rectified. These officials by the most 
anxious solicitation, by the most forcible assertions as embodied 
in their reports, have shown Congress that the bill needed limita- 
tions and amendment, and that the evil that has grown up under 
the act of 1885 should be abated and remedied in some way. All 
parties and all people as a rule throughout the country acknowl- 
edge the existence of this evil. 

he postal deficit in the year 1896 reached the sum of $9,675,000 
in round numbers. In this last fiscal year—1897—this deficit has 
grown to $12,987,000. Now, whence does this arise? I will take 
& summary from the report of the committee (which will be con- 
sidered when the bill is formally presented before the House), in 
order to show the origin of this deficit. In 1894 the cost of the 
second-class carriage was $20,383,224. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

' Mr. HULL. I will yield to the gentleman ten minutes longer, 
if he desires it, or as long as he wants. 

Mr. CLARK of Iowa. I was stating, Mr. Chairman, that the 
cost of the transportation of second-class mail matter in the year 
mentioned, 1894, was $20,283,224; and the entire receipts of the 
Government from that source were $2,547,903, leaving an excess 
of cost over the receipts of $17,813,321. 

In the following fiscal year the deficit had grown to $18,572,007; 
and this last year this deficit has grown to $21,746,071. Your 
deficit of $12,000,000 in the postal revenues is thus accounted for. 

But, sir, there is more than that contained in this showing. 
There is contained in these figures an expenditure which is ab- 
sorbing the proper revenues of the Post-Office Department and 
cutting off the right and privilege of the communities all through 
this land for the extension and improvement of their postal facil- 
ities. With $21,000,000 of the revenues of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment absorbed in this single item beyond the income of the De- 
partment, it cramps the ability of the Department to establish 
= facilities; it reduces the capacity of the Department for 
oe and proper work, and this hampering of the service is 
felt in every remote hamlet and village throughout the Republic. 
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Postmaster-General Gary in summing up this matter said that a 
bill—that is, this present bill—was favorably reported in the Fifty- 
fourth Congress in order to remedy this abuse, but failed to pass. 

I quote his exact language: : 

A bill (H. R. 4566) was favorably reported to the Fifty-fourth Congress to 
remedy this wrong, but failed of passage. It is proposed to exclude from 
second-class rates paper-covered books, whether purporting to be “‘pre- 
miums”™ or “supplements; ” to regulate the transmission of so-called sample 
copies; to increase the rate of postage on returned publications, and to limit 
and control the admission to second-class rates of publications of self-styled 
benevolent societies. 

I earnestly hope that this or some similar measure may be enacted into 
law during the coming session of Congress. If this were done, there would 
be an end to postal deficits, and the service could be enlarged and popularized 
by a broad extension of free delivery without infringement upon the general 
resources of the Government, and eventually result in the much-desired re- 
duction of letter postage to 1 cent per ounce. 

And Postmaster-General Wilson, one of the best, one of the 
ablest Postmasters-General this country has ever had, in alluding 
to this same subject, said that such a bill was— 

Imperatively needed to save the postal service from the enormous abuses 
and consequent enormous loss of revenue which no regulation of the Depart- 
ment or watchfulness on the part of its officials can guard against. 

I should say that the Loud bill did pass the House in the Fifty- 
fourth Congress, but did not get through the Senate. 

You commission the Post-Office Department as the administra- 
tive arm of the Government in matters relating to the postal serv- 
ice. You commission that Department to do a certain work, 
which is in the interest of all the American people—for the postal 
service concerns all the American people. .When that Depart- 
ment, charged with a full knowledge, charged with the responsi- 
bility that we can not possibly have, charged with the actual ad- 
ministration of the law itself, shows you that you have made a 
law by which it is absolutely impossible for your executive arm 
in the Post-Office Department to do the work which you and the 
American people exact of it, can we any longer in this Congress 
turn a deaf ear to the requirements of that Department of the 
Government? 

Mr. PERKINS. 1 wish to ask the gentleman to state to us the 
effect of this npon the country newspapers? 

Mr. CLARK of Iowa. I am coming to that. When this bill 
comes up formally for discussion, the report will be before you and 
you will get the entire statement of the case in that report, and 
especially the full statement of the successive Postmasters-General 
about the matter. But I want tospeak of it, in conclusion, briefly 
as it concerns the country press. 

Mr. LACEY. Before the gentleman concludes, I should like to 
ask him a question in this connection, and the gentleman in 
charge of the bill will, no doubt, yield him whatever time is nec- 
essary, because we are receiving a great deal of correspondence 
from the country editors, based upon the assumption that under 
the Loud bill all their subscriptions must be voluntarily prepaid 
before they can be included under the law at all. The gentleman 
is on the Postal Committee, and I should be glad to have his state- 
ment on that subject as an answer to these inquiries. 

Mr. CLARK of Iowa. Thatis just whatI proposetodo. There 
is no such provision in the bill. The amount of misinformation 
being disseminated through the country upon this matter is sim- 
plyenormous. As Laplace said, ‘‘ The amount that mankind does 
not know is infinite.” And, judged by the newspapers of my own 
district, the industrious lobby back of the opposition to the so- 
called Loud bill is buncoing all the country editors in the United 
States with an amount of misinformation that is simply appalling. 
{ Applause. } 

Why, Mr. Chairman, being a country editor myself, living with 
that scrupulous adjustment of income to outlay to which the 
country editor is necessarily limited, I do not feel, patriot as I am, 
willing to sacrifice myself or the newspaper fraternity for the 
benefit of the rest of the American people. And if this Loud bill 
sacrificed me or sacrificed my brethren of the press throughout 
the United States, I repeat, patriot as Iam, I should let some other 
fellow be stoned to death in the nameof patriotism. [Langhter.1 

But, Mr. Chairman, any editor of a country newspaper who wil 
examine into this bill will see that it affects none of his rights 
under the existing law and none of the conditions under the exist- 
ing law in any matter affecting him except as to sample copies, 
and as to them simply those outside of his county. Now, Con- 
gress has given to the country paper free transportation of mails 
Within the county. There is no purposed impairment of that 
right. And this matter of sample copies is to the country editor 
@ very small matter except in his own county. My own oftice 








publishes a daily and weekly paper. The outlay in my office on 
account of sample copies would not be over 10 centsaday. In 
the offices of country papers that do not issue dailies it will 
scarcely be over 10 cents a week. 

But now what are the benefits to the country newspaper, as 
contemplated in this bill? Not onlyis the postal service, in which 
he is interested as a citizen, being crippled on account of the enor- 
mous deficit from the transportation of second-class matter, but I 
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know in my own experience as a newspaper man, and I know in 
the experience of the newspaper men of the locality in which I 
live, that this sample-copy business is being used by the great city 
papers and by syndicates of advertisers in the great cities to the 
utter wiping out and annihilation of the business of country news- 
papers. [Applause.] 

Why, formerly any great advertiser, like the manufacturer of a 
proprietary medicine or of any other product intended to reach the 
people of the entire country, knowing that the women in the homes 
are the ones who determine the market for such articles, are those 
who determine what is to be bought and to be sold, had to adver- 
tise in the local papers of the country in order to reach the men, 
women,and children in the homes. Now, under this sample-copy 
business, there has grown up a usage by which the names of citi- 
zens in all the counties of the United States are obtained. 

A syndicate of advertisers or publishers get the list of names in 
my county and your county, collect advertising from the various 
advertising agencies, and placing it with their own, simply flood 
the homes of the country at a nominal price with that advertising 
matter, and with an amount of reading matter which the local 
press can not give, in this way depriving the country papers of 
the advertising and supplanting the income of the country news- 

aper. 
Mr. Chairman, the facts I have briefly stated will be shown 
fully when this bill comes up for consideration; but I merely rise 
to say upon my knowledge of the country newspaper and my 
connection with it that the interest of the country press of the 
United States is fully in line with support of the Loud bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Several MemsBers. Extend his time. 

Mr. HULL. I yield the gentleman five minutes more, or as 
much as he desires. 

Mr. CLARK of Iowa. The question has not been stated by me 
in correspondence with any editor but response has come back 
favorable to the Loud bill when the truth as to the bill is fully 
understood. 

I want to say justa couple of things more and Il amdone. The 
first thing is this: 

The purpose of the Government in its liberal policy toward the 
ress of the United States, especially toward the country press, 
as been to maintain a country press as a factor and organ of 

local and popular opinion as developed and existing in the differ- 
ent localities throughout the United States. It was to maintain 
the country press where there was an editorial page, a contribu- 
tor’s page, as well as a mere summary of the local news, the pur- 
pose being that not only from the great cities, that not only 
through the metropolitan papers, should the expression of the 
thought and opinion of the American people be made, but that in 
every locality in the United States there should be a local press as 
the organ of public opinion, as the organ of thought, as the repre- 
sentative of the convictions of the people who dwell in each com- 
munity, having their own organ, expressing the sentiment and 
the convictions of the diffused localities of the Republic in regard 
to public affairs, and not let the great newspapers of the cities 
alone, representing simply commercialism, dominate and formu- 
late the political sentiment of the entire American people. 

The maintenance, I say, of the local press of this kind has been 
the ground of this liberal policy on the part of the Government. 
As to country newspapers, no provision in the Loud bill intends 
to interfere with that, but the provisions of that bill, as applied 
in the administration of the Government, will not only help to 
make an adequate revenue for the Post-Office Department for the 
benefit of all localities in which editors have the same interest as 
their fellow-citizens, but it is saturated through and through with 
service to the country press of the United States and it does no 
harm to the legitimate metropolitan press. 

Another thing, Mr. Chairman,I exceedingly deprecate, and that 
is the fact that the newspapers that come to me and come to the 
other members of this House on both sides of it show that the 
lobby influence is trying to effect an expression of newspaper 
opimion throughout the United States not only in the discussion 
of the bill, but in traducement of the chairman of the committee. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I am not here to speak with any excess of 
complaisance of the distinguished chairman of the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. As the poet Browning says, he can 
stand on his attainment. 

But I do protest; as a member of this House and in the interest 
of the members on both sides of the House I protest against the 
legislation of this body or the relation of the legislator to his duty 
and to his country being made the subject of hired vituperation 
and traduction at the instance of anylobby. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. SULZER. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. GREENE]. 

Mr. GREENE. Mr. Chairman, it is a source of gratification to 
hear the chairman of the committee reporting the bill under con- 
sideration announce that it reduces appropriations heretofore 
made for these same purposes. In fact, it ought to be a source of 





gratification to the entire people of this country to see a di i. 
tion on the part of this House to reduce expenditures so as to keep 


within the revenues of the Government. We have heard a great 


deal about the return of prosperity and the return of revenues to 
the Treasury and a probable surplus. 
the surplus would make its appearance has never been definitely 
announced by any gentleman who has discussed it. 


However, the time when 


A few days ago I had occasion in this House to speak of the 


return of prosperity, or rather the lack of such return. I was 
promptly met by the 
STED], who vigorously denounced the 
and vehemently declared that prosperity had already dawned and 
was stalking rampant throughout the State of Pennsylvania. | 
have here a clipping of a paper published in his town, under date 
of February 1, 1898, with these very significant headlines: 


entleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLy- 


ition which I taken, 


OLMSTED’s minute speech—How he knocked GREENE out by a Fitz short- 


arm upper cut. 


Then it gives his speech. And in the speech the gentleman 


from Pennsylvania quoted an article from this same paper, the 
o 


Report, published at Lebanon, Pa., which he vouch rasa 


nonpartisan paper, and read the following headlines: 


Another furnace started—Son of B. Dawson Coleman a the torch in 


the presence of a great crowd—Prosperity has dawned—Much genuine joy. 


{AP lause on the Republican side. ] 

did not know much about that, so I could not make any re- 
sponse at that time, but I have received from a gentleman who is 
the assistant secretary of the Federation of Weavers at that place 
a letter inclosing some clippings from the same oe of a later 
date. The gentleman from Pennsylvania vouched for that paper 
as being a nonpartisan one, and of course it is truthful or he 
would not have quoted from it, and I feel at liberty, therefore, to 
read what the paper has later said about the return of prosperity: 

A POLITICAL DREAM. 


Miners and their families verging upon starvation ae pete of Schuylkill 
County; mill hands and their little ones crying for b near Wilmington, 
Del.; the thousands of cotton-mill operators in distress in New England—are 
these the exceptions that prove the great benefits of the Dingley measure? 
And when Congressmen cite the ——- of the Lebanon furnaces as an effect 
of Mr. DinGLey’s bill, will they show by figures how that bill has benefited 
the pig-iron business? 

That more iron was made after the Dingley bill was passed does not prove 
that that law made the increase, and so far as the lighting of the Bird Cole- 
man and North Lebanon furnaces in this county is concerned we deny point 
blank that the Dingley measure had one iota to do with it. On the contrary, 
we are prepared to contend successfully, we think, that by putting ore on 
the free list the market for Cornwall pig iron would stand an excellent 
chance for a large expansion. Let's be frank and stick closely to cause and 
effect and avoid excursions into political dreamland. 


I received another clipping from the same — which I desire 
to call your attention to briefly. This is of January 29. It is as 
follows: 

PROSPERITY. 


With the glad tidings that the different industries in and about Lebanon 
were resuming, the men were hopeful that the tide of long-looked-for pros- 
perity had arrived, but instead it proves to be the dark clouds of misery and 
poverty. Things do not look very aces with wages $1.12 for labor 
extending from 6 in the morning till 6 at night and 81 cents a day for outside 
work. Think of supporting a family on that. I wish some smart man would 
advise me how to do it, with flour at $2.80; rent, $4 to $5 a month; eggs, 20 
cents perdozen; butter, 22 to 26cents; toes, 80 re bushel; , $3.60 
si — and soon. Now, work twenty-six days, and what have you got for your 

r? 
Nineteen big, round dollars and forty-six cents—and silver dollarsat that— 
and they say that they are worth only 47 cents. Think of that! Isn't that 
encouraging to a workingman? It would be far better fora man to starve at 
home doing nothing than tostarve at hard work, working for a lot of man 
killers. God help us all and our little children. e must stay here till we 
die, for money we can not raise to get out of town. God is good; He knows 
it all; and on that day the poor and oppressed laboring man will get justice 
the same as the millionaire. 

A LABORER. 


From the same pee of later edition I have another article, but 
I will only read the headlines, as the article is long. It is from 
the issue of January 31. The headlines are as follows: 

Families without food—Starvation staring 700 people in the face—A sad 
condition of affairs—Delaware operatives rely on charity to keep the wolf 
from the door—Deplorable state of iron workers at Newcastle. 

I received a letter dated Fall River, Mass., February 3, 1898, 
from which I will read an extract: 


The rate of paid to the operatives isdown toa lower basis than ever 
before in cuampuainels to the amount of production. If you could only see 
some of the =o paid to the operatives ye would wonder how they man- 

to keep y and soul together. While there may not be any politics in 
the causes of the depression as it exists, still you can not blame ple for 
giving expression to their feelings after all the promises that have been 
made to them previous to election; all the excuses offered by the protection- 
ist does not alter the fact that with protection we are working for less than 
we ever did before. 


That is signed by Albert Hibbert, who is the assistant secretary 
of the Federation of Weavers. 
Here the hammer fell. ] 

r.SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman from Ne- 
braska two minutes more. 
Mr. GREENE, I picked up the Washington Post and I found 
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another evidence of returning prosperity which I should like to 


read: 
‘KINLEY’S PICTURE—MACHINISTS INCENSED AGAINST HIM 
on meee = eM RECAUSE THEIR WAGES HAVE BEEN CUT. 
(Special to the Post.] 
WHEELING, W. VA., February 6, 1898. 
The great bulk of the men employed by the Wheeling Iron and Steel Com- 


wood are Republi as is the case in most of the Wheeling dis- 
Pry fron works. Pictures of President McKinley and cartoons representing 


ning of the mills as against the opening of the mints were numerous 
about the plant in the 1896 cam . then the men’s wages have been 
cut twice and anot 


her cut is pending. 

During a mee’ in the big machine shop Frida ie eect Dome 
in ng pointed toa big picture of President McKinley and spoke smil- 
ingly of mo Ree prosperity. Instantly the big picture was pulled down, 
torn to shreds, and trampled under foot amid a round of cheers. 


Mr. DOVENER. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt 
him? : 
Mr. GREENE. Certainly. i 

Mr. DOVENER. I come from that section, and I want to say 
that two years ago there were 10,000 men walking the streets of 
Wheeling. To-day they are all engaged, and within 500 yards of 
that place that you are reading about there are 2,800 men employed 


and 1,000-—— 3 

Mr. GREENE. I decline to yield to the gentleman for a speech. 
I only yielded for a question. ; : 

Mr. RICHARDSO - Whose picture did the gentleman say 
was torn down? 

Mr. GREENE. The picture of Mr. McKinley. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And who tore it down? 

Mr. GREENE. Republican workingmen, so this dispatch says. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman's time has expired. 

Mr. SULZER. Iyield the gentleman from Nebraska two min- 
utes more. 

Mr. GREENE. I want to read a little interview reported in 
the Evening Times of this city as having occurred between a 
reporter and certain laboring men. This is good for the delecta- 
tion and amusement of those Republicans, and ially my 
friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED], who, in face of the 
fact that wages have been cut twice in his district, comes here 
and claims the return of prosperity. 

Mr. PERKINS, Isthat paper you are about toread from a non- 


isan ? 
ar GREENE. No. But I will read from it: 


PROSPERITY A FARCE—FACTORY HANDS OBJURGATING M’KINLEY AND THE 
REPUBLICAN PARTY. 
New YORK, January 29, 1898. 

A special to the World from Fall River, Mass., says: McKinley prosper- 
ity is a phrase full of bitterness to the thousands of mill operatives in This 
city. en it was inaugurated, they ed the streets, carr brooms 
and banners lauding it to the skies. ratives of each were mar- 
shaled in companies and they marched be: banners that bore all kinds of 
words of hope and good cheer. T those words are a moc L 

The city went overwhelmingly for McKinley at the last tial elec- 
tion. Wi a week his picture, thrown from a cinematograph in a local 
sheater, gungeundiy hienel and derided. The management saw fit to remove 
t 

At the manufacturers’ conf: 


2 erence, when the operatives’ re 


tatives 
vues Susp Seteg 2 the reduction of wages, one 


Republican on the 


operatives stood up and spoke his to hisemployers. His 
name is Albert bert, and he is the assistant secretary of the Weavers’ 
Union. Said he: 


“Gentlemen, last year I voted for Mines and progperity; but I was a 
sucker, and there were thousands like me in the city. o more of McKin- 
ley’s proapertty, for me, I tell you.” . 

Charles ips is a member of the Loom Fixers’ Union and isemployed at 
the “a mills, where there is a strike now on against a reduction in 
wages. Heis prominent in ‘tics, has been a member of the Republican 
city committee, worked voted for McKinley, and is the t ward 
worker among the — trades unionists in the city. He was in the 
headquarters of the ers’ Union last evening, when he was asked what 
he thought of McKinley prosperity. He flew into a passion at first, because 
he thought the reporter was fun of his misery. His words were in- 
Cones Sa arene Doe comme Sane. When he off a little, he said: 
“Oh, I worked for him all right. [carried a broom. I stayed out of my 
work to get the fellows together, and I spent many & geod dollar for the 
cause. aE ane —— ——-—— Gus me spaatang See y again, you tell 
me! Prosperity! Why, we're worse than ever the slaves were. e all 
thought he meant what he said, and we all believed these manufacturers, and 
we worked for their cause. The ve it to us in the neck from the time of 


the inauguration. They’ve been n but lower wages ever since. 
If an Seen pen me copings werd equa an again, I hope he'll plug 


*s " 

“Were there maT of you fellows for McKinley?” he was asked. 

“Many of us? the vote was the biggest the Republicans ever got 
here, Land other fools like me went all over this town working for him 
as th every minute meant a dollar tous. Manyofus? Why the proces- 
sion we here was 2 miles. long and was not over until after midnight. 
wane us? Well, you look atthe records. What have we got for it? ell, 
you w. We have got 11 tol6 per cent of a cut-down. No young fellow 


who is not ean get enough out of the mills at the present time to 
su himself, not to say a wife and family. It is a starvation basis these 
men are hting for. 


They want us to get down to the lowest level; 
that’s what Mc prosperity means to us. 

“T got $11.50 a week under Cleveland; now my wages are $10a week. Iam 
su to be a skilled man, and Me. ey oy wesemen tower wegen 
forme. And I am lucky omnes with the other poor fellows here. Why, 
there is a mill fireman here who is rng Sema aday. Hewas “oy 1 
before McKinley streck in. ere is an old fellow gett g $L07 a 
day to support a of six. That is the prosperity I voted for.” 

And Mr. Phillips went on in the same vein for twenty minutes. 

Joseph Jackson is the secretary of the Slasher Tenders’ Union. He isa 
conservative fellow, and his union is made up wholly of men. ‘I voted for 
McKinley; the first time I voted a Republican ticket in many a day. I voted 
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for Cleveland three times. I didn't like Bryan. I’ve got my fillofit. The 
trouble is with us here that we let these manufacturers blind us with tariff 
talk and that kind of stuff, and we lose sight of the monopolies and the trusts 
and the manufacturers in general, and we vote for McKinley just as I did. 
Look at us now. The very men we voted tosupportare offering us the wages 
and the treatment of slaves.” 

There were seven men in the carders’ rooms while this talk was going on. 
They were damning prosperity and McKinley and themselves in the same 
breath. One of them voiced the sentiments of all when he said: 

“If we had voted for oo and all the things happened that these manu- 
facturers promised would happen, we could not be any worse off, and I'm 
sure we could be better off.” 


a CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Nebraska 


Mr. SULZER. I yield the gentleman five minutes more. 

Mr. GREENE ow, these are some of the evidences that I 
would have my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED] take 
home and take under prayerful consideration, because I am satis- 
fied that if he will go home, sit down, and lay aside his ultra- 
Republicanism for a short time, look over the country, and see the 
actual condition that confronts the laboring men of the United 
States, all his ideas of prosperity will vanish like a midsummer’s 
dream. Why, gentlemen, there is nothing in it. We have a 
class of good people in this country who believe there is no such 
thing as sickness; that itis all imaginary. They tell usif a person 
is really sick, all he has got to do is to think he is well and he will 
be well. They call themselves Christian Scientists, and my Re- 
publican friends are political Christian Scientists; they go over 
the country — “ Prosperity, prosperity.” Why, my 
friends, Jesus Christ predicted you fellows long before to-day; he 
told about you. He said: ‘‘ They will cry Peace! Peace! and there 
is no peace.” They talk prosperity—He did not say that, I am 
saying that—prosperity, when there is no prosperity. 

. PERKINS. Yes; and there are others that talk “calamity, 
calamity,” when there is no calamity. [Great laughter. } 

Mr. GREENE. 1 will promise my good brother from Iowa that 
the very moment gentlemen shut down their calamity factory we 
will stop talking about it. The moment they stop legislating to 
produce poverty and breed misery and destroy the poor, as quick 
as the Republicans quit voting for that, everybody on this side 
of the House will quit talking about it. Now, will you do it? 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] You can not do it; you dare 
not do it; you can not even attempt to do it, for you are under 
the control of a power you dare not oppose. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Has it come to this pass, that 
suffering humanity can not cry out when it is suffering without 
being arraigned by the Lm ee party? 

Mr. GREENE. To the best of my recollection, there has never 
been an utterance made during this session of Congress in behalf 
of the poor of this country that has not been met on the other 
side by jeers and by scorn. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

. HULL. Do gentlemen on the other side want to use any 
more time now? [A pause.] If not, I yield ten minutes to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania {Mr. OLMSTED]. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, although it has very little 
reference to this bill, it has pleased the gentleman from Nebraska 
[Mr. GREENE] to refer again to the State of Pennsylvania, and to 
contend that business conditions and the interests of labor have not 
improved under a Republican Administration of ths Government. 
He has chosen to take as the basis of his assertions the editorials 
rather than the news columns of certain newspapers. I have usu- 
—_ found the news columns of the papersto be correct. The edito- 

ial columns sometimes reflect the political views of the writer. 

Mr. GREENE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Certainly. 

Mr. GREENE. Did you not say on the floor of this House that 
the paper from which I read was a nonpartisan paper? 

Mr. O I did, meaning in the sense that it does not 
claim to be either a Democratic or a Republican organ. 

Mr. GREENE. Ought it not, then, speak truthfully about pol- 
itics? 

Mr. OLMSTED. It does not follow that a man is untruthful 
because he is a partisan, nor that he is correct in his judgment 
because the paper for which he writes is neither Republican nor 
Democratic. aes The truth was undoubtedly contained 
in the headlines which I quoted in my one-minute speech and 


which he has just read: 
Another furnace started—Son of B. Dawson Coleman applies the torch in 
the presence of a great crowd—Prosperity has dawned—Much genuine joy. 


Editorially the paper denies the connection between the start- 
ing of the furnace and the passage of the Dingley bill. Thatisa 
matter of opinion upon which the editor and myself may differ 
and still retain our mutual respect and friendship. The trouble 
with the gentleman from Nebraska is that he does not seem to 
concede the starting of the furnace at all. The gentleman sug- 
gests that if I will go home and lay aside my Republicanism, I 
will change my mind about the improvement of the times. Well. 
I have been home, and have found that when I replied to him 
before, in the one-minute speech to which he has occupied so 
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many minutes in replying, I understated, rather than overesti- 
mated, the real improvement which has come upon us. I have 
found that instead of one there were three furnaces started in 
Lebanon in January. The one towhich I previously referred was 
the North Lebanon furnace. There have since been started the 
Bird Coleman No. 1 and the Bird Coleman No. 2, and it is expected 
that other furnaces in that vicinity which went out during the 


Democratic Administration will soon be blown in. 


Since my friend is interested in newspapers, I will give him 


some more. Thisis from the Lebanon Daily News, of January 
20, 1898: 


LIGHTED AMIDST CHEERS—BIRD COLEMAN FURNACE PUT IN BLAST WEDNES- 
DAY AFTERNOON—ELIZABETH CAPP THE MAGICIAN WHO APPLIED THE 


TORCH AT COMMAND OF SUPERINTENDENT GRAMMER—THE AFFAIR WAS 


ONE OF GREAT INTEREST—OTHER FURNACES TO BE STARTED SOON. 


Lighting the furnace and setting the ponderous machinery in motion is a 
work of great interest to employer and employees, but when a furnace has 
been lying idle for many years and the community about it has suffered long 
for lack of employment, the ceremony connected with applying the torch 
that will put the furnace into blast has a peculiar concern and absorbing in- 
terest. 

This was the case Wednesday afternoon at Bird Coleman furnace which, 
as is well known, had been leased by the Lackawanna Steel and Iron Com- 
pany,of Scranton. For several weeks the new management has been getting 
in readiness for starting Bird Coleman No. 2. Wednesday morning the em- 
ployees began to fill the furnace and General Supt. F. L.Grammer was busily 
engaged looking after necessary details, while Robert H. Hammond, master 
mechanic, placed the intricate machinery in order, so as to be ready when 
the operations of the turnace were to begin. 

Finally all wasin readiness for putting the furnace in blast; the momentous 
period was rapidly drawing nigh. Probably 100 persons, officers, employees, 
and visitors were present, among them bein wy F. L. Grammer and wife, 
Hon. Thomas H. Capp, wife, and daughter, Miss McKenna, Miss Flora Killin- 
ger, and others. Precisely at 4 o'clock Superintendent Grammer signified 
that all was in readiness, and gave the command that the fire be lighted. 

Miss Elizabeth Meily Capp. eldest daughter of Hon. T. H. Capp, solicitor of 
the Lackawanna Iron and Steel Company at this place, intrepidly stepped 
forward, bearing in her hand the magic wand that would soon send black 
smoke belching forth from the tall stacks and provide employment for a 
large number of men. This wand was a beautiful horn-handle cane with 

old trimmings, and a pretty ribbon neatly tied to it, while at the end of 

he cane was fastened a portion of cotton waste that had been lighted. The 
maiden applied this torch to the fuel, which had been made ready to receive 
a. and — smoke began curling upward and finding its way out through 
the stack. 

Bird Coleman furnace No. 2 was in blast! ‘Behold, how great a matter a 
little fire kindleth!” 

This was the signal for cheers, and right heartily were they given as the 
fire in the furnace began to glow. First, three cheers were given for Bird 
Coleman furnace, then three cheers for Superintendent Grammer, and three 
cheers more for the little girl who had performed her part so faithfully. 
She also received the cane as a souvenir of the occasion. 

It was indeed a happy day for all the residents of that vicinity, for now, 
after waiting many weary years, they will again hear the merry music of re- 
volving machinery and once again see smoke issuing from the tall iron stacks, 
always a cheering sight. : 

Furnace No. | also is being made ready, and it is likely that in a few days 
this will also be put in blast, while North Cornwall, it is said, will also be put 
in blast shortly. This will give employment toa large number of men in and 
around Cornwall, and business at that place be revived once more. 

It is not surprising that happy cheers were given on Wednesday, for the 
starting of the furnace was to them the dawn of better times, which they 
hope now to realize. Soon large sums of money will be paid out monthly in 
woos and before long peace and prosperity will be enjoyed by the people 
there. 

Wednesday the furniture and large safe which for a number of years have 
been in the general office at Colebrook furnaces were removed to Cornwall, 
where the main office of the Lackawanna Steel and [ron Company will here- 
after be located, and Supt. F. L. Grammer has taken possession of the beau- 
tiful mansion. 

Gabriel 8. Brown, the chief clerk, and his assistant, Irwin P. Eastman, 
who formerly had quarters at Colebrook, are now located at Cornwall. The 
office at Colebrook has been abandoned and all mail matter will be sent to 
end all business with the company transacted at Cornwall. 


WILL BE LIGHTED TO-MORROW—NORTH LEBANON FURNACE NO. 1 WILL BE 
PUT IN BLAST. 

To-morrow afternoon at 4 o’clock the fires will be lighted at furnace No 1 
of the North Lebanon plant. The work of preparing the furnace for the oc- 
casion is almost finished. 

After that our people can again hear the sweet, familiar sounds of the 


“‘brummer,” which to many is more agreeable music than any of the Wagner 
compositions. 


The following is from the News of Monday, January 24, 1898: 


BIRD COLEMAN FURNACE NO. 1—FIRE WAS LIGHTED IN ITS STACK ON SUNDAY 
AFTERNOON. 

Fire was started at 4 o’clock Sunday afternoon in the second stack of the 
Bird Coleman furnaces, at Cornwall, by Miss McKenna, sister-in-law of Gen- 
eral Manager F. LouisGrammer. The furnace is known as No. 1, and 200 
hands are employed in its operation. The resumption of the Bird Coleman 

lant, after being idle since 1895, has given work to at least 500 persons, and 
ornwall already is showing signs of activity which were seen there some 
years ago. 

The furnaces ceased operations:in December, 1895, after having been in 
blast about seven months, from July, 1895, after lying idle since June, 1893. 
The blowing out of the furnaces caused the workmen to seek employment 
elsewhere, and Cornwall, with the surrounding villages, lost many families by 
reason of their removal to other places. Now these families have returned 
and an era of prosperity has setin. The Lackawanna Iron and Steel Com- 

any, of Scranton, who havea five years’ lease on the furnaces, brought about 
Pris changed industrial condition, and besides ae to furnace- 
men it has become necessary to place additional hands at work on the ore 
hills, in the limestone quarries, on the railroads, and, in fact, there are few 
interests that are not benefited to a considerable extent by the operation of 
the furnaces. 

As yet nothing can be learned about the North Cornwall furnaces, which 
the company has leased also. The placing in readiness of No. 2 furnace, of 
Colebrook plant, which is owned by this company, is being — rapidly, 
but will require several months’ time to complete. It is said that the latter 
furnace will be blown in as soon as it can be got ready. 


of the Lebanon furnaces. We say 
humblest student of political economy can SS 
far to find when confidence was restored to 

country has entered upon a new era in the history of the “ pig-iron business."’ 


and all in Lebanon declare the revival to be substanti 
measure. 





ann this is from the Lebanon News of Saturday, February 5, 


WILL BE READY MARCH 1. 


Work in placing No. 2 furnace of the Colebrook plant in readiness for 
operation is being pushed rapidly, and it is expected that by March | the 
work will be completed. The new boilers are almost finished. 


As bearing upon the situation in Lebanon County, I present also 


. letter from the editors of the News addressed to myself, as fol- 
OWS: 


With this evening’s mail we forward you copies of the News, as uested 
by your telegram. © made little mention of your minute speech for the 
reason that we were averse to quoting from a contemporary on a subject 
that had been fully treated already in our columns. 

Briefly, I may say that business conditions in our city and vicinity havo 
changed very materially in the last half year. Inside of a month three large 
furnaces that had been idle for a long time have been put in blast, and the 
fires in the fourth furnace will be lighted shortly. 

All our mills, iron and other industries, are running full, and the unusual 
sights and sounds of clouds of smoke hanging over our city and steam whis- 
tles calling men to work are seen and heard once more after a lapse of many 
months, during which time hundreds of men were living in enforced idleness, 
Trafiic on our railroads has been greatly increased, so that additional freight 
trains, employing new crews, have me necessary. 

It is expense that new industries will be established here in the near 
future, and after wages have been in , as they will be by and by, the 
people all through our beautiful Lebanon Valley once more will be happy 
and contented, just as they had been patos to the passege of the industry- 
disturbing and business-destroying Wilson-Gorman tariff bill. 

We shall be pleased at any time to furnish you such information as you 


may desire, if we are able to do so. 
Respectfully, yours, SCHROPP, LIGHT & SCHROPP, 
Per LIGHT. 


The Lebanon Times of February 3, 1898, says editorially: 
It takes very little of an “‘excursion into political dreamland” to connect 
the Dingley bill with the principle of pronase that came with the starting 
the principle of Powe: which the 
; © has not to dive 
ron operatives and why this 


These men could not live and pay their men under the old oar oan They ape 
y owing to the 


So much for Lebanon County. 
As showing the situation in Harrisburg, I submit for the con- 


sideration of my friend the following from the Harrisburg Tele- 
graph of October 28, 1897: 


BUSINESS REVIEW—HARRISBURG MANUFACTURERS TELL ABOUT THE BOOM 
IN TRADE—PROSPERITY IS HERE TO STAY—COMPARED WITH A YEAR 
AGO THE PRESENT SHOWS BIG IMPROVEMENT—PROMINENT MEN INTER- 
VIEWED—THEY AGREE AS TO THE PROMISING BUSINESS OUTLOOK—LARGE 
INCREASE IN MEN EMPLOYED. 

Whatever the dissatisfied few (and their ranks are daily decreasing) may 
have to say to the contrary, there seems to be no longer any doubt that the 
era of ** good times’ inaugurated some months ago has come to stay. For- 
tunately the imistic prone make up an insignificant part of public 
opinion, and their voice has little weight with the observant. Just as the 

roof of the udding is in the eating, so the test of prosperity is in the trade. 
en the wheels in the factories “* n to hum with one accord” and the 
workshops are filled with men; when prices and labor advance and the mar- 

— a sag firm, then, in sheer modesty, must the calamity howler take a 
ck seat. 

Local conditions, however, are of more interest to the individual commu- 
nity than the general prosperity of the open ity at urge, To show to just 
what extent trade has revived in the manufacturing industries of Harris- 
burg and its close vicinity, the Telegraph has made a thorough canvass of the 
subject, the results of which are given in the following interviews with the 
superintendents and managers of more than a dozen of our leading concerns, 
together with a number of smaller ones, the whole embracing numerous 
lines of manufacture. In each instance the estimate of increase is conserva- 
tive, wherever possible figures being quoted to show the exact condition. 

The Pennsylvania Steel Works is, of course, the largest manufacturing 
industry in this section and, notwithstan recent rumors to the contrary, 
the figures in the increase of the volume of this fall’s output over last are 
most cnconreane. During the latter part of 1896 the average number of 
hands employed in the various departments was 3,800 and the works were 
running on very short time. At present 4,900 hands are working full time. 
Superintendent Felton, however, thought the increase would be best seen 
by a comparison of pay rolls, which he gave, as follows: 

For September, 1896, the pay roll footed up $111,000; for September of this 
year, $152,000, an ster increase of r cent. For October of 1896 
the pay roll reached $121,000; for October of this year, $162,000, an a erect 
mate increase of 33 per cent. The pay roll for November of 1896 was 4 000; 
for November of this year, $162,000, an approximate increase of 54 per cent. 
Thus it will be seen that the total increase paid in wages for September, Oc- 
tober, and November of 1897 over that paid for the corresponding months of 
1896 is $138,000, or an approximate increase of 40 per cent. These figures aro 
significant and speak for themselves. 

When the reporter called upon Mr. G. M. McCauley and Mr. Charles L. 
Bailey, of the Central Iron Works, those gentleman were about to leave the 
city, and could not give the detailed statement asked for. Mr. McCauley, 
however, said he considered the general business outlook improved and im- 
proving. Mr. Bailey said: ‘‘ We donot think currency reform so necessary as 
an increased revenue to meet expenses. That, in our opinion, would be the 
better plan of housekeeping.” 

Perhaps not everyone knows what a big manufacturing establishment is 
located at 500 Race street, the Harrisburg Cigar Factory, of which Mr. A. E. 
Pye is the generalmanager. This plant israpidly becoming one of the largest 
in this vicinity, and it is constantly growing. There are at — 350 em- 
ployees, all girls, and the force is being increased as rapidly as raw hands 
can be taught. The average pay roll at this place is $1,000 per week, nearly 
double the average for 1 

Throughout the history of the establishment neither the force nor the 
rate of wages paid has been decreased, the former having been on a steady 
increase. e factory isa branch of a ‘New York concern and has no local 
trade, shipping all orders East. Mr. Pye etated that the demand for their 
line of manufacture is unlimited, the only question being their capacity of 
output. He considered the outlook very ae 

r. Henry J. Spicer, superintendent of the Harrisburg Burial Case 

Company, took a less hopeful view of the business outlook as affecting his 


parti . Spicer said that owing to the heavily increased tariff on 

—w ae on other materials, and also largely to the evil effects 

of the cut-price war among the manufacturers, profits have greatly fallen 

of ortain of the products being now sold at and below cost. He said, how- 

On. that like almost everyone else his le were feeling in their collec- 

fons the beneficial effects of the ows revival. The number of hands em- 
loyed in the factory is 75, about the same as last year. The plant makes 
re -seven hours the week, —_ a week is the average pay roll. 

. r. L W. Dill, the carriage der, whose snenety is located at the head of 
the Muiberry street bridge, considered the general business condition much 
improved beyond last year. His establishment is running full, with plenty 

f work on hand. Collections, however, still remain difficult. He detects the 
loosening of business in a returning demand for a better quality of goods on 
the part of the trade, one instance of this being the growing demand for 
rubber tiring on pleasure vehicles, a perquisite which adds 20 per cent to the 


cost. 

Pres C. 8. Boll, of the Boll Brothers Manufacturing Company, was 
out of ‘the ‘cit , but a representative of the firm stated that the present 
volume of tapiness shows an increase of at least 40 per cent over this time 
last year, with the outlook very bright. 

ings are bocening ost at the Harrisburg Boot and Shoe Company's plant, 
on Vernon street. the d tsare running full, with a total force 
of 700 hands. Last fall the factory was a half time, with only 350 
hands, an increase of 100 per cent in working e and size of force over a 
year ago. Superintendent Disbrow considered the general outlook bright 
and very promising. The wa has orders filed for some time ahead. 
factory of A. 


The paper box ; a Reeder oo on Sage Comepen atrent 
also ying an increase in business, nereased the working force 
~ a w fr full now, and from all indi- 


since July last. The plant is runn 
7 ins the present brisk condition is ex to hold, if not better itself. 
Mr. Ferriday said: “Our trade is one which reaches all classes of business, 
from the large merchant tothe maker of penny candies, and consequently our 
present busy season is attributable more tothe general revival along all lines 
rather than tonew customers and contracts.” 

Manager L. 8. Bigelow, of the Hickok Manufacturing Company, spoke of 
business conditions with his firm as eucsorny gratifying. He considered 
33} per cent a very conservative estimate of the increase of this year’s vol- 
ume of business over that of last, the betterment being icularly notice- 
able in the machine department. This estimate did not incluae the bicycle 
department, now closed down for the season. The number of hands em- 
ployed now is 33} per cent in excess of this time last year. 

e business boom, it was learned, had not struck the Bailey Coal Wagon 
Company, on North street near Pennsylvania avenue, quite as squarely as 
some of the local industries, though a ere of the firm stated that 
the number of hands employed now is 10 per cent greater than last fall and 
the outlook for another year is considered bright. The factory has an ex- 
treme output ca ty of fifteen wagons per month. 

The Anthraci — Compan of East Market street, reports business 
much improved over it year. 6 factory is now se hirteen hours 
a day, with a double force of men. The hands number 17, while last year 
they were but 6. The best proof of the trade revival with this company is 
the fact that after the Ist of January next they will erect an annex adjoining 
the present factory, which M r Snodgrass said will necessitate the 
doulting of their working force. © present capacity is one hundred and 
fifty 2 to 7 ton per year. The firm, however, has just closed a con- 
tract to furnish all the Adams Express Company's wagons in the State out- 
side of the cities of Philadelphia and Pittsburg. This is one reason why they 
will need the new annex. 

Harrisburg seems to offer special facilities to shoe factories We have 
several of them now and they are all in a prosperous and wing condition. 
The Capital City Shoe Company, of which Edward Moeslein is president, will 
shortly move from their present quarters tothe large and commodious build- 
ing they have just erected on East State street. The present capacity of the 
factory is from 20) to 350 pairs of shoes per day. This output is inadequate 
to the demand, which averages 500 pairs per day. 

This will be the capacity of the new tory, and President Moeslein said 
it would then be necessary to run constantly on full time to keep pace with 
their orders. The number of hands sumegee last year was 50; now it is 65, 
and when the new factory is set in motion from 100 to 110 will be tho force 

uired. Right here is an increase in working force of 100 per cent over 

. The average weekly pay roll for last fall was $300; the ave for this 
fall is $375. Naturally the company are in good sp ts. It was also stated, 
as a significant fact in regard to the more general business outlook, that col- 
lections, which were last year difficult at ninety days, are now made without 
trouble in thirty days. 

Mr. Charles Soleliac, the very pleasant and genial manager of the big Pel- 
gram & a Silk Mills, on North Second street, said: ‘‘We are busy—have 
all the work we can do, and are running full time with 450 hands. e now 
omploy. a force of 100 more than a year ago, and have recently put in a con- 
siderable amount of new machinery. e have plenty of orders ahead and 
consider the outlook very promisirg.”’ 

The Gem Shoe Company, 451 Verbeke street, Mr. Frant M. Walters, man- 

r, reported 35 employed now, as compared with 12 in the fall of 
, With an approximate increase of 60 per cent in volume of business. The 
factory has now on hand more orders in advance than the total number of 
orders from January last. The plant has run full every working day 
throughout the present year. 

From shoes to confectionery is along jump, but we will take it. A repre- 
sentative of the D. Bacon Company, the candy manufacturers, stated that 
the factory is much busier this fall than last and both the local and outside 
(country) tradeis —— heavier. Prices on manufactured goods have 
advan slightly, owing to the increased tariff on raw materials, nuts, and 
chocolate beans, and the recently formed trust among the manufacturers of 
glucose stuffs has doubled the value of those products. The factory is now 
running full with 45 hands, a 25 per cent increase over the force of a year ago. 
The general outlook as well as the prospect for a better Christmas trade than 
for two years it is bright. 

The firm of Weaver & Hubley, confectioners, report business about the 
same as last year, though this year’s Christmas trade is expected to show an 
improvement over that of 1896. 

uperintendent Sanford, of the Lalance-Grosjean Manufacturin g Com- 
pany, makers of granite and tin goods, said: ‘‘I see on every hand evidences 
of a greatly improved and y impro condition, not only locally, but 
generally. We have with us from time to time traveling men from every 
part of the a: and without exception they report a healthy revival of 
rade. As far as the condition of things here at the works is concerned, we 
are greatly pleased. Our total working force is now about 250 hands, and all 


departments are wor overtime, whereas a year ago the force did not ex- 
ceed — the time ie wasshort. We look forward toafuture brighter 
Mr. H. M. Hershey, manager of the Harrisburg Foundry and Machine 


discussing the business for the year, said: ‘‘On the whole, there has 
beena t deal of ee pa nee ee yer wees tether one 
than The volume of t with us fall shows an increase of from 20 
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to 25 per cent over that of a yearago. Weemploy nowin allthe departments 
190 men, working full time. This indicates a decidedly improved trade for 
the time being, at least. We do not feel sure the future will be all that is 
promised for it, but judging from present indications we are very hopeful.”’ 

Charles G. Smith, the wholesale tobacconist on Market street, said to-day 
that business had vastly improved during the past year. Collections, he 
said, are much easier, and the outlook is promising. 

Retail merchants and small dealers are also much encouraged and the 
rounds of the sae ih man demonstrated that business conditions, as com- 
pared with last fall's situations, are greatly changed for the better. 

The Harrisburg News recently published a large industrial edi- 
tion, devoted almost exclusively to the improved industrial con- 
ditions of thatcommunity. I regret that Ican not at the moment 
put my hand upon a copy of it. 

The third county in my district is Perry, in which the Duncan- 
non Record recently published a ‘‘ prosperity edition,” the follow- 
ing headlines appearing at the head of the editorial column: 
Prosperity—The Record welcomes good times once more—Prosperity edi- 

tion—With a healthy land, good crops, and dollar wheat prosperity dawns 

again. 

I wish I also had at hand copies of the People’s Advocate, Perry 
County Freeman, the Times, tear and other enterprising pa- 
pers published in that substantial county, from which I might also 
quote corroborative articles showing, if not a great boom, at least 
a healthy growth and greatly improved conditions. 

That the farmer is receiving improved prices for his products 
under Republican Administration is manifest from the article 
signed ‘‘ Laborer” which the gentleman from Nebraska himself 
read. Tho farmers in my district did not receive 80 cents per 
bushel for potatoes in 1896, but were glad to get from 20 to 25 
cents. And that wheat and other farm products have gone up, 
while silver has been going down, is a fact too well known to re- 
quire more than the simple statement. That the laboring man 
has been benefited is equally indisputable. [Applause. ] 

During the campaign of 1896 I addressed a Republican club in 
the First Ward of the city of Harrisburg, composed of ironwork- 
ers. I asked thatif there were a man present who, during the last 
year of the last Republican Administration under President Har- 
rison, had not been employed, he should rise. Every man sat 
still. I thenasked thatif there were a man present who in Novem- 
ber, 1896, under Democratic Administration, was out of employ- 
ment, he should rise. Every man was on his feet in an instant, 
and one exclaimed in a loud voice, ‘‘ Every man of us is out of 
work.” To-day every one of thosemen is employed. Asa single 
instance of improvement, I hold in my hand a letter from the 
president of the Pennsylvania Steel Company, dated January 31, 
1898, showing the number of men employed by that company 
during the last six months of 1896 and the similar period of 1897. 
I will give you the figures: 





|Number of employees. 








Month. — ——— 
1896. | 1997. 

it ineiintiamvnate ddd ongbtnenmaeneh wankennnnsin 4, 102 | 4, 334 
AE ES IS RR ES en ee 3, 988 4,314 
a aN ce be cach riesenilnce nlendbants cts lnts dined wesethelintaie 3, 752 4, 430 
i a a a cc ct inlly snidgnia tintin eat 3, 602 4,716 
a a 3, 793 | 4, 894 
Tee ee ee eee nee 5 tena 3, 854 4, 874 


These figures show an increase of 1,020 men in December, 1897, 
over December, 1896, an increase of about 30 per cent. The letter 
also states that the men were employed more constantly, and that 
their average monthly wages were greater. 

The street-railway car, which has been styled ‘‘ the poor man’s 
carriage,” is also a pretty good index. When men are out of em- 
ployment and nickels are scarce, they walk rather than ride. 
When times are easier, they ride. The secretary of the Harris- 
burg Traction Company told me the last time I was at home that, 
as compared with one year ago, the receipts showed an increase 
of about $90 a day. That means a good many nickels, anda good 
many men employed now who were idle then. These improved 
conditions are not peculiar to my district; they are visible every- 
where. All over the State mills which were shut down under 
Cleveland are opening under McKinley. The Philadelphia In- 
quirer of February 3, 1898, contains the following: 


HERE IS PROSPERITY—A MILL TO REOPEN AFTER FIVE YEARS IN IDLENESS. 


Republican prosperity seems to have struck the iron business from the ap- 
pearance of activity in the Misa my Boe Seventeenth street, below Allegheny 
avenue, where a force of men is busily engaged in fitting up a long-vacant 
rolling mill for the Tioga Forge Company, Limited. 

ese preparations for a revival of business there have been.in progress 
for several days, and from now on to March 1 they will be rushed as rapidly 
as possible, so as to meet the demands of orders the new firm has already 
contracted for. The firm is composed of Harper, Betz,and Mahoney, ail 
Philadelphia men, and they have leased the building for ten years, intending 
to produce forging of all kinds. The plant consists of a large cne-story cor- 
rugated iron buil ing. 225 feet by 85 feet, and was formerly occupied by the 
T Rolling Mill Company, one of the most prosperous concerns of the 
kind in this city till the advent of the last Cleveland Administration. 

During Harrison's term it was running night and day, and gave employ- 
ment to a large force of hands, but the disasters of five years ago, which 
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followed the election of Grover Cleveland, brought ruin to them, and they 
failed. Since then the place has been idle. 
The new firm will put in several furnaces and trip hammers. 


Through the kindness of Mr. Glenn, the corporation deputy in 
the office of the auditor-general of Pennsylvania, I am able to sub- 
mit some figures which have a very important bearing. Penn- 
sylvania derives a very large proportion of her revenues from the 
taxation of the capital stock and gross receipts of certain classes 
of corporations. As compared with 1895, the revenues of 1897 
showed an increase of $933,182, although the rate of taxation was 
precisely the same. The additional revenue resulted from the 
increased values of corporate shares and the augmentation of cor- 
porate revenues. The increase of capital in 1897, as compared 
with 1895, was $365,435,000, the larger portion being in manufac- 
turing corporations. The receipts of traction and street railway 
companies in 1897 were $27,396,489, as compared with $14,556,476 
in 1896. 


From Mr. Farnsworth, the corporation clerk in the office of the 
secretary of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, I have received 
very valuable tables, a summary of which I will give in his own 
language: 


My DeAR Mr. OtmstTeD: I have had nearly the whole office force helping 
me compile the statistics you need. It was a great job to examine all the 

ks of record and papers for the past two years. The result, however, I 
think you will find satisfactory. 

First. The capital represented by the new charters issued in 1896 amounted 
to $34,169,650; in 1897, $49,840,040; an increase of $15,670,390, or nearly 530 per cent. 

Second. Corporations increased their stock and ‘bonds for the urpose of 
improvements, extensions, etc., in 1896,to the amount of $87,417,980, and in 
1897 to $159,440,500; an increase of $72,022,520, an increase equal to more than 
80 per cent. The total capital represented by the new business for 1896 was 
$122,386,930, and in 1897 it was $209,278,840; an increase of $86,891,910, equal to 
more than 70 per cent. This means that there was nearly $87,000, more 
invested in corporate enterprises that employ labor in 1897 than there was 
in 1896. The first month of 1898 shows still more marvelous results. 

In January, 1896, the total capital represented ae the new business of the 
office was $7,865,500. In January, 1897, it was $9,724,250, while for Jan : 
1898, the amount is $28,100,000; an increase over 1896 of $20,234,500 and over 1: 
of $18,375,750, equal to an increase of — 300 per cent over 1896 and nearly 
200 per cent over 1897. The business for February, up to this time, shows a 
similar increase over past records. h 

In 1896 there were only 22 steam railroads chartered; in 1897 there were 
34, an increase of more than 50 per cent. In 1896 there were 32 street railwa 
companies chartered; in 1897 there were 47, an increase of nearly 50 per cen 

e month of January, 1898, was without doubt the best month, from 
every point of view, the office ever had. 


That these additional investments of capital by preexisting cor- 
porations, and by co tors starting new companies, furnish 
employment for additional men clearly appears from a letter ad- 


dressed to me by Factory Inspector Campbell, of Pennsylvania, in 
which he says: 


The Seputy i tors’ reports show a marked increase in the number of 
persons employed since the election of McKinley, and from a careful esti- 
mate, [am sure there are at least 150,000 more persons employed in our State 
than there were prior to the election of a Republican President and Con- 

s. Since the passage of the new tariff law, the silk industry has been 
Coomsing: a number of new mills have been erected, and many of the old ones 
running day and night, and an increase in the number of tin-plate mills and 
shoe factories. Hosiery mills, carpet mills, glas3 works, iron and steel works, 
and a large number of smaller industries are now in operation that had been 
idle for one, two, and three years. 


Mr. Campbell is a gentleman who for many years was officially 
connected with labor organizations in Pennsylvania, and in his 
present position can perhaps speak with greater rove than 
any other man in the Commonwealth as to the condition of those 
who work in mills and factories. I do not understand that his 
figures extend to coal miners, but that they also are being bene- 
fited is evident from the fact that as to bituminous coal, at least, 
the year 1897 seems to have been a record breaker. The mine in- 
spectors’ reports, which are just coming in, show this most de- 
cidedly. As asample, the gentleman from Nebraska might con- 
sider the following from the Philadelphia 3 


GREAT MINING PROGRESS—INTERESTING COMPARISONS FROM MINE 
INSPECTOR CONNOR'S REPORT. 


Advance sheets of the forthcoming report of Mine Inspector Charles Con- 
nor, of the fifth bituminous district for , just prepared, show gratifying 
results in the i business of the district over the previous year. 
More men have been employed, more coal mined, with a consequent increase 
in the amount of wages earned. 

During the year there were 6,501,545 tons of coal mined in the district, 
agai t £979,410 tons the year eee. an increase of over 30 per cent in 
production. Of this amount, 1,497,780 tons were shipped out of the region and 
the remainder was coked, making 3, tons of coke, an increase of 35 per 
cent over 1897, when the production of coke was 2,629,541 tons. The number 
of mines in the district remains un d, being 66, and the number in 
operation is also unchanged—63. 

Two new mines were unas. the Uniontown Coke Company’s plant, at 
Smithfield, and the Connellsville Coke Com *s plant, at Gans Station, in 
o_o Township. Three mines were a oned, the Hill Farm, Great 

uff, and the Victoria. The Hill Farm was made famous by the disastrous 
explosion in June. 1890, when thirty men lost their lives. It has been on fire 
ever since and, it being ———_ to extinguish the it was closed up 

rmanently by order of mine inspectors. The Great Bluff Mine was the 
Brat mine opened in the region and, as the new industry was looked upon as 
a precarious undertaking, mine was facetiously named Great Bluff, which 
ockniquet has clung to it ever since. 

The report shows that 8,650 men were employed about the mines, an 
increase of over 1,100, or about 15 per cent, over 1897, when the number 
employed was 7,524. For each person employed in the mines there were 1,125 
tons of coal produced, a daily average of 4.72 tons for each person. All the 

plants in the made a total of 15,013 days, making an average of 


238 days for each plant, an increase of 23 days ateach. There were 667 

used about the wunan. ii _— i 11,611 kegs of powder, 212 ae 
25, as com: with 18 fo 

The total mction for the coke region for the - ere 
915,052 tons of coke, for which the operators ved 1,500,000. "This is the 
largest amount ever received for the annual output of region, though the 


oduction was ter in 1897, but the low kept the total revenues 
own. The uction for 1896 started off with of a record-break- 
ing year, but after the nomination of and w of the free- 


Bryan hen the 
silver folly was threatening the country, the bottom fell out of the coke trade 
and production fell down over 65 per cent during the cam months. 
Following immediately upon the election of McKinley there was a steady 
increase in the coke business, which has continued with gratifying 


- ny free from strikes, despite the efforts of the agitators to 
get the men out. 

Extensive purchases of coal lands have been made during the year, cover- 
ing thoussnds of acres, for which millions of dollars were paid. The sales 
include lands in Fayette, Somerset, and Westmoreland counties, and many 
acres have also been bought in West Virginia by coke operators. 


The gentleman having made some reference to the Schuylkill 
Valley, I quote the following from to-day’s Philadelphia Inquirer: 


READING'S TRAFFIC—SCHUYLKILL VALLEY INDUSTRIES ARE RECEIVING 
ENCOURAGING ORDERS. 


* [Special to the Inquirer.] 


READING, February 6, 1398. 

About 150 coal trains passed this city last week bound for Phila- 
delphia. Mahanoy Plane worked until a late hour last night in hoisting coal 
to be sent to market. The freight business of the Philadelphia and Reading 
Railway Company also continues to be brisk, and there is a healthy increase 
in the receipts from passenger traffic. 

Most of the industries in the Schuylkill Valley are in operation, and it is 
understood that all are receiving orders of an encouraging character. 


Nor is this improved condition of affairs peculiar to Pennsyl- 
vania. It extends from ocean to ocean. Here is an article from 
the San Francisco Call: 


CALIFORNIA REJOICES—HER CITIZENS LOOKING FORWARD TO A YEAR OF 
UNSURPASSED PROSPERITY. 


[From the San Francisco Call} 

For the whole United States this is a year of unusual opportunities. A 
thousand evidences of the coming of an unsurpassed prosperity are to be seen 
on every side. All over the U: men of enterprise and business sagacity 
are pre. to make full use of theindustrial revival Affairs more or less 

t are to be und: in every State. 
The competition will be and those who are ambitious to win the rich- 


ust be 


of us that is to grow up on this coast out of the 

coming development of the gold fields of Alaska. 

Mr. GREENE. They are just “looking forward.” ‘Faith is 
the substance of thi shaped for, the evidence of things not seen.” 

=k.” Shayheten ee aeaaanene dina suena uee . 
ward. y ju y ye and are 
looking forward to wt better 

Here is another and later article from the same paper, dated 
January 31, 1898: 
wate ta paid ovtrerewgh wih cnhemnvand wakes temiins anp tordiae meee 
work. The woolen trade is 
manufactured ons. 

ightly. Boots and 
not take orders for fall delivery at 
is enjoying a first-class demand for 
lections are 


need to 
nobody worry. 


The merchan' t collections 
rates of interest. "Capital is 


ve 
demand for me ‘or account, e ‘body knows 
~—. A glance at our crowded streets tells the : of the state of trade 


Prosperity extends throughout the United States, from Maine to California. 
There is perhaps no more reliable index to commercial —- 
ity than the business of railroads, reflecting, as it does, the business 
of the farm, the factory, the quarry, and the mine, as well as that of 
the lumbermen, from all of which sources, as well as from passen- 
gers, the traffic of the railroad is derived. The Pennsylvania 
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Railroad, extending, as its system does, into so many States and 
reaching every avenueof industry and every condition of country— 
agricultural, mining, and forest—as well as the populous towns 
and cities where factories are located, is a fair illustration. The 
middle division of the main line, extending from Altoona to Har- 
risburg, @ distance of 132 miles, may be termed the throat of the 
Pennsylvania Railroad system. 

Through that throat there passed in 1897 no less than 60,000 
more loaded freight cars than in 1896. This represents a vast 
increased movement of iron, coal, farm products, and of every 
conceivable object of manufacture. It represents also some im- 
provement in the condition of the railway operatives who handle 
these cars. They are more constantly employed and receive bet- 
ter wages. Thus, in the yard at Harrisburg, conductors earned 
in 1896 an average of $55 per month, and in 1897 $58 per month; 
brakemen, in 1896, $42.50, and in 1897 an average of $45; road- 
men, conductors, flagmen, and brakemen, bunched, averaged 
$50.50 in 1897 as against $45 in 1896. Enginemen $94 in 1897 as 
against §86 in 1896. Firemen $52 in 1897 as against $48 in 1896. 
Car droppers in the yard at Harrisburg received only a small 
increase in wages, but the increased car movement in 1897 required 
the employment of additional men for that See oe 

These figures were given me by Mr. Creighton, the superin- 
tendent of the middle division, and are correct. 

The reports from Alabama and Tennessee show that the coal 
and iron industries in those States were greater and more — 
ous in 1897 than ever before. I will not stop to read, but will 
insert in the RECORD as part of my remarks the following from the 
New York Herald of January 27, 1898: 


PROSPERITY'S RETURN DESCRIBED BY VISITING MANUFACTURERS—GREAT 
REVIVAL OF BUSINESS THROUGHOUT THE COUNTRY TOLD OF BY MANU- 
FACTURERS FROM ALL SECTIONS, WHO PROPHESY AN UNPRECEDENTED 
ERA OF PROSPERITY FOR THE UNITED STATES. 

R. H. North, of North Bros. Manufacturing Company, hardware and 
iron findings, Philadelphia: Business has steadily improved for a year be- 
cause of a new feeling of confidence and better crops in the West. Tariff 
legislation has had a great deal to do with the improvement in the manufac- 
turing business. Orders from the South are —_ as good as they were a 
year ago, and at that time they were much better than from other parts of 
the country. 

S. B. Wcenn. lumber, Philadelphia: Improvement in business is general 
throughout the country. It is marked with us. I have talked with many 
members of the aestieiien. and all say better times have arrived, while the 
outlook is encouraging. ; 

Arthur H. Lowe, president of the Parkhill Manufacturing Company, ging- 
hams, Fitchburg, Mass.: capital, $300,000: The present sean in Massa- 
chusetts, and, in fact, all New England, because of the cotton strike, is only 
tempo; , Everything indicates long p rity in general business. 

; Sicanmens. president of the Corliss Steam Engine Company, Provi- 

: tal, ,000: Prosperity is coming slowly but steadily, and 

by April we be at the rush line. and in eighteen months we will be in a 

period of business activity such as this country has never seen. In all parts 

of the country there is a gain, but cularly in the West and South. Of 
course the New d labor trouble is hurtful, but it will not last long. 

Robert W. Scott, of Scott & Williams, knitting machines, ae: 
capital, $100,000: There is more activity in business now than there has been 
in four years. The South shows a disposition to enter more and more into 
the textile industries. a? 

Theodore C. Search, president of the Manufacturers’ Association and re 
resentative of the John B. Stetson Company, Philadelphia; capital, $2,700,000: 
Can you tell me a part of the country where there is not prosperity? It is 
coming to all sections more and more vote day. 

Robert Pilling. of Pilling & Madeley and the Pilling Manufacturing Com- 
pany, Philadelphia; knit goods; capital, 000: Our business was next to 
nothing a year ago. To-day we are runningonfulltime. Manufacturers all 
over the country are busy, e <a the West and South. 

F. F. Smith, of the Ferracute Machine Company, Bridgeton, N. J.,machin- 
ery; capital, $150,000: There has been a decided! better condition since the 
latest change in the tariff and the settlement that followed it. We have 
added 50 per cent to our force in the last year, and look for three of the best 
years the machine industry has ever known. ; 

D. Howarth, of the Chester Cotton Manufacturing Company, Philadelphia; 
capital, ee Prosperity is in the East. We are running full time. In 
the last four years we ranabout twenty months. The South is buying as it 
never ht before, and orders from the West have doubled. 

Rudolph Blankenburg, of ——— Blankenburg & Co., manufacturers of 
arn and importers of linen and silk, Philadelphia: Business has been better 
n the last year than it had been in ten years, especially in the West and the 

Northwest. for a grand future are excellent. 

L. L. Dean, of L. L. Dean & Co., Amsterdam, N. Y., lead goods manufac- 
turers: A decided improvement is noticeable in trade in my section. It has 
beenge nee the inauguration of President McKinley, and the prospects are 
excellen 

John H. Converse, Baldwin Locomotive Works, Philadelphia, Pa.: Business 
has shown great improvement since the a and weexpect a much 
greater improvement. There is a greater demand than there been for 
several years, and the prospects are favorable. 

R. J. Taylor, of R. J. Taylor & Son, manufacturers of black-lead crucibles, 
Philadelphia. Pa.: { do business with metal men all over the world, and can 
safely say that business showsan improvement of more than 50 per cent over 


last year. Not in years has business shown such marked improvement as it 
anes uring the two months. 


treasurer Vermont Farming Machine ae . Bellows 
Falls, Vt.; capital $100,000: The tariff has helped business wonderfully; per- 
haps more than anything else. Good c in the West have caused a big 
increase in the volume of tradethere. It the improvement will continue. 

Edward P. Alexander, of Alexander Bros., Philadelpiha, manufacturers of 
leather belting: Our Southern and Western trade has increased 25 per cent 
this year. Good crops account for it, and it is as permanent as good times 

are. 

H. W. Heedy, secretary of the Andrews Bros. Iron and Steel Company, 
¥ wn, Ohio: The outlook in our line is most promising, and we are 
ex a large volume of business in the coming year. We attribute the 
revival of trade almost entirely to the reaction following a change of Admin- 


James Charles Read, Pittsburg, Western representative of the Bureau of 
American Republics: 1 have made the entire tour of the West and South 
recently and visited hundredsof the biggest manufacturing concerns. I find 
that the renewed confidence arising from the change of Administration has 
worked wonders. Establishments that were anxious for business a little 
while ago now have more work than they can do. There is a general feeling 
that the proper thing to do at this time is to place our export interests on a 
sound and permanent basis. We need a subsidized merchant marine, so that 
competition may not hinder the export trade and so that greater facilities 
for t trade may be afforded. 

William M. Taylor, president of the Chandler & Taylor Company, steam 
engines and boilers, Indianapolis, Ind.: Before I left for New York I gave 
orders to run our shops twenty-four hours tothe day. That wil! give a fair 
indication of the state of trade in our district. Prices have not improved, 
however. Wein Indiana find theincrease in trade largely comes from West- 
ern States. We fi it out that Western folks are not so conservative as 
those of the East. They feel that the promised prosperity is in sight, while 
the East is waiting to be certain. The South this year is feeling the effects 
of the yellow-fever scare. The change of Administration a year ago had 
much to do with the revival of trade. and the feeling that something wiil be 
done with the currency strengthens this. 

M. E. Barber, Piqua Handle and Manufacturing Company, Piqua, Ohio: 
Business is far better than it was a yearago. Home trade rather than our 
export branch shows marked improvement. The return of public confidence 
has brought this about. The future is bright. 

Frederick Sivyer. president of the Northwestern Malleable Iron Company, 
Milwaukee, Wis.: Business has ae improved in all lines in my section, 
and we are doing about all we can handle. The chief reason for this is the 
return of — confidence. The price of wheat, too, has had much to do 
with it. The outlook is favorable. 

W. J. Clark, of the W. J. Clark Company, Salem, Ohio: There is a decided 
improvement, and the prospects are good. Business men have confidence in 
the present Administration. 

J. L. Boyer, Union Underwear Company. Piqua, Ohio: Business is exceed- 
ingly good, and we are sold seven months ahead. I think this will be an ex- 
cellent year. 

A. C. Chase, president of the Syracuse Chill Plow Company, Syracuse, 
N. Y.: Trade is uneven in our section of the country. Prices remain low, but 
I expect an improvement in the near future. 

J. B. Cartmell, representing O. S. Kelly & Co., of Springfield, Ohio, manu- 
facturers of steam road rollers and agricultural implements: The outlook for 
the coming year is more favorable than in years. lattribute it tothe change 
in Administration. 

Robert Laidlaw, of the Laidlaw, Dunn, Gordon Company, pumping ma- 
chinery, Cincinnati; capital, $700,000: Business conditions are better than 
they ever were. The improvement began three months ago. Tho West got 
the start, but the South and East are moving toward success. 

A. J. Paterson, vice-president_of the National Cash Register Company, 
Dayton, Ohio; capital, $1,500,000: Increased trade is not confined to the South 
and West. It is general all over the country, and conditions point to a con- 
tinuance. Tariff has had something to do with it, confidence more. 

Allen Conkling. general manager Troy Laundry Machine Company, Chi- 
cago; capital, $3,000,000: Crops and the tariff explain the big trade in the 
Southwest. Our trade has increased 25 per cent more than last vear. 

T. E. Moxtanus, president of the Springfield Machine Tool Company, 
Springfield, Ohio; capital, $1,000,000: The increase in trade is due to confi- 
dence and good crops in the South and West. The buying movement will 
continue. Sroers trade is booming. The Herald would do great good to 
manufacturers by calling attention to our miserable consular service. It is 
worse than useless. Not ten consuls in Europe ever send here any informa- 
tion of big contractsopen. You should see the way the English consuls watch 
their country’s trade interests. 

Thomas P. Egan, president of J. A. Fay & Co.,and the Egan Company, Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, manufacturers of wood-turning machinery; capital, $2,500,000: 
Prosperity has come with a rush, and in six months every factory in the 
United States will be running, and in four years we will have the greatest 
business the country has ever known. The West, of course, is getting the 
tirst benefits of prosperity because a large quantity of farm produce has to be 
moved, and that means money for the farmer. 

Joseph Andrew Jeffrey. president Jeffrey Manufacturing Company, Co- 
lumbus, Ohio; mining machinery; capital, $600,000: Settling the tariff question 
and allaying the free-silver scare have caused the increased business. Busi- 
ness is growing better all the time throughout the country. 

A. B. Farquhar, president Farquhar Agricultural Implement Company, 
York, Pa.; capital, $500,000: Increased trade in the South and West, the result 
of big crops. The tariff has helped the general improvement, and business 
will continue strong. 

B. Fenton, president of the Erie Preserving Company, Buffalo: capital, 
$100,000: The canned-food trade South and West has gained 33 percent on last 
year. Good won in a large measure are responsible for it, likewise the sct- 
tling of the tariff question. 

J. H. Sternbergh, president of the Kansas City Bolt and Nut Company, 
Kansas City; oe ee Twenty-five per cent will not cover the gain in 
the Southwest this year. Texasis booming, big crops, with money compara 
tively plenty. Our factory is working double time and can not fill orders at 
that. This is the best year the West has had for a long time. 

Thomas L. Cannon, secretary of the St. Louis Manufacturers’ Association, 
representing $500,000,000 capital: Trade is good all over the country and will 
continue so. 


Reports from railroads in all parts of the United States show 
the earnings for the month of January, 1898, to be about 16 per 
cent in excess of the earnings for January, 1897. 

There is no better evidence of the extent of business than the 
transactions of the clearing house, and I quote this from R. G. 
ae & Co.’s weekly review of trade, published day before yes- 
terday: 


Actual payments through clearing houses in January made a remarkable 
showing, being much larger than in any previous month, 30.3 per cent larger 
than the same month last year and 7.6 larger than in 1892. 

The iron and steel manufacture is steadily gaining in consumption of pig 
iron, although the production of the material is still in excess of immediate 
demands, but not enough to cause a decline in prices at Pittsburg or Chicago. 


The demand for car building has been very heavy, both at the East and West, 
and the plate demand greatly increased at the East on accountof ordersfrom 
ship yar For plates the demand from tin-plate works has been very active. 

The same authority shows that business failures in the United 
States were less in January, 1898. than in any previous January of 
which a record has been kept. I call particular attention to that 
fact. Theopponents of the Dingley bill insisted that ite provisions 
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would operate to limit the extent of our foreign markets, but the 
official records of the Treasury Department show that while from 
the date of the passage of the Dingley bill to the close of business 
on the 4th day of February, 1898, the receipts of the Government 
had exceeded its expenses, the exportations of farm products and 
of manufactures to other countries was greater than in any other 
equal period of our country’s history. 

Such incontrovertible facts as these do not, of course, signify 
anything to the gentleman from Nebraska. He seems unable to 
perceive even the unusual prosperity which abounds in his own 
State and in the neighboring Populistic State of Kansas. The 
difference between him and the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
Srmmpson]| is that he denies everything, while his Kansas colleague 
admits prosperity, but attributes it to the election of Populist 
State officers in Kansas, thus justifying the following editorial 
squib which I find in a recent issue of a Nebraska paper, the 
Omaha Daily Bee: 

Between their intermittent denials that prosperity is restored and claims 
for the Populist State government of the credit for returned prosperity, the 
Popocratic shell workers are having a hard time to catch suckers. 

A significant straw appears in the fact that the money-order 
business of the Chicago post-office alone was $800,000 greater in 
January, 1898, thanit was in January, 1897. 

Referring again to the gentleman’s own State, I call his atten- 
tion to the following from the Omaha Bee of February 2: 
INCREASE IN INTERNAL REVENUE—RECEIPTS AT OMAHA OFFICE SHOW A 

TREMENDOUS GROWTH. 

During the month of January the total receipts in Omaha of the United 

States revenue department, according to the report of Collector Houtz, were 
189,848.04, as against $93,880.36 in the corresponding month of 1897. This isan 
ncrease of $95,967.68 over the business transacted during the first month of 

t year. The increase of business for the first six months of the present 
fiscal year ended December 30, 1897, was $660,000, which is about $40,000 more 
than the entire receipts of the Omaha office for the corresponding period of 
the previous fiscal year. 

Now, I want to say to the gentleman that while the Dingley 
bill has helped very greatly in bringing about these improved con- 
ditions, we do not claim that it is entitled to the entire credit. 
The restoration of public credit has had much todo with the mat- 
ter. We say that the Republican party is entitled to credit for 
what it has prevented you from doing, as well as for what it has 
done itself. In 1896 the country was upon the verge of bank- 
ruptcy. It was practically bankrupt. Every month, under Dem- 
ocratic Administration, the expenses of the Government were 
exceeding the revenues. Two hundred and sixty-two million dol- 
lars of bonds had been issued within a short time to make up these 
repeated deficits. Then came Bryan's nomination upon the Chi- 
cago platform demanding the free coinage of silver. The busi- 
ness of the country was almost paralyzed. His success would 
have set us back a hundred years. It would have brought upon 
us instantly the greatest panic the world has ever known. 

If the Republican party had done nothing more than to prevent 
that castastrophe, it would have done much. But it has done 
more. We do not, by any means, contend that the full measure 
of Republican prosperity has been reached. We say that the tide 
has just begun to run that way. Wages are better than they 
were in 1896, but they are not yet what we hope to make them. 
Thousands of men are employed now who were idle in 1896. Hun- 
dreds of thousands of mouths are fed to-day which were hun- 
gry in 1896. Strikes are fewer to-day than they were in 1896, 
under Cleveland’s Administration. The condition of the farmer 
is vastly improved. Unfortunately, there is still much capital 
lying idle that ought to be employed in mining and manufactur- 
ing operations, thus giving employment to additional men and 
increased markets for farm products. 

Unfortunately, there are still men out of employment. Perhaps 
this is owing, in part, to the fact that we have not upon our stat- 
ute books an immigration bill, such as was vetoed by a Demo- 
cratic President. It certainly is owing, in large measure, to the 
lack of confidence which still exists in the public mind as to the 
stability of our currency. They know that while we have a Re- 
publican House of Representatives and a Republican President 
the value of the dollar will be kept up to 100 cents, but people 
who would otherwise invest in business enterprises are discour- 
aged when they see such measures as the Teller resolution passed 
by the Senate and supported by Democrats and Populists upon 
the other side of this Chamber. 

Mr. GREENE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Ican not yield to the gentleman now. Let 
me conclude my remarks first and then I will answer any ques- 
tion. 

Mr. GREENE. Only for a question? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I must decline to be interrupted at present. 

Mr. GREENE. Very well; I shall not interrupt the gentleman. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Now, here is the Teller resolution, which, in 
the first two clauses of its preamble, recites that— 


Whereas by the act entitled ‘An act to strengthen the public credit,” ap- 
proved March 18, 1869, it was provided and declared that the faith of the 


United States was thereby ociemniy pledged to the poywet, in coin or itg 
equivalent, of all the interest-bearing obligations of the United States, ex. 
cept in cases where the law authorizing the issue of such obligations had ex- 
pressly provided that the same might be paid in lawful money or other cur- 
es than gold or silver; and 

ereas all the bonds of the United States authorized to be issued by the 
act entitled “An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt,’ ap- 
proved July 14, 1870, by the terms of said act were declared to be redeem- 
able in coin of the then present standard value, bearing interest payable 


semiannually in such coin. 

And then proceeds to declare that a proper construction of those 
acts of Congress passed in 1869 and 1870 warrants the restoration 
of free coinage of silver at the rate of 4124 grains for each dollar 
and the payment of the Government obligations in such dollars, 
the intrinsic value of which at the present time would be some- 
thing less than 45 cents each. 

Mr. GREENE, Will the gentleman now permit me to ask a 
question? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Certainly. 

Mr. GREENE. If prosperity has come to the country, and if, 
as you say, there is a belief prevalent that it hascome tostay, why 
is it that Mr. Bayard, of Delaware, in an interview in the New 
York Journal to-day asserts that the cause of the general depres- 
sion in the country is the threat of free silver? ow, if there is 
general prosperity in the country-—— 

Mr. OLMSTED (interrupting). That is one reason why we 
have not greater prosperity. 

Mr. GREENE. But is that the cause of the depreciation of 
property: is that the cause of the depression in business interests? 

r. OLMSTED. There is no depreciation in property and 
there is no depression in business interests as compared with the 
condition existing during the Bryan campaign. Property of 
almost every kind and description has increased in value since 
McKinley’s election and business matters are much less depressed. 
Mr. Bayard, who by the way is a prominent Democrat, is undoubt- 
edly correct in stating that the t t of free silver does tend to 
depreciate property and to depress business. That is to say, 
although less depreciated and less depressed than they were under 
Cleveland, they are still more pe phere and more depressed 
than they would be if the threat of free silver were removed. 

Let me state to the a that in October, 1896, there was 
deposited in one bank in Canada over $6,000,000 of American 
money, lying there without interest. The owners would not de- 

»osit it in American banks, because they were not certain what 

ind of money they would receive in return when they demanded 
payment, and within thirty days after the Teller resolution was 
presented to the Senate there was invested by Americans some- 
thing over $42,000,000 in foreign securities, because of the uncer- 
tainty and apprehension that was felt with regard to the money 
in which investments would be repaid if made in America. 

Mr. GREENE. Well, if you promise to pay them in silver, 
perhaps you will not have so much trouble. 

Mr. OLMSTED. If the people are influenced by even a 
threat of free-silver legislation to such an extent that they make 
their investments abroad, what, let me ask the gentleman, would 
be the result, in his judgment—the practical effect of free-silver 
measures if enacted into law and carried into actual operation— 
upon the business interests of this ee 

Mr. BLAND. Does notthe gentleman think it cowardly to have 
money that runs away on such a little threat as that? Perhaps 
we had better have something that will stay with us under all 
circumstances. 

Mr. OLMSTED. The gentleman knows very well that capital— 
which it is certainly desirable to retain here, but which is being 
driven away by such attempted legislation—is always timid, and 
always goes and stays where the best security is afforded. It 
requires a brave dollar to stay here while you are trying to cut it 
in two in the middle. 

Mr. BLAND. But had we not better organize a system for 
ourselves that will not be so cowardly? You do not hear of Mex- 
ican money running away. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mexican money is hardly worth keeping at 
home. You can obtain all you want of it right here in Washing- 
ton at less than 50 cents on the dollar. The Mexican Government 
has to tax its 5 to pay 6 per cent interest on Government 
bonds, while the United States can borrow plenty of money at 
4 per cent, and it could er, get it to-day for 3. That is one 
difference in the two systems. The gold money has all run away 
from Mexico. [Applause on the Republican he 

I was about to say that the Teller resolution, r reciting in 
its preamble the acts of March 18, 1869, and July 14, 1870, declares 
substantially in favor of the free coinage of dollars containing 
412} grains each of silver, and ‘that to restore to its coinage such 
silver coins as a legal tender in payment of said bonds, principal 
and interest, is not in violation of the public faith nor in deroga- 
tion of the rights of the public creditors.” The dollars which are 
to be thus freely coined contain a little less silver than the Mexi- 


ami dollars, which at yesterday’s quotations sell at about 45 cents 
each. 


1898. 


With free and unlimited coinage there is no reason to believe 
that dollars coined by the United States and containing less silver 
would be of any greater value. The acts of 1869 and 1870, as con- 
strued by this resolution, therefore authorize the payment of the 
Government obligations in dollars worth less than 50 cents each. 
Observe that the purpose of the act of 1869 was, as expressed in 
its title, ‘to strengthen the public credit.” And the purpose of 
the act of 1870, as similarly expressed, was ‘‘ to authorize the re- 
funding of the national debt.” 

Every student of law who has progressed so far as to read 
Blackstone has learned that the proper construction of a statute 
requires @ consideration of the old law, the mischief, and the 
remedy. When these acts of Congress were passed the Govern- 
ment wss paying 6 per cent interest upon most of its indebted- 
ness, and as high as 7.3 per cent upon part. Some of these bonds 
were redeemable. The Government was anxious to buy them in 
and to refund them at lower rates of interest. The old law was 
construed by some to permit the payment of Government bonds 
in paper money—greenbacks. Themischief was that paper money 
was then at a very considerable discount. 

In March, 1869, gold was at a premium of 131.3 per cent. That 
is to say, a dollar in gold was worth $1.313 in United States paper 
currency. Or, to put it the other way, $100 in currency would 
only buy $76.20in gold. In July, 1870, gold was at a premium of 
16.8 per cent, so that $100 in currency would buy only $85.60 in 
gold. These figures I cite from a statement sent me by the Secre- 
tary of the United States Treasury in response to my written re- 
quest for the same. . 

Now, the mischief was that if the new bonds were to be payable 
in currency of uncertain and variable value, the public was not 
willing to take them at reduced rates of interest. The obvious 
remedy was to make the bonds payable in currency worth 100 
cents on the dollar. Congress therefore, by the act of 1869 and 
again by the act of 1870, declared that the Government obliga- 
tions should be payable in coin. The silver in a silver dollar was 
at that time worth fully as much as the gold in a gold dollar. 

The object of these acts of Congress was to hold out to the pub- 
lic the inducement that if the new bonds should be taken at the 
proposed reduced rates of interest they should be paid, both prin- 
cipal and interest, in dollars of full value. In pursuance of those 
acts and upon that inducement the Government sold $500,000,000 
of 5 per cent bonds, $185,000,000 of 44 per cent bonds, and $710,- 
345,950 of 4 per cent bonds, making a total of $1,395,345,950, and 
it redeemed bonds bearing higher rates of interest as follows: 


6 per cent five-twenties of 1862... ............ ----00---0--- tee eeeeee $401, 143, 750 
6 per cent five-twenties of March, 1864 ............-.-------------- 1, 327, 
6 per cent five-twenties of June, 1864 ..............--...----.00---0 59, 185, 450 
6 per cent five-twenties of 1865 -..................-----2-.-+-------- 160, 144, 500 
Oe a NG FID een cnncseccencncesaeveccesecansenacecee uses 211, 337, 059 
ee nee 316, 423, 800 
a eee 37, 677, 050 
ee on linn ne nade epadesibduasienesediweasens Daueee 14, 217, 000 
5 per cent ten-forties of 1864. ... ......... 222-222. -- eee een eneee eens 193, 890, 250 
Si icnicttlindesd i emeienndsiendinwnntienrntiannsetaaninets 1, 395, 345, 950 


Of the old bonds, about $65,000,000 of 6 percents were exchanged, 
bond for bond, for the new 5 percents. The balance of the old 
bonds were redeemed in gold. These figures will be found on 
page 8 of Circular No. 143, published July 1, 1897, by the United 

tates Treasury Department, where it is specifically stated that 
**the gold with which they were redeemed was obtained from the 
purchasers of other bonds bearing lower rates of interest.” 

Under the eee act of January 14, 1875, $95,500,000 of 43 
and 4 per cent bonds were also sold for redemption pu , the 
Government receiving therefor $96,000,000 in gold. This ought 
to set at rest the oft-repeated tale that the present holders of Gov- 
ernment bonds bought them below par or paid for them in money 
which was less valuable than gold. If anything further is needed 
upon this pos. I quote the following from page 9 of the circular 
to which I have just referred: 

The amount of United States bonds outstanding July 1, 1897, was as follows: 


. 44 per cent bonds continued at 2 per cent...........-....--...------. $25, 364, 500 
nn snaitmneemamnnubeuasedanen 559, 640, 100 
| | SF  equenadaseaasenneseewasi 100, 000, 000 
ES ic dcnicei ccd doasdcéedssecetdsechectseceasc 162, 315, 400 

I camene 847, 320, 000 


sn these bonds were sold at not less than par for gold coin or its equiva- 
The acts of 1869 and“1870 were passed because intending pur- 
chasers of bonds feared that jag might be called upon to take 
their pay in money which was less valuable than gold. Their 
fear was based upon the fact that a paper dollar was, in 1870, some 
15 cents less valuable than a gold dollar. The credit of the Gov- 
ernment was impaired by that fact. 1t could not realize so much 
for its new bonds. Hence the act of 1869 ‘‘ to strengthen the pub- 
lic credit” and relieve the uncertainty existing in the minds of 
purchasers. The act of 1870 having been passed to insure pur- 
chasers of bonds against being compelled to receive payment in 
currency 15 per cent below par, it is indeed a strange construction 
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which permits payment to be made in a currency worth less than 
50 cents on the dollar—still less valuable than the paper currency 
to provide against which the acts were passed. e purchase of 
the bonds under the promise contained in those statutes, at re- 
duced rates of interest, was of great value to the Government. 

It is stated on page 8 of this Treasury Department circular that 
‘*‘the annual saving of interest to the Government by the refund- 
ing operations was $19,900,846.50.” If you will multiply that sum 
by the number of years that have elapsed, you will discover in 
the result the immense gain to the Government which flowed 
from the reliance which the purchasers of the bonds placed in the 
faithful observance by the Government of the contract which 
both sides understood to be involved in the acts of 1869 and 1870. 
It would not have strengthened the public credit very much; and 
the national debt would never have been refunded had it been 
understood by the purchasers of bonds, who paid for them in gold 
or its equivalent, that they might eventually be compelled to 
accept for their bonds money worth less than 50 cents on the 
dollar. 

These Government bonds are not, as a general thing, held by 
persons of great wealth. They are held largely by savings insti- 
tutions as security for their depositors, thousands of whom are 
poor people, and by insurance companies for the security of their 
policy holders, for the benefit of those who may have claims upon 
them by reason of losses by fire, or of widows and orphans in 
whose behalf life policies have been taken out. 

The largest Government bondholder in Pennsylvania of which 
I have knowledge is the Philadelphia Saving Fund Society, an 
institution having no stockholders, and whose profits belong 
wholly to its depositors. 

The managers of the company are appointed by the court and, 
with the exception of the president and treasurer, serve without 
pay. No more than $300 is received from any one depositor in any 
one year, the object being to confine the benefits of the company 
to people with small means. On the ist of January, 1896, these 
depositors numbered 162,477, divided among the various occupa- 
tions in about the same proportions as the new depositors who 
opened accounts during the year 1895, which are thus tabulated 
on page 9 of the annual report of the company published January 
1, 1896: 


Table showing the occupations of the depositors who have opened accounts with 
the society during 1895. 














MALES. 

Mechanics, artisans, weavers, and handicraftsmen...................... 7,290 
Foremen. managers, and superintendents. -.-........ 22... - 22. -e eee eet 289 
Porters, laborers, waiters, and attendants............................... 2,202 
Coachmen, carmen, draymen, carters, and stable keepers.............. 767 
Policemen, watchmen, and municipal and Federal civil officers._..___. 279 
Liquor dealers and tavern and saloon keepers. -...-...............---... 55 
Marines, soldiers, and officers of the Army and Navy-................... 165 
Merchants, shopkeepers, traders, and brokers.-_.............-......._... 1, 337 
Farmers, gardeners, dairymen, and market men-_..............--.-..... 352 
Agents, bookkeepers, clerks, and salesmen-..........................-... 2,090 

Stenographers, typewriters, telegraph and telephone operators, and 
ts dae Masai digdet ebedcgaadakn wandan cancun cnodhaadaeeasen 158 
EE GED MIDUUMINONIN DOE 6a. 5 ie cess <iccce sadness cnnsesnecceccccescece 167 
Lawyers and scriveners................-...- thai itll title a taatninsth naan 51 
Clergymen, teachers, professors, and artists.................-..-.---. oo. 308 
EE cnsbcent chasavas apn ilnadnn sat énamaiienemad i Sinise adi aie 209 
idl Dibstitrasnil aenien ep deDededds ptenss Shodthdushueddoscnacieacocd 87 
Boys without special employment. ...... 22... 22.26 2205 eee e eee cence 383 
Tiedt beheki a iniddunaminhidge tedden tnntaamnagytendeceheenerese WL 

FEMALES. 

ea ad entiaycanckh aqubadsddeuss ccccasvacucceccacesé 2, 955 
Nurses and seamstresses.................... Sadks details wemieds lain wiiclane bibl 1, 169 
Boarding-house keepers and housekeepers............................... 9,229 
BE eae 38 
Saleswomen, bookkeepers, clerks, agents, and forewomen--_...._...___. 556 

Stenographers, typewriters, telegraph and telephone operators, and 
tin anda Rabe thnk Gaednhbnen wedenteu ddie ish ei stihaatnemin qin 152 
chin cduninasideadeesedaddnnn amass Kiceepanacce. Ste 
eS Sentech ta dvnnnidactakhucanhadtnennanines anced 1, 048 
Professors, teachers, artists, superintendents, lawyers, and physicians. 361 
7 S| a Satake dnknni tne Canghhe ting keehtEkeneeRKesdadas scant 37 
Giri Wienout epecial employment. .... . ..ccccccccccnce ccceccsccccscccccce 229 
I Cai distil cine Ke sitensltech edeeh estan egal casi scat casi hence 19, 293 
Siete Dishes totes delish imine saat Naesisins es atlianetncalianaadiaiih ctoeimtnndichistdirmaw ane 16, 189 
Co Sea ithe cbniibdndntadnanahoese mtnbnn aman easeun 19, 298 
 iieiiniaiin dat pecan etcasteninn le il aa a i 35, 482 


At that date this society held $4,287,000 of United States regis- 
tered loans and $1,000,000 of the District of Columbia loans, guar- 
anteed by the United States. These are the bonds, held for the 
benefit of the classes of people above named, which the Teller 
resolution proposes to scale down to 50 cents on the dollar. 

The election of Bryan upon the Chicago platform wonld have 
bankrupted the Philadelphia Saving Fund Society, which during 
the last half century has been of more real benefit to the working 
people than any other one institution in the country. 

I own no Government bond and have no interest in the subject 
save such as is common to all good citizens who desire the faith 
and credit of the Government maintained. 

There is nothing more essential to the financial success of an 
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individual, a partnership, or a corporation than that his or its 
credit shall be good. Ninety-five per cent of all purchases and 
sales and all commercial transactions in this country are effected 
by means of credit of one form or another. What is true of an 
individual or a partnership or a corporation is particularly true of 
the Government. 

Public credit is peculiarly sensitive. He who loans money to 
the Government and accepts its bond as his security hasno mort- 
gage or other property lien; no judgment can be entered and no 
writ of execution lies to enforce hisdemand. The security for 
his debt rests wholly in the honor and good faith of the Govern- 
ment. Liat Government which most faithfully observes its finan- 
cial promises has always the best credit, and in the case of emer- 
gency can borrow money upon the lowestterms. We havealready 
seen how faith in the credit of the Government has saveditnearly 
$20,000,000 per annum in interest. 

Some gentlemen upon the other side of this floor seem anxious 
to involve us in difficulties with other nations, even to the extent 
of war. To carry on a war even with the smallest nation would 
require us to borrow vast sums of money. No other nation, no 
corporation, no firm, no individual, would be willing to loan 
money to this Government upon such terms of repayment as are 
involved in the Teller resolution. 

While gentlemen upon the other side clamor for war, they vote 
almost unanimously to strike down the public credit so essential 
to the safe and successful conduct of a war. 4 

Another consideration worthy of note is that in countries whose 
credit is low individual credit isalmost equally so. Another mat- 
ter which all must consider is that the money in which Govern- 
ment obligations are to be paid must also be the money in which 
private obligations are to be paid. As has already been so elo- 
quently stated by the gentleman from lowa [Mr. HENDERSON], 
when you cut down the value of the money which is to be paid to 
the bondholder you cut down also the value of the dollar which 
is to be paid to the holder of the pension voucher, to the holder 
of the iow handles, to the holder of the pick and shovel, to the 
holders of insurance policies, to the holders of deposits in banks 
and savings institutions, and to every man, woman, and child to 
whom money is to be paid for services, for wages, or for property. 

As I have already stated, 95 per cent of all the business of this 
country is conducted upon credits in one formor another. When 
you render uncertain the money in which Government obliga- 
tions are to be paid, you impair and destroy private credit. You 
prevent the employment of capital in business enterprises, you 
prevent the employment of labor, and you thus ao the farmer 
of the increased market for his products to which he is entitled, 
aid which he will enjoy when this silver question is finally dead 
and buried and shall no longer form a disturbing element. 

The fact that this resolution passed the Senate has done incalcu- 
lable harm, but it must be remembered that until we can secure a 
Republican majority in the Senate it will not fairly express the 
will of the people. The Senators who voted against this resolu- 
tion represent the States in which dwell a large majority of the 
people of the United States, while those who voted in favor of it, 
although constituting a majority of the Senate, represent smaller 
States containing only a minority, and a comparatively small 
minority, of the people of this country. 

The vote of Senator TELLER, who offered the resolution, and his 
colleague, the other Senator from Colorado, with its population of 
only 412,198, offset the votes of the two Senators from Ohio, with 
its population of 3,672,316. And the two Senators from Nevada, 
with its popniation of 45,761, which is less than the population 
of Lebanon County in my district, offset the votes of the two 
Senators from Pennsylvania, with its pa of 5,258,014. 

The vast majority of the people of this country favor honest 
money. For nations as well as for individuals, ‘‘ Honesty is the 
best policy.” [Applause on the Republican side. } 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LANDIS. The gentleman knows that you do not hear of the 
Mexican silver running away or Peru's silver running away or 
the Chinese silver running away. 

Mr. OGDEN (to Mr. LAnpis). Are you a Chinaman or an 
American citizen? [Laughter.] 1 

Mr. OLMSTED. ask unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Recorp. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Manon having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message in writing from the 
President of the United States was communicated to the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who also 
informed the House that the President had approved and signed 
bills of the following titles: 

H.R. 5493, An act to amend section 2234 of the Revised Statutes; 

H. R. 6251. An act making ny eae ee pe supply urgent defi- 
eiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1898, and for prior years, and for other purposes; and 


H. R. 5516. An act to amend and reenact section 5 of an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to authorize the mayor and city council of Monroe, 
and the police jury of the parish of Ouachita, La., to construct a 
traffic bridge across the Ouachita River opposite said city,” ap- 
proved February 8, 1897. 

MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee resumed its session. 


Mr. SULZER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. Mrers]. 


Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, before proceeding I ask 
. have the following resolution read as part of my remarks, in my 
ime. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas by reason of the war of the rebellion from 1861 to 1865 a largo 
national interest-bearing bonded indebtedness was incurred; and 
Whereas prior to the passage of the act of 1869 to strengthen the credit of 
the Government the bonds were payable in the lawful currency of the coun- 
uz A wie purchased with a currency not worth over 40 cents on the dol- 
r; an 
Whereas by an act to refund the national debt all the United States bonds 
were made redeemable in coin; and 
Whereas by a construction given by the Secretary of the Treasury coin 
was construed to mean gold only; and 
Whereas by construction and without the warrant of law the bondholder’s 
obligation was placed under the gold standard, and the value of his bonds, 
cgenes with the products of the country, has been doubled in value; and 
ereas the Republican majority of this ‘House has sanctioned this wrong 
by refusing to concur in the Senate resolution, to wit: 
“Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring therein), 
nited States issued, or authorized to be issued, 


That all the bonds of the 
under the said acts of Co hereinbefore recited are ee. principal 
ed tes, in silver 


ngress 
and interest, at the option of the Government of the Unit 
dollars of the ——— of the United States containing 412; grains each of 
standard silver; and that to restore to its coinage such silver coins as a legal 
tender in the pormess of said bonds, principal and interest, is not in viola- 
tion of the public faith nor in derogation of the rights of the public creditor."’ 
Thereby signified their will ess to indorse action of the Secretary of 
the Treasury in doubling the burden of the Government in favor of the 
bondholder; and 
Whereas said war of the rebellion not only necessitated the issuance of 
bonds to defray expenses, it also required a army of volunteer sol- 
diers, which was made up of the patriotic men of the country, who left busi- 
ness, home, family, and all the that were near and dear to endure the 
privations and hardships incident to army life; and 
Whereas the Government con to pay the soldiers a bounty and a 
very small compensation per month; and 
ereas the Government's obligation to the soldier, like its obligation to 
the bondholder, was to pay in the currency of the country; and 
Whereas the obligation of the Government to the soldier was paid in a de- 
preciated currency worth not to exceed 40 cents on the dollar; and 
Whereas the obligation of the Government to that great army of self- 
sacrificing men who volunteered and fought the country's battles, men who 
gave their lives—many sacrificed health and many were crippled and maimed 
for life—while fighting the battles of their country that we might have a 
government to enjoy and the bondholder a government ready and able to 
meet his demand, was in the same terms and of as high and sacred order as 
that to the bondholder: Therefore 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring therein) 


d 


That the Government should not discriminate in favor of the bondholder an 
make his obligation payable in gold only, but should place the soldier's oblica- 
tion on the same basis and Ray to the soldier the erence in yalue on his 
bounty and salary between the depreciated currency in which he was paid 
and the standard value of coin at that time. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, more than a century 
ago our forefathers, burdened with oppression and unjust taxa- 
tion, rebelled against the mother country and established this Re- 
public as the home of the oppressed of all nations, the chief corner 
stone of which was, ‘‘ Equal rights to all and exclusive privileges 
to none.” Shall the Administration at the close of this nineteenth 
century be permitted to reverse the will of the founders and foster 
a favored class, the bondholders and monopolists of this country, 
at the expense of =o self-sacrificing and enduring masses? 
Why should the bondholder be thus favored? The consideration 
for his bond was a depreciated dollar. Why should he not be sat- 
isfied when his obligation is made payable in coin, a 100-cent dollar? 

What sacredness is there in his obligation that it should not be 
paid in the letter of his contract? Under the gold standard the 
value of his bond in the products of the country is worth many 
times the original cost. Why should he be so favored at the ex- 
pense of the toiling millions? Is his obligation more sacred than 
that of the brave, loyal men who made such t sacrifices and 
endured such hardships that the Republic might live? No, Mr. 
Speaker. Shame on such favoritism and class legislation. How 
long will an overtaxed and already burdened people put up with 
this favoritism? This is a government by the people, and the day 
is not far in the future when they will see that it is in fact a 
government for the le and not for any favored class. In this 
country the will of the people is sovereign, and in its own good 
time and way will assert itself in the interest of good government 
and equal justice to all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


Mr. MIERS of Indiana. May I haveacouple of minutes longer, 
Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. KLEBERG. Imove thatthe gentleman’s time be extended. 

Mr. HULL. It isnot in order tomove that. The gentleman in 
control of the time can yield, otherwise debate is limited. 
I yield two minutes more to the gentleman. 
Mr, Chairman, in the limited time I 


Mr. SULZER. 
Mr. MIERS of Indiana. 








can not further extend the analogy of favoritism for the bond- 
holder and neglect of the brave men who sacrificed so much and 
endured such great hardships that the Republic of our fathers 
might abide, and ask leave to incorporate the following quota- 
tions as a part of my remarks. I believe every thinking man will 
realize that this country has and is now realizing the full pre- 
dictions of these statesmen. : : 

Economic writers in all ages have recognized that a contraction 
of the nation’s money supply has a tendency to paralyze trade and 
cause a fall in the general level of prices. On the other hand, an 
increase of the money supply will, if sufficient, cause them to rise. 

herman said in 1869, before silver was demonetized: ‘‘ The contrac- 
ton al je currency is a far more distressing operation than the Senators 
suppose. Our own and other nations have gone through the operation be- 
fore. It is not possible to take that vo without the sorest distress. It 
means the ruin of all dealers whose its are twice their business capital, 
though one-third less than their actual pro or It means the fall of agri- 
cultural production, without any great reduction of taxes. What prudent 
man eek dare build a house, a railroad, a factory, ora barn with this con- 
stant fact before him?” 

John G. Carlisle, on-Boeretary of the Treasury, said, in an address Febru 
ary 21, 1878: “ The conspiracy which seems to have been formed here and in 
Eur to destroy by legislation and otherwise from three-sevenths to one- 
half the metallic money of the world is the most gi tic crime of this or any 
other age. The condition of such a scheme would ultimately entail more 
misery upon the human race than all the wars, pestilences, and famine that 
have ever occurred in the history of the world.’ 


Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I yield twenty minutes to the 

tleman from Missouri [Mr. Dr ARMonpD]. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, the debate this morning, 
as is common, has taken a wide range. Noone has chosen to con- 
fine himself to the Military Academy bill, the matter pending. 
Under the circumstances | feel that I may be pardoned if I ad- 
dress myself to a subject before the country, but not immediately 
before the House. 

I refer to the resolution, passed in the Senate and defeated in 
this House, concerning the rights of the Goveri:ment with refer- 
ence to the payment of the obligations against it. <A slight and 
hasty historical review will serve, I think, to bring the real ques- 
tion clearly before those who choose to apprehend it. 

In 1863 there was legislation for the issuing of bonds. In 1869 
was passed the so-called credit-strengthening act. In 1870 there 
was another act for issuing bonds. In 1875 the specie-resumption 
act was . The sum and substance of all was and is that 
the obligations of the United States were declared to be payable, 
and are payable, in the standard coins recognized by the law of 
1870, the dollar of 25.8 grains of gold and multiples thereof, and 
the dollar of 412.5 grains of standard silver. 

In January, 1878, there was passed through the Senate, by a vote 
of 43 to 22, a resolution—the Matthews resolution—declaring the 
right of the Government to discharge its obligations in coins of 
gold or coins of silver. This gnome” ane the House in the 
same month of January, 1878, by an ative yote of 180, the 
negative vote being 79. Twenty years afterwards, twenty years 
almost to a day, the Senate, by a vote of 47 to 32, again passed 
this same resolution, and the House, by a vote of 133 for to 182 
against, defeated it. 

Has the Government or has it not the right under the law to 

ay its obligations in coins of either gold or silver? Whether it 

as or has not this right depends upon the law as the law is. Not 
a line of this law, not a syllable of it, gives countenance or sup- 
port to the contention that these obligations or any of thein are 
~— in gold to the exclusion of silver, but all the law upon the 
subject ee it clear and definite that, one and all, they are re- 
deemable in either gold coin or silver coin. Why, then, did the 
majority of this House vote down that resolution? 

Some of them said because in the resolution they found a declara- 
tion for the free and independent coinage of silver. Others, assign- 
ing no reason for their action, must leave events to disclose the 
reason. The reason can be none other than that they desire to 
commit the country to the payment of all its obligations in gold 
to the exclusion of the seunliarl silver dollar. The President of 
the United States, under the exhilarating influence of good eating 
and good drinking, when feasted and toasted by the millionaire 
Manufacturers’ Club in New York, spoke about the Government 
of the United States meeting all its obligations by paying the most 

uable money at the time of payment. He denounced as a 
technicality the law which gives the Government the option of 
paying silver instead of gold, or silver and gold, as may best suit 

ose Who pay—the people. The President said: 

N as should ever tempt us—nothing ever will tempt us—to scale down 
the debt of the nation through a technicality. tever may be the 

of the contract, the United States will discharge all its obligations 
in the money recognized as the best throughout the civilized world at the 
time of payment. 

What reason is there for this startling, this monstrous utter- 
ance? Where in morals or in law is the foundation for the con- 
tention that the Government of the United States, when the law, 
‘*the of the contract,” clearly specifies its right to pa 
in coin, and coin means either gold or silver, must pay the bon 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





holder in the money ‘‘recognized as the best throughout the civi- 
lized world at the time of payment”? ‘‘The sacred debt” of the 
bondholder! Nothing sacred about the law for the people's pro- 
tection! ‘The language of the contract” is buta “technicality”! 


Some are in the fashion of contending for a peculiar kind of 


morals which should characterize our Government in its transac- 
tions with the public creditor if a bondholder. Where do they 
find any reason in morals, law, or equity for the contention that 
the Government ought to be more generous in dealing with the 
= creditors than au individual ought to be in dealing with 


is creditors? The United States have the right to pay their 


bonds, principal and interest, in either gold or silver, or the laws 
are nugatory. 
exist, for the law givesit. Where, then, is there any obligation 
to give the bondholder what the law does not give him? Is it 
enough that he prizes gold highest or that ‘‘ the civilized world” 
esteems it the ‘‘ best” money? 


It is useless to make laws if this right does not 


Shall we apply that philosophy when squaring individual trans- 


actions? Who will say that an individual citizen owing another 
citizen a debt payable by the terms of the contract, the law of its 
creation, in ‘‘coin” has not the right to pay in either gold coin or 
silver coin? Whowill say that the debtor tendering silver in pay- 
ment of his debts, made payable in coin, falls short of his duty? 
Then if the Government meets its coin obligations in the same 
way, will it be falling short in the performance of its duty? Can 
it be recreant in morals, law, or equity when it pays its debts as 
it contracted to do? 


What is the effect of this disregard of law which the President 


proclaims and his party votes for? It will not do tosay “ construc- 
tion” of law, because therecan be nosuch construction. The law 
is so plain that there is nothing in it to construe. What kind of 
morals, then, is there in this disregard of law, this flagrant proc- 
lamation that the taxpayers of this country, who contribute the 
revenues out of which the debts are paid, are bound to pay more, 
are bound to part with more, than either the letter or the spirit of 
the contract exacts? Can anything suggest it except the desire to 
favor, to benefit, to exalt the bondholder at the expense of the 
taxpayers? Talk about ‘the sacred debt of the nation,” the Gov- 
ernment bonds, and about the national honor! Are not the 
national obligations fully discharged when all that the law calls 


for is tendered and paid? Where is the warrant for proceeding 


beyond that? 


But some gentlemen say that the excuse or the reason for op- 


position to this resolution is that part of it, as they say, is for the 


free and independent coinage of standard silver dollars. This, I 


submit in all sincerity, is a subterfuge which gentlemen will find 


entirely insufficient for their shelter when they come to meet be- 
fore the people the proposition that the Government has a legal 
right to pay off its bonds with standard dollars of 412} grains of 


silver. That right is in the law in plain words. Who, then, can 
deny that if the Government has the right to pay in silver doilars 


it must have ample authority to provide for creating such dollars 
with which to pay? And yet we are told that the creationof these 


dollars would be a violation of good faith. Let gentlemen who 
dwell upon that, let gentlemen who rest their vote against the 
people for the bondholders upon that, pause a moment to consider 


ow slender is their support and how flimsy is their screen. 

Do they say the Government has the right to pay in silver dol- 
lars, but has not the right to make them, though the Government 
alone can coin money? What is such logic worth? What are 
such principles worth? Where is the justice init? If the Gov- 
ernment has the right to use silver dollars in discharging its 
obligations—as in morals, in law, in justice, and in equity to the 
army of taxpayers it has—why, then, has it not the right to coin 
that kind of dollars with which to make such payment? 

The resolution asserts this power and this right. The issue is 
fairly put by it, and the country will understand it. Here is an 
attempt, by those who opposed that resolution vainly in the Senate 
and who opposed it with success in the House, to commit the 
country more completely, more firmly, more securely to the gold 
standard. Not only that, but to violate the law in order that 
those who are entitled to nothing more than silver dollars shall be 
supplied with gold, no matter how much thereby the burden of 
debt may be increased upon the masses of the taxpayers, no mat- 
ter how great the advantage may be to those who hold the obliga- 
tions of the Government. 

What a beautiful spectacle, Mr. Chairman, it is in morals, 
when the President of the United States, surrounded by his mil- 
lionaire associates, stimulated by their interests and their smiling 
favor, declares that the law of his country (which he is bound to 
execute) is a mere “‘technicality.” That whatever the contract, 
the money which the “civilized world” holds to be the most 

recious, the most valuable, that which costs the most, that which 
is the hardest to get, that which the bond-holding creditor most 
desires—thatshall be given. Talk about anarchy and repudiation! 

The repudiation of a just debt is a thing not to be defended, not 
to be upheld. Upon this side we neither advocate it nor defend 
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it. But the repudiation of obligations owed to the people of this 
country; the repudiation of rights that are theirs; the repudiation 
of their law for the benefit of those who hold obligations against 
them—what man can furnish me with words with which to char- 
acterize properly that great abuse of the public power and of pub- 
lic office. o condemnation is too severe for such repudiators. 

How worthy of note it is that in the progress of this resolution 
through these two bodies not a solitary man who cast his vote 
and influence against William McKinley in the last Presidential 
election and had an opportunity to vote in this House or at the 
other end of the Capitol cast his vote against this resolution. 
And of all the supporters of President McKinley in this House, 
but one rose above his party, stood by the law, and cast his vote 
for the resolution, as many of his party friends had done in the 
past. 

Little by little this Republican party has been uncovering. 
Little by little it has been abandoning the subterfuges and throw- 
ing off the masks by means of which it deluded many people in 
the last election, until now its leaders have the brazen effrontery, 
the shameless audacity, to advocate the violation of law and the 
spoliation of the people. They have come out into the open and 
voted for a robbery which really they long have had at heart and 
in purpose. Heretofore they were too timid or too politic fora 
public exhibit. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

While the President, Mr. Chairman, put in power by your 
party, is calling the law “technical” and has degraded his high 
office and insulted the American people by advocating before the 
millionaires who banqgueted him its violation, thank the God of 
nations there is another man, for whom were cast six and a half 
million votes in the election of 1896, who is advocating the true 
policy of the American people. He insists that they shall pay no 
more than the just obligations against them. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.}] ‘‘He appears at country fairs,” somebody 
sneeringly says. ‘‘ Appears at country fairs and discusses the 
financial question.” Yes, Mr. Chairman, he does appear at coun- 
try fairs, where the sturdy yeomanry assemble. He does appear 
in the plain garb of private citizenship before the American people 
as their friend and their champion, and upon their strong arms 
er will bear him to victory. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. } 

There is the contrast, and it can not be better presented. Your 
President, surrounded by millionaires, tickling them, flattering 
them, degrading his high office and sacrificing his countrymen, 
advocates the violation of the law. The great patriot enthroned 
in the hearts of the American people, the man in whom they have 
confidence, who is their friend, really and truly, occupies the sta- 
tion of the private citizen. But he goes abroad among the masses 
of the people, not too good to meet where they meet; not too good 
to go into their cabins in the woods, their houses on the farm, their 
mines, their workshops; not too good to appear at agricultural 
fairs where his countrymen assemble and there plead the cause of 
the American people—equality under the law and in the adminis- 
tration of the law. 

The issue is put fairly. Let the American people consider it 
and let them decide it. And let our friends realize that against 
us will be massed not only the Republican organization, but all 
its allies. All the agencies of power and corruption, all that 
can be bought, and all who can be coerced will Se against us. 
Our appeal is to American manhood. We look forward confi- 
dently, Mr. Chairman, to a favorable verdict in 1898, to a glorious, 
a stupendous, victory in 1900. After that the law will cease to be 
a technicality. After that justice and equity will be found in 
respect for the masses of the people. After that the bondholder 
will get his dues and no more then hisdues. After that monopoly, 
the trusts, and corruption will cease to rule in this land. Then 
the people will come to their own, never more, in the good provi- 
dence of God, to be bribed or deluded out of it or driven from it. 
[Continued applause. 

Mr. HULL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. me 

Mr. LOW. r. Chairman, the debates that have taken place 
in this House during the past four or five days have not been con- 
fined to the bills that have been up for consideration, and it is a 
well-known fact that every time a new paragraph was read it was 
the signal for a Democratic outburst, hurling the opposition of 
that party against prosperity. And no wonder, Mr. Chairman. 
If the Democratic party has an enemy it is prosperity. Utter the 
word ‘‘ prosperity” in the presence of a Democrat and he will 
turn pale and shake like an aspen leaf. Why, sir, from the very 
commencement of the Fifty-fifth Congress all the way through to 
the present time the legislative path of this House has been blazed 
by Democratic fault-finding and opposition, and in some cases 
members on the other side of the House have gone to the extreme 
limit of parliamentary usages in hurling their abuse at Republican 
methods and Republican procedure. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the attention of the House to the 
New York Herald of January 27, 1898, in which I find a column 








and a half devoted to the publication of thirty-four communica- 
tions from as many industries of this country—not confined to any 
one section, but extending from the Atlantic coast to the Missouri 
River. I embody these as a part of my remarks: 


PROSPERITY'’S RETURN DESCRIBED BY VISITING MANUFACTURERS—GREAT 
REVIVAL OF BUSINESS THROUGHOUT THE COUNTRY TOLD OF BY MANU- 
FACTURERS FROM ALL SECTIONS, WHO PROPHESY AN UNPRECEDENTED 
ERA OF PROSPERITY FOR THE UNITED STATES. 


R. H. North, of North Bros. Manufacturing Company, hardware and 
iron findings, Philadelphia: Business has steadily improved for a year be- 
cause of a new feeling of confidence and better crops in the West. Tariff 
legislation has had a eo deal to do with the improvement in the manufac- 
turing business. Orders from the South are quite as good as they were a 
yeer aRO, and at that time they were much better than from other parts of 

e country. 

8S. B. Vrooman, lumber, Philadelphia: Improvement in business is general 
throughout the country. It is marked with us. I have talked with many 
members of the association, and all say better times have arrived, while the 
outlook is encouraging. 

Arthur H. Lowe, president of the Parkhiil Manufacturing Company. ging- 
hams, Fitchburg, Mass.; capital, $300,000: The present depression in Massa- 
chusetts, and, in fact, all New England, because of the cotton strike, is only 
temporary. Everything indicates long prosperity in general business. 

D. M. Thompson, president of the Corliss Steam Engine ee Provi- 
dence, R. I.; capital $300,000: Prosperity is coming slowly but steadily, and 
by April we will be at the rush line, and in eighteen months we will be in a 
period of business activity such as this at has never seen. In all parts 
of the country there is a gain, but particularly in the West and South. Of 
course the New England labor trouble is hurtful, but it will not last long. 

Robert W. Scott, of Scott & Williams, knitting machines, Philadelphia; 
capital $100,000: There is more activity in business now than there has been 
in four years. The South showsa disposition to enter more and more into 
the textile industries. 

Theodore C. Search, president of the Manufacturers’ Association and re 
resentative of the John B. Stetson Company, Philadelphia; capital, $2,700,000: 
Can you tell me a part of the country where there is not prosperity? It is 
coming to all sections more and more ae day. 

Robert Pilling, of Pilling & Madeley and the Pilling Manufacturing Com- 
pany, Philadelphia; knit goods; capital, $250,000: Our business was next to 
nothing a year ago. To-day weare running on fulltime. Manufacturers all 
over the country are busy, es lly in the West and South. 

F. F. Smith, of the Ferracute Machine Com my, Beiigotce. N. J., machin- 
ery; capital, $150,000: There has been a decidedly better condition since the 
latest change in the tariff and the settlement that followed it. We have 
added 50 per cent to our force in the last year, and look for three of the best 
years the machine industry has ever known. 

D. Howarth, ot the Chester Cotton Manufacturing Company, Philadelphia; 
capital, $200,000: Prosperity is in the East. Weare running full time. In 
the last four years we ran about twenty months. The South is buying as it 
never bought before, and orders from the West have doubled. 

Rudolph Blankenburg, of Rudolph Blankenburg & Co., manufacturers of 
yarn and importers of linen and silk, Philadelphia: Business has been better 
in the last year than it had been in ten years, especially in the West and the 
Northwest. Prospects fora nd future are excellent. 

L. L. Dean, of L. L. Dean & Co., Amsterdam, N. Y., lead goods manufac- 
turers: A decided improvement is noticeable in trade in my section. It has 
been go a the inauguration of President McKinley, and the prospects are 
excellent. 

John H. Converse, Baldwin Locomotive Works, Philadelphia, Pa.: Business 
has shown great improvement since the inauguration, and we expect a much 
greater improvement. There is a greater demand than there has been for 
several years, and the pr are favorable. 

R. J. Taylor, of R. J. Taylor & Son, manufacturers of black-lead crucibles, 
Philadelphia, Pa.: I do business with metal men all over the world, and can 
safely say that business shows an improvement of more than 50 per cent over 
last year. Not in years has business shown such marked improvement as it 
has during the last two months. 

N. G. Williams, treasurer Vermont Farming Machine Commnne, Bellows 
Falls, Vt.; capital $100,000: The tariff has helped business wonderfully; per- 
haps more than anything else. Good crops in the West have ca a big 
increase in the volume of tradethere.. I think the improvement will continue. 

Edward P. Alexander, of Alexander Bros., P elphia, manufacturers of 
leather belting: Our Southern and Western trade has increased 25 per cent 
this year. Good crops account for it, and it isas permanent as good times 
ever are. 

H. W. Heedy, secretary of the Andrews Bros. Iron and Steel Company, 
Youngstown, hio: The outlook in our line is most promising,and we are 
expecting a large volume of business in the a year. We attribute the 
ore of trade almost entirely to the reaction following a change of Admin- 
istration. 

James Charles Read, Pittsburg, Western representative of the Bureau of 
American Republics: I have made the entire tour of the West and South 
recently and visited hundreds of the biggest manufacturing concerns. I find 
that the renewed confidence arising from the change of Administration has 
worked wonders. Establishments that were anxious for business a little 
while ago now have more work than they can do. There is a general feeling 
that the proper thing to do at this time is to pee our export interests on a 
sound and permanent basis. We need a subsidized merchant marine, so that 
ss may not hinder the export trade and so that greater facilities 
for that trade may be afforded. 

William M. Taylor, president of the Chandler & Taylor Com y steam 
engines and boilers, ane, Ind: Before I left for New Yor I gave 
orders to run our shops twenty-four hours to the day. That will give a fair 
indication of the state of trade in our district. Prices have not improved, 
however. We in Indiana find the increase in trade largely comes from West- 
ern States. We figure it out that Western folks are not so conservative as 
those of the East. They feel that the promised prosperity is in sight, while 
the East is waiting to be certain. The South this year is feeling the effects 
of the yellow fever scare. The change of Administration a year ago had 
much to do with the revival of trade, and the feeling that something will be 
done with the currency strengthens this. 

M. E. Barber, Piqua Handle and Manufacturing Company, Piqua, Ohio: 
Business is far better than it was a year ago. Home trade rather than our 
export branch shows marked sneronsenens, The return of public confidence 
has brought this about. ‘The future is bright. 

Frederick Sivyer, president of the Northwestern Malleable Iron Company, 
Milwaukee, Wis.: Business has decidedly improved in all lines in my section, 
and we are doing about all we can handle. The chief reason for this is the 
return —— confidence. The price of wheat, too, has had much to do 
with it. e outlook is favorable. 

W. J. Clark, of the W. J. Clark Company, Salem, Ohio: There is a decided 
improvement, and the prospects are good. Business men have confidence in 
the present Administration. 
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J. L. Boyer, Union Underwear Company, Piqua, Ohio: Business is exceed- 

ingly good, and we are sold seven months ahead. I think this will be an ex- 
ear. 

ee O. Chase, president of the Gpeecuae Chill Plow Company, Syracuse, 

N. ¥: Trade is uneven in our section of the country. Prices remain low, 

but I expect an improvement in the near future. 

J. B. Cartmell, representing O. 5. Kelly & Co., of Serinaees, Ohio, manufac- 
turers of steam road rollers and agricultural implements: The outlook for 
the coming year is more favorable t in years. Il attribute it to the change 
in Administration. 

Robert Laidlaw, of the Laidlaw, Dunn, Gordon Company, pumping ma- 
chinery, Cincinnati; ——. $700,000: Business conditions are better than 
they ever were. The a began three months ago. The West 
got the start, but the South and East are moving toward success. 

A. J. Paterson, ea of the National Cash Register Company, 
Dayton, Ohio; capital, $1,500,000: Increased trade is not confined to the South 
oan West. Itis general all over the country, and conditions point to a con- 
tinuance. Tariff has had something to do with it, confidence more. 

Allen Conkling, general manager Troy Laundry Machine Company, Chi- 
cago; capital, $5,000,000: Crops and the tariff exp the big trade in the 
Southwest. Our trade has increased 25 per cent more than last year. 

T. E. Moxtanus, president of the Springfield Machine Tool Company, 
Springfield, Ohio; capital, $1,000,000: The increase in trade is due to confi- 
dence and good cropsin the South and West. The buying movement will 
continue. Export trade is booming. The Herald would do great good to 
manufacturers by calling attention to our miserable consular service. It is 
worse than useless. Not ten consuls in Europe ever send here any informa- 
tion of big contracts open. You should see the way the English consuls 
watch their country’s trade interests. 

Thomas P. Egan, president of J. A. Fay & Co., and the Egan Company, 
Cincinnati, Ohio, manufacturers of wood-turning machinery; capital $2,500,- 
000: Prosperity has come with a rush, and in six months every factory in the 
United States will be running, and in four years we will have the greatest 
business the country has ever known. The West, of courze, is getting the 
first benefits of prosperity becausea large quantity of farm produce has to be 
moved, and that means money for the farmer. 

Joseph Andrew Jeffrey, president Jeffrey Manufacturing Company, Co- 
lumbus, Ohio; mining machinery; capital, $600,000: Settling the tariff ques- 
tion and allaying the free-silver scare have caused the increased business. 
Business is growing better all the time throughout the country. 

A. B. Farquhar, president Farquhar Agricultural Implement Company, 
York, Pa. ; capital, $500,000: Increased trade in the South and West, the result of 
big crops. e tariff has helped the general improvement, and business will 
continue strong. ; 

B. Fenton, president of the Erie Preserving Company, Buffalo; capital 
$100,000: The canned food trade South and West ined 33 per cent on last 

ear. Good crops in a large measure are responsible for it, likewise the set- 
ting of the tariff question. 

J. H. Sternbergh, president of the Kansas City Bolt and Nut Company, 
Kansas City; = tal $700,000: Twenty-five per cent will not cover the gain in 
the Southwest thisyear. Texas is booming, big crops, with —— compara- 
tively plenty. Our factory is working double time and can not fill orders at 
that. Irhis io the best year the West had for a long time. 

Thomas L. Cannon, secretary of the St. Louis Manufacturers’ Association, 
representing $500,000,000 capital: Trade is good all over the country and will 
continue so. 


Yet. Mr. Chairman, in the face of such testimony, we have heard 
day after day remarks from the other side scouting at the sugges- 
tion of prosperity in this country, and the howling has broken out 
afresh this morning. Mr. Chairman, one hundred and fifty years 
ago there was a community in New England called ‘‘calamity 
howlers,” with the members of which it was an unwritten law 
never to wear a smile, never to look happy: When the sun shone 
and stimulated their crops, they claimed that it was an ill omen; 
that it meant starvation before the coming winter was through. 
The only occasion when they were happy was while attending the 
funeral of one of their own sect. The descendants of that com- 
munity emigrated West and South, and to perpetuate the memory 
of their ancestors they founded the Democratic party. 

Here the hammer fell. 
r. SMITH of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman be allowed further time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time allowed for general debate has 
been limited. 

Mr. LOW. I would like five minutes, but will close in a min- 
ute and a half. 

Mr. HULL. I yield the gentleman that much additional time. 

Mr.LOW. Now,I wish to say to those who have been particu- 
larly abusive on the other side, measure up the potency of the two 
great parties of this country and in so far as the welfare and pros- 
perity of our country are concerned the Democratic party bears 

* about the same relation to the Republican pate that an ordinary 
dip candle does to the illuminating power of the most modern elec- 
clight. [Applause.’ And if you wish tocontinuein business, 
take all your theories and all your methods, melt them back into 
the bullion of current ideas, and recoin the ingot to meet the 
wants, the demands, and the requirements of a progressive people 
of a progressive age. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I should like to ask the gentleman 
a question. 
e CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr.SULZER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Dela- 
ware [Mr. ok 

Mr. HANDY. r. Chairman, the blast of ‘‘ prosperity ” which 
the gentleman has just given the House tempts me to go back to 
the subject of prosperity in Philadelphia. That subject has been 
handed back and forth between myself and one of the Repre- 
sentatives on this floor from Philadelphia [Mr. ApAms], touching 
particularly the question of soup houses in that city. Asa result 
of our discussion I have come into possession of more definite in- 
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formation in regard to the soup houses in Philadelphia at the 
present time and the work those houses are doing. 

I find, Mr. Chairman, that there are at the present time seven 
different soup houses in Philadelphia in active operation. The 
Central Soup Society is furnishing soup every day to 712 people; 
the Western Soup Society is furnishing soup daily to 1,475 people; 
the Moyamensing Soup Society, to 2,500 people; the Southwark 
Soup Society, to 2,071 people; the Spring Garden Soup Society, to 
2,000 ple; the Northern Liberties Soup Society, to 2,200 people; 
the Kensington Soup Society, to 1,541 people. So that, all told, 
there are 12,499 different people drawing soup, under the present 
conditions of golden ‘‘ prosperity,” from these seven soup houses 
in Philadelphia. 

It would seem from a former statement of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. ApAms] that under the Wilson bill there were 
30,000 people at one time drawing soup in Philadelphia. [I fear 
that estimate is an exaggeration, but I will accept it. Under the 
present conditions there are 12,499. From these figures I draw 
the conclusion that under the gold standard at its worst 30.000 
Philadelphians must starve, and under the gold standard at its 
best 12,499 Philadelphians must starve! This, then, is the meas- 
ure of the difference between prosperity and adversity—the dif- 
ference between 30,000 people without food and 12,499 people 
without food! 

Mr. Chairman, these figures were taken from an article pub- 
lished in the Philadelphia Item of February 4. The figures of the 
number of individuals given soup are in some points estimated 
from the number of families supplied with soup. I do not claim 
that these estimated figures show the exact number of persons re- 
ceiving soup. I have estimated on the basis of five people to a 
family. There may be, in some cases, six, eight, or ten people to 
a family, so that I may have made an underestimate; for Provi- 
dence, in its kindness, when people are denied enough food, gives 
them sometimes more thanenough children. I do not know how 
that may be. 


I desire to ask consent, sir, to print this newspaper article as a 
part of my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
print the newspaper article to which he has referred. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

The article is as follows: 


ALMOST STARVING!—HOW ‘PROSPERITY’ AFFECTS THE TOILERS—SEVEN 
SOUP HOUSES BUSY—THE ITEM DISCOVERS EVIDENCE OF WIDES@READ 
PRIVATION. 


Prosperity seems not to have fallen upon Philadelphia in vast profusion, if 
the great work now being done by charitable organizations of the city is con- 
sidered before an opinion be rendered. 

Indeed, these associations and the amount of work which they are doing 
— seem to indicate that want and suffering are more abundant than ever 

ore. 

And the ey during the present wintry season are not undeserving peo- 
ple. They are those who ordinarily maintain themselves by honest labor, but 
are not offered the means of doing so. 

A tour of the seven soup houses of the city, made by an Item reporter, re- 
vealed a distressing condition of affairs among the worthy laboring classes. 

The city is divided into districts, so that no persons can get supplies from 
two — at once. Each family is visited by an officer of the society de- 
= for such purpose, and none but those who are worthy are given sup- 

ies. 
. The Central Soup Society is located at 709 and 711 Cherry street, and is one 
of the largest and best appointed in the city. It is now supplying soup daily 
to 152 families, a number slightly in excess of that given outa year ago at this 
time. 

Yesterday the house gave soup and bread at noon to 712 of the unem- 
ployed, the men forming a long line in the cold, icy street, to await their op- 
portunity to receive the food given to them. 

Only a few are able to avail themselves of the opportunity to obtain soup 
without waiting, by the payment of 2 cents for the privilege. The number 
of single men fed daily is also slightly in excess of that which was obtaining 
relief a year ago. 

There have been very few years in which destitution has been greater 
than during the present. : 

The Western Soup Society, at 1615 South street, is supplying soup and 
bread to 265 families each day, with generally two adults and a number of 
children in each family. 

This is not quite as large a number as last year, because some 75 families 
have been found to be unworthy of relief and were cut off accordingly. 

Besides these, the society is also supplying some 30 families in an adjoining 
district who might otherwise be starving. These are located in the territory 
below Eleventh street, between South and Walnut. 

Every day this society gives out 150 gallons of soup, and on Saturday, in 
addition to the regular allowance, an extra pueene ot bread is given. 

The Moyamensing Soup Society, at 926 South Eighth street, below Chris- 
tian, is daily supplying over 500 families with a noonday meal. The average 
number in each family is five, making over 2,500 people who are dependent 

upon the good work of the charitable for a noonday meal. 

Besides this, soup is served at noon to about 40 men whe apply for assist- 
ance. The same is also done at the Western Soup House. 

Those who ask for aid are almost entirely working people, something that 
has proven very surprising to the managers of the house. 

In some former years, pecenty 1897, the patrons seemed to be an improvi- 
dent and somewhat worthless class of people. 

But this year applicants for relief often remain far away from the soup 
houses for a day, or even in some cases several days. Investigation of these 
osnqnenty show that the man or woman of the family has found employ- 
ment for a time and remained away until again out of work. 

The same is true of the Southwark Soup Society, at 8338 Hancock street, 

ust below Queen street, near Second. Soup is being given daily to 454 fami- 
composed of 830 adults and 1,241 children, a total of 2,071 persons. This 
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number is stated to be not quite as large as last year, and are declared to be 
of a far better class. 

This is the fifth week that the house has been open, and the management 
fully expects, if the cold weather continues, that the number will far exceed 


that of the previous year. A number of “transients” are also fed each day. 

The Spring Garden Soup Society, at 1329 Buttonwood street, is furnishing 
soup and bread to 420 families, comprising about 2,000 persons. It gives out 
daily 850 pounds of bread. 


The number of families supplied is fully fifty more than last year, and 
shows the extreme want of people in this ordinarily prosperons section of 
the city. Within any reasonable abundance, there would be little need for 
charity here. 

The Northern Soup Society is located on Fourth street, just above Brown. 
Yesterday the society gave out 370 gallons of soup to 412 families and 200 sin- 
gle wayfarers who applied for assistance. The investigations of the manage- 
ment show great suffering among the poor of this section. 

More bread is being given out now thanin any previous year. This year 
600 pounds of bread is given out daily; heretofore it was the custom to give 
this amount three days a week, but there is such an urgent demand for 
assistance the present year that the distribution is being made daily. 

This society maintains a branch at 2701 York street, and 85 gallons of soup 
are given out each day. This is about the same amount of relief usually 
afforded at the branch society. 

The Kensington Soup Society, at 1036 Crease street, above Richmond, is 
giving out 180 gallons of soup and 574 pounds of bread each day.- This sup- 
plies 296 families, comprising 1,475 persons and 65 wayfarers. Thisis a larger 
amount of bread than has ever before been given out by the society and 
more suup than was supplied during the same period two years ago. 

All these societies have suffered by reason of the increased cost of bread, 
which is one-fourth more than in any previous year. This adds from $100 to 
$200 per month to the expense of the society. 

In addition, the meat used and certain vegetables are also more costly 
than heretofore, so that there is an unusual demand upon their funds. 


Mr. HANDY. I yield back the remainder of’ my time to the 
gentleman from New York. 

Mr. SULZER. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. WILLiams]}. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I once hearda 
little story of a man who was engaged in the business of selling | 
eggs, and who carried two baskets to the market, one containing | 
@ great many eggs and the other a great many affidavits to the | 
effect that the eggs were absolutely fresh and sound. {Laughter.] | 
It was stated, I believe, that the eggs obtained rather a poor sale | 
because of there being so many affidavits. It had the effect of 
making prospective customers rather doubtful about the eggs—a 
little suspicious of their soundness. [Laughter.] I think, apply- 
ing that anecdote to present conditions, that it is a pretty good 
example of Republican “‘ prosperity.” [Laughter. | 

There are just a few too many affidavits demonstrating the 
existence of that prosperity, while, as a matter of fact, the pros- 
perity itself does not appear. You have accompanied the so-called 

rosperity with such a vast number of these affidavits that you 
one yourselves excited popular suspicion. 

The gentleman from Delaware {|Mr. Hanpy], who has just 
taken his seat, read something with reference to the soup houses 
in Philadelphia. Now let me call your attention for a moment 
to a little article in one of our own papers in this city. I cut the 
following article fromthe Washington Post of to-day, and I ask 
your attention toit as an illustration of the conditions now existing: 
TORE DOWN M’KINLEY’S PICTURE—MACHINISTS INCENSED AGAINST HIM 

BECAUSE THEIR WAGES HAVE BEEN CUT. 
{Special to the Post.] 
WHEELING, W. VA., February 6, 1898. 

The great bulk of the men employed — the Wheeling Iron and Steel Com- 
pany at Benwood are Republicans, as is the case in most of the Wheeling dis- 
trict iron works. Pictures of President McKinley and cartoons representing 
the opening of the mills as against the opening of the mints were numerous 
about the plant in the 18% campaign. Since then the men’s wages have been 
cut twice and another cut is pending. 

During a meeting in the big machine shop Frida: 
in speaking. pointed to a big picture of President McKinley and spoke smil- 
ingly of returned prosperity. Instantly the big picture was pulled down, 
torn to shreds, and trampled under foot amid a round of cheers. 

The soundness of your doctrine of universal prosperity seems 
to have been suspected at least at Wheeling, W. Va., and suspected 
especially by men who, as this article shows, were Republicans in 
the last campaign, and who joined in proclaiming that absurd 
theory, under present conditions, that prosperity was to be reached 
by “opening the mills and not the mints;” absurd, because it was 
proclaimed without stopping to inquire why people ought to want 
to ‘‘open the mills;” without stopping toconsider that the sole pur- 
pose of “opening the mills” is to make goods, and that the sole 
purpose of making goods is to sell them, and the sole purpose of 
selling them is to make a profit for the manufacturers. 

It may be well to remember that there is a condition existing 
with reference to the market which can not be disputed and will 
not be denied, viz, that there are already more goods than the 
people have money to buy. The trouble is at the buying end, not 
at the manufacturing end, of the transaction. This will remain 
the trouble so long as more goods are made than the people can 
buy. There is not much usein opening the mills if you can not 
sell, unless you want simply to run them for fun. 

ge the hammer fell. 

r. SULZER. How much time have I remaining, Mr. Chair- 
man? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman has five minutes. 


night some of the men, 


Mr. SULZER. I yield the remainder of the time to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. GaIngs]. 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Chairman, the Wilson tariff was a law of 
the land in 1895. It was a lower tariff than the McKinley or the 
_ gley eae How did the New England States get along under 
it, we as 

I hold in my hand a bulletin from the Department of Labor for 
September, 1897, with reference to the industries, manufactures, 
and so on, in the State of New Hampshire in 1894 and 1895. It 
contains a statement showing the increases during the year 1895 
a a in New Hampshire. 

t reads: 


The following statement shows comparative statistics for the 203 identical 
establishments reporting for the years 1894 and 1895: 


Statistics of manufactures, 1894 and 1895. 





Items. 1894. 1895. Increase. 
SRE SU. .2 .., ; wadaaiebvibbunninneinene 1, 354 |$21, 364, 805 $281, 451 
gS SRE EE *e « 8, 224,175 |$13, 522, 690 515 
Teeny Gir SPIN 2. Si cbasseocebowdeaeh , 694, 295 , 049, 412 , 117 
Number of male employees ................ 12, 491 12, 814 R3 
Number of femals employees .............. 6,144 6, 207 63 
eae $6, 668,051 | $6,900, 203 $232, 152 
Average yearly wages of employees. ...... $386. 16 $304. 48 $8. 32 





RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD AND FUEL. 


This information was obtained from retail storekeepers in 235 cities and 
towns. The prices given are for the months of June and December, 1895. As 
in the case of the preceding tables,no summary is published. In treating of 
the general result of this inquiry the report says: ‘‘Two important facts 
seem to have been established, viz: (1) That there has been a general decline 
in the prices.of commodities. * * * (2) That there has been a general ad- 
vance in wages, especiaily marked in locations where employees of pr r- 


ous manufacturers comprise a larger proportion of the patrons of retail deal- 
ers in food and fuel.” 


A fall in the price of necessaries and a rise in wages, Mr. Chair- 
man. 


All along the line throughout this table there is shown to bea 
constant increase in laborers, wages, and capital in the industries 
of the great State of New Hampshire. You will perhaps remem- 
ber a few days ago a similar table was submitted by me with ref- 
erence to the cotton and other industries in the State of Rhode 
Island, showing a constant increase during this Wilson tariff. And 
yet, notwithstanding the prevalence of the low tariff, there was a 
steady and a uniform increase in the industries of this State and 
all partsof it for 1894-95, while under the present bigh tariff we 
have a wail of distress from all parts of New Hampshire, Rhode 
Island, and all the New England States. 

It is, Mr. Chairman, a picture. History shows that under 
the low tariff of 1846 to 1860 we had great poe > the New 


England States, so great that there was no desire by Democrats or 


Republicans to repeal this low tariff until, I believe, the Jate war. 
During this period we had the free coinage of both gold and silver 
at the ratio of i6 to 1 and a low tariff, and prosperity followed 
throughout this country. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, I hold in my hand an editorial from the 
Boston Traveler, a paper published in the city of Boston, Febru- 
ary 3, 1898. It calls upon the people to attend in a few days two 
monster meetings gotten up to help the laborers of Massachusetts 
because of the cut in w there. Now, let us see what these so- 
called well-paid, well-fed people are doing and what is their con- 


dition. I read the third and fifth paragraphs, and will insert the 
whole editorial: 


{From the Boston Traveler, Thursday, February 3, 1898. ] 
HELP FOR NEW BEDFORD'S OPERATIVES. 


One week from next Puntos evening, February 13, two monster benefit 
rformances will be given under the direction of the Traveler's Red Cross 
ureau for the relief of the suffering among the New Bedford cotton-mill 
operatives. The performances will occur at the Tremont and the Columbia 
theaters, which have been donated by Mr. John B. Schoeffel, nee of the 
Tremont, and Messrs. R. M. Gulick & Co., through Mr. Thomas R. Henry, 
resident manager. 

The attractions will be notable, and the volunteers will include many of 
the most a artists of the professional, musical, and dramatic stage. 
Full particulars will be announced ee: and the seats will go on sale at 
the box offices of both theaters next Mon 2 es ata ——-~ scale of 
prices. In so far as it is possible the bill at both houses will be the same. 

The needs of the operatives are so great and the knowledge of them is so 
general that it is scarcely necessary to urge them. It stands to reason that 
when employees whose wages are from $4.50 to $6 weekly are thrown oat of 
employment, the suffering will be great. There is very little possibility of 
laying by much for a rainy day,and the closing of the mills found the opera- 
tives in very poor condition to meet the struggle. The funds which are con- 
tributed by the labor organizations are, of course, insufficient to meet the 
needs fully, and it seems to the Traveler that few more ae objects of 
relie? are offered than that which presents itself in New Bedford. 

The strike is the outgrowth of a situation which is greatly out of the ordi- 
nary. Itis not only the voicing of a protest t a wholesale reduction in 
wages, but it is a remonstrance against an evil of New England’s industrial 
system, which is receiving condemnation from all fair-minded men. Various 

cumstances have com in the last few years to reduce many of the 
cotton-mill operatives to a position little better than slavery, and the rebel- 
lion against this order of treatment is only what was to have been ex 


ee en eee 


1898. 


DESTITUTION. 


he needs of the strikers let us quote random phs from 
on sa ew Bedford dispatches: “In one house we visited the. children, 
who were just up and washed, were making their breakfast on dry crackers. 
These they ate with the keen relish which betokens hunger and everything 
but appetite. It nearly choked me to witness the ormance. 
“In Pimes of wor these unfortunate people can never afford a of flour. 
They have to buy in small quantities from week toweek. And then when 
no money is coming in, they can not even make bread after the — 
of flour have given out.” “But on all sides of us were people who noth- 
ing better to eat all day than dry bread. Those who had tea had a real lux- 
ury. Many there were who not even bread.” 
"Bo not expressive sentences prove the destitution? With the public 
nage that the merit of the two entertainments a week from next Sun- 
a evening should command, much can be done to make the conditions 
more jurable. 
are erand of the laboring man should fail to be present at one of these 
benefit performances. 


These are the rich fruits of your gold standard, of your high 
tariff—results which follow either. Compare these with the good 
old Democratic days that Mr. Blaine, Mr. Garfield, Mr. W: 2 
of Massachusetts, ane other great leading ioe se apy epee 

arty, said were most ous in the history of this coun- 
f ie had then low tariff and honest money. 

. Chairman, I take it that my time is about expired, and, 
without undertaking to read any more, I will ask permission to 
extend my remarks in the REcorD, with the comment that one 
of the pastors preaching to those poor strikers up there who has re- 
fused to accept any more salary until conditions are changed, comes 
out in an interview and says that his ple have been outra- 
geously and op ar treated. In addition to that he says that 
in these mills no: dividends have been declared and wages re- 
duced. That is a sad commentary upon you peo le who have 
thrown into our faces the claim that you are the friends of the 
laborer and high tariffs are best for wage earners: 


ETERNAL INFAMY THEIR REWARD—SUCH IS PROPHESIED FOR THOSE WHO 
ATTEMPT TO LOWER THE WAGES OF THE MILL OPERATIVES AND MAKE 
THEM WORSE THAN THE SLAVES BEFORE THE WAR—A TALK WITH REV. 
MR. ACORNLEY—TWO STRIKING INCIDENTS OF THE CRUELTY AND FIEND- 
ISHNESS OF THE NEW BEDFORD MILL OVERSEERS. 


[Special to the Traveler.]} 


NEw BEeprorD, February 3. 
After a night of wind and rain the like of which I never before experi- 
enced, we opened our eyes yesterday on another snowstorm, nearly 
y 


as heavy as that of Tuesda 
and get’ their shovels for busi- 


The men are heart again 
ness. There is quite a little work to be done in this city before the streets 
walk abroad without endangering 


can be made even No one can 
limb and life. 

It is an absolute im ibility to maintain a dicular without the aid 
of nailed soles, acts, mdly trees and fences and ph poles. 
One’s method of getting along the sidewalks can only be descri as acrawl. 
The streets were rivers. To-day they are frozen, some parts of them in 
smooth sheets, others in deep ruts, or high “ hubbles,” and over all is the 
snow, the beautiful snow, forming a covering which is treacherous in the 
extreme. 

I went out to find the residence of the Rev. Mr. Acornley, pastor of the 
Methodist Church in this district. I had but four blocks to walk. It took 
me guite fifteen minutes, however, to accomplish that distance. 

‘The snow and ice have melted and been broken through by wheels at the 
street corners, forming puddles and little a enough to cover the 
top button on an walking boot. It a vast deal of studying and 

and skillful e: g to get over these places without a serious 
wetting. The sidewalks werein afrightful condition. I wasobliged tocreep 
--— one street holding on to a fence. ‘in & 
r. sonar pene ory Sunday morning toa copqregntion number- 
ing from 125 to 150 persons. His chureh shows a membershi oan * adults; 
but on evenings the church is always filled to the doors. r. Acorn- 
ley is held in — esteem, not only by his church members but by the 
citizens of New ord in general. He hes worked among the re 
for five years and has endeared himself to one and all of his rs. 

I found Mr. Acornley in his study, a cheerful, well- room on the 
second floor of a neat and attractive two story anda half house, which stood 
on the corner of two streets. From stoop of this house I could see the 

tty little brown church just be in a bend of the road, and surrounded 
y cozy little cottages, many of w were provided with bay windows and 


neat po: 

It made an exceedingly pleasing picture. 

Mr. Acornley me very cerdially, and when I made my errand 
joc ef tha erika” although be ald “Tean uc sepeat what Tavs aiscady 

- “he “Tean repeat w ve y 
stated many times over since this unfortunate strike began.”’ 

He commenced by saying: “I think I showed that my sympathies were 
gatinely with these Sepasees’ poate when I ——— ae —_ last 

unday m oO! regoing m until suc © as 
these Bevin Ses have been satisfactorily aAjusted: 

See Won emo nections Cumenstantion of toy ym thy with these 
unfortunates. Ican not blame the ———- in industrial conflict 
against a cruel and w unjustifia uction ap wegee. In view of the 
large dividends paid to the stockholders and the y small wages paid 
to most of the operatives, r with the encouraging p 

ican not regard resent course of the manuf: rers as any- 
better than an attempt a place the shackles of Southern slaves on 


N en. 
“Sila: rwas abolished at the close of the civil war, never more to be resur- 
rected in this fair land, and eternal infamy shall be the reward of those who 
“ New Bedford has been selected as the place where the contest shall be 
settled. Strikes are unfortunate, no matter which side is the winner, and it 
behooves the participants to conduct themselves with decorum, so that pub- 
lic aya thy may not be alienated. I trust nothing will be said on either 
side : ten es of 


the bitterness, but that the princip the golden rule 
.! in which case we may hope for a speedy solution to the dif- 


ak the strikers are behaving very well,” I remarked. 
They are indeed,” he quickly made answer, “and I am very glad that 
thisistrue My oners are mostly English people, with a smattering 
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of Americans among them. They are devout Christians, very faithful and 
consistent, and also very intelligent. I have labored among them for five 
years, and they are all very dear tome. But owing to ill health I have been 
° ed to send in my resignation, much to my regret, to take effect during 
next May. 

‘It is absolutely imperative that I take a year’s rest from my duties. Iam 
editor of a church paper which is published monthly in Fall River and called 
the Primitive Met tJournal. Itis my present purpose to make my home 
in Fall River for the year of my enforced idleness, where I can superintend 
the work of my little journal, if I may not allow myself the pleasure of any 
considerable active work. 

“T shall be sorry to leave New Bedford, where I have spent the last five 

rs. There are few more beautiful cities than this one, and my labor here 

been one of love and, I trust, of usefulness. I recall nothing of an un- 

yeomas nature in connection with my life among these simple, hard-work- 
g mill people.” 

Mr. Acornley impressed me as being the ideal pastor, 2 man who not only 
preaches to his people, but who enters into their lives, their sorrows, and 
their trials. One little flock is about to lose a good and faithful shepherd. 

The men here are indignant to-day over the cold-blooded remarks which 
Mr. NeLson DINGLEY has recently delivered, if report may be trusted. 

He has said, so the rumor 8, that if there is any slavery, it is the mill 
workers’ own fault. The mill owners have nothing to do with it. He takes 
the stand that the condition of the mill hands in New England is better than 
that of the same class of poopie in any other part of the country, and that if 
they live in poverty, it is nobody's fault but their own. 

If this is not adding insult to aoe with a vengeance, I would like to be 
told what it would be called. I will wager anything I possess that Represent- 
ative DINGLEY never stayed in New Bedford long enough to inform himself 
in regard to the conditions existing here. 

The talk made by mill owners can not be considered as information. These 
wealthy stockholders are not the men to go to in order to learn the situation. 
The idea has quite an element of comedy init. Imagine a share owner say- 
ing to Representative DINGLEY, or Representative Brown, or Jones, or 
Smith, ** My workmen are fined and cut down and reduced right and left 
— Gay of their lives. We do not give them enough to buy salt and pep- 
per, let alone bread and potatoes. We do not intend that they shall have as 
much money to support their families on in a week as we pay for a couple of 
bottles of champagne or a box of cigars.” 

Imagine this, and then you will be able to see the humor in the offhand 
statements of Mr. NELSON DINGLEY, of Maine. There are none so blind as 
those who will not see, which saying is as hackneyed and true as that other 
one about there being two sides to every story. 

Representative WALKER, of Massachusetts, is quoted assaying that “the 
mill operatives of New England are better eo than the same class doing the 
same work in other localities in the United States.’ Heaven help the poor 
unfortunates in other localities then! 

But Mr. WALKER hedges, as usual, when he goes on to say that “the mill 
owners acted hastily in making the recent reduction in wages." 

Representative Thomas McRag, of Arkansas, hits the nail squarely on the 
head when he says, “I have reason to believe that mill bondage in New Eng- 
land in its dire effect upon the operatives is far more degrading than was 
plantation bondage in the South, and while I do not intend to defend slavery 
in the South, I may say this: The Southern people found the negro a barba- 
rian and they civilized him. Aside from | question of sentiment, self- 
interest dictated that the negro be well fed and well clothed. The Southern 
negro was brought into contact with the refinement and cultivation that 
—_— prev: inthe homes of the planters. If he wereill, he had the best 
attention.” 

Any unbiased person must see that the negro slave had a better time and 
had certainly better treatment on the whole than the Northern slave of the 
wealthy mill owner. 

These men donot get “the best attention.” Ishould say not. They get 
dise when they are ill; that is what they get. 

Only _ 1 of acase in point. A loom fixer at one of the mills here 
was in ill health. Water had entered the cellar of the mill in some manner 
and was quite deep on the floors. This man was ordered to help clear out the 
cellar. le was id to undertake the task in his weak condition, and toid 
his overseer that he was not able to dosuch work; that it was almost sure to 
lay him up, and asked to be excused. 

He was told to go into the cellar and go to work at once, or to the office 
and get what was comingto him. The poor man had a wife and several smali 
children penning oo for bread, so there was nothing for him but to 
obey his master. Was no use in appealing to the humanity of a man 
who was two-thirds brute and the other 
that wet cellar and did as he was ordered. 

‘ There were plenty of strong, robust men who would have been glad to 
take his place, for these r souls are all compassion for one another; they 
have not had all the kindness and sympathetic feeling driven out of them 
yet, whichisa wonder. But none of them was allowed to substitute for his 
sick companion. 

The man performed his task. He helped bail out the cellar, but two days 
afterward he was sick in his bed and unable to go to the mill for some time 
thereafter. He was obliged to have a physician, his symptoms being most 
alarming. en he went back to work he was far from complete recovery, 
and in a day or two had to give up and take his bed again. 

As soon as he could get about he went back the second time, but was again 
obliged to ask for leave of absence, when the overseer said to him, ‘* You can 
keep out of this place in future; we can’t be bothered with sick men.” 

And the poor soul lost his situation—lost it because he was ordered into 
ene pretty nearly knee deep at a time when his health was broken and his 

ungs weak. 

If his overseer had not been a fiend incarnate, this man would have been 
— the long illness in the first place, the doctor’s bill in the second, and 

charge finall . A negro slave would bein clover compared with his white 
brother of the Northern cotton mills. 

Mr. DINGLEY will say, perhaps, that this man’s condition is nobody’s fault 
but his own. If that gentleman ever talked with the share owners of this 

icular mill, I wonder how they happened to forget to mention this case 
him. It must have been an oversight on their part. 

If anyone thinks that this story is exaggerated, let him look over the files 
of the New Bedford Evening Standard. He will find the story as it was 
printed at the time, and he will not accuse me of having overdrawn it in the 
—— degree. The case was mentioned to me by a woman who knows 
this unfortunate and his family, and her story was corroborated by three 


persons. 

A full account of it ap in the newspapers at the time. 

Sometimes, but not often, the wretched victims of unjust fines becorae 
perfectly reckless and desperate 

Just before the strike a Frenchman, smarting under the injustice of a fine 
which wasso large as tocover almost hisentire pay for acut of cloth, declared 
that if he was to get nothing at all for weaving the cut he would keep the 
cloth. It is safe to say that his mind was slightly unbalanced from dwelling 
on his woes and grievances or he would never have dared defy his masters 
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in this manner. In a jiffy he had the cloth over his shoulder and was mak- 
ing off withit. Poorman! Hemust have beenentirely mad for the moment. 
He was captured at once, charged with theft, and at the present time is 
serving his sentence in the New Bedford jail. 

This only shows how desperate a man may become under a long and ~ 
sistent course of injustice and tyranny. I am sure the miserable man had 
lost his wits. And I do not marvel at it, either. 

The New Bedford strikers are not in love with Elijah Morse, one of the 
leading mill men here. Mr. Morse is the gentleman who wanted them to 
work twelve hours a day in order to compete with Southern manufacturers. 
One wonders how he would have arranged the hours. Would he have had 
them begin work at 4.30? Or would he have suggested their keeping it up 
till 8? -Or did he propose their entering the mills at 5.30 and going without 
their dinner, and thus finishing their labors at the usual hour? 

It would be interesting to know his ideas on this subject. 

I was in a book and stationery store yesterday. The store is one of the 
best ones in the city proper. Two prosperous-looking men, business men, I 
judged from their general appearance, were talking of the strike. One of 
these men said: “It’s no use for anyone to talk. The manufacturers have 
made a big mistake this time.” The other man promptly replied, ‘‘ You're 
just right. And no one knows this better than they do.” “A good, tough, 
able-bodied strike will educate these corporations a bit. They will find 
that the producer has a few rights as well as shareholders,” said the first 
speaker. ‘* Well,” said the other one, “it’s a thundering poor time to reduce 
wages when the share owners are making large profits.” 

So there was nochance of argument between these men. I have not heard 
one word in favor of the corporations since I have been in New Bedford. I 
am round and about, in the stores, on the streets, in the cars, and the subject 
is constantly talked over. I have kept a silent tongue and an open ear, and 
have listened to many a scrap of strike conversation, but not one word thus 
far have I heard uttered on the slave or side 


IZETTE LE BARON-COTTON. 


Mr. HULL. I yield the remainder of my time tothe gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. teow 7 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. airman, it seems to be the manifest 
purpose of this side of the House to present a hopeful condition, 
and on the other side of the House it seems to be the purpose to 
presenta hopeless condition. Now, Mr. Chairman, we have heard 
from Kansas, from Nebraska, and from Massachusetts as to the 
distress that prevails among the people. We have heard from 
that side of the House as to the woeful condition that prevails in 
Pennsylvania. We have had from our genial friend from Dela- 
ware | Mr. ns a statement this morning of the soup houses 
existing in Philadelphia, andit has occurred to me that our friends 
on the other side have something against Pennsylvania because 
the Republicans there have so many times put the Democrats in 
the soup. [Laughter.] 

But in all that has been said nothing has been presented here 
from the great State of South Dakota. I have been expecting 
daily that South Dakota would be presented here along with the 
rest of the States. I have before me a paper with nearly half a 
column of items under the head of ‘‘ Prosperous South Dakota.” 
Perhaps that is the reason why nothing has been heard from the 
other side of the House on the condition of affairs in that State. 
It would be interesting, if I had the time, to review somewhat the 
condition of things in the State of South Dakota, a State with 
which I am somewhat familiar from neighborship, and it would 
go far, in my judgment, to answer many of the objections that 
are made against the Republican party. If the Republican party 
in all its history is not the friend of the laboring man, if it is not 
the party that has opened opportunities to the laboring man, then 
no such party has ever existed in this country and does not exist 
now. 

Mr. KELLEY. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. PERKINS. No; I have but amoment’s time. I am ready 
here to say any good word for South Dakota, to bear testimony to 
its prosperous condition and to my conviction in its great future, 
and that is all any South Dakota man couldask. [Laughter.] It 
has been suggested here, Mr. Chairman, in connection with this 
running debate, as I remember, with reference to the priceof wheat 
and the price of wool, that the Republican party has been the 

arty of good fortune, the party of good luck. Very well. It 

ollows, Mr. Chairman, that if the Republican party is the party 
of good luck that there is another yew which is the party of 
bad luck. [Laughter.] For myself I prefer to belong to the 
party of goodluck. [Applause on the Republican side.] I prefer 
to belong to that party whose present and future is identified 
with the prosperity and happiness of the people. [Applause on 
the Republican side. ] 

I greatly prefer to go among the people of my country—of this 
country all together—and point them to a rising sun rather than 
to a setting sun. I prefer to do what I can to lift them up out of 
any despondency and to fill them with that hopefulness that shall 
give them courage to go forth and meet the battles of the world. 
There never has been a time and there never will be a time when 
there is not an abundance of distress in this world, and those who 
choose may go forth as scavengers to collect this with a view to 
discouraging others, but in my judgment that man or that party 
that seeks to break down the courage of the people rather than to 
Side) it is anenemy of mankind. [Applause on the Republican 
side. 

Mr. HULL. Now, Mr. Chairman, as the time for general de- 
an concluded, I ask the Clerk to proceed with the reading of 








The CHAIRMAN. The time for general debate has expired, 


The Clerk will read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the following sums be, and the same are hereby, 


appropriated, out of any money in the eoeury not otherwise app ria 
co. the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 80, 


PERMANENT ESTABLISHMENT. 


For pay of seven professors, $23,000. 
For pay of one chaplain, $2,000. 
For pay of one associate professor of mathematics, $2,000. 


Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 


word. I should like to present a few statistics to this House, and 
ask unanimous consent for ten minutes. 
time of the committee in general debate. 


Ihave not taken the 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I have given notice in advance 


that Iam going to try to hold the debate to this bill under the 
five-minute rule. 


Mr. HANDY. Let the gentleman have ten minutes. 

Mr. HULL. If we open political discussion under the five- 
minute rule, which is contr to the rules, it may prolong the 
consideration of this bill, which is a very small bill, for a consid- 
able time. We gave all the time that seemed to be necessary for 
general debate in which parties could talk about everthing in the 
world that they wanted to; but when you open up these political 
questions under the five-minute rule I believe you are entering 
upon a sea without any shores, and give notice that I shall object 
to it and ask for the consideration of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the ——- makes the point of order, 
the Chair thinks that under the rule it will have to be sustained. 

Mr. MAHON. Iask unanimous consent for ten minutes, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to be recognized for ten minutes. 

Mr. HULL. I object, unless it is with the understanding that 
it has relation to the bill. 

Mr. MAHON. I withdraw my amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In all, for extra pay of officers of Army on detached service at the Military 
Academy, $22,064.51. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. I should like to ask the chairman of the committee if 
there is any provision in this bill which defines in any way the 
duties of the academic board at West Point? 

Mr. HULL. There is not. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And whether, if there is no legislation in 
the bill, an amendment could be attached defining in any way the 
powers and duties and placing some restriction upon the powers 
of the academic board? 

Mr. HULL. Lshould think not. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that it 
seems to me that where the law gives members of Congress power 
to make nominations for cadetships in this Academy, that under 
the law the academic board has been exercising a power which is 
in restriction somewhat of the powers of members of Congress to 
make those nominations. While I am not very familiar with the 
law upon the subject, I will state that it occurs to me that there 
ought not to be that unlimited power in the academic board to 
report against the admission of a cadet once nominated by a mem- 
ber of Congress, unless it be for some very extreme offense. 

I know, Mr. Chairman, in some instances they have done so. 
After a cadet has been admitted, and after he has remained in the 
Academy during a session or possibly two sessions, that then, 
for some reason, some failure in examination, or for some cause, 
he would be drop or suspended, and then he only gets back 
when renominated by the member of Congress upon the recom- 
mendation of the academic board. Now, it seems to me that this 
is giving this academic board too much power, when you allow 
them to veto the power of a member of Congress to make a nomi- 
nation or to have a cadet reenter the school. They do not permit 
him to enter unless he gets the recommendation of the academic 
board. It gives them an absolute veto upon the power of mem- 
bers of this House to make nominations and to have his nominee 


enter that Academy. 
aot HULL. I realize that the academic board have exercised 
that 


power, because I am a victim, as they vetoed my recommis- 
sioning a cadet that had failed to pass; but I do not believe there 
is any place that you can, under the rules, legislate on that matter 
in this bill. I would suggest to my friend from Tennessee that if 
he will take the laws now governing the academic board and send 
a bill to the committee seeking to remedy the matter that he speaks 
of, the committee will carefully consider it. 

Before passing, I want to call attention to a misprint in line 4 
of this page: 


For pay of four assistant instructors of cavalry, artillery, and infan 


tactics (captains), in addition to pay as first and second ‘Youtenente, 
mounted, $2,400. 


It should be $2,100. 
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young cadets by the older ones became a crying evil, and in 1884 
a Democratic Congress emphasized their condemnation of such 
conduct by enacting— 

That hereafter any cadet dismissed for hazing shall not be eligible for reap- 
pointment. 

This statute was enacted as a rider on the Military Academy 
appropriation bill which became a law March 31, 1884. 

It will be seen that in such a case the recommendation of the 
academic board or even of the Secretary of War or the President 
would be unavailing to reappoint the cadet dismissed for such an 
offense. I know that my friend, for whom I have very high re- 
gard, will appreciate that this is a subject which we should not 
deal with unadvisedly or without the most careful consideration. 

I know that my friend would not suggest enacting a law under 
which every young man who may be appointed should be allowed 
to graduate. There isa tradition that Andrew Jackson on one 
occasion felt impelled to override all regulations upon this sub- 
ject. In one of the treaties with the Creek Indians it was pro- 
vided that a son of an Indian chief should graduate at West Point. 
He was found deficient and recommended for discharge, but 
‘Old Hickory ” said: 

Our treaty stipulated that he should graduate, and he must graduate. 

He was therefore turned back, and, after being at West Point 
five years, graduated July 1, 1822, After six months’ service in 
the Army he resigned and became a cotton planter in south Ala- 
bama. In 1836 he was appointed major of Creek Indian volun- 
teers, and was killed November 21, 1836, in the battle with Semi- 
nole Indians at Wahoo Swamp. After he was turned back at the 
Military Academy he studied hard and graduated thirty-ninth in 
a class of forty members. 

_ BLAND. Under what conditions can reappointments be 
made? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. When any young man has been 
found deficient, the board passes upon the question whether his 
conduct, aptitude, application, general efficiency, and the probable 
expectation of his graduating are such that it would be advisable 
toreappoint him. If that question be decided in his favor, he may 
be reappointed. 

My friend from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON} states that— 

The law gives members of Congress power to make nominations for cadet- 
ships in the Academy. 

My friend is mistaken in this. Congress has never enacted any 
such law. The law specially provides that cadets shall be ap- 
a by the President, and the action of the President and the 

ar Department in always appointing young men who are recom- 
mended by members of Congress is a courtesy tous. If the Presi- 
dent desired to do so, he could select the young men himself with- 
out in any way considering the recommendations of members of 
Congress. 

a statute on this subject was enacted in 1843, and is as I will 
read: 

_Sxc. 1315. The corps of cadets shall consist of one from each Congressional 
district, one from each Territory, one from the District of Columbia, and ten 
from the United States at large. They shall be appointed by the President, 
and shall, with the exception of ten cadets appointed at large, be actual resi- 
dents of the Congressional or Territorial districts, or of the rict of Colum- 
bia, respectively, from which they purport to be appointed, 

If we should pass a law giving ourselves absolute power of ap- 
pointment, I think my friend will agree with me that it would be 
an infringement on the President’s constitutional rights. OnJuly 
16, 1862, Congress enacted a law which virtually gives members 
of Congress the absolute appointment of cadets at the Naval 
Academy, and on April 17, 1866, Congress enacted a law which 
provided that rejected candidates should not have the privilege of 
another examination for admission to the same class unless rec- 
ommended by the board of examiners. 

It will be observed that this statute differs from the one in re- 
gard to the Military Academy in this: That a member of Con- 
gress has the absolute right to reappoint a rejected candidate to 
enter a lower class, the only inhibition being to the cadet’s bein 
reexamined for admission to the same class, unless recomme 
by the board of examiners. But I think I am correct in my 
statement that the practice of the Naval Academy is always to 
give young men the privilege of a second examimation, and my 
knowledge of the board of the Naval Academy justifies me in the 
statement that, like the West Point board, they are actuated in 
the discharge of their duty by the highest motives of honor, in- 
tegrity, and justice. The statute with regard to the Naval Acad- 
emy is codified sections 1514, 1515, 1516, and 1517 of the Revised 
Statutes. They read as follows: 

Suc. 1514. The Secretary of the Navy shall,as soon after the 5th of March 
in each year as possible, notify, in writing, each Member and Delegate of the 
House of Representatives of any vacancy that ee exist in his district. The 
nomination of a candidate to fill said vacancy shall bs made upon the recom- 
mendation of the Member or Delegate, if such recommendation is made by 
the Ist day of July of that year; but if it is not made by that time the Secre- 
tary of the Navy shall fill the vacancy. The candidate allowed for the Dis- 


trict of Columbia and all the candidates appointed at large shall be selected 
by the President. 


Sec. 1515. All candidates for admission into the Academy shall be exam- 


ined according to such regulations and at such stated times as the Secretary 
of the a may prescribe. Can tes rejected at such examination shai 
not have the privilege of another examination for admission to the same 
class, unless recommended by the board of examiners. 

The latter part of this section was enacted on April 17, 1866. 


Sec. 1516. When any candidate who has been nominated upon the recom- 
mendation of aMemberor Delegate of the House of Representatives is found, 
upon examination, to be Reyrcety or mentally disqualified for admission, 
the Member or Delegate 1 be notified to recommend another candidate. 
who shall be examined according to the provisions of the preceding section. 

Sxc. 1517. Candidates allowed for Congressional districts, for Territories, 
and for the District of Columbia must be actual residents of the districts or 
Territories, respectively, from which they are nominated. 


I did not expect this matter to come up to-day, but I call atten- 
tion to these statutes, as it becomes the duty of every member of 
Congress to recommend young men for these appointments. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr, Chairman, the West Point Academy is per- 
haps the most democratic institution of any kind in the United 
States. The cadet must be appointed by the Congressman from 
his district or upon his nomination, and of course that Congress- 
man represents the majority of the people of the district. The 
nominee usually belongs to the same itical party as the Con- 
gressman, at least that, I think, is more commonly the case than 
otherwise. Thus each district has the opportunity of access to 
that great school. When one boy who has been nominated has, 
after a fair trial, failed in his examinations, he ought not to be 
allowed to crowd out other boys of his district by being reap- 
pointed again and again without authority on the part of the 
academic board. ‘ 

In one instance within my knowledge a boy was thrown back 
by sickness and the academic board recommended his reappoint- 
ment, and he was reappointed and afterwards graduated with 
honor. In some cases a ae fail in his mathematical exami- 
nation and the board ren now that he has no capacity or adap- 
tation for that study which would enable him to successfully meet 
the severe requirements of that school. In such a caseit is better 
for the boy to go out at once and let the matter be done with. I 
knew- an instance where a boy was reappointed, I think, three 
times, and he failed every time, thus preventing some other boy, 
vigorous and enterprising and intelligent, from securing an ad- 
mission to the school. 

In this connection I might call attention to the fact that the 
boys who enter that school, in view of the manner in which they 
obtain admission, never lose their respect for the civil power. 
They are appointed through Co en. They look to the civil 
power for their positions. And from the time they graduate they 
never cease to look upon the Secretary of War as their superior 
officer and the civilian who may happen to be filling the office of 
President as their Commander-in-Chief. They recognize the civil 
power as always superior tothe military. This system was wisely 
chosen. Thomas Jefferson opposed it at the time, saying that it 
would be a mistake; but he lived long enough to see it in success- 
ful operation. It has produced able and accomplished men for 
the defense of their country. 

The graduates of that institution, whilst in some instances from 
a mistaken form of patriotism have gone off with their States, 
were patriotic all the same, their shan hetnn to stand oo. civil 
power. And to-day let a young man be appointed from Louisiana 
or from Maine, as the case may be, and the civil power to which 
he acknowledges allegiance is that of the Natioral Government, 
not of the State government. The question of State allegiance has 
passed by; that is one of those things that were settled by the war. 

Very recently I looked over the names of the class of 1839, and 
among the names of those who entering previously were still in 
the Academy in 1839, and of those who entered before the class of 
1839 went out, Plutarch, if he were to write another edition of 
his Lives, could have found among them men who would not have 
been in any way inferior in standing and character and ability to 
those whom he selected for his immortal volume. I find in that 
list the names of Grant, Sherman, Hancock, Franklin, Thomas, 
Steele, J. J. Reynolds, Pope, Doubleday, Wright, Newton, J. F. 
Reynolds, Augur, Peck, Quinby, Lyon, Dent, Rodman, Ingalls, 
Rosecrans, Maury, Wilcox, Maxey, Bee, and Stonewall Jackson. 
It is a wonderful collection of names, embracing so many who 
have gone into immortal wee ; 

Now, these boys are selected by the Congressmen from the vari- 
ous districts. Of course the member wants to select the best boy 
in his district. He is selected for good character, ability, and all 
of that which would tend to make him an efficient officer in the 
service of the country and a credit to the district from which he 
comes. There is no man who goes out of the House of Represent- 
atives who will not in after life look with great pleasure on the 
military career of the youns man to whom he has given the 
chance for a position of this kind under the Government. So 
the suggestion of the gentleman from Tennessee, I think, is well 
answered by my friend from Alabama, General WHEELER, who 
had an opportunity to go through that school and who afterwards 
distinguished himself as one of the generals during the late war. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


1898. 


Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman takes his 
seat, will he allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. LACEY. I believe my time has expired. . 

Mr. KELLEY. I hope the gentleman will be permitted to an- 
swer a question in reference to this matter. ; ¢ 

Mr. LACEY. Of course I may have made a mistake in not fol- 
lowing my friend from South Dakota with reference to “the 
calamity question.” I did not allude to that, he will observe. 

Mr. KI LEY. I had noreferencetothat matter. 1 ask unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Iowa be permitted to an- 
swer a question—that his time be extended for that purpose. I 
think it is only fair play to both sides of the House; and as this 
is a matter that refers directly to the bill, I hope the gentleman 
will not refuse to answer the question. 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly not, if I can have the time. 

Mr. KELLEY. I wish to ask the gentleman whether or not 
any provision is embodied in this bill which prohibits members of 
Congress from reappointing cadets where there has been a failure 
in the first instance? be 

Mr. LACEY. No, thereisnosuch provision. It was suggested 
as an amendment, but it was not incorporated in the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. 

The principal point in regard to the controversy now pending is 
with reference to the powers of the academic board regarding 
these appointments of cadets. I do not see = it should be nec- 
essary that the consent of this academic board should be given for 
the second appointment of a student who has once failed if the 
member appointing him sees fit todoso. It — be that a cadet 
will fail upon examination; but if subsequently he prepares him- 
self, applies himself for six months or more to his studies and 
qualifies himself, and is again examined and meets the require- 
ments, I ask the gentleman from Iowa why it should not be in the 
power of the member to appoint him without the consent of the 
academic board? 

Mr. LACEY. If the gentleman will permit me, I will answer 
him. 

Because in the first instance the original appointment is in the 
nature of an experiment. You give the student an opportunity 
there, a chance to meet the requirements of the Academy. If, 
after that appointment, he has been tested and is found wanting, 
if,in other words, he has failed, then the opportunity ought to go 
to some other worthy young man. 

Now, certainly those who have had knowledge of this student 
from day to day, those who have had occasion to examine him 
and have watched his progress through the institution, are better 
qualified to determine as to the probability of his succeeding or as 
to his capacity than the member of Congress who has no such 
opportunity and has no time to give to such an examination. 

Now, for instance, your own district is full of good boys. There 
is no reason why one, when he has failed, should be reappointed 
to the exclusion of all others who may be, and doubtless are, more 
meritorious. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I must rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HULL. This discussion is wholly out of order. 
to proceed with the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I do not think that Iam 
abusing the privileges of thecommittee. The gentleman certainly 
will not get along any faster by endeavoring to cut off members 
in thismanner. [ am discussing the merits of the measure now 


I desire 


pending. 

_ Mr. HULL. I wish to say to the gentleman that the point he 
is making is not before the House at all, and can not be intro- 
duced into this bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But what I am discussing relates to the 
government of the Military Academy, and I do not wish to take 
the time of the House unnecessarily. But I regard this matter as 
= of ba a. oe and fully meriting the little time we will prob- 
ably give to it. 

r. HULL. It has already been fully discussed, and the gen- 
tleman himself has had ten minutes upon it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But the gentleman knows that under the 
rules and custom prevailing here a member is permitted to express 
himself in relation to the affairs of the Military Academy on a 
general appropriation bill. I hope the gentleman will not under- 
take in this way to cut off at least reasonable discussion which 
relates exclusively to the matter before us. 

Mr. HULL. Of course I have no intention of doing that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The question is whether the bill should 
pass or not. Now, the whole question and all questions relating 
to the bill are proper subjects for discussion in that connection. 

Mr. HULL. But the point I make is that this matter does not 
come soe before the House on this bill. 

Mr. RI HARDSON, But there is no law against putting it in 
the bill. We do not violate any law by putting it in here and 
discussing it at this time. We can certainly legislate on the bill 
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if the gentleman does not undertake to interpose an objection. It 
can be amended by unanimous consent, for instance; and I was 
in hopes that something might be accomplished in this direction. 
It may be a vain hope, it is true; but still we would accomplish a 
great deal if we could accomplish it in that way. 

The point I make, Mr. Chairman, is this: That if a member of 
Congress appoints a cadet, who goes there and is examined, and 
fails simply because he is not then qualified, there is no reason, as 
far as I am able to determine, why, if afterwards he places him- 
self in a condition to pass all examinations, if he studies care- 
fully for six months or twelve months, and is renominated, the 
academic board should have the right to put a veto upon his en- 
trance into the Academy when he has the appointment of his Con- 

ressman. They very properly rejected him because he did not 

ave the mental qualifications; he was not sufficiently educated; 
but if, after a year of hard work he does qualify himself, he can 
not enter unless the academic board recommends him. Now, I 
say the law should be amended in that respect, Mr. Chairman. 
That is all I contend for. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this paragraph is exhausted, 
The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

_ For pay of the Military Academy band, field musicians, general army serv- 
ice, cavalry detachment, and enlisted men on detached service, and extra 
pay for enlisted men on special duty. 

Mr. LLOYD. I move to strike out the last word. It is not my 
purpose to extend this discussion, but I am concerned in the ques- 
tion just being considered. Last summer I made a recommenda- 
tion of a boy to a cadetship at West Point. He was a bright, 
promising young man, one of the kind that has come up thus far 
through poverty, one of the kind that we expect to shine with the 
brightest luster in the future. He is one of the kind that shines 
out in the community in which he finds himself as one of the 
brightest boys of hisage. He wasappointed because of his special 
fitness for the place. Hecame here at great expense, as you know, 
from the West. He was examined and failed to pass on algebra 
alone, falling three-fourths of 1 per cent below the required figure. 
He was refused admission at West Point and sent home. As soon 
as he came back he asked me if 1 would reappoint him. I said, 
“Yes.” Now,I amastonished, if it be true, that I can not recom- 
mend him again. Is that a fact? , 

Mr. HULL. That is not true. 

Mr. BINGHAM. You canrecommendhim again. As I under- 
stand, he simply failed of entrance. 

Mr. LLOYD. He failed of entrance. 

Mr. HULL. You can give him another trial. 

Mr. BINGHAM. You can give him half a dozen trials. 

Mr. COX. As I understand, he failed to pass the examination, 
was rejected, and thereupon you design to reappoint him? 

Mr. LLOYD. Yes. 

Mr. COX. Thatis the point. Now, of course, the permission 
of this board is first asked before you reappoint him; but Lask the 
gentleman if he ever knew of a refusal 

Mr. LLOYD. Must I ask the board before I can reappoint him? 

Pa WHEELER of Alabama. Oh, no; you have not got to do 
that. 

Mr. COX. I think this whole subject is solved in this way: If 
the young man goes there and is examined and there is some per- 
manent defect, and he is rejected on that account, if you reap- 
point him, you are notified of the defects and probably can not 
remove them, but I do not hesitate to say that my experience with 
the board has been that I never have been refused the opportunity 
to reappoint a young man where he could cure the defect by his 
own industry. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, there is no question about that. 
The gentleman from Tennessee is absolutely correct. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri [Mr, 
LLoyD] yield? 

Mr. LLOYD. Yes. Iwas only asking for information, because 
I want to make a reappointment. 

Mr. HULL. You ee a perfect right to do that. 

Mr. SULZER,. The gentleman has a perfect right to make the 
reappointment. It is done frequently, and there is never any 
question about it. 

Mr. LLOYD. Will the chairman of the committee answer the 
question whether an individual who fails to pass examination on 
account of failure to attain a sufficient percentage in one branch 
of study can be admitted again? 

Mr. HULL. He can be reappointed at once. The rule which 
has been referred to here relates to the case where a cadet has 
been admitted to the Academy, gone on for six months or more, 
and on examination fails to keep up witb his classes. 

Mr. LLOYD. That was my understanding of it. 

Mr. HULL. Where it has gone so far that he has been admit- 
ted to the Academy, has been there for some time, and then has 
been discharged because of mental or physical incapacity, then, 
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before he is reappointed, you must obtain the consent of the 


academic board, and the academic board, on account of associa- 
tion with the cadet, are the best judges as to whether he should 
be continued or not. 

Mr. BELKNAP. But there is no rule or law to prevent the 
gentleman from Missouri renominating the boy he speaks of? 

Mr. HULL. He can renominate him at once. 

Mr. LLOYD. But he can not enter at once, because there is no 
examination for six months. 

Mr. HULL. He can not get in until the same time that any 
other nominee could get in. 

Mr. BINGHAM. If the gentleman will allow me, I will state 
that I have had considerable experience with cadets at West Point 
and Annapolis. If the cadet you nominated fails in his examina- 
tion through physical deficiency, you can reappoint him for the 
next examination. After he passes his examination, and goes on 
for six months or a year and then fails in the examination, while 
you may renominate him, the academic board refuses to accept 
your renomination. 

Mr. BRUCKER. You limit the time to another year? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Any time. 

Mr. HULL. That is all there is to it. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I move to strike out the last two 
words. Mr. Chairman, it appears from the discussion that there 
is one point which seems not to be well understood. It is true 
that the law imposes upon the academic board the duty of decid- 
ing whether a discharged cadet shall or shall not be eligible to re- 
appointment, but it is also true that after making the decision ad- 
verse to a reappointment, the board most readily gives most pains- 
taking reconsiderations whenever applications are made. And 
I desire to further state that the board will most gladly reverse 
its decision and decide in the cadet’s favor in all cases when new 
facts are placed before them so as to justify such action. 

When a cadet is found deficient at the end of the first six months 
or at the end of the first year, a reappointment would have the 
effect of attaching him to the class which is then entering; but if 
a cadet who is found deficient has been at the Academy for a longer 

riod than one year, the application to the academic board should 

for the cadet to be turned back and join the next lower class; 
and when this is done, the Congressman does not reappoint. 

Of course, all these applications should be sent through the Sec- 
retary of War, who promptly forwards the paper to the board with 
his indorsement. 

Now, my distinguished friend from Missouri recollects a case 
where a young man from his district was discharged after being 
at the Academy two and a half years; but on representing to the 
academic board—not the Secretary of War—certain facts that 
were not before them when they first decided his case, they re- 
versed their decision, and, instead of recommending him to be 
discharged, recommended that he be turned back a year; and this 
was done, and he is now an officer in the Army. Of course, the 
application was sent through the Secretary of War and was in- 
dorsed by him. 

Mr. BLAND. If the gentleman will allow me, I remember the 
case very well; and I remember, also, that the gentleman from 
Alabama was probably more responsible for his getting back than 
I; and I am very much obliged to him. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The gentleman from, Missouriis 
always giving some one else the credit for his good acts. It will 
readily be seen by the statute which I read that the Secretary of 
War has no power. All hecan dois to forward applications with 
his recommendation, and I can assure my friends that not the 
slightest display of injustice will be found in the decisions of the 
board. They are ready to and do reverse themselves when a pres- 
entation of facts is made which will justify their doing so. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 
he Clerk read as follows: 

Additional pay for length of service, $6,504. 

Clothing on discharge, $3,000. 

Retained pay on discharge, $1,008. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, in line 4, after the word “ dollars,” I 
desire to insert this amendment: 

The Secretary of War may assign graduated cadets to institutions of 
learning under such rules as he may adopt for such unemployed cadets as 
teachers in military education, subject always to the orders of the Secretary 
of War. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if I can get the attention—— 

Mr. HULL. I willreserve the point of order on the amendment. 

Mr. COX. Thatisall right. Here is what I desire to call the 
attention of the commitiee to. 

Mr. HULL. Please let the Clerk report the amendment. 

Mr. COX. In a minute, because if it is subject to the point of 
order I do not desire to press it at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Tennessee will send up 
his amendmeut. 


Mr. COX. In one minute. There are now 61 cadets that have 





graduated at this institution, and they have no employment, but 
are kept on the roll. Now, the object of the amendment is this, 
A great many applications reach members of Congress for officers 
to give instruction in military matters at institutions of learning. 

My desire is, under proper orders of the Secretary of War, that 
these cadets who have no place to occupy in the Army be as- 
signed by the Secretary of War to such institutions of learning as 
may desire their services, subject always to the orders of the Sec- 
retaryof War. Pardonmeonemomentfurther. Theobjectisthis, 
and, [think, a very laudable one, that where these young men are 
carried on the pay roll of the Army, for whom there is no assign- 
ment, it would be much better for them to be usefully employed 
at institutions of learning, in a military point of view, than it 
would be for them to be carried on the rolls and have nothing to 
do. It does not increase the appropriation, nor does it diminish it 
a dollar, because they are carried on the rolls now. Now, that is 
the point, and I hope the chairman of the committee will not find 
a point of order in that. 

Mr. HULL. I would like to hear the amendment reported. 

Mr. COX. Iwill send it up as soon as I have time to formulate 
it. That is the idea. 

Mr. HULL. The part of the bill that we are considering now 


applies to privates only. 


Mr. COX. ThenI will withhold the amendment until we con- 


clude the reading of the bill, and I hope there will be no objection 
to it. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


To exchange the old and insufficient 25-horsepower boiler now in use in 


cadet laundry for one 60-horsepower horizontal boiler, the same to be deliv- 
ered, set up. and all connections made, to be immediately available, and to be 
expended without advertising, $1,275. 


Mr. TODD. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend, on page 20, line 
1, by striking out the words ‘‘one thousand two hun red and sey- 


enty-five dollars” and inserting ‘‘ eight hundred dollars.” 


Il would say to the committee in relation to this item that it 
seems to me excessively high. It happens that in my business as 
a manufacturer I am accustomed to putting in one or more steam 
boilers every year in my works. I am sure that the boiler itself 
and all the fixtures called for here, making the full equipment for 
u €0-horse boiler, can be had for a much less sum. 

Mr. HULL. Does the gentleman from Michigan mean to cover 
by the $800 the price of the boiler and the setting it, too? 

Mr. TODD. es; that is whatI mean. The boiler can be pur- 
chased with all its fixtures, front, safety valve, grate bars, every- 
thing of the very highest quality obtainable, for a sum not exceed- 
ing $400. The setting of the boiler in the very best possible man- 
ner, including fire brick, can be accomplished for not more than 
$300. I believe $700 would be an extravagant price for that equip- 
ment, but I have been willing to insert the words ‘‘ eight hundred ” 
for the reason that I want to be liberal. I think the amount 
specified in the bill is excessive, and I will guarantee that within 
twenty-four hours I can get bids from a dozen reputable manu- 
facturers who would agree to furnish and set up that boiler for 
less than $800. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I will say to the committee that 
these are the figures given us by the proper officer, the engineer 
at West Point, as necessary for the exchange of this old boiler for 
anew one. This sum appropriated in the bill is for the purchase 
of a new one of 65 horsepower and putting it in position, and it 
also covers the expense for the removal of the old one. It is not 
for the new boiler alone, but it also covers the expense of the 
removal of the old one and the setting up of the new one, with all 
its attachments complete. To make it $800 and then fail to get it 
at that price would mean that the Academy is to go on witha 
boiler that is absolutely unfit and inadequate to supply its wants. 
I would rather have a surplus of $300 in the appropriation than 
to have a deficiency of $100, so far as this boiler is concerned. 

Mr. TODD. I would like to ask the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
a if the committee has made a thorough investigation in 
regard to it, and if it has ever had the figures of reputable manu- 
facturers who have had an opportunity to bid on the work? 

Mr. HULL. We have this report from the officers at the Acad- 
emy. ‘The power furnished by the boiler in use is not sufficient, 
being too small to generate steam enough to heat the dry room and 
run the machinery at the required speed.” At the hearing before 
the committee these were the figures that were given us, and that 
they knew what they could get the boiler for. 

If they do not require all this money, it is to be covered back 
into the Treasury. e on this side of the House are anxious to 
keep the appropriations down so they will be as small as may be 
and to cover as much back into the Treasury as possible, and un- 
less it shall be deemed imperative, I think the House had better 
not take the chance of cutting down this appropriation and run- 
ning the risk of not being able to have the exchange made. The 
officers of the Academy can surely be trusted in such a matter. 

Mr. TODD. I fully agree that the best possible boiler ought to 
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ished. If there is anything that should be first class it is 

pero Deller, where the lives of people are at stake. I would 
not under any consideration consent that a boiler other than the 
very best should be Drow yoann But I know from my own ex- 
perience, having or ered many for my own works, that this 
amount is excessive. . i 

I will say that while there is no definite provision that the whole 
amount must be paid, it is the policy of the Government always 
to pay very near the amount that is os I will sa 
further that it is not entirely on account of this $400 that I wis 
to save in the bill that I have offered this amendment, but I would 
like to know whether this same excessive ratio permeates the 
whole bill. Many of the items of the bill I am not acquainted with, 
but I do know about this, and I would like to know whether the 
same excess of appropriation goes through the eutire bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Topp]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr.COX. Mr. Chairman, as we are getting near the conclusion 


of the bill, I will say in regard to the amendment that I proposed | 


a short time ago, that I have examined the question and I am 
satisfied that my amendment would be increasing the number of 
men allowed and would be subject to a point of order. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, going back to page 3, line 14, inas- 
much as we have changed one of the sums eee by reduc- 
ing it $300, the total should be reduced, and I move to strike out, 
on page 3, line 14, the words ‘‘twenty-two thousand and sixty- 
four” and inserting ‘‘ twenty-one thousand and seventy-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HULL. I move that the committee do now rise and report 
the bill, with amendments, to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- | 


sumed the chair, Mr. DALZELL reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union had had under considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 7555) making a for the support 
of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899, 
and had directed him to report the same back with amendments, 
and with the recommendation that the bill as amended be passed. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments. 

The amendments were read. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, before that question is put I want 
to ask the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER] if it is his inten- 
tion to call up a contested-election case as soon as this matter is 
disposed of? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Itis not. It is my intention to call it 
up the first thing in the morning. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


EXECUTION OF COLONEL RUIZ. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the oman ing apers, referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State, with accompa- 
nying papers, touching the execution of Colonel Ruiz by the Cuban military 


authorities. 
WILLIAM McKINLEY. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, February 7, 1898. 


CHANGES OF REFERENCE, 


By unanimous consent, changes of reference were made as fol- 
Ows: 

House bill No. 504, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

House bill No. 3441, from the Committee on Mines and Mining 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Senate bill No. 1913, from the Committee on the Judiciary to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Senate bill No. 1640, from the Committee on Private Land 
Claims to the Committee on Claims. 


REDEMPTION OF REFUNDING CERTIFICATES OF 1879. 


_Mr. DINGLEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of House bill No. 6258, which has been reported unani- 
mously from the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 6258) to authorize the redemption and to limit the right of con- 


version of refunding certificates issued under authority of the act of Feb- 
ruary 26,1879. , . , 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 


and he is hereby, authorized and directed to redeem on presentation such 4 
per cent refunding certificates now outstanding, issued under authority 
of the act of February 26, 1879, as may be presented with request for their 
redemption, and to pay the accrued interest on such certificates so redeemed 
to the date of redemption. And the holders of the certificates authorized by 
said act who desire to convert the same, with accrued interest, into 4 per 
cent bonds of 1907, as therein provided, shall present them for that pur- 
pose on or before the 3ist day of December, 1999, and thereafter the right to 
so convert any such certificate shall cease and determine. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before the request for unanimous consent is 
submitted I desire to make a brief statement. This bill has been 
reported unanimously by the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and its passage has been recommended by the Secretary of the 
Treasury. Its object is to clear up a balance of about $42,000 of 
refunding certificates of deposit issued in 1879 in furtherance of 
the funding of the public debt, and accrued interest thereon 
of about $32,000. About $40,000,000 of these certificates of deposit 
were issued at that time, and all but about $42,000 have been pre- 
sented to the Treasury and converted into bonds. These refund- 
ing certificates and interest are by the terms of the act of 1879 
convertible into bonds of the loan of 1907, without limit as to 
time. 

The object of this bill is to limit the time of conversion to De- 
cember 31, 1899, so that the Treasury Department may not be 
bothered by the continued presentation of these certificates in 
very smali amounts, and also to «uthorize, if the holders of the 
certificates so desire, the payment of the outstanding certificates 
and interest in the intermediate period. The effect of this legis- 
lation will be that before December 31, 1899, these $42,000 of re- 
funding certificates will either be paid or converted into bonds, 
and thus the accounts of the Treasury be straightened out. I 
think there can be no objection to the measure. 

Mr. KNOWLES. Why does not the Treasurer pay these cer- 
tificates? 

Mr. DINGLEY. He has no authority now to do so; we give 
him such authority by this bill. At pvesent they are only con- 
vertible into bonds of the loan of 1907. By this bill we propose 
to give the Secretary authority to pay them. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I could not hear distinctly the reading of 
the bill. It does not provide, I believe, for the payment of these 
certificates in any particular kind of money? 

Mr. DINGLEY. No. 

Mr. BARTLETT. They may be paid in any lawful money? 

Mr. DINGLEY. In any lawful money. 

Mr. TODD. I wish to inquire whether it is the intention to 
issue bonds to meet these obligations? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Under the law as it now stands the Treasury 
Department is obliged to issue bonds of the loan of 1907 whenever 
these refunding certificates are brought in. About a thousand 
dollars in bonds were issued the past year on presentation of that 
amount of certificates. 

Mr. TODD. Is it necessary that the Government should issue 
for this purpose bonds bearing 4 per cent interest when it is able 
now to borrow money at a lower rate? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Under the law of 1879 we are obliged to issue 
such bonds, and there is now no limit on the time of presentation 
of the certificates. This bill limits the time within which they 
may be converted into bonds. 

Mr. BAILEY rose. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. BarLry] un- 
derstands this measure. 

Mr. BAILEY. Under this bill there will be two methods of 
disposing of these certificates—one to pay them, the other to re- 
fund them into bonds. They can be refunded now. The practi- 
cal effect of this bill is to clothe the Treasury Department with 
authority to pay them, which I would much rather see done than 
to see them converted into bonds under the present law. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The bill also limits the time of conversion. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Does this bill provide for the cessation of 
interest at the date named, December 31, 1899? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Interest will be paid up to the time of pay- 
ment, and then it will terminate. 

Mr. RIDGELY. No interest will be allowed after that date? 

Mr. DINGLEY. No, sir. 

Mr. COX. The probability is that, as the certificates come in, 
they will be converted into bonds? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think not. I think these certificates are 
generally held by persons of small means, in amounts of $50 and 
less. I believe that when the opportunity is given to have them 
paid, they will generally be presented for payment. 

Mr. COX. The Secretary of the Treasury will have the option, 
if he has the means, of paying off these certiticates instead of 
issuing bonds? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes, sir; and if the certificates are not pre- 
sented by December 31, 1899, the privilege of converting them 
into bonds will terminate. 

Mr. COX. When certificates are presented before that time, 
will the Secretary of the Treasury have the discretion to pay them 
or to issue bonds? 
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Mr. DINGLEY. Yes, sir. 
There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
ime; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. DINGLEY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BINGHAM. I am directed by the Committee on Appro- 
riations to report back, with the amendments of the Senate, 
fouse bill 4761, making appropriations for the legislative, execu- 

tive, and judicial expenses of the Government, and to ask unani- 
mous consent that the Senate amendment: be disagreed to and a 
conference with the Senate requested. 

There being no objection, the amendments of the Senate were 
nonconcurred in, and it was ordered that a conference with the 
Senate be requested. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. BiIncHam, 
Mr. HEMENWAY, and Mr. DocKERY as conferees on the part of 
the House. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to its appropriate 
committee, as indicated below: 

S. 926. An act to provide for the erection of a public building 
at Beaumont, Tex.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
Faris, for two weeks, on account of important business. 


PRINTING A DOCUMENT. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that a 
letter of the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting information re- 
garding the publication of books subscribed for or purchased 
during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, for the use of the 
Navy Department and bureaus thereof, may be printed’as an 
executive document in connection with the Book of Estimates, 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope that request will be granted. 

Mr. BINGHAM. My desire is that it shall be printed as a 
House document and referred to the comntittee. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection; and it was so ordered. 

And then, on motion of Mr. HULL (at 3 o’clock and 44 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as fol- 
lows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for repair of roadway leading from 
Mound City National Cemetery to Mound City and Mounds, I1., 
in addition to the appropriation in the deficiency act of July 19, 
ee the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
: A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Public Printer submitting an esti- 
mate of deficiency in the appropriation for public printing and 
oa the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
rinted. 
: A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War containing 
an estimate of appropriation for improvement of Oak Hill Ceme- 
tery, Evansville, Ind.—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting informa- 
tion regarding the publications and books subscribed for or pur- 
chased during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, by or for the 
use of the Navy Department, its bureaus, and offices—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. ELLIS, from the Committee 
on the Public Lands, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 6157) to provide for the examination and classification of 
certain lands in the State of Oregon, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 361); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, de- 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. BOTKIN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 137) for the relief 
of Annie Saffell, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 355); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3212) granting an 
increase of pension to Barbara Miller, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 356); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WARNER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4320) granting a 
pension to Nancy Hollenbank, an army nurse during the war of 
the rebellion. reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 357); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CASTLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3132) for the relief of 
P. P. Miner, Company D, Twelfth Indiana Infantry, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 358); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4467) to increase 
the pension of Carey H. Russell, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 359); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 722) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Sarah A. Denny, 2n army nurse, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 360); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
—— following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 7807) providing for the 
appointment of officers and employees for the United States prison 
at Fort Leavenworth, Kans.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 7808) to amend the laws relat- 
ing to navigation—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 7809) to encourage American 
shipbuilding—to the Committee on the Merchant ine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 7810) to regulate 
the practice of veterinary medicine and surgery in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: A bill (H. R. 7811) to amend section 1225 of 
the Revised Statutes, authorizing the detail of officers of the Army 
and Navy at institutions of learning—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 7812) to open a street through 
block 205, from Fourteenth street to Fifteenth street NW., con- 
current with the streets in the adjacent blocks called ‘‘ Wallach 
place” and ‘‘ Caroline street,” and so forth—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 7813) to improve the chan- 
nel of the Mississippi River in the harbor of St. Louis—to the Com- 
mittee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River. 

By Mr. BOTKIN (by request): A bill = R. 7814) for the re- 
lief of the Kickapoo tribe of Indians in Oklahoma Territory—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 7815) to authorize John R. Williams, 
first lieutenant, Third illery, United States Army, to accept a 
testimonial from the President of the Republic of France—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 7816) to provide for 
the erection of a a building at Prescott, Ariz.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildi and Grounds. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 7817) for the repair of certain 


ee at Pine Bluff, Ark.—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 


rs. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 7870) to authorize The Auto- 
matic Telephone Exchange Cee. Limited, to construct, ee: 
erate, and maintain a telephone exchange in the District of 
lumbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 





1898. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1525 





By Mr. MAHANY: A bill (H. R. 7871) revising and amending 
the statutes relating © patents—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A resolution (House Res. No. 196) 
relative to the data gathered by the Armor Factory Board on its 
trip South seeking a suitable location for a factory—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. ; 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A resolution (House Res. No. 
197) regarding discrimination by Germany against American 
products and adulterations of German wines for export to 
‘America—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BELFORD: A memorial of the legislature of the State 
of New York urging an appropriation for dredging and deepen- 
ing the channels of New York Harbor—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 7818) for the relief of 
William 8S. Cloud—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7819) for the relief of Lincoln 8. Jones—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7820) for the relief of W. P. McNulty—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7821) for the relief of James H, Hall—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7822) for the relief of Clara L. Sheffield—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7823) for the relief of Thomas Colyer—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7824) to grant a pension to William Brans- 
com—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: A bill (H. R. 7825) to amend the record 
of Samuel Anderson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7826) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Frank Wempe, and grant him an honorable discharge—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7827) granting a pension to Elizabeth M. 
Tumy—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON (by request): A bill (H. R. 7828) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the record of Andrew Edgar—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 7829) to re- 
move charge of desertion against Patrick Fox—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 7830) to grant a pension to Anna Anderson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 7831) for the relief of Henry 
Gettle—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7832) granting a pension to James W. 
Wentz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 7833) granting a pension to 
Rachel E. Newell, of Chapel, W. Va.—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7834) to grant a pension to Andrew Carr, of 
Tanner, Gilmer County, W. Va.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7835) granting a pension to F. M. Davidson, 
late private Company G, Third West Virginia Volunteer Infan- 
try—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7836) granting a pension to Abner Robinson, 
of Sardis, Harrison County, W. Va.—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRIGGS: A bill (H. R. 7837) to increase pension of 
William T. Blakey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EPES: A bill (H. R. 7838) for the relief of W. E. Bailey, 
ene of J. C. Bailey, deceased—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

* By Mr. HARTMAN: A bill (H. R. 7839) for the relief of the 

ee Transportation Company—to the Committee on 
aims, 

_ Also, a bill (H. R. 7840) to remove the charge of desertion stand- 

ing against the military record of Joseph Willett—to the Commit- 

tee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 7841) granting an increase of 
pension to George S. Walton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 7842) for the relief 
of Fannie Solari—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H. R. 7848) granting a pension to Al- 
bert se the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 7844) to increase 
the pension of Mary Brozgan—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 7845) for the relief of Charles M. 
Peirce—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. McDOWELL: A bill (H. R. 7846) to remove the charge 





of desertion against Asbary Luman—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. McINTIRE: A bill (H. R. 7847) to waive and release all 
claims of the United States, by way of escheat, to the real estate in 
the District of Columbia of which Patrick Kavanaugh, or his sons 
Charles W. Kavanaugh and William Kavanaugh, died seized— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7848) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of 
Claims to adjudicate the claim of William Robinson, and to re- 
move the bar of the statute of limitations therefrom—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7849) for the relief of James Hooper—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MILLS: A bill (H. R. 7850) to increase the pension of 
Harriet X. Gates, widow of Capt. Elisha B. Gates—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OGDEN: A bill (H. R. 7851) for the relief of Thomas 
Kergon,of Rapides Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7852) for the relief of Alonzo L. Boyer, Avoy- 
elles Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7853) for the relief of estate of Joseph Mar- 
tin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 7854) to pay claim of David 
Reed, deceased, to Prentiss B. Reed and Lucretia H. Reed Reg- 
nier, his only surviving children—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RLXEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 7855) for the relief 
of the estate of Francis and Thomas Coffer, deceased, late of Fair- 
fax County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7856) for the relief of the trustees of the First 
—— Church of Alexandria, Va.—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7857) for the relief of the estate 
of John Poland, deceased, late of Prince William County, Va.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7858) for the relief of James L. 
Carter—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7859) for the relief of the trustees of Black 
Lick Church, in Fairfax County, Va.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 7860) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act for the relief of Brig. Gen. John R. Brooke, United 
States Army,” approved March 30, 1894—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 7861) removing the charge 
of desertion from the record of James Larkin—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SIMPKINS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 7862) to 
amend the record of Stephen H. Borden—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 7863) for the relief of James M. 
Brandon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 7864) for relief of 
Mary E. Wilkinson, widow of Mortimer Wilkinson—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 7865) to pay the 
* S. Stearns Lumber Company $379—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. STURTEVANT: A bill (H. R. 7866) for the relief of 
Lieut. T. R. Kennedy, Company F, Ninth Pennsylvania Re- 
serves—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 7867) granting a pension to 
William M. Howell, late a private in Company D, Fifth Regiment 
Indiana Legion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7868) granting a pension to Hardin Howe, 
late employee on board of steamer-ram Monarch, of the Missis- 
sippi River ram fleet—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7869) granting a pension to David Melton— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Petition of John D. Rementer and other citi- 
zens of Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of legislation which will more 
effectually restrict immigration and prevent the admission of illit- 
erate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United States—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER (by request): Petition of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Erie County, N. Y., favoring the 
enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by 

roviding that cigarettes imported in original packages on enter- 
ing any State shall become subject to its laws—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. : 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Papers to accompany House bill No. 7024, 

nting an increase of pension to Joseph N. Woodard, of Ontarie, 
is.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


ee 
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Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Baraboo, Wis., for the enactment of legislation to protect State 
anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in orig- 
inal packages on entering any State shall become subject to its 
laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BAKER of Maryland: Petition of William 8S. Tildon, of 
Harford tes. Md., asking reference of his claim to the Court 

e 


of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Baltimore County, Md., and James 
Conner and 15 citizens of Alberton, Md., in favor of legislation 
which will more effectually restrict immigration and prevent the 
admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United 
States—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Eaton Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, of Havre de Grace, Md., favoring the passage of a Sabbath 
law for the national capital—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Eaton Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, of Havre de Grace, Md., to prohibit the sale of intoxicating 
beverages in all Government buildings—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Havre de Grace, Md., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
raise the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the District of 
Columbia and the Territories—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. BELDEN: Petitions of George J. Gardner, F. R. Eager, 
and 45 citizens of Syracuse, N. Y., asking for the enactment of 
legislation which will more effectually restrict immigration—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BELFORD: Resolutions of District Assembly No. 49, 
Knights of Labor, of New York City, against the proposed curtail- 
ment of the letter-delivery service—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petitions of W. R. Connelly, John A. Car- 
son, and other citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the enact- 
ment of legislation which will more effectually restrict immigra- 
tion and prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal 
classes to the United States—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois: Petition of the Citizens’ Associa- 
tion of Chicago, Il., protesting against a proposed repeal of the 
civil-service law—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Petition of A. 8. Bossong, J. C. Meyer, 
and other citizens of Price Hill, Cincinnati, Ohio, for the enact- 
ment of legislation which will more effectually restrict immigra- 
tion and prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal 
classes to the United States—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, protest of the Core Makers’ Protective Union of Cincin- 
nati, Ohio, against the passage of the so-called anti-scalping ticket 
bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill to correct the record of 
Samuel Anderson, late Lieutenant, Company C, Fourth Ohio 
Volunteer Cavalry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of China, Me., asking for the passage of a bill to 
forbid the sale of intoxicating beverages in all Government build- 
ings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Avondale, Pa., for the enactment of legislation to 
protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes im- 
ported in original packages on entering any State shall become 
subject to its laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of Elwood Monthly Meeting of 
Friends, Vermilion County, [ll., for the passage of a bill to pro- 
hibit the sale of liquors in Government buildings—to the Commit- 
tee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. CHICKERING: Petition of Albert R. Bliss and other 
citizens of Constantia, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation which will more effectually restrict immigration and pre- 
vent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to 
the United States—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

By Mr. CLARDY: Papers to ee House bill No. 7457, 
“7 the relief of Orin Henderson and others—to the Committee on 

aims. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 5380, for the relief of 
Robert 8. Hill—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. CLARKE of New Hampshire: Petition of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Unions of Lisbon and Manchester, N. H., 
praying for the enactment of legislation ee voluntary 
arbitration for railway strikes—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Lisbon, X. H., for the passage of a bill to further protect the first 








day of the week in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 


Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Lisbon, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibit- 


ing the interstate transmission of newspaper ee of prize 
fights, etc.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


Inerce, 


Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Lisbon, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibit- 
ing kinetoscope reproductions of prize fights in the District of 
Columbia and the Territories—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Lisbon, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibit- 
ing interstate gambling by telegraph, telephone, or otherwise— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Unions of 
Lisbon and Manchester, N. H., asking for the passage of a bill to 
forbid the sale of intoxicating beverages in all Government build- 
ings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Unions of 
Lisbon and Manchester, N. H., in favor of a bill to raise the age 
of protection for girls to 18 years in the District of Columbia and 
the Territories—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri: Petition of citizens of St. 
Joseph, Mo., favoring relief for the settlers in the Otoe Indian 
Reservation in Nebraska—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Christian Endeavor Society of Pleasant 
View Cumberland Presbyterian Church, of Fairfax, Mo., asking 
for the passage of a bill to forbid the sale of intoxicating bever- 
ages in all Government buildings—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of T. R. Ashbrook and citizens of St. Joseph, Mo., 
in favor of a bill to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing 
that cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any 
State shall become subject to its laws—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, protest of C. P. Thompson and other citizens of St. 
Joseph, Mo., against the passage of the so-called anti-scalping 
ticket bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. CONNELL: Petition of Robert J. Connolly and 44 citi- 
zens of Scranton, Pa., asking for the enactment of legislation 
which will more effectually restrict immigration—to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of Lucy Webb Hayes Council, 
Daughters of Liberty, No. 35, of Pittsburg, Pa., in favor of legis- 
lation which will more effectually restrict immigration and pre- 
vent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to 
the United States—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON of Wisconsin: Petition of the Young Peo- 
ple’s Christian Union Convention of the Universalist Church of 
the State of Wisconsin, praying for the passage of a bill to pro- 
hibit the sale of intoxicating beverages in all Government build- 
ings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the Young People’s Christian Union Conven- 
tion of the Universalist Church, State of Wisconsin, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to substitute voluntary arbitration 
for railway strikes—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Young People’s Christian Union Conven- 
tion of the Universalist Church of Wisconsin, praying for the 
enactment of legislation prohibiting interstate gambling by tele- 
graph, telephone, or otherwise—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Young People’s Christian Union Convention 
of the Universalist Church of Wisconsin, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the transmission by mail or interstate 
commerce of newspaper descriptions of prize fights—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. ’ 

Also, petition of the Young Peopie’s Christian Union Conven- 
tion of the Universalist Church of Wisconsin, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to raise the age of consent for girls to 18 
years in the District of Columbia and the Territories—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Young People’s Christian Union Conven- 
tion of the Universalist Church of Wisconsin, in favor of legisla- 
lation to prohibit kinetoscope reproductions of prize fights in the 
District of Columbia and the Territories and the interstate trans- 
portation of such brutalizing shows—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Young People’s Christian Union of the 
Universalist Church of Wisconsin, in favor of a bill to suppress 
ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 


Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 


1898. 


is., in"favor of the of the so-called anti-scalp- 
Ba bille-t0 the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
aie petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
the Sixth Congressional district of Wisconsin, in favor of a bill to 
regulate the granting of liquor license—to the Committee on 

d Means. 

ye 20, protests of the St. Joseph’s societies of Oshkosh and 
Menasha, Wis., against the passage of the Lodge immigration 
bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DAYTON: Paper to wares House bill to grant a 
pension to James W. Wentz—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
a papers to accompany bill for the relief of Henry Gettle— 
td the Committee on Claims. ‘ at 

Also, petition of Sampson Snyder and 59 citizens of Weston, 
W. Va., asking Congress to charge 2-cent rate per mile for pas- 
sengers—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petitions of Hon. Waldo Pettingill and 72 
others, of Rumford Falls; Edwin ane and 65 others, of Riley and 
Jay; John A. Decker and 80 others, G. H. Talbot and 100 others, 
of Camden; Edward Plummer and 15 others, Rockport Collar 
Company and 53 others, F. H, Blondel and 19 others, Rockport 
Ice Company and 76 others, J. G. Ham and 34 others, John H. 
Maxwell and 37 others, of Livermore; A. F. Miller and 97 others, 
of Camden; all in the State of Maine, remonstrating against the 
passage of the Loud postal bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. — 3 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
the State of Maine, asking for the passage of the bill to raise the 
age of protection of girls to 18 years in the District of Columbia— 
to the Fcammittes on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Papers to accompany House bill relating 
to the claim of Andrew Carr, of Tanner, W. Va., for pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
Abner Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: Petitions of W. E. Doar, Lee Loeb, James 
FP, Hartnett, J.S. Robson & Son, J. J. Keatte, Langley Bros., 
Harris Livingston, Simon Fogarty, M. Drake & Son, J. C. Bissell, 
G. E. Sparkman, Walter Hazard, W. D. Morgan, and other citi- 
zens of the State of South Carolina, protesting against the passage 
of the so-called anti-scalping bill or any similar measure—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Papers to accompany House bill No. 
168, to remove the charge of desertion against John Kelly—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Resolutions of the Minnesota Loyal Le- 
gion, in favor of a national military park at Vicksburg, Miss.—to 
the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWE: Petition of Miss Eugenia McGarrah, of Brook- 
lyn, N. Y., for the caer of a bill to prohibit the sale of liquors 
= eee buildings—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 

raftic. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of John Abram, M. J. Roth, and 
other citizens of Perth Amboy, N. J., asking for the enactment of 
legislation which will more effectually restrict immigration—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of licensed steamboat officers, asking for a fog-bell 
signal at Great Beds light-house, Raritan Bay, New Jersey—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HULL: Petition of J. G. Stanley and 21 citizens of 
Dexter, Iowa, protesting against the passage of a general bank- 
ruptcy bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, protests of C. Mysenwander, G. W. Cox, G. W. Miller, J. 
Gleason, W. Dodd, H. M. Biball, J. Osborn, H. Schmidt, D. W. 
Symouse, and W. 8S. Garten, against the passage of the so-called 
anti-scalping ticket bill—to the Committee on Interstate and 'or- 
eign Commerce. 

'y Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: Petitions of the Young People’s 
Society of North A street, Friends’ Meeting, Third Methodist Epis- 
copal Church, the Christian Church, First English Lutheran 
Church, St. Paul’s Lutheran Church, and Grace Methodist Epis- 
copal Church, all of the city of Richmond, Ind., asking for the 
passage of a bill to forbid the sale of intoxicating beverages in all 
Government buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

_By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of Alfred L. Cartland and 186 other 
citizens of Poughkeepsie, N. Y., favoring the enactment of legis- 
lation to more effectually restrict immigration and prevent the 
admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United 
States—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. KLEBERG: Petition of citizens of Uvalde, Tex., for 
a Government to assume control and secure deep water at 


ransas Pass Harbor in Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 
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By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of the Christian Church of Dublin, 
Tex., praying for the enactment of legislation to protect State 
anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in origi- 
nal packages on entering any State shall become subject to its 
laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Woodbury, N. J., praying for the enactment 
of legislation substituting voluntary arbitration for railway 
strikes—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Woodbury, N. J., for the passage of a bill to further protect the 
first day of the week in the District of Columbia—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Woodbury, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
hibiting the interstate transmission of newspaper descriptions of 
prize fights, etc.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Woodbury, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
hibiting kinetoscope reproductions of prize fights in the District 
of Columbia and the Territories—to the Commititee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Woodbury, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
hibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government buiid- 
ings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Woodbury, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
hibiting interstate gambling by telegraph, telephone, or other- 
wise—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Woodbury, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation raising 
the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the District of Colum- 
bia and Territories—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MANN: Petitions of sundry labor unions and associa- 
tions of Chicago, Ill., remonstrating against the passage of House 
bill ‘No. 30 and Senate bill No. 1575, restricting the right to buy 
and sell railroad tickets—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: Resolutions of Lincoin Post, No. 1, of 
Topeka, Kans., relating to the assaults now made upon the pension 
rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McDONALD: Petition of the Woman Suffrage Asso- 
ciation of Maryland, asking for the passage of a bill to forbid the 
sale of intoxicating beverages in all Government buildings—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the Woman Suffrage Association of Maryland, 
praying for the enactment of legislation raising the age of protec- 
tion for girls to 18 yearsin the District of Columbia and the Terri- 
tories—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Woman Suffrage Association of Maryland, 
favoring the enactment of legislation to protect State anti-ciga- 
rette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in original pack- 
ages on entering any State shall become subject to its laws—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McINTIRE: Paper to accompany a bill for the relief 
of James Hooper, of Baltimore, Md.—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: Petitions of the New Orleans 
Paper Hangers’ Union, Shoe Workers’ Protective Association, 
United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, all of New Orleans; 
J. Lehman, E. R. Wood, J. Strauss, Benjamin Cohn, G. L. Cran- 
dall, Frank Bennett, B. W. Adler, S. J. Heinemann, Marx Bros., 
Dalsheimer & Worms, all of the State of Louisiana, protesting 
against the passage of the so-called anti-scalping bill or any simi- 
lar measure—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


merce. 

By Mr. MILLER: Petitions of R. A. Flesher, E. P. Scott, N. 
Ogdin, C. N. Matheny, and other citizens of Pleasants County, 
W. Va., praying for the enactment of legislation which will more 
effectually restrict immigration and prevent the admission of illit- 
erate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United States—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. NORTHWAY: Petitions of W. C. Yates, J. W. Gould, 
and 39 other citizens of Ashtabula County, Ohio, favoring the en- 
actment of legislation to more effectually restrict immigration and 
prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes 
to the United States—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

By Mr. ODELL: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Cornwal!, Orange County, N. Y., for the passage 
of a bill to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cig- 
arettes imported in original packages on entering any State shall 
become subject to its laws—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, 
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By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of the American Legion of Honor, 
Federal Council, No. 217, Washington, D. C., relating to pension 
legislation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PITNEY: Petition of William H. Hiler and 26 citizens 
of Rockaway, and 104 citizens of Sergeantsville and vicinity, in 
the State of New Jersey,in favor of legislation which will more 
effectually restrict immigration and prevent the admission of illit- 
erate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United States—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Petitions of O. B. Hopkins, J. R. N. Curtin, 
C. H. Clarkson, E. B. Byrne, John T. Lucas, T. J. Smith, and 
other citizens of Alexandria, Va., protesting against the admis- 
sion of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United 
States—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: Petition of Security Council, No. 168, Jun- 
ior. Order United American Mechanics, and American citizens of 
Youngwood and vicinity, State of Pennsylvania, favoring the en- 
actment of legislation to more effectually restrict immigration and 
prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes 
to the United States—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

Also, resolution of the Custom Cutters’ Association of America, 
in favor of the passage of a bill to suppress ticket brokerage—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: Petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of the State of Colorado, and First Presbyterian 
Church of Fort Collins, Colo., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol 
and all Government buildings—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the First Presbyterian Church of Fort Collins, 
Colo., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the re- 
production by the kinetoscope or other kindred devices of prize 
fights in the District of Columbia and the Territories—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the First Presbyterian Church of Fort Collins, 
Colo., praying for the enactment of legislation to protect State 
anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in origi- 
nal packages on entering any State shall become subject to its 
laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the First Presbyterian Church of Fort Collins, 
Colo., praying for the enactment of legislation to raise the age of 
consent for girls to 18 years in the District of Columbia and the 
Territories—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the First Presbyterian Church of Fort Collins, 
Colo., praying for the enactment of a Sunday-rest law for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the First Presbyterian Church of Fort Collins, 
Colo., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting inter- 
state gambling by telegraph, telephone, or otherwise—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the First Presbyterian Church of Fort Collins, 
Colo., praying for the enactment of legislation to substitute vol- 
untary arbitration for railway strikes—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Greeley, Colo., and the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of the State of Colorado, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes 
imported in original packages on entering any State shall become 
subject to its laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of sundry business men of Sterling, Colo., pro- 
testing against the passage of a general bankruptcy bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of numerous citizens of Denver, Colo., in favor of 
the passage of a bill to prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, 
and criminal classes to the United States—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petitions of the Anaconda Miners’ Union and the Tellu- 
ride Miners’ Union, of the State of Colorado, protesting against 
the passage of the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SHOWALTER: Petition of citizens of Beaver Falls, 
Pa., for the enactment of legislation which will more effectually 
restrict immigration and prevent the admission of illiterate, pau- 
per, and criminal classes to the United States—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SPRAGUE: Resolution of the Boston Associated Board 
of Trade, of Boston, Mass., in favor of the provision of a force of 
artillerymen sufficient to care for and properly man the modern 
armament of harbor defenses—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of the Grant County (Ind.) Medi- 
cal Society, protesting against the passage of Senate bill 1063, 
known as the anti-vivisection bill—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Also, petition of Grant Council, No. 7, Junior Order of United 





American Mechanics, and Silas M. Archibald and 100 other citi- 
zens of Jonesboro, Ind., in favor of legislation which will more 
effectually restrict immigration and prevent the admission of 
illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United States—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Resolutions of the St. Paul, 

Minn., Chamber of Commerce, in relation to civil service—to the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 
_ Also, resolutions of the St. Paul Chamber of Commerce, indors- 
ing the report of the nee monetary convention J anuary 
25, 1898, favoring currency reform based on the gold standard—to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: Resolutions of the De 
ment of Wisconsin, Grand Army of the Republic, favorable to 
9 instruction in public schools—to the Committee on Educa- 

ion. 
By Mr. CHARLES W.STONE: Petition of the congregation of 
the Union Church of Kushequa, Pa., favoring the passage of a bill 
to prohibit the sale of liquors in the Capitol and all Government 
buildings—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: Papers to accompany House bill No. 
2762, granting a pension to Mary A. Case—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

_By Mr. YOUNG of Pe Ivania: Petitions of native and for- 
eign born citizens of Pennsylvania and New Jersey, favoring the 
enactment of legislation which will more effectually restrict im- 
migration and prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and 
criminal classes to the United States—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Vessel Owners and Captains’ Association of 
Philadelphia, Pa., favoring Senate bill No. 624, for the creation 
of a a of commerce and industry—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ZENOR (by sequent): Papers to accompany House bill 
for the relief of Hardin Howe—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, papers in support of House bill for the relief of William 
M. Howell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, February 8, 1898. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mrizury, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. ALLEN, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

GOVERNMENT ARMOR FACTORY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting information 
relative to a bid by the Winthrop Harbor and Dock Company, of 
Chicago, I1l., ae additional railroad facilities supplementary 
to its bid, mentioned in the inclosure of the Department's letter 
of the 2d instant, for furnishing a site for an armor fac , and 
a bid by a committee of citizens of Monroe, Mich., offering, indefi- 
nitely, a site for such factory, etc., and stating that these bids 
have been transmitted to the Speaker of the House of resenta- 
tives; which was referred to the Committee on Naval irs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


TELEGRAPH CONDUITS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, transmitting 
a report of the Postal Telegraph Cable Company, of the District of 
Columbia, relative to telegraph conduits for electric-light 
cable purposes in the District of Columbia, etc.; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPITAL RAILWAY COMPANY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual report 
of the Capital ae Company for the year ended December 31 
1897; which was referred to the Committee on the District o 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


SENATOR FROM TENNESSEE. 


Mr. BATE. I t the credentials of my colleague, Senator 
TurRLEY. I ask that they be read and lie on the table. He is not 
here this morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The credentials will be read. 


The Secretary read as follows: 


THE STATE OF TENNESSEE, EXECUTIVE CHAMBER. 
To all who shall see these presents, greeting: 
Know ye that whereas the Fiftieth general 
nessee at its extrao: session, in joint assemby, did on the 2d day of 
February, 1898, elect Hon. Thomas BATTLE TURLEY Senator to represent 
Tennessee in the Congress of the United States to fill out the unexpired term 
of Hon. Isham G. Harris, deceased. 
Now, therefore, I, R. L. Taylor, governor of the State of Tennessee, by 


assembly of the State of Ten- 


Os 


power and authority in me vested, do commission Hon. THoMAS 
Firtue of emEeY to fill said ation of United States Senator agreeably to the 
Constitution and mato appertaining bylaw. nn nee and 
emoluments thereun . 
hereof . L. Taylor, governor as aforesaid. have hereunto 
in testimony T the aeons coal of the State to be affixed at the de- 
ent in Nashville on this 2d day of February, A. D. 1398. 
ROBT. L. TAYLOR. 





eae 
: Wu. S. MorGAn, Secretary of State. 

Mr. BATE. Let the Secretary read the other pou That is 
the important one. The other is the evidence of the election, and 
it is that I desire to have read. 

Mr. HALE. Will not the Secretary read it again? There was 
a little confusion in this part of the Chamber. It occurs to me 
that there is something in it in regard to the governor commis- 
sioning Mr. TURLEY. ; 

Mr. RATE. Will the Senator from Maine speak louder? I can 
not hear him. - 

Mr. HALE. It occurred to me, as the certificate was read, that 
there is something im it declaring that the governor commissioned 
the Senator-elect from Tennessee. 

Mr. BATE. That is true, but I will remind the Senator that 
the State statute requires the governor to commission all officers 
chosen by the legislature. That has been the practice heretofore. 
It was done even in my own case. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Hoar] objected to it, but declared that it was er 
surplusage. The other paper is the certificate, and it is that 
which I want to have read. 

Mr. HALE. It is the certificate proper? 

Mr. BATE. Yes; itis at the desk. TheSenator can not object 
to it. I think it is perfect in all its form. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The commission recites the fact of the elec- 
tion of Mr. TURLEY as a United States Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the other paper be read. 

Mr. BATE. Let it be read, and if any objection is made, let it 
be made known. 

Mr. CHANDLER. A recital of the election of Mr. TURLEY as 
a United States Senator to fill out the term of Senator Harris is 
all that is essential, as I understandit. The-difficulty in many of 
the recent cases grows out of the tendency in the States to certify 
the election of United States Senators on blanks which are pre- 
pared for commissioning State officers within the State. It is an 
unwise practice. The executives of the States ought to look at 
the language of the Constitution of the United States and of the 
statute in reference to certifying the appointment and election of 
Senators and be guided by those, and not send us commissions 
prepared to make the appointment of justices of the peace and no- 
taries a and State officers in their respective States. 

Mr. BATE. It may be unwise in one ct, but it covers all 
cases. I have explained the object of it, and that seems to be all 
that is necessary. But I call the attention of the Senate to the 
fact that the certificate which will now be read covers every point; 
and if there is any ible objection I should like to know it. 

bem VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the certifi- 
cate. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

STATE OF TENNESSEE, EXECUTIVE CHAMBER, 
Nashville, Tenn., February 2, 1898. 
To the honorable President of the Senate of the United States: 


In obedience to the law, I, Robert L. Taylor, governor of the State of Ten- 
nessee, do hereby certify that the general assembly of the State of Tennessee, 
chosen on the first Tuesday after the first Monday in November, 1897, as pre- 
scribed by the constitution and the laws of the State, assembled’on the 17th 
day of January (Monday), 1898, in extraordinary session, pursuant to a call 
of the chief executive of the State, issued December 29, 1597, at the capitol in 
the city of Nashville, pursuant to the requirements of the constitution and 
laws aforesaid, and that on Tuesda , the 25th day of January, 1898, that being 
the second Tuesday after the meet thereof, the senate and house of repre- 
sentatives composing the said general assembly, which is the Fiftieth general 
assembly of the State of Tennessee, each in its respective chamber, a consti- 
tutional quorum being present in each house, and voting openly by viva voice 
vote of each member present, proceeded to take a ballot for Senator in the 
United States Congress for said State, to fill out the unexpired term of Sen- 
ator Isham G. Harris, deceased, and thereupon thereafter at 12 o’clock merid- 
ian upon the day ree. being the 26th day of January, 1898, the two 
houses aforesaid convened in the hall of the house of representatives in joint 
assembly, and the journals of both houses were read and the joint assembly 
then began session, whereupon it appeared from the reading of the journals 
that no election had been made. This proceedin was continued from day to 
day until the 2d day of porentz, ae when as the reading of the journals in 

tassembly aforesaid show that Tuomas BATTLE TURLEY, an inhabitant 
and citizen of the State of Tennessee, more than 30 years of age, and more than 
years a citizen of the United mane cones @ majority of al] the votes 
east in each house of oo assembly and of the joint assembly then 
sitting, and was declared duly elected to represent Tennessee in the Congress 
of the United States for the remainder of said term of six years, for which 
G. Harris was elected, beginning the 4th day of March, 1895, and end- 

ing the day of March, 1901, which place was made vacant by the said 
Harris's 


“4 whereof I have hereunto set my hand and seal and caused 
to be affixed t: c sreat seal of the State of Tennessee. Doneat the executive 


department at ville this 24 day of Feb , 1898. 
peat. ROBERT L. TAYLOR, Governor. 

























































governor: 
WILLIAM 8. MorGAN, Secretary of State. 
GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF TENNESSEE, February 2, 1898. 
The undersigned, speakers of the senate and house of representatives of 
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the Fiftieth gegen assembly of Tennessee, do hereby certify that at a joint 
convention of the two houses of the general assembly of the State of Tennes- 
see, held in the hall of the house of representatives in pursuance of law on the 
2d day of February, 1898, Taomas BArTLe TuRLBY (more than 30 years of 
age, of the county of Shelby, citizen and inhabitant of the State of Tennes- 
see, and more t nine years an inhabitant of the United States), was duly 
and constitutionally elected to a seat in the Senate of the United States, for 
the State of Tennessee, for the unexpired term of Senator Isham G. Harris, 
deceased, ending March 4, 190L 
JOHN THOMPSON, 


Speaker of the Senate. 
Speaker of the House of Repreaniat 
Attest: iP e e House of Represeniatives. 
MARION WILLS, 
Clerk of the Joint Convention. 

Mr. HALE. Isuppose there is no doubt in the mind of any 
Senator that the proceedingsin this case have been due and formal, 
and ‘that Senator TurLey has been elected to fill the vacancy 
caused by the death of that old and lamented Senator, Senator 
Harris. Butit does seem to meas if it were high time that certifi- 
cates coming from the governors of the separate States certifying 
the election of a Senator shall simply recite the facts that are 
needed, and they are very few. This certificate goes on and re- 
cites fifty things that are not needed. 

Next some governor will certify that in the joint assembly that 
elected a Senator everybody was of sound mind and good health 
and entitled to vote; that the proceedings were opened with 

rayer, and, in a case of this kind, that the Senator who has died 
is universally lamented by everybody. Therecitation hurts noth- 
ing except that it mars the symmetry of the certificate. 

I should hope that hereafter officials in certifying to the Senate 
the election of persons to this body will be somewhat more modest 
and restricted, and not seek to put in so much rhetoric and recita- 
tion, but give us a plain, simple certificate. Nowand then a cer- 
tificate comes in that is plain and simple. There seems to be a 
defect in the organization of men somewhere that they have to 
spread so many useless things on the record. 

Mr. HOAR. The last credentials which were read to the Sen- 
ate,I think about a week ago, from the State of Mississippi—I am 
not — sure—seemed to me to be absolutely perfect. They 
simply certified that on a certain day the person named was duly 
chosen by the legislature of the State for the term designated, 
and it stopped there. But Isuppose, as this was an extraordinary 
session in the State of Tennessee, the governor thought there 
ought to be an extraordinary certificate to go with it. 

Mr. BATE. Of course the fact that it was an extraordinary 
session had to be recited. It was material to show that Mr. Tur- 
LEY was elected at an extraordinary session and under the consti- 
tution of the State. 

Mr. President, it seems that some credentials are too short and 
somearetoolong. Buttherecan not be any complaint madeon that 
ground in the case of this certificate. Itcertainly covers every sin- 
gle point, and it isfair andconclusive,I think. I will be very much 
pleased to have the Senate adopt a formula by which this matter 
can be arranged without criticism and that it shall be conformed 
to. Ishould like to see that done; but in the absence of it, it de- 
pends upon the taste of the governor and the secretary of state as 
to what form they shallputitin. This certificate has come up in 
that form, and Iam glad to see that there is no material objection 
offered to it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The fact of the election of Senator TuRLEY 
clearly appears from the paper, so that I know of no objection to 
his being sworn in; but certainly the Senator from Tennessee will 
admit that two gubernatorial certificates are not necessary to se- 
cure the admission of a Senator. Mr. TURLEY comes here not 
merely with a certificate of the facts, but with a commission. 
The governor and the secretary of state not only certify to the 
fact of the election, which is all they ought to certify to, but the 
governor proceeds to commission Mr. TuRLEY as a Senator from 
Tennessee to the United States Senate, which I may say without 
offense he has no right to do. The sections of the statute are 
these: 


Sec. 18. It shall be the duty of the executive of the State from which any 
Senator has been chosen to certify his election, under the seal of the State, 
to the President of the Senate of the United States. 

Sec. 19. The certificate mentioned in the preceding section shall be coun- 


tersigned by the secretary of state of the State. 


That is the whole thing which the statute contemplates. The 
last paper is a certificate, but, as has been shown by the Senator 
from Maine, it is a certificate of unnecessary length. It is harm- 
less. It goes upon the files of the Senate. All the facts are certi- 
fied at an unnecessary length. The other paper, which the Senator 
from Tennessee presented first, was entirely unnecessary, and it is 
objectionable because the governor undertakes to commission the 
Senator as a Senator from Tennessee in the United States Senate, 
which he has no right to do, because a Senator does not hold hig 

sition here by reason of a commission from the governor of 2 

tate. 

Mr.BATE. But he could not hold it unless he had been elected 
by thelegislatureof theState, and, asI said, we have astatute in our 











ee 


8 Lae 
rs ——t 


Seat 
(seas 


Ck ROS. 
no --- 





i ah wat EER a RPT: be ATE eA 


Tie TL 


re aieae) Ret; 


2 Ba 


CED SF BLT I OPES 


mer Sot a ine ay, eas eee 


PAY <a ates 6D ORT oe WEIS in 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





FEBRUARY 8, 





State which requires the governor to issue commissions to all per- 
_ sons elected by the legislature. Mr. TURLEY has been elected by the 
legislature, and I insist that the certificate is proper under all the 


. circumstances, though it is not necessary, as [ said before. 

Mr. DAVIS. I should like to know if it does not appear from 
these papers, whatever their form, that there has been an actual 
compliance with the Constitution and laws in the election of a 

United States Senator from the State of Tennessee. 

' Mr. CHANDLER. It does so appear. 

Mr. DAVIS. Then what appears beyond that is mere surplus- 
age, and is a matter of verbal criticism, I think. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The great learning of the Senator from 
Minnesota has correctly elucidated that fact. 
tion to the swearing in of Mr. TuRLEy, notwithstanding this 
excessive certification. But it is proper, I submit, with the leave 
of the Senator from Minnesota, to call attention to the fact that 
in addition to certifying the election the governor of the State has 
undertaken to commission the United States Senator, and to give 
him by a State commission a right to sit in this body. 

Mr. DAVIS. That gives him no authority whatever. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That commission gives him no authority 
whatever. Iwill read the certificate presented here in the case of 
Senator DANIEL, of Virginia: 

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, to wit: 


The legislature of this State having, on the 15th day of December, A. D. 


1897, chosen JOHN W. DANIEL, ood, a Senator from this State for six years 
from the 4th day of March, A. D. 1899, 


I, Charles T. O’Ferrall, governor of the Commonwealth of Virginia, do 
hereby certify the same to the Senate of the United States. 

Given under my hand and under the great seal of the Commonwealth, at 
Richmond, this 30th day of December, A. D. 1897, and in the one hundred and 
twenty-second year of the Commonwealth. 


CHARLES T. O’FERRALL. 
By the governor: 


. T. LAWLEss, 
Secretary of the Commonwealth and Keeper of the Seals. 

Now, there, Mr. President, is a complete certificate. Nothing 
more is necessary. It does not undertake tocommission Mr. Dan- 
IEL as a Senator in the United States Senate, which is the objec- 
tionable part, if there be any objectionable part, of the action of 
the governor of Tennessee. 

Mr. BATE. If the Senator will pardon me, he sees that they 
are separate and distinct papers. Neither one has anything to do 
with the other, but they are to be sent here as a part of the pro- 
ceedings. The commission is not attached to the certificate and 
has nothing to do with the certificate that has been read. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But the Senator presented it first. 

Mr. BATE. I presented it because it was sent here as a part of 
the proceedings of the legislature and in conformity to the act of 
the legislature of Tennessee, showing that Mr. TURLEY had been 
elected by the legislature of Tennessee and the governor had per- 
formed his duty in commissioning him as required by the act of 
the State legislature. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to present sundry petitions, if that order 
has been reached. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
credentials will be filed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 2553) to authorize the construction of a steel bridge 
over the Snake River between theStates of Washington and Idaho. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 3743) approving the act of the Nineteenth legis- 
lative assembly of Arizona entitled ‘‘An act authorizing the erec- 
tion of a capitol building,” etc., approved March 8, 1897. 

A bill (H. R. 6258) to authorize the redemption and to limit the 
right of conversion of refunding certificates issued under author- 
ity of the act of February 26, 1879; and 

A bill (H. R. 7555) making appropriations for the support of 
the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented petitions of the select and 
common councils of Philadelphia, Pa., praying that an appro- 
priation be made for the reconstruction and enlargement of the 
present dry dock at the League Island Navy-Yard, for the con- 
struction of retaining walls to the back channel, and for the equip- 
ping of the League Island Navy-Yard for a repairing station; 
which were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Endeavor Society of the 
Ninth Street Christian Church, of the city of Washington, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intox- 
icating liquors in all Government buildings; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HOAR presented a resolution adopted by the Boston Fruit 
and Produce Exchange, of Boston, Mass., setting forth the great 
value to the commercial interests of the country of a treaty of 


If-there is no further objection, the 


There is no objec- 


reciprocity with the Dominion of Canada and the Crown Colony 
of Newfoundland, and praying for the ratification of a reciprocity 
treaty with these countries as soon as practicable; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Natick, Mass., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to raise the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the 
District of Columbia and the Territories; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Natick, Mass., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to substitute voluntary arbitration for railway strikes; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Natick, Mass., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol 
and all Government buildings; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Natick, Mass., praying for the enactment of a Sun- 
day-rest law for the District of Columbia; which was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Natick, Mass., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that ciga- 
rettes imported in original packages on entering any State shall 
become subject to its laws; which was referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Natick, Mass., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to prchibit kinetoscope a of pugilistic encounters 
in the District of Columbia and the Territories, and the interstate 
transportation of materials of the same; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Natick, Mass., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to prohibit the interstate transmission of lottery messages 
and other gambling matter; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Natick, Mass., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to prohibit the transmission by mail or interstate commerce 
of newspaper descriptions of prize fights; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GEAR presented the petition of T. E. Jones,in behalf of 
the teachers of Greer County, Okla., praying that an appropria- 
tion be made for the payment of their claims against the Govern- 
ment; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

Mr. CULLOM presented the petitions of J. H. Smith, manager 
of the Soldiers’ Orphan School of Philadelphia, Pa.; of C. C. 
Harvey, president and general manager of the New Orleans and 
Northeastern Railroad Company, of New Orleans, La., and of 
Gertrude G. Biddle, president of the Children’s Aid Society of 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the passage of the so-called anti- 
scalping ticket bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of J. H. Woodward and 10 other 
citizens of Cairo, [1l., remonstrating against the passage of the 
eae anti-scalping ticket bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented the memorial of 8S. N. Barker, of Annawan, 
Ill., and the memorial of H. P. Wood and sundry other citizens 
of Wataga, Ill., remonstrating —- the enactment of a general 
bankruptcy law; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Fred W. Wolf Company, of 
Chicago, lil., praying for the establishment of an international 
bank; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Journeymen Tailors’ Union 
of America, of Bloomington, Ill., praying for the passage of the 
so-called eight-hour, prison labor, anti-injunction, and seamen’s 
= which was referred to the Committee on Education and 

abor. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Kewanee, Ill., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that ciga- 
rettes imported in original packages on entering any State shall 
become subject to its laws; which was referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a grace of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Hawey, Ill., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to ro the sale of intoxicating liquors in the National Capitol 
and all other Government buildings; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented the memorial of Dr. E. W. Fiegenbaum, of 
Edwardsville, fl., and the memorial of Dr. J. B. Maxwell, of Mount 
Carmel, I., a against the passage of the so-called 
anti-vivisection bill; which were ordered to lie on the table, 
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ance Union of Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., and a petition of the Wo- 
man’s Christian Temperance Union of Petoskey, Mich., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette 
laws by providing that cigarettes imported in original packages 
on entering any State shall become subject to its laws; which 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Ganges Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union, of Ganges, Mich., praying for the enactment 
of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of Saginaw Division, No. 192, Order 
of Railway Conductors, of Saginaw, Mich., praying for the passage 
of the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented memorials of the Ludington Vessel Loaders’ 
Union, of Ludington; of the Central Trades’ Union of Bay City; 
of legislation to prohibit the interstate transmission of lottery | of the Miners’ Protective Association No. 6395, of Jackson; of the 
messages and other gambling matter by telegraph, telephone, or | iron Ore Workers’ Union No. 4, of Norway; of the Michigan 
otherwise; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. | Federation of Labor, of Grand Rapids; of Cigar Makers’ Local 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- | Union No. 22, of Detroit; of Iron Molders’ Union No. 242, of 
ance Union of Reeds Corners, N. Y., praying for the enactment | Jackson; of Longshoremen’s Local Union No. 69, of Menominee; 
of legislation to prohibit the interstate mail circulation of ex- | of Mine Workers’ Union No. 8, of Ishpeming; of the Salesmen’s 
tended newspaper descriptions of prize fights; which wasreferred | Union of Grand Rapids; of Iron Molders’ Union No. 104, of 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. | Albion; of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 393, of Cadillac; of Long- 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- | shoremen’s Union No. 14, of Tawas City; of Federal Labor Union 
ance Union of Reeds Corners, N. Y., praying for the enactment of | No. 6736, of Negaunee; of Journeymen Barbers’ Union No. 13, of 
legislation to substitute voluntary arbitration for railway strikes; | Bay City, and of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 130, of Saginaw, all 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. | in the State of Michigan, remonstrating against the enactment of 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Metho- legislation intended to destroy the present system of ticket bro- 
dist Episcopal Church of Nunda, N. Y., praying for the enactment | kerage; which were ordered to lie on the table. 
of legislation to raise the age of protection for girls to 18 years in | Mr. McLAURIN presented the memorial of Thomas R. Me- 
the District of Columbia and the Territories; which was ordered | Gahan and sundry other citizens of Charleston, S. C.,remonstrat- 
to lie on the table. ing against the enactment of a general bankruptcy law; which 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- | was ordered to lie on the table. 

ance unions of Erie County, Cornwall, Catskill, Camden, Schuyler Mr. ALLEN presented sundry papers in support of the bill (S. 
County, and Glenville; of the Friends’ Temperance Union of New | 3370) to pension Benjamin F. Pratt; which were referred to the 
York City; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Reeds | Committee on Pensions. 
Corners; of Rev. D. C. Johnson, Rev. E. Evans, and Rev. Rich- He also presented sundry papers in support of the bill (S. 16) to 
ard Abbott, of Camden, all in the State of New York, praying for | remove the charge of desertion from Frank Ferrin, of Omaha, 
the enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws | Nebr.; which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
by providing that cigarettes imported in original packages on en- He also presented a petition of the faculty and students of 
tering any State shall become subject to its laws; which were | Doane College, Crete, Nebr., praying for the annexation of the 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. Hawaiian Islands; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WELLINGTON presented a petition of 66 citizens of Mary- He also presented the memorials of B. F. Mead and 18 other citi- 
land, praying for the enactment of legislation restricting immi- | zens; of J. F. McMay and 18 other citizens: of L. H. Curtiss and 
gration; which was ordered to lie on the table. 14 other citizens; of W. B. Smith and 4 other citizens; of Meyer 

Mr. BURROWS presented memorials of the Albion Recorder, | Klein and 6 other citizens; of A. J. Sawyer and 19 other citizens; 
of Albion; of the Commercial, of Vicksburg; of the Carson City | of E. M. Clark and 19 other citizens; of R. A. Falks and 19 other 
Gazette, of Carson City, and of Helen T. Clarke, of Detroit, all in | citizens; of A. H. Rawitzer and 19 other citizens; of Charles 
the State of Michigan, remonstrating against the passage of the | Kaufman and 19 other citizens; of J. Kinchberg and 19 other citi- 
so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which | zens: of W. J. Waite and 19 other citizens; of Cyrus Lindell and 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 19 other citizens; of A. Pickup and 19 other citizens, and of J. J. 

He also presented the memorials of J. A. Downer and 22 other | Hughes and 18 other citizens, all in the State of Nebraska, and 
business men of Olivet, of J. H. Leavison and 87 other business | the memorial of J. Appel and 43 other citizens of New York, re- 
and professional men of Petoskey, of George W. Kroll and 15 | monstrating against the passage of the so-called anti-scalping 
other business men of Marcellus, and of the Thompson Savings | ticket bill or any similar measure; which were ordered to lie on 
Bank and 12. other business firms of Hudson, all in the State of | the table. 

Michigan, remonstrating against the enactment of a general Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of the Indianapolis (Ind.) 
bankruptcy law; which were ordered to lie on the table. Chapter of the Daughters of the American Revolution, praying 

He also presented a petition of the Pengelly Woman's Christian | for the enactment of legislation making Fort Ticonderoga a Gov- 
Temperance Union, of Taliteonce, Mich., praying for the enact- | ernment reservation; which was referred to the Committee on 
ment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in nT Affairs. 
the Capitol and all Government buildings; which was referred He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Putnam 





ILL presented a petition of the Birchard Woman's 
att toe No. 59, of Newfane, Vt., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all 
Government buildings; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings an Grounds. - 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented petitions of the Young 
People’s Society of Christian Endeavor of the First Presbyterian 
Church of East Hampton, of the congregation of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Nunda, and of the Young People’s Christian 

nion of Friendship, all in the State of New York, and a peti- 
tion of Miss McGarrah, of Brooklyn, N. Y., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in 
the Capitol and all Government buildings; which were referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of Nunda, N. Y., praying for the enactment 











to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. : County, Ind., remonstrating against the enactment of a general 
He also presented petitions of the Ganges Woman's Christian | bankruptcy law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
Temperance Union, of Ganges; of the Woman’s Christian Tem- He also presented memorials of the Grant County Medical So- 


perance Union of Petoskey, and of the Pengelly Woman's Chris- | ciety, of the Tippecanoe County Medical Society, and of the Kos- 
tian Temperance Union, of Kalamazoo, all in the State of Michi- | ciusko County Medical Society. of Warsaw, all in the State of 
gan, praying for the enactment of legislation to raise the age of | Indiana, remonstrating against the passage of Senate bill No. 1063, 
rotection for girls to 18 years in the District of Columbia and the | for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of 
erritories; which were ordered to lie on the table. Columbia; which were ordered to lie on the table. 
He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- Mr. KYLE. I present a memorial remonstrating against the 
ance Union of Petoskey, Mich., praying for the enactment of leg- | passage of the bankruptcy bill, signed by Hoffman & Cu., and 16 
on to prohibit the reproduction of prize fights by the kineto- | other citizens of Elk Point,S. Dak. This seems to be a stereo- 
or other kindred devices; which was ordered to lie on the | typed memorial sent by people of the East to our retail merchants 
e, in the West for them to sign and forward here to their Senators 
He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- | and Representatives. I donot think the memorials represent the 
ance Union of Petoskey, Mich., and a petition of the Ganges Wo- | sentiment of our State, because as far as I have learned our people 
man’s Christian Temperance Union, of Ganges, Mich., praying | are in favor of the passage of a bankruptcy law. As the bill has 
for the enactment of legislation to substitute voluntary arbitra- | been reported, I move that the memorial lie on the table. 
tion for railway strikes; which were referred to the Committee The motion was agreed to. 
on Education and Labor. Mr. GORMAN presented a petition of the Woman’s Suffrage 
He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- | Association of Maryland, praying for the enactment of legislation 
ance Union of Petoskey, Mich., praying for the enactment of leg- | to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes 
tion to prohibit rae y telegraph, telephone, or | imported in original packages on entering any State shall become 
se; which was refe to the Committee on the Judiciary. | subject to its laws; which was referred to the Committee on In- 
He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- | terstate Commerce. 
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He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Suffrage Associa- 
tion of Maryland, praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
hibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Suffrage Associa- 
tion of Maryland, praying for the enactment of legislation to raise 
the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the District of Colum- 
bia and the Territories; which was ordered to lie on the table, 

He also presented the memorials of James A. Garfield, jr., and 
15 other citizens; of George L. Lohner and 19 other citizens; of 
Edwin F. Nolin and 19 other citizens; of C. M. Vandenburgh and 
19 other citizens; of Victor Emden and 19 other citizens; of J. A. 
Woodruff and 19 other citizens; of H. Clay Jones and 19 other 
citizens; of B. C. Shipman and 19 other citizens; of John C. 
Rheinhart and 19 other citizens; of Fred. W. Stockholm and 19 
other citizens; of W. V. Lanner and 19 other citizens; of F. W. 
Carden and 19 other citizens; of William Ritchie and 19 other 
citizens; of G. W. Emmerson and 19 other citizens, and of W. 
Manley Grogan and 18 other citizens, all in the city of Washing- 
ton, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called anti-scalp- 
ing ticket bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CHILTON presented the memorial of Mark Jones, J. F. 
Crocker, J. W. Wayman, and sundry other citizens of Texas, re- 
monstrating against the enactment of a general hankruptcy law; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Plano, Tex., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that ciga- 
rettes imported in original packages on entering any State shall 
become subject to its laws; which was referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Duluth, 
Minn., praying for the establishment of postal savings banks; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


s. 

Mr. WETMORE presented sundry petitions numerously signed 
by officers and employees of the various Departments of the Gov- 
ernment in the city of Washington, praying that the Library of 
Congress be opened at night; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Library. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the Order of Railway 
Conductors of Saginaw, Mich., praying for the passage of the so- 
— anti-scalping ticket bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented memorials of the Iron Molders’ Union No. 
104, of Albion; of the Cigar Makers’ Union No. 393, of Cadillac; 
of the International Longshoremen’s Union No. 14, of Tawas City; 
of Federal Labor Union No. 6736, of Negaunee; of Journeymen 
Barbers’ Union No. 13, of Bay City; of Carpenters’ Union No. 19, 
of Detroit; of Broom Makers’ Union No, 2, of Detroit; of Theatri- 
cal Protective Union No. 14, of Detroit; of Metal Polishers, Buf- 
fers, Platers, and Brass Workers’ Local Union No. 1, of Detroit; of 
Painters and Decorators’ Union No. 37, of Detroit; of National 
Longshoremen’s Association No. 24, of East Jordan; of the Gro- 
cers’ Protective Association of Grand Rapids; of National Long- 
shoremen’s Association No. 11, of Marquette; of Cigar Packers’ 
International Union No. 284, of Detroit; of International Associa- 
tion of Machinists No. 8,of Detroit; of Robert Mellon and 19 other 
citizens of Bay City; of C. E. Mason and 19 other citizens of Sagi- 
naw; of C. E. Spindler and 19 other citizens of Saginaw; of O. E. 
Levis and 19 other citizens of Vassar; of D. R. Cuthbertson and 19 
other citizens of Fosters; of B. F. Rodgers and 19 other citizens of 
Saginaw; of E. Shony and 19 other citizens of Saginaw; of F. J. Fox 
and 19 other citizens of Saginaw; of G. J. Kartenberg and 19 other 
citizens of Detroit; of W. H. Kinsey and 19 other citizens of Lan- 
sing; of D. Lemont and 19 other citizens of Detroit; of C. A, Best 
and 19 other citizens of Saginaw; of C. J. Chambers and 19 other 
citizens of Saginaw; of Thaddeus A. Zerr and 19 other citizens of 
Pontiac; of J. W. Laws and 19 other citizens of Detroit; of F. 
Friedrich and 10 other citizens of Traverse City, and of A. E. 
Rosengarten and 93 other citizens of Detroit, all in the State of 
Michigan; of Samuel Adams and 49 other citizens of Pittsburg, 
Pa., and of the National Building Trades Council of America of 
St. Louis, Mo., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
anti-scalping ticket bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Brightwood Avenue Citi- 
zens’ Association of the District of Columbia, relative to highway 
extensions in the District; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. , 

He also presented a petition of the National Building and Trades 
Council of America, praying for the enactment of legislation ex- 
tending suffrage to citizens of the District of Columbia; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 

00, Mich., praying for the establishment of a department 


of commerce and industries; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the National American Woman’s 
Suffrage Association, praying that women be allowed the right to 
vote in legislative and Presidential elections; which was referred 
to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

He also presented a petition of the National Building Trades 
Council of America, praying for the adoption of an amendment to 
the eight-hour law making a violation of this law a misdemeanor; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the National Building Trades 
Council of America, praying for the appointment of H. W. Stein- 
biss, of St. Louis, Mo., on the commission of labor in the event of 
the passage of the bill creating such commission; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of the Ganges Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, of Ganges; of the Inland Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union; of the Inland Independent Order of Good 
Templars, No. 481; of the congregation of the Methodist Episco- 

al Church of Inland, and of the congregation of the Bendon 

ethodist Episcopal Church, all in the State of Michigan, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to prohibit kinetoscope repro- 
ductions of prize fights in the District of Columbia and the Terri- 
tories; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Unionof Ganges; of the the Inland Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union; of the Inland Independent Order of Good Tem- 
plars, No. 481; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Inland, and of the congregation of the Bendon Methodist 
Episcopal Church, all in the State of Michigan, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to prohibit interstate gambling by tele- 
graph, telephone, or otherwise; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the Ganges Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, of Ganges; of the Inland Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union; of the Inland Independent Order of Good 
Templars, No. 481; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Inland, and of the congregation of the Bendon Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church, all in the State of Michigan, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to prohibit the interstate transmis- 
sion and mailing of pictures and descriptions of prize fights; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a — of the Ganges Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union, of Ganges; of sundry citizens of Omer; of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Newberry; of the 
Inland Woman’s Christian Temperance Union; of the Inland In- 
dependent Order of Good Templars, No. 481; of the congregation 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Inland, and of the congrega- 
tion of the Bendon Methodist Episcopal Church, allin the State of 
Michigan, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol and all Government 
buildings; which were referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Newberry; of 
the Inland Woman’s Christian Temperance Union; of the Inland 
Independent Order of Good Templars, No. 481; of the congregation 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Inland,and of the congrega- 
tion of the Bendon Methodist Episcopal Church, all in the State 
of Michigan, ane for the enactment of a Sunday-rest law for 
the District of Columbia; which were referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Michigan Chapter of the 
American Institute of Architects, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to appropriate funds for investigations and tests of 
American timber; which was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

He also — a petition of the conference of delegates from 
the several societies organized for the protection of seamen, pray- 
ing for the enactment of ee granting relief to American 
seamen; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the Inland Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union; of the Inland Independent Order of Good 
Templars, No. 481: of the congregation of the Methodist Episco- 

al Church of Inland, and of the congregation of the Bendon 
ethodist Episcopa\ Church, all in the State of Michigan, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to substitute voluntary arbi- 
tration for railway strikes; which were referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of the Inland Woman’s Christian - 
Temperance Union; of the Inland Independent Order of Good 
Templars, No. 481; of the congregation of the Methodist Episco- 

1 Church of Inland, and of the congregation of the Bendon 

ethodist Episcopal Church, all in the State of Michigan, praying 
for the enactment of guess to protect State anti-cigarette 
laws by providing that imported in original packages 
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on entering any State shall become subject to its laws; which 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the Inland Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union; of the Inland Independent Order of Good 
Templars, No. 481; of the congregation of the Methodist Episco- 

urch of Inland, and of the congregation of the Bendon 
Riothodist Episcopal Church, all in the State of Michigan, praying 
for the enactment of ean to raise the age of protection for 
girls to 18 years in the istrict of Columbia and the Territories; 


which were ordered to lie on the table. ‘ 
MONETARY CHANGES IN JAPAN, BY GARRETT DROPPERS, OF TOKYO. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. In the last number of the Quarterly Journal 
of Economics, published for Harvard University, there is a very 
important article on Monetary Changes in Japan, by Prof. Gar- 
rett Droppers, of the university at Tokyo, the same gentleman 
who contributed a very valuable article to one of the consular re- 
ports on the currency of Ja It is not long and will be of 
great interest to members of the Senate. I ask unanimous con- 

‘gent that it may be et as a document. 

The VICE-P ENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Colorado? The Chair hears none, and the order 
is made. 
















REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. TILLMAN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3013) to amend section 4813 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, relating to pensions drawn by 
inmates of naval hospitals, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WETMORE, from the Committee on the Library, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 48) granting permission 
for the erection of a monument in Washington, D. C., for the 
ornamentation of the national capital and in honor of Samuel 
Hahnemann, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the general deficiency ap- 
propriation bill, and moved that it be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

ARMOR PLATE. 


Mr. HALE. I ask that certain papers entitled “‘A statement 
concerning the price of armor plate and Congressional action on 
the subject. Submitted by the Bethlehem Iron Company” and 
hearings on armor plate, January 19 and February 2, 1898, before 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and bids for constructing a 
Government armor factory, be printed as documents. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Maine? The Chair hears none, and the order 
will be made. 

TICKET BROKERAGE. 


Mr. CULLOM. I submit a report of the hearings or testimony 
taken before the Committee on Interstate Commerce of the Senate 
on December 16, 1897, January 6 and 7, 1898, and January 15, 1898, 
on the bill (S. 1575) to amend an act entitled “An act to regulate 
commerce,” relating to ticket brokerage, and ask that the usual 
number of the report be printed for the use of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the printing of 
the testimony taken before the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 
as requested by the Senator from Illinois? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (8.3597) granting an increase 
of pension to Marilla S. Purman; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 3598) for the 
relief of Martha E. Conklin; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 


Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 3599) for a light-vessel off 
Tail of Horse Shoe, Chesa: e Bay; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 3600) for the relief 
of the estate of William W. Burns, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 

ttee on Claims. 

Mr. McLAURIN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3601) for the 
relief of a Mordecai David, Henry Stein, Julius Louis, 
and Herman ; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

_ Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 3602) providing for an addi- 
tional circuit judge in the fifth judicial circuit, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced the following bills; which were 
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severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia: 


A bill (8. 3603) for the removal of overhead electric-lighting 


wires in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; and 


A bill (S. 3604) for the appointment of authorized surveyors in 


the District of Columbia, and for other purposes (with an accom- 
panying paper). 


Mr. WELLINGTON introduced the following bills; which were 


severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 


A bill (S. 3605) for the relief of Martha J. Wroe, of Washing- 


ton County, Md.; and 


A bill (S. 3606) for the relief of the estate of William Bladen, 


late of the District of Columbia (with an accompanying paper). 


Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 3607) to remove the charge 


of desertion from the record of Edwin Horton; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


Mr. ROACH introduced a bill (S. 3608) to correct the military 


record of George F. Itzkine, Battery G, Fourth United States 
Artillery; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. TURNER introduced a bill (S. 3609) to pay Carios W. 


Shane for services rendered in the winter of 1847 and 1848 in the 


first Cayuse war; which was read twice by its title, and referred 


to the Committee on Claims. 


WAR IN CUBA. 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I desire unanimous consent to 
make an observation or two before I introduce a proposed amend- 
ment to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill. 

My attention has been called to the fact that since the opening 
of hostilities between the Republic of Cuba and the Spanish forces 
in that island 300,000 pacificos have died by starvation and disease 
generated and directly traceable to the lack of sufficient food 
and sanitary conditions. I had a conversation a few days azo 
with a gentleman who is very familiar with the island and the 
conditions existing there, whose word can not be doubted and 
whose position warrants him in speaking with authority, in which 
he informed me that it was the custom of the Spanish Government 
to herd hundreds of families together in sheds and exposed posi- 
tions, without any sanitary conditions whatever, starving them 
until disease as a result of their starvation intervenes, and that 
over 300,000 of them had died in consequence of that treatment. 

Mr. President, I propose this amendment to the diplomatic and 
consular a bill, and if I can have the attention of the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations I desire to say 
to him and to that committee that I trust the proposed amend- 
ment will be taken up and considered without delay and reported 
back to the Senate, so as to avoid the point of order usually raised 
against such amendments under the rule. In other words, I do 
not want the proposed amendment to go to the committee and be 
suffered to die in consequence of inaction. I want to see the com- 
mittee take it up and report it,so that I can have an opportunity 
to offer it as an amendment to that bill. I want the committee 
to report it favorably if they will, adversely if they see fit to do 
so, that we may have an opportunity in the Senate to vote on it 
and determine whether the policy we have proclaimed in the last 
few months is to be followed out, namely, a recognition of tho 
belligerent rights of the Cubans. I now offer and ask to have 
read the proposed amendment to the diplomatic and consuiar ap- 
propriation bill. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

That a condition of public war exists between the Government of Spai 
the government proclaimed and for some time maintained by force of 
by the people of Gaba, and that the United States of America shall m vi 
a strict neutrality between the contending powers, according to each all th 
rights of belligerents in the ports and territory of the United States. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Before the amendment is referred, I should 
like to ask the Senator from Nebraska whether tae amendment is 
in the language of the concurrent resolution which has already 
passed the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN. Itisin identically the language of that reso!u- 
tion. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Was there not,in connection with the reso- 
lution which passed the Senate, a resolution directing the President 
to use his good offices to secure the independence of the Island of 





Mr. ALLEN. No; I think such a resolution as that was never 
Pp A resolution of that kind was introduced; but this reso- 
ution passed at the last session of the present Congress, and I 
think it is now before the House Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The object of the Senator is to again pass 
these belligerency resolutions as a part of the diplomatic and con- 
sular appro riation bill? 

Mr. SN. Yes, sir; I want to put it on the diplomatic and 
consular appropriation bill in the Senate, so that the members of 
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the House of Representatives may have an opportunity to vote on 
it when it goes there and not be stifled by the failure of their Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs to act. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What does the Senator ask to have done 
with his amendment now? 

Mr. ALLEN. I have asked now that the proposed amendment 
be printed and sent to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and I 
have made the best appeal possible for me to make to the commit- 
tee to act speedily upon it and return it to the Senate, so that we 
can send it to the Committee on Appropriations, and that it may 
be before the Senate when that bill comes up. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I hope the Senator will bear in 
mind the general rule of the Senate, that even should the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations report this as an amendment to an 
appropriation bill, it is still subject to the point of order. The 
reporting of legislation by any committee of the Senate can not 
make it in order on an appropriation bill. The reporting of in- 
creases and other things will make them in order, but legislation 
such as this can not be made in order upon an appropriation bill 
by the action of any committee. So the Senator will bear in 
mind, should it come before the Senate as an amendment in that 
way and be so offered, that it would still be subject to a point of 
order. 

Mr..ALLEN. I hope the Senator from Maine will not under- 
take to make the country believe that we are not in the habit of 
putting general legislation on appropriation bills. I want to ask 
the Senator from Maine, and I am satisfied he will give me a can- 
did answer, Do you know of an appropriation bill passing Con- 
gress in the last ten years that has not had general legislation 
on it? 

Mr. HALE. Everybody knows that many things are done by 
unanimous consent where they are so apparently proper and fit- 
ting upon an appropriation bill that they go through nem. con.; 
but it has never been ruled from the chair that a matter of legis- 
lation like these resolutions, which have been the subject hereto- 
fore of legislation, can be made in order by a committee report- 
ing them as an amendment. The Senator's question does not 
reach the real objection. All appropriation bills coming from the 
House, where the rules are very strict, have more or less legisla- 
tion upon them, because everybody consents to it. But where 
there is a contest and a point of order made it is ruled there as 
here that legislation does not belong in an appropriation bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. No, Mr. President, it is not ruled so here, or has 
not been for the last five years. Every appropriation bill that 
was passed by the Fifty-third and Fifty-fourth Congresses, and by 
the Fifty-fifth Congress so far, carries to my personal knowledge 
general legislation. Heretofore when the Appropriations Com- 
mittee have refused to place on one of those bills a proposed 
amendment the Chair has usually refused itself to pass on the 
point of order and has submitted the yuestion to the Senate; and 
in almost every instance, or at least in a great many instances, 
the. Senate has voted the proposed amendment on the bill regard- 
less of any rule, and it has gone through and become a part of the 
bill. 

Of course I know as well as the Senator from Maine knows that 
if his point of order were made against this proposed amendment 
and the Chair should see fit to rule in person without submitting 
the question to the Senate, I could appeal from the ruling of the 
Chair; I could call for a yea-and-nay vote of the Senate, and I 
could put the Senator from Maine and his party on record as to 
whether they are willing to live up to their platform or not. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, and printed. 


POTOMAC RIVER FISHERIES, 


Mr. BUTLER. I present a petition of citizens of the State of 
Virginia and of the District of Columbia, requesting that that 
section of House bill 6161 prohibiting.the taking of shad and her- 
ring from the Potomac River by gill net or dip net be stricken out. 

It seems that the request is a very proper one; therefore I have 
prepared an amendment covering the request. I offer the amend- 
ment, and move that it be referred, with the petition, to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, which has the bill in charge. 

The motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. GEAR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. GORMAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (S. 3545) for the adjustment and payment of certain 
claims against the Government of the United States; which was 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill; 


which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 


Mr. McMILLAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 


which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 


WAR IN CUBA. 


Mr. CANNON submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 

Whereas the people of the Republic of Cuba are and of right ought to be 
free and independent; and 

Whereas the continuance of the barbarous warfare of Spain in her at- 
tempt to subjugate the patriots of that republic is a violation of the law of 
humanity, is a menace to the freedom and progress of the poopie of the 
Western Hemisphere, and is full justification for a demand by the Govern- 
ment of the United States that Spain shall withdraw her land and naval 
forces from Cuba and Cuban waters, and shall leave that republic and her 

pinto their own enjoyment of life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness: 
erefore, 

Be it resolved by the Senate, That the President of the United States is 
pape to notify the Kingdom of 7 that if Spain shall fail to r ize the 
independence of the Republic of Cuba on or before the 4th day of March, 
1898, the Government of the United States will on that date recognize the 
belligerency of the Cuban patriots, and will within ninety days thereafter 
assert the independence of the Republic of Cuba. 


Mr. CANNON. I request that the resolution may lie on the 
table until to-morrow, when I shall ask the indulgence of the 
Senate to make some remarks on the subject. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie on the table. 
THE MAIL SERVICE. 


Mr. STEWART submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be directed to inform the Senate 
ss is ~ average cost per pound for all mail matter carried by the United 

ates mails. 

What is the difference in cost per pound in handling and distributing the 
letter mail and second-class matter. 

What is the aggregate cost per annum of handling through the mails 
newspapers. 

What is the aggregate cost per annum of handling pamphlets and period- 
icals of every description that pass through the sai 

What is the difference in cost in handling the newspaper mail during the 
week days and on Sundays. 

What is the increased cost of handling Sunday newspapers on account of 
their increased size. 


What is the aggregate cost per annum of handling books of every de- 
scription through the mails. 


hat is the aggregate cost per annum of sample copies of newspapers 
handled through the mails. 
What is the cost of handling sample copies, per annum, of advertising 
sheets which can not be classed as ordinary newspapers. 


WAR IN CUBA. 


Mr. MASON submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 

Whereas the war, so called, between Spain and the insurgents of Cuba has 
continued until all Christendom is shocked by its barbarities. 

Pretended autonomy has been offered by Spain and refused by the Cubans 
inarms. The speuiers. as &® War measure, burned the homes and drove the 
women and children (since known as concentradoes) into the fortified towns 

where some of them have starved, others been murdered, and women and 
children have been debauched and treated beyond the power of language to 
describe. Daughters of insurgent soldiers have been sold into houses of in- 
famy, and boys of tender years have been shot as spies under the form of 
civilized war. American citizens have been driven into the towns and re- 
fused an opportunity to work and left to starve, as a part of the Spanish war 
measure, until we were compelled to take by appropriation from the funds 
of the people of the United States large sums of money to feed and clothe 
our citizens and to return them toour country, and now has the Spanish war 
measure of concentration continued so far that the concentradoes are unfed 
and starving, naked and filthy, insomuch that disease and death is among 
them and has spread into our own country. Hundreds of thousands have 
perished in this way and by this means. e unholy war of extermination 
goes on, the ——— of innocents and noncombatants goes on, the flag of 
truce has been abandoned, and extermination or independence of the insur- 
gents must be the final outcome. 

The people of the United States are sending money, food, aad clothing to 
Cuba to aid the dying Cubans, which ought to be furnished by Spain, for the 
reason that the concentradoes are the legitimate wards of Spain, having becn 
put in their present starving condition as aSpanish war measure. And their 
care would devolve upon Spain and would so be regarded by every civilized 
nation in the world. Under the present charity seeking of the Administra- 
tion charitably disposed citizens of the United States can not contribute 
money, medicine, food, or clothing to the insurgent in the fleld or hospital 
and should any attempt be made todoso it would be captured and prevented 
by order of the Government of the United States. All parties declared be- 
fore the last national election in favor of the independence of Cuba, and the 
Republican party emphasized its opinion as follows: ‘From the hour of 
achieving their own independence the people of the United States have re- 
garded with sympathy the struggles of other American peoples to free them- 
selves from European domination. We watch with deep and abiding inter- 
est the heroic battle of the Cuban patriots against cruelty and oppression, 
and our best hopes go out for the full success of their determined contest for 
liberty. The Government of Spain having lost control of Cuba, and being 
unable to prosect the property or lives of resident American citizens, or to 
comply with its treaty obligations, we believe that the Government of the 
United States should actively use its influence and good offices to restore 
peace and give independence to the island.” 

The people of the United States do not seek to acquire title to Cuba, nor do 
they seek to gain advantage in any way, directly or indirectly, of any nation 
by reason of this barbarism called war. They do not complain of the loss of 
trade with Cuba, and have patiently borne the assault on the health of the 

le by the filth of Spanich : rule in Cuba. They seek no redress for loss of 
ae odd or health or money. They have patiently waited, not wishing (even 
indirectly) to interfere with the affairs of other nations, until the stench om 
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our very borders has become a stain spon our continent and a blot upon our 


tion. The people of the United States, demanding no per- 
Christian ctv ving no fear and seeking no favor, clear and conscious as 
to the justice of our position, do, in the presence of the civilized nations 
of the world and in the name of justice and liberty, demand that the so-called 
war in Cuba must cease: Therefore, 
Be it resolved by the Senate of the United States, That the President of the 
United States be, and he is hereby, requested to notify Spain and the insur- 
ents of Cuba that the war (so called) must at once cease and be discon- 
inued, and that the United States of America hereby declare and will main- 
tain peace on the Island of Cuba. 


Mr.MASON. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that follow- 
ing the remarks of the Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon] I shall 
address the Senate in favor of the resolution which I have offered 
this morning. I ask that it lie upon the table meanwhile, as I 
suppose it will under the rule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the rule, the resolution will 
lie over and be printed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 3743) approving the act of the Nineteenth legis- 
lative assembly of Arizona, entitled ‘‘An act authorizing the erec- 
tion of a capitol building,” etc., approved March 8, 1897, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. — 

The bill (H. R. 6258) to authorize the redemption and to limit 
the right of conversion of refunding certificates issued under au- 
thority of the act of February 26, 1879, was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The bill (H. R. 7555) making appropriations for the support of 
the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 


AGREEMENT WITH SEMINOLE NATION OF INDIANS. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the bill (S. 3596) to ratify the agreement 
between the Dawes Commission and the Seminole Nation of In- 
dians. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. BATE. I should like to ask the Senator from Arkansas a 
question. I was not in when the reading of the bill was com- 
menced. Iinquire of the Senator if the council of the Seminole 
Nation of Indians desire this agreement and have approved it? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The agreement was made between 
commissioners on the part of the Seminole Indians and the Dawes 
Commission. After having been agreed to, the method of sub- 
mitting it for the ratification of the Seminole Nation was indi- 
cated, and the agreement has been ratified by the action of the 
Seminole Nation by a vote of more than two-thirds in the council. 

one BATE, Then it does not affect, as I understand, any other 
tribe? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It does not. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


TALLAHATCHIE RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. MONEY. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
at this time of House bill 5982. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What is the bill? 

Mr. MONEY. It isa bill relating to a bridge across the Talla- 
hatchie River,in Tallahatchie County, in the State of Mississippi. 

_The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 5982) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act declaring a certain bridge across the Talla- 
hatchie River, in Tallahatchie County, State of Mississippi, a law- 
ful structure, and for other purposes,” approved May 28, 1896. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SENATOR FROM OREGON. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the Oregon election case. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask to have the resolution read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution reported by the Senator from Louisiana {Mr. CAFFERY] 
from the Committee on Privileges and Elections January 26, 1898, 
which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That y -C Q i is si 
inthis body ana Senator trom tho Siate of Oregons “nutes *9 *#ko his soa 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, while this case has been 
under consideration in the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
and in the Senate, Mr. Corbett has prepared a new statement, 
embodying some suggestions of his bearing upon the merits of 


the controversy. 

my remarks, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


I ask that the statement may be read as part of 


LETTER FROM HON. HENRY W. CORBETT. 


WASHINGTON, February 7, 1898. 

DEAR Sir: Since the meeting of your committee in May last, 
and since my brief was submitted to you at that time, other 
thoughts have presented themselves to my mind which I desire to 
lay before you in the following brief statement for your consider- 
ation and that of the Senate if, in your judgment, you think it 
worthy of perusal. I therefore review the case as briefly as I can, 
without trespassing too much upon your valuable time. 

(I quote from Executive Document No. 62.) 

The members elected to the the legislature of Oregon assembled 
at Salem, the seat of government, on the 11th of January, 1897. 
The senate effected a permanent organization with its thirty mem- 
bers. The house likewise assembled and appointed a committee 
on credentials, electing the usual officers for temporary organiza- 
tion until such time as said committee should report. 

The members of the house continued to meet from day to day 
until January 21, and on each day up to that date the temporary 
speaker declared that ‘‘ there being no quorum present, and there 
having been no report from the committee on credentials, the 
house could take no action upon any resolution.” On that day 
the temporary speaker of the house was removed by a resolution 
offered by one of its members (Mr. Brown). The temporary 
speaker having declined to entertain the motion, no quorum being 
present, Mr. Brown put the question, and Mr. Smith, having re- 
ceived a majority of the votes cast, was duly elected temporary 
speaker of the house of representatives in place of Mr. Davis 
and assumed the chair beside the former temporary speaker, and 
thereafter, on the same day, thirty-one members took the oath of 
office. 

On the 18th of February the pretended organization of the house 
offered house resolution No. 16, declaring the seats of twenty-nine 
of the members vacant. by reason of their not having taken the 
oath of office (see page 55, Executive Document 62), which reads 
as follows: 


Whereas the following persons claim to have been duly elected to the 
nineteenth biennial session of the house of representatives of the legislative 
assembly of the State of Oregon to wit: H. L. Barkley, Jonathan Bourne, 
jr., J. C. Bayer, Thomas Buckman, David Craig, E.J. Davis. James N. Davis, 
C. 3. Dustin, O. C. Emery, John Gill, H. G. Guild, George Hill, J. J. Howser, 
F. N. Jones, J. H. Kruse, A. L. Maxwell, J. W. McAlister, T. M. Munkers, 
George Ogle, D. L. Povey, George W. Riddle, G. F. Schmidtlein, Johnson 8S. 
Smith, N. J. Svindseth, W. S. U’Ren, John Whitaker, D. W. Yoakum: and 

Whereas they and each of them have during the whole of this session of 
said legislative assembly neglected and refused to take the oath and enter 
upon the duties of said office; and 

Whereas the senate of the State of Oregon, now insession, has refused and 
continues to refuse to recognize the house until fc ty members are sworn in 
and enter upon the discharge of their duties as legislators; and 

Whereas the neglect and refusal of said persons to duly qualify and enter 
upon the discharge of their duties renders it impossible to enact remedial 
legislation demanded by the people of the State of Oregon, to wit, a registra- 
tion law, the repeal of useless commissions, the placing of State and co y 
officers on reasonable salaries and the payment of the exorbitant fees now 
received by them into the treasuries of the State and counties, and needed 
reforms in our assessment laws; and 

Whereas the action of said persons so claiming to have been elected and re- 
fusing to qualify also tends to obstruct the prompt election of a United States 
Senator; and 

Whereas the failure to pass a reasonable appropriation bill will largely in- 
crease the expense of the State and the burden of taxation upon the people 
by the added charge of interest on all warrants drawn on the State treasury 
for the next two years: and 

Whereas each of said persons so claiming to have been elected as aforesaid 
were on the 26th day of January, 1897, duly served with notice to appear at 
the bar of the house and take the oath of office: and 

Whereas section 2551 of the laws of Oregon, 2 Hill’s Cod 











} 


‘+, provides as fol- 


lows: 

“Every office shall become vacant on the occurring of either of the follow- 
ing events before the expiration of the term of such office: 

**6. His refusal or neglect to take the oath of office * * * within the 


time prescribed by law.’” 
Now, therefore, 


Be it resolved, That the office of representative in each of the following- 
named representative districts, to which the following members were elected, 
to wit— 


Here follows list of 29 members— 


be, and each of them are hereby. declared vacant. 
Be it further resuived, That a copy of these resolutions be trahsmitted to 
the governor of this State for his considerati« 






On the 19th of February 28 members assembled, 4 being absent 
and 28 not having qualified. On the same day, on a call for a vote 
on this resolution, the yeas and nays were taken, and it was 
adopted by a vote of 16 yeas to il nays. On the 23d of February 
the house passed a resolution to adjourn on Wednesday, February 
24, 1897, on which day they adjourned, or dissolved, and the mem- 
bers went to their homes. 

On the 3d of February the House attempted to organize the joint 
assembly, at which time there were present 11 members of the 
senate and 29 members of the House, 40 in all. As part of the 
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oenien on that occasion there was read the following (see 
xecutive Document No. 62, page 66): 
FEBRUARY 2, 1897. 
- By unanimous consent Senator Brownell introduced senate resolution 
No. 19. 
Senate resolution No. 19. 


Resolved, That the senate now proceed openly by viva voce vote of each 
member present to name one person for Senator in Congress from the State 
of Oregon for the full term commencing March 4, 1897. 

The president ruled: “‘In view of the fact that no organization of the house 
of representatives has yet been effected, and the act of Congress ns 
the time and manner of electing Senators in Congress providing that suc 
vote shall be taken on the second Tuesday after the meeting and organization 
of the legislature, the resolution is not in order and can not be entertained at 
this time by the senate.” 

Senator brownell appealed from the decision of the chair. After a full 
discussion, the yeas and nays were called for by Senators Brownell, Johnson, 
and Driver, the question being: 

‘Shall the decision of the chair be sustained and stand as the judgment of 
the senate?” 

On this question the roll was called, and the vote was: 

Yeas: Bates, Calbreath, Dawson, Gesner, Hobson, Holt, King, Mackay, 
ons Mitchell, Mulkey, Patterson of Washington, Reed, Selling, Smith, 

yade—16. 

Nays: Brownsell, Daly, Driver, Dufur, Cowan, Harmon, Haseltine, Hughes, 
Johnson, Patterson of Marion, Price, Taylor—12. 

Absent: Carter—1. 

Not voting: Mr. President—1. 

So the decision of the chair was sustained, and the senate declined to con- 
sider senate resolution No. 19. 

Senator King presented the following protest against voting on United 
States Senator before organization of the house: E 


PROTEST. 


We, the undersigned, members of the Oregon State senate, respectfully 
protest against the ee on United States Senator before permanent or- 
ganization of the house of representatives is completed, for the reason that 
the house of representatives has not been organized according to the require- 
ments of the constitution of the State of Oregon, as the pretended organi- 
zation has been made by twenty-nine members only of that branch of the 
legislative assembly, there being also present with them two members who 
refused to vote upon such organization, and there being no rule of the or- 
ganization in existence by which a person not voting could be counted pres- 
ent for the purpose of making quorum; and also to vote on United States 
Senator at this time would require a violation of the oath of office which we 
have taken as members of this body. 

We believe that the house of representatives has not been organized ac- 
cording to the requirements of the constitution for the ae reasons: 

Section 3 of article 4 of the constitution of this State provides that the 
**house of representatives shall consist of sixty members."’ Section 12 of the 
same article provides that two-thirds of each house shail constitute aquorum 
to do business; the same section shows that a quorum must be in attendance 
before an organization thereof can be effected. As two-thirds of sixty are 
forty, we believe that forty members of the house must be assembled to- 
gether to ccnstitute a quorum to effect its organization or to transact an 
other business, and must be properly organized before voting for Unite 
States Senator. 

We understand the rule to be, as stated in section 261 of Cushing’s Legisla- 
tive Assembly, that ‘* where the number for a quorum is an aliquot part of 
the assembly of which the whole is fixed by the constitution, vacancies in the 
number (even in cases in which they exist) do not reduce the number re- 
quired for a quorum.”’ 

We also understand the rule to be as stated in the very recent case of State 
of North Carolina ex rel. Stanford vs. ee (117 N. C., 156, and 29 §S. E., 
250), in which the case of United States vs. Ballin (144 U. 8., 1), in which Speaker 
ReeEv’s ruling was sustained, was explained, a presiding officer can only count 
those present and not voting for the purpose of making a quorum when 
authorized so to do by a rule of the House. 

Aa ney. we believe that the action of the pretended speaker pro tem- 

ove of the house, and also the pretended speaker of the house, in counting 
as present the two members hereinbefore mentioned, in the absence of a rule 
authorizing the acts, to be entirely unauthorized. In this connection we 
would also call attention to the fact that section 25 of article 4 of the consti- 
tution of this State provides that a majority of all members elected to each 
house shall be necessary to pass every bill or joint resolution; and section 19 
of said article 4 requires each bill and resoJution to be passed by a vote of the 
yeas and nays, and consequently to pass it must receive3l yeas. In this case 
the resolution under consideration received but 29 votes. 

We therefore believe that the so-called organization of the house and 
voting on United States Senator under the present situation is not only in 
direct violation of the constitution, but revolutionary in its tendency. 

WILE R. KING. 
S. H. HOLT. 
JUSTUS WADE. 


Senator J. H. Smith presented the following protest against the action of 
the senate in proceeding to vote for a United States Senator before there has 
been a constitutional organization of the legislature: 


PROTEST. 


While my position upon the Senatorial contest in progress in the legis- 
lature is strictly neutral, in the absence of a possible chance of electing a 
Senator favoring the free coinage of silver,and while I personally regret 
that the proceedings of the legislature have been unnecessarily delayed by a 
factional contest over the organization of the house of representatives, I am 
unable to understand how this body can vote for a Senator without recog- 
nizing as properly organized an alleged house of representatives, the pre- 
tended organization of which is clearly contrary to the constitution of the 
State, which we are sworn to support, and consequently for the purpose of 
explaining my vote _— the proposition, I protest against such action, but 
solely for the reason that there has not yet been any constitutional organiza- 
tion of the legislature. 

The law provides that this body shall proceed to vote for a Senator on the 
second Tuesday after the organization of the legislature. it is contended— 
now, can it be contended that such action can peepee taken until the 
designated time?—after the “organization” of both branches of the legis- 
lature. Itcan only be taken now upon the supposition or recognition of the 

retended fact that both branches of this legislature are organized. The 
y of members that is claimed to be the organized house consists of thirty 

or thirty-one representatives, presided over by Mr. Benson. It is a fact now 
well known throughout the State that this pecnenses house has no constitu- 
tional existence, while the best lawyers in the State have pronounced it un- 
constitutiona]. No attorney of standing in the State has yet been found or 
can be found that will subscribe his name to an opinion that it has a consti- 





tutional existence. It appears to me that by recognizing or countenancing 

its pretended existence we are not giving to the constitution th 

contemplated by the constitution. et © support 
J. 8. SMITH. 


There were at no time present, as it appears from this executiyo 
document, to exceed forty members in attempted joint convention 
and there were only present and voting in the pretended organiza. 
tion of the house to exceed thirty-three members, whereas section 
8, article 4, of the constitution of the State of Oregon provides that 
‘*the house of representatives shall consist of sixty members.” 
Section 12 of the same article provides that “‘ two-thirds of each 
house shall constitute a quorum to do business.” The same sec- 
tion says that “‘a quorum must bein attendance before an organ- 
ization thereof can be effected.” Two-thirds of sixty being forty, 
it is necessary that forty members should assemble together to 
constitute a quorum and effect an organization or transact any 
other business, and must be properly organized before proceeding 
to vote for a United States Senator or passing any laws. 

The Constitution of the United States provides that ‘‘ no State 
shall be deprived of equal representation in the Senate,” whilo 
Article I, section 3, of the said Constitution provides: 

If vacancies ens lee or otherwise during the recess of tho 
legislature of any State, the executive thereof may make temporary appoint- 
ment until the next meeting of the legislature, which shall then such 
vacancies. 

The word “happen” has been commented upon as not embrac- 
ing such a case as that now before the Senate for consideration. 
My contention is that a resignation is a voluntary act, as stated 
by Senator Edmunds in his debate on the Bell case on the 10th of 
April, 1879, as follows: 


The word “happen,” it has been said, means a casualty,a contingency. So 
it does. It also means anything that takes place or occurs, that comes to 
pass. By what authority do constitutional lawyers, when a word of several 
meanings is used which includes several particulars within those meanings, 
say that it only means half of what it means by the dictionary and by tho 
common understanding of mankind now,as it wasthen? By what species of 
law or of logic are we to be told that a word is to beshorn of half its meaning? 
The Constitution does cover the case of adeath, undoubtedly. That happens. 
It happens much more than a resignation does. A resignation, in the sense 
of chance, does not happen at all—in that sense “‘ happen,” because a resigna- 
tion does not come by chance. It comes by the free will of the person who is 
competent to make it. Therefore,in order to give “resi tion” any force 
in that sense as having happened, you must take some other meaning of tho 
word than chance or casualty, because it is neither chance nor casualty. It 
is just as much the definite and public act of the person who has the right to 
make it as the passage of an act of Congress is by this Con precisely. It 
is an act of d rate free will, and if it were not it would be void. 


I contend that a failure to elect by a legislature, either by resig- 
nation of that body before the vacancy occurs, or by the failure 
of the legislature to organize and elect before the vacancy occurs, 
is as much a voluntary act of the legislature as of the resignation 
of a Senator. If we are to be guided strictly by this meaning and 
eliminate the words of the Constitution ‘‘or otherwise,” it would 
seem to exclude even the death of a Senator. Therefore we con- 
tend that it must be given a broader ing than has been at- 
tempted to be conveyed by others who have discussed this ques- 
tion. I find no warrant in the Constitution for refusing to seat a 
Senator who has been appointed by the governor of his State to 
fill a vacancy occurring during the recess of the legislature. 

The members of the legislature of Oregon met on the 11th of 

January. The house, failing in obtaining a quorum, dispersed 
on the 24th of February, and the senate on the 2d of March, the 
forty days having expired for which they could only receive pay. 
The vacancy occurred on the 4th of March, at 12 o’clock m., and 
the governor appointed the applicant on the 6th of March. The 
governor sets forth in his certificate that there has been no legal 
legislative session since the biennial session of 1895. Therefore, 
there being no legislature, as stated, this casecomes clearly within 
the precedents established in the early history of the Government 
and cited in my brief (see yeae 22) in the cases of William Cooke, 
of Tennessee, 1797; Uriah , of Connecticut, 1801; William 
Hindman, of Maryland, 1801; Samuel Smith, of Maryland, term 
expiring 1803; Aaron Ogden, of New Jersey. 1803; Joseph Ander- 
son, of Tennessee, 1809; Samuel Smith, of Maryland, term expir- 
ing 1809; Charles Cutts, of New Hampshire, 1813; John Williams, 
of Tennessee, 1817; all of whose terms expired on March 3 of the 
respective years. 
I see no warrant or provision in the Constitution whereby the 
Senate is authorized to discipline a State for not electing a Sena- 
tor, even when there has been a legally organized ture, and 
certainly not when there has been no legal tion of the 
legislature under the constitution of the State of Oregon under 
which it was admitted as a member of the Union. The Constitu- 
tion of the United States ao how such a legislature shall be 
disciplined and what shall be the remedy in case of a failure to 
elect (the vacancy occurring during its recess); namely, that in 
such an event the governor may appoint to fill the vacancy, by 
eee appointment to fill such vacancy until the meeting of 
the next Leidoture. ; 

Factions will exist, will differ, in some cases the choice 
of Senators will be delayed, and it is impossible to meet all the 
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tingencies that may arise in this connection without an amend- 
pene to the Constitution providing for the election of United 
States Senators by the people. Therefore, until that action is 
taken, I can not see how the Senate can deprive a State of equal 
representation therein. The legislature is elected by the pene. 
The governor is likewise elected by the people, and the same obli- 
gation rests upon him as upon the legislature for keeping the State 
fully represented in the Senate. . 

To me personally it is a question of little moment, but the right 
of a State to eq oo eee in this woe can not = —. 
j judgment, rly, as many cases will arise in the future 
a 3 oa injustice to such States will be done. It may not 
be inappropriate for me to state that this appointment was ten- 
dered without solicitation or authorization on my part to solicit 
the same for me through any other person or party, and so far as 
intimation has been made that acom tion was entered into with 
the governor to defeat the election of a Senator for the purpose of 
my appointment, it is entirely unwarranted and untrue, and no 
one would impute such motives to our governor, who has sacri- 
ficed some of the best years of his life in the defense of his coun- 
try, has served with honor and distinction 4s a judge of the supremo 
court of our State, and who lives in a modest way in his little cot- 
tage, and all that he has—or mainly so—is his good name and repu- 
tation, which he has honorably maintained for years past in our 
community. I trust you will excuse me for alluding to this per- 
sonal matter, and I should not have done so had it concerned myself 
alone, but when such motives are insinuated or imputed to the hon- 
orable executive of our State it is due to him that I should publicly 
make this statement. 

In closing I quote from aletter from Hon. George F. Edmunds, 
one of the best known constitutional lawyers, who says that the 
appointee is entitled to his seat, that ‘‘this case comes clearly 
within the letter and spirit of the Constitution.” 


Very respectfull 
pe " H. W. CORBETT. 


To Hon. WiLtLiAM E, CHANDLER, 
Chairman of Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
United States Senate. 


Mr. SPOONER. This is obviously a matter of the ra highest 
possible privilege and one worthy the careful attention of the Sen- 
ate—in , demanding such attention of the Senate, which is 
soon by a vote not y to dispose of the right of Mr. Corbett 
to a seat on this floor, but also of the right for the time being 
of the State of Oregon to be represented. I notice that there 
are perhaps less than a baker’s dozen of Senators present. I ask 
the Senator from New Hampshire whether he would prefer to 
have some listeners? If so, I will raise the point of no quorum. 

Mr, CHANDLER. I might prefer to have listeners, but the lis- 
teners ht not prefer to hear me. 

Mr. 8 NER. I raise the point of no quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CurLton inthe chair). The 
suggestion of the absence of a quorum being made, the Secretary 
will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Elkins, McBride, Platt, Conn. 
Allison, Fairbanks, McLaurin, Platt, N. Y. 
Bate, Frye, McMillan, Prite: . 
Burrows, Gear, Mallory, Proctor, 
Butler, Hanna, Mantle, Shoup, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, ——- 
Chilton, Harris, Mitche Stewart, 
Clark, Hawley Money, Thurston, 
Gia. Heitfeld, Morgan, Tillman, 
ll, Hoar, Perkins, Turpie, 
Davis, Kyle, Pettigrew, Wetmore, 
Deboe, Lodge, Pettus, . Wilson. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-eight Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. The Senator from 
New Hampshire will . 

_Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the paper signed by Senator 
Corbett, which has just been read by the Secretary, I present asa 
statement of his case in its eee aspect, which it is entirely 
proper to have appear in the debate. I am opposed to the passage 
of the resolution declaring Mr. Corbett not entitled to a seat in 
the Senate. Ihold that he isasmuchentitled to fill the vacant chair 
in the Senate belonging to the State of Oregon as any one of the 
other 89 Senators is entitled to the seat which he now occupies. 

There has been a great deal of debate on the question now un- 
der consideration during the one hundred and ten years of the 
life of our Constitution. The construction placed upon the clause 
authorizing the governors of States to make Senatorial a — 
ments was narrow in the beginning. It has come to be li - 
ized and made broader during all these many years of discussion 
and during the practical operation of this great Government un- 
der the Constitution, and broadest possible construction will, 
in my judgment, eventually prevail. The presentation of this 
question will not cease until the rights of States to be represented 
by gubernatorial appointments in all cases where legislatures do 
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not elect Senators will be the fixed and undisputed constitutional 
law of the country. I did not intend to speak at length, and will 
not do so now; but no other Senator being ready to discuss the 
question to-day, I will proceed to submit a few pertinent sugges- 
tions which I desire to make. 

First, it has been insisted, and iscontended in the majority report, 
that Mr. Corbett ought not to be seated because the question as to 
the right of a governor to make an appointment when it is claimed 
the legislature has had an opportunity to fill the vacancy ought 
not to be raised again; that it ought to rest where it now does, 
upon the principle of stare decisis. Let the previous decision 
stand, is the enunciation of the junior Senator from Alabama | Mr. 
PETTUS] over his signature in the report, upon which he places 
his decision to vote against seating Mr. Corbett. 

With all due respect to the Senators who make this argument, 
I conceive it to be utterly untenable. As I have already said, for 
more than a hundred years the tendency has been to keep all the 
seats in the Senate occupied by giving a liberal construction to 
the gubernatorial power of appointment. The lastcase upon which 
the proposition ‘stare decisis” is made to rest is that of Lzx 
MANTLE, then appointed by the governor of Montana, but now @ 
Senator by election and present in thisChamber. I ask Senators 
to consider whether there is anything in the decision in the Les 
Mantle case that should make a Senator hesitate for a moment to 
vote exactly in accordance with his convictions to-day as to the 
correct construction of the clause in the Constitution? 

Mr. President, after long debate the Mantle case was voted 
upon August 23, 1893. The proceedings may be found in the Con- 
GRESSIONAL Recorp of that day, volume 25, part 1, page 689. The 
minority substitute that Mr. MANTLE was not entitled to his seat 
was carried on a yea-and-nay vote apparently by 35 to 30, but 
Senator Manderson of Nebraska had changed his vote in order to 
move to reconsider. So the actual vote would have been 34 to 31, 
3 majority against Mr. MANTLE. A discussion arose about pairs, 
especially about the pair of the senior Senator from Alabama [ Mr. 
MorGAN], now present in this Chamber. Mr. Cameron, when 
Mr. QUAY’s name was called, said: 

My colleague [Mr. QuAY] is paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr- 
MoRGAN}. "Tae colleague were present, he would vote “‘ nay.” 

Later Mr. Dubois said: 

I wish to inquire of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGn] if he knows 
how his coll e [Mr. MORGAN] would vote on this question? 

Mr. Pucu. [am satisfied that if my colleague were present he would vote 
“nay;” that is, in favor of the appointment by the governor. 

r. DuBois. The Senator from Alabama (Mr. Moncar) is paired for the 
pending proposition. : 

Mr. PAsco. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The debate is proceeding by unanimous consent. 
The Chair hears no objection, and the Senator from Florida will proceed. 

Then the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] came to the rescue 
of Senator MorGAN’s pair against Mr. MANTLE, after Senator 
Pugh had declared that he would vote for Mr. MANTLE if he were 

resent. He read the record in the Bell case, in which Senator 

ORGAN had voted against seating Mr. Bell, and argued that the 
Senator would therefore vote against seating Mr. MANTLE. Mr. 
Pugh said: 


Mr. Puen. There are a good many who voted that way then and vote dif- 
ferently now. 


Mr. MitcHELL of Oregon. I object to the discussion. 

Mr. Dusots. I submit that it is customary in this body when a Senator 
announces how his colle e would vote that his word is taken. 

Mr. STEWART. And he is paired accordingly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. This is a matter over which the Chair has no con- 
trol. The announcement of the pair was e when the name of the Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania {[Mr. QUAY] was called. 

Mr. MANDERSON (after having voted in the negative). I desire to change 
my vote. I vote “yea.” 

he result was announced—yeas 35, nays 30. 

So Senator MorGan’s pair then counted as a vote against Mr. 
MANTLE. When the next vote was taken, which happened August 
28, Senator Peffer, of Kansas, changed his previous vote and voted 
for Mr. MANTLE, and Senator MorGan, then being present, voted 
for Mr. MANTLE. It therefore is clear that if on the first vote of 
the 25th Senator MorGan had been paired in accordance with his 
wishes and his views, and Senator Peffer had voted in accordance 
with what he afterwards said were his views, Mr. MANTLE would 
have been seated by 1 vote. 

Now, the question I ask Senators who set up that the Mantle 
case fixes the principle ‘‘ stare decisis,” is whether, if Mr. MantT~e 
had been seated by 1 majority by the vote of Senator MorGAN and 
the vote of Senator Peffer, they would have admitted that here 
was a binding decision of the Senate to allow a Senator to be seated 
upon a gubernatorial appointment in a case like that of Mr. Man- 
TLE, which no Senator ought to question, but which ought to 
remain settled in accordance with this vote, although the majority 
would have been but 1? ; 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from New Hampshire permit 
me? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. How many Senators were present who did not 
vote and who were not paired? 
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Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will wait a moment, I will 
give him the whole case. Senators will naturally ask, What was 
the result on the 28th day of August, when, after Senator Man- 
derson had raised this question about pairs and moved to recon- 
sider, the case again cameup? The vote on tabling Senator Man- 
derson’s motion to reconsider was 31 to 28. The 3 majority re- 
mained against Mr. MANTLE notwithstanding Senator Peffer had 
changed and the Senator from Alabama, Mr. MorGan, had come 
to the Senate and voted in favor of Mr. MANTLE. 

Now, why did that 3 majority remain? Simply for the reason 
that two other Senators had also changed between the 25th and 
28th. Senator Voorhees voted ‘‘yea” on tabling the Manderson 
motion on the 28th, but on the 25th he had been paired with 
Senator Dolph, and Senator TuRPIE had said that his colleague 
would vote ‘“‘nay” on the substitute; and Senator GoRMAN, who 
had been paired with Senator Call in favor of Mr. MANTLE on the 
25th, paired on the 28th with Senator TURPIE against admitting 
Mr. Mantle. So the original majority of 3 against MANTLE 
remained. 

This, then, is the whole case. There were three changes from 
the vote of the 25th, which came about on the 28th. On the 25th 
one Senator was erroneously paired; another Senator voted con- 
trary to what he afterwards stated to be his convictions, and two 
Senators voted, or were paired for Mr. MANTLE, who, upon the 
28th, voted or were paired against Mr. MANTLE. Sothe decision of 
the 25th, nominally by 4 majority, really by 3 majority, remained 
the decision of the Senate on the 28th. 

But, Mr. President, I submit to the Senate that under such cir- 
eumstances it is folly to say that a decision was made by the Sen- 
ate in the Lee Mantle case that to-day justifies the junior Senator 
from Alabama in contending that by reason of such decision Sen- 
ators ought not to vote here and now in accordance with their 
real convictions upon the important question of constitutional 
law involved in the Corbett case. I can not demonstrate what I 
conceive to be the fault, I would like to say the folly, of the argu- 
ment based upon the principle “‘ stare decisis” any better than by 
again asking the question whether, if on the 25th of August, Sen- 
ator Peffer had voted in accordance with his convictions and 
Senator MorGAN had been paired in accordance with his convic- 
tions, and there had been 1 majority in favor of seating Mr. 
MANTLE, Senators would have been willing to accept the decision 
as one which would have prevented them from opposing the ad- 
mission of Senator Corbett in this case? I do not believe any 
Senator will say that he would be thus willing. Senators who 
are opposed to seating Mr. Corbett would have said that a decision 
by merely 1 majority under the circumstances shown to seat 
Mr. MANTLE did not bind them not again to raise the same ques- 













It is Report No. 1, Fifty-third Congress, special session, submit 
on the 27th of March, 1893. It centaine the whole ieaineet on 
our side of this question; that is, the whole argument substan- 
tially of those who contend that whenever there is a vacant seat 
in the Senate and the legislature of the State is not in session a 
gubernatorial appointee should be allowed to fill it. 

Mr. President, I am unable to understand how Senators at this 
period in our history can be willing to nullify the plain language 
of m Constitution, as they will if they refuse Senator Corbett his 
seat: 


If vacancies beueon by resignation or otherwise during the recess of the 
legislature of any State, the executive thereof may make temporary appoint- 
ments until the next meeting of the legislature, which shall then fil such 


vacancies. 

If wenever had heard of any of the various refinements in reason- 
ing that have been resorted to during the last hundred years to 
break the force of that clear language, we should certainly con- 
sider it a plain, straightforward, and simple declaration that when- 
ever, from any cause whatever, there is a vacant seat in this 
Chamber and the legislature of the State is not in session, the govy- 
os may send an appointee here and he will be entitled to take 
the seat. 

That is the explicit declaration of this clause in the Constitu- 
tion, construed according to the principles of common sense and 
tiberally to accomplish the purpose which it was intended to se- 
cure. It is important to remember that this is a remedial statute. 
It isnot a penal statute. If it were a penal provision, refinements 
would be justifiable. It is not a provision that creates a crime or 
9 one or deprives any person or any community of a right. 

t is a remedial clause in the Constitution of the United States in 
aid of a beneficent purpose to secure the filling of all seats in the 
Senate which may be vacant in aid of the general purpose that the 
seats in the Senate shali be kept at all times fully occupied. 

So, treating this as not a penal provision, but as a remedial pro- 
vision, as it must be admitted that it is, my proposition is that if 
vacancies exist by resignations or in any manner otherwise during 
the recess of the legislature of any State, the executive thereof 
may make temporary appointments until the next meeting of the 
legislature, which shall then fill such vacancies. 

s it not plain common sense and justifiable legal construction 
to say that the Constitution means and was intended to mean 
that if at any time there shall be a vacant seat in this Chamber 
from m_ cause, the governor's appointee may fill that vacant seat 
unless the legislature of the State shall at the time happen to be 
in session? I repeat that I am unable to understand how any dif- 
ferent and restricted construction of the Constitution ever arose. 
I have never been able to discover by my investigation of the sub- 
tion in the Senate. ject why the a were made to limit and restrict and cut 

Mr- President, I can concede that if a question of this kind has | down and destroy the plain meaning of the language and the evi- 
been decided one way through a long line of decisions, after full | dent intention of the framers of the Constitution in writing the 
discussion, by large majorities—majorities, if you please, begin- | provision into the original document. 
ning with small figures and gradually growing up to large major- Mr. President, there have been curious refinements on the other 
ities—if the question had been repeatedly decided and at last by | sideof this question. It has been said that ‘‘ happen” means come 
decisive majorities a particular way, the argument might fairly | to pass, in the future, after the seat has been once filled, as con- 
be made under those circumstances that it is for the interest of | tradistinguished from the mere existence of a vacancy from any 
the Government and of the country, and on the line of correct | cause. But I read the language as if it said, ‘‘If a vacancy shall 
and sound administration, that we should stand upon the deci- | exist at any time when a legislature is not in actual session, the 
sions and not continue to reopen the question. But I think I have | governor may fill it;” and I regard it as utterly untenable to con- 
made it clear by a very simple recital of the actual facts that there | tend any longer for the narrow and contracted construction which 
is nothing, absolutely nothing whatever, worth considering in | is put upon the word “‘happen.” The report to which I have 
the argument, based upon the bare majority of 3 against Mr. | alluded, submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar| 
LEE MANTLE on the 28th day of August, 1893, that this question | in the Mantle case, argues this point with force and conclusively, 
should not be again reopened and discussed and decided according | as I submit, to the Senate. 
to its actual merits by the American Senate. The next gloss upon the meaning of the words, and which I cer- 

The case of Mr. John B. Allen, of Washington, was also voted | tainly must term absurd, is to say that the word “otherwise,” 
upon immediately after the Mantle case and decided the same | after the word ‘‘resignation,” means in truth “likewise.” 
way—32 to 29. The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CarreRy] the other day said 

Mr. SPOONER. By precisely the same vote? that this argument that ‘‘ otherwise” meant “likewise” had been 

Mr. CHANDLER. By precisely the same vote. There had | treated with derision. Mr. President, I do not treat it with de- 
been an appointee from Wyoming, Mr. Beckwith, and his case | rision, but I can not treat it with any respect or any seriousness. 
was not voted upon because he had withdrawn his credentials. | That method of legal reasoning which is sometimes practiced by 
I may state as a part of the history of the subject that Mr. MANTLE | which courts sometimes construe the plain words of a statute 
and Mr. Allen were Republicans, Mr. Beckwith a Democrat, and | to mean the exact opposite of the expression in the statute is 
the Senate had a Democratic majority. It was the Senate which | something that I can not agree to treat with tolerance. Yet that 
was coincident with the last inauguration of President Cleveland | is the argument which has been made in all these years against 
and aided him in passing the Wilson tariff act. the plain language of the statute, that when the words used were 

Mr. President, beyond elucidating the point I have made I have | ‘‘resignation or otherwise” they did not mean “ or otherwise,” but 
very little to say inthis case. The remarks which I had the honor | the opposite. According to every principle of reasonable con- 
to make when the Mantle case was under discussion I find very | struction the method of vacating a seat _by resignation is merely 
fully and clearly expressed my views. I do not find by examina- | mentioned as an illustration. It is an illustrative word. It be- 
tion that I can improve or strengthen them. Senators who wish | came a superfluous word after the word “otherwise” was added. 
to know those views can read the old speech instead of the new Mr. ALLEN rose. 
one. I spoke April 5, 1893, and also August 23, 1893. The first Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Nebraska can not rea- 
remarks are on page 80, volume 25, part 1, and the next on page 684. | sonably doubt that if a vacancy exists, caused in any way, and 
There was full debate on the whole question, and a review of all | the legislature is not then in session to exercise the primary power 
the cases. In addition to the debate there was the report made | of filling it, the governor of the State may send an appointee here 
by Senator Hoar from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, | who may fill it. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. C DLER. Certainly; Iam anxious to hear from the 
See ALLEN, I ask the Senator from New Hampshire to point 
out his authority for saying that any word in the Constitution is 

uous. 
oa ms CHANDLER. Mr. President, there has been almost no 
human document written as yet that did not have superfluous 
words in it. There never was a constitution or a law that did 
not have superfluous words in it. Here, of course, instead of say- 
ing ‘‘ by resi ation or otherwise,” it would have been better to 
have said, “if vacancies happen from any cause.” 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow 
me a moment? . 

Mr. CHANDLER. With pleasure. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator ought not to overlook the fact 
that when this question was under discussion in the constitutional 
convention the word *‘ resignation ” was inserted in order to make 
it clear that a Senator a resign and to distinguish the case 
from that of a member of Parliament, who could not resign, and 
who to this day can not resign, but can go out of the public service 
as a member of Parliament only by accepting an incompatible 
office. That was the specific reason for the use of that word. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iremember very well thatsuch astatement 
is to be found in the discussion of this subject. Senator Edmunds 
accepted the idea which the Senator from Wisconsin now expresses, 
that there was an incidental purpose, an additional andincidental 
purpose, in inserting these words, namely, that the right of resig- 
nation by a Senator was intended to be recognized. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will permit me, I will state that 
when Mr. Madison moved the amendment he stated that such 
was the object of it and the necessity for it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Undoubtedly. 





Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from New Hampshire permit 
me to ask him a question? 
Mr. CHANDLER. 1 will yield in one moment. The original 


language of this clause, I think, as it was proposed in the conven- 
tion, clearly implied that if a vacancy existed from any cause 
whatever the governor might fill it if the legislature was not in 
session. Now, the Senator may argue that because the form was 
changed it was intended to change the meaning, but such is not 
the fact. The truth is, if we are to go back and try to find out 
what were the motives of the men who framed the Constitution, 
that they intended to provide for a vacancy existing when the 
legislature was not in session, from any cause, and Mr. Madison 
introduced these words, as the Senator from Wisconsin has sug- 
gested, to also create by implication the right of a Senator to 
resign. Now I yield to the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will permit me, Mr. Madision did 
not put his objection solely upon that ground. He did refer to 
the Chiltern Hundreds. Where a member of Parliament was 
made a representative of the Chiltern Hundreds it was a virtual 
resignation. He did refer to that; but all through the discussion 
on this proposition, as developed in the Madison Papers and El- 
liott’s Debates, is the thought that the power to select a United 
States Senator should remain as close to the people as possible. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I will diverge from the line 
of my argument to answer the suggestion of the Senator from 
Nebraska. Wherein, I will ask the Senator, is the appointment of 
a Senator by the governor any farther away from the people than 
the election of a Senator by the legislature? The legislature is 
chosen by the people and appoints a Senator. The governor is 
chosen by the people and appoints a Senator. Neither the power 
of the legislature nor the power of the governor is inferior to the 
other power. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator will allow me to suggest to him 
that a member of the legislature is responsible only to his district, 
while the governor is responsible to the entire people of the 
State. He is nearer the people in that sense than the legislature. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Nebraska will observe 
that point concerning the governor of a State. 

Mr. ALLEN. I did not hear the Senator's remark. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am endeavoring to answer the suggestion 
of the Senator while he is conversing with the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. Gray]. 

Mr. ALLEN. I was looking at Johnson’s Dictionary. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand the Senator does not need to 
make an imvestigation in order to speak, as I have frequently 
assured him. I am trying to answer the point of the Senator, 
that a Senator appointed by the governor is not so near to the 

ple as a Senator appointed by the legislature. How does the 
nator make that out? 
_Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will permit me, it will take some 
time to answer. I would not want to consume time at the pres- 
ent moment. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Give the reason concisely, briefly. 
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Mr. ALLEN. It would take some time to point out the differ- 
ence between the character of a legislator and his close proximity 
to the community he represents and its peculiar interests, and the 
executive of a State, who represents the executive branch of the 
government. But,if the Senator will permit me, after he closes I 
will undertake to point out one or two problems to him that I think 
may stagger him. Iam not assuming any great power, but I think 
the force of the instrument itself and the very situation and con- 
ditions existing when the Constitution was framed and promul- 
gated will stagger the Senator from New Hampshire to explain, 
acute as he is and discriminating as he is in the use of language 
and argument. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I shall be glad to have the Senator go over 
that ground again, and I shall listen to him with pleasure. And 
I shall be here when he speaks. I have had hard work to get him 
here to hear me speak. 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, no; it is always a pleasure for me to hear 
the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But I shall be here when he speaks and 
goes back into that old line of argument. I continue to repeat 
that I am unable to account for the tendency of the Senate in the 
early days of the Republic to limit and restrict the gubernatorial 
power of appointment. What I say is that those limitations are 
not legitimate. They are not based upon considerations strong 
enough to destroy what I am arguing is theclear, plain, common- 
sense, unmistakable meaning of the clause of the Constitution as 
it stands to-day. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me to read Johnson’s 
definition of the word ‘‘ happen,” the definition as it existed at the 
time the Constitution was formed? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Every time I rise to speak on a constitu- 
tional question some Senator throws a dictionary at me, asif a 
great question of this kind, the meaning of a clause in the Consti- 
tution, was to be decided by adictionary. The Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. PLATT] is on the other side of this question, and I 
see him now studying the dictionary. Mr. President, the mean- 
ing of words, the meaning of sentences in a great constitutional 
document, can not depend upon the narrow definition of a word in 
a dictionary. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let me say this to the Senator: We must of ne- 
cessity construe the Constitution as those who framed it under- 
stood it and as the language then existed. That is one of the 
canons of construction. I will admit that in the case of the Sen- 
ator, who is himself capable of coining and defining words, that 
might not be necessary; but common people like myself have got 
to go to the dictionary or lexicon. Now, Johnson says: 


To happen. 
chance. 
Bring forth your strong reasons, and shew us what shall happen. 


To fall out; to chance; to come to pass; to light; to fall by 


Giving illustrations. That is all there is, with simple illustra- 
tions of the use of the word, clearly conveying the idea, when 
properly construed as we find it in the Constitution, that the power 
to elect a Senator is a power inherent in the people, to be exercised 
through the legislature, plenary and complete; and whenever a 
vacancy happens after the legislature has chosen some person who 
has begun the discharge of his duties as a Senator, when a vacancy 
has happened under those circumstances, by resignation or other- 
wise, which includes death or expulsion, then, and in those excep- 
tional cases, or in that exceptional case only, the governor may 
have a right to makea temporary appointment, or an appointment 
to fill a temporary vacancy, the power disappearing as soon as the 
legislature convenes to choose a successor. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the argument as to the 
meaning of the word “happen” is dealt with by the senior Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] in his report in the Mantle 
case, and I will not dwell upon it at length. 

I admit that from the foundation of the Government there has 
been controversy over what I conceive to be the ample and com- 
prehensive power of the governor to fill a vacant seat in this Sen- 
ate, no matter how it came about, if only it is found to be in ex- 
istence when the legislature of a State is not in session. 

In 1893 I took occasion to show that there had been four limita- 
tions upon the governor's power asserted in controversies which had 
arisen during the life of the Government. The first idea was that 
@ governor could not appoint at the beginning of a Senatorial 
term; the second was that he could not appoint by anticipation, 
that he must wait until the vacancy was actually in existence; 
the third was that he could not appoint where the legislature had 
an en to elect and failed; and fourthly, growing out of 
the third, that where the governor had once made an appoint- 
ment and the legislature failed to fill the place, the governor 
could not make a second appointment. I believe those four are 
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all the limitations which have been put upon the broad and abso- 
lute right of the governor to fill a vacant seat in this Chamber, 
the only limitations upon the liberal construction I place upon this 
clause of the Constitution. 

As to the first point, which was early made, that the governor 
could not appoint at the beginning of a term, Senators who are 
on the other side of this question will please note that here is a 
clear case where their construction of the word ‘‘ happen” ought 
to apply if it ever applied. Any case where the governor es 
an appointment at the beginning of a term and his appointee is 
allowed to take his seat is in contravention of the argument of 
Senators upon the other side of the Chamber, who say that a va- 
cancy can not happen unless the place has been once filled. Is 
not that the contention? That was the original notion; but that 
has been annihilated in thirteen cases the other way. 

Mr. ALLEN. They passed without argument. 

Mr. CHANDLER. No, Mr. President; they did not pass with- 
outargument. This subject was debated from 1797 to 1893. 

Mr. PETTUS. I desire to have the Senator state one or more 
of the cases upon which he relies for his construction. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have in my hand a list of thirteen cases, 
in each of which the governor has appointed a Senator, who has 
taken his seat here at the beginning of a six-years term, and 
where, therefore, the term has not been once filled and a vacancy 
happened by resignation or otherwise, or likewise, whichever 
that word means. They are all cited in the list at the end of one 
of the reports of the senior Senator from Massachusetts, to which 
I have already alluded. The first case was that of Senator Cocke, 
of Tennessee, in 1797. 

Then followed the cases of Tracy, of Connecticut, in 1801; 
Hindman, of Maryland, in 1801; Condit,-f New Jersey, in 1803; 
Anderson, of Tennessee, in 1809; Smith, of Maryland, in 1809; 
Cutts, of New Hampshire, in 1813; Williams, of Tennessee, in 1817; 
Sevier, of Arkansas, in 1837. Now we come tothe New Hamp- 
shire cases—Bell, of New Hampshire, appointed in 1879; Blair, of 
New Hampshire, appointed in 1885; Marston, of New Hampshire, 
appointed in 1889, and Pasco, of Florida, appointed in 1893. Sen- 
ator Pasco is the last Senator who has enjoyed the beneficent ap- 

lication of the rule in the New Hampshire case, and in fairness 

e ought to be willing to extend the same blessing to other peo- 
ple, instead of being on the other side of the question. 

In addition to these thirteen cases, there was the Lanman case, 
which is a leading case on this subject, but it is a leading case on 
the wrong side, with few others to go with it. These thirteen 
cases stand as an application of a beneficent rule to the construc- 
tion of this Constitution in order to keep the Senate full, which 
overrules the first and the narrow construction by which it was 
maintained that the governor could not appoint at the beginning 
of a Senatorial term. 

So I say the main contention as to the meaning of this word 
** happen ” is all gone in view of the light of these thirteen cases, 
and if we are to apply the doctrine of stare decisis, we to 
apply it by looking at these thirteen cases, and not by consideri 
the accidental and extraordinary result in the case of Mr. MANTLE 
in 1898. ; 

Mr. PETTUS. MayI ask the Senator if in any one of those 
cases the legislature had an opportunity to elect? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I do not know certainly 
whether they had or not. I can not now state from memory 
whether the legislatures had an opportunity to elect in those cases 
or not. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The claim was that the legisla- 
= ag could have elected in the New Hampshire cases did 
not elect. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes; I so understand; but it is the other 
principle as to which I am ing. I am only dealing now 
with these thirteen cases as cases which deny the original conten- 
tion, narrowing the construction of this clause in the Constitu- 
tion, which did not hold out for ten years, because the first case 
is that of Senator Cocke, of Tennessee, in 1797. 

Take, now, the second limitation upon the governor's power of 
 remcemane. namely, that he could not appoint by anticipation. 

t was maintained for a long time; but its absurdity was dem- 
onstrated in Report No. 105, made to the Fifty-second Congress, 
first session, by the senior Senator from husetts (Mr. 
Hoar] from the Committee on Privileges and Elections in the 
case of the Senator who is now presiding in the chair, Mr. CuIL- 
ton, of Texas. That narrow contention existed for many years; 
but it was seen at the time the Senator from Texas was admitted 
to this floor upon the appointment of the governor of his State, 
made in view of the resignation of Senator Reagan to take effect 
in the following June, that it would be an absurd construction of 
the Constitution to compel the governor of the State to wait until 
the vacancy should actually exist by the expiration of the previous 
term and then fill it, because thereby there might be a vacancy in 
the Senate from the State, existing for daysand perhaps for weeks. 


In the interest of keeping every seat in the Senate filled with a Sen- 
ator capable of speaking and acting for his own State, that narrow 
construction of the Constitution was annihilated in the case of 
Senator CuiutTon, of Texas. 

Mr. President, the next construction, which was urged with a 
great deal of plausibility, was that a State ought not to be repre- 
sented here by a Senator appointed by the governor of the State 


when its legislature had iy 000 Res vasemcy and 
had neglected to do it. That oi t, was understood to be 
the prevailing principle of constitutional construction down to the 
time of the three New Hampshire cases and the Florida case. 
But I can not refrain from to the Senate that there is 
no suggestion of a condition of this kind im the language of the 
Constitution. If a State can not be ted by a gubernato- 
rial appointee where the legislature fails to elect, on the eround 
that the State should be punished, because its legislature does not 
do its duty, by the exclusion of the governor’s appointee from this 
Chamber, that notion finds no countenance in the language of the 
Constitution. 

If that is acorrect principle, the Constitution ought, then, to have 
read somewhat in this way: That vacancies happening during the 
recess of the legislature may be filled by the executive of the State, 
provided the State is not to blame for not having already filled 
the office, or provided the which has had an opportu- 
nity to fill the place, has n to fill it. It would have been 
very easy, if the framers of the Constitution had wanted to pun- 
ish a State, to have thus limited this ial power of ap- 
pointment. It was not done. States have only been punished in 
Tink soap Gheoualy 2 snack aneciones Galena , and 
when the New Hampshire cases came up, the Senate promptly 
made an exception to that doctrine. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Im one moment. ‘the Senate made an ex- 
ception to the idea that a governor could not appoint where neg- 
lect of duty could be imputed to the State by sa that where 
the legislature could not meet under the statute in time 
to fill the vacancy, the State was not to blame, and the governor 
might make an appointment, and the appointee should be received 
into this Chamber. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator recognizes the fact that for seventy 
years ae spencnaaneaanes sanenestn tiem of the Constitu- 
tion upon subj appointment of Senators. by governors; 
that it could not be done where eee ted the opportu- 

f that right. Admitting 


is no semblance of it they must have inferred it. 
Mr. HALE. It was no nebulous authority out- 
side of the Constitution, same Constitution we are . 


unbroken years, two generations, it was accepted by men who 
were almost as good lawyers as those who now seats in the 
Senate. Ifthe Senator says they did not get i ‘n the tion 


where did they get it? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, that is not much of a 
uestion. 

Mr. HALE. It is too much of a question for the Senator from 


es ea ae 
Mr. DLER. No; Iam going to answer it. 
Mr. HALE. Lhope will. 


Mr. CHANDLER. £, wen notén tiie lengnage of tho Geaten- 
tion, and it was not a fair inference. Now, the Senator asks me, 
Where did they get it? They inferred it. It was an 
inferential limitation upon the of the Constitution, 
which did not suggest anything of that 

Mr. HALE. An inferential construction of the Constitution is. 
a conclusion in co ing that instrument. What I object to is 
the Senator’s tion these precedents had no foundation 
in the of Constitution. 

Mr. CHANDLER. They have not. 

Mr. HALE. That is for the Senator to prove. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I draw one inference, and the Senator 
HALE. Th Senator to take the wei 

r. ? e was see away — 

in one direction by 


uthority of uninterrup’ 
declaring that the basis of Riceaninstion so was 
not found in the Constitution. Idonotsolook uponit. I believe 
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Senators construed the Constitution as they did from a contem- 
plation, a study, a research, and an investigation into the language 
of the 


been 
statement by the Senator from Maine upon the subject. He says 
= such limitatio: 


the Constitu 

e Senator admits there is not; but he says that there was a well- 
inference to that effect, to be based upon a study of the 
and upon the precedents. I admit tothe Senator from Maine 
that such an inference was drawn, but I do not admit that there 
were many cases in which the doctrine was applied. I do not 
admit that there were many cases where seats in the Senate were 
kept vacant because the legislature did not elect. If the Senator 
can show me that to any considerable extent this doctrine of the 
exclusion of Senators by reason of a neglect of the legislature of 
a State to elect has operated to keep vacant seats in this Chamber, 

then he will have shown how strong the argument is. 

I against any such case. if there was one—and the Senator 
enlana lt auhedls tenuneene—! ott against any such case the 
constant progress of the country and of the Senate in the direc- 
tion of a liberal construction of this clause so as to give effect 
to the main for which it was constructed, and that is the 

of the seats in this Chamber always full. 
Constitution does not say that the Senate of the United 
States shall be - veo tien tee te —_ 
the legislature of for years, vi e islature 
choose to make such elections, nor does ft add the condition that 
if a legislature fails to make an election which it ought to make 
the seat shall remain vacant and the gubernatorial power of ap- 
pointment, given in the same clause, shall not avail to secure 
representation to the State. 
. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me a question there, as 
i t? Have we a right to place 
a construction n the Constitution according to the definition 
y which they would not have borne at the time 
it was formed according to the usages and definitions of the words 
at that time? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, that is a very important 
question, to what extent words, statutes, propositions of public 
right may change their cance and may receive new applica- 
tions as men make progress upon the earth and circumstances and 
conditions change. Ican not undertake to say whether, strictly 
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tain what was in their minds. I will not say that we are bound 
to do that. Take, for illustration, the general-welfare clause of 
the Constitution. I can not say I am ing to apply that clause 
for a beneficent purpose in legislation at the close of this century 
construing it in eee sense which may have been intended 
by the framers of Constitution. 

Mr. GRAY. Why not? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I can not undertake to say that I am will- 
ing to do it. The Senator from Nebraska ome ALLEN] will not 
undertake to doit. If he were to do it, all his ideas of paternal- 
ism of the General Government would at once di . The 
Senator . Gray] might do it. Senator 
from Nebraska will not do it because he is marching on to the 
future with the grand Populist army and is continuously placing 

upon clauses in this Constitution in order to secure 
ent in this country, at which the fathers of the 
would have stood 
Mr. ALLEN, I should liketo from the Senator from New 
Hampshireif it is not the aim and purpose of all construction and 
all interpretation to arrive at the a purpose of the 
framers of the instrument under investigation? 

Mr. CHAND. 'y, yes, Mr. President. 


i 


. I admit that one method of construing stat- 
and constitutions is to ascertain what the framers of the lan- 
the Senator knows very well that in the practi- 
constructions vary. e true question is not 


i 
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what the framers meant, but what their lang , fairly con- 
strued, means. I will ask the Senator whether there have not 
been many decisions as to the meaning of the Constitution of the 
United States rendered by the Supreme Court of the United 
States in the last one hundred and ten years which would have 
astonished the founders of the Constitution if they had known that 
such constructions were to be placed upon it? 

Mr. AL think that is true; but I do not think that is 
anything against the Constitution or the rules which should be 
= in its construction. 

. CHANDLER. When the Constitution was framed, we had 
between three and four million people. We now have 70,000,000 


people. Theoretically, of course, the Constitution means just 


the same for us that it meant for those three or four millions, but 
practically there are enlargements of statutes and constitutional 


provisions by construction. 


Moreover, Mr. President, erroneous constructions sometimes 
prevail for a time which are corrected not only by judicial deci- 
sion but by subsequent legislative decision. The Senator from 
Nebraska, the Senator from Maine, and I are seeking upon the 
same principles—although that may not always so appear—to find 
out what is the true meaning of the Constitution of the United 
States in view of all its surroundings and the discussions of a hun- 
dred years, and when we find the meaning as we understand, it we 
try to obey it. 

r. ALLEN. The Senator says when the Constitution was 
framed we only had about 4,000,000 people, which is correct, and 
that now we have seventy-odd millions. I should like to ask the 
Senator how many a we had in this country when we first 
had a right to violate the Constitution and put a new construction 
upon it—where the line of demarcation is? 

Mr. CHANDLER. That question is wrong, because it contains 
a statement that to put a new construction upon the Constitnu- 
tion is to violate it. Nobody admits that he violates the Consti- 
tation when he puts a new construction upon it. 

Mr. ALLEN. We do not propose to do it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Each legislator for himself, each judge for 
himself, forms his own opinion as to the meaning of statutes and 
constitutions, giving due regard to precedents as they appear; and, 
Mr. President, we are not governed by the notions of any one of 
the framers of the Constitution uttered when the Constitution 
was made, unless they were crystallized into Supreme Court deci- 
sions or into legislative decisions which command our respect. 
We are apt to find out by our own investigation what is the nat- 
ural and legitimate and true meaning of the Constitution, and in 
this case I stand upon the letter of the Constitution, and all argu- 
ments in limitation upon the power of the governor to fill a seat 
in this Chamber at all times and under all circumstances, except 
when the legislature is in actual session, are in derogation of the 
language of the Constitution, and are an importation into that 
a of words which it does not contain. 

r. President, in the three New Hampshire cases and in the 
Florida case it came to be admitted that—even if a State which 
was prima facie at fault, according to the old idea, for not filling 
its vacant seat in the Senate, was not really to blame, if it could 
be shown that the legislature had been misled, as it had been in 
the New Hampshirecases, by a report of the Senate; in other words, 
if there was any doubt as to whether the legislature had the 
power—the governor’s appointee should be admitted. So the 
three New Hampshire cases and the Florida case, after full discus- 
sion, came to be the precedents for this body; and in the progress 
of time we came at last to the Mantle case. 

Boe PASCO. May I interrupt the Senator from New Hamp- 
ire? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PASCO. The Senator says the Florida case was acted upon 
after full discussion. That is not my recollection. My recoliec- 
tion is that there was no discussion about it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator is quite right in that statement, 
but he is wrong in quoting me. I stated that after full discussion 
we had the three New Hampshire cases and the Florida case. Is 
that correct? 

Mr. PASCO. If that full discussion relates to the Florida case, 
it is not. It is exactly the reverse of correct. 

Mr. CHANDLER. After the fullest discussion of this subject, 
I said we had the three New Hampshire cases and the Florida 
case; and now, to satisfy the Senator from Florida, I will cay the 
full discussion was in the three New Hampshire cases. 

Mr. PASCO. And not in the Florida case. 

Mr.CHANDLER. In the Florida case theSenator came quietly 
into this Chamber, as he always does, and his credentials were 
passed up to the desk, and we took him in. There was no discus- 
sion in his case, and shortly he became an ardent opponent of 
Senator MANTLE, and did the best he could to strike down the 
doctrine of which he had availed himself when he presented his 
credentials. If the Senator had been consistent, he would have 
called attention when he offered his credentials to the fact that 
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, the Senate had no constitutional right to admit him until the 


legislature of Florida elected him three or four weeks later, which, 
Iam very glad to say, it did. 

Mr. PASCO. The Florida case was not discussed at all at the 
time. 

aaa CHANDLER. Why did not the Senator ask to have it dis- 
cussed? 

Mr. PASCO. The case with reference to Senator MANTLE, of 
Montana, did come up later, and I then fully and thoroughly dis- 
cussed the difference between the two classes of cases, and the 
Senate followed the argument which I made in its subsequent 
decision. The Senator from New Hampshire never attempted to 
meet it and did not meet it, and that case, if it is referred to, will 
show that in my judgment, and I think I may say in the judg- 
ment of the Senate, there was an essential difference between the 
two classes of cases, and the Montana case was decided accord- 
ingly. ' 
think there is a clear distinction between the New Hampshire 
and Montana cases, and if it is necessary at a later time in this 
debate 1 will again attempt to present my views as to the differ- 
ence, and as the Senator from New Hampshire seems to have lost 
sight of the differences, it may be well for me to do so. 

r. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Florida allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. PASCO. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is it the opinion of the Senator that the New 
Hampshire cases were incorrectly decided? , 

Mr. PASCO. It would take a long argument to present a full 
statement of my views. My view of the New Hampshire cases 
and the Florida case has been this, that the Senate itself has 
passed a law which is not in accordance with the Constitution, be- 
cause it deprives some of the States of the right to elect their Sen- 
ators for a full term of six years. This law is found in the Re- 
vised Statutes; and the Senate, after passing this law, which is 
now the prevailing law for the election of Senators, went further 
and made three or four decisions in the New Hampshire cases rec- 

izing the right of the governor to appoint Senators at the be- 
ginning of their terms, it being impossible under the law to elect 
them before their terms commenced. It may be that that law and 
those decisions are all wrong. If so, we ought to go baek to the 
starting point and change the law and avoid like decisions in the 
future. 

But after the Senate had made the lawand three or four solemn 
decisions as to the right of a State under it, as in the New Hamp- 
shire cases, it could not turn its back upon those decisions and 
lay down a different law when the State of Florida presented a 
like case. Such a case was properly treated in harmony with 
those decisions. The Senator isa member of the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections, and I have prepared a bill amending 
the law which now appears in the Revised Statutes; it is before 
the committee of which the Senator is a member, and there will 
be an opportunity to correct the law and give to the State of 
Florida its right to elect a Senator for the full term, which it does 
not have under existing law. 

Mr. SPOONER. When the Senator came here bearing from the 
governor of Florida a commission as Senator and asking admis- 
sion, he thought that gave him a legal right to a seat in this body? 

Mr. PASCO. I was satisfied that under the previous decisions 
of this body it gave me a right to a seat here, whether in my opin- 
ion they were right or wrong—— 

Mr. SPOONER. If the decisions were wrong, it did not give 
the Senator a right. 

Mr. PASCO. I was not here to contradict the solemn action of 
the Senate, which has all the power of a court over these matters, 
but I expected to be treated in accordance with the decisions of 
the Senate, which I respected, and which it was my duty to rec- 
ognize and follow. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator from Florida whether the 
substance of what he says is this: That he is bound by the sol- 
emn decisions of the Senate in his own case, but not bound thereby 
in other cases? 

Mr. PASCO. I will say further, if the Senator from New 
Hampshire will indulge me, so that I may reply to the Senator 
from Massachusetts, that there are two distinct lines of decisions 
with reference to cases of this sort. The first case, which I re- 
gard as parallel with the one now before the Senate, is the Ken- 
sey Johns case from Delaware. In this the legislature of that 
State had the power and the aa to elect a Senator and 
failed to elect. There has been but one set of decisions in that 
class of cases. The Mantle case was in accordance with that line 
of decisions. Another class of cases is the result of the passage 
of the law to which I referred, which made it impossible for some 
States to elect their Senators before the commencement of their 
terms, because the law requires the legislature last chosen before 
the close of a term to elect the Senator, although it can not con- 
vene until after the term begins according to the State consti- 
tution. 


In that class of cases the decisions have been uniformly the other 


way and the Senators appointed under such circumstances have 
been seated by a vote of the Senate whenever a contest has been 
determined. So, whether the distinction is right or wrong, the 
Senate has made the distinction between these two classes of cases, 
and the case now under consideration belongs to the class which 
commenced with the Kensey Johns case, the Florida case be- 
longs to the same class as the New Hampshire cases. These are 
two distinct lines of decisions by the Senate. I had no voice in 
making the precedents, but it was my duty in behalf of the State 
I represented in part to respect the decisions of the Senate upon 
this subject. 

Mr. SPOONER. Was it not entirely within the power of the 
= of Florida so to change their constitution as to enable its 

egislature to elect in strict harmony with the act of Congress? 

Mr. PASCO. Doesthe Senator from Wisconsin propose to make 
the State wait two, three, five, or six years and change its consti- 
tution before it can elect a Senator for a full term? It would take 
several years for the State of Florida to change its constitution, 
and it ought not to lose a part of its representation in the mean- 
time; besides, the State has a right to have its legislature meet 
when it best suits the convenience of the people of the State. 

Mr. SPOONER. The point of my question is simply to show 
that it was due to the fault of the State and its failure to comply 
in the exercise of a conceded power with the act of Congress. 

Mr. PASCO. If the Senator will look further into the matter— 
he was not here when that case was decided—and if he will take 
up the argument which I presented in the Mantle case, I believe 
he will see very clearly that there was but one way in which the 
State of Florida at that time could have a Senator for a term of 
six years, and that was by the governor making an appointment 
during the first part of the term and the legislature electing for the 
latter part. But that is not the way contemplated by the Consti- 
tution. It is for that reason, I say, that this law ought to be 
changed, because it is not in harmony with the Constitution. I 
thank the Senator from New Hampshire for his indulgence. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Florida probably did 
right in taking advan of the decisions in the New Hampshire 
cases although he thought they were wrong. He proceeded upon 
the same principle on which the Senator from South Carolina who 
usually sits behind him [Mr. TILLMAN] acted with reference to 
the ‘‘robber tariff.” The Senator from South Carolina has not 
changed his opinions concerning the iniquity of the tariff, but he 
wants his State to get all the benefit it can under it while the 
iniquity prevails. Sothe Senator from Florida very properly took 
advantage of the decisions in the New Hampshire cases although 
he thought they were wrong. He simply wanted Florida to have 
the benefit of them while they stood. 

Mr. PASCO. If the Senator will allow me for one moment, I 
will say that I did not express any opinion in reference to those 
decisions. I merely stated that it was my duty, while they were 
in force and while the law stands as it does now, to recognize and 
follow them; and it was the only way in which the State I have 
the honor to represent in part could get its constitutional right to 

represented in the Senate for the full term of six years. The 
Senate, of course, is the judge of the qualifications of a Senator 
and of the election upon which he bases his right to a seat, and 
the law, with the decisions of the Senate that bear upon its appli- 
cation, is all that a State can rely upon in attempting to get rep- 
resentation in this ‘= 

Mr. CHANDLER. . President—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow 
me to ask him what the tariff and my share of the steal have to 
do with the Oregon case? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I noticed that the Senator from South Car- 
olina was inattentive, and I thought he — to hear the consti- 
tutional argument which I was g. I am glad to see he is 
now in his seat, and I hope he will remain. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The argument is constitutional, and therefore 
I was not paying my proper attention to the Senator. I never fail 
to listen to him when is talking along the usual line, but he has 
got out of the shallow water now and beyond his depth. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It would be worth the whole I have 


tor from 
Florida and the Senator from South But I am afraid 
that I shall not succeed in getting their votes. 

I do not find any fault with the Senator from Florida for taking 
advantage of the New Hampshire decisions. I only find fault 
with him because he does not now take the correct view of the 
constitutional question. He entertains the contrary view. It is 
right that he should it and argue for it when this case is 
under discussion, for it is not res adjudicata by reason of the 
Mantle case, and not n by reason of the New Hampshire 
cases and the Florida case. tif here is now a question that 
ought not to be opened because of any previous ons, I main- 
tain, of course, that the New Hampshire cases and the Florida 
case should outweigh the decision made in the Mantle case. 


made if I could secure the vote on my side of the 
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discussion that has taken place shows that the Senate has 
ban nouteanalt advancing from a narrow construction of theCon- 


; a on of it, which I have undertaken 
ae ‘etn exact accordance with the language of the clause in 
tution. 
oO aaent, before closing it is important for me to state that 
it is not necessary in this case that we should go beyond the de- 
cisions in the New Hampshire cases and adopt the proposition 
rejected in the Mantle case, because it will be shown by other 
Senators, that the legislature of Oregon did not have an opportu- 
nity to elect a Senator. One branch of the State legislature made 
a proper organization; the other branch did not make a proper 
organization, and as the legislature of Oregon was never crgan- 
ized within the meaning of the national statute, the obligation to 
elect a Senator did not exist under the statute. The State, there- 
fore, was at no fault, and the appointee of the governor is entitled 
mission. 
oe President, that part of the case I shall not argue. It will 
be ably argued by others; but I am bound to say, as I did in 1893, 
that I go to the extreme in such cases. I hold that of this clause 
inthe Constitution, disre; ing all unjustifiable limitations that 
have been put u it, the plain and unequivocal and beneficial 
meaning which the Senate ought to enforce is that under no possi- 
ble circumstances, while there is a vacant seat on this floor, ex- 
cept only when the legislature of the State is actually in session, 
is it right for us to refuse to admit to that seat the appointee 
sent here by the governor. The refusal now to admit such an 
appointee is in contravention of the language of the Constitu- 
on and of all considerations of general policy that can be con- 
ceived of, and is a wrongful destruction of one-half the political 
power of the State of Oregon in the Senate. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BRowNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the 
bill (S. 471) relating to the adulteration of food and drugs in the 
District of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the House disagrees to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6351) ng appro- 
priations for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1899, asks a conference with the Senate on the 
di votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr, WARNER, Mr. WADSworTH, and Mr. WILLLAMs of Mississippi 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to thecon- 
sideration of executive business. After two hours and ten min- 
utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 
5 o'clock and 15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to- 
morrow, Wednesday, February 9, 1898, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 8, 1898. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


Robert E. Morrison, of Arizona, to be attorney of the United 
States for the Territory of Arizona, vice Everett E. Ellinwood, 
whose term expired August 28, 1897. 


UNITED STATES MARSHALS. 
Edward Knott, of Iowa, to be marshal of the United States for 


the northern district of Iowa, vice William M. Desmond, whose 
term will expire February 18, 1898 


Morgan Treat, of Virginia, to be marshal of the United States 


for the eastern of Virginia, vice John M. Hudgin, whose 
term will Fe 18, 1898. 
oer bruary 


4 —_ of Montana, to be marshal of the United 
® district of Montana, vice William McDermott, 
whose term will expire March 5, 1898. 


COMMISSIONER OF ALASKA. 


Norman E. Malcolm, of San Jose, Cal.,to be a commissioner in 
and for the District of Alaska, to reside at Juneau, vice John Y. 
der, resigned. 


REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE, 


Alfred H. Boles, of Perry, Okla., to be register of the land 
office at Perry, Okla., vice Louis Davis, resigned. 
John R. Gordon, of Pueblo, Colo., to be register of the land 


office at Pueblo, Colo., vice Raymond Miller, whose term expired 
February 7, 1898. 

Mathew B. Malloy, of Waterville, Wash., to be register of the 
land office at Waterville, Wash., vice Richmond W. Starr, whose 
term will expire February 24, 1898. 


RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


L. B. Clough, of Vancouver, Wash., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Vancouver, Wash., vice James A. Munday, removed. 


INDIAN AGENT. 


Herman G. Nickerson, of Lander, Wyo., to be agent for the 
Indians of the Shoshone Agency in Wyoming, vice Capt. Richard 
H. Wilson, United States Army, relieved from duty as acting 
Indian agent. 

UNITED STATES CONSUL. 


Alonzo C. Yates, of Virginia, to be consul of the United States 
at Patras, Greece, vice Robert Lee Jenlkins, resigned. 


COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


John H, Deveaux, of Georgia, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Savannah, in the State of Georgia, tosucceed John F. B. 
Beckwith, whose term of office expired by limitation January 28, 
1898. 

John C. Dancy, of North Carolina, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Wilmington, in the State of North Carolina, to suc- 
ceed William B. Kenan, whose term of office will expire by limi- 
tation February 15, 1898. ' 

Frank L. Lee, of Texas, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Galveston, in the State of Texas, vice George P. Finlay, 
term expired. 

The nomination of Frank E. Lee to the above-named office is 
hereby withdrawn. 


POSTMASTERS. 


B. J. Rosewater, to be postmaster at Eureka Springs, in the 
county of Carroll and State of Arkansas, in the place of Mamie B, 
Watkins, whose commission expired December 21, 1897. 

John C. Boggs, to be postmaster at Newcastle, in the county of 
Placer and State of California, in the place of John S. Mitchell, 
removed. 

Eugene H. Ash, to be postmaster at Geneseo, in the county of 
Henry and State of Illinois, in the place of K. E. Moore, resigned. 

Frank Yeager, to be tmaster at Lanark, in the county of 
Carroll and State of Illinois, in the place of William Hogan, 
whose commission expires February 16, 1898. 

Luther Conklin, to be postmaster at Kingsley, in the county of 
Plymouth and State of Iowa, in the place of J. C. Cottrell, whose 
commission expires February 19, 1898. 

James D. Ferner, to be postmaster at Nevada, in the county of 
Story and State of Iowa, in the place of Theodore P. Warsley, 
whose commission expires February 16, 1898. 

F. A. Lewis, to be postmaster at Marcus, in the county of Cher- 
okee and State of Iowa, in the place of Thomas Delaney, whose 
commission expires February 19, 1898. ; 

Thomas W. Summersides, to be postmaster at Manchester, in 
the county of Delaware and State of Iowa, in the place of B. J. 
Weliman, whose commission expires February 27, 1898. 

Thomas Walpole, to be postmaster at Storm Lake, in the county 
of Buena Vista and State of Iowa, in the place of F. A. Brown, 
whose commission expired February 1, 1898. 

William T. West, to be postmaster at Lancaster, in the county 
of Garrard and State of Kentucky, in the place of James I. Ham- 
ilton, whose commission expires February 21, 1898. 

Fred E. Smith, to be postmaster at Newburyport, in the county 
of Essex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of William C. 
Cusick, whose commission expires February 12, 1898. 

Fred A. Hutty, to be pee at Grand Haven, in the county 
of Ottawa and State of Michigan, in the place of Jacob Baar, 
whose commission expired January 9, 1898. 

K. R. Smith, to be postmaster at Ionia, in the county of Ionia 
and State of Michigan, in the place of Thad. B. Preston, whose 
commission expired October 28, 1897. 

James Taylor, to be postmaster at Fayette, in the county of 
Howard and State of Missouri, in the place of John D. Tolson, 
whose commission expired December 21, 1897. 

Edward C. Tuttle, to be postmaster at Deckertown, in the county 
of Sussex and State of New Jersey, in the place of Humphrey Mar- 
tin, whose commission expires February 14, 1898. 

William J. me © be postmaster at Skaneateles, in the county 
of Onondaga and State of New York, in the place of J. H. Earil 
whose commission expired January 24, 1898. 

Martin Harrington, to be postmaster at Baldwinsville, in the 
county of Onondaga and State of New York, in the place of S. J. 
Lonergan, whose commission expired January 24, 1898. 
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John W. Cupp, to be postmaster at Galion, in the county of 
Crawford and State of Ohio, in the place of John W. Alsop, re- 
signed. 

Corydon Crawford, to be postmaster at Perry, in the county of 
Noble and Territory of Oklahoma, in the place of Charles P. 
Drace, removed. 

John D. Leonard, to be postmaster at Edmond, in the county of 
Oklahoma and Territory of Oklahoma, in the place of Charles J. 
Bowman, whose commission expired November 3, 1897. 

David M. McQuown, to be postmaster at Punxsutawney, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 
Charles A. Jenks, whose commission expires February 16, 1898. 

Robert B. Anderson, to be postmaster at Georgetown, in the 
county of Georgetown and State of South Carolina, in the place 
of Josiah Doar, whose commission expired September 15, 1897. 

S. G. Dewell, to be postmaster at Pierre, in the county of Hughes 
and State of South Dakota, in the place of Robert N. Locke, whose 
commission expires March 19, 1898. 

Thomas B. Roberts, to be postmaster at Armour, in the coun 
of Douglas and State of South Dakota, in the place of George W. 
Mathews, resigned. 

John C. Williams, to be postmaster at South Milwaukee, in the 
county of Milwaukee and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Jo- 
seph Whalen, removed. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Quartermaster’s Department. 


Lieut. Col. James Wall Scully, deputy quartermaster-general, to 
be assistant quartermaster-general with the rank of colonel, Feb- 
ruary 4, 1898, vice Ludington, appointed Quartermaster-General. 

Maj. Charles Wilson Williams, quartermaster, to be deputy 
quartermaster-general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, Feb- 
ruary 4, 1898, vice Scully, promoted. 

Capt. Crosby Parke Miller, assistant quartermaster, to be quar- 
termaster with the rank of major, February 4, 1898, vice Wil- 
liams, promoted. 

Subsistence Department. 


Lieut. Col. William Hoit Nash, assistant commissary-general of 
subsistence, to be assistant commissary-general of subsistence 
with the rank of colonel, February 4, 1898, vice Cushing, appointed 
Commissary-General of Subsistence. 

Maj. Charles Albert Woodruff, commissary of subsistence, to 
be assistant commissary-general of subsistence with the rank of 
lieutenant-colonel, February 4, 1898, vice Nash, promoted. 

Capt. Edward Everett Dravo, commissary of subsistence, to be 
eae subsistence with the rank of major, February 4, 
1898, vice Woodruff, promoted. 

First Lieut. Barrington King West, Sixth Cavalry, to be com- 
missary of subsistence with the rank of captain, February 4, 1898, 
vice Dravo, promoted. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Commodore Francis M. Bunce, to be a rear-admiral in the Navy, 
from the 6th day of February, 1898, vice Rear-Admiral Thomas 
O. Selfridge, jr., retired. 

Asst. Surg. Theodore W. Richards, to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy, from the 12th day of November, 1897. 

P. A. Engineer Reynold T. Hall, to be a chief engineer in the 
Navy, from the 7th day of February, 1898 (subject to the exami- 
or required by law), vice Chief Engineer Fletcher A. Wilson, 
retired. 

Asst. Engineer William H. McGrann, to be a passed assistant 
engineer in the Navy, from the 7th day of February, 1898, vice 
P. A. Engineer Reynold T. Hall, promoted. 

Medical Inspector George F. Winslow, to be a medical director 
in the Navy, from the 234 day of January, 1898, vice Medical 
Director Benjamin H. Kidder, retired. 

Surg. William 8. Dixon, to be a medical inspector in the Navy, 
from the 23d day of January, 1898, vice Medical Inspector George 
F. Winslow, promoted. 

P. A Surg. Oliver D. Norton, to be a surgeon in the Navy, from 
oe day of January, 1898, vice Surg. William 8. Dixon, pro- 
moted. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 8, 1898, 
POSTMASTERS, 


R. Titus Coan, to be postmaster at Albion, in the county of 
= - a ye of pmo York. ter at Hot Sp oa hy 
ohn A. Stanley, to be postmaster at Hot Springs, in the coun 
of Fall River and State of South Dakota. 
Frank J. Cory, to be aster at Watertown, in the county 
of Codington and State of South Dakota. 








of Santa Clara and State of 


Abel A. Withrow, to be postmaster at Santa Clara, in the county 
Tillie C. Buckley, to be — at Stromsburg, in the county 


of Polk and State of Nebras 


J. Harley Miskimen, to be postmaster at Glendive, in the county 


of Dawson and State of Montana. 


George W. Irvin, to be postmaster at Butte, in the county of 


Silverbow and State of Montana. 


Alexander N. Thomas, to be postmaster at Aurora, in the county 


of Hamilton and State of Nebraska. 


John Peters, to be postmaster at Albion, in the county of Boone 


and State of Nebraska. 


Leander H. Jewett, to be postmaster at Brokenbow, in the county 


of Custer and State of Nebraska. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, February 8, 1898. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. CoupeEn. 
eo Journal of the proceedings of yesterday wus read and ap- 
proved. 
BRIDGE OVER SNAKE RIVER. 


Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 2553) to 
authorize the construction of a steel bridge over Snake River, be- 
tween the States of Washington and Idaho. 

This bill has just been reported by the gentleman from Minne- 
sota [Mr. FLETCHER] from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Le 


Com 
ration the laws of the State of , its 
successors and be, and the by, authorized to construct 
and maintain a bri and thereto over the Snake River between 
the States of W: mn and Idaho, ex froma point in the city of 
Lewiston, Idaho, toa t in Asotin County, o; te, in the State of Wash- 


ington. Said brid 

tae tesasts of aphasia; sei far feos and for th of pipes 
of an passengers, ‘or the su P 

and electric conduits, and for any other r use, and estes. its 

successors and assigns, may collect reasonable rates of toll for such uses of 

said bridge, said rates of toll being first submitted to and approved by the 

Secretary of War before put in force. 

Szc. 2. That any bri t under the provisionsof this act shall be built 
and constructed without material interference with the security and con- 
venience of navigation on said river beyond what is necessary to into 
effect the rights and privileges hereby granted, and shall be at least 40 feet 
in height in the clear above mean high-water mark: and in order to secure 
compliance with these conditions the en shall submit to the 


of War a plan of the bridge pro in this act, 
a detailed map of the river for a distauceot | mileaboveend 1 
yon site of said bridge, with such other inf: 
yy the Secretary of War for a full and satisfacto 
subject, and the Secretary of 


the company that 
the company may proceed to the erec- 


constructed under this act and according to its 
be a lawful structure, and shall be ized 


upon 

tion of said . 
Sec. 3. That the 

terms and limitations 


recogn: 
and known as a post route, upon which also no higher shall be made 
the troops, and munitions of 


for the transmission over the same of the 
war of the United States than the per paid he 
over the railroads or public riviloges lentes te aud bridge; and 


shall enjoy the — and — 
States; and the oa States have the right of way for postal-telegraph 


purposes across bridge. 

Sec. 4. That the right toalter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved, and the right to require any changes in said structure at the ex- 
pense of the owners thereof, whenever the Secretary of War shall decide 

hat the public interests soumire is also reserved. 

Sec. 5. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the 

au be not within two years and completed 
wi three years from the date of the approval of the plans by the 
tary of War. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would like to ask the gentleman if this has 

been before the at all 


? 
Mr. JONES of Washington. Yes, it has been; and I have just 


stated it was d unanimously from the committee. 
ce . The Clerk will tend the report socompanying 
e bill. 


The report (by Mr. FLETCHER) was read, as fcllows: 


The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred She Honse bill H. 3. S008, heving censtiered She.gumne. report back 
the Senate act No. 2553 as a substitute for House 5022, and 
recommend its passage by the House. 
tan -~ pleat . Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the 

Mr. STEELE. I understand from the reading of this bill that 
it extends the right of construction in this case for two years. 
Mow, 13 seemaa to 100, Gt Cy Rate, Ik SROREN; Be SAS ae 
gentleman will agree to amend bill so as to provide that this 








is to begin at once the construction of this bridge, and one reason 
for provision in the bill is in order that may begin the 
construction of the piers before the water rises. amendment 


- ~ the act. 
"the SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There bein 


no objection, the bill was considered, and was or- 
dered to a thi colin, and being read the third time, it was 


motion of Mr. JONES of Washington, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed a bill of the following title; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

§. 18. An act to remove the charge of desertion from the name 
of Emanuel Schamp. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted u 
its amendments to the bili (H. R. —) making cueamunidiiens 
for the legislative, executive, and judi expenses of the Gov- 

5 yoo to by the Sarer aoeeaad ao 
rposes, y ouse ves, 
. to the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. CULLOM, 
Mr. SEWELL, and Mr. TELLER as the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 
SENATE BILL REFERRED. 


Under clause i ao wor hf - pert os of the Seapets _ 
was taken from the Speaker’s e an erred to its appropria 
committee, as indicated below: 

S. 18. An act to remove the charge of desertion from the name 
of Emanuel Schamp—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
RAILWAY ACROSS THE OMAHA AND WINNEBAGO RESERVATIONS, 

Mr. MERCER. Mr. , | ask unanimous consent for the 

resent consideration the bill (S. 2508) as amended by the 
ouse granting the t to the Omaha Northern Railway Com- 
y to construct a way across, and establish stations on, the 
and Winnebago reservations, in the State of Nebraska, 

and for other purposes, 

The bill was read at | 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr, STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I think a bill of that character 
ought to have more consideration than it is possible to give it in 
this — manner. I feel co to object. 

The . Objection is made. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. S , in view of the fact that a con- 
— -election case is to be considered to-day, I ask for the regular 

er. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Will the gentleman allow me a moment 
Sen eer ens oe Cee remee bo seperted on the Agtout- 

Mr. BAILEY. That would be in order under the rple. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the House no 
concur in the Senate amendments to the Agricultural appropria- 
tion bill, and request a conference between the two Houses on the 

votes on said bill. 

Mr. Y. If the gentleman will it me, there are 
one or two propositions that come from the Senate to which I am 
very much opposed. But I have hada conversation with the gen- 
tleman in charge of the bill, and am willing that it shall take the 


course as 
The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 
objection. 


There was no 

TheSPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. WADSWORTH, 
Mr. WARNER, and Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi as conferees on 
the part of the House. 


ADULTERATION OF FOOD AND DRUGS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a con- 


The The Clerk will read the report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
The committee of conference on the votes of the two Houses, 


the amendments of the House to the bill of the Senate (S. St) sees 
of foods and drugs in the District of Columbia, having met, 


—— 


after full and free conference have agreed torecommend and do recommend 
to their respective Houses as follows: 
That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the first and second 
amendments of the Houseand agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its third amendment. 
G. M. CURTIS 
J. W. BABCOCK, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
J. H. GALLINGER 
JAS. McMILLAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I ask if there is a report—the usual state- 
ment soeeeae ns this report? 

aoe Pree There is, and the Clerk will read the state- 
men 

The statement was read, as follows: 

The result of the action of the conference committee is that the Senate 
recedes from its d ent to the amendment of the House striking out 


the clause, “and the courts shall construe the provisionsof this act liberally, 


sO as A revent the mischief intended to be guarded against.” 


A Senate recedes from the second amendment of the House, limit- 
the tions to cases under this act. 
© House recedes from its t amendment, excepting flour from the 
list of articles that may not be adulterated. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I would like some explanation 
before action is taken upon this matter. It seems to bea question 
involving very important matters, and Ido not see why the House 
should recede from the position it has taken with regard to the 
Senate amendments. Let us have some explanation. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It seems to me that statement is very meager. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, it should need no argu- 
ment to indicate to the members upon this floor that any bill re- 
lating to the adulteration of foods would be incomplete if it did 
not provide inst the adulteration of flour. 

Mr. HEPBURN, That is not the point I am speaking about. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. It is evident that at the time this bill 
was considered in the House some of its provisions were not clearly 
understood by many of the members upon the floor. Dr. Busey, 
in his report, states as follows: 

In the case of wheaten flour, line 65, it is known that flour has been adul- 
terated with inferior grades, such as potato, beans, pease, oats, maize, etc. 
Jum. capesiaiiectatindtemtion test, have boom recog sobied ture tang tee. 
Dr. Mann, in his medical sketches, enumerates among the active cnauen which 
led to the production of disease among the troopsalong the Niagara frontier 
during the war of 1812, ““ bad bread.”’ “It was notorious,” he remarks, “that 
the bread on the Niagara was made of damaged flour, such as was either not 
nutritious or absolutely deleterious.” It was believed, also, that the flour 
contained in some ces an earthy substance, like plaster of paris. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I should like to ask the gentleman from Iowa 
whether, in view of the fact that an election case is to follow, he 
will not consent to print the report and let it go over, and call up 
the report after the disposal of the election case? 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the gentleman 
from Missouri that I do not believe there will be any objection to 
the Houserecedingfromthisamendment. Thecommittee, I think, 
are unanimous in the matter, and I will say to the gentleman that 
there is a provision in the bill which clearly permits dealers in 
mixed flour to sell the same under its proper brand. 

Mr. KING. If the gentleman from lowa [Mr. Curtis] will per- 
mit me, I desire to state to gentlemen on this side of the Chamber 
that the position of the gentleman from Iowa is, I think, correct. 
Inadvertently the other day an amendment which was offered was 
adopted. I think fhat members on this side of the House ought to 
accept the report of the conference committee. 

Mr. The conference report eliminates the objec- 
tionable amendment? 

, . Yes, 

Mr. STEELE. Let meask, if meal is mixed with flour, whether 
it will be considered an adulteration or not? 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, here is a provision in the 
bill which clearly covers cases of the kind mentioned by my friend 
from Indiana: 

Provided, That an offense shall not be deemed to be committed under this 
section in the following cases, that is to say: First, where the order calls for 
an article of food or drug inferior to such standard, or where such difference 
is made known by being plainly written or printed on the package; second, 
where the article of f or drug is mixed with any matter or ingredient not 
injurious to th and not intended fraudulently to increase its bulk, 
weight, or measure or con itsinferior quality, if at the time such article 
is delivered to the purchaser it is made known to him that such article of 
food or drug is so mixed. 

Now, I think this 
upon the floor of the 

Mr. CLARDY. Do I understand the gentleman to say that that 
refers also to the adulteration of flour? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. The House recedes from its amendment. 

Mr. KING. And prevents the adulteration of flour. 

Mr. CLARDY. at is right. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. So thatif the report of the committee is 
adopted, the same provisions will apply to flour that apply to other 
food articles in the bill. 

Mr. CLARDY. I have no objection, then. 


rovision ought to satisfy every gentleman 
ouse. 
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Mr. BABCOCK. I desire to say in reference to this matterthat | On motion of Mr. CURTIS of Iowa, a motion to reconsider the 
if an article is put up and branded ‘‘flour,” it must be fiour. It} vote by which the report of the committee of conference was 
can i a “i or corn meal, pee it —— srome from = agreed to was laid on the table. 
cereal. is does not prevent the mixing of meal with flour, but - 
if you make it half meal and half flour, you must brand it so as to CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE-—-ALDRION AGAINST PLOWMAN. 
show whatitis. It is simplyto prevent deception and imposition Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, before I proceed to the 
on the public. discussion of the case—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is that true, under this third provision?| TheaSPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolutions of the 
Here is an exception, that if at the time of the delivery the seller | committee. 
tells the purchaser of this adulteration, no prosecution can be had. Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Before that is reported, I want 
The result will be that you will never have a successful prosecu- | to call attention to the fact that the Democratic party has never 
{ tion. The seller will say he told the buyer. The buyer will say | called up an election case as early as this inthe session. [Laugh- 
he did not tell him, and in that conflict of testimony there will | ter on the Republican side. ] 

' never be a conviction. It seems tome that provision destroys Mr. PAYNE. I guess that is true. 

f we oe ie of “ bill. “ The Clerk read as follows: 

' r.CU 3of Iowa. Not at all. ne ween ected ; 
f Mr. BABCOCK. That is not under consideration now. That atin Oonereust trot the Festi Oenanoustonet pricey Eee, abn 


ision h d by the e and Senate. This re entitled to a seat therein. 
provision has been passed by the Hous Be port | cn pesulved, That William F, Aldrich was elected a member of the Fifty-fifth 


refers only to this amendment concerning the adulteration of | ¢ ongress from the Fourth Congressional district of Alabama, and is entitled 





ocil:. CURTIS of I Th tion is whether th ‘|e ; 
y . r. of Iowa. The question is whether the amend- 
a ; ment shall prevail—whether the House shall recede from its - mag tel hepa cp rsa cnet ever hed an 
amendment relating to flour. election case like this, its history never has recorded it. I want 


Mr. MANN. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. : —— oe , 
i ; Whether the amendment which you are proposing now makes it . —_ Se oe majority and minority report in this case. 


an offense to mix flour made out of wheat and corn, ground? 7 ; ; 
; Mr. pad | = Iowa. wm “7 = r iy as Ls the qr ee eee of Alabama. Now, that req Unanimous 
; is sold as blen flour and so branded, there is nothing in the ‘en oS , a 
law to prevent, or there is nothing in the bill to prevent, the gen- oe ns ‘ aca to —— & see. orm — 
; tleman from purchasing nine-tenths of wheat flour and one-tenth The gentl t Ohi = [a eee aoe i 
. — of corn meal and mixing them himself. . me on cae ~~ o asks S eattietee wet the or a t 
Mr. MANN. Provided it states how much wheat and corn are | Of the report of the committee and the y Chats b e minority. 
mized; i that it ee Eri ts dente) betes he reatres mroceed 
ag at oe Dae eee under its true name, I ask him to permit me to offer, to have read, the minority reso- 
Mr. BABCOCK and Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Not pure flour. _| "wine Iriel Se to Oe one eee 
| Mr. MANN. I would like to ask how this comes before the} ‘,, SPEAKER. The following resolutions will be offered as a 


ouse? : 
Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Because the House unwittingly struck ae. Sire ts 


= ~— out. Let me read the anes ee House wor out. i. os aimee te a 
r. MANN. I did not ask the gentleman that, but how it esolved, Tha liam FP. was not elected a member of the wr 
comes before the House now pets nef pgnlrty- dhe 2 papas hie canner james fapeo yt ages lene 


ow. 
Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. The bill that came before the House is Resolved, That T.S. Plowman was duly elected a member of the Fifty-fifth 
a Senate bill. It was amended in the House, I will say to the | Congress from the Fourth Congressional district of Alabama, and is entitled 
gentleman, by striking out these words: ‘‘in the case of flour if it to a sent therein. 

is not composed entirely of one single grain cereal.” The Senate| Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Will the gentleman from Ohio 
conferees receded from the first two amendments, and refused to | allow me one question? 

agree to the third amendment, relating to flour; and therefore the | The SPE R. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield to the 
ee conferees of the House receded after a careful consideration of all | gentleman from Alabama? 

ny the provisions of the bill; and we therefore report now, accord- Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I can not now. 

ing to our agreement with the conferees of the Senate, recommend- The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio declines to yield. 


AE RE NAC HS TM ELT, NT 


: 
i ing that the House recede from the third amendment. Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, this case covers so wide 
r. GAINES. In other words, the House agrees to oppose | a range and includes within that range so many details that I 
adulteration. ’ shall not detain the House with any introductory remarks. It is, 
Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I call for a vote. however, due to me and to the committee to say that no member 


Mr. MANN, Mr. a I wish to oppose this proposition. of the majority entered upon the consideration of this case with 
Mr. MOODY. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? | any prejudice in favor of the contestant, and I do not believe that 
Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I will yield to the gentleman. the members of any election committee, perhaps by reason of the 
Mr. MOODY. Ishould like to ask the gentleman if the testi- | peculiar circumstances surrounding the case, ever entered on the 
mony before the committee tends to show that there was a great | consideration of a case which has partisan features with a larger 
deal of adulteration of fiour? judicial spirit or with a greater desire to do absolute justice to all 
Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. It does. concerned. I know that itis a misfortune of our Constitution that 
Mr. MOODY. And existing to a very considerable extent? this partisan body is called upon to exercise judicial functions re- 
Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. The honest dealers of the District, the | specting the right of a member to his seatherein. And this body, 
ph ysicians, and the health officer very strongly recommend the | which in its very nature is brought here to do the will of the party 
ill with this provision, and the friends of the bill have insisted | as respects party customs, is called upon in the exercise of its most 
that this particular section, stricken out by the House, should re- | solemn functions to orm a jud duty. I recognize the in- 
: main as a part of the bill. firmities under which I labor and under which member of 
f Mr. MOODY. Another question. Of course this evil is not at | this House labors when he undertakes the duty that the Constitu- 
all peculiar to the District of Columbia. Has the gentleman | tion thus imposes upon us. Therefore I make free to say that in 
called the attention of the Committee on Agriculture to the testi- | no case in which I ever sat did I, in the early stages at least, find 

mony with the view of proposing the consideration of legislation | as little draft upon my partisan feeling as in this case. 


1 sea. a ea entk , bnt ei 


pte se 


Ae mie 
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in the line of that adopted in the case of butter and cheese? I desire to say that every Republican member of the committee 
Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. This bill, I will say to the gentleman, | favors the majority report. I say this because in its salient fea- 
refers only to the District of Columbia. ture, in so far as the main fact involved in the resolutions offered 
i Mr. MOODY. I understand it does. is concerned, is one which has entirely satisfied my judgment and 
: Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. There is now a bill before the Commit- | my conscience. 
“ & tee on Agriculture relating to the adulteration of flour, which is district in which these parties contested for an election in 
- 5 more restrictive in its provisions than this bill. 1896 was made up of six counties in the State of Alabama, in 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question. which the returns credited to Plowman 10,312 votes and to Ald- 


Mr. MANN. [asked the gentleman to yield to me five minutes, | rich 7,345 votes, making an apparent plurality for Plowm.n of 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa calls for the previ- | something less than 3,000 votes. My remarks, in so far as they 

ous question. apply toa cular county, will have a special reference to the 

Mr. MANN. He is evidently afraid to have the matter dis- | county of , and in that county I want to call the attention 

; of the House to the character of the population. The white vot- 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation | ing eral of that county by the census of 1890 was 2,046, 
thereof the report of the committee of conference was agreed to. | and 


e colored voting on was 8,531. Thus in the county 








the chief complaint is made by the majority report 
in which our times as many colored voters as white. 

Mr. Aldrich was nominated at a convention held on the 4th of 
March, 1896. On the same day another convention nominated 
another Republican. The convention at which the other Repub- 
lican was nominated elected ae to the nee national 
convention, which were seated ra hearing by the committee 
on credentials. So, up to that point, as far as the Republican 
national convention was concerned, Mr. Aldrich was not the reg- 
ular Republican nominee. Later on the Congressional national 
committee investi the claim of these two rival Republican 
candidates and held that Aldrich was the regular nominee. The 
other nominee, Wilson, withdrew early in October, and when the 
election came around there was but one Republican calling upon 
the voters of that district for their epee 

In the meantime Aldrich was nominated by the Populist con- 
vention. perh in July or August, 1896. That nomination he 
accepted, call ting it declared to the convention that he 
was a Republican and that he would support Mr. McKinley for 
President. So much for the character which the contestant 
assumed before the people of that Congressional district. There 
were bolting Republicans over the district; there were some men 
who professed to be in authority in the Republican party who 
opposed him; but this central fact the House ought to understand 
as bearing upon his character as a candidate, that the chairman 
of the Republican national Congressional committee, the chair- 
man of the State central executive committee, and every Repub- 
lican committee in the district recognized by either the national 
committee or the State committee com y and harmoniously 
supported the contestant. 

that does not give him a character asa Republican before the 
people of that district, then I know not what can give such a 
character. I shall refer later on to the men claiming to be Re- 
publicans who were opposed to him. I may say that so faras any 
question of his ~ r oe — yg op as ie 4 pip ee 
was any respectable opposition im own party, 
place in the counties in which there was no contest,in which Mr. 
Aldrich was successful so far as the majority is concerned. In 
Dallas County, of which I shall principally speak, there was abso- 
lutely no Republican opposition, and I measure my words when I 
say it. 

e election law of Alabama is simple and easily understood. 
A brief reference to its most important features is necessary in 
order that we may understand the conspiracy which in a moment 
I will define and describe to the House. It was necessary that the 
election law should be so framed that the conspiracy might be 


successful. 

The law required at that time that every voter should register 
in May, and if the elector was then not of age or was sick or ab- 
sent from the county he was permitted to register either at the 
August election, which was the State election, or at the national 
election in November. But every voter was required to register, 
and his tration was a condition precedent to his right to vote. 

The pollsin Alabama are inc of three inspectors appointed 
by the judge of probate, the sheriff, and the clerk of the circuit 
court, or any two of them, and two of the inspectors must be 


members of opposing political parties. Before opening the polls 
the inspectors must appoint two clerks of opposing political par- 
ties from lists for that purpose by the duly constituted 


authorities, respectively, of the opposing political parties. I desire 
the House to bear in mind those requirements of the law—that 
two clerks of political parties shall be appointed from 
lists suggested for that purpose by the duly constituted authori- 
ties, respectively, of the a parties, and if no lists 
are 8 the clerks must still be appointed from opposing 


parties. 
The law further provides that the names of all the candidates 


for each office a) on the ticket in alphabetical order, 
without any di mark or descriptive nes ty 
which the poli character of any name may be recognized. 


Thus the ticket voted November 3, 1896, had upon it the names of 
-five candidates for Presidential electors arranged in alpha- 
order, and the names of the three candidates for Congress 
arranged in li I exhibit to the House one of the official 
ballots voted at that election. I think the remark in the report is 
jostibed—that nobody could intelligently vote that ticket without 
ving a duplicate ticket before him or a list of the electors for 
whom he wished to vote. Only eleven of the fifty-five names on 
a Cee were to be voted for, and they are scattered 
The indicates his choice by placing a cross mark in front 
of the name of the person for whom he desires to vote. This re- 
quirement made necessary that there should be provision for illit- 
erate voters. The law provided that a man who made oath that 
he was unable to read or write or wes physlonlly incapacitated 
for marking his ticket might have the of a marker, and 
these markers were to be appointed by the inspectors named by 
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the appointing board in the same manner as clerks were appointed; 
that is to say, the opposing political parties were to be represented 
by the markers who were to mark the ballots. With honest in- 
spectors, clerks, and markers an honest election would be held; 
without them the election was certain to be fraudulent. 

For the present I shall confine myself to Dallas County, where 
most of the frauds perpetrated were committed, and in overturn- 
ing the result in that county and recasting the count we find the 
contestant elected. Now, what was the conspiracy, what was 
the arrangement by which these various precincts were to be 
controlled? They undertook to appoint inspectors who were op- 

to the contestant, and these inspectors in turn undertook to 
appoint markers and clerks o 1 to the contestant; so that in 
practically every district of las County markers, clerks, and 
Inspectors were named in violation of law, for corrupt purposes, 
to bring about the election of the contestee. 

The regular Republican organization, the candidate for Con- 
e- who withdrew, as well as Mr. Aldrich and every recognized 

aoe authority in Dallas County, submitted to the probate 
judge, clerk, and sheriff lists of people to be 
in the various precincts of Dallas County. Now, here was the 
so-called r publican nominee before he withdrew, and 
here was Aldrich, both of them asking for the appointment of rep- 
resentatives—not identical—different, it is true; but our friends 
who controlled the appointing board, except in one or two trivial 
and inconsequential instances, did not appoint one person who 
was recommended tothem by either of these Republican factions— 
not one of them. And having thus the machinery, having thus 
defiled the stream at its ar source, everything down to the 
counting of the votes was defiled as the source was. 

Now, what didthey do? They undertook to recognize a man who 
professed to be the chairman of the Republican executive committee 
of Dallas County, one Jordan Crocheron, whose name has already 
defamed and tainted the air of this Hall. Crocheron claimed to be 
the chairman of the Republican executive committee of Dallas 
County. Let me see what his political history was during the 
year 1896. He bolted the Republican State convention which 
nominated the candidate for tee and himself supported Mr. 
Johnson, the Democratic candidate for governor. He was one of 
a committee who waited upon Mr. Johnson to congratulate him 
upon his nomination. Early in the campaign he espoused the 
cause of Plowman and ve him throughout the campaign. 

While professing to be a McKinley Republican, while named as 
the chairman of the so-called Republican committee as a McKin- 
ley Republican, his very creatures and tools in the city of Selma 
where he himself was a marker—not one of them marked a single 
ticket for McKinley. That is the kind of a McKinley Republican 
Jordan Crocheron was. They professed that they were against 
Aldrich because they did not like his Republicanism, but that they 
were good McKinley Republicans. Yet all that his markers did 
on the day of election was to mark tickets for Plowman; they did 
not mark a solitary ticket for a McKinley elector. 

But if that were ali that we had to do or know about Jordan Cro- 
cheron it might be said that our Democratic friends, in the exercise 
of such a discretion as I suppose an appointing board ought to have, 
might with some decent show of propriety have thought that 
Crocheron was what he pretended to be. But the Democratic 
managers in Dallas County, the judge of probate, the clerk, and 
the sheriff knew just as well what Jordan Crocheron was, and how 
they could use him, as I know that I am a Republican and that 
the contestee in this case is a Democrat. 

Who is this Jordan Crocheron? He is a confessed liar.. He ad- 
mits that he is a mercenary creature ready to sell himself to any- 
body at any time. He isa provenperjurer. And all these things 
he was in the interest of the Democratic party prior to this elec- 
tion. He is the man who was an inspector of election in the city 
of Selma in 1894—supposedly a Republican inspector in a city 
where at one polling place they cast over 2,000 votes—and this 
man Crocheron, one of the so-called Republican inspectors, signed 
a return which contained 1,200 illegal, fictitious names, knowing 
that they wereso. It was absolutely demonstrated in the Aldrich- 
Robbins case, beyond any question, so that even my Democratic 
friend and colleague on the committee could not stomach Cro- 
cheron, and in his report stated that he realized the fact that the 
statements made by him were not entitled to credit. 

This man had made himself the useful tool of a corrupt con- 
spiracy in 1894, and had developed his capacity to be useful in a 
similar manner in the county of Dallas in 1896. He had devel- 
oped, absolutely, his shamelessness, his perfidy, and his purchasa- 
bility. He had shown that he could be used as a willing tool on 
suchoccasions, He had shown himself willing to sign any returns, 
however false; and now, having proven his ‘‘pure Democracy,” 
he was used as a ‘‘stool pigeon” or pretended worker for the Re- 
publican party, while openly espousing the cause of its opponents. 
And it is on the testimony of such men as this and the result of 
their labors that the contestee in this case claims his seat on the 
floor of this House, 
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Mr. Speaker, I ask if any election conducted with so foul a | else, proving beyond the ibility of a doubt that these 
source is or could be a pure election according to our ideas in | were put on the poll book eed per put in the ballet 
this country, or whether such an election could by any possibil- | boxes; but that is unimportant, because could tally up 


whether they had the ballotsor not. In order to make this clear 
to the eye, I here append a table, showing the way each name ap- 
pears on the poll list and the registration list: 

Krixos Precinct, No. 29. 


Table showing poll number and registration number of the persons said to have 
— at election in Kings precinct, No. 29, Dallas nty, Ala., November 3 


ity receive the sanction and support of the House of Representa- 
tives of the American people? But Crocheron submitted his list. 
He has ingeniously remarked in his testimony that almost all of 
the people whom he had recommended were named by the ap- 
pointing board as clerks, markers, or inspectors throughout the 
county, but that he did not get quite all. Of course he did not. 
In five or six of the precincts even the callous consciences of the 
Democratic inspectors weakened in view of the stupendous fraud 








which was attempted to be committed, and a Republican marker | Poll ‘oll N Registra- 
was appointed. Wherever this was done, whenever a Repub-| No. tion No. | No. — tion No. 
lican was appointed, we find that there was a large Republican | —_ ord ——— 
vote. Where such was not the case, however, where no Repub- i 5 || 29] Anderson,Crawford 6 
lican marker was appointed, we find no substantial Republican| 3 1.2 oo .---; +142 
vote—an extraordinary condition of affairs. 4 06 || R an... "9 
Now, the conspiracy to control the election in Dallas County I 5 161 || 33 | W. W. Davison ...... 9 
have briefly outlined. That is the conclusion we have arrived at| So) 212 : Foe na nene --== 7 
on a full and thorough investigation of the case as presented to} 4 +15 || | 3.1. ¢ anol m2 
the Committee on Elections. We have shown, and we lay down 9 9 | 37 iii 2 
as a proposition of law which I am ready to maintain at alltimes,| 4° ai si ee w-swen-} (*) 
that no election held with this machinery created in Dallas County, | js 9% || 401G.WL Elie” = 
on November 3, 1896, could have any possible weight or i-| 13 102 |) 41) 3.8. Watts......-- 25 
bility. _ 6&2 || 42| G. F. Watts .......... 48 
Conceive, Mr. Speaker, what would be our sense of the propriety | 44 ot uit 7 
of the occurrence if, in one of our Northern countiés in any State| 17 108 | 45 | IrwinSmith._.- 86 
in the Union, in utter violation of the mandatory provision of the e % || 46 | Ephraim Norris ..... +117 
law requiring minority representation or representation of twoor| a = S a hoxeHoneed < 
more parties on the board, the officers having the authority to} 21 31 || 4 | J.0. dain _.._........ 18 
name judges should refuse to comply with that condition, or,| 2 2 || 50) J. L. Edwards._...... 89 
worse than that, if a man like Crocheron should be intrusted = {3 . ites tas Fyre S 
with the power, as was done in this case now before us—with the | 25 98 || 53 | D. watts... 88 
power to make the entire board of elections a unit to carry outa| % mA | 54 Griffin......... 70 
fraudulent purpose. = By.) t Oo Sere... 63 
I say, Mr. Speaker, that such an election is of itself so patent a 
fraud that the burden of proof is shifted to the other side, and © Not registered }Repistered ins Slate einction. 


that we can no longer say that these returns themselves impute 
absolute verity, but that there must be some explanation, that 
there must be some additional testimony presented tosubstantiate 
the returns, which have been vitiated from the beginning. 

So, upon this single proposition, the election in all of these pre- 
cimcts was void because of illegality, preliminarily brought about 
by the election board in these precincts, and we claim that the 
oe taken in the majority report in this case can not be over- 
thrown. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not stand on the propositions alone which have 
been set forth in the report of the committee in this case. The 
evidences are overwhelming. There are so many precincts in 
which the most outrageous frauds were perpetrated, that it is not 
possible for me to refer tomore thanafewof them. ButI am 
going to illustrate as nearly as possible, and indicate to the House, 
how it was that this conspiracy was conceived and was executed. 
Take, for instance, the precinct of Kings, in Dallas County in this 
State. Our friends on the committee admit that there was sume- 
thing wrong in Kings precinct, and consent that the returns from 
that precinct, in consequence of these wrongs, should be thrown 
ont. But the initial depravity in Kings is precisely the initial de- 
pravity which we find in every other precinct in Dallas County. 

In Kings precinct, No. 30, there were 201 voters registered and 
201 voted, a remarkable condition of things anywhere else than in 
Dallas County. About 50 or 55 men probably actually voted, but 
I would not rest any man’s title on the proposition that any votes 
were lawfully cast in Kings precinct. Wemay assume, however, 
that about 55 out of the 201 were legally cast. The last 95 names 
on the registration list were in alphabetical order, and when these 
55 had voted not one of the last 95 on the registration list had cast 
their votes. So that out of the first 106, 55 had voted promiscu- 
ously through the registration list, and their names doubtless 
were checked by the returning officers on that list. At that stage 

of the game there were about 50 people apparent on the —— 
tion list ont of the 105 who not voted, whereupon, if these 
gentlemen tell the truth, those 50 men marched up to the polls in 
a neon me in exactly the same order in which they had 
marched to the registration booth six months before. 

Well, now, they got down to the alphabetical part of the regis- 
tration list, and some gentleman who was more adroit than the 
others discovered that if these men were voted in their numerical 
order on the registration list they would also be voted in alpha- 
betical order, and that even a committee of Congress mi dis- 
cover that trick. So, instead of running them in 'y., they 
ran them in alphabetically, without taking all the men of any one 
letter at the same time. For instance, from 113 to 119 on the poll 
book en the names Allison, Brown, Brooks, Cleveland, Dav- 
idson, Franklin, Goosby, their registration numbers ee 
110, 109, 123, 184, 141, 143, and so on, from there through to the 
end. Every man appears in this mechanical relation to somebody 


The fraudulent vote commences with the name of 8. C. Miley (poll No. 56) 
and continues to the end of the table. 

It will be observed that heretofore the electors have voted mously, 
so far as the numerical order of their registration is concerned, but after the 
peaiees, renee custom itis to vote about the closing of the polls, 
had cast jtheir bailots (see poll Nos. 49, 50, and 52) the names of electors, be- 

nuing at No. 56 and, with but few exceptions, continuing to and including 

0.1 Se ee the same numerical order in 
which they are registered, thus vely that said names wero 
entered on the poll list direct from registration and are not the 
names of persons who, in fact, voted in said precinct at said election. 
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Thirteenth series. 
Crumm, John --.. 
Redin, Jo 


Sixteenth series. 


Gadsden, Noble...... 
Webster, Geo 
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Seventeenth series. 


185 | Malone, Kiah --....... 175 
7 186 | Hardy, John. ........ 161 
& Eighteenth series. 
A | | ea is 
iss || 189 Sdoes, Chane. 176 
* 
c a Nineteenth series. 
| 190 


 esAiiemnenente ll4 
96 












149 pies, Hod sine b aii 169 Twen series 
10 line aR 179 = 
| 192 | Blevins, Dan ......... 115 
| 198 | Walker, Mike - apa 197 
152 a] Hee ||| Deenterdiret series 
153 164 || 194 | Bates, Thornton -...- 116 
eee... — 18? || 195 | Walker, Fed ....--- 198 
. Twenty-second series. 
| 196 | Braziel, Ike........... 118 
ist 1%) || 197 | Williams, Siias....... 199 
158 170 }} 
Twenty-third series. 
} 198 | Braziel, Joseph....... 119 
im Sask, us Be cate 199 | Walton, Jim.......... 200 
161 | Grum I iia 1 Twenty-fourth series. 
is io a iss . 200 wie, 2. (*) 
164 | Robinson, Gato....__. 184 || 201 | MeKinney,J.P.-.--..|  (*) 
* Not registered. +Last name commencing with “J.” 
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Our friends in their report say they admit there was something 
wrong here, but they do not admit the wrong to the extent that 
we claim it. I shall be pleased if m 
will undertake to draw the line in 
than where we have drawn it. We plant ourselves upon the 
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proposition that every vote after 55 discloses in its relation to the 
oll books and to its place on the registration list that it must have 
n a fraudulent vote. 

Now, in Union precinct, No. 23, the same general plan was pur- 
sued, but not in exactly the same manner. In that case we do not 
have the registration list, but we do have the registration num- 
bers of 250 men who did not go to the polls, because an illiterate 
negro, who knew that there was no marker favorable to his side, 
would stay away from the polls, for his going to the polls merely 
made him an implement in the hands of the enemy to count votes 
for the contestee. Therefore they stayed away. 

But we have their registration numbers, and we discover beyond 
the possibility of a doubt that these people were voted notwith- 
standing their absence, and that they were voted after a scheme, a 
plan, which I doubt not the Democratic inspectors thought was 
so subtle and so adroit and so entirely hidden that it could not 
be discovered. But the mind bent on crime is no less bound by 
the law of mental operation than the mind that is doing right, and 
while these gentlemen thought they were dodging about here and 
there over the registration list, when you look at their acts in their 
entirety you discover confirmation of their fraud strong as proof 
of Holy Writ, for these gentlemen, when they started out to take 
names out of the registration book, commenced at the back end of 
it and worked toward the front, and while by taking any 5 or 10 
names together there would be no such relation disclosed between 
them as would arouse suspicion, yet when you see them all you 
see the ae tapering from the bottom of a pyramid up to its 
apex at the end of the poll list. The result is that in the last 50 
names on the poll list not one of them has a registration number 
as high as 100, and in the 100 names preceding the last 50 not one 
of them has a registration number under 100. They taper up from 
100 to 325. Now, it sochanced that we had these numbers of these 
registered electors who did not vote, although there was no com- 

tent testimony to the fact that they did not vote, but we find 

y the relation of those numbers to each other that they could not 
possibly have voted. 

So in River precinct, No. 10, we hada marker. They returned 
97 votes for Aldrich, but the evidence satisfactarily shows that at 
least 150 voted for Aldrich at that election at that precinct, and 
one marker who kept count testifies that he marked from 130 to 140. 

In Oldtown precinct, where there were 270 voters registered, the 
returns gave 7 for Aldrich and 134 for Plowman. An intelligent 
witness, in whom we have confidence, testified that only 63 per- 
sons entered the polls, and we have a list of 57 colored voters who 
were said not to have voted, and when we compare their numbers 
with the numbers in the poll books we have exactly the same con- 
clusive testimony to the fact that they could not have voted in the 
order in which their names appeared in the poll book. 

Soin Vernon. The registration there showed 12 white and 117 
colored voters, and here the same system and scheme of alpha- 
betical voting was pursued. There are other precincts in Dallas 
County not referred to in the report where the fraud is appa- 
rent. The House will understand that I take the position that 
Dallas County throughout, with respect to every part of it con- 
cerning which we have testimony, is fatally tainted, and the 
returns from it are entitled to no weight, and the analysis given 
of the several precincts are illustrations of the various methods 
by which these depraved people undertook to carry the election 
in that county. 

Let me further illustrate by Orrville precinct, No. 8. There 
was no Republican representative at the polls. The polls were 
padded, and a cloud of witnesses swore that they did not vote at 
all, and yet their names appeared on the poll books. Ned Oliver 
did not vote; but Ned Oliver was dead, though his name appears 
on the poll books. In another precinct Nathan Lewis appears as 
voting, and Nathan Lewis was dead. Now, it is not uncommon 
in these elections throughout the South to discover that some 
dead man has voted; but in the case of Nathan Lewis we not 
only know that he is dead, but we have a receipt for his coffin, 
and the receipt is in evidence showing that not only did he die, 
but that somebody had to pay for burying him. Satna 

So in Lexington, No. 9, there was no Republican represent- 
ative at the polls. med ne was in the hands of the Democ- 
racy. There was a padded poll there; alphabetical voters there as 
elsewhere. There were 227 on the poll books, and it continues 
down to the end; and curiously enough we discovered the alpha- 
betical voting at a certain point. e have the testimony of a 
Democratic elector who voted for Plowman, who testified for the 
contestee, that his number was 224, and that he got in just in 
time before the polls closed, and by a curious coincidence that 
— my Democratic friends on the committee can explain 

om 227 down to the end of the chapter practically every man 
— - some alphabetical relation to his next-door neighbor—A, 

9 > 1’. 

One list is 11 long, and we have been curious enough to exam- 
ine some poll lists in which there was no charge of any fraudu- 
lent vote, and we have never been able to find on any poll list not 


suspected any such continuous order in which ppeared. 
But always when we have found suspicion as to a poll , if you 
will scratch that poll book you will find something fraudulent 
there when they voted in the same alphabetical order, more or 
less concealed, or in the numerical order in which they appeared 
on the registration lists. 

a Ww . ALDEN SMITH. What do you mean by a padded 
poll list? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. By a padded poll list I mean a poll 
list in which a small fraction is represented by actual voters at 
the polls and a larger part by people that did not vote and by 
people that did not exist. Sometimes they take a registration list 
and sometimes they do not. Sometimes they take the names that 
they find on the list; any old name would do, so that it was a 
name; and according to the courage, but not according to the 
depravity, for they were all down there in the precincts which I 
have referred to alike depraved—but according to the degree of 
courage in his crime so is the degree in which the frauds were 
carried on by means of padding the polls and otherwise. 

In the city of Selma, for some reason best understood by the 
Democratic election managers, there is only one precinct. Al- 
though there are more than 2,000 registered voters, but one pre- 
cinct is provided for the people of that city. Every authority on 
pure elections declares that one of the chief sources of crime in 
elections is a large precinct. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. How large a city is Selma? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. The population of Selma was a little 
over 7,000 by the census of 1890. 

Now, in this precinct we have this beautiful and delectable 
spectacle of a McKinley Republican. The inspector was named 
Dockery. Dockery is shown by indisputable evidence to be a 
Democrat. The chairman of the Democratic county committee, 
or of the city committee, himself swears that Dockery is a Demo- 
crat. Crocheron I have already described. One Gardiner was a 
Democratic marker, and Gardiner says that he only got a dollar 
from the Aldrich managers, and ever since then he had taken up 
the cause of Plowman. He admits that he is a venal character, 
ready to go to anybody who may pay the most for his services. 
In this instance, finding him at the service of the Democratic 
managers, we may assume that he was in their pay. 

This is the ‘‘ McKinley Republican” who marked 124 ballots for 
Plowman and 6 for Aldrich and 1 for himself, and marked not one 
of them for McKinley. This is the man upon whose honesty and 
intelligence the illiterate voters of Selma were depending, and 
when they saw him raise his miserable front, they went away. 
The illiterate Republicans of Selma in the main refused to vote 
because Jordan, Crocheron, and Gardiner were there to mark 
their tickets, and they knew that whatever ballot passed into the 
hands of Gardiner or Crocheron would not be marked according 
to the desire of the voter, but according to the criminal purpose 
of Crocheron or Gardiner. One of these, who could read enough 
to see, testified that Crocheron, when he instructed him to mark 
the ticket for Aldrich, marked it for Plowman, and the witness 
discovered it and compelled ac i 

This conspiracy to work this sort of fraud commenced some two 
or three months before, and they had a convention that was called 
the ‘‘ Madagascar convention,” at which, according to the editor 
of the Democratic paver 100 or 150 colored Democrats gathered 
together, and Mr. Nunnelee, the Democratic editor, said that he 
stayed for a few minutes, but the odor got so strong that he had 
to leave. .I can imagine the odor from 150 Democratic negroes 
would not only disturb the olfactories of a sensitive Democrat, 
but would smell rank to heaven. [Laughter. 

In this Selma precinct thus organized without the sign of a 
Republican about, not even a Republican ready to support Mc- 
Kinley—although that was unim t, for there was no contest 
in Alabama, and especially in s County—on the electoral 
ticket, so far as the Republicans were concerned; but with no- 
body there to look after anybody on the Republican ticket, we may 
not only discredit the returns in advance, but we discover the 
positive evidence that justifies throwing them ont. We know 
that a large number of men voted who not registered. We 
know that a large number of men voted of whom nobody, so far 
as we have been able to find out, had ever heard. 

List after list was presented to one after another Republican 
and Democrat, and while now and then one of them was dis- 
covered to have lived in that neighborhood at some time, a ma- 
jority of them, it seemed, did not live there, or at least no one had 
ever heard of them. Innumerable voters there violated the law 
by = their tickets to be marked by Democratic markers, 
without having taken an oath that were illiterate and could 


they 
not read their ticket. And throughout thecounty illiterate men— 
men who could read and write: Democrats who testified in the 
case that they could read and write—had tickets marked by Demo- 
cratic markers, thus violating the whole spirit of the secret ballot 
and the law of Alabama. Negroes who worked for some man 
were compelled to vote the Democratic ticket. Men who could 
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led to 

ocra anager mark their tic for them, although they 

—— ca able. of marking their own tickets, and the testimony 

shows that the man who marked it Imew that the voter was able 
ticket for b 

ia ootiend precinct, I will state, merely for the purpose of 


read and write were com to the polls and have the 


i House another variety of the fraud trated in that 
gvis Oe were 35 votes cast for Plowman and 2 for 
= in May 18 votes only, of — 

in November. ugust there were none 4 
In even there were 27 red, all of whom voted. Thus 
we have the remarkable condition that 27 people out of 38 who 
voted had either come of age since the regis m day or were 
absent or sick at the time of the May registration. uarters 
of all the peuple who voted were absent or sick or had come of age 
since the registration day. 

In Pences there was no inspector, there was no Republican 
clerk, there was no Republican marker, and there were 100 on 
the poll list, but we know that only 50 voted. Of course our 
Democratic i comes forw and says that everything 
was pure and lovely at thatelection. But a witness declares that 
he counted every man who went into the polls. Other witnesses 
say he is a liar, but by a curious coincidence as soon as we get 

the 50, behold the ever present alphabet comes in again and 
oes its work. Note this example: ‘‘Acoff, Booker, Brown, Camp- 
bell, Clifton, Cole, Davis, Carter, Craig, Davis, Fikes, Robertson.” 

That is simply one out of half a dozen in only 50 votes. Why, 
they do not have en enough there to secrete at all their 
efforts to pad this poll with 50 votes. 

' In Lexington precinct—just for one more example—there was 
no Republican representation. There were a large number of 
people on the poll book who did not vote; and the alphabet ap- 

just at the t where we discover reasonable evidences of 
the ending of the legal vote. We can not always prove by extrin- 
sic evidence that just sé many — voted; but we get an idea 
from this or thatcircumstance about where the legal voting ended 
and where the corrupt voting began, and then we search the poll 
book and that does the rest. And almost without exception—in 
almost every precinct in Dallas County—we discover that mode of 
manipulation. ’ 

Now let me say a word or two in conclusion respecting Dallas 
County. Let me repeat the fat rae I laid down in the begin- 
ning—that on account of the intrinsic illegality, corruptly brought 
about, of the election boards in that county, not one precinct in it 
is entitled to weight or credence; fraud, willful and well known, 
lies at the bottom and taints them all. This is the first proposi- 
tion. The second is that we discover and disclose the criminal 
conspiracy to defraud the electors of Dallas County out of their 
rights; and we illustrate the fraud, which we would not need to 
do when basing our contention simply on the illegality of the elec- 
tion officers—we illustrate that fraud by instances from practi- 
cally every precinct in Dallas County, proving beyond the i- 
bility aw a doubt that the conspiracy was thus organized and thus 
carried out. 

Now, let us go for a moment to Talladega County. Here we get 
into a purer air. Here the difference, in so far as the broad field 
of their effort was concerned, is as striking as between Dallas 
County and the purest election district in any State in the Union. 
Here the law, except in one precinct, was practically complied 
with. There was one precinct in which, as the proof incontest- 
pe shows, the local a nting board refused to give Republicans 
full representation. what do we find as the result? We dis- 
cover that while the Republican candidate for Congress is allowed 
68 votes, 36 le have testified on the witness stand that the 
voted for Al and marked their tickets, and a perfectly intel- 
ligent and creditable witness testifies that he marked 77 tickets 
for Aldrich. 

Now, thisevidence might not beconclusive as against the sworn 
return of election officers were it not for the fact that that is one 

recinct in Talladega County where the ablicans did not have 
he representation they were entitled to and where we had a right 
to look for just such frauds as were actually perpetrated. 

So in precinct 12, Childers , where the Republicans had an 
i = and a marker, and w ae = aaa t 7 =. eink, 

ere, practically speaking, the licans the rep- 
resentation they were entitled to, the ocratiec ‘‘ boss” of the 
election undertook to lay down a rule by virtue of the operation 
of which some 25 Republicans at least were deprived of the right 
to vote. an illiterate colored man called to the Repub- 
lican marker and said, ‘I want to vote for Aldrich,” this Demo- 
cratic i said to the marker, who was not especially intel- 
ligent, ‘Don’t you mark in front of William F. Aldrich; just 
write Aldrich down below.” 
an ignorant colored ae in ae “T want “4 

7 C .” pronouncing name as were spell 

“Aldridge,” this Democratic inspector would say to the marker, 


“Do not mark that in front of William F. Aldrich, but mark it 
‘Aldridge’ down below.” Thus, if the voter happened to mis- 
oo the name in expressing his desire to vote for Aldrich, 

is Democrat, who claimed to be in control, instructed, and, in 
fact, compelled the marker to put the name as given down below 
the printed names; and then when the officers came to make the 
count they threw out such votes. He admits that 15 or 20 such 
votes were thrown out. And the inspector (a Republican or a 
Populist), an intelligent white man, says that 25 at least of such 
votes were thrown out. 

There is evidence of other fraud in that precinct, but it is not 
such as will enable us to appraise or determine it exactly; and 
following the conservative line we have pursued from the begin- 
ning, we allow the contestant in that precinct only 25 votes in 
addition to those returned for him, although we might with some 


show of —_— have thrown the entire precinct out. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
Ohio has expired. 


Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. By arrangement I am in control of the 
time on the side of the contestant. I desire to speak about ten 
minutes longer. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Ohioasks for 
ten minutes additional time. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Itis apparent that in Talladega County 
there was no conspiracy covering the county, and there is no 
sign of a conspiracy. ere seems to have been, except in this 
one instance, an earnest effort to comply with the law—to have 
the opposing parties represented and to carry on the election with 
some show of fairness. But with those two precincts where the 
matter was localized by reason of the moral attitude—if I may so 
8 —of the election judges, frauds were committed; and in 

alladega City, where serious claim is made that the entire return 
from one of the precincts is discredited on account of the control 
of the markers and the attempted bribery, we feel that we are not 
justified in eee the entire return, but only subtract from 
the contestee’s returned vote the votes of ten persons who testified 
that they received money to vote for him. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I should like to ask the gentleman 
a question, if it will not interrupt him. 

r, TAYLER of Ohio. I yield with pleasure. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I notice it is provided by section 
33 of the Alabama election laws that a person unable to read or 
write must take oath to that effect before his vote can be marked. 
That is the law, is it not? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Yes. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Now,I understood the gentleman 
from Ohio to say that in Selma many votes were cast without 
that formality of the law being observ Have [correctly under- 
stood the gentleman? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I understand the gentleman refers to 
the failure of illiterate electors to take the oath required to be 
taken that they are illiterate. I have before me, and am referring 
now only to the votes in this particular precinct, and I mention it 
incidentally, because I do not know—and there is no testimony to 
show—that the law was complied with = anybody there. My at- 
tention was attracted to the positive declaration of individuals in 
regard to the precinct that the law had not been complied with. 
But, Mr. Speaker, the important thing, and what I desired to refer 
to, was not so much the fact that the illiterates did not take the 
oath as that the men who were not illiterate, who testified that they 
could read and write, were compelled by the marker to have their 
tickets marked by him, and that was the serious offense to which 
I refer inst the law. 

Mr. GREENE. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him 
for a question? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Certainly. 

Mr. GREENE. Would the votes in the various precincts 
where, in the judgment of the committee, fraud was ascertained 
to exist, if thrown out, change the result of the election? 

I have not had an opportunity to examine into this matter fully. 
Members of course can not do that. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Undoubtedly; yes, sir, it would changs 
the result of the election. 

Mr. GREENE. By simply throwing out the precincts where 
the claim of fraud was presented and established? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Certainly it would have done so. Here 
is one of the contentions of the committee: We found fraud 
enough in the separate precincts to justify the conclusion of the 
committee that the contestant was elected. But we do not base 
our claim on that condition alone. There are other grounds on 
which the committee sustains itself. We claim that the entire 
vote of Dallas is so rotten, is so tainted with fraud, as to justify 
the committee in overturning the results which have been re- 
ported from that county in this election. If possible it is more 
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positively tainted with fraud than the instances of local frauds 
to which I have referred. 

Mr. GREENE. I only ask the gentleman for information. I 
have not, of course, had an opportunity of investigating this mat- 
ter for myself. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I understand that; and am very glad 
to answer any question the gentleman ‘may desire to ask. 

Mr. GREENE. The point I wish to ascertain is precisely this: 
Does the committee claim that, because of the specific uds 
alleged to have been found in certain precincts in Dallas County, 
we can and ought to disregard the entire vote of that county? 

Mr. TAYL of Ohio. Oh, no; not at all; nothing of that 
kind. The committee does not make any such claim as that. 

Mr. GREENE. Then the question is this: I repeat, I have not 
examined the report carefully, for I have not had the time; but 
was the fraud, developed at the precincts where you found s 
cific frauds, sufficient in itself to change the result of the election 
as reported to this House? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Undoubtedly; sufficient to change the 
result of the election. 

Mr. GREENE. Then you claim, and the committee find that 
the fraud at these various precincts, without reference to the 
entire vote of the county, was sufficient of itself to change the 
result of the election? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Undoubtedly; and I will state to the 
gentleman that we found specific fraud in every precinct where 
testimony was taken. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have said about all that I desire to say at 
this time. What I have said in the course of this discussion has 
been for the purpose of generally covering the ground of our con- 
tention, as well as I might, that the contestant was legally elected, 
and that he is clearly entitled to his seat. That the frauds per- 
petrated in Dallas County, from the very fountain head down to 
the lowest election officer, are such as to make the returns abso- 
lutely entitled to no weight; and that being so, and solemnly rec- 
ognizing the responsibility of my position, — only to do that 
which is just and right, desiring only to judicially look upon the 
facts and the claims of the parties in this case as they ap of 
record, I assert that this House owes it to itself, owes it to its own 
dignity, owes it to its own sense of what is right and proper, to 
adopt the report of the committee in this case and declare this 
contestant entitled to the seat which is unjustly withheld from 
him at this time. a. 

Mr. GREENE. 1 wouid like to ask the gentleman a further 
question before he takes his seat. Some reference was made to a 
statement of fact that there was but one polling precinct in a 
town there of several thousand inhabitants. Is that correct? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. It is. 

Mr. GREENE. I would ask whether, under the laws of Ala- 
bama, there is not a provision made for a division of the voting 
precincts in cities of that size? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Well, Iam not positive as to that. I 
presume there is. ; 

Mr. GREENE. Then it is a fact, as I understand it, that there 
ae not a given number of polling places, in accordance with 
the law—— 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio re ). Oh, no; I have not as- 
sumed that there was anything il in that fact. That is not 
the point of the controversy here. 

Mr. FOX. Let me ask the gentleman if it is not a fact that 
within the city precincts of Selma the law was complied with re- 
quirin Be gg booth for every 100 voters in the inct? 

Mr. TA of Ohio. I was not talking of the booths, if the 
gentleman will notice. 

Mr. FOX. I understood the gentleman to say that no a 
tunity was given to the voters to cast their votes. Now,I the 
gentleman if it is not a fact that there was a separate booth for 
every 100 voters in the city of Selma? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. That was nt no I had in mind. 

Mr. FOX. There was a booth for every 100 voters at the poll- 


place. 

ing WM. ALDEN SMITH. The question I had in my mind 
was whether or not opportunity was offered to the electors of 
Selma to vote and have their votes properly cast. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Yes; opportunity was offered to all the 
electors to vote and to a great many others besides. [Laughter 
on the Republican side. } 

The SP. protempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. GREENE. I should like to ask the gentleman from Ohio 
one more question for information. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the gentle- 
man can ask it. 

Mr. GREENE. The question I want to ask is this: Have you 
any definite knowledge—did the committee ascertain definitely 
or ea omg the number of illegal votes cast? Have you 
any data from which you can determine that? 


Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. My friend will find it all in detai| 
specifically set out in both reports. ; 
Mr. GREENE. I am asking if you know. 
Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Oh, I know, and I could have vexed 
the ear of the House with it here for hours and hours, but my 
area in this argument was to broadly cover the ground. Tho 


etails will be somewhat elaborated by my 
follow and will be found also in the ,wW so far as 
Dallas County is concerned, the return from every precinct is 
made and recast y: 

Mr. GREENE. t the trouble I have been meeting is that 
there seems to be an effort to calculate the number of men who 
ought to have voted. Ihave been looking over the report in the 
brief time I have had, and that has been my trouble. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I ought to say right here. 
because it is suggested by the question of the gentleman from 
Nebraska, it is stated in the oman which, of course, many gent!e- 
men have not read, that we have not, in recasting vote, under- 
taken to count a solitary vote for the contestant that is not shown 
to have been cast for him. If somebody testifies that 40 or 50 or 
100 people told him that they voted for the contestant, we do not 
count them. It is only where some one ifically testifies to the 
actual casting of the vote for the contestant or the contestee 
that we count those votes for either. We do not even assume that 
an election officer cast a vote for any particular person, and, 
indeed, we have proof that Republican election officers cast their 
votes for the Democrat. In ease we count it for the Demo- 
crat; but we do not assume that of necessity any person cast a 
ballot for any particular candidate. 

Mr. FOX. Mr. Speaker, the majority reportin this case presents 
to this House an indictment, charging the supporters of the ccn- 
testee with bribery, with forgery, with perjury, and with other 
crimes of the gravest character, in order to secure the return of Mr. 
Plowman as the Representative here from the Fourth Congressiona1 

istri These charges have been reiterated by the 
distinguished gentleman who has just taken his seat [Mr. TaYLer 
of (hao), ested aah enby ath omaianek. om tee of the 
Fourth i district of Alabama, but a w e slander 
on the e of the South y. 

Confessing myself to some i ip and party bias, as the 
gentleman has conf who p me, I want to say at the 
outset that I do not intend to provoked by any remarks tha‘ 


the tleman has seen to make about my , Who are 
not involved in this convents into a political — char- 
acterized heated and 


who are to 


by ee judice, which 
should have no more place in House to-day they have in 
the Supreme Court of these United States. 

This indictment is ted to this House, not asa tive 
body which may y divide on lines, as vot- 
ing on some great uestion, but it is ted to a high 
court, with a strictly j function to orm, and ques- 


cortaining aud declaring the result have perfor: 


law with the duty of as- 
faithfully. 
Not as the 


their duty 
gentleman would have you believe, 


er because = — at they did not dacharge th of 

inspectors presumption that they n er 

duty, but eo always obtains that they ged 
duties the contrary is proven. 


sale ees is always against the commission of a fradulent or illegal 
act and in favor of the and correctness of the official act of a sworn 


officer. The true rule, while not require the exclusion of all reason- 


ble doubt, does uire a clear proof of fraud or mistake 
before the presuneption tn favor of the correctness of the ects of sworn 








day organized bolting 
Aldrich was nominated for Congress. y 
— to the national Republican convention at St. Louis, as did 


regular convention. These gates, going from the regular 
convention that nominated Mr. W as well as those of the 
bolting convention which nominated Mr. Aldrich, knocked at 
blican convention at St. Louis, and 
as the record shows, after a and strong contest, after hear- 
i i Republican convention 


presided over this convention, the regular convention? 
the chairman of the Republican district 
committee for a number of years. Who were the delegates to the 
St. Louis national convention? Mr. Stevens, Mr. Dunn, and some 
one else whose mame I have forgotten. Who did they support 
for Congress? Not Mr. Aldrich. Some of them su Mr. 
Plowman and some Mr. Dryer. I want to tell you that the record 
in this case, however the truth may be disgui jori 
report, shows that every delega ’ 
ional convention opposed the election of Mr. Aldrich with all his 
might and influence. General Burke, a distinguished Federal 
officer who served four years in the Federal Army, and a con- 
sistent a since the close of the war, a man of high 
character in Alabama, a man whom everybody, respects, and a 
man who was on the McKinley ticket as an elector, used all hs in- 
fluence against Aldrich. 

Mr. Hardy, who went over with the bolting convention and pre- 
sided as chairman, himself saw proper afterwards not to eee 
Mr. Aldrich and took the field against him. That is the fact. 
What else, gentlemen? The regular convention which was recog- 
nized by the regular Republican authorities, when it met, selected 
a district ——— committee, and every single one of that com- 

. its chairman, op the election of Mr. Ald- 


ear as to the yo re Mr. a. Cooke, = oo Pop- 
of Talladega County, who over the alist con- 
vention a Mr. ‘Aldtich in 1894 and was one of _ 
supporters in that election, vigorously opposed ection an 
enthusiastically the sauhedion te this case. Mr. Kolb, 


a a a of ae who has oo the ae 
shoul Populite Alabama since its organization, 
who has twice been 


its for governor and perhaps has a 
warmer place in the hearts of the Populites of Alabama than any 
made a speech in the town of Anniston, in this 
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is what he said. The Republicans 
he was @ bolter, and because, when 
community, he talked free silver. The 
would not support him they found out before 
over that every time he spoke to a gold-standard 
advocated the gold standard. 
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he compared the m ip to a ferryboat, first on one side and 
then on the other. ene reasons, and legitimate reasons, 
outside of any other consideration. They are sound political 
reasons why the leading Republicans and the Populites in the 
Fourth Congressional district refused to give this gentleman their 


uch has been said about John Crocheron by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. TaYLER], and he presents a delectable picture of 
John Crocheron. He wasanother who refused to give his support 
to Aldrich. I want to tell you in all candor that so far as John 
Crocheron is concerned, he is not my meat. [am not called onto 
defend him. Heisa a Republican of his class in the Fourth 
Congressional district of Alabama. Not only that, but, as his ree- 
ord shows, there has not been a State, district, or county conven- 
tion for twelve years to which Crocheron has not been a delegate. 
He was once recognized and seated as a delegate in the Republican 
national convention of the United States. If the gentleman sees 
proper to attack him, I am not called upon to defend him. These 
are the leading men of position that refused to give Mr. Aldrich 
their support. 

Now, as to the colored men. Is it at all strange, can any rea- 
sonable gentleman give me a reason, why the colored Republican 
vote in the Fourth Congressional district of Alabama should not 
be divided when leading Republicans themselves are divided? 
When leading Republicans, whose banner they have followed 
since the war, refused to give Aldrich their support, why should 
these colored voters, who always had to look to their leaders, 
without any judgment of their own, be expected to support 
Aldrich? It is not simply a matter of theory, it is not simply a 
conjecture as to whether they supported Aldrich or Plowman; it 
is proven in many instances that they gave Plowman their hearty 
—— 

ne of the contestant’s witnesses, Green Barclay, in the city of 
Talladega, put on the stand by the contestant, on cross-examina- 
tion was asked to name the negro Republicans that lived in the 
city of Talladega, and he replied, Repubdlican as he was himself 
and a witness for contestant, that ‘‘they is so skase I can’t recol- 
lect them.” That is what he said. I want to tell you, and it isa 
fact that exists in many of the Southern States where the colored 
population is large, that they to-day are very much divided politi- 
cally. The fact about it is there is hardly one of the .ualf States 
in which the Republicans have not two political organizations. It 
is true in Mississippi, it is true in Alabama, and it is true in all of 
the Gulf States east of the Mississippi River, as I am informed. 
Why is it? Why should the negro vote be a unity in support of 
the ublican party? Formerly there was a reason for it. 

Once there was a time when the names of Lincoln and Grant, 
the great leaders of the party, had a magic influence with these 
people and kept them together. There was a time when a cor- 
rupt class of men, with sinister designs, who wanted to control 
these people for their own pu es, could appeal to their super- 
stition and their fears and hold them together. In my judgment 
they are, according to their opportunities, the best people on earth; 
but they have naturally, or had at that time, superstition and 
fear as to any political move in which their former masters were 
engaged, and it was easy for their corrupt leaders to appeal to 
their prejudices and their fears and all that, and'they kept them 
solid in the Republican ranks for fear if they did not vote the 
Republican ticket they would be put back into slavery. That 
was the fact about it. But nosuch fear exists now. They have 
found them out. 

Why, my friends, the distinguished gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Linney] in discussing the civil-service question the 
other dav told the truth. It was not a joke; it was the honest, 
candid truth as to the character of the rank and file of the Repub- 
lican party in the Southern States. They have no comprehension 
of the great questions of finance, and protection, and tariff, the 
ay questions that keep you gentlemen together as a party. 

en you are asked the reason why you are a Republican in the 
North, you ap to the great principles of finance, of protection, 
of tariff, and those things that your party support, and you say, 
“That is the reason Iam a Republican.” But what appreciation 
has the average negro voter in the Fourth district of Alabama of 
these great questions? What is there in them to keep him in line 
as a party man? 

Nothing on earth except, as my friend states, the cohesive power 
of public plunder. You take that away from them and, as Judge 

says, there would not be enough of them left to grease a 

one to bore the hole in which to bury them. That picture my 
drew was drawn from actual personal knowledge of the 
character of these people. Iam not abusing them; they are not 
to blame; they are doing the best they can, and you can not blame 
them if they see proper to divide; but I want to ask any honest 
Republican, why is it that the cotton planter in the South, as 
shown in this case they do do, should not have as much control 
over the suffrages of the laborers on his plantation as the cotton 
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manufacturers in New England, or the railroad magnates in any 
part of the country, or the mine owner of Pennsylvania has over 
the laborers in his employ? 

Why not? You know that they vote them; everybody knows 
it, and they vote them without reference to the great principles of 
their party, of which the great body of these voters have no com- 
prehension whatever. 

And when these influences are withdrawn, it is perfectly nat- 
ural that these voters should be controlled in the South by their 
friends, as is abundantly shown. There are frequent instances in 
the record that a cotton planter would testify: *‘ Everybody on 
my plantation voted for Plowman,” but my distinguished friend 
who has just taken his seat ignores this altogether. Why, hesaid, 
with a sneer. that a Democratic inspector declared the election 
was fair. When a man’s integrity is not impeached, his high 
character for truth and veracity vouched for by every witness who 
testified, why should he not be entitled to credit? And thatisthe 
fact generally. 

In almost every instance when the witnesses of contestant were 
asked as to the character of the inspectors and clerks for truth and 
veracity, it was declared to be good. On the other hand, what 
character of testimony would the gentlemen on the other side 
have you receive in behalf of the contestant? This is the way it 
was managed: These returns were never impeached by putting 
witnesses on the stand to swear that they voted for Aldrich; not 
at all; but an irresponsible colored man, as venal as Jordan Cro- 
cheron has been represented to be, was hired to go on horseback 
from plantation to plantation and get up a list of those negroes in 
the precinct who said that they had voted for the contestant. 
This negro would come up and report that 80 or 100 had so voted; 
and on such testimony the majority of the committee rejected the 
sworn return of gentlemen whose high character for truth and 
veracity is not impeached. 

Instead of taking the sworn return of officers thus vouched for, 
the majority of the committee preferred to take the unsworn tes- 
timony of an irresponsible man who had simply ridden from plan- 
tation to plantation and inquired of the negroes whether they had 
voted for contestant. Now let me tell you. gentlemen, how this 
thing worked. At the first precincts at which this sort of testi- 
mony was introduced—at Plantersville and at Summerfield—this 
hired man returned a list of so many voters whom he had found 
who said that they voted for the contestant. To rebut that testi- 
mony the contestee summoned all of these voters whom he could 
get and put them on the stand; and every one of those thus put 
on the stand who it was claimed had voted for Aldrich testified 
that voluntarily and of his own free will he had voted for Plow- 
man. 

What tactics did they resort to after that? They saw that this 
sort of a game would not do; that whenever they showed their 
hand their pretenses would be shown to be false. After that, 
whenever at any precinct they put on the stand their man who 
had traveled over the country to gather up the names and reported 
that he had found so many voters who had said they voted for 
contestant, that witness was asked on cross-examination to name 
the voters who had so stated. At this point objection was made, 
and the witness was instructed by the counsel for contestant not 
to answer the question. The commissioner, being a henchman of 
Mr. Aldrich, also instructed the witness not to answer; and the 
question never was answered. Sothat there was never any oppor- 
tunity on the part of Mr. Plowman to contradict those statements. 

Now, allowing for every reasonable degree of partisanship which 
we all have, I want to know whether any honest man is going to 
accept evidence of that character. The position of my distin- 
guished friend from Ohio is that because the election officers sug- 
gested by the supporters of Mr. Aldrich in Dallas County were 
not appointed, that fact destroyed the prima facie case to which, 
under the law, the contestee is entitled and put upon him the 
burden of proof. Is that true? Evenif the position of the gen- 
tleman is correct, that Republican inspectors were not appointed, 
is that the law? I wanttocallattention toa Republican authority 
on this subject—the action of an Elections Committee of this 
House. I want to show what has been held in this House upon 
this identical question. 

do not see in his seat just now the distinguished gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL], who joined in the report Iam 
about to read, and who, as I see from all these reports, when he 
was on the Committee of Elections, was distinguished for his con- 
servatism and fairness. I want to call attention to what the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania and his colleagues on the Committee on 
Elections said in the Fifty-first Congress in the case of Hill vs. 
Catchings, a case from my own State involving this identical 
question. I find in this report the lawstated as fairly and impar- 
tially as if it were announced by the Supreme Court of the United 
States: 


In a majority of the precincts about which evidence was taken we find 
that the precinct inspectors appointed to represent the Republicans were 
either Democrats in fact or were incompetent and untrustworthy. 


We had in Mississippi at that time the same law which prevails 


in Alabama to-day, requiring the appointment of inspectors of 
different political parties. 


While suspicion attaches to all such precincts, such suspicion is not sum- 
cient to invalidate the returns in the absence of other evidence; but it does 
have the effect of requiring less evidence to overturn the prima facie case. 


It thus appears that while the failure to appoint the inspectors 
as required by law raises a suspicion, it is only a circumstance to 
be considered with all the evidence in the case. But the position 
of my friend from Ohio, that it overturns the prima facie case to 
which the contestee is entitled and puts the burden of proof upon 
him, is not tenable. It is a matter of suspicion, but it does not 
overthrow theprima facie case. 

If gentlemen will read the report in this case they will find there 
is not a solitary circumstance proven in many of these Dallas 
County precincts except the fact alleged (which is not true) that 
there were no Republican inspectors, and the further fact that 
some irresponsible party was sent over the country to gather up 
names, which names were never reported. 

Now I want to call attention to the law of Alabama. It does 
require that inspectors shall be appointed from the two different 
political parties. It does not require that any inspector shall be ap- 
pointed at the dictation of a candidatefor Congress. The election 
for Congress was a mere side show to this great national election 
that took place at the same time; and the question is not whether 
the man supported Aldrich, but was he bona fide a Republican? or 
if he was a Populite or a gold-standard Democrat the law was 
complied with; and Aldrich had no more authority to dictate the 
appointment of election officers than had Mr. Drier or the electors 
on the McKinley ticket. 

There is another thing about it. I want to call the attention of 
the House to an important fact that has been entirely overlooked, 
or apparently overlooked, by the majority of the committee, and 
was not alluded to by the gentleman from Ohio in his remarks. 

I want to say that up to the time that Wilson withdrew from 
the race as the Republican nominee in his district—after he 
was recognized as the regular nominee by the national Republican 
convention—up to the 10th sae de October, 1896, every Repub- 
lican in the district except the bolting faction that went off with 
Aldrich—and that was never recognized either bythe national or 
the State authorities or by any Republican authority—all the Re- 
publicans in the district, both the leaders and the rank and the 
file, recognized Wilson as the Republican nominee. 

Now, there can be no question about that. There is no doubt 
about it, not a bit on the face oftheearth. Itcan not be disputed 
and will not be truthfully questioned. Wilson withdrew on the 
10th day of October. 

I do not see the gentleman from Ohio in his seat, but under the 
law of Alabama the inspectors of election must be appointed thirty 
days before the day of election, and every single one of them was 
appointed before Mr. Aldrich was recognized as the Republican 
nominee—that is to say, before the withdrawal of Wilson. And 
they were appointed from the list of Wilson Republicans handed 
in by him or his a in many cases. 

Mr. Speaker, I will tell you what the trouble is. Aldrich’s test 
as to what constitutes a Republican is determined by the question, 
‘*Did he support Aldrich?” That is his test of Republicanism in 
Alabama. He centers everything in himself. he gentleman 
who carried the McKinley banner in that district—General 
Burke—is not a Republican according to his standpoint. The 
present chairman of the Republican campaign committee is not, 
according to his test, a Republican, and the chairman of the very 
convention which nominated him—Mr. Hardy—is not a Repub- 
lican, as determined by the test that he sets up as a standard. 

The fact about it is, gentlemen, and I wish you could appreciate 
it as I do, I venture to say that there is not a respectable Northern 
Republican—and [ am glad to see so many of them going into the 
South, because they are coming in great numbers to that section 
of the country, and we welcome them, because they are among 
our very best and most worthy citizens—but as a matter of fact 
there is not one out of a thousand who come there as Republicans 
who does not vote the local Democratic ticket, although they still 
adhere firmly to their Republican principles and Republican pro- 
clivities, and I do not see any reason to impugn or to impeach the 
party integrity of any Republican in the South because he sees 
proper to support in a local election either a Democrat or Pop- 
ulist. Itis perfectly well illustrated in the contested election case 
of Carmack vs. Patterson, in which the testimony shows that 
twelve ae of the great State of Iowa, who had always 
been Republicans and each one of whom swears he is still a Re- 
publican, got together before the day of election and determined 
to vote for Carmack because ‘‘nobody except the lowest class of 
colored people were supporting Patterson,” as “ey Pore meypey it. 

Now, this is the political position existing in that part of the 
country: Take those men who are not running for office, take the 
business men, men who are engaged in every branch of trade or 
business enterprise, and with few exceptions, in ninety-nine cases 
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that Plowman only got 280 votes in the city of Selma. On page 
403 of the brief of the contestant, in Appendix A, is given a list 
of those that he admits voted for Mr.Plowman. Then he givesin 
Appendix B a list of 132 names who voted for Plowman, and who 
should not be counted for reasons stated in the brief, and to which 
I want to call your attention. The first one, J. J. White, should 
not, they say, be counted for the reason that he says that he reg- 
istered two or three months before November 3; and to explain 
that I will call your attention to the provision of the Alabama 
statute, which is: 

That voters shall register in the monthof May, from the lst to the 18th, un- 
less prevented by absence or sickness, or if they are not of age, and should 
become of age before the election, then in that case they may register on the 
day of election or on the day of the State election, and except at these times 
it is unlawful for anybody to register. 

Now, they say that these voters should not be credited to Plow- 
man because they are shown to have been registered at a time 
not authorized by law. The fact is when you refer to the testi- 
mony in the record of J.J. White we find that he says: 

Ido not know when I registered; I can not remember. 

But, gentlemen, here is the original registration, not copied, 
but the registration itself; and that is the best evidence of when 
the man did register. Heis a prominent merchant of the city of 
Selma, and his number on the register is 1285, and shows that he 
registered on the 14th day of May. And I would like for any 
gentleman on the Republican side to examine that and see that it 
is the fact that he registered on the 14th day of May. Soon with 
this list. And another one is quoted in the brief of contestant as 
saying that he registered two, three, or four weeks before the 
election. Now, the fact is the record shows that he said he could 
not remember to save his life when he did register; that he could 
not even remember the day or month, and his name appears on the 
registration list as having registered at the proper time. 

Here is another man, J. B. Charles, quoted as saying that he 
thinks he registered two or three weeks before the election. What 
he did say was that he did not remember the month; but he said 
it was during registration time; and it a rs that he was reg- 
istered at the proper time; and there is the original registration 
list which bears on its face the stamp of truth, and shows the date 
of the registration of every voter; and no voter registered at an im- 
proper time; and yet here is a long list of people who were re- 
jected because they registered at an improper time. Included in 
this list are some who were alleged not to be on the registration 
list, but as a matter of fact were registered. This list of 134 
names ought to be added to the number which is credited to the 
contestant by the majority of this committee. 

Now, in the next place, in Appendix C to contestant’s brief is a 
list of 241 names which they say — to be rejected in the city 

recinct for the reason that no similar names appear on the reg- 
istration list at all. I will undertake to show any gentleman of 
this side or the other side who cares to make the inquiry that there 
are 35 names on this list which are literally the same as those 
that appear on the registration list. There are 40 others that are 
idem sonans—that is, sound the same, but spelled a little differ- 
ently when they were copied; but they are the same names and 
have the same sound; and irall the remainder there was a mistake 
in transcribing for this record. So there are 241 names that the 
have rejected because they allege that they were not vuntetevell: 
and thus ought to be added. You take these all together and they 
make more than the majority which the committee gives Aldrich. 
And this is all proven aliunde the returns, so far as that is con- 
cerned. 

Now, I want to show to the gentleman who is examining that 
list an illustration of what I have said. If he will turn to regis- 
tration No. 186, he will see that the name is “‘GarterCole.” They 
say it should be rejected because he voted as ‘‘Gaston Cole.” Isub- 
mit to you that if it is not ‘‘Gaston,” [do not know what itis. If 
you will turn to registration No. 498, I will show you a better 
illustration than that of how these mistakes might occur. Now, 
I doubt whether any man would read that without a very close 
inspection. The name looks like ‘‘ Henry,” and it looks a little 
like ‘‘ James,” but the majority of the committee have got him 
down on this list as James Holtz, and he voted as Henry Cole. I 
submit to you if it is not Henry Cole. I might go on and show 
you numerous instances, and yet out of the 240 names in this list 
they say none of them should be counted because there isno name 
on the registration list that is at all similar to these names, 

I reply that there are 35 names exactly the same, and forty-odd 
names are idem sonans, and an examination of the registration 
will show that other discrepancies are accounted for as mistakes 
in transcribing. The registration had to be transcribed twice. It 
is transcribed first by the registrar and sent to the probate judge, 
and then by the probate judge and sent to the managers of elec- 
tions. So much for Dallas County. The gentleman from Ohio 
has not told you of any fraud that occurred in Dallas County. He 
has not shown oe any reason why these 1,100 white votes in Dallas 
County should not have supported Plowman; he has not shown 
you any dissatisfaction in the Democratic ranks as we have shown 
you there was in the Republican ranks. 





He has not shown.you a cage instance why a man who sup- 
rted Bryan and Sewall should not and did not heartily support 
lowman. But we have shown affirmatively that of the 1,100 
white voters in the city of Selma every one of them except 4 
were Bryan Democrats, and every one of them who did vote 
voted for Plowman. I will ask you, since we have shown you 
that, is the fact that these Democratic inspectors were a little 
distasteful to Aldrich sufficient to overthrow the precinct of the 
city of Selma? For that is all that he has given to this House. 

Out of 27 or 28 precincts in the county of Dallas he has attacked 
but 8; and I take it for granted that he did attack every one of 
them that could have been successfully attacked. I want to show 
you, just as an example, the evidence as to Woodlawn, for I have 
not the time to go over allof them. The art relies on 
the statement that there were no Republican officers of election 
at that precinct, and that one man, not an officer, said that so 
many votes were cast for Aldrich. The fact is as to the officers of 
election at Woodlawn, Lloyd Phillips was a Republican inspector 
appointed before Aldrich was ever r i as the _ lican 
nominee and was a supporter of the Wilson wing, and William 
Osborne and George Saye were Republican markers. 

Now, the fact is, that Lloyd Phillips was never anything else 
but a Republican in his life. He is a man whose y integrity 
no man has everimpeached. He voted for Aldrich in this case, 
as many inspectors in Dallas County did, and voted for McKinley, 
and that is not denied by anybody. It is true he was not sug- 
gested by Aldrich as an inspector, but he is a more consistent Re- 
publican than Mr. Aldrich ever was, who has sought the support 
of every political party on earth that ever existed in Alabama, 
except the Democratic party, and talked on every side of every 
political ois on earth. a Phillips, whose party integ- 
rity and loyalty is not impeached and is unquestioned by any- 
body, swears that the election in this precinct was absolutely fair. 
And how is he contradicted? In this way: 

The gentieman from Ohio . TAYLER] said it was testified 
that 81 votes were cast for Aldrich. That was testified to by the 
marker, but what did he say on cross-examination? His testi- 
mony on cross-examination is set out in full in the views of the 
minority. It is as follows: 

2 You say from the count you kept; to what account do you refer? 


Called the beat together in December last and got an accounting from 
every man as to how he voted. 


- How came you todo that if you marked all the ticketsat that election? 
. lL was asked to do it, to be certain. 
2. Was all the beat there? 
Pretty well all of it. 


2. At that meeting did each man tell how he voted? 
. Yes, sir. 


- Who was there and told how he voted? 

. Jim Mixon, Lewis Harville, Lewis Sherrer, Bob Dunkin, Sam Rountree, 
Stan Morrison, Elbert Ward. Frank Parker, Wallace Sharp, J. F. Parker, 
Dan Harville, Morgan Kelly, Edmond King. 

2. Now, who was not there in your meeting? 

. Boh Goodwin; he can not read or write. Sam Abrams was not there; I 
do not know he voted; I have not said; Richmond Johnson was not there; we 
did not find out how he voted. Tom 
and write. I have not said how he voted. The meeting did not say. 

9. Did you ascertain in that meeting that 80 of them had voted for Mr. 
Aldrich? 

A. Yes, sir. 

2. sage ar the 80 for whom you had marked their tickets? 

. Yes. sir. 

2 And is that the way the meeting ascertained it? 

. Ido not propose to answer that question. 
Q. Is it not a fact that you had your name placed on said list of persons 
requested to be appointed markers by said inspectors for the purpose of as- 
certaining and to your beat mesting the number of persons for 
whom you had marked 


A. No, sir; I was put there the members of my beat for that pu 
aia’; After that eb on you did make such a report to your beat meeting, 
‘ou Th 
a No, sir; I did not make a report tothat beat. I callei the beat together 
and they made their — 
ase as that beat mee did you not tell the meeting how you had marked 
em 
A. No, sir; I did not. 
. Each man at that meeting declared how they voted, and these parties 
you have mentioned declared that they had voted for Mr. Aldrich, did 


Ir we, sir. 


Thus you see he kept no tally at the polls of now many he 
marked; but a month or more after the election he was requested 
and hired tocall a meeting of these colored people and ascertain how 
many of them voted for Aldrich. At that meeting 13 were present, 
and it was from the statements made at that meeting, not from 
any tally kept on the day of the election, that he obtained the in- 
formation that 80 had voted for Aldrich. That is the character - 
of the testimony that gentlemen would ee accept to over- 
turn, not only the sworn returns, but the aliunde testimony of 
ublicans who have never been impeached either personally or 


cally. 

i you wil tn: to 11 of the report, where reference is 
made to Woodlawn , No. 3, you will find that it gives 
only 2 votes to Mr. Plowman. That is the precinct to which I 
have just referred, in which ee 3 
By the way, I want to call atten to the fact that J. J. Car- 

, @ leading supporter of Aldrich, testified to the loyalty of 
Phillips as a Republican, 











Mr. SETTLE, The gentleman will allow me to state that he is 
a 


to Mr. Carmichael being Aldrich. He 

mista\or Plowman, but he was put on the stand by Aldrich. 
Mr. FOX. I thank the for the correction. That is 
that Was a witness put on the 


In River precinct, No. 10, the contestee is allowed only 29 votes, 
while the testimony of the contestant himself shows that there 
were besides the witite voters a eerie oe Soe 

that precinct. upon uce oO 
— i _ voted for Aldrich, = witness — 
ad the a long time after the election from his 
cay. He fiat tated thet ho didnot iow where it was 
. der the er, a supporter of Mr. 
ce erich, he declined to state what had become of the list and what 
names were on it or who any person was who voted for Aldrich. 

That is the character of the testimony. 


between different bers of the committee. It is impos- 
able for me to review this entire case. I therefore leave the 
further discussion of it to other gentlemen who really are better 
qualified to present it to the House than myself. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I yield one hour to my colleague on the 
committee, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann}. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, it is, perhaps, very natural, if some- 
what unfortunate, that a report like this before the House should 
be a i one. But it is almost always the case, I believe, 
that in acl contested question of i between the 
Republican the Democra 


tic members of the Elections Com- 
mittee or any other committee the Republican bias of the Re- 
ablican members may affect their judgment and the Democratic 
bias of the Democratic members affect their judgment. 
The question before this House is not one which in any way 
involves the supremacy vertiel oan the Iowa —- of - 
House. It matters nota e i , 80 far 
as this House is concerned, w er a Democrat be turned out 
and a Republican or Populist be seated. The only question is one 
involving the very highest prerogative of the citizen—whether he 
shall have an opportunity to cast his vote fairly and have it 


Sy ee bers of th ittee that 
tise 6 mem 0 e comuini a 
the contestant, Mr. Aldrich, was not recognized as the Repub- 
lican nominee in the district. It is not the first time, Mr. Speaker, 
as I have had occasion to know, that Democrats have endeavored 
to decide for Republicans who the Republican nominee was; but 
I never yet knew a case where the Democratic party endeavored 
to decide upon the — of a Republican nomination that it 
was not tainted and filled with the grossest of fraud. 

The charge Mr. Aldrich is that he lost Republican votes 
in this district use he was a Populist, and that he lost Popu- 
list votes because he was a Republican. It may betrue that it is 
not easy in Alabama or elsewhere to mix the ublican and the 
Populist parties. It certainly isnot easy in this House. The Re- 
pu party and the party are entirely divided on ques- 
tions and principles of Government. But, Mr. Speaker, in the 
State of Alabama—in this district and in others—a question of 
greater importance has arisen than the question of gold or silver 
money, or Cuba, or any other governmental proposition except 
the fundamental ition of the right to as an Ameri- 
can citizen in the tof the country. And in that State, 
as the evidence in this case discloses, the Republicans and the 
Populists have united, not because they agreed ee public ques- 
tions, but because they were in favor of honest elections. 

In connection with the subject of elections in this district I wish 
to call attention to the law of Alabama—in many ts a fair 
* in —— some ee ek on - — 

ena’ Democrats to vote the colo: e irrespective 
of their wishes. Pare 


This — pprentine--eat, 4 have what . we as the sae 
tralian system—that nomination for Congressman, for 
instance, is returned to a State official, and certified by him and 
placed on the ticket in the manner that the Australian ot sys- 

is conducted elsewhere. 


It provides that at the election—upon the day of election—I call 
the attention now of the House to the c instance in the law, 
because I expect you to believe that law was enacted and en- 
forced in the State of Alabama for the purpose solely of commit- 

ye connection with = = election—the law pro- 
no person shall admitted upon any pretext or 
whatever, except the voter himself, within 50 feet of the 
whichisprovided by the law. That fact initself shows 


necessity of both parties havi resentation in the pollin 
booths. The law that the ballots shall be printed by the 
State and deli to the inspectors of elections prior to the day 
of ner fact which shows the necesaty of both par- 


ties 
How, i watieiee? here aee or inspectors, 
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as they are called in Alabama, is for the judge of probate in the 
various counties, in connection with the circuit clerk and sheriff, 
thirty days before the election, to name three inspectors of elec- 
tion, who shall perform the duties of that office on the day fixed 
by the law for theelection. The law provides that this supciating 
board shall name the persons from different political parties; an 
I shall call your attention to the fact, before I conclude, that there 
was a corrupt and most fraudulent violation of this condition of 
the law in these appointments. 

The law provides that on the day of the election the inspectors 
of election shall name two clerks, who shall belong to the differ- 
ent political parties. And I ask your attention to the fact that in 
Dallas County this law was respected only in its violation. 

The law also provides that the inspectors on the day of the elec- 


tion shall appoint markers, or, as they call them, “ fixers,” whose 
duty it shall to fix up the ballots for the illiterate voters. And 
I wish to call your attention, as an illustration of the condition 
of affairs in this district, to some of the ballots cast there. 


It was stated by my colleague, the chairman of the committee, 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TaYLER], in the opening remarks, 
that there were 55 names on the Presidential electors’ ticket. I be- 
lieve this was reported in all of the testimony in the case. Itonly 
illustrates, however, how hard it is to understand a ticket of this 
kind. There are, as a matter of fact, only 54 names on the ticket, 
and some mistake was made somewhere or in some manner with 
reference to the number. 

The law provides that the voter in the polling place shall have 
the right to vote for 11 electors out of the 54 names placed upon the 
ticket. There is nothing on the ticket to indicate whether the 
names selected by him, or whether the names printed on the ticket, 
are xy epee Democratic, Populist, Greenback, or of the Na- 
tional Gold party. There is nothing to indicate, by a symbol or 
sign, to what party any of them belongs. Nobody in looking at 
the ballot can say that it was prepared by law except for the ex- 
press purpose or as a part of a gigantic conspiracy for the purpose 
of preventing the colored Republicans in Alabama from having 
an opportunity to express their purposes or to cast their votes at 
the election in question. 

But, Mr. Speaker, what more was needed to carry on the con- 
spiracy? Let us go a little further with this matter. Take this 
ballot; allow no Republican within 50 feet of the polling place ex- 
cept the voter himself; give to the Democratic party in control of 
the elections the three inspectors and the clerks, and let them 
indicate who shall be the markers. I ask you what chance is 
there, what 5 sare is there, for casting a ballot squarely, 
correctly, and honestly by any of their opponents? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask how the 
names on this ballot are arranged? Are they in alphabetical order? 

Mr. MANN. They are arranged alphabetically, as [ will show 
youin amoment. I will guarantee that there is not a member 
from the State of Alabama on this floor who has not studied this 
question within a week who can name to me the eleven Democratic 
electors on this ballot. There is nothing whatever to indicate 
them. We find here the names of Nathan H. Alexander, Edw. 
B. Almon, John Andrews, J. B. Appleton, F. B. Baldwin, J. M. 
Barnes, Thomas B. Bickley, William B. Browne, Charles W. 
Buckley, and others. It will be seen that they are in alphabetical 
order, without reference to party, and there is no means of indi- 
cating the party they represent. There is no sign or symbol by 
which anybody can determine the political faith of the persons 
whose names are mentioned there. 

Mr. BRUCKER,. Are not the names of those persons whe were 
candidates for Congress indicated in some separate manner? 

Mr. MANN. They are printed by themselves. 

Mr. BRUCKER. So they could be distinguished from the 
electors on the ticket? 

Mr. MANN. They are distinct from the electors. 

Now, I say that it was plain, in the State of Alabama, that in 
this election, as a matter of political history, an effort was made 
to prevent the Republican vote from being cast or honestly 
— and I was proceeding to point out the reason for that 

lief. 

At about the time the law was enacted redistricting the State 
of Alabama a new party had commenced to develop great strength 
in the South, the Populist party, the first principle of which in 
the State was to have honest elections, a party which was founded 
upon the proposition that the old frauds must cease. The Demo- 
crats in the South commenced to realize that it would not do to 
keep up the old methods of violence in elections. Hence they 
Shasta Gene new phases, these contributions to illiteracy. 

And I wish to call your attention to the fact that in this Con- 
gressional district the Republican candidate, Mr. Aldrich, the 
contestant, received a majority as returned of the votes from the 
five white counties in the district. 

The place where he was beaten on the returns was in the black 
county of Dallas, where they had encouraged illiteracy, where 
they propose to keep the people ignorant; and I am reminded of 
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the fact that in the State of Alabama they make no effort to edu- 
cate their people so that anybody can vote a ticket like the one in 
question. 

I wish to call your attention to some figures in regard to the mat- 
ter of education in this State, where a conspiracy to defraud ema- 
nates from the very fountain head of the State as well as descends 
to the question of voting and counting of votes on election day. 

In that State there were in 1890, as shown by the census returns, 
a population, of 10 years of age or over, of 1,069,438, of whom 
438,000, or 40 per cent, were illiterate, and the number of illiter- 
ates in Alabama has been increasing. In 1870 the illiterates in 
Alabama 19 years of age or over were 383,000; in 1880, 433,000; in 
1890, 438,000. 

In 1890 the population in Illinois of 10 years of age and over was 
2,907,000, of whom 152,000 were illiterate. In other words, Ala- 
bama in 1890 had nearly three times as many illiterates as Illinois, 
while Illinois had three times as great a population as Alabama. 

In 1890 the population of Iowa of the age of 10 years and over 
was 1,441,000, of whom 52,000 were illiterate. In other words, 
while the population of Iowa was nearly 40 per cent greater than 
that of Alabama, the number of illiterates in Alabama was eight 
times greater than that of Iowa. 

if this could be excused because the illiterates were ex-slaves, or 
if it could be excnsed as a result of the war, no complaint could 
be made; but while other States have been endeavoring to provide 
ample educational facilities for their children, in the State of Ala- 
bara the number of illiterates has been steadily increasing, and 
that State affords the poorest school facilities of any State 1h the 
Union. That is where they have this beautiful ballot system. 

In 1896 Alabama had an estimated population of all ages of 
1,709.000, of whom 610,000 were of the school age—between 5 and 
18 years. Illinois in the same year had an estimated total popu- 
lation of 4,509,000, of whom 1,274,000 were between 5 and 18 years 
of age. 

For the school year 1895-96 Alabama is reported to have spent 
$650,274, while Illinois during the same period expended $15,635,867 
for school purposes. In other words, in the school = 1895-96 
Alabama, with a school population of 610,300, expended $650,000, 
while in the same school year Illinois, with a school population of 
1,274,000, expended $15,600,000. 

The latest compilation of statistics issued by the Commissioner 
of Education shows the following amounts expended for school 
purposes for each man, woman, and child in the following States, 
taken at random from the report: 

Illinois, $3.55 for each man, woman, and child; Iowa, $3.78; 
Kansas, $3.11; Colorado, $4.38; Missouri, $2.23; Massachusetts, 
$4.65; Vermont, $3.21; Texas, $1.84; West Virginia, $2.11; Louisi- 
ana, $1.02; Alabama, 39 cents. [Laughter.] 

The average expenditure per capita in the South Atlantic States 
was $1.15; in the South Central States, $1.04; in Alabama, 39 cents. 
Mississippi expends 89 cents per capita, Georgia expends 84 cents 
per capita, Alabama expends 39 cents per capita. 

The average expenditure per pupil for the whole school year in 
Illinois was $23.77; in Ohio, $20.62; in Iowa, $22.88; in Kansas, 
$16.36; in Colorado, $38.19; in California, $31.51; in Massachusetts, 
$36.78; in New York, $30.02; in Pennsylvania, $24.49; in West 
Virginia, $12.72; in the District of Columbia, $32.67; in Kentucky, 
$10.18; in Louisiana, $10.90; in Alabama, $3.58; and the average 
in the United States in 1893-94 was $18.55; in Alabama, $3.58. 

Kansas has seven members of Congress and school property of 
the value of $10,145,000; Connecticut has four Congressmen and 
school property of the value of $8,829,000; Rhode Island has two 
Congressmen and school property of the value of $4,147,000; 
Massachusetts has thirteen tg he emce and school property of 
the value of over $36,000,000; Nebraska has six Congressmen 
and school property of the value of over $8,000,000; Illinois has 
twenty-two Congressmen and school property of the value of over 
$43,000,000; Iowa has eleven Congressmen and school property of 
the value of over $15,000,000; Minnesota hasseven Congressmen and 
school property of the value of over $14,000,000; Washington has 
two Congressmen and school property of the value of $4,837,000; 
Colorado has two Congressmen and school property of the value 
of $5,859,000; North Dakota has one Congressman and school 
property of the value of $1,926,000; Alabama has nine Congress- 
men and school property of the value of $1,375,000—less than 
North Dakota, a new State, with one Congressman. 

I would not refer to these statistics in this contest were it not for 
the fact that this ballot law was designed for the purpose of pre- 
venting illiterates having a chance to vote. I wish to call your 
attention to the reapportionment of the State of Alabama made 
in 1891 or 1898. The old Fourth district of Alabama, which has 
been before Congress for many years in contests, constituted a 
part of what is known as the Black Belt district. At the appor- 
tionment of that year Alabama was given an additional Con 
man. The black strip down there [indicating on map] shows 
what is called the Black Belt. The old Fourth district, shown on 
this ry 4 {indicating on another map] marked in dark blue, was 
the old Fourth district of Alabama, all Black Belt counties. 
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When the reapportionment of Alabama was made they took off 
the county of Lowndes from the old Fourth district and added it 
to the Fifth district. They took off the counties of Perry and 
Hale and put them into a new district, called the Ninth, which 
runs for several hundred miles long and in its center is between 
5 and 10 miles wide. They took off the county of Wilcox and 
added it to the Second district, and they created a new Fourth 
district, stretching two-thirds of the way across the State, running 
from the eastern line, taking in the counties of Cleburne, Cal- 
houn, Talladega, Shelby, and Chilton, and running down through 
a pocket into the county of Dallas. 

ow, it may have been supposed that the reason for cutting up 
the Fourth colored district was for the purpose of preventing the 
Republicans of that district from having a fair show. But that 
is not the case. They cut up the old Fourth district so as to put 
a colored county with a number of white counties in the district, 
because the Populists were getting control of the white counties, 
and they increased the colored votes fraudulently to count out 
the Populists with the colored votes. The white counties in the 
present Fourth district are all shown in light blue on this map. 
[ Indicating. ] 
_ These eer a majority for Mr. Aldrich. The county 
in dark blue, Dallas County, is a strong colored county; three- 
fourths of the people of that county are colored ple, and they 
are Republicans; and yet in 1894, when the Republicans stayed at 
home and neither istered nor voted, that county gave an im- 
mense majority for the Democratic candidate for Sabieeeds, who 
was unseated by this House, because it was admitted here that 
the votes were neither cast nor actually counted, though they 
werereturned. But in 1896 a different plan was adopted. It was 
thought that there might be some show for the ublicans. 
The Republicans and Populists united in nominating Mr. Aldrich 
for Congress. 

It has been claimed here, and will be again, that Mr. Aldrich’s 
nomination was not regular, and that he was not the regular 
nominee for Congress. It doesnot make a bit of difference to any- 
body whether he was the regular nominee on the Republican 
ticket for Congress or not, unless that affected the vote cast for 
him. I propose to show that whether they take one horn or the 
other of that dilemma, they committed the test kind of fraud. 
The law, gentlemen will remember, meoviled for an appointing 
board consisting of the probate judge, the sheriff, and the circuit 
clerk, who should select three inspectors or judges in each district 
or precinct, and that they should not all belong to the same political 
party. While Mr. Wilson, whom the Democrats attempt to claim 
to be the regular nominee, was still a candidate, he submitted a 
list to the appointing board of gentlemen whom he asked to have 
appointed as inspectors of election. 

Mr. Aldrich and his managers and the Populist p combined 
in submitting a list to the probate judge, and they asked to have 
one of these gentlemen named as an inspector in each precinct. I 
do not know how it may be in other parts of the country, but I 
do know that in the State from which I come it would be consid- 
ered the grossest kind of fraud if no attention was paid by the 
appointing power to the persons suggested by the a Repub- 
lican and Democratic organizations as men fit to judges of 
election. In the city of Chicago there are three election commis- 
sioners who select the judges of election. The practice is for the 
Republican party to submit a list of names of judges and for the 
Democratic party, through its regular organization, to submit a 
list of names for judges, and unless some fault is found with these 
persons the election commissioners name the judges from the lists 
thus named. 

If a party is to be given a representative at the polling booth, 
that party, through its organization, ought to have something to 
say about the persons who are to represent it. But in Alabama 
they follow a different rule. Before the election in 1895, both of 
the men who claimed to be the Republican nominee submitted 
lists of names to the appointing board in Dallas County, and none 
of them were appointed with the exception of two or three pre- 
cincts, and in those there is no contest. There are in that county 
thirty-one election precincts, being numbered from 1 to 16 and 
from 22 to 36, inclusive. In two of these precincts, 5 and 82, no 
es held, and there was no contest as to precincts 26, 31, 

, and 34. 

On October 1, 1896, after Mr. Wilson, who claimed to be the 









































sea mre een nominee and was the man who afterwards withdrew, 
had submitted to the appointing board the list of names from 
which the Republican inspectors should be appointed, Mr. Aldrich, 


together with George H. Craig, a member of the Republican ex- 
ecutive committee, and W. J. Gilmer, chairman of the People’s 


Party, and Mr. G. B. Deans, chairman of the Aldrich cam 
committee, united in a request to the probate judge and the she 
and the circuit clerk, which was presented to the probate judge, 
asking that certain men named might be selected as Republican 
inspectors of election. , 

ey did not submit one for each precinct, but they submitted 
three or four names for each precinct and asked that one of these 





selected as a Republican inspector. What would have 
mit Soames of men intending to et on an honest election? 
What would have been the course of men intending to give others 
a chance to vote and have their votes counted? It is claimed that 
Mr. Aldrich was not a Republican candidate. Then why did they 
not appoint the men from the list submitted La the man whom 
they say was the Republican candidate, Mr, Wilson, whom m 
Democratic friends declare to be the Republican candidate? He 
submitted a list and Mr. Aldrich submitted a list. Now, remem- 
ber that the one thing at stake in the State of Alabama in this 
district at that election was the election of a Congressman. 

It is true that they voted for Presidential electors. It is also 
true that the Mc ey electors had no more show than icicles in 
the lower regions. nghter.] They expected to have a fight 
simply over the election of Congressman. There were no State 
officers to be elected; there were no county officers to be elected, 
no town or city officers to be elected. It was solely a question of 
the election of Congressman. They claimed that there were two 
Republican candidates, and each of the candidates presented a list 
of names to the appointing board, and neither of the lists was 
recognized in aloe. 

Mr. BRUCKER. illthe gentleman tell me how the vote cast 
for Presidential electors com with the vote for Congressman? 

Mr. MANN. There was y any contest for Presidential 
electors so far as the record shows. 

Mr. BRUCKER. Does the record show any discrepancy in the 
vote? 

Mr. MANN. A of the vote for electors was for the Popu- 
list and a part for the mblican, and was thrown probably for 
Mr. Aldrich, but the en vote in this county is not disclosed. 

Now, I wish to call the attention of gentlemen to some of the 
precincts. They say there has been no fraud committed. I can 
notin the time given me, and I could not if I spent a month, enu- 
merate all the cases of fraud in this election. e record in this 
case occupies 1,700 or 1,800 printed pages, and every page is bris- 
tling with fraud and deception. 

Take, for instance, the first precinct—and I will not attempt to 
give you specific instances of md in all of these precincts, be- 
cause I have not the time, but I will show you that which will 
convince anybedy except a stone statue or a Democrat of the 
fraud in the city of Selma, where the Republican ticket received 
no consideration, and the Democratic candidate was given about 
a thousand majority. The Aldrich managers in the first precinct 
sent in a request asking for the appointment of either John A. 
Walker, John Pickering, or M. win as one of the inspectors 
in beat or precinct No. 1 in Dallas County. No reason was given 
for not appointing one of those gentlemen; no charge was made 
against any of them. Mr. Walker and Mr. Pickering were both 
white men of intelligence. But what did they do? They ap- 
pointed as the pretended ublican inspector Webster Peoples, 
a colored man whom nobody asked for and who could neither 
read nor write. ; 

The Republicans claimed that he was a Democrat, but whether 
he was or not, how could he tell how they were counting the 
ballots which were cast? You must remember that when they 
count the votes there nobody is allowed in the polling booth ex- 
cept the three inspectors and the two clerks. In this case, accord- 
ing to the law, on the morning of election day, the Aldrich and 
Republican managers presented to the inspectors of election a list 
of six names, asking that one of them should be appointed a clerk 
of the election and one of them a marker of the election. The law 
provides that the in rs of election on election day shall ap- 
point two persons as clerks, who shall belong to different political 

jes; that they shall appoint markers for each political party. 

e Republicans complied with this provision of the law and pre- 

sented the list. What was done with it? The two clerks were 

appointed—white Democratic clerks. No pretense is made in the 

pa —— that a Republican clerk was appointed in that 
precin 

Now, what was the result? Many of the Republicans, remem- 
bering the experience of the past in that district, and remember- 
ing the proclivities of the Democrats in that district in the past to 
count votes, not the way they were cast, but to count them all for 
the Democratic party—many of the colored voters having nobody 
to represent them either as inspector or clerk, refused to vote. 
The ublicans were given a marker there, but the marker was 
turned out of the room when the polls were closed— was not per- 
mitted to remain in while the vote was being counted. What was 
the result? Aldrich was returned as having received 21 votes and 
Plowman 77, although the precinct was overwhelmingly colored 
and Republican. 

In the second precinct the Aldrich managers again submitted 
the names of intelligent persons for inspector; but the 
Rants, officials declined to appoint any of those and named as the 
Repu inspector Jesse Shas, a colored man, whocould neither 
—_ nor ee — not ate aon on the es —_ 

testified request of the other inspectors he sign 
the election returns before the election closed and left the polls. 
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served in that ca 
election was held in that district, the Democrats found that Mr. 
Philips was avery serviceable man. And let me call attention to 
the fact that in this district in 1896 Lloyd Philips was an inspector, 
as he was in 1894. Theodore Lacy was an ins 
was in 1894, P.S. Fulford was 
lent 1894 election, and he was ins 






















On election day these inspectors named two white Democrats as 
clerks. They gave the Republicans no show whatever. They 
appointed as markers no Republicans, bet one white Democrat 
and one colored Democrat. 
pated, for although there were 141 colored voters and 53 white 
voters in the precinct, the vote returned was, Plowman 78, 
Aldrich 20. 


he result might have been antici- 


The gentleman from Mississippi who preceded me referred to 


the third precinct. I wish, therefore, to call attention particu- 
larly to that Sogn In that precinct none of the three persons 
selected by t 

one asked for by Mr. Wilson, the other Republican candidate, was 
appointed as inspector. One Lloyd Philips was ee as the 
ie or supposed Republican inspector. Mr. Ll 


Aldrich managers was appointed inspector. No 


oyd Philips 
ad been an inspector before. It was not the first time he had 
ity. In the year 1894, when a Congressional 


tor in 1896, as he 
mocratic clerk in the fraudu- 
tor in 1896. The Fifty-fourth 
Congress threw out 125 fraudulent election votes returned by 
these same three distinguished gentlemen because they had re- 
turned votes which never were cast. Nobody asked for the a 

pointment of Mr. Philips as an inspector, but he was sapeintals 

On election morning no Republican was appointed clerk. Two 
white Democrats were appointed clerks. But herethe managers 
did exercise some magnanimity; they appointed a Republican 
marker. Now, there are various ways of committing fraud. One 
way, which seemed to be the most popular, was to give the Re- 

ublicans no representation at all. Another was to appoint three 
mocratic inspectors, two Democratic clerks, and one Repub- 
lican marker, so that the colored people would vote, and then at 
the end of the election they would turn the colored marker out of 
the polling booth and count the votes for whom they pleased. In 
this precinct they gave the Republicans a colored Republican 
marker, and he has sworn that he marked at that election 80 votes 
for Aldrich. But when the polls were closed this marker was 
ordered to leave, and when the returns came in the 80 votes which 
he himself had marked were reduced to 40. 

No fraud shown! There was not an honest election in any pre- 
cinct in that county; and I could give you the cases from every 
one of these precincts, if I had the time (and I have the facts writ- 
ten down here after going over the record), to show you the frauds 
in each one of these precincts. 

But I wish to call your attention (because of the lack of fur- 
ther time) to the thirty-sixth precinct, the city of Selma, in Dallas 
County—the county seat of that county. In‘that precinct there 
were registered something over 2,000 votes. The polls opened at 
9 o’clock in the morning and closed at 5 o’clock in the afternoon. 

When a man comes up to vote, the inspectors of election, under 
the law, are required to find his name on the registry list and to 
give indication of that fact before he can vote. I say to you that 
there is not a man, woman, or child capable of figuring simple 
arithmetic who does not know that these 2,000 persons couid not 
possibly vote under this system between the hours of 9 in the 
morning and 5in the afternoon. It puzzled me for some time to 
know why they only gave one election precinct, one polling place, 
in this district. But I think I discovered the reason before I was 
through. There were a large number of white people and a large 
number of colored people in this precinct. The whites seemed to 
predominate. Itwas never intended that the colored people should 
actually vote; but it was intended that the judges and clerks of 
election should make a return of a poll list and of votes supposed 
to have been cast without regard to the number which were cast. 

The evidence shows that there were about 1,400 votes returned. 
The evidence shows that many persons on the poll list were not 
even registered. The evidence shows further that many persons 
stated to have voted never did voteatall. But the contestee in 
this case, in order to prove the contention he makes, in order to 
show that these people did vote, put upon the stand several hun- 
dred witnesses, who swore they voted in Selma precinct on the 
day of that election. Now, I wish to call your attention to some 
of the facts sworn to by the witnesses and stated by the con- 
testee’s attorney in his brief, which will demonstrate to anybody 
that there was no honest election at all, and no election practically 
until after the polls had been closed, when they made an election 
for themselves by writing up the poll list and making the returns 
in accordance with their own desires and wishes in the matter. 

The contestee, in the course of this examination of witnesses 
produced by him, and in order to strengthen the case and show 
that certain men had voted and that several hundred of the 1,400 
were actual voters, placed these people upon the stand, where 
certain questions were asked them, among others, ‘‘ What was 
the time of day when you voted?” It was proposed to make the 
thing very ific. r. Jones, for instance, was called and 

asked if he voted on that day and for whom he voted, and in 
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order to strengthen his testimony the witness was asked to name 
the time of day when he cast his vote, and the figures are given 
in this table which I hold in my hand. They are contained in 
the contestee’s own brief in the case, and are supported also by 
the record. 

In that precinct there was no Republican inspector. The two 
clerks were white Democrats. The law was absolutely violated 
by these men, but the testimony is that they voted. They swear 
themselves that they voted. You will understand that in voting 
and making up the poll list the names are written in their regular 
order. and according to number, as each man voted or is sup- 

sed, at least, to have voted. The name is written onthe poll list 

y the clerk, and they are numbered consecutively. In the exam- 
ination of the witnesses it developed that there was a No. 4 upon 
the poll list, who swears that he voted about 9 o’clock in the 
morning. 

He probably told the truth in that regard, if he voted aé all. 
No. 1 swears, however, that he voted about half past 9 in the 
morning. No. 222 swears that he voted about 10 o’clock in the 
morning, and No, 1023 about 10 o'clock. No. 67 voted, according 
to his testimony, after 1023, and voted between 11 and 12 o’clock 
in the morning. [Laughter.] No. 336 swears that he voted be- 
tween 10 and 11 o'clock in the morning, and No. 84 swears that he 
voted at il in the morning. 

These figures, remember, were taken from the contestee’s own 
brief in the case. No. 502 swears that he voted at 11 o’clock; No. 
721 voted at 11 o'clock, according to his own testimony. No, 912 
swears that he voted at 11 o’clock, and No. 1364 swears that he 
also voted at 11 o’clock in the morning. [Laughter.}] All of 
these, it will be noticed, swear that they voted at 11 o’clock, while 
No. 772, who comes before them, did not vote until 12 o’clock and 
45 minutes. No. 1032 voted between 11 and 12 o’clock, while No. 
784 voted at just fifteen minutes to 12 o’clock, and No. 211 voted 
about noon. 

No. 17 voted at 10.30 o’clock, and No. 794 voted about 12 o’clock; 
No. 1278 voted about 12 o’clock; No. 945 voted at 1.15; No. 682 
voted at 10 o'clock; No. 686 voted at 12.20; No. 1025 voted between 
12 and 1 o'clock, while No. 1027 voted a few minutes before 
lo’clock. No, 1239 voted at about i o'clock; No, 309 did not vote 
until between 1 and 2 o'clock. No. 782 and No. 1093 and No. 159, 
each of them, voted about 2 o’clock in the day. 

No. 922 and No. 1008 voted at the same time. No. 1253 voted 
about 2 o'clock. So did No. 975, but No. 197 did not vote until 3 
o'clock, pomentes Likewise No. 1222 voted between 3 and 4 
o'clock, while No. 197 voted at 30’clock. No. 678 voted at 3 o’clock. 
No. 1828 voted at half past 3 o’clock, but No, 254 did not vote until 
after 3 o'clock. No. 908 voted between 4 and 5 o'clock, as did also 
No. 1033, while No. 1829 voted at 4 o'clock. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 


r. TAYLER of Ohio. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 

Mr. MANN. Now, these were not isolated cases. From the 
testimony they are not the only instances named in the contestee’s 
own brief. e himself has briefed the evidence of his own wit- 
nesses for the purpose of strengthening his own case, and I leave 
it to any honest man if the evidence of his own witnesses does not 
absolutely show that there was no actual election held in the ¢ity 
of Selma until after the polls had closed, when they took the list, 
arranged on the register list, and made up a poll list of their own 
and made the returns accordingly. The majority report finds 
that Mr. Plowman is entitled to some of the votes in Selma pre- 
cinct. I would have thrown out every vote, because there is no 
way of telling who voted or who did not vote. When a man 
having No. 1868 swears that he voted at 11 o’clock and No. 197 
voted at 3 o’clock it is conclusive proof of perjury as well as fraud. 

These cases, gentlemen, are not ~— determine. I want to 
call your attention to another fact. You must not be misled by 
the statements of the gentlemen upon the minority side that the 
same kind of fraud was practiced in Chilton and Shelby counties. 
The a from Mississippi [Mr. Fox} who preceded me 
stated that the Aldrich managers had the appointing board in 
Shelby County and that they gave the Democrats no representa- 
tion at the Ie ls. I simply wish to state to you as a fact that the 
majority of the appointing board in Shelby County were su 
ing Mr. Plowman for Congress and not Mr. Aldrich, and that 
there is not a word of proof or insinuation in this record that the 
Democrats in that county were not fairly, and more than fairly, 
treated in the appointment of inspectors. 

In the county of Chilton the appointing board is in the hands of 
the Populists. One of that appointing board swore that he voted 
for Mr. Plowman. One of that appointing board refused to an- 
swer the question of Mr. Aldrich’s attorney as to whom he voted 
for, and he voted presumably for Mr. Plowman. The other one 
was not examined. But there is not a word in this record which 
discloses a scintilla of frand in that county. 

Most of the precincts had Democratic inspectors, all of them 
had inspectors from two parties, and I wish to call your attention 


particularly to the fact that in the 
where the inspectors 
a ee 
r. Plowman recei a majority of the votes cast, a conclusi 
—— that there was no frend i fof Me 
rich, 


side.| I went into this case, 
cept for the Southern people. I[ 
the charges of frand 
Southern-born man. My mother was a Southern-born woman. 
They both live in the South now. My wife’s father and mother 
were both Southern born, and are practically Southerners in feel- 
ing to-day. 





cts in Chilton County, 

_of ublicans and Populists, 
tion, in nearly every one of them 
committed in behalf of Mr, 


I would not say, gentlemen, that this election case made very 


much difference except for the principle involved init. For one, 
while I have the utmost respect for the Southern people, I am not 
prepared to let the Democrats of the South, when r 

count out ag Re in order to control the action of the Con- 
gress of the 


business interests of the country. ne lause on the Republican 
r. pear, 


can help it, 
nited States and to legislate through fraud for the 
with no prejudice ex- 


never believed very much in 
e against the South. My father wasa 


had hoped that in this case I should be able to say that the 


elections in the South were fairly conducted; but no man can read 
the evidence in this case and analyze it carefully without coming 
to the conclusion, first, that there wasa conspiracy in the State of 
Alabama to prevent the election of Republican Con, 
where, and that they designed] 


a any- 
terate so as 


y keep their 


to make them easy to be counted out in trying to vote an impos- 
sible ballot; second, that they redistricted the State of Alabama 
for the express purpose 

come honest elections in the white counties, so as to maintain 


of having fraud in the black counties over- 
Democratic supremacy; and, third, that it was the deliberate pur- 


pose of the Democrats in that district that there should be no fair 


election in Dallas County, and that the polling places were all 
packed ot the Repu ns. 

Even the Democrats of my town would blush with shame at a 
Democratic primary to practice the frauds practiced by the regu- 
lar Democratic organization in Dallas Co . Itis probably true 
that we can not reverse the condition of there. I believe 
that people in their own localities must determine these questions. 
I would not go into Alabama from my State for the D ecw of 
telling them how they should run elections or how they should 
educate their people. That is their own business. If they prefer 
to have ignorance and vice rather than education and virtue, that 
is their own business. 

I do not care, as far as I am politically concerned, what kind of 
elections they have in the State, except when they assume by fraud 
to defeat the wishes of the pons outside of the State; and when 
the people in Alabama, in ourth district or elsewhere, pre- 
sume to say by fraudulent elections that the a of this coun- 
try shall be controlled in a certain way, it is uty of Congress, 
of this House, of the American people, when they have an oppor- 
— , tosay to them, ‘“‘ Nay, nay.” [Applause on the Republican 
side. 

We, as Republicans, are confronted with a pone: political 
situation—with the Southern frauds, to prevent colored Repub- 
licans in the South voting so as to cut down the Republican votes 
in this House, and with rotten boroughs in some Western parts of 
the country controlling the Senate of the United States—we are 
in a peculiar position. I trust we have the manhood left to say 
that, so far as we are concerned, so far as the Republican House 
is concerned (whether Mr, seeks oe Ropmenesn a Sepa), 
that the great question of the rjght to honesty in elections, of 
ns, shall be respected by the House, and in order 
of the man who was 


vilification, in the face of all the power of the South inst him, 
in the midst of every kind of personal and 
has had the nerve to say to the rascals in this district, ‘‘I will 
fight you until I die.” [Loud applause on the Republican side. | 

Mr. BARTLETT. I yield as much time to the gentleman from 


cee ae desires. 
Mr. & E. Will the gentleman from Mlinois, if he has 
time, yield to just a question? 

Mr. MANN. I will if I have the time. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I yield the time. 

Mr. GREENE. I simply want to ask the tleman if he re- 
ferred to the Western States as rotten ? 

Mr. MANN. I did not. I referred to some rotten boroughs in 
the Western States. 

Mr, GREENE. I wanted to know if you referred to the West- 
ern States as rotten boroughs, 

Mr. MANN. Permit me to say to the gentleman that I called 
attention to the fact that his own State a sum of 
money on education, while the State of Alabama 89 cents 
per person, and that there was such a great distinction. 

Mr. GREENE. It is simply as a matter of information that I 
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10. SE Mr. Speaker, those members of the House who 
are members of the legal profession will dou recollect the 


e this case, and then I will take it 
der ; but, finally, I must give judg- 
ment against you.” [Laughter. } 

Now, lam much afraid, in view of the applause that I heard 
from my j a few moments ago, that I will 
onan ancient Latin hoc est opus. I realize that the 


was custom ese cases to reverse the prac- 
tice of the ordinary courts of law, where the jury retire at the con- 
clusion of the argument, and that here they retire when the - 
ment is begun, and I feel thankful to my ublican friends as 
well as to my Democra: friends so many j are now in 
the box, and that, being the judges in this case, they will, at least 
in one respect, emulate judge in that he will sit the bench, 


ond ene nae beep ee in the box 
until the case is y submitted. 

We can not shelter ourselves behind the constitutional provision 
that says each House shall be the judge of the i ions of 
eat ae tee cal t we are to be 
arbitrary or capricious j , and I do not believe there is a gen- 
tleman here to-day who would undertake to say that his vote ought 
not to be determined and controlled in this case and in the h g 
of the casé by the ordi rules of law and of evidence. When 
the Constitution gave to House the power to determine the 
qualifications of its members, it meant to be understood to say that 


itshould be court of and of last resortand that it sh have 
exclusive jurisdiction of that question, which should not be inter- 
fered with by appeal or 


otherwise. 

But it never intended to say that questions of the magnitude of 
a contested election case were to be judged and determined by 
any arbitrary rule of the particular House that was hearing a 
particular case then before it. I have not been in this House long 
enough to have had the honor of a personal acquaintance with 
many of my Republican friends; but I am one of those—not pes- 
simists, not suspicious, one of those with a large amount of that 
charity that thinketh no evil—that believe and shall always be- 
lieve that honest Republican members of this House or body 
will not seize upon a combination of irregularities all over the 
district, not one of which rises to the degree of actual fraud, and 
not one of which affected the result, and in that way mollify and 
appease their conscience into voting to unseat a Democrat, and 
to unseat the present member, Mr. Plowman. 

IT have all confidence in the views a in this minority re- 
port. I believe they can be sustained before this House or in any 
unbiased court. But it isan embarrassment, as I have already sug- 
gested, to address gentlemen whom I fear, honestly though bear 
may act, have been already biased just as they say we are bi b 
Here is your committee divided, and here is the House apparently 
divided, and divided upon partylines. We are sitting here in the 
capacity of j 

I grant you the power of the majority report of a committee; 
I grant you here is a record of 2,000 pages that you can not be ex- 

ted to read; I grant you that that report might be conclusive, 
just as the report of a master or a commissioner would be to a 
judge in chancery on a sale; but when exceptions are filed to the 
master’s report, it is the duty of the judge to hear the proof. 
a views - - a are in the nature = seen 
y , and while we can not expect you to wade 
throu h this ? I want to say this: Democrat as I am, if I, 
sitting in such a case, could not gather enough from the argu- 
ments of the committeemen who addressed the House, gather 
enough admitted facts to make up my mind, I would not vote to 
unseat any man, be he Democrat or be he Republican. So you 
are we largely to the statements of the gentlemen who are 
members of the committee who address you. 

Gentlemen talk about the law of the State of Alabama. Sup- 
pose I should grant you it was conceived in sin and born in iniq- 
uity. How does that profit the contestant? He can only hold 
seat here by virtue of the election under the Alabama law. Are 
his anxious to press that to its logical conclusion? Was 
there no election, then, in Alabama? What is the point of the 
argument? Why assail the law and talk about ae ee 
the State of Ala ? Is not dering Sais ae 
the political parties? Do not the great States of Illinois and In- 


frequently indulge in gerrymandering? Is it not within the 


diana 
power of a State legislature to regulate its own domestic concerns 
and provide its own election laws? 

TheConstitution of the United States says that every State shall 
have the power to regulate the time and manner of holding its 
elections. The State law must be upheld, and the construction 
given to the State statute by the authorities of the State must be 


recognized in this body. is is elementary. Gentlemen say 
in their majority report that the illiterate voter is at the mercy of 
the marker. Sy point out to mea State under the Australian 
ballot where the illiterate voter is not at the mercy of the marker? 

Gentlemen complain that markers were ordered away from the 
count. No one is allowed atthe count, under the law of Alabama, 
except inspectors. How does that affect the contestant, and 
how was he damaged by the marker section? It is agreed that it 
would require a man of more than the ordinary intelligence not to 
make a mistake when he votes his ballot, but the contestant claims 
his election by reason of the illiterate voters being deprived of 
their votes, not by reason of the inability of the voters to under- 
stand their ballots. Therefore, instead of inveighing against the 
law, he ought to have directed his argument against the markers. 

It may be the markers did wrong; but that proves nothing 
against the wisdom ofthe law. If gentlemen will read the election 
law of the State of Alabama in the back of the minority report, 
oa will see that it attempts to provide for every species of fraud 
and interference with the right of any voter at any election. 
Gentlemen complain that the county judge did not name an in- 
spector from each opposition party, as requested by the political 
parties. The law does not require him to do it. 

The law simply provides that he shall appoint the inspectors 
from opposite es if practicable. In the case of markers it 

rovides that they shall be appointed by the inspectors from lists 

urnished by the opposing parties. This distinction was evidently 
intended by the legislature, and it was done for a purpose. It 
could not have been the result of accident or inadvertence. The 
legislature evidently thought it unwise that any of the political 
parties or candidates should be allowed to dictate the inspectors 
and returning officers of the election, and that it was better to 
leave that responsibility with the county board. No State in the 
Union allows any such dictation. 

Now, the point I make is this: If the county board obeyed that 
law to the extent of appointing the inspectors without consulting 
the wishes of any political party, how can the gentleman proclaim 
this to be a fraudulent act, or that there is anything in such a 
course of conduct that savors of a conspiracy? How could the 
county board be guilty of either actual or constructive fraud if it 
obeyed the law? 

As was said in the minority report, the pretense that there was 
aconspiracy extending over the district manifested in such action 
of the county board is not worthy of notice. The very fact that 
the fraudulent practices shown in the record were confined to only 
a few precincts utterly destroys the theory of a conspiracy. It is 
evident that any such conspiracy would have and must have ex- 
tended either to all the precincts in a single county or to a large 
majority of the precincts in the district, but it is admitted by the 
majority report and by the contestant that in the county of Dal- 
las only eight precincts are affected by it, only three in Talladega 
County, and none in any of the other counties or precincts of the 
district. 

There is another mistake that I think is a radical one, and that 
mistake some of you are making here. It is assumed in the argu- 
ment that all colored men are Republicans, and not only that, but 
that all colored men voted, or ought to have voted, for the con- 
testant in November, 1896. This assumption is altogether ¢ratui- 
tous. The colored man does not occupy the position that he did 
twenty or thirty-five years ago in the South or, for that matter, in 
the great States of the North either. 

It is to the everlasting credit of the colored man that after the 
Republican party had stricken the shackles from his limbs he 
should have felt blindly impelled by a sense of gratitude to cast 
his vote for the a party. He would not have been a 
man if he had not doneit. It was not his to inquire then as to 
the great questions of state; all he knew, the great fact that was 
bearing down upon him and influencing him, was ‘‘ These are the 
men who have given me my freedom, and I wiil help them oui, 
right or wrong.” 

But that day is past and gone. Since then a generation has 
assed and a new generation has appeared. These men are no 
onger slaves; they are free men. They are making’ their own 

way in the world; they are fighting for themselves the great bat- 
tle of life, and they realize now that they are interested with their 
white brethren in all these great economic questions. [Applause.] 
They are in suffering, in poverty, and in distress. 

The campaign of 1896 was a bitterly fought and hotly contested 
one; and I suppose it will not be controverted that one of the main 
arguments employed against the Chicago platform was that it ap- 

ed to the lower class of the ignorant vote in the country—to 
socialistic and anarchistic elements; to the ignorant and the 
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illiterate. You will remember, gentlemen, that you ridiculed the 
idea of the Democratic party when it preached free silver, because 
you said that voters were made to believe that money would be 
mare lg pga silver would be found lying ont upon the road- 
side. 

Now, to what class of people would you expect such an appeal 
to be so successfully made as to the poverty-stricken colored man 
of the South? Will you not agree with me that heof all men was 
the most liable to be caught by what you say was the “free silver 
craze” and the “ free silver dodge”? 

But then 1896 was a year of surprises. It did not surprise us 
alone; it surprised a great many other people. My friend Mr. 
Aldrich seems also to have been surprised, for he, too, found out 
to his sorrow that year that not only was the white man very un- 
certain, but the negro was more so. There was never a time 
when party ties sat so lightly upon the people. I know that my 
own good State of Kentucky was carried for the Republican ticket 
solely because of a defection on the i? of a large number of gen- 
tlemen who had theretofore voted the Democratic ticket and who 
would resent the imputation to-day of being considered anythin 
else than Democrats. And so perhaps a great many of these col- 
ored gentry who voted against my friend Aldrich might to-day 
resent the imputation that they were not Republicans. 

As I said, it was a bitter fight. It is admitted that the fight for 
electors was lost sight of. Now, who did the best for his party 
down there, Plowman or Aldrich, the good Republiean? Who for- 
got the electoral ticket? How many votes did Mr. Aldrich receive 
in the county of Dallas? He received 1,200, and the electors on 
the Republican ticket received only 519, while Mr. Plowman re- 
ceived 4,289, as against 4,045 for the Democratic electors. 

The fact is he went into the campaign for himself. Nobody is 
condemning him for it; but in the light in which he poses here as 
a martyr to Republican principles, I contrast the conduct of the 
contestee toward his electors with the conduct of Mr. Aldrich to- 
ward the electors on the McKinley ticket. That is the reason, my 
brother MANN, that the McKinley electors did not have any show 
in the county of Dallas, because the contestant was too busy at- 
tending to his own case and running his own individual race. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. If it would not interrupt the gentleman, I 
should Jike him to refer for a moment to the ballot which was ex- 
hibited here, in which the names of 55 electors were arranged al- 
phabetically on the ticket so close together. 

Mr. SETTLE. In the first place, my friend from Iowa [Mr. 
DOLLIVER] will understand that the electoral ticket is not con- 
cerned in this contest, and therefore does not particularly concern 
this House now, except as an investigation of an abstract ques- 


tion. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I understood the gentleman was referring to 
the failure of the people to get their work in on the electoral 
ticket. 

Mr. SETTLE. But Plowman’s men do not seem to have failed 
as much as the McKinley men. 

In regard to that ballot, I hold in my hand a book called The 
Australian Ballot System, which may be obtained over here at 
the Library. The Alabdma law is almost word for word the law 
of the State of Massachusetts on this subject, except that in Mas- 
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sachusetts they 
but all other candidates appear on th 


uire that the electors shall be grouped together, 
nd e Massachusetts ballot just 
as they appear on the Ala ballot. 

Gentlemen talk about an Australian ballot and about this bal- 
lot in Alabama not being an Australian ballot, as I understand my 
friend Judge LINNEY insist, as he has done heretofore. Now, 
I want to show to the House the original Australian ballot, to be 
found on page 79 of this book, which is an exact facsimile of the 
Alabama ballot, without any designation of office or title other 
than tbe office for which the party is running, and even that is 
omitted from this. I find here ‘‘John Doe, Richard Roe, James 
Smith, Henry Thompson,” arranged one under another. 

But, as I said a while ago, what is the use of wasting time talk- 
ing about the Alabama law? Thereitis; itspeaksforitself. You 
can not do anything with it. It is beyond the power of this 
House. It will compare favorably with any statute in the Union. 
As I have said, it was borrowed from Massachusetts—the State of 
John Adams and John Quincy Adams, and all the other Adamses— 
the State of Charles Sumner and all the other Sumners—the State 
of Mr. Hoar and all the other eminent statesmen that axe on the 
pages of our country’s history. 

r. Speaker, there has been a good deal of talk here about 
Crocheron and others and about a failure of the election officers 
to discharge their duty. —— Ishould admit that in every 
precinct in Dallas County the inspectors were all Democrats and 
the markers all Democrats. In that case we have simply reached 
a point where we have a very strong circumstance—a suspicious 
circumstance, as my friend cou Pennsylvania said in the report 
read by the gentleman from Mississippi. It casts suspicion on all 
the returns, but unaided it amounts to nothing. 

Why? Because Democrats may be honest, however presump- 
tious I may be in making that assertion. They may be honest; and 
that suspicious circumstance may not affect the result. I say, 
then, that each precinct must stand on its merits; and proof must 
be adduced to show other facts incriminating the election officers 
in culpable conduct and en eg me | that a free expression of 
the voters was not obtained at that poll. 

It is not enough to indulge in guesses or in suggestions that 
**but for this” or ‘‘ but for that” he would have received that 
number of votes. That is not the question with which we have 
to deal here at all. There must be some proof, some adequate 
proof, on which we can base our judgment. 

Now, I have here, and I would like for you all in the mornin 
to look into the REcorD and examine it—I have prepared a poll 
list of the votes certified by the returning officer in every precinct 
in Dallas County. 

By the side of it I have given what the contestant claims in his 
brief that he was entitled to receive and what Plowman was enti- 


tled to receive. I have also nes the majority report, what they 
have allowed each party in t 


ese different precincts, and also the 
views of the minority of the committee as to the votes which 
should be correctly counted therein. This may help you before 
to-morrow evening, when the vote is to be taken, to arrive at some 
intelligent conclusion not only as to the condition of affairs in 
= — but also a conclusion as tothe merits of the contest- 
ant’s claims. 
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e say to that some remarkable facts will a 
eee wa wil the time to read over this table scan 
its hgures. The first is, that no attention seems to have been paid 
by the majority of the committee to the proof of the contestee; 
but in about 24 of the 36 precincts the exact number of votes that 


concedes to the contestee in any case is from 2 to 7 votes, and in 
some cases none at all. : 

For instance, in the town of Plantersville, which gives 21 votes 
to Aldrich and 77 votes to the contestee, the majority allows him 
but 1 vote and no more, and this is what the contestant concedes. 
Follow the column down and you will see it similarly illustrated 
in nearly every precinct. The contestee’s brief did not have so 
convincing an effect upon the minds of the committee. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, as to the aliunde f submitted here. 
That proof is used for a double purpose—first, for the p of 
determining whether or not the returns shall be rejected at all, 
and, if rejected, it is then used to ascertain the number of votes 
cast. Now, would it not strike you asa reasonable proposition, 
whether you be lawyers or common-sense business men, that a 
man in a case of this kind, who claims that in a certain precinct, 
such as No. 1, he was entitled to 43 votes and not 21 votes, as certi- 
fied, and should show by the aliunde proofs no more than 3, ought 
not to be allowed to be heard further to cry fraud as to that dis- 
trict or to ask that the precinct poll should be rejected? His 
charge waa that he was grossly defrauded, that instead of 21 votes 
he was justly entitled to 43, yet proves only 3 votes to his credit. 

The contestant does not care; his manifest purpose was to seize 
on the fact that there was no Republican officer at the election. 
He invoked the aid of this — on of the law to have the returns 
set aside, and while pretending to assist the committee by aliunde 

roof, contented himself with having shown that 3 men voted for 
him—18 less than he was allowed—and thenstopped. If he could 
throw out the whole of Dallas County, or keep contestee from get- 
ting a majority of not exceeding 122 in that county, which was 
the majority Aldrich received in all of the other counties of the 
district, he was content; and instead of the 21 votes he was enti- 
tled to under the returns, he must content himself with taking 3. 
He might well do that and not be called liberal, for at the same 
time that he took 3 he gives contestee only 1, though he in fact had 
received 77. 

Take another precinct, and observe how he trifles with the com- 
mittee and with this House. Take the precinct known as Sum- 
merfield, where he actually received 20 votes and Aldrich 78 votes. 
He claimed that he was awfully treated here; that he ought to 
have received 96 votes and Plowman only 27. But what does he 
do on the aliunde? Ought he not in faith to show that he 
received more votes than 20 before asking to have the return re- 
jected? Yet he proved that he received only 2. Plowman, how- 
ever, was cut down from 78 to 27, thus decreasing Plowman’s ma- 
jority from a majority of 58 to one of 25. It looks very fair to cut 
Aldrich down to 2, but the fairness is explained when Plowman is 
cut down 51. Contestant is working to overcome only 123 ma- 
jority, so he satisfies himself with 2 votes, as it has the effect of 
reducing the majority against him. 

Take No, 12, where the returns show 7 for Aldrich and 134 for 
Plowman, and he proves only 1 vote. It would appear that he 
ought to have gone beyond the 7 mark; but no; he gets his 1 
credit and he is satisfied with it, jally as Plowman is cut down 
from 134 to 3. Now, we can readily see that at this alarming rate 
Plowman’s majority will soon disappear; but it must have also 
already occurred to the House that a reversal of the committee on 
one or two of these precincts would leave Aldrich with no ma- 
jority at all. j 

Take again, for instance, the precinct of Valley Creek, where 
136 votes were cast for Aldrich and 230 for Plowman. What did 
he claim there? That he was entitled to 489 votes and that we 
received only6. What did the committee find on a consideration 
om oe sieve proof? They svohen 6 sates and gave us 6. » is 

ey gave us a majority of 2, but it was a majority of 2 

— aeampenaelon theother sid h 

gen upon the other side of the question have 

forgotten to call the attention of the House to one important fact. 

They have said in certain precincts in this county that there was 

no contest; that is, in precincts 33 and 34. Let me read you the 
facts and show the condition of things existing there. 

In No. 33 precinct Mr. Aldrich received 9 votes and Plowman 
44. Now that is not contested. Now, do you not know as well as 

fact that you sit there if the inspector had been a Democrat 
that contestant would have seized on the vote itself,as he has done 
in rd see rm as an evidence of fraud and made his same old 
fight it as he has the others. But the contestant aye he 
ef 


ree pes coment it. Does he? He did not contest it in his 
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went fishing, you will see that he does contest it, and the same is 
also true in reference to No. 34. 


Look at No. 34, Boykins precinct, where the vote was 9 for 


Aldrich and 62 for Plowman. There is nocontest there, and why? 
Because he had an inspector there. Do you not know that if he 
had not had an inspector there, he would have been clamoring 
here to-day to throw out that return, and do you not believe that 
the committeo would have had just as much ground and power to 
throw that out as they have to throw out these others? hy, the 
ratio is greater, nearly 7 to1. No such ratio obtains anywhere 
else. The fact of the business is that the contestant fared better 
in precincts where he was not represented than he did in precincts 
where he was represented. 


I can take these 8 precincts to which the majority report spe- 


cifically calls your attention,and you can add them up, and the 
result is not affected, except that Mr. Plowman has8 more votes 
in those 8 precincts, according to their figures, than Mr. Aldrich. 
As to the a precincts, about which they were silent in 


this report, which they passed with a wave of the hand and as to 
which they said they had stated enough and instanced enough 
fraud, I claim you must hold them strictly to that report. I claim 


that a committee of this House charged with the duty of furnish- 


ing to the members of the House the only information which they 
can get on the subject ought not to be heard on the floor as to any 
precinct not included in that majority report. 

Aman is presumed to present the best case he can; to put in all 
the evidence he has, and when he puts in nine or ten witnesses he 
can not say, ‘“‘ I have more behind, but it is not necessary to pro- 
duce them.” Youcan not rely upon that. It is misleading to the 
minority, not replied to by them, and can only be replied to here 
on the floor of this House. It is an attempt to take the minority 
by a by forcing an issue not already theretofore tendered or 
made. 

Now, to show you the narrow ground on which contestant 
stands to-day, this committee has reported him elected by a ma- 
jority of 542, I believe, and that embraces about 200 votes allowed 

im in Talladega County which it is evident my friend from 
Ohio [Mr. TAYLER] and my friend from Illinois [Mr. Mann] did 
not consider in the case at all. I will leave Talladega County to 
my friend from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT], who will conclude this 
argument; there is nothing in the Talladega contest, and I will 
assume that this House is going to hold him to the official returns 
as to the five counties outside of Dallas. He comes down to the 
black county of Dallas with a majority of 122 votes. 

Now it is proposed to overthrow a majority of 3,000 for Plow- 
man in that county alone on the simple suggestion that the 
meeroet because they are negroes, will vote the Republican ticket, 
and upon another suggestion that because the election was in the 
hands of Democrats therefore you will accept every little cireum- 
stance and every little irregularity to bolster up a claim of fraud. 

I believe the purpose and spirit of this House, and of both sides 
of this House, is to punish fraud, but not mere irregularity. 
Irregularities are as natural to elections everywhere as polling 
officers. The purpose of this investigation is to ascertain the true 
sense of the voters. I come from a State where we have no frauds 
in elections, unless it be in our great cities. We know nothing 
about it. The poorest man, yea, the humblest negro, can go to 
the ballot box in my town and counteract the vote of a Vander- 
bilt in New York. He is a sovereign. We know nothing about 
intimidation. Sothat I have every bias in the world impelling me 
against fraudulent practices in elections. 

Now, take the precincts in Dallas County. I suggest to you 
that it will not do to say that a mere technicality in one precinct 
may be added to a technicality in another precinct and then 
brought back to the first precinct and made to do duty there. 
Every precinct must be determined on its own merit. Ifthatrule 
works out to its logical conclusion, then every precinct in the dis- 
trict is affected, and there is no election at all. I can takethecity 
of Selma, which gave Mr. Plowman 1,147 votes and Mr. Aldrich 
272. If you willallow the return tostand there, it elects Mr. Plow- 
man, lacking 20 votes, and gives Mr. Aldrich the 2,000 majority 
that Mr. Plowman obtained in the other 32 districts. That is the 
ground hestandson. Isitanygroundatall? No; itis nothing but 
sand, and sinking sand at that. 

Whatdid the committeedo with Selma? They gave Mr. Plowman 
280 votes there and allowed Mr. Aldrich 50. ion many votes did 
Mr. Aldrich getattheelection? He got272. Howcanthecontestant 
come before a solemn deliberative body like this claiming that he 
has carried a city, claiming that his voters have been intimidated, 
claiming that there has been fraud from daylight until dark, 
claiming that men did not vote, and that they have lied when they 
said they did vote? Can a man who claims in his brief that he 
has received 572 votes, and who did receive 272, ask this commit- 
tee to hear aliunde proof as to the state of the polls when he only 


i proves 50 votes cast for him in all that great city? I say ho is 
; but if you will look at the notice of contest, when he | trifling with the committee, he is trifling with the House, his scle 
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purpose being to get the returns set aside; it being then a matter 
of indifference to him how many votes he allows himself just so 
he reduces Mr. Plowman’s vote enough to finally close the chasm. 
That is what he did. The vote polis about 5 to 1. The vote 
allowed by the committee was about 5 to 1. 

Was it an incredible thing that Selma should go for Plowman? 
Let us look at the environments of the election. Plowman re- 
ceived 1,147 votes. There were registered in that city 1,171 white 
votes. How many colored? Eight hundred and forty-three; a 
total registration of 2,014. The vote fell short of the registration 
some 600 or 700 votes. Now, itis proven that there are only 3 
white Republicans in Selma. And the contestant proves and 
admits that only 364 colored voters voted that day. Aldrich re- 
ceived 272; 3 of them were, perhaps, the 3 proven white Repub- 
licans, leaving 269 negroes to vote for Aldrich, and the balance, 
95, to go to Plowman. Deducting that 95 from Plowman’s vote, 
and it will show that 116 white men did not vote for Plowman on 
that day. 

Now, here is the contestant in his proof admitting that on that 
day there were only 364 darkies voted, and taking the number out 
of Judge Aldrich’s vote, it leaves a surplus of some 90 or 95 that 
voted for the Democratic ticket. What’ was the matter there? 
Any complaint made? Talking of our having control and they 
having no marker. You say that you would not let the negroes 
goin. You admit you told them not to vote, and while it is true 
you made a great racket over Crocheron, the negro marker, there 
is no complaint that a single vote was improperly marked. They 
told them there was no use going to the polls, and on the stren 
of the darkeys’ fear that he would not be counted they ask 
House to set aside the returns. 

It has been held in this House that violence and systematic in- 
timidation may excuse a voter for not presenting himself at the 
polis; but the mere mental opinion he may have as to a fraud in 
an election, or that an election will not be fairly conducted, in the 
absence of personal intimidation, does not authorize counting his 
vote or rejecting the polls and that of those who go to the election. 
The majority must control, That is elementary. I have here 
McCrary, but I do not think it necessary to cite an authority on 
such an elementary proposition as that to a body largely composed 
of lawyers such as 1 am now addressing. 

The reason of the rule in case of violence or intimidation is that 
the voters shall not subject themselves to risk of loss of life or 
great bodily harm; but the same rule does not obtain here. And 
then it is dangerous to allow such a power to voters who refrain 
from going to the polls from one cause or another and then after 
the election substitute some other reason as the ground why the 
did not present themselves atthe polls. It is, however, a su 
cient answer that the majority report backs up nosuch contention 
and utterly rejects such claims. No proof was made by any indi- 
vidual witness that he stayed away on such account, but it was 
attempted to prove now and then by one witness such statements 
as that 50 or 60 negroes did not vote because they did not think 
their ballots would be counted. 

But it is shown the contestant himself is largely responsible for 
the defection in the colored vote. I have no reflection to make as 
to the contestant’s position; but I know this, and you know it, 
that in the Congressional district in which you live a man must 
be a man or a mouse; that even a nomination is not alwaysequiv- 
alent to an election, and that it does not mean that every man, no 
matter how loaded down, will carry the full Republican or Demo- 
cratic vote. 

There has grown up in the country of late years a large body of 
independent or mugwump voters. The strength of political 
parties in this country does not always remain the same, but 
changes come to parties as changes cometousall. Every election 
shows that men have voted differently from what they did the 
year before. Take the great State of Ohio, naturally a Repub- 
lican State, but aStatein which sometimes they elect a ae 
governor, and where a Democratic Senator sometimes comes very 
near being elected. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. They did not have anyone running this time. 

Mr. SETTLE. They wanted anybody to beat Hanna. Now, it 
is in proof that Mr. Aldrich was the nominee of the Populist con- 
vention and not indorsed by them. Aldrich was a bolter from 
the regular Republican convention and nominated by a rum 
convention, with which he had acted until 12 o’clock. He bol 
from the regular Republican convention because he could not get 
himself sent to St. Louis as delegate. 

He went there with his alternate and he was unseated, The 
delegates of the regular convention that nominated Wilson were 
seated. That was the attitude in which my friend presented him- 
self to the sovereign voters of the Fourth district of Alabama in 
order that they might pass judgment upon him. There were no 
white plumes, no ten ry of Navarre business, and no flag to rall 
arounc [Lau hter. | dye confessed bolter, a man who sacrifi 
his electoral tic et, aman who preached gold in the North and 
silyer in the South, a man who, when his fortunes were waning, 


accepted the nomination of a party that is utterly at variance 
with every principle and tenet o party that he so much pro- 
fessed to love revere. Oh, they say, yy, it is a question of honest 
election that actuated the Populists in Alabama. 1 want to read 
the published official gs of the Po — convention that 
nominated my friend Aldrich. Oi is as fol 


MINUTES OF THE FOURTH CONGRESSIONAL CONVENTION. 


CALERA, ALA., September 22, 139¢. 
The convention was called to order by Chairman G. > Deans, who named 
John W. Pitts, of rey, ot as + pesporats —— and Frank, Crichton, of 


Chilton, and M.D. tvey secretaries. 
Major Pitts, on chair briely ad addressed the convention. 
On motion of J. A. wards, of e chair appointed a commit- 


tials an: eae 
On motion of Ju Campbell, of Shelby, the chair appointed a committ 
of five on order of Toeen . . 
. canoes oe rted, recum- 
mending the temporary te made the permanent organization. 
The ao was canada 
pted. 
On motion =. a a Ivey, the chair appointed a committee of five on plat- 
form and 
“We, the Populists = district of Alabama, in 
convention assem me ba as follows: 
by, the ho People's Party convention at St 
d. That the elective franchise is the priceless heritage of American 


nde, of ‘Talla org 
Committee on credentials and 
os Committee on order of eeeea made their report, which was unanimously 
The commutiees a oe ~~ — 
mbled, a 
* Resolved, first. That we indorse the —s platform of principles adopted 
aaa Upon its exercise and honestly a it on — the peo- 


ple depends the safety and perpetuity of our repub. vern- 
ment. Destroy the ballot and yes yy the form of te under 
which we live, and any subversion of the will of the as expressed at 


the ballot box is revolution, pure and simple. Knowing 
uublashingly and Ppeniy 2 4 done in ‘Alsbenes. we demand a free ballot and an 
honest count; and we demand the reestablishment of a republican and con- 
stitutional \vernment in this State 
“Third. We favor a a, protective tariff that will build up and de- 
velop American ind erican commerce, homes; that 
will protect the erate and wage earner, whether he be on the farm, in the 
workshop, or in commercial ts, and will produce sufficient revenue for 
e needs of the Governmen' We condemn the 
introduction of pauper sales Sree foreign countries and of prison labor of 
our own coun in tion a with free American labor. 
etn oe ote other eee eee eaenal 
ing mutual concessions for mutual benefi 
. ‘ fi reform a the abolition of national banks as 
General Government should issue sufficient 


increasing pees. 

condemn the gold standard as impracticable. We condemn the sale of 
bonds in times of peace to maintain a system of finance the ultimate result of 
= a contraction of the currency, lower wages, lower prices. for com- 
m 


greater debts, and greater 
” Resolved, That this convention heartily indoress the course of our Co 


gressman, W. F. Aldrich, in and Comment hina for his 
efforts in behalf of the Ind School for G located at Montevallo, Ala., 
and urge that he continue his efforts in that behalf. 

oe , That we, a —— — Con, peeertet, in 
convention assembled this yy of September, 1896, e 
action of our State executive a Populist Ghteectenl a ticket 
in the field, and pledge our loyal sw same. 

The report was recei piouses. 

oe next order of was the nomination of a cunainte Se r Congress. 


oF: ee conventi placed in norm! 
MLD. 1vay seconded tho 
and by a rising vote Mr. Al- 


d 
Mr. Aldrich ae introduced to the convention emniie é gress apple 
made an address of some length, reviewing the political situation Sed net —— 


ages nomination with pleasure 
Bingham, of Tal made a motion that a committee of one from 


I. atson, Calhoun, chairman; John C Beppe. ss pt 
Honeycutt, Chilton; delle W. Pratt, Shelby; W 4 Gilmer, Dallas D. 


Gray, Cleburne. 
A motion was made and carried that the candidate for and the 
quarters; 


elector for this district select a cam: committee and also 
=f 5 Deans, Selves: Geo. R 
Mason, pe Ee W. Pitts, Rey: ton; J. A. Bing- 
; ; Ee HL Reynolds, ‘hit 
the identical paper identified by R. H. 
as Exhibit B to his answer and deposition, this 
llth March, 1897. 


L. VANCE, 
Notary Pubic Commissioner. 


Now, gentlemen, is there any serious room for doubt that if 
this Wousewenn titan the aeutell of an my P. friends this gen- 
tleman would come here not as a Repu but asa oa 
nominee contesting this seat of a Democratic candidate? 
has been abandoned by his ik et Ge ah cee 
doned him were right in the estimate they ne ae pee him. He 
ts ran tt yea yt Popo 

y the cans an 

Mr. TZ. The Populists have not votes enough in the House 


to seat him. 
Mr. SETTLE. That is it, I ; but if he depended on the 
tn or too, he would 


be without reasonable prospects of su The eof Ala- 


bama, like States of Michigan, Ohio aa) = ES 
Soon to a man so long as he stands flat-footed and 


have no obj 











Freres 


I do not doubt that Mr. Aldrich is a Repub- 
aps a Oe Is to be condemned in that, being a Republican, he 
played a double part to secure both the Populist and Repub- 

vote 


lican by undying devotion and love to each 
charmer when other dear er is away. — 

Mr. MANN. Isit any worse for him than it is for the Demo- 
crats and the to fuse? 


of fusion. This isa case of tion, a case of absorption. 
[Laughter. He became absorbed in the Populist party. [Laugh- 
ter.] Hedidnotsayto these conventions: ‘‘ [ accept your indorse- 
ment. I have nominated by a Republican rump convention, 
but I am making a stiff fight and I am splitting the Republican 
ranks, and I will take your nomination as an indorsement.” No; 
he takes the nomination, and puts the nomination of that faithful 
little band of darkies behind him that met at Talladega that after- 
noon. And the darkies did not forget it, and they put him behind 
them. Itcan not be claimed that there is any good reason that 
the colored vote should aes the Populist candidate. 

Mr. BARTLETT. He filed the Populist certificate. 

Mr. SETTLE. Yes. I want to state to you further that the 
law there requires, as it does in many other States, that the candi- 
date shall file in the of state’s office a certificate of nomi- 
nation. What did he do? He filed the Populist certificate of 
nomination and ignored the nomination given him by the Repub- 
lican ° 

ee ei is it any wonder, when the people came to size 
him up, that he did not look as big to them as he did to himself? 

Laughter.] Is it any wonder that when they weighed him in the 
ose he was found wanting? Gentlemen of the Republican 
party, you do not wantany moreadditionsof thatkind. Youdonot 

them bad enough to take a man who has no more fixed convic- 
tions; you do not want any addition to your present grave responsi- 
bilities; you certainly do not care to undertake the guardianship 
of so doubtful a Republican. [ hter and applause. } 

Mr. Speaker, I see that the hour of 5 o’clock arrived. This 
House has been ee and patient with me. Of course I 
would much prefer ng to-night—— 

The SPEA The gentleman has seven minutes remaining. 

Mr. SETTLE. I have more than that under a private ar- 
rangement. I understood, Mr. Speaker, that the vote was not to 
be taken on this question. until to-morrow at 5 o'clock, and we 
want to utilize as much time as possible. If it is entirely agree- 
able to the House, I had perhaps better go on now. 
= Members. Let us adjourn, and you can be fresh in 

e , 
Mr. SETTLE. Very well. I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I move that the House adjourn. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
’ — oe annie found truly enrolled bill of the fol- 
owing title; when er same: 
= B. 5029. An act for the ees or construction of a suita- 
ble vessel for service on the Yukon River, Alaska. 
The SP. announced his signature to enrolled bills of the 
following titles: 


S. 1821. An act granting a pension to Emily E. Atherton. 

S. 492, An act granting a pension to Ella D. Cross. 

S. 1581. An act granting a pension to Mary W. C. Burgess. 
—" An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin F, 


Mr. SETTLE. That is not a Feamaat case. This is not a case 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. BouTeEtt of Illinois, for one week, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. McMrt1n, indefinitely, on account of illness in his 


y. 
The motion to adjourn was then agreed to; and accordingly (at 
5 o'clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the foll executive commu- 
oe were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 

A letter from the president of the Washington, Alexandria and 
Mount Vernon Railway Company, transmitting a report of the 
affairs of that corporation, in accordance with the rea ents of 
— the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 

ee en the Secretary of the Interior, submitting » report 
of the investigations made of the proposed irrigation of that por- 
tion of the Montezuma Valley lying within the boundaries of the 
Southern Ute Indian Reservation in Colorado—to the Committee 


SOF een pula, sunt cedoved to-be printed. 
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copy of a communication from the Supervising Surgeon-General 
in relation to the necessity for a new building at the marine-hos- 
pital station, Chicago, Ill.—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Charles Miller, administrator of Felix Miller, deceased, against 
The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a supple- 
mental bid on the prcoeeee United States armor-plate factory by 
the Winthrop Harbor and Dock Company of Chicago, [l.—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
re Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 

ollows: 

Mr. COOPER of Texas, from the Committee on War Claims, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1225) to indem- 
nify the State of Pennsylvania for money expended in 1864 for mi- 
litia called into the military service by the governor under the 
proclamaiion of the President of June 15, 1863, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 378); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. RAY of New York, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 427) for the 
preservation and protection of public records and documents, and 
providing for the use of copies thereof as evidence, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 390); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


—_—— 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIU, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. DAVISON of Kentucky, from the Committee on War 
Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R, 7634) 
for the relief of Joseph B. McClintock, of Harrison County, Ky., 
re the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 363); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. BRENNER of Ohio, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred House bill 147, reported in lieu thereof a reso- 
lution (House Res. No. 202) for the relief of James R. Shrodes, 
accompanied by a report (No. 364); which said resolution and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred House 
bill 7440, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (House Res. No. 
198) for the relief of Thomas B. Scott, accompanied by a report 
(No. 365); which said resolution and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred House bill 1892, reported in lieu thereof a resolution 
(House Res. No. 199) for the relief of Michael Dittlinger, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 366); which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5657) for the relief of the estate of A. H. 
Herr, deceased, late of the District of Columbia, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 367); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi, from the Committee on War Claims, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7186) for the 
relief of the estate of Turner Merritt, late of the parish of East 
Baton Rouge, La., reported thesame without amendment, accom- 
— by a report (No. 368); which said bill and report were re- 

erred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred House 
bill 4721, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (House Res. No. 200) 
for the relief of C. Phetzing, accompanied by a report (No. 269); 
—_ said resolution and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred House 
bill 2797, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (House Res. No. 201) 
for the relief of John Doyle, accompanied by a report (No. 370); 
— said resolution and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
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which was referred House bill 6026, reported in lieu thereof a 
resolution (House Res. No. 203) for the relief of the legal heirs of 
Dr. Theodorick Bland, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 
871); which said resolution and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred House 
bill 5967, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (House Res. No. 
204) for the relief of the board of trustees of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church at Arlington Heights, known as Hunter’s Chapel, 
accompanied by a report (No. 372); which said resolution and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was refered House 
bill 3379, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (House Res. No. 205) 
for the relief of the Culpeper Baptist Church, at Culpeper, Va., ac- 
companied by a report (No. 373); which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 4848) for the relief of Thomas J. Harris 
and others, heirs of Manning Harris, deceased, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 374); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred House 
bill 6795, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (House Res. No. 
205) for the relief of the trustees of the Grove Baptist Church, 
in Fauquier County, Va., accompanied by a report (No. 375); 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred House 
bill 3932, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (House Res. No. 
207) for the relief of the vestry of St. Stephen’s Protestant Church 
of Culpeper, Va., accompanied by a report (No. 376); which said 
resolution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred House 
bill 1407, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (House Res. No. 208) 
for the relief of the Baptist Church at Helena, Ark., accompanied 
by a report (No. 377); which said resolution and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. OVERSTREET, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 251) for the relief of 
William Wolfe, of Shelbina, Shelby County, Mo., reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 379); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred House 
bill 2771, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (House Res. No. 209) 
for the relief of Abraham Lasher, accompanied by a report (No. 
880); which said resolution and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 2956) for the relief of William H. Pfrim- 
mer, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 381); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 7314) for the relief of John B. Tyre, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 382); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred House 
bill 7106, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (House Res. No. 
210) for the relief of J. & O. P. Cobb & Co., accompanied by a 
report (No. 383); which said resolution and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred House 
bill 4333, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (House Res. No. 211) 
for the relief of Mrs. 8. O. N. Pleasants, accompanied by a report 
(No. 384); which said resolution and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5929) referring to the Court of Claims the 
claims of O. P. Cobb and others, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 385); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

ir. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred House bill 2741, reported in lieu thereof a resolution 
(House Res. No. 213) for the relief of Mrs. Ellen J. Brossman, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 386); which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred House 
bill 4468, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (House Res. No. 214) 
for the relief of the heirs of Andrew Shoenfelt, deceased, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 387); which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred House 
bill 1377, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (House Res. No. 215) 
for the relief of Joseph Curriden, accompanied by a report (No. 
888); which said resolution and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 733) for the relief of officers and crews of 
the U. 8. gunboats Kineo and Chocura, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a rt (No. 389); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4624) granting a pension 
to Mary E. Herd, ——— the same with amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 391); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1327) for the relief of Thomas 
Stack, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 392); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. WEAVER, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred House bill 3006, reported in lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 
7930) for the relief of the heirs at law of Thomas Antisell, de- 
ceased, accompanied by a report (No. 393); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred House 
bill 1553, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (House Res. No. 216) 
for the relief of the estate of Thomas W. White, accompanied by 
a report (No. 394); which said resolution and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MINOR, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 4629) for the relief of the own- 
ers of the ship Achilles, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 395); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. OSBORNE, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6013) for the relief of J. R. 
Eggleston, of Hinds County, Miss., reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 396); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 3391) for the relief of W. H. Barnard and 
Robert Thomas, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 397); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. STURTEVANT, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4166) to reimburse the 
Mellert Foundry and Machine Company for money retained by 
the United States for failure to complete a contract within a 
specified time, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 398); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi, from the Committee on War Claims, 
to which was referred House bill 7842, reported in lieu thereof a 
resolution (House Res. No. 217) for the relief of Fannie Solari, ac- 
companied 7 a report (No. 399); which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred House 
bill 7668, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (House Res. No. 218) 
for the relief of the estate of Henry E. Windley, accompanied by 
a report (No. 400); which said resolution and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7664) for the relief of Charles Howard—Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 7725) granting a pension to Edward Thompson— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. DE VRIES: A bill (H. R. 7872) to examine, determine, 
and report the facts necessary to the establishment of free public 
highways into the Yosemite National Park, and appropriating 
moneys therefor—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CALLAHAN: A bill (H. R. 7873) granting the right of 
way to the El Reno and Sou*hwestern Railroad Company—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: A bill (H. R. 7874) to provide for the 
further distribution of the reports of the Supreme Court—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 7875) relating to the American 
flag and defining the same—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 






ABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 7876) for the appointment of 

aia surveyors in the District of Columbia, and for other 
urposes—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

’ By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 7877) té change name of 

rt for collection of United States customs from Suspension 

Bridge to Niagara Falls—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 7878) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Navy to select a site and establish a navy-yard at 
Sabine Pass, Tex.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. : 

By Mr. BROSIUS: A bill (H. R. 7879) toincrease the circulation 
of national banks—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: A bill (H. R. 7880) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to adjust and finally settle the claims of bona 
fide settlers on the so-called Des Moines River lands in the State 
of lowa—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HILBORN: A bill (H. R. 7881) regulating the rank and 
pay of warrant ofticers—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

From the COMMITTEE ON WAR CLAIMS: A bill (H. R. 
7930) for the relief of the heirs at law of Thomas Antisell, de- 
ceased—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 198) for the relief of Thomas 
B. Scott--to the Private Calendar. 

Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 199) for the relief of Michael 
Dittlinger—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 200) for the relief of C. 
Phetzing—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 201) for the relief of John 
Doyle—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 202) for the relief of James 
R. Shroeds—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 203) for the relief of the 
legal heirs of Dr. Theodorick Bland, deceased—to the Private 
Calendar. 

Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 204) for the relief of the 
board of trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church at Arlington 
Heights, Virginia, known as Hunter's Chapel—to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 205) for the relief of the Cul- 
peper Baptist Church, at Culpeper, Va.—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 206) for the relief of the trus- 
tees of the Grove Baptist Church, in Fauquier County, Va.—to the 
Private Calendar. 

Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 207) for the relief of the ves- 
try of St. Stephen’s Protestant Church of Culpeper, Va.—to the 
Private Calendar. 

Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 208) for the relief of the Bap- 
tist Church at Helena, Ark.—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 209) for the relief of Abra- 
ham Lasher—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 210) forthe relief of J. &O. P. 
Cobb & Co.—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 211) for the relief of Mrs. 
8. N. O. Pleasants—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. HILBORN: A resolution (House Res. No 212) to have 
appointed a commission to devise a plan for bringing about uni- 
formity in the caliber of shoulder rifles used in the Army and 
Navy of the United States—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

From the COMMITTEE ON WAR CLAIMS: A resolution 
(House Res. No. 213) for the relief of Mrs. Ellen J. Brossman—to 
the Private Calendar. 

Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 214) for the relief of the heirs 
of Andrew Shoenfelt, deceased—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 215) for the relief of Joseph 
Cueriden—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 216) for the relief of the 
estate of Thomas W. White—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 217) for the relief of Fannie 
Solari—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 218) for the relief of the 
estate of Henry E. Windley, of Hinds County, Miss.—to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: A memorial of the legislature of the 
State of Kansas, relative to soldiers of the Mexican and civil wars— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HURLEY: A memorial of the legislature of the State 
of New York, for an es to deepen and dredge the 


channels in New York Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. 8. 7882) for the relief of Ellis Y. 
Beggs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
y Mr. BISHOP: A bill (H. R. 7883) to grant a pension to Silas 
Osborne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 7884) granting a pension to 
Annie E. Joseph—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7885) to place the name of John Roop, late 
first assistant engineer, United States Navy, on the pension roll of 
the United States—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CALLAHAN: A bill (H. R. 7886) granting a pension to 
Francis M. Potter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 7887) for the relief of Thomas 
R. Doyle, late of Company K, Eighth Mlinois Infantry Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7888) for the relief of Joseph Ramsey—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 7889) granting an increase of 
pension to Alfred H. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DORR: A bill (H. R. 7890) for the relief of Bertha Lov- 
ings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7891) for the relief of Hephzibar Drummond— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK: A bill (H. R. 7892) for the relief of 
Thomas O. Marrs—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7893) for the relief of J. M. Fidler and T. O. 
Marrs—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7894) for the relief of John Harvey, of Hen- 
dricks, Ky.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 7895) granting a pension to 
Eliza K. Fikes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 7896) to pension 
Mrs. A. J. Bassett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 7897) granting a pension to 
Albert M. Cox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7898) to remove the charges of desertion from 
the records of the War Department against John H. Jaques—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7899) granting a pension to Albert Russell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7900) granting a pension to David A. Wiles— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H. R. 7901) to correct the military record 
of Robert Hipple and remove the charge of desertion therefrom— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 7902) granting a pension to Albert 
Putnam,Company E, Twenty-first United States Infantry—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 7903) granting an increase of 
pension to Theodore F. Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. NORTON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 7904) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the record of Edward Devene—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7905) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Charles W. Creager—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7906) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Benjamin F. Womer—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7907) granting a pension to Angeline Eye- 
stone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7908) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of John Pifher—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 7909) granting a pen- 
sion to Clara R. Rodgers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7910) to increase the pension of Chauncey A, 
Bradley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 7911) granting a pension 
to Tempier Goodson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7912) granting a pension to James M. O'Neal, 
soldier of Indian war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: A biil (H. R. 7913) to correct the military 
record of Thomas 8S. Byers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7914) to correct the discharge of George L. 
Wigle, alias George L. Naley—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 7915) allowing Isaiah 
Mitchell, of Denver, Colo., seven years within which to make a 
final homestead entry upon certain land—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. SHOWALTER: A bill (H. R. 7916) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Mary Clark, widow of Calvin B. Clark, late of the One 
hundred and fifth Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 7917) for the relief of George 
Tait—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7918) removing the charge of desertion from 
the military record of John E. Getman—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7919) to pension Mrs. Martha A. Mc Whorter— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. VINCENT: A bill (H. R. 7920) granting an increase of 
pension to David H. Morey, of Clay Center, Kans.—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7921) granting an increase of pension to J. R. 
Worth, of Vining, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOST: A bill (H. R. 7922) granting a pension to Bolser 
H. Pullin, of McDowell, Va.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7923) to relieve Eldridge C. Martin from the 
requirements of the pension laws requiring further evidence to be 
furnished in his application for pension—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7924) for the relief of the estate of Robert J. 
Hope, deceased, of Staunton, Va.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7925) for the relief of Henry D. Smith, of 
Basic City, Va.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7926) for the relief of Mrs. Martha H. Schultz, 
of Scottsville, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7927) for the relief of Bolser H. Pullin, of 
McDowell, Highland County, Va.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7928) to increase the pension of Morgan Har- 
row, of Meadowdale, Va.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7929) for the relief of the estate of Daniel 
Miller, deceased, of Roanoke County, Va.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. BOTKIN: A bill (H. R. 7931) for the relief of Adelbert 
D. Lee—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 7932) for the relief of Mary E. 
McDonald, widow of Marshall McDonald, and Stephen C. Brown— 
to the Committee on Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Resolutions of the select council of Philadel- 

hia, Pa., asking for an appropriation for retaining walls for the 
resh-water basin at League Island Navy-Yard; also for an appro- 
riation for a dry dock at League Island—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the select council of Philadelphia, for the 
construction of retaining walls along the banks of the back chan- 
nel at League Island Navy-Yard—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, memorial of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, favoring 
the establishment of a department of commerce and industries— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BARRETT: Resolutions of the Malden (Mass.) Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, protesting against the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in the Capitol and all Government buildings; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, resolutions of the Boston Fruit and Produce Exchange, in 
favor of reciprocity between the United States and Canada—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BELFORD: Resolutions of the ninth annual session of 
the Congress of Knights of Labor of New York, favoring the de- 
velopment of the American merchant marine—to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

Also, —— of M. E. Griffin, R. 8. Terrell, B. J. Downs, 
Archie E. Parry, John Quinn, Lewis Tuttle, and citizens of Ori- 
ent, N. Y., in favor of the passage of a bill to prevent the admission 
of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United States—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Resolutions of the select council of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., asking for an appropriation for retaining walls for 
the fresh-water basin at League Island Navy- Yard, and also pray- 
ing for an appropriation for a dry dock at League Island—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of District Assembly No, 49, Knights of Labor, 
of Philadelphia, Pa., protesting against any curtailment of the 
postal facilities in Philadelphia—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Preachers’ Meeting of Philadel- 
phia and vicinity, to limit absolute divorce to cases of adultery in 
the District of Columbia and the Territories—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURKE: Petition of citizens of Meridian, Tex., for the 
Government to assume control and secure deep water at Aransas 
Pass Harbor, in Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CANNON: Papers to accompany House bill for the re- 
lief of Joseph Ramsey—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of Thomas 
R. Doyle, late of Company K, Eighth Illinois Infantry Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARDY: Papers to accompany House bill No. 7144, 





- the relief of Margaret J. Bailey—to the Committee on War 
aims, 

Also, pa to accompany House bill No. 6548, making appro- 

riations for lock and dam on Green River—to the Committes on 
ivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of numerous citizens of Pittsburg, 
Pa., and five petitions of sundry citizens of the State of Pennsy|- 
vania, asking for the enactment of legislation which will more 
effectually restrict immigration—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DANFORD: Petition of George Crawford and 40 citi- 
zens of Cochransville, Ind., asking for the passage of a bill re- 
stricting railroad fares to 2 cents per mile for passengers—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON of Wisconsin: Resolutions of the Oshkosh 
( Wis.) Chapter, Society of the Daughters of American Revolution, 
in favor of the passage of a bill to prevent the desecration of the 
American flag—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: Petitions of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance unions of Gunn City and Dadenville, Mo., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette 
laws by providing that cigarettes imported in original packages 
on entering any State shall become subject to its laws—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of 8. F. Haskell and 7 other Union 
veterans of the late war, in favor of the passage of Senate bill No. 
1616 and House bill No. 2053—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, petition of W. O. Fuller, jr., and 78 citizens of Rockland, 
Me., protesting against the passage of the Loud bill in its present 
form—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Petitions of F. E. Davis, I. W. Coffman, 
and other citizens of Cherry Camp, W. Va., asking for the enact- 
ment of legislation which will more effectually restrict immigra- 
tion— to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Petition of the ———— League of Heppner, 
Oreg., poorieg. De the enactment of legislation to protect State 
anti-cigarette laws by providing. that cigarettes imported in origi- 
nal pac on entering any State shail become subject to its 
laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petitions of Jesse M. Sprecher and 
other citizens of Reading; Thomas F. Schantz and others, of Al- 
lentown; H. W. Kemp and others, of Berks County; J h Peter, 
John F. Weiss, and others, of Lehigh County, State of Pennsyl- 
vania, in favor of legislation which will more effectually restrict 
immigration and prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and 
criminal classes to the United States—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

Also, appeal of the National American Woman Suffrage Asso- 
ciation, for the right to vote for members of Congress and Presi- 
dential electors—to the Committee on the Election of President, 
Vice-President, and ee eee in Con , 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK: Papers in support of the claim of the 
widow of William Boyd—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 6301, for the relief of 
H. G. Gardner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, papers to accompany bill to grant an honorable discharge 
to John Harvey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper bearing upon the claim of H. W. Jacobs—to the 

Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. GRIFFIN: Petition of members of the St. John’s 
a pam Church, of § Wis., asking for the ge of a 
ill to forbid the sale of intoxicating bev: in all Government 
uildings—to the C ommittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Petitions of Dr. C. L. Wilson, R. B. Ap- 
plewhite, and other citizens of Indiana County, Ind¢., praying for 
the enactment of legislation excluding illiterate immigrants—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HAGER: Petition of H. 8. Ward, W. H. Lynch, and 
other citizens of Council Bluffs, Iowa, asking for the enactment 
of legislation which will more effectually restrict immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HANDY: Petition of Thomas E. Heather and 23 other 
citizens of Marydel, Kent County, Del., praying for the enact- 
ment of oe angers! illiterate immigrants—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HENRY of Indiana: Petitions of Levi Pence, Thomas 
Low, Ed. O. Koch, A. Kirkpatrick, Willard Eller, and other citi- 
zens of Muncie, Ind., favoring the enactment of legislation to 
more effectually restrict immi and prevent the admission 
of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United States— 
to the Committee on and Naturalization. 


Immigration 
By Mr. HICKS: Petition of C. A. Brougher, J. B. Snyder, L. 
D. Cramer, and 43 other citizens of Somerset County, Pa., for the 
enactment of legislation which will more effectually restrict im- 
the admission of illiterate, pauper, and 


migration and prevent 
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Also, memorial of Vessel Owners and Captains’ Association of 
Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the establishment of a department 
of commerce and industries—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce and Board of Trade 
of Tacoma, Wash., asking for the unrestricted opening of the 
Puyallup Indian Reservation, in the State of Washington—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of the Christian Endeavor Society of Freeland, 
Pa., for the passage of a bill to prohibit the sale of liquors in Gov- 
ernment buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, protest of the officers of the Polish National Alliance of the 
United States, in opposition to the Lodge immigration bill—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 9, 1898. 


Prayer by Rev. F. B. Mzyer, D. D., of London, England. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. KyLz, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

GOVERNMENT ARMOR FACTORY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in connection 
with the Department’s letter of the 2d instant, a bid by the Com- 
mercial Club of Anderson, Ind., relative to the pro for land, 
buildings, and machinery for an armor factory; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and iedooed to be printed. 


CUSTOMS COLLECTION DISTRICTS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a draft of a 
bill to authorize the consolidation of customs collection districts; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 


BROwNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 


House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 492) granting a pension to Ella D. Cross; 

A bill (S. 1821) granting a pension to Emily E. Atherton; 

A bill (S. 1581) granting a pension to Mary W. C. Burgess; 

A bill (S. 1890) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin F. 
Tuck; and 

A bill (H. R. 5029) for the purchase or construction of a suitable 
vessel for service on the Yukon River, Alaska. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented the memorial of Dr. George F. 
Powell, secretary of the Tippecanoe County Medical Society, of 
Lafayette, Ind., remonstrating against the passage of Senate bill 
No. 1063, for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in the 
District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

He also presented petitions of George H. Hill, pastor, and 350 
members of the Grace Methodist Episcopal Church, of Richmond; 
of Isaac M, Hughes, pastor, and the congregation of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Richmond, and of 100 members of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Richmond, all in the 
State of Indiana, praying for the enactment of legislation prohib- 
iting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol and all Gov- 
ernment buildings; which were referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. DEBOE presented petitions of the congregation of the 
Methodist Church; of the Russell Epworth League; of the con- 
gregation of the First Christian Church; of the Young People’s 
Society of Christian Endeavor; of the Baptist Young People’s 
Union; of the Second Christian Sunday School; of Lodge No. 65, 
Independent Order of Odd Fellows; of the congregation of the 
Baptist Church, and of the Young People’s Society of Christian 
Endeavor of the First Christian Church, all of Glasgow, and of the 
congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church South of Temple 
Hill all in the State of Kentucky, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that 
cigarettes imported in ny ae packages on entering any State 
shall become subject to its laws; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented a petition of the Wholesale Grocers’ 
Association of Southern New England, praying that the Connect- 
icut River be made navigable from Hartford to Holyoke; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 







Mr. HOAR ny petitions of the congregation of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of Clinton; of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Worcester County, and of the congregation of 
the Baptist Church of Clinton, all in the State of Massachusetts, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of 
intoxicating a in all Government buildings; which were 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a memorial signed by citizens of 
Linn County, Mo., remonstrating against the passage of a general 
bankruptcy law. The memorial is only ten or fifteen lines long. 
With it I received a letter from Marshall Field & Co., of Chicago 
presenting objections to the of any bankruptcy law. 
ask that the memorial, without the names, and the letter be printed 
as a document and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection? The Chair 
hears none, and that will be the order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a petition of Local Union No. 35, 
of the United Association of J oe Plumbers, Gas Fitters, 
Steam Fitters, and Steam Fitters’ Helpers of the United States 
and Canada, of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the adoption of an 
amendment to Senate bill No. 3300, to regulate plumbing and gas 
fitting in the District of Columbia, now before the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. I move that the petition be referred to 
that committee to accompany the bill in its consideration. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of Union No. 75, United 
Brotherhood of C nmters and Joiners, of Kansas City, Mo., 
National Building es Council of America, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to provide for the safety of mechanics 
and others who work on buildings; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a mee of Union No. 75, United Brother- 
hood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Kansas City, Mo., pores for 
the adoption of a proposed amendment to the eight-hour law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of Union No. 75, United Brother- 
hood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Kansas City, Mo., praying that 
the right of suffrage be granted to the people of the ct of 
Columbia; which was réferred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. KYLE. I present a petition from 500 settlers on the Yank- 
ton Reservation, 8. Dak., pra for the passage of the free- 
homestead bill. As that as passed the Senate and gone to 
the House, I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE eee a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Northampton, Mass. praying for the construction and control of 
the Nicaragua Canal y the United States; which was referred 
= ~ Select Committee on the Construction of the Nicaragua 

anal. 

He also presented a petition of the Massachusetts Ship Canal 
Company, ne that a survey be made of the approaches to 
their canal location across Cape from Massachusetts Bay to 
Nantucket Sound; which wes referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also qressntet a petition of the Boston (Mass.) Associated 
Board of Trade, praying Congress to take such action as will 

rovide for a force of artillerymen adequate in number to care 
or the modern armament with which our harbor defenses are 
now and will be equipped; which was referred to the Committee 
on Coast Defenses. 

He also pees a petition of the Boston (Mass.) Fruit and 
Produce Exc , praying for the ratification of a neerreey 
treaty with the on of Canada and the Crown Colony of 
Newfoundland; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of the common council and 
board of aldermen of Boston, Mass., remonstrating against the 
proposed reduction in the letter-carrier force of that city; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of R. R. Nickerson, of Holyoke, 
Mass., praying for the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating 
to second-class mail matter; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of South m, Mass., and a petition of the Young 
People’s Christian Union of Malden, Mass., pra for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxica ng liquors in 
all Government buildings; which were referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of South m, Mass., pra: for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the transmission by mail or interstate com- 
merce of newspaper descriptions of prize fights; which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem 
ance Union of South m, Mass., praying for the enactment of 





legis! prohibit the interstate transmission of lottery mes- 
Lagi other gambling matter by telegraph; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. ; 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of South Boston, Mass., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to substitute voluntary arbitration for railway strikes; 





















ch was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 
He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 


ance Union of South nm, Mass., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit kinetoscope reproductions of pugilistic en- 
counters in the District of Columbia and the Territories and the 
interstate on of materials of the same; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. _ yt 

He also presented a tion of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of South , Mass., praying for the enactment of 
a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of South m, Mass., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to raise the age of protection for girls to 18 years in 










the District of Columbia and Territories; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 7 ee 
He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 


ance Union of South nm, Mass., and a petition of the Young 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Lynn, Mass., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette 
laws by providing that mn imported in original packages on 
entering any State shall me subject to its laws; which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. GEAR presented a petition of the congregation of the United 
Presbyteri Church of Winfield, Iowa, praying for the enactment 
of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in all 
Government buildings; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BAKER presented a memorial of sundry citizens and busi- 
ness men of Fort Scott, Kans., remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of a general bankruptcy law; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Winfield, Kans., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to substitute voluntary arbitration for railway strikes; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a — of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Winfield Kans., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to prohibit interstate gambling by telegraph, telephone, 
= otherwise; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ry. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Winfield, Kans., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that 
cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any State 
shall become subject to its laws; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Winfield, Kans., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to raise the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the 
District of Columbia and the Territories; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Winfield, Kans., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to prohibit, as far as the power of Congress extends, the 
reproduction of prize fights by the kinetoscope or other kindred 
devices, and also the interstate and mail circulation of extended 
ee descriptions of the same; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. DAVIS a a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of St. Paul, Minn., praying for the adoption of the currency plan 
as proposed by the Indianapolis (Ind.) monetary conference; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH mted the memorial of John Dinnie 
and 160 other citizens of Grand Forks, N. Dak., and the memorial of 
B. Prom and 73 other citizens of Milton, N. Dak., remonstrating 
— the enactment of legislation to establish a division in the 

nS ent for the regulation of insurance among the 
several States, and for other purposes; which were referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Vnion of Grandin, N. Dak., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that 
cigarettes imported in ‘original packages on entering any State 
shall become subject to its laws; which was referred to the Com- 
"Haein guessed potions ot th gregati 

tions of the con ions of the Presby- 
terian, Methodist scopal, and Evangelical churches, all of Cav- 
alier, in the State of North Dakota, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that 
cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any State 
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shall become subject to its laws; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. GRAY presented a petition of Pomona Grange, No. 3, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Sussex County, Del., praying that an ade- 
quate appropriation be made to foster further experiments in the 
manufacture of sugar from sorghum cane; which was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. PETTIGREW presented sundry papers in support of the 
bill (S. 1790) for the relief of John Cashner; which were referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented sundry papers in support of the bill (S. 1791) 
for the relief of Levi Carnrike; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented sundry papers in support of the bill (S. 1792) 
for the relief of Wallace Weller: which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


CONSTITUTION OF REPUBLIC OF CUBA. 


Mr. CANNON. I present a copy of the constitution of the Re- 
public of Cuba, together with brief sketches of the President of 
the Republic and his cabinet. I move that the papers be printed 
as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1066) granting a pension to Ole Steens- 
land, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am directed by the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6896) making appro- 

riations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian 

rtment and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various 
Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899, and for 
other purposes, to report it with amendments; and I submit with 
it a brief report, which I ask to have printed. I desire to give 
notice that to-morrow morning, after the ordinary routine busi- 
ness, I shall ask the Senate to consider the bill. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. HALE. Iam directed by the Committee on Naval Affairs 
to report an amendment intended to be proposed to the Naval 
appropriation bill, the amendment relating to the purchase of 
armor plate. I move that the amendment be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 219) donating condemned cannon and 
condemned cannon balls to 8S. A. Douglas Post, No. 69, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department. of Nebraska, at North Platte, 
Nebr., reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 641) donating condemned cannon and cannon balls to 
Wadsworth Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Helena, Mont., 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On February 7,1 presented a petition from 
the National Building Trades Council of America, of St. Louis, 
Mo., favoring the adoption of a proposed amendment to the eight- 
hour law, which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
ask that the committee be discharged from its further considera- 
tion, and that it be referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 


merce. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so 
ordered. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 3610) to regulate the practice 
of veterinary medicine and surgery in the District of Columbia; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3611) for the relief of Charles M. 
Pierce; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (8.3612) to authorize the South 
McAlester Electric Light and Power Company to construct, oper- 
ate, and maintain electric light and power plants at South McAl- 
ester and other places in the Indian Territory; which was read 
twice by its title. and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 


Mr. PROCTOR (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3613) to estab- 
lish a national park and to erect a peace monument at Appomat- 
tox, in the State of Virginia; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3614) granting a pension to 


Ernest B. Hutchins; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 3615) regulating the 
taking of oaths in proceedings before the Land Department; which 



























cian Wedel SASS SSIS Meee 





eeceerraang, ES ee eee ie eee 


ie ARIES We pT er a Pa 


RIM RAS 


eens, . Ste) 





ee Sen 





1572 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





FEBRUARY 9, 





was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. COCKRELL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 8616) grant- 
ing a pension to Capt. Charles F. Hindricks; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 3617) to correct the 
military record of William T. Rominger, of Hartsville, Ind.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3618) appropriating money for the 
payment of the claim of George W. McCray; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 3619) to amend. chapter 
67, volume 23, of the Statutes at Large of the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 3620) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Cook; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CARTER introduced a bill (S. 3621) granting a pension to 
Fidillar White; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8622) for the relief of William 
Flannery; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 8623) granting to William 
S. Byers, of Pendleton, Oreg., a right of way through the Uma- 
tilla Indian Reservation, in said State, for irrigation, manufactur- 
ing, and milling purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 3624) granting a pension to 
Annie Fowler; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3625) granting a pension to William 
H. Pierre; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3626) granting a pension to Mary 
Vockey; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 104) toamend 
the Constitution of the United States, giving Congress the power 
to lay and collect income taxes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 


Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. BAKER (by request) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
srinted. 

; Mr. WARREN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PETTIGREW submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (S. 3545) for the adjustment and pay- 
ment of certain claims against the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WHITE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 3545) for the adjustment and payment of 
certain claims against the Government of the Uni States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. BATE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 8544) to provide for submitting to the Court 
of Claims for determination the rights of the Delaware Indians in 
the Cherokee Nation, the Mississippi Choctaws in the Choctaw 
Nation, the Chickasaw freedmen in the Chickasaw Nation, and 
intermarried persons in the Choctaw, Chickasaw, and Cherokee 
Nations, and for other purposes; which was ordered to be printed. 

GOTLIEB FELDMEYER. 

On- motion of Mr. GORMAN, it was 

Ordered, That Gotlieb Feldmeyer, of Annapolis, Md., be, and he is hereby, 
granted leave to withdraw from the files of the Senate the papers heretofore 
submitted in support of his claim recited in Senate bill No. 2502, Fifty-fifth 


Congress, first session, there being no action of any kind had upon said bill, 
or said claim, or said papers. 


PREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO ANIMALS, 

On motion of Mr. GORMAN, it was 

Ordered, That there be printed for the use of the Senate document room 
1,000 copies of Senate Document No. 104, Fifty-fifth Congress, second session. 

CLASSIFICATION. OF GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE, 

Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolution; which wascon- 
sidered by unanimons consent, and agreed to: 

Whereas the Supreme Court has decided in the case of the United States 
vs. Allison (91 U. S. Supreme Court Report, 308) that the Government Print- 


ing Office is not an Executive Department, nor a bureau or office of such de- 
partment; and 





Whereas section 7 of the civil-service law provides: “Nor shall * * * 
any a mer employed as a laborer or workman be required to be 
“” an 


Whereas section 45 of the act of Congress approved Janu 1895, 
vides that “It shall be the duty of the Public y ter to oa Teac 


who are thoroughly skilled in their respective branches of in ,asshown 
by a trial of their under on: Therefore 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and Or hereby, 
directed to inquire and report to the Senate whether or not Executive 


order placing the Government Printing Office in the classified service is valid 
and of binding force. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives nonconcurring in the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6351) making appropriations for the 
Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year Ne eny Bet 380, 
1899, and asking a conference with the Senate on thé greeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon. 

On motion of Mr, CULLOM, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate insist upon its amendments to the said bill dis- 
agreed to by the House of Representatives and agree to the conference asked 
by the House on the disagree votes of the two Houses thereon. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. CuLLom, 

r. Quay, and Mr. PETTIGREW were appointed. 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the bill (S. 2934) 
to amend section 2234 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
returned from the House on the request of the Senate. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. That bill passed the Senate some days 
since. I move to reconsider the vote by which it was passed, a 


similar bill having passed Congress and been approved by the 
President. 


The motion to reconsider was 


agreed to. 
=, HANSBROUGH. I move that the bill be indefinitely post- 
poned. 


The motion was agreed to. 
GILDING OF THE STATUE OF LIBERTY, 


Mr. MORRILL. Iask leave tocall up the joint resolution (S. R. 


67) authorizing the gilding of the Statue of Liberty on the Dome 
of the Capitol. 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 
Mr. MORRILL. ‘Mr. President, I think all recognize the statue 


on the Dome of the Capitol as a work of art, and yet, in its pres- 
ent condition, it is impossible to tell even that it isa statue. It is 
no better than a lump of coal. The only possible remedy for it is 
to have it gilded. The pending joint resolution is reported unani- 
mously from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
To have the statue properly eee including the cost of the 
scaffolding, will require about $5,000. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, under ordinary conditions it 
would be quite appropriate to gild the Goddess of Liberty with 
gold, but under present conditions it is peculiarly ropriate. 
Inasmuch as the erican le, that is,a portion of , have 
become fetich worshipers d, it is ing to the usual cus- 
tom of fetich worshipers, both ancient and modern, They éxhibit 
the god they worship in every possible form. If you will read 
mythology you will find that nearly all the gods that were wor- 
shiped were emblazoned on the monuments the ancients left, and 
they were engraved on their works of art. Inasmuchas we have 
no other god now but gold, let it be blazoned on the Dome of the 
Capitol, where all can see whom we worship; and let everyone 
understand that we worship nothing else. 

Mr. CHANDLER and Mr. ALLEN addressed the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, [should much rather myself 
that this decoration should be gold striped with silver, about half 
and half. [{Laughter.] But in deference to my friend the Sena- 
tor from Vermont, who has always taken a great interest in eve 
question concerning the proper ae of the Capitol, and consid- 
ering that my friend the Senator from Nevada uiesces in the 
yomeees proposition, I will vote for the measure as it is, although 

should prefer to have it a bimetallic decoration. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WHITE. I desire toask the Senator from New Hampshire 
whether he does not think it would be inappropriate to have a 
stri Goddess of Liberty on the Capitol? 

r, ALLEN. Mr. President, I wanted the attention of the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart] for just a moment. I 
wanted to ask him if he did not think it would be appropriate, 
while we are gilding the Dome, to > the Goddess of Liberty 
with a statue of the elder Rothschild 

Mr. STEWART. No; if I were to make any change I would go 
further back. I would put a calf there to represent the original 
arrangement. ([Laughter. : ; 

PETTUS. Mr. dent, I merely wish to protest aortas 
making the subject of the joint resolution a matter of jest in the 
Senate. This measure comes from the oldest member here; it 





iis Rinancrmadhdeteiin cana oedema endeneaamenaanaial 





distinguished man, and a matter coming from such 

a source, I ee ee 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I am possibly in ignorance, 
but I desire to be informed as to any gold statue is 
known in the world or whether anybody ever heard of a 
splendid bronze statue and covering it with gold. Bronze is the 
appropriate metal, the durable metal, and in every way the right 
metal forastatue. It is so decided by the world in general. [am 
sure I should be very sorry to see a glaring gold statue up there. 
I think it is bad taste. 7 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him whether 
he thinks that by —_e this statue with gold, or even with sil- 
ver, the Goddess o ; 
than she does now, or t it be wise to try the experiment? 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr, Presiden: 1 
bronze of which the statue is composed has turned entirely black, 
so that you can get no idea of a bronze statue at all, any more 
than you could, as I have before stated, if it were a piece of black 
coal. There is no chance to show the shadows, the folds, or any 
part of the statue as they would be shown if it were properly 
gilded. There is no doubt about the propriety of this action if we 
want ever to re-cover the statue so that anybody can understand 
wn ts too chains Santen al & avant 4f coal. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Vermont, in all 
seriousness now, what the statue represents? 

Mr. MORRILL. It is intended to represent Liberty. 

Mr. GRAY. Some havethought over here that it was an Indian 
chief or an Indian squaw. I did not know what it did represent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no amendments as in 
Committee of the Whole, the joint resolution will be reported to 
the Senate. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 


ment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Shall the joint resolution be ordered 
to a third reading? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I ask for the yeas and nays on the passage of 
the joint resolution. 

Mr. PASCO. If the yeas and nays are to be called, I ask that 
the joint resolution be read at len 

Mr. ALLEN, I wish to offer an amendment to the joint reso- 
lution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska is in 
time. 

Mr. ALLEN. In line 4, after the word “to,” I move to strike 
out the words ‘‘gild with gold leaf” and insert ‘‘ rebronze.” 

The VICE-P IDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN, Let the joint resolution be read as it would read 
if amended. 

The Secretary. If amended, the joint resolution would read: 

Resolved, etc., That the Architect of the Capitol is hereby authorized and 
directed to em some competent person to rebronze the statue of Liberty 
surmounting Dome of the Capitel; and for this purpose, Spatading the 
necessary staging, the sum of $5, or so much thereof as may be required, 
is here ae out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
approp: 

The VICE-PRESIDENT put the question on agreeing to Mr. 
ALLEN’s amendment, and declared that the ‘‘noes” appeared to 


Mr. ALLEN. I hope that we may have a yea-and-nay vote, or 
at least a division of the Senate, on the question. I am not a 
stickler on the question of using gold—— 

Mr. MORRILL. The amendment would involve a contradic- 
tion of terms. The statue could not be rebronzed with gold leaf. 

Mr. ALLEN. But I propose that the words “gold leaf” shall 
be stricken out. 


Mr. MORRILL. The statue itself is of bronze, but it has turned 


black; and so it will again if it is covered with the same material. 
There is no way to remedy the matter unless we pass the joint 


resolution as it was reported from the committee. I leave the 


matter entirely to the good sense of the Senate. It does not con- 
cern me any more than eo nee me, prob- 


avly, for a time than almost anyone else. 
. - Mr. President, I regret that I have been unable 
to hear the Senator from Vermont, owing to the whispering on 


this side of the Chamber. My amendment has the effect of au- 


thorizing the Architect to have the statuerebronzed. I think the 
Soties of Liberty, or whatever it may be called—the Senator 
m 


Delaware seems to it is the representation of a squaw 


or an Indian of some kind—ought to be rebronzed. I admit that 
Sa eee eee: sight te lock ca, but I do not think we 


ought to t : 
was a t while I am not a stickler on the ques- 
tion of using gold for that or for any other necessary pur- 


prse, I concur heartily wi the Senator from Connecticut Mtr. 


AWLEY] that bronze is what the world uses. It is cheaper and 
fully as good, and the statue would be more consistent with the 


building if it were re 
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Mr. KYLE. Will the Senator from Nebraska explain the char- 
acter of bronze and state whether such a statue can be rebronzed? 
Mr. ALLEN. Iam not a chemist, if it requires a chemist to 
determine those things, and I do not think the Senator from 
South Dakota is much more of a chemist thanI am. I have no 
doubt that we could apply to the Goddess of Liberty, if that statue 
is intended to be a representation of the Goddess of Liberty, what 
is commonly known as bronze,and by that means improve its 
appearance and preserve it from rust to a very great extent. 
r. KYLE. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me just a 
moment? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. KYLE. Is it like a fundamental metal, that can be bur- 
nished and cleaned? 

Mr. ALLEN. That depends largely upon the composition. I 
presume that is true if it is like pot metal and a great many other 
compositions that we have in this country. If the body of it is 
some base metal while the surface is simply bronzed, I presume 
it can be burnished up; that it can be polished in some way; that 
something can be applied to it to preserve it for a great many 
years and to improve its appearance. If that can be done, why 
go to the expense of applying gold leaf? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska call 
for a division on agreeing to his amendment? 

Mr. ALLEN. I would like to have a division. Let it be read 


in. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I could not hear distinctly, but I believe the 
Senator from Nebraska adheres to his amendment proposing to 
rebronze the statue, as he callsit. Is that the case? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not know how that can be done very well. 
Why should we ee bronze on bronze? Why does not the Senator 
propose a liberal dose of soap and sand to be applied to restore the 
original bronze? 

Mr. ALLEN. I should be glad to accept an amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not choose to offer it. I want to vote the 
whole thing down. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well, then, I will withdraw the amendment. 
Let the amendment be withdrawn and let us take a vote on the 
passage of the joint resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is withdrawn. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and was read the third time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the joint reso- 
lution _— 

Mr. WLEY and Mr. TELLER called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay}. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). TI havea general 
pair with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL]. I do 
not know how he would vote on this great question, upon which 
the parties seem pretty clearly divided, and therefore I do not feel 
at liberty to vote. If I were at liberty to vote, I should vote 
oe ea.” 

Mr. HANSBROOGAH (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. toe In his ab- 
sence I withhold my vote. Were he present, I should vote *‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CLAY. My colleague [Mr. Bacon] is kept at home on ac- 
count of illness. Were he present, he would vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. BUTLER. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr, WELLINGTON] to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jonzs] 
and vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. WHITE (after having voted in the negative). Observing 
that the Senator from Idaho | Mr. SHoup] with whom I am paired 
is not present, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BATE. My colleague [Mr. TuRLEy] is not here. He is 
paired, however, with the Senator from Kentucky {[Mr. Drpor}. 

Mr. KENNEY (after having voted in thenegative). Has the 
junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENRosg} voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The junior Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania has not voted. 

Mr. KENNEY. I have a general pair with him, and therefore 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BURROWS. I am paired with the senior Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY] on all great questions like this, and I 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. WARREN (after having voted in the affirmative). I beg 
to inquire if the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER} 
has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. WARREN. I withdraw my vote, then, as I am paired 
with that Senator. 
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Mr. PLATT of New York (after having voted in the affirmative). 
I have a general pair with my colleague [Mr. Murpny], but as I 
do not consider this a political question and donot believe he will 
so consider it, I take the liberty of letting my vote stand. 

Mr. MILLS. I desire to know if the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. MILLS. Then I withhold my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—20. 
Aldrich, Fairbanks, McMillan, Platt, N. ¥. 
Allison, Foraker, Mantle, Pritchard, 
Baker, Frye, Mason, Proctor, 
Carter, Gear, Money, Rawlins, 
Chandler, Gray, Morrill, Sewell, 
Clark, Hale, Perkins, Wilson. 
Cullom, Lodge, Pettigrew, 
Davis, McBride, Pettus, 
NAYS—22. 

Allen, Cockrell, Lindsay, Teller, 

te, Harris, McLaurin, Thurston, 
Butler, Hawley, Martin, Tillman, 
Cannon, Heitteld, Pasco, Turpie. 
Chilton, Jones, Ark. Roach, 
Clay, Kyle, Stewart, 

NOT VOTING—37. 

Bacon, Hanna, Murphy, Vest, 
Berry, Hansbrough, Nelson, Walthall, 
Burrows, Hoar, Penrose, ‘Warren, 
Caffery, Jones, Nev. Platt, Conn. Wellington, 
Daniel, Kenney, Quay, Wetmore, 

0e, McEnery, Shoup, White, 
Elkins, Mallory, Sinith, Wolcott. 
Faulkner, Mills, Spooner, 
Gallinger, Mitchell, urley, 
Gorman, Morgan, Turner, 


So the joint resolution was passed. 
WAR IN CUBA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution offered by the Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon], com- 
“| over from ——s: The Secretary will read the resolution. 

he Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
Cannon, as follows: 

Whereas the people of the Republic of Cuba are and of right ought to be 
free and independent; and 

Whereas the continuance of the barbarous warfare of Spain in her at- 
tempt to subjugate the patriots of that republic is a violation of the law of 
humanity, is a menace to the freedom and progress of the peuples of the 
Western Hemisphere and is full a for a demand by the Govern- 
ment of the United States that Spain shall withdraw her land and naval 
forces from Cuba and Cuban waters, and shall leave that republic and her 
Reonle So their own enjoyment of life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness: 

Be it resolved by the Senate, That tho President of the United States is 
— to notify the Kingdom of Spain that if Spain shall fail to recognize the 
independence of the Republic of Cuba on or before the 4th day of March, 
1898, the Government of the United States will on that date recognize the 
belligerency of the Cuban patriots, and will within ninety days thereafter 
assert the independence of the Republic of Cuba. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. President, as I entered the Senate Cham- 
ber this morning, I obtained a copy of this morning’s New York 
Herald, which contains an article telegraphed from Washington 
by the bureau of the Herald here from which I will read some 
words as an introduction to the remarks which I shall make on 
the pending resolution. ; ale 

Under headlines which state that the President is displeased at 
the exhibition of jingoism in the Senate this expression occurs: 

It will be well understood here and in official circles abroad that nothing 
more harmless than talk will result. The President very much deplores this 
agitation at the present time. It is regarded as unfortunate that just when 
negotiations for the proposed new commercial treaty with Spain are gettin 
ier way members of the Senate should pursue a course which might seri- 
ously embarrass the Administration in the pending negotiations. 

The New York Herald is usually very accurate in its news and 
in its observations upon the sentiments of the adininistration of 
affairs in thiscountry, and I take it that I am not going too far 
when I accept this statement as being the view of the Adminis- 
tration at the present time. 

Mr. President, at the threshold of the new movement for a 
recognition of Cuba, I desire to say that it is not my purpose, and 
so far as I know it is not the purpose of any Senator who shall 
address the Senate or who shall speak to the country on this ques- 
tion, to disturb in any way the peace and welfare of the people of 
the United States or to interpose any remark in criticism which 
can in any manner deflect from its progress toward success any 
policy which the President of the United States has in mind at 
this time for the honorable settlement of the Cuban question and 
the establishment of the dignity of this Republic. : 

Mr. President, there is another phase, however, to this question 
as raised by a great and powerful newspaper. By what authority 
does any public journalist declare that nothing more harmful 
than talk will result from the agitation of the Cuban question in 
the Congress of the United States? What access has the New 
York Herald, or any other paper, to the purposes of this Admin- 


istration which justifies the declaration that no substantial result 
can follow from a movement in Congress to recognize the Cuban 
patriots? 

It would appear that some concerted plan has been determined 
upon to forestall and prevent any action by the Senate, as all pos- 
sible action has been forestalled and prevented in the House of 
Representatives, to the end that the will of the people may be 
undone, and to the end that some policy, not yet revealed to the 
people of the United States and not approved by them, may be 
carried out. 

In the same article there are observations upon a distinguished 
member of the Senate, which I do not choose to read. Ido not 
know to what extent the author of the article may have had con- 
ference with or the indorsement of that Senator; but, Mr. Presi- 
dent, something more harmful than talk will result to the anti- 
Cuban purpose of the men in Congress and outside of Congress in 
high official places in this country. The purpose can not be car- 
ried out. 

We have been told by intimations, repeated in this body and in 
another hall of legislation and through the public prints, that a 
policy was to be inaugurated—a policy so courageous incharacter 
and so startling in effects before the world as to put to shame 
those who have questioned the patriotism of the Administration 
and its intention to carry out the platform upon which the Presi- 
dent was elected. 

And we have waited in vain for the revealment until now, when 
war is ended in Cuba, and when the brutal heroism of battle has 
given place to a controversy of hunger. Spain no longer has the 
courage or the credit to maintain offensive operations in the fieid. 
She is only holding to the appearance of a struggle in Cuba in 
order to satisfy the creditors who have advanced the millions by 
which she has sought to keep that people in subjection. Spain 
has been bankrupt in money for many years. She is bankrupt 
now in credit. Her greatest statesman is gone; her people no 
longer have the ability to furnish armies for the contest. Her 
policy is not that of warfare, but it is to subdue ~ eee by 
corruption, by starvation, a people which Spain and her cohorts 
can not conquer in the field. 

If there be any policy on the part of the United States, it is one 
of affiliation with this movement, by which Spain shall be enabled 
to saddle upon Cuba the vast mass of debt incurred in the vain 
endeavor toconquer thatisland. More than four hundred millions 
of bonds are held by Spanish creditors, the bulk of which were 
issued to obtain funds with which to carry on the struggle in Cuba. 
In 1868 the Cuban debt was only $25,000,000. At the opening of 
the recent revolution it had swelled to nearly $200,000,000; and as 
Spain charges to Cuban account all the expenditures which are 
made in the prosecution of the warfare, it has now become nearly 
five hund millions, not all of which, however, is represented 
by bonds. 

Mr. President, I charge now that the purpose of the Adminis- 
tration in delaying action is in consonance with, if not in direct 
copartnership with, the will of the Spanish bondholders, who are 
determined that before Cuba shall be allowed her freedom in the 
world, and before there shall be recognition of her independence 
by Spain, there shall be security upon that blood-stained island 
for the major part of the debt which has been incurred by Spain. 

There are not wanting evidences of this. There appeared in 
an American newspaper a few days since—a paper which can not 
be charged with Cuban sympathies, a paper which has access to 
the purposes of the Administration now in power—an article 
which substantiates to the letter the statement which I have made. 
In the Tribune, of Chicago, under a Washington date line of Feb- 
ruary 3, this statement is made: 

Secret negotiations are now actually in progress between the State Depart- 
ment and the insurgents in Cuba 1] ng to a stop of the war on some 
financial basis, to be u hereafter. President McKinley has not 


recognized the insurgents as belligerents, and he can not ta ore treat 


with them openly as he would do with a diplomatic representative of an inde- 
pendent nation. 


Direct communication has been had between the insurgents’ government 
and the Administration here. The insurgents exp: ess 
to assume a reasonable share of the 8 bonds issued against Cuban rev- 
enues. The proposition has been considered with some favor, and the Presi- 
dent and his Cabinet have discussed several plans for guaranteeing the Cuban 
debt on the sole basis of independence. 

At a further point in the article the statement is made that— 


The United States will be in a position to offer Spain a heavy financial 
bonus for giving up the island. 

Mr. President, Cuba has bought her liberty with blood. The 
hundreds of thousands of people who have perished there in this 
last struggle for liberty have offered eo their lives in payment of 
the pure price; and for the United States now to join with 


Spain or to force the patriots to consent to any purchase of the 
independence of Cuba by the payment of money is like robbing 
the dead. The United States can not afford to maintain a policy 
by which the insurgents—as a last resort, to protect the wives and 
children of the island, to protect the men and the property—must 
consent to give gold to buy that which is already theirs. 





ae 


1898. 


suffici for bringing this subject before the Senate 
wn sent Oey again at this time is found in a letter writ- 
ten by Gen. Maximo Gomez to a friend in this country under 
recent date. Ishall read it here for the p of showing to 
the Senate the spirit which animates that great leader in the eld 
and which actuates the Cubans, that, if possible, his view may 
find some echo here in the recollections which we have of the 
mighty deeds of our ancestors. He says: 


RESPECTED FRIEND: I wrote you before Mendez’s depart- 

a Trick with him letters in which I related to you everreine that had 

a ‘pened of importance. Ido so now, because it is proper that you should 

as and by men on an}. oes would aah stain ie :s mame with s Salpeness. 

5 Blanco, kno . or deceiv su a ¢ 
that Gene t z General Weyler. The latter killed an - 
by daylight, and his orders and decrees were well known, and in 

case it oan be said, “forewarned is forearmed.” But General Blanco, not- 

withstanding his deconcentration, persecutes some families while he leaves 

others alone; destroys the plan of those who had remained on their 

ranches, while he p to establish zones of cultivation around towns and 
forts where n t thistles can be raised. 

This culture no direction or system, no definite plan, and no means 
to carry it into effect. It is an illusory and ost a cruel reconstruction. 
It is a system by which a people whoare willing to be saved are condemned to 
a fruitless and barren labor. Ido notknow whe this slavery is not worse 
than the slavery of old of the colored people. 

The men who are found getting cattle for their families are deprived of 
the cattle and killed. Anyone can how many such cases occur, the 
country people confiding in the flag of peace so treacherously waved by Gen- 
eral Blanco. He propecte and takes advantage of the traitors and assassins, 
as he is presently doing with the assassin and traitor Antonio M. Guzman. 
If Angiolillo had esca after his attempt <a Sefior Canovas and sought 
refuge in our ran oping to save himself, he would have been sadly mis- 
taken, because jus would have been meted out to him here as it was done 

rid. 

a Wouan not associate with criminals, for that would be to stain the flag of 
liberty and order which we have waved in our glorious fleid. The S iards, 
on the other hand, ageng aside all considerations of honor and dignity, profit 
by everything against the Cubans. The best and most intimate friend of 
Gene Pando and Salcedo is to-day Antonio M.Guzman. But there is 
more. The with the greatest cynicism accuse us of cruelties and 
insults to our as they have just said, referring to our capture of the 
town of Guisa. Let the Cuban beware who would at & woman, a child, 
or anold man! To him the authority of a general is not needed, be- 
cause we would all against such criminal and at once public opinion and 
the law would fall on him. 

The families within our camps as well as outside we consider as flesh of 
our flesh, bone of our bones. y are the special object of our care, and as 
to myself, I can — in every Cuban woman I see Bernarda Toro (my 
wife) and Clemencia Gomez (my daughter). But it is not thus with the 
Spaniards. They have sworn war extermination to everything that 
breathes in this , and Blanco, the same as Weyler, although by different 
systems, goes to the same end. comes to deceive and corrupt. He 

uts his triumph not in the force of arms, which have been useless, but in the 
rere of deceit. of infamy, and of bribery. The Spaniards could not kill us 
in a fair struggle in the field of battle. They now offer t rewards to 
those assassins who, masked as friends, will come to our midst tosuppress, by 
whatever means, those whom they call leaders! 

e BJ pecauary that you sh make the civilized world acquainted with 
suc ‘am 

The written by those exiles the pretended autonomy has 
pleased us very much. Andalthough enna bios one single soldier who 

inks of such ridiculous proposition, our enthusiasm has m increased 
when we have read of the firmness of our brothers across the seas in also up- 
holding the principles for which so much blood is being daily shed. The win- 
ter campaign has pty commenced, with advantage for our arms, and, as 
Ihave already inform: ou, without oy a we have the war well 
in hand throughout the island, and it will be materially impossible for Spain 
to pacify the island even should she send against us 200,000 men more. $3 

1 they be able to doitwhen they only count with the sickly and tired 
remains of the army which Weyler has left, together with the debts, as an 
inheritance for Blanco. 

You and yom companionscan work with calmness without any precipita- 
tion, so that our directed affairs will turn out properly; as to those who are 
here, you will notice that we continue to fight without weakening. Do not 
worry if you hear of surrenders; they are of those who do not have courage, 
virtue, or prestige, and they do a subtract strength from the revolution; 


they are so many less mouths to f. 
Your friend. MAXIMO GOMEZ. 


Mr. President, this letter, a personal one, directed from the 
great general to his confidante, is a practical substantiation of 
the statement that war is ended there. Its tenor is a sufficient 
justification for us at this time and in this way to demand a pause 
in_ the only possible policy which is being maintained by the 
Administration, which would be to force the Cubans to buy their 
liberties anew from the Spaniard, who does not own them. 

In the rush and hurry of events, bearing in mind that sixty-one 
resolutions on the Cuban question have been presented before the 
American le in Congress in the past two years, we are likely 
to lose sight of the one significant fact, which has existed from 
the beginning and which now exists, that the President of the 
United States can by a pen stroke stop the barbarities in Cuba, 
free the people there, and relieve the island from the burden 
which it sustains. It is almost earthly omnipotence which he 
possesses. A declaration of belli cy at any time since the 
war began would have brought it to a speedy conclusion, and 
would now absolutely terminate the attempt of Spain to hold 
<5 

emen who oppose the recognition of belligerency have 
been fond of saninteining here and elsewhere before the country 
that the Cubans would be no better off after the granting of such 
recognition than now. It is significant that every friend of Spain 
in this country has protested against the granting of belli mcy, 
and that every friend of Cuba and every sympathizer with that 
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devoted island has demanded such recognition, under the state- 
ment and the firm belief that with it and with the equal rights 
which it would give to Cubans in this country and in our waters 
the island would soon be free. 

Mr. President, if the Chief Executive of this nation when he 
came into power could have dreamed of strength and authority 

ter than that which any man had ever enjoyed in our history, 

e could not have conceived in his most ardent imagination greater 

opportunity than that which now exists in him to set a people 

free. One word will doit. The bare signature of his name to a 
declaration of belligerency will do it. 

What hand is it that stays William McKinley from signing his 
name? What whisperis it that says tohim, ‘‘Wait”? There has 
never been the suggestion of a movement in behalf of Cuba in two 
years but that some one has said, ‘‘ Wait just a little longer and 
the Administration’s power will be seen, the great purpose which 
has been cherished by the President will be made known, and 
Cuba will be freed without danger tothe United States.” We 
have waited while Americans confined in prison have been starved 
and tortured and assassinated. We have waited, as was said in 
another hall of legislation not long since, until all American prop- 
erty in the island and commerce with the island have been de- 
stroyed. We have waited until war itself has ended and until 
starvation has begun. Our cup of waiting is full. 

Mr. President, on the 13th day of January, nearly a month ago, 
a resolution of inquiry was directed by the Senate to the Presi- 
dent of the United States, asking him to inform the Senate, if not 
incompatible with the public interests, what power of the United 
States was being exerted to protect the lives and property of Amer- 
ican citizens in the Island of Cuba. Noresponse has been received 
to that inquiry; no answer in word or deed has been made by the 
Executive. It is an astonishing thing—almost an unparalleled 
thing—that the Executive should not at least have answered that 
he could not reply in terms without doing something which was 
incompatible with the public interests. The resolution of inquiry 
passed this body unanimously. The Executive has treated it with 
that contempt of silence with which the question is treated under 
the despotism of another branch of the Federal Congress. 

It has been no answer to the American people to send the Maine 
to Cuban waters. For twenty-four hours the people of this coun- 
try were exultant in the thought that the power of the United 
States was to be made manifest, but almost instantly there was a 
revulsion of feeling, because, instead of the Maine’s appearing as 
a friend to the Cubans, it was made to appear that the visit of 
that war vessel was in compliment to Spain, and the flag of the 
United States was dipped to the banaer of the tyrant. It is no 
answer to the American people tosend the fleet to Key West. All 
those things, if they mean anything significant for the Cuban peo- 
ple, are provocations of war, and the most ardent Cuban sympa- 
thizers in the United States do not wish to see war with Spain for 
the redemption of the island. We have believed from the begin- 
ning that the Cubans were amply competent to win their own 
freedom if they could have the same rights here which were ac- 
corded to their oppressors. It is no answer, Mr. President, that 
there shall be under consideration at the present time a treaty for 
reciprocal commercial relations withSpain. Thereciprocity which 
the American people want is such as is described in a letter writ- 
ten by Col. Melchor L. de Mola, General Gomez's chief of staff, 
from the field on a recent date. He said: 

On the beautiful morning of the 22d of December there arrived at the 
general headquarters of the army the consul of the United States at Cartha- 
gena, Mr. ‘ael Madrigal, who came in representation of the consul-general 
of the said nation in Habana, Gen. F. H. Lee, to ask of the general in chief of 
the Cuban army the Seaway of the jewels and money belonging to the 
American citizen Crosby, killed by the Spaniards in the battle which took 
place in Santa Teresa on the 8th of March of this year. 

As Mr. Madrigal came in an official character and brought the American 
flag waving, he was received with our flag and music, and the honors due to 
the representative of a foreign power which for so many reasons deserves 
our respect and affection were done him. The reception of the Americancon- 
sul and his suite was solemn and moving. The flags were dipped, and em- 


braces and expressive phrases exchanged by the distinguished visitors and 
our general in chief. 

r. Madrigal fulfilled his mission in due form and revealed himself a per- 
fect gentleman and expert diplomat. 

During the days which the distinguished visitors passed in our camp they 
were well taken care of by us. 

This event is important and will have great influence, because it is the 
first time that a legal representative of a foreign power presents himself in 
the Cuban camp to treat with us and toexchange salutations with an autior- 
ity of the revolution; it is the first time that the starry flag of the great 
Republic comes to the field of battle to affectionately join the triumphant 
flag of the solitary star; which implies the tacit acknowledgment of bellig- 
groacy: to think of the contrary would be not to do justice to the United 

tates. 


That is the reciprocity which the American people want—reci- 
procity of affection and care and support with and for Cuba, not 
with Spain. Commerce with Spain, with or without this recipro- 
cal or other treaty, may well pause for alittle time. Our com- 
merce with Cuba free is of more value to the American people, is 
of more profit to our toilers, is a greater enhancement of the in- 
dustries of agriculture and manufacturing in this country, than 
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all our trade with Spain, on whatever basis it might be established. 

Mr. President, the resolutions now pending, the one which was 
read from the Secretary’s desk this morning, and the still more 
striking one presented by the Senator from Llinois [Mr. Mason], 
and the amendment proposed to the consular and diplomatic ap- 
propriation bill by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN}—are 
not unnecessary. Itis true that this resolution or the one pro- 

by the Senator from Illinois will not, if either shall be passed 
y the Senate of the United States, be a recognition of belligerency. 
It is also true that the President of the United States would be 
under no obligation to announce this great right to the Cuban 
patriots, but it is also true that the Senate of the United States 
can discharge its responsibility by renewing its affirmation of 
justice to the struggling patriots. If offense must come, let the 
responsibility be upon those who commit the offense. If the 
House of Representatives shall refuse to adopt any resolution, and 
if it shall be in the power of the distinguished Senator who has 
control of the consular and diplomatic bill to prevent a hearing 
or a vote in fhe Senate on the proposed amendment of the Senator 
from Nebraska, let the responsibility rest where it belongs, but, 
for one, I shall feel that I have not discharged my duty unless I 
endeavor to gain a renewed expression from the Senate of the 
United States of sympathy for Cuba and of intention to force, if 
possible, some Administrative recognition of the rights which 
they should enjoy in the family of nations. 

Besides, Mr. President, the bringing forward of resolutions of 
this kind at this time will be a test of the sentiment of the Senate 
of the United States. Less than two years ago there were at most 
but 5 pro-Spaniards in the Senate; of the entire membership, at 
least 85 Senators asserted their sympathy with Cuba, either by 
voice or vote in this Chamber or by external expression. When 
the resolution for belligerency was brought forward on the 20th 
day of May last for a vote, there were 41 Senators present who 
voted affirmatively. To-day perhaps no resolution could pass this 
body, and yet the le of this country are entitled to have the 
test made to see whether the sentiment which once existed here 
is dead, to see whether the supplications of the people in general, 
the requests of State legislatures, which in many instances have 
petitioned the Senate and the House for action on this question, 
are to be ignored. 

I suppose this resolution may die in the Senate Committee on 
Foreign Relations if the gentlemen who have charge of the im- 
portant subjects which come before that committee shall refuse 
to bring it forward with a recommendation for or against its 

, but the effort made by bringing the question once more 
into the Senate of the United States will not be without avail, 
because the struggle in both Houses of Congress will thereby be 
encouraged. 

Mr. President, I have said that the recognition of Cuban bellig- 
erency would set Cuba free. There has been expended by the 
Cuban patriots since the beginning of this war a sum less than 
$3,000,000. At no one time have they had in their treasury more 
than a quarter of a million, and at the present time they have less 
than $100,000. We affect to carry out neutrality laws which 
should obtain between nations at peace with each other, and yet 
the Cubans in the field get munitions of war from the United 
States. The rifles which the Cubans use with so much effect are 
sent fromthis country. Every rifle which a Cuban soldier carries 
has cost the Cuban patriots $200 before it is put in the field. 

Mr. ALLEN. I trust there may be order in the Chamber, so 
that the Senator from Utah will not be disturbed in his remarks. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not object to ordinary disturbance, and I 
am quite content to allow Senators or gentlemen who have access 
to the floor all the privileges which are usually exercised here, but 
I certainly do object-— 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me, I hope the Chair 
will enforce the rule that conversation shall entirely cease in the 
Chamber. It is utterly impossible for those of us who desire to 
listen and who are sitting near the Senator from Utah to hear 
what he says unless order is preserved. 

Mr. CANNON, I thank the Senator from Maine, but I wish to 
conclude the observation I was making. I stated that Ido not 
object to ordinary interruption—to conversation or movement in 
the Chamber—but I do object to expressions of denial couched in 
improper language. Aremark was made by someone, I think not 
a member of this body, to the effect that the statement which I 
had just uttered concerning the cost of rifles to the Cubans was a 
lie. The statement was distinctly audible to me and perhaps to 
others. I do not know by what right anyone who may have the 
privilege of the floor assumes to utter any remarks cutng the 
progress of business here, but I care less for that than I do for 
the spirit which actuated the remark. 

Mr. President, it is a solemn truth that the Cubans have to pay 
$200 each for the rifles with which they have secured their liber- 
ties. We have been doubly guilty of cowardice; we have refused 
to recognize the belligerency of the Cuban patriots, so that they 
might enter this country upon equal terms with the tyrant of 


Spain to buy munitions of war and supplies for their army and 
their suffering people, while at the same time our selfish com- 
merce has made its exaction of extra blood money from the pa- 
triots for every rifle and all the munitions of war which it hag 
secretly sold tothem. Every express company and every skipper 
of a craft which has to aid filibustering between this 
country and the Island o ba has taken a deadly toll, until 
each rifle which has come into the hands of a patriot in the field 
has cost the Cubans $200. 

I stated that $1,000,000 would enable the Cuban patriots to put 
an end to the struggle or the appearance of a oe If Cuban 
beliprenay were granted by the ple of the United States, at 
this hour the Cuban patriots could buy enough munitions of war 
with the small funds at their command to drive the last invader 
from the island. 
_ Mr. President, we have pursued a policy on this question that 
is little less than infamous. In 1823 we notified the countries of 
Europe that all hands except those of Spain must be kept off 
Cuba. To-day the Christian sentiment throughout the world 
outside of the United States might possibly be aroused in behaif 
of the struggling republic, but under the doctrine which we 
have enunciated no other nation than the United States can in- 
terpose to aid the Cubans without coming into conflict with tho 
ae by which we are guided in international affairs. Tho 

nited States therefore stands to administer the ish garrote 
to the Cuban patriots. We hold the Cubans whilst Spain out- 
rages and pillages the island. 

Mr. President, I trust that the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
which takes these resolutions into its keeping, will permit us once 
more to vote on this , ae at an early day. And in addition 
to the direct issue on the resolutions, I hope that the subcommit- 
tee which has charge of the consular diplomatic appropria- 
tion bill will allow us to have a vote upon the amendment of the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. Ifthe Senate of the United 
States will at this time attach the amendment of the Senator from 
Nebraska to the ion bill, the House of tatives, 
which is eager to dec on this question, may have the long- 
sought opportunity in despite of the —s thecontrary. Ibelieve 
that just one strong, brave word from the people of the United 
States will at once puta stop to Cuban atrocities, and if that brave 
word shall be spoken in time it will absolutely prevent the possi- 
bility of war between this country and Spain. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I do not rise now for the purpose 
of debating this resolution at any length, nor any of the questions 
involved in it, for the reason that I agree in what is evidently the 
expectation of the Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon], that the 
resolution will be sent to the Committee on Foreign ons, and 
that committee will have ample opportunity to consider it and to 
make report upon it. 

The resolution of the Senator from Utah will be followed by 
another resolution upon the same subject submitted yesterday by 
the Senator from Ilhinois { Mr. Mason}, who desires to address the 
Senate on his own proposition. I have no doubt that that resolu- 
tion will take the same course with this, and will be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, and therefore I shall not 
upon either resolution go at length into general debate upon the 
Cuban situation. 

Both resolutions, Mr. President, are in the direction of a deter- 
mined purpose to put the Administration into leading strings in 
reference to its valley upon Cuba. They are based upon the as- 
sumption that the country can not afford to wait the processes by 
which the executive department will arrive at one conclusion or 
another upon this subject, but are intended to drive the Adminis- 
tration into'a course which I believe is fraught with danger to the 
country, and may involve us at a near day in an armed conflict 


with a now friendly nation. 

Another step in this same p to coerce the Administra- 
tion is the amendment offered ay by the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. ALLEN], by which it is proposed, in a rider to be 
thrust upon an appropriation bill, to settle the policy of the coun- 
try and of the ‘Administration upon the Cuban question. 

[ have great faith first that the Committee on Foreign Relations 
will treat that amendment and the consideration of it wisely, and, 
moreover, that whatever may be the result of its deliberations 
upon it, the amendment offered by the Senator from Nebraska, 

early subject as it is to the point of order, will be ruled out under 
our rules and u good general reason that we ought not on 
vast importance to coerce another branch by put- 
g ion as a rider on an appropriation bill. 
But, Mr. President, the Senator from Nebraska, in offering his 
resolution, indicated that he should go further, and that whatever 
might be the result of the deliberations of the ee 
Committee, or whatever might be ruled from the u a 
pe tee an appeal and bring this subject 


fore the Senate and put Senators upon record. assum- 
ing that when that ener tag ogee genes = nee ht 
in its most strenuous form and in its most obj form 
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before the Senate, I do not propose to take much time of the Sen- 
ate to-day in debating the subject of our relations with Cuba. 

I shall k briefly here, and then I shall give way to the Sen- 
ator from Illinois, who is desirous of debating his own resolution. 

The President, in his first message to Congress, a most carefully 
considered document, presented the whole situation in Cuba, the 
relations of this Government and this country to it, and the atti- 
tude that he assumed as the head of the Administration, in a most 
clear, cogent, and conclusive fashion. In the message which I 
have before me he discussed the situation at length, page after 
page, none of ea but ali of it throwing light upon the 
subject. Heq from the great messages of Grant in the years 
past that are a fundamental doctrine upon the subject, and also 
referred sympathizingly, in instances, to the suffering in Cuba and 
to wrongs commi and excesses endured there. 

He summed up his conclusions as follows: 

reasons I regar recognition of the bell: mey of 
outa a now on rene inadmissible. 5 ould icevuere 
after deemed wise as a measure of right and duty, the Executive will 
take it. 

He there laid down the chart of the course his Administration 
will pursue—that if at any time in the future the conditions 
should be such as to justify recognition of Cuban belligerency, the 
Executive would act in accordance with such conditions. 

Now, since then the President and his Administration have 
acted time and . The Senator from Utah has declared that 
many American citizens have been imprisoned, abused, maltreated, 
killed, it may be, in Spanish prisons in Cuba. Since that message 
was written, in the plan which the President had in his mind of 
consid this subject carefully and acting from time to timeas 
wisdom might direct, he has taken such a course that to-day not 
one citizen of the United States is found in prison upon the Island 
of Cuba. One of the things that was demanded of this Adminis- 
tration has been most signally answered by the course of the Presi- 
dent. To-day thereisnot an American citizen in durance in Cuba. 

Moreover, the President, recognizing the sufferings upon the 
island, whoever may be sible for them, and in that [ do not 
wholly agree with the Senator from Utah, has not only made an 
ap to the country for help, for benefactions from the Ameri- 
can people, but has so conducted negotiations with the represent- 
atives of the Government and with the Spanish ministry 
that the doors of Cuba have been thrown open, and every encour- 
agement has been given by the Spanish ministry for the introduc- 
tion of the aid which the American people has so generously sent. 

More than that, Mr. President, I will not say by any coercion, I 
will not say by tation, but clearly by suggestion of a 
friendly nature made by the Administration, the general in com- 
mand, the person in highest authority in Cuba, against whom most 
objection existed and about whose methods undoubtedly there was 
much of the barbaric, has been removed by the Spanish Govern- 
ment and another and a different man put in his place. 

Bat much more than that has been done. After negotiation 
and on, and after due waiting and consideration by the 
Spanish Government, for these thi can not be done in a day, 
the new Spanish ministry has proclaimed and offered officially 
and submitted to the people of Cuba a charter of human liberties 
that is broader and wider and deeper and more general and bene- 
ficent and democratic in its scope than that of any colonial de- 
pendency to-day of an Anglo-Saxon ple on the face of the 
globe. And yet Senators say that nothing has been done. And 
to-day, when this experiment of autonomy is being tried and 
when it can be seen only in the future whether it is successful 
and whether a government based upon the principles of 

ublicanism and true democracy shall be accepted in Cuba— 
when all this hangs in the balance—Senators introduce warlike 
resolutions here for the purpose of inflaming the situation and 
preventing the peace which is desirable in Cuba. 

Still more has the President done. It was said and urged and 
argued in an impassioned way on this floor that the Administra- 
tion was pusillanimous and that we ought to send ships to Cuba to 
show that if needed we could exercise our authority and our power 
in protecting American interests and the citizens of the United 
States there. In addition to what I have said that the President 
and the Administration have done, ships have been sent, great war 
ships, all manned, bearing the flag of the United States, sailing 
into the harbors of Cuba, showing that the Republic might be 
represented in Cuba as elsewhere in the world. And yet all this 


does not satisfy Senators. Notwithstanding all the Administra- | 


tion has done, notwithstanding the situation is entirely chan 

from what it was, the Senator from Utah introduces his resolu- 
tion which contemplates not only the ition of belligerency 
but absolute ce in ninety daysthereafter. This means 
war. Mr. President, the object is clear and plain. Whether it 


will or not succeed depends on the good sense of the Senate. This 

ought not to be an inflammatory body. This ought not to bea 
easily carried off its feet. 

I do not agree with the assumption of the Senator from Utah 


that the American people are determined upon action here and 
intervention that may result in war. First, I do not believe the 
American people want war. Itis tov intolerable that to-day, with 
our industries reviving, with the demand everywhere for peace, 
the American people want war. There are no indications that the 
American - agree with the Senator from Utah and the Sen- 
ator from [llinois upon this matter and want speedy action. If 
there was any such sentiment it would have displayed itself in 
better fashion than fighting out the battles of Cuba on the floor of 
the United States Senate. We are less than a hundred milesfrom 
Cuba; there are one hundred places where thousands of men inter- 
ested and determined to help the insurrection might have landed 
= Cuba and joined the insurgent army; and none have gone 
there. 

There are to-day 250,000 soldiers of the great war of the rebellion 
upon both sides under the age of 50, and not one of them has gone 
to Cuba. There are said to be a million unemployed men in this 
country, with nothing to do, and not one of them has gone to 
Cuba. The Senator himself has no friend or relative who has gone 
there. Nay, more, Mr. President. I stand here and pause for a 
reply, and ask any Senator on this floor to give to me the name of 
one single citizen of the United States, with an English name, who 
is to-day fighting in the ranks of the insurgents. [A pause. | 

I put that as an answer to the assumption of the Senator from 
Utah and all other Senators that this great American people is 
bound that the United States shall interfere at the risk of war. 
Some of the newspapers are for it. Others are for it for one rea- 
son and another, and the battle is being fought in the United 
States Senate, on the floor of this Chamber, not in Cuba. There 
never was a war that had in.it the elements of an honest and sin- 
cere struggle for liberty against oppression that did not arouse 
not only the sympathy, but the active aid of hundreds and thou- 
sunds of gallant men, and this insurrection has excited none of 
that feeling in this country. 

Mr. HOAR. Lafayette. 

Mr.HALE. Yes; theSenator from Massachusetts hasinstanced 
a case of real sympathy with struggling liberty. I have before 
now thought of the difference between the case of the Cuban 
junta and their representatives, not one of whom has ever set foot 
on the Island of Cuba, living upon the contributions they haye 
exacted in this country, not one ever crossing the narrow strait 
between the island and this country, and I have contrasted it, as 
the Senator from Massachusetts has, with the course of that zal- 
lant young Frenchman, the Marquis Lafayette, who took the sea, 
crowded as it was with British cruisers, his life and liberty in his 
hands, and came to this country, joined in our battles, took car 
risks and hardships. One does, I say to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, contrast a case like that with the procedure of the so- 
called Cuban patriots in this country. 

Mr. President, I did not mean to be led into this discussion. I 
only wanted to put the situation and to show that the President 
has not been inattentive to this subject; he has not been idle: he 
has not been cowardly. to quote the word used by the Senator 
from Utah, but has faithfully and seriously given his considera- 
tion, and his Administration has been with him upon this subject; 
and to-day, in this situation, that this subject should be forced, 
after the Senate has already passed a resolution and sent it to the 
other branch, and that the determination should be manifested to 
coerce the other branch, even to the extent of a rider upon an 
oeeeeten bill, is intolerable. 

-But, Mr. President, I have spoken longer now than I intended, 
and I make the motion that I rose to make—that the resolution be 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. President, I desire to make a personal ex- 
planation in behalf of a distinguished gentleman who was upon 
the floor at the time of the interruption to which [ called atten- 
tion. He states that while the objectionable words were actually 
uttered by him as I declared they were, yet they were not spoken 
in reference to the statement which I was at that time making, 
but were purely a comment upon a certain matter quoted to him 
by another gentleman who was upon the floor at the time and re- 
lated to another subject than the one under consideration here. 

Mr. President, I would not have accepted the explanation, but 
being personally acquainted with the gentleman who made the 
remark and who offered the explanation, and knowing his abso- 
late truthfulness, I accept it absolutely and beg that the Senate 
will doso. There was on his part no intention to disturb this 
body or to contradict the statement made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion to re- 
fer the resolution to the Committee on Foreign Relations. Is 
there any objection? The Chair hears none; and the resolution is 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BRownin@, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
@ concurrent resolution to print 5,000 additional copies of the 
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report of the special commissioner of the United States to the 
International Exposition to be held at Paris, etc.; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution to print for distribution by the Department of 
Labor 3,500 additional copies of the Second Special Report of the 
Commissioner of Labor, comprising the labor laws of the United 
States and of the State and Territorial governments, etc.;in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


WAR IN CUBA, 


Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I ask the Secretary to read, leav- 
ing out the preamble, just the short resolution following the pre- 
amble, that it may be fairly heard and understood by the mem- 
bers of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the resolu- 
tion submitted by the Senator from Illinois, as indicated. 

Mr. MASON, Just the close of the resolution, ‘‘ Resolved,” etc. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
Mason, as follows: 

Be it resolved by the Senate of the United States, That the President of the 
United States be, and he is hereby, requested to notify Spain and the insur- 
gents of Cuba that the war (so called) must at once cease and be discontinued, 
and that the United States of America hereby declare and will maintain peace 
on the Island of Cuba. 

Mr. MASON addressed the Senate. 
twelve minutes, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senate 
that the hour of 2 o’clock has arrived and the unfinished business 
before the Senate is the bill (S. 94) to provide for the Twelfth and 
subsequent censuses. What is the pleasure of the Senate? 

Mr. HALE. Ido not want to object to the Senator from Illi- 
nois going on and completing his remarks; but if the Senator is 
willing to state, What does he propose at the end of his remarks 
shall be done with the resolution? 

Mr. MASON. In stating my purpose I will be perfectly frank. 
I will endeavor to be as frank as I can, and it compels me to say 
that if I had my way about it, I should like to put the resolution 
on its passage. I have no special desire to send it to the commit- 
tee, but I am undoubtedly compelled to do so from the force of 
circumstances, and therefore I consent. 

Mr. HALE. Of course I could invoke the rule, as the second 
day has expired at 2 o'clock, that the resolution shall go to the 
Calendar; but I do not seek that—— 

Mr. MASON. I understand that. 

Mr. HALE. With the understanding that at the conclusion of 
the Senator’s remarks the resolution shall go to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, I hope the Senator will be allowed to continue 
and that—— 

Mr. MASON. Ihadno doubtit would besoreferred. I accept. 

Mr. HALE. And that the regular business be informally laid 
aside. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the unfinished 
business will be laid aside and the Senator from Illinois will pro- 


After having spoken for 


ceed. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I have hesitated long before mov- 
ing the present resolution, not because I doubted its correctness 
or its righteousness, but because I feared that in my poor effort to 
assist the Cubans to independence I might in some blundering way 
injure the cause which [ hoped to assist. I feel, however, suc 
abiding faith and confidence in the high sense of justice that ani- 
mates the heart of the President and those in authority that [am 
compelled to move the resolution and make this fight from a sense 
of duty which I can no longer resist, happy in the consciousness 
that if I shall make a mistake the censure and the blame will fall 
upon me and not upon the cause of Cuba. 

I deny, as charged by the Senator from Maine [Mr. Har}, that 
it is an attempt to put the Administration in leading strings. I 
have followed the political fortunes of the Administration, socalled, 
and am proud of it; but as I understand the reading of the Con- 
stitution of the United States and as I understand my duty here 
every man who holds a seat upon this floor is a part of the Admin- 
istration and has some duty to perform. 

If I may be allowed to reply to the Senator from Maine, he ma 
not be advised that there are many American boys who have left 
this country and gone to fight with the Cubans. I know them 
personally and I will furnish him some of their names and 
addresses. 

Mr. HALE. I should be very glad to have them. 

Mr. MASON. Iwill give you twonow thatI remember. Oneis 
the son of our old colleague, Mr. Funston, in the House, and an- 
other a young man by the name of Rhody, who lived in the city 
of Chicago and became a major in the insurgent army, and who 
is ason of J. W.C. Rhody, of the city of Chicago. But it is true 
that but few have left. i is also true, as shown by the Adminis- 


tration’s messages to this body, that millions of dollars have been 
spent to keep men and guns and ammunition from going from 
this country to fight in the cause of Cuba, while not one embargo 


in their mar 


to the Spaniard to kill the women and children of Cuba. 
festations of applause in the galleries. | 

Let me at the outset be understood. We are c with 
seeking to annex Cuba. Every time we are critic by the 
space editors in this country we are charged with attempting to 
steal lands. The original jingo may have been for the annex- 
ation of territory. I am not of that class. Ido not want one 
square foot of land. I have never voted for the annexation, I do 
not know that I ever will vote for the annexation, of a square 
foot of any land outside of the boundaries of this country. We 
ae not seeking that, either in this resolution or in the past reso- 

utions. 

It is a favorite charge, reiterated by those who have en 
again and again, and by the Senator from Maine as he sat down, 
that we seek war. My resolution is for peace, and we have the 
power to compel peace. One word from this Administration 
would bring peace to the continent, and we believe that, under 
the providence of God, it would bring independence to Cuba, 

We are not seeking war. We donot expect it. We are not 
afraid of it. We are asking for from a power that is able 
to command peace. The history of the Inquisition has been put 
toshame. The thumbscrew has been applied. The scourge and 
the rack have been used to break the bones of the living and tor- 
ture'them as they died. The pincers that tore the flesh from the 
living bone have contributed their share to the carnival of cruelty. 
Three hundred thousand people made in the image of God are rot- 
ting in their ss three hundred thousand more are starving 

ch to the grave, and we are ave with’ seeking war 
when our only cry is peace. In the mercy of God, peace! 
Mr. President, let me see whether I have overstated the gentle- 
man who has just taken his seatand who applauds, as I do, all that 
the President has done, but not what he has failed todo. Let me 
see whether or not I have overstated this question of extermina- 
tion. Let me see whether I shall be charged upon this floor now 
with repeating the details of newspaper men without authority. 
Let me read from the statistics gathered in an unofficial or rather 
official way in that island: 

The Bishop of Havana is Guiherins all the authoritative reports of deaths 
in Cuba for the past year. e priests of all the shes report to him the 
number of persons who have died in their districts from famine, epidemics, 
or war. The Archbishop of Santiago de Cuba is collecting similar statistics 
at the uest of the Bishop of Havana, and up to this time, according to 


trustworthy information, they have found that 500,000 persons have died in 
Cuba in this short time. 


Mr. HALE. In what time, Mr. President? 

Mr. MASON. This is in the year dating from December 12, 

Mr. HALE. That is 33 per cent of the entire population of the 
island. 

Mr. MASON. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not know what the Senator is reading from, 
but I do not believe it; and no statistics can be furnished and no 
authoritative statement tobearitout. That yogre have been many 
deaths and much suffering is undoubted, but She statements that 
33 per cent of the whole number of the inhabitants of Cuba have 
perished by reason of the rebellion within the last twelve months 
are simply monstrous. 

Mr. ON. That is what I say. 

Mr. HALE. No man can believe them. They are monstrous 
in their incredibility. Noman can believe them. If the Senator 


has been laid upon any man or upon any pound of powder saed 


himself for a moment will reflect upon the extent of the statement 
that out of the whole population of S ds —— 
: Mr. MASON. I have stated it, and that is the reason why I am 
ere. 
Mr. HALE. That out of the whole population of S ards and 
Cubans and colored people one out of three has died within the 


last year, then, Mr. President, he will believe anything. 

Mr. MASON. I shall show to the Senator that ir some com- 
munities 50 per cent have died, one in two, instead of one in three. 

[At this point Mr. Mason was interrupted by the expiration of 
the morning hour, and unanimous consent was asked and given 
him to proceed, 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, 1am somewhat surprised that the 
Senator from Maine even admits that there has been any serious 
sickness or trouble in Cuba. 


Mr. HALE. What is the Senator reading from? 
Mr. MASON. I am reading an extract froma paper. Now I 
do not translate the Spanish langu the Senator perhaps does— 


and Ican not pronounce the name of this paper, which is a Spanish 
ee ee now insupporting Captain-General 
anco. 
_Mr. HALE. It is a newspaper? 

Mr. MASON. It is a newspaper, but it is friendly to the cause 
of Spain, and it is not dealing with any question except the a 
ical situation of the inhabitants in this particular town. That 
paper says: 

There is not a age phreicien in the town and the people are dying bral 


out treatment. ed the zone of cultivation is a myth. 
of the kind exists. 





ee ee 


That is as far as I 


from that cular paper. 
ton TALE. What was the town referred to? 
Mr, MASON. _I will have to read the whole extract to get it. 


Mr. HALE. The 


ocality? 
tinder EXSON. Yes; I will read it: 
Within cages of this capital, ee the neighboring town of Managua, the con- 


dition of a 


There is a statement also in the newspaper as to the condition 
of the people who are dying without treatment, but I purpose to 
show that farther, from the statement of Mr. Pepper, who is in 
that country now, and whose reputation for veracity and good 
conduct and character in life had never been questioned by any 
one who knows him. I think the Senator knows him personally. 
I will reach that a little later on. ; 

Mr. HALE. I wish to say to the Senator, if in dealing with con- 
ditions in Cuba he is quoting simply from correspondents of news- 
perare, that no matter what worthy gentlemen may be engaged 


statements. There are two sides to this question from the corre- 
mdents. I should hope, if the Senator puts in the statements of 


. Pepper, who is 
he will also put in 


ho is the correspondent of the Washington Post, who been 
oaths there and who we know can make and did make authori- 


tative statements. 
and do not disclose 


bad enough down there, but they are not as bad as the Senator's 
would make them out. 

r. MASON, I will discount them 50 per cent, and then you 
ought to vote for the resolution that I offer. 

r. President, my purpose in stating this is to show the real 
situation. The Senator t 

rt. We have no other way to get information; and as to the 
information that = megny fo no on iron oa will 
deny that ev egram is inspected by the Span overn- 
ment before it is permitted to come to this country. The letters, 


h I understand t inspected. I havea right to act a RF A fe be SE 

ver un are no vea 0 ac ol . omes not a calculation, but a sum in ition. r. Brurer, E 
a the ordinary affairs of life in the ordinary and a way. of o hospital service, from the data he has gathered, fixes the figures ff 
If these ne had been lying somebody would find it ont in — 4 


three years. 


edging the belligerent rights of Cuba it was charged that the 
newspapers were overstating it. Mr. Calhoun, the representative 
of the dent, never stated that they had overstatedit. Asa 
matter of fact it can not be overstated. 


Mr. President, 
the resolution it is 
accrue in the crisis 


must be an absolute defeat of the Cuban insurgents and the down- 
fall of their attempt to establish self-government, or else they 


must have the i 


there is no middle ground. As one of the items proving it, I call 
attention to just one statement made. Lieutenant-Colonel Fun- 
ston—and, by the way, the Senator from Maine asked for one man 
who had gone away from this country to fight for liberty down 


there—says: 


I went to Cubain Au I as a member of the Cabrera expedition, 
mich ivemk thamieeee mia = 


which 
Gomez 


He — on to tell 
back here and isin a in New York. I didnotintendtoread 
it only that the Senator 


I knew this yo 
Meteevion: 


The outcome of the struggle in Cuba depends altogether on the United 
States. Cuba will never give up, neither will § , 


Mr. HALE. Is he now in Cuba? 

Mr. MASON. He is here in New York, according to this last 
report, in hospital here. He was badly wounded. 

The Cubans will never give up, nor will the Spaniards. 

My pro , Mr. President, is this, and the resolution looks 
to this, it looks along the line of civilization, that that is a war to 
the finish. It is a war of extermination, and it is to be extermi- 
nation or independence; and the time has come when we, as a 
friendiy nation to both parties, should say, ‘‘ Stop this massacre 


under the guise of 


If the Senator shall object to any part of what I read of the 
letter of Mr. Pepper and wants to insert the letters of some other 
ane with whom he is personally acquainted, I have no 
objection to his cumbering the Record when he makes his speech. 


I trust he will not 


to read here as a part of his side of this case. 
Mr. is one of the conservative men in his business. He 
its in the newspa what the distinguished Senator from 
represents in the Senate, the conservative safeguard. He 
is 8 man who never overstates his case. Mr. Pepper has grown in 








wi 
‘s artillery with the rank of captain. We had only two pieces then— 
Hotchkiss guns—but they did good service, ete. 
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care to read upon the question of the situa- 








his profession to be regarded as one of the most reliable reporters 
and editors in the United States. Under date of January 12, 1898, 
he writes, covering this situation, and in order that we may get it 
all properly in the Record, I will ask permission to insert in my 
remarks that part of the article which I do not take up the time 
of the Senate to read. 


Plain questions call for plain answers. 
Says Mr. Pepper: 


Inquiries reaching me from the United States are pointed. They show a 
strong desire to know the truth, and when known not to run away from it. 
In see to state the situation as now presented, I trust to do so with a 
proper sense of the responsibility that would attach to misleading state- 
ments or to conclusions not warranted by the facts. 

Is Cuba lost to Spain? The form of the question has to be shifted. When 
the Sagasta ministry came into power the view taken was that the policy of 
Canovas and Weyler had lost the island, but it might be won back. Autonomy 
was adopted as the colonial policy, and Blanco came out charged with the duty 
of winning Cuba back to its allegiance. The test of hissuccess is an inexcus- 
able one. Pacification, the resumption of peaceful industries, the disintegra- 
tion of the revolution, and the acceptance of the new political system would 
be theirown witness. Malcontents could not long hold out against evidence 
which would in itself be convincing. On the other hand, the absence of such 
evidence can not be covered up or disguised for a long period. 

That the first promise failed was quickly shown. Spain, after reversing on 
paper the Weyler plan of concentrating the country population, has been 
unable to feed the Rw whom she yet claims as her subjects. Nor is the 
scheme of apologetic relief ——— the American people showing better 
— A raindrop of comfort in 
it. 











Senator need not do that. It refers to a par- 





















do not and no one will take them for official 

















a CO! mdent of the Washington Star, that 
the statements of Mr. Richard Weightman, 
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© ocean of wretchedness is all that comes 


HOW TO SAVE THE SUFFERERS. 


And under that head he takes up the number of deathsin Cuba 
during the last twelve months. 


Since this is one of the topics concerning which definite word seems to be 
wanted,a brief di ion may be permitted to describe the condition and the 
needs of the starving remnant. e only way to save the survivors is to stop 
the cause of their misery. The commissary department of the United States 
Army within a week could organize a system that would feed these sufferers, 
nurse them back to health, and put them in condition for physical labor. 
Ss administration could not do it inacentury. Eighty thousand, per- 
haps 100,000, will follow the 200,000 who have died of starvation. 

In making this statement of the number who have died I have not indulged 
in a. To know by verified official figures that in Guines out of 
15,000 more than 7,000 are dead; thatin Jaruco out of 6,000 the graveyards 
have claimed 3,500, migns be sufficient evidence on which to base calcula- ; 
tions. But itis possible to follow this up with equally explicit information 4 


Those statements simply offset one the other, 
to us the real conditions. The conditions are 


‘. 
ao 


ee 


complains because it is a newspaper 











He fixes that as the minimum of mortality. a 

I do not know how far the number rises above 200,000. My own investiga- : 
tions have convinced me that this isthe minimum. This statement is made if 
because an echo is occasionally heard here of the talk that these reports are i 
“exaggerations.” | 

It is one of the echoes we have just heard from the Senator from Maine that , 
these were cnnqayestions. 

As to the probability that between 80,000 and 100,000 more must die, that : 
can only be verified when the people have had time to die. Its basis lies in , 
the circumstance that in no part of the island is the death rate decreasing. F 
In some of the interior towns it grows. Herein Habana the deaths outside 
the military hospitals continue to aggregate from 1,500 to 1,600 a month, ; 
nearly twice what they were in the unhealthy months of the midsummer, f 
six times what they should be normally. Habana is far better able to make i 
provision for its suffering population than the country, and its mortality is 
proportionately smaller. The whole problem of starvation in Cuba simply 
resolves itself into the question of removing the cause. When that is done, 
instead of being encouraged into a state of beggary, the people may be 
quqpaneges into supporting themselves, because there will be work for them 
to do. 


This was written since the mild-mannered Blanco has taken 
ion of the island and begun his practice of bribing the men 
e is afraid to fight. Mr. Pepper says further in this letter: E 
The question has been why autonomy might be accepted as a prelude to 4 
independence, peace be restored and the island be given a chance to recu- 
perate its wasted resources. The answers have been so uniform that they 
can be told briefly. The revolutionists and those in sympathy with them do 
not believe that Spain will ever yield the island peacefully. They will not 
trust her promises of autonomy as a permanent political system under which 
Spanish sovereignty would be retained. Much less will they trust to any 
understanding by which independence would come as the evolution of au- 
tonomy. To lay down their arms now and take part in the government 
they say would mean another insurrection in a few years. They think the 
shorter and the simpler way is to keep up the present struggle for independ- 
ence. I know this idea of a temporary bridge over the chasm has been dis- 
in Europe and the United States. It has been presented to the insur- 
nts in Cuba in the strongest possible light. Their rejection of it is absolute. 
¢ island will not be won back to Spain by holding out sucha promise. The 
appointments of Cubans to office in that belief are futile. 

I read that also to show that there is no compromise possible in 
the Island of Cuba. It is war to the extinction of one race or the 
independence of that race, and we as a friendly nation have the 
absolute right, and clearly it is our duty, to intefere to stop this 
so-called war. 

The Senator from Maine, as nearly every one speaking on that 
side, calls attention to the fact that General Grant declined to 
interfere and even decided not to give the insurgents recognition. a 
That citation is absolutely unfair. Thesituation is changed and 
the conditions are not thesame. The European situation was dif- 
ferent then. We might have involved ourselves. That danger 
does not exist now. ' 

The European nations are busy watching each other and do not 
care to seek any entanglements with the United States. Then 
there was the other reason that General Grant had, and above all, 
he found no state of war. He so stated in his message, which is 


we ask for the passage of a resolution acknow]l- 











will notice in one of the preamble of 
recited that there are but two results that can 
or in the situation in Cuba. One is, that there 






























ependence they fought for. In other words, 
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of his long serviceand his promotion. He gets 


now asked for the name of one man. 
man slightly. He states at the conclusion of 


Spain.’ 
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quoted in the President's recent message. 
were then not recovered fromour owncivilwar. The United States 
troops were at that time stationed in many States against the pro- 
tests of the citizens. They were sick, sore, and lame, Our credit 
was impaired. Our land was filled with new-made graves and a 
war debt almost beyond our comprehension was facing us. Now 
our situation ischauged. We are strong, but the greater change, 
Mr. President, comes in the evolution of the sentiment of the 
American people. More liberty is demanded by Americans for 
Americans than was the case twenty years ago, when we stood 
near the shadow of our own slave pens. 

Again, General Grant found that there was no war. 
now? Our very correspondence with Spain shows that there is 
war. I donot usually quote from international law. I think my 
colleagues suspect the reason of it is because I have never had time 
to loo it up—possibly not—but I know some of the elementary 
principles of international law, and one of those principles is that 
the nation which invokes neutrality consents toa state of war, and 
that Spain, when she demands that this Government shall be 
neutral, admits that she is in war. 

I confess I have not great respect for international law, although 
T have studied it for some years; but I make this broad statement, 
that no great nation ever destroyed a small nation, that no crime 
was ever committed upon the face of the earth by a strong nation 
against a weak nation, that some precedent could not be found for 
the brutality and the crime in so-called international law. 

I say this, however—and I propose to put my resolution upon a 
legal basis as well as a sentimental basis—that Spain, having in- 
voked from us the law of neutrality, is estopped from saying that 
she is not at war, she is estopped from saying to us ‘‘ you shall not 
interfere.” She admits a state of war when she asks us to be neu- 
tral. Would she appeal to us to be neutral in a case of riot? 

I wish to be understood upon that point, Mr. President. Spain 
having invoked neutrality of us, we are in a neutral state as to the 
interested parties, and we have the undoubted right to stand in 
the same position as a nation that has assumed neutrality by acts 
of belligerency. Being in that state, we have the clear and un- 
doubted right to interfere and demand that the code of civilized 
war must be observed, and say to the murderers and assassins that 
rapine and massacre shall not be permitted under the guise of 
civilized war, and having decided, and the record having been 
inade for three years, that this is an uncivilized warfare, we have 
the undoubted right as a neutral nation to interfere, and say this 
uncivilized conduct must stop. 

Suppose we had no such right under the Monroe doctrine or 
under international law. Iam indebted to the Senator who called 
our attention a few days ago to the decision of Secretary Evarts, 
which is but a statement of the Monroe doctrine in another way, 
when Mr. Seward protested against French interference in Mexi- 
ean affairs m 1863. 

Mr. Seward, in his letter to Montholon, of December 6, 1865, does not. place 
his objections to French interference in Mexico on the ground of the Monroe 
doctrine, but on the aa that “the people of every Stateon the American 
continent have a right to secure for themselves a republican government if 
they choose, and that interference by foreign States to prevent the enjoy- 
ment of such institutions deliberately established is wrongful, and in its effects 
antagonistical to the free and popular form of government existing in the 
United States.” 

In other words, it was not the Monroe doctrine, but it was 
‘*American interests.” In Cuba, what was our interest? Buying 
from her millions of dollars of her products and selling to her 
millions of dollars of our products. That commerce has been 
interfered with. Commerce is absolutely dead between the two; 
and now the gentlemen say that we have no more right to inter- 
fere and stop that which destroys our commerce, which threatens 
the health of the American people, than Spain had a right to 
interfere in the Chicago riots. 

On step further, Mr. President, upon the question of whether 
this is really war. When we sought to have a resolution of bel- 
ligerency passed on the ground that there was war, the friends of 
Spain in this Chamber said ‘‘ Why, there is no war, because the 
insurgents have nocapital.” Butlateron, when some littleinland 
town was captured z3 the Spanish troops, it was heralded as the 
fall of the capital of the Cuban nation—the fall of a paper capital. 

Now, [am proceeding upon the ground that the gentlemen who 
voted against the insurgent resolutions were right and that it was 
not war. Then what is it? Barbarism is hardly a fair name for 
it. Let me call your attention to the episode of the death—I be- 
lieve there have been some official reports upon that, altho we 
will not quarrel about it—of Aranguren, who was responsible for 
the death of Ruiz. I putthis in the Record, Mr. President, simply 
to show that Spain is not carrying on a war, that the flag of truce 
has been abandoned, that the shooting of prisoners is common, and 
that none of the rules of civilized war—if such a thing is possible 
as civilized war—are being observed in the conflict now going on 
between the insurgents and the Spaniards. 

Gentlemen may say that in this particular case A 
to blame. I do not know; I do not care. 
ever, that it was not war. 


Further than that, we 


How is it 


m was 
I do know this, how- 
It was a mere question of murder 


upon both sides and the taking of prisoners, and shooting them 
withouttrial. Colonel Aranjare’scolumn captured a negro named 
Morales, and put him to torture; but finally he gave up to them 
the place where Aranguren could be captured, and this t 
colonel with three columns led by himself, numbering about a 
thousand infantry and cavalry, proceeded under the guidance of 
the negro Morales to the house, which they surrounded, 

It was the intention of Colonel e to capture the inmates alive, but 
Lieutenant-Colonel Benedicto, who was formerly second in command to the 
notorious Major Fonsdeviela, advised that they be killed, and this was finally 


decided upon. 
A child about § years of was playing outside the doorway, discovered 


the soldiers, and, scre alarm, ran toward the house. 


This has since been officially reported upon by the present con- 

sul-general of the United States, and I am told that he entirely 

exonerates Aranguren. Ihave not seen the official report. Per- 

haps some one else has. 
A volley stretched her lifeless on t Ss tis 

ha oy « ess auedeion children), =. enna a. 


sulting in the wounding of A in the leg, the killing of his servant, 
Fernandez, and the mortal wountin of his sweetheart and another woman. 


The latter fled toward the woods, fell dead a short distanceaway. Aran- 
guren’s sweetheart died from her wounds while being taken to Campo Florido. 
Ar was in bed when the 8 i 


h ml rtially dressed. a a Se ae 
ouse 01 ia! . ” o 

a close court of his clothing fr Gcmene cine the death of Colonel 
Ruiz, which they secured. They also obtained a verbal declaration on the 
same subject. Then a bullet was fired Sao his breast, and he fell, but, 
not dying instantly, a bayonet was thrust through the head, the weapon 
entering near the mouth, and ending his life. 

I only call attention to this incident. Most of you are familiar 
with the capture of Ruiz. Many of us thought it was a brutal 
murder when he was killed; but whether the Senator from Maine 
is right or I am right, this is true: It is not war; it is not civilized 
war, and I announce this as a fundamental principle of inter- 
national law, that.a nation in a state of neutrality, being friendly 
alike to both nations, has a right to interfere and say that the law 
of civilized war must be applied, and that waiviine’ war and 
murder can not be permit between two nations if a disinter- 
ested uation interferes and demands civilized war. 

Here is another style of warfare: Blanco, the bribe giver, the 
man who has been praised all over the continent as a soldier and 
a statesman who is to pacify the island, who is to feed the hungry 
and clothe the naked, takes the treasury of his country and in- 
stead of feeding the reconcentrados, who are starving as a Span- 
ish war measure, rides with the treasury across the country in 
well-armed and guarded cars, and leaves the women and children 
to starve, while he attempts to buy the Cuban soldiers with an 
itching palm; and that is war! 
alt me read you what it is uncontradicted was the answer of 

mez: 


I have received your s intimation of your desire to meet me for the 
Ee of personally notifying me of the following offer: 

- + you are dale to p a steamer atmy disposal at any coast I should 
deem best to transport me to any port outside of Cuba to which I may desire 
to go, and at the same time oe offer me all the monetary resources I may 


ask for the ane of my and the maintenance of myself and family in 
a foreign land. 


“TI felt so much astounded when I learned all this, I felt so ashamed—more 
for you, General Blanco, than for myself—that in the first moments I was 


benumbed, knowing not whether such henious proposals could be a reality 
or a 


ave I reached my present age—— 
Says the old soldier— 
fighting as I have done for thirteen years for the independence of Cuba, 
that you should believe at the end journey I should cover m wit 


“™m yet 
i the base sowart of money from a Spanish Captain- 


ignominy by acceptin 
eral for the co’ y¥ a! of myarmy? Are you sane, General 


bbandonment 
Blanco? Do you not remember that blow of the machete which the hand of 
a Spanish assassin inflicted at Punta Brava, near the t where Maceo died, 
upon that soul of my soul, young and brave Francisco ? Do you think 
I can forgive that? Have youever 


been a father? 
Iam not in the position, General Blanco, which requires that I should be 
looking for a steamer to take me from the island. You had better look for 
the steamer yourself, for of the two you need itmore. Upto the present day 
Iam on the winner’s side. Irepresent a revolution stronger ever, after 
three years of war.” 

Suppose that offer had been made during the late war between 
the North and the South by either side to the other. We got so 
that we hated each other, I reckon; but no manof the gray or the 
blue ever suspected the other of being so low that he would sell 
the cause he believed was right—and this is the warfare I com- 
plain of in my resolution as uncivilized. 

Think of this old soldier Gomez, brave man that he is, fighting 
in the sunshine and the rain for his country, used to hardship, 
seeing his men shot around him and falling like leaves, his own 
son—‘‘soul of his soul,” he says—sacrificed upon the altar of his 
country, proud of his souldiers’ honor, feari neither death nor 
the Spaniard nor futurity, being approached by a bribe-giver, 
Blanco, You, my colleagues who wore the blue and you who wore 
the gray, you who have felt the honest pride of a soldier's cause, 
could you not almost weep for Gomez when he is approached by 
a military prostitute, whoseeks to barter with him upon the honor 
of his country and asks him totrafficin the dust of hissacred dead. 

But this is Spanish war. They dare not meet the Cubans in the 
open. Their soldiers are conscripts. The insurgents await their 









. They have defeated the Spaniards in the field, and now, 
e starvation of women and children, the hope remains only 
that the leaders for liberty may be bribed by the general who is 
not fearful of — % but never has been known to meet them in 
nm field for 

But we are told that this may involve ourselves; that if we de- 
mand peace in Cuba we may get intotrouble. That is the answer 
the coward policeman always gives when he permits a bully to 
destroy a crippled child. But, my friend says, ‘‘Is Uncle Sam a 


international law; c 
policeman. Monroe put the policeman’s star upon his breast and 
gave him charge concerning a continent, and all history shows 
that every time Uncle Sam said to the people who attempted 
to interfere in Hawaii, in Mexico, in Cuba, or anywhere else on 
this continent, he exercised his power as a police officer, and 
people of this country have stood behind him with the Army 
and the Navy and the of the Government. Less than 
, when England sought to gather but a few miles of 
enezuela, Grover Cleveland gave notice to them to 
stop, and pointed to this doctrine of Monroe (which I am pleased 
era of the continent), and when the Presi- 
ni 


England and told her that she must keep hands off Venezuela, he 
i acted as a police officer. All istendom said ‘‘amen,” 
gland consented to the truth of our position and contention 
when she arbitrated as to Venezuela. 

This fight to-day, Mr. President, does not involve territory. It 
involves the lives of dying men, women, and children, murdered 
and starved by cowards under the guise of war. The appeal of 
my resolution is that this Government, 70,000,000 strong, with 
police powers over this continent, shall say through the President 
that the Monroe doctrine is a lie, or that we shall rise in our might 


be no more war with Spain than there was with England when 
we — — right to — a. one were & we 

ations; there were a few and cablegrams, bu 
Phe. President of the United States, backed 


this continent; you are g beyond your limits, for we 
have the police power ;” and the strongest nation in the world 


in peace and in arbitration the question as to Venezuela. But 
here to-day we are told that we might be involved. I answer 
that we are involved. 

One moresample of the war in Cuba. I have the original letter, 
but I shall read a copy of it and will furnish the original if any 
gentleman doubts itsauthenticity oritstruth. It may not be that 
cent have died; it may not be that10 per cent have died. I 
believe the statement made by Mr. Pepper, because it is a conserva- 
tive estimate of a conservative man; but let me read you some of 
the delightful situations in Cuba since this mild-mannered bribe- 
giver has taken possession of theisland. This letter is addressed 
to Mrs. McGinnis, No. 40 East Seventy-sixth street, New York, who 
consents to having it ted. Itis written by anun, an American 
girl, who was a 
mother superior in this institution in Habana. Mind you, this is 
written since the new captain-general has taken possession, since 
the money that he took from the treasury of his country has been 
squandered in attempts to buy the soldiers of the republic. 


My Dear Carin: Yesterday your most generous and opportune 
was received. With what eagerness we the box of food so kindly 
sent by you! In fact, we are very badly o: 
but cur mother from Mexico intends to help us a little. 


the country 
become very rich by it and do not wish the war to end. 

Let me ask the Senator from Maine, who was defending to-day 
course of Blanco, whether he did not defend the course of 
Weyler when I was on the floor some months ago, and has he not 
moved from that omatic position so that to-day he joins with 


F 


Weryler to be a brute and a fiend? 


If I only could have two hours’ conversation with you! Oh, what horrors 
Such as will never seem ble when people shall read of 


— 


2 


is cunliuaiig hea a destruction. Captan General Weyler’s | 2nd I ask the Chair to give notice to the occupants of the galleries 
was to starve as many as he and thus doaway entirely with the | that expressions either of approbation or disapprobation are not 


could 
ban race. He has succeeded in killing thus hundreds of thousands, with- 


tion, by com 
Lately some of our older pupils discovered a place called “ Los Fosos.” 
I hope Senators will remember this name—Los Fosos— 
Bea maans the ditches,” becauseit iss lowand marsh place. There over 


women and 
Many are perfectly naked ; all are heaped up pell mell! The 
nearly two mon Of thelr nember, Steen to twenty ox 


At ’ 
t 7 Ent there is no light, and in the morning the corpses and living are 
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Mr. President, I do not care what your religious faith may be, 
I, who have studied in a modest way the evolution of nations, am 
here to say to my colleagues in this Senate that there is no vicari- 
ous atonement for a nation’s crime; no suffering on the Cross of 
Calvary will lift the shadow of the law of compensation. For a 
hundred years we set our flag in the sky, and said: ‘‘ This is the 
land of the free and the home of the brave,” at the same time sell- 
ing women and children to the highest and best bidder for cash. 
No picture could be painted of the genius of America wherein the 
whipping post and the slave pen did not rear their heads, no mu- 
sic of the Union but what was discorded by the songs of the slave. 
It was not the fault of the South; it was the fault of our country. R 
The Supreme Court was as much my court in Illinois as it was = 
yours in South Carolina; but we committed a national crime, and 
the law of compensation demanded settlement. 

To be sure, we tore down the slave pen and the whipping post, 
but we did not have material enough tomake headboards for our 
graves. On this continent it was written by a little American 
nun that in Cuba there are starving and naked women and chil- 
dren, while the bucket shops and the money loaners are sending 
insulting telegrams to me to-day asking me to consider the price 
of wheat and pork in my own State. Isay to you with the 
— of starving women and children before me, I have no 

eart to look at the price of pork in Illinois. [Applause in the 
galleries}. 

Perhaps the Senator would like a certified copy of the letter and 
the lady’s address. If Senators will go further and read the re- 
—— as to what is being done in Cuba, they will see that action 

as been taken along the lines of charity to help that particular 
locality. 

Our Children of Mary are perfect heroines, but only the older ones can 
enter into thisden where the government has concentrated the country peo- 
ple for the purpose of making them die from inanition. Their iniquitous 
ps is a great success. After having passed weeks without food, they are 

rought salt, codfish, or rice, and in eating ravenously they die. 

A PLACE OF HORROR. 
Now, we could fill books with the horrors of this place. 


I am glad the Senator from Maine is not here. His sensitive 
constitution might be shocked when I read this: 


Its history will yet be written. Our “Children of Mary,” their husbands 
and friends, and our good bishop, with many of the clergy, are hard at work 
trying toalleviate this unheard-of misery. But it is almost impossible to aid 
so many. The Cubans are very charitable and generous, notwithstanding ‘ 
the poverty of everyone. They are wonderful! They have stripped them- i 
selves of everything to cover the naked, for naked they are, and living to- 
— packed as are the animals in transportation cars. Justso! Just so! 
on hau understand? Can you imagine worse? And the filth! It can not be 


There are in this place over one hundred little children without fathers or 
mothers. Nobody es care of them, and some die daily. A woman who had 
11 children has lost 7 in 3 months, and she is now dying of inanition. 

Our “ Children of Mary” have begged and are begging from door to door 
(those who can not be permitted to visit Los Fosos). Hundreds of garments ‘ 
have already been distributed. Two hundred beds have been sent for the ; 
= and dying. Some of our ladies go to wash the room, which isa perfect 





Yes, _ This is not couched in the language of 
ut it is international law. Uncle is a 
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tates, Mr. Cleveland, served that notice upon 


Rae sir as FP 


= 
gee 


ese le, both to the insurgents and to the Span- 
be Pal When that demand is made, there will 


Lic Oe A 


by the conscience of 
e,said to a foreign country, ‘‘Stop; you are on 


, and by the direction of this Government ended 


yA ahaa MINER: 


I promised these good ladies to appeal to my friends and i in New 
York for old clo g for men, women,and children, especially for young 
babies, for alas— 


Mr. President, hear it! 

For alas— 

Says this poor unfortunate woman— 
they continue to arrive unexpectedly, and perhaps we might save some. 

Those who fear war, those who watch the markets and the 
tickers and the bucket shops, those who fear for the disturbance 
of prices, tell us that war is hell. Allright. In Cuba it is worse 
than hell. Dante with all his word painting never has described 
Los Fosos. With his cruel pen he tortured the sensitive, shocked 
and startled the world and satisfied the cruel, but in the supreme 
moment, although he saw naked, writhing, burning women and 
men he never dreamed to portray the cruelty of bringing a baby 
from its mother’s womb into Los Fosos, the inner recess of hell, 
And this is war; this is Spanish war; this is the war which the 
Republican party promised to stop; and I deny the right of any- 
one to be a better Republican than I am, whether he sits in the 
White House or in the Senate of the United States. [Applause 
in the galleries. | 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I rise toa question of order. 
I am in entire sympathy with the spirit of the remarks of the 
Senator from Illinois, but I know what the rules of the Senate are, 


in this country before she became the 


HABANA, October 25, 1397. 


the population; but others have 


t of oe United States and with all Christendom in 


to have somebody 5 yan od of it, and when I have the 


allowed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Mantie inthe chair). The 
Chair admonishes the occupants of the galleries to refrain from 
any demonstration. Otherwise the ushers will be instructed to 
clear the galleries. The Senator from Ilinois will proceed. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, one moment we are charged with 
being for war and the next with being soft-hearted sentimental- 
Ste, eseme we seek our party to keep its — because we 
stand in line with civilization for peace and the growth of the 


the law of concentration. 










of both sexes are living a oned, unknown, 
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people of the continent, because we insist upon a strictly broad 
and, if necessary, a new construction of the Monroe doctrine. 
The world moves. Wecan make history and we can make prece- 
dent. The precedent that is made along the line of liberty and 
civilization will live when we are gone. A precedent that we es- 
tablish that is against the line of civilization and good conduct 
will die when our betters shall take our places. 

I like precedents just as well as any one when they are on my 
side of the case. ‘‘Sentimentalists,” they say; ‘‘ you want us to 
go and interfere in other people’s business.” All right, I am a sen- 
timentalist. Ido not deny it. The world without it would not 
be much. The Boston Tea Party was a sentimental party, not a 
social function, as I remember it. This Government was estab- 
lished on sentiment, and it was a sentiment that sent vou here and 
sent me here, to represent a principle. Sentiment laid the foun- 
dation of this building. Sentiment writes the laws, but when 
we get away from the moorings of sentiment, when we take the 
bucket shop and worship it in the joss house, when before we vote 
we listen to the ticker to know the state of the market, when the 
vicious people of the nation write the songs and the trusts and the 
bucket shops write the laws, the dawn of our day of decay is upon 
us and the night is not far off. 

Mr. President, I am a sentimentalist. You people on the Dem- 
ocratic side have not forgotten the sentiments of your party, nor 
weours. One of the proud and happy considerations of life is to 
read the history of my party, which is a part of my faith in life. 
The first platform of our party was an or for liberty. 
The Republican party has never written a p atform with a view 
to capturing votes. God help us if at this late day we will go to 
the American people who put us in power in the White House 
and in the House of Congress and say to them, “ Truly, we have 
broken faith, but the resolution was for buncombe, to get your 
votes in 1896.” Did we mean anything by our platform when 
we wrote it? What in the name of God have we done to keep 
our promise except the Senate has passed the belligerency right 
resolution, and it is not certain whether or not he will pass it at 
the other end of the Capitol (Laughter). Ishould have said “it.” 

But a few days ago a Senator whose face I have been looking 
into during the course of my remarks and whom I can not call by 
name by reason of the barnacles knownas Senatorial rules—that 
close the door whenever there is any good man to talk and opens 
them wide when some new fellow wants to address the people—that 
Senator,in my opinion, greatly learned in international law, as we 
sat entranced about him the other day after he had described the 
flags of the nations waiting along the coast of China to devour the 
carrion, settling a great international question of law, asked in 
his impassioned but eloquent way ‘‘ Are we to become the China 
of the West?” 

The blood tingled in my veins; the cords of my fingers con- 
tracted, and I felt like rising and saying, ‘‘No; by the cross of 
Christ, no;” but in the quiet of my own chamber, when I consid- 
ered the decadence of the Monroe doctrine and notits enlargement, 
when I considered that three hundred thousand people were starv- 
ing on the continent and we, like puppies, were afraid to bark or 

rotest against a friendly nation of murderers, then I thought 
oer weak some of us were to bring about the performance of a 

romise, and I said the ‘‘ China of the West.” 
West”? God help us. Idonotknow. Go on with your plan of 
cowardice. Teach your children to say, ‘‘ Peace at any price.” 
Let them forget the fathers and the struggle for independence. 
Let the friendly (?) nations of Europe own slaves on your conti- 
nent, and sell them and butcher them at will, while you lie still, 
and dip the Stars and Stripes to salute murderers, and but a few 
generations will come until the stern and warlike nations of the 
world will perch themselves in your harbor, waiting to divide the 
spoils of war. I have the same respect for a boy who will not 
fight for his rights that I have for a nation that will not fight for 
its rights. The boy grows usually but halfway, and the nation 
the same. 

Mr. President, I make this proposition, and I propose to prove 
it. I am sorry to have taken so long. It is that we owe some- 
thing to Cuba—not only the Monroe doctrine, which we owe to 
ourselves—not only the doctrine of interest, which I have ex- 
ae I propose to show to you that our proximity to Cuba 

as excited the jealousy of Spain for seventy years, and the fear 
that the United States would eventually get some benefit from the 
—s of Cuba compels the Spaniard to rivet his chains 
tighter. Now, if I may take five minutes, I propose to show you 
what Spanish diplomacy has been for about one hundred years, 
and yet I will do it in less than that many seconds. 

I charge now that Spain is seeking to hold by her last hand, and 
is playing her last hand, with the sole intention, first, of enforcin 
this Government to buy the island, or that she is making the fin 
struggle for fear that in some indirect way the United States will 
— by reason of the independence of Cuba, although the Presi- 

tof the United States says in his message—and it meets the 


The ‘‘ China of the 





approval of every honest American—that “forcible annexation 
by our code of morals would be criminal aggression.” I propose 
to show you now a few samples, as briefly as I can. 

Remember that we have always taken this position under the 
Monroe doctrine—we have enlarged the Monroe doctrine to please 
Spain. We have said that Spain should always control Cuba, 
unless she a her independence or unless we bought 
her from Spain, e have, in other words, limited in a measure 
the true Monroe doctrine toassist Spain, and in return we have re- 
ceived the curses of Spain, and in all We rmmagens efforts with that 
country we have been met with fraud, delay, and deceit. 

During the war of the Revolution, when we were insurgents 
—— for the same thing that the Cubans are fighting for, Mr. 

harton shows that Spain took three different positions in our 
case. She first ——_ to keep us disaffected, but subject to Great 
Britain. When independence was the issue, she avoided us, fear- 
ing that liberty would invade her colonies, and though she after- 
wards tendered her services as mediator, the whole correspondence 
shows the usual lack of common honesty and sincerity. 

Spain hates the idea of a republic to-day as much as she did 
during our Revolution. The message of Washington tothe Senate 
shows the futile attempts made by commissioners and otherwise 
to settle differences with Spain, the navigation of the Mississippi 
River, and the running of the boundary between the United 
States and the Spanish territory of Florida. 

The second message of President Adams recites to Congress that 
Spain refuses to withdraw her troops from our territory, and in his 
first annual message President Adams regrets that ‘Spanish gar- 
risons still remain within our boundary.’ 

Congress, replying to the President (that is one of the privileges 
from which we have been cut off; we can not answer a President's 
message the way they used to in olden times, except on the floor, 
and each individual Senator must only for himself), said 
Congress regretted the action of Spain and that ‘‘the United 
States have been faithful in the performance to Spain, and had 
reason to expect a compliance equally prompt on the part of that 


President Jefferson in 1805 sent a message to Congress calling 
attention to the convention for the adjustment of the spoliation 
claims. He called attention to the fact that Spain had changed 
her conduct toward us during the pendency of the convention. 
There never was a day or a night too short for Spain to change her 


mind at the proper and opportune moment to carry out her own 
wishes. 


It was first manifested oy bee protest against the right of France to alien- 
ate Louisiana tous. Then high offense was manifes at the act of Congress 
establishing a collection district on the Mobile, although by an authentic 
declaration immediately made it was expressly confined to our acknowledged 
limits; and she now refused to ratify the convention signed by her own min- 
ister, under the eye of his sovereign, unless we would consent to alterations 
of its terms which would have affected our claims mst her. To obtain 
justice as well as restore a I thought a mission advisable, 
and accordingly appointed James Monroe minister extraordinary, to come to 
an understanding with Spain as to the boundaries of na. 

It appeared at once that her policy was to reserve herself for events and to 
keep our differences in an undetermined state. After nearly five months of 
fruitless endeavor to bring them to some definite and satisfactory result, our 
ministers ended the conference without having been able to obtain indemnity 


for spoliations of any description or any satisfaction as to the boundaries of 
Louisiana. 


In a message to Congress in 1807, President Jefferson wrote: ‘‘Our differ- 
ences with Spain remain still unsettled, no measure having been taken on her 
part since my last communication to Congress to bring them to a close.” 

I will state now that President Madison, in his last message, 
called the attention of Congress to the fact that our vessels were 
attacked by Spain, our flag and officers and crew insulted in a 
way that called for prompt reparation. The messages of Monroe 
are full of the delays an - icity of Spain, but he was familiar 
with Spanish diplomacy, and what is now known as the diplo- 
matic ‘confidence game” could not be worked upon one man by 
the name of Monroe. 

The ceding of Florida to the United States was not ratified until 
1821, oe then Spain utterly refused to give to us the archives and 
records. 

There has not been a President from Washington to McKinley, 
both inclusive, as we say, with the exception possibly of one or 
two, who has not called attention to the lack of good faith b 
Spain toward the United States; and Webster speaking of it, said: 

If there is one among the existing governments of the civilized world 
which for a long course of ea iligently sought to maintain amicablo 
relations with Spain, it is the United States of America. 

Mr. President, I call attention to these facts hastily, not to prej- 
udice any one on this controversy, but a to show in a brief 
way what we oy | expect of the Spanish diplomat in the future, 
if we can judge the future by the past. 

Ido not know that the reports in the morning papers are true, 
and I might shock some of the Senators, one of them from Maine, 
if I read them as true. I do not know that they are true. They 
have not been certified to be true; therefore I do not read them. 
But I do know from common report that to-day in Spain the 
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a brooding politician succeeds in preferment in propor- 
= . can abuse the P's. 


as he United States of America. Notwith- 
standing that fact, which must make no difference here in the con- 
sideration of this resolution, I would not injure Spain. I haveno 
ition todo so. Shehasnomonarch. Her people arelargely 
iiterate. She has no revenue, no credit. Her soldiers are con- 
scripts, and her captains-general are by common consent either 
fends like Weyler or bribe-givers like Blanco. I would not add 
to her shame. We do not want her land; but if it is necessary to 
save the starving babies, if it is necessary to save the poor down- 
trodden ple of Cuba to buy them before we can save them, 
then in the name of God let us open the Treasury of the Govern- 
ment and buy them and then feed them. 

How is it to day, feeding bycharity. Whom? Feeding the very 
people that the painards ought to feed. By what right or rule 
of morality and good ethics does the President appeal for food for 
the wards of Spain, and deny American citizens the right to send 
food or medicine to the insurgents in the hospitals? to a few 
days’ ago $15,000 had been sent to feed whom? I am glad that it 
has gone; God knows I wish I could double it; but by what rule, 
by what law, Divine or human, does the Administration say to 
us ‘‘you can feed the people that Spain is trying to starve, but we 
will not open communications that you may give medicine to the 
dying women and children in the camp of the patriots?” 

The Senator from Maine can charge me with attempting to put 
lead strings on the Administration. I have followed his footste 
in peace and political warfare at least. No gentleman who tal 
so can honor him as much as I do, but I have shown you what 
Spain’s diplomats have been for a hundred years, and now I pro- 

to show you the gold brick they have been giving to the 
President of the United States. Autonomy! Autonomy—sweet- 
sounding word. Webster says that autonomy is the right of self- 
rule, That isthe way Webster puts it. The Century Dictionary— 
and I know my friends will congratulate me if I have not quoted 
much international law that I quote correctly from the diction- 
ary—says autonomy is “the power or right of self-government; 
2, a self-governing community; 3, an autonomous condition, the 
condition of being subject only to its own laws.” 

I admit that autonomy.as construed in diplomatic circles takes 
a broader field, and I will admit any construction you like to put 
upon ‘‘autonomy.” The pronunciation and the emphasis may be 
bad, but 1 know what it means or what it ought to mean, and I 
propose to show that the President of the United States when he 
wrote this m: had no conception of what the autonomy was 
that was tenderet | to the people of Cuba. He says himself that it 
came by wire. Is it not strange, is it not remarkable that with 
such an innocent diplomat as the Spanish minister at Washington, 
there should happen such coincidents that the true plan of auton- 
omy could not = furnished and sent here before the President 
sent his —— to Congress, but that only those parts that pleased 
His Royal Highness, the minister of Spain, should come by cable- 
gram to be incorporated in and lay a false foundation for the basis 
of the President's message to Congress? 

Is the present minister the same one who dealt with Washington? 
Is it the same one that Monroe had to take by the scruff of the neck 
before he would settle? Spanish blood and Spanish diplomacy are 
still with us, and in all the history of diplomacy they have never 
been able to be actually cornered and fairly dealt with except by 
one man, Monroe. 

Mr. President, I read from the President’s message to show you 
what ideas of autonomy are based on the cablegram furnished by 
the Sagastan ministry to Minister Woodford and cabled here just 
in time to be incorporated as a part of this message. Two years 
of bloody murder and they did not think of it. Autonomy was 
not to be dreamed of. Reciprocity never heard. This is only a 
byplay,a common confidence game, and if the Spanish diplomats 
were caught on a train going into or out of Chicago they would be 
arrested and indicted and convicted of a common confidence game 
in less than twenty-four hours. 

Decrees in application— 

Says our honored President— 
of the foreshadowed reforms have already been promulgated. The full text 
of these decrees has not been received. 

Do you suppose they dreamed that if he received the full text 
before he wrote the message he might change his mind? Do you 
suppose there was any method in the accident that permitted the 
ae minister to withhold the true decree as tendered until 
the Fresident wrote his message? We know the President. He 
speaks truly when he says that ‘‘ the full text of these decrees has 
not been received.” We know it when we read his contents of 
what they contain, and we have seen, also, extracts— 
but as furnished in a telegraphic summary from our minister. 

Among other things— 

A scheme of autonomy has been proclaimed by decree, to become effective 
upon ratification of the Cortes. 

Now observe the glory of the autonomy that is eorees the 
glory of the telegraphic autonomy that was sent by cable, the 





— of which was held until the message came to Congress from 
the President. Hereis the scheme of autonomy. We people who 
have heard of autonomy have felt that it was going to be like 
Canada, practically self-government, and the Senator from Maine 
says more liberal and democratic than any other offered by a 
mother country to her colonies. I should like to have it out with 
him on that question before we finish this discussion. 

A scheme of antonomy has been proclaimed by decree, to become effective 
upon ratification by the Cortes. It creates a Cuban parliament which, with 
the insular executive, can consider and vote upon all subjects affecting local 
order and interests. 

It creates a Cuban parliament, a splendid sounding word for 
American consumption. There is an upper house to which they 
elect eighteen, and the Government of Spain appoints seventeen to 
start on. 

Mr. HALE. How is Canada in that respect? 

Mr. MASON. The difference between that and Canada I will 
discuss with the Senator at some other time. I will confess to 
him now that he could probably ask a great many questions I 
could not answer. 

Mr. HALE. I suppose the Senator knew on that very point. 
The upper house of parliament is composed by this scheme. In 
Canada the entire upper house is appointed by the Crown. 

Mr. MASON. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. In Cuba it is to be selected by Cubans. That is 
why I asked the question. 

Mr. MASON. It is also true that Canada to-day has continued 
in that condition until she practically fixes among her own people 
her own policy. That is alsotrue. But in this autonomy that is 
offered, not the one that came by cablegram, because I purpose to 
show that there is not a word suggested in this message that is 
absolutely effective to give liberty and independence to the men 
in Cuba. I say to you now that under this scheme of autonomya 
captain-general can dissolve that assembly in an hour by his own 
free will; he can dissolve either branch of the legislature; he can 
leave one in session. He can pass appropriation bills without hav- 
ing one Cuban elected by the Cuban peopie to pass upon them, and 
when the President states here, as he had a perfect right to state, 
based upon the telegraphic communication of the Spanish Govern- 
ment, that they can run their budget—let me read the exact 
words, and then you will not have any misunderstanding. I will 
show you how they can run the budget: 

Besides its local powers it is competent, first, to regulate electoral regis- 
tration and procedure and prescribe the qualifications of electors and the 
manner of exercising suffrage. 

Then, after you get them elected, if the governor-general does 
not like it, he prorogues the whole thing and you have to do the 
electing all over again. He can dissolve either house or both upon 
his own free will. He can remove any judge, he can declare 
martial law, he can keep the army of Spain there festering and 
feeding upon Cuba, and yet we are told this is autonomy and self- 
government. 

I have here what the president says, and I desire to read it per- 
fectly verbatim, referring to this local parliament: 

To frame the insular budget both as to expenditures and revenues, without 
limitation of any kind. 

If that came by telegraph it never came any other way. What 
I mean to say is that under the law of autonomy as proposed in 
this plan the president has been entirely misled. The local gov- 
ernment, or rather the local parliament, can not pass upon its own 
budget of expenditures until they have passed the appropriation 
for the sovereign’s share, and then, after they have devised ways 
and means to pay the levy fixed by Spain, they are permitted the 
glorious privilege of taxing themselves for their own local gov- 
ernment. 

But the bill that pays for their schoolhouses, the bill that pro- 
vides an appropriation to build a bridge or a hospital can not be 
passed in the Cuban parliament, according to the plan of Sagasta, 
until after they have agreed each year to the annual blackmailing 
demands of Spain. What a generous proposition! Is that the 
independence the Republican party promised to help Cuba to? 

I wish I had time, Mr. President, to go through with the other 
parts of autonomy as promised, but here it is absolutely conclu- 
sive that it is another gold brick; that it is another confidence 
game; that it is another stocked deck of cards upon the American 
people. Minister Sagasta addressed the Queen, and his printed 
address came to this country a few days after this message. Let 
me read to you his exact language, how he satisfied her royal 
highness as to the fact that the autonomist scheme, as well as the 
reciprocity scheme, was a mere bluff, a mere dust in the eyes of 
the American Executive and Congress, while he could go on and 
those he could not whip he thought he could buy. Let me read 
you what Sagasta says to the Queen. Let me read you how he 
announced at the very outset that it is not a fair, honest deal with 
the American people, nor with our President. 

Did we not suppose when we read the President’s message that 
the sovereignty of Spain was yielding something to the govern- 
ment of Cuba? Is there a man so dull and stupid who has studied 
this question who did not say ‘‘What! autonomy? Why that is 
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Canada. 
women and children and will have no war with kings.” Autonomy! 
We said it meant the yielding of some at least of the strong power 
of the Government known as sovereignty tothe weak power of gov- 
ernment known as the autonomist condition of a subject. But 


She will be a good neighbor. She will take care of her 


what did Sagasta say to the Queen? He secured his influence. 
He settled the question at the White House by cablegram, and 
then he turned on his knees to the Queen and said, ‘“‘Oh, most Royal 
Highness, nothing of the central power of Spain is diminished or 
lessened by the proposed autonomy in Cuba.” 

The central power of Spain would again appoint a captain-gen- 
eral tosubdue at once the army and the navy and thecourts. The 
central power of Spain, which represents its sovereignty, turned 
into the hands of an assassin like Weyler, offered to the Island of 
Cuba, that Uncle Sam may keep still a little longer, until he mur- 
ders and bribes a few more. The autonomy is heralded by the 
President of the United States as a thing calculated to give local 
government, and yet Sagasta, the minister, says to the Queen, ‘In 
nothing, nothing, is the central power and sovereignty of the Gov- 
ernment of Spain lessened by the proposed autonomy in Cuba.” 

Had the President read the speech of Sagasta when he said in 
his message that they are to have local self-government, or at least 
that they can frame their own budget without let or hindrance, 
or to be exact in the language of the President, to frame their own 
budget, both as to expenditures and revenues without limitation 
of any kind? Had he read then that the very scheme of procla- 
mation provided that the Cuban parliament could not pass upon 
the expenditure of $1 in their own treasury until after they had 
not only appropriated but paid the demands of the blackmailer, 
Spain? 

eM. President, I desire to call attention to only one or two other 
things on the question of autonomy. Let meread from article 36 
this limitation : 

To the Spanish Cortes belongs the determination of what shall be consid- 
ered by their nature necessary expenses of the sovereignty— 

And when the sovereign of Spain demands more blood money 
from the struggling Cubans to encourage them in their lazy lux- 
ury and crime, the Cuban parliament must step up to the captain’s 
desk and settle without even an appeal, without even a chance to 
be heard in the Spanish Cortes— 

And the Spanish Cortes will determine every three years its amount and 


the necessary assets to cover it, always reserving to itself the right to alter 
this provision. 


One of the growing beauties of taxation in Cuba has been that 
the tax-gatherer gathered early and late, and when he found or 
thought he found that a merchant had not paid all the taxes he 
couldstand, he invented the law of charging him somuch for each 
letter over his door. Then he charged him according to the num- 
ber of clerks he hired, and the third and fourthround. The Span- 
ish Cortes, still mindful of loyal support, reserves to itself the right 
to change its budget at any time and levy upon Cuba for the main- 
tenance of themselves. 

This did not come by cablegram. This was not the construc- 
tion put upon it by the American people. No one blames the 
President for accepting as a fair analysis of the proposition that 
which came and lost some of its vices and none of its virtues on 
the cable. 

Let me call your attention to one more of the plans. The Pres- 
ident indicates in his message that the judges will be final in de- 
ciding all differences between the two governments, But who 
makes the judges? Spain. A glorious privilege! 

I want to call your attention further, before 1 pass from that, to 
the fact that the pretended autonomy is but a piece of Spanish 
fraud and chicanery that has been shown for a hundred years in 
the diplomatic relations of this country. I know nothing about 
how they treat the rest of the world. Isay the proposed autonomy 
is an autonomy in name only, and that Sagasta was right when 
he spoke to his Queen and that he testified falsely when he spoke 
to our President. He told onestory before the throne and another 
story before the people of this country. 

It is enough for me to say and to know now that the Cubans 
have given their answer to autonomy. They answered liberty or 
death. That is an answer that is indigenous to American soil. I 
like them for the answer. I defy any gentleman in the future 
discussion of this case to show where Sagasta was wrong when 
he said to the Queen that in the proposed automony of Cuba not 
one bit of central power of the sovereign government of Spain had 
been yielded to the Cuban. 

But we are told we must be patient. Patient! Oh, how long? 
Have we not waited long enough? How often have we spoken for 
it? Here is a copy of the resolution that passed Congress some 
noe ago when the gentleman from New Jersey was President of 

© United States: 

CONCURRENT RESOLUTION. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring therein), 

t,in the opinion of Con a condition of public war exists between the 


Government of Spain and the Government wr egy ery and for some time 
maintained by force of arms by the people of Cuba; that the United States of 


America should maintain a strict neutrality between the contending powers. 


according to each all the rights of belligerents in the ports and territory of 
the United States. 


Resolved further, That the friendly offices of the United States should be 


offered by the President to the Spanish Government for the recognition of 
the independence of Cuba. 


That was passed in the Senate of the United States in February, 
1896, by the overwhelming vote of 64to6. Why have youchanged 
your mind? The House agreed to it by a vote of 247 to 27. Is it 
still the same House? Wait! Be patient! Are there not graves 
enough in Cuba already, Mr. President? Suppose, my friends, 
that we have oversta’ it. No one claims that less than two 
hundred thousand have died of starvation or bad treatment in the 
way of going hungry days at a time and then weakening and 
dying. Noone denies that. I believe the statement of five hun- 
dred thousand to be correct, based upon the statistics furnished 
by the bishop and archbishop of those who are buried with the 
ceremonies of the church. Shall we wait until the rest of them 
march into the grave?’ Shall we be guilty of what they charge us 
with now? 

Let me show you the Spanish idea of what we are doing. I will 
just read a short extract from that distinguished scoundrel with 
an itching palm by the name of Christopher Perez as he wrote to 
Aranguren begging Aranguren to accept the bribes of Blanco and 
offering as a reason the fact that the United States was lying low 
to steal the island and subjugate them to slavery. 


No nation— 

Says this distinguished scoundrel— 
does favors without value received, and if we allow ourselves to be proteeted 
it will be at the cost of our independence. 

We should not be deceived. e Yankees willabsorb us, and this independ- 
ence for which so much blood has been shed we would be compelled to recon- 
quer it against a country of 70,000,000 people. The Government of the United 
States, prohibited by the powers of Europe, is not capable of doing anything 
decisive. The United States dreams that it will remain possessors of this 
island, and it serves their age nee | that blood fiows and the land is impover- 
ished in order to obtain it c any and in time, because possession is not 
urgent. It is sufficient for them by aiding under cover to sustain a war that 
ruins and weakens us. Bleeding and starving, the hour of triumph for false 
ee having arrived, we will be subjugated without resistance on our 
part. 

A claim offered to Aranguren as a reason why he should accept 
the bribe of Blanco and abandon his army, that we blood-thirsty 
eng and scoundrels encourage the murder of women and chil- 

ren that the land may be depopulated and that we may steal the 
island or buy it cheaply from Spain. 

This resolution isan answer tothat. Wedo not want the island. 
We do not want to profit by her misfortune. We do not want 
Spain to suffer. We say to her, “now, for three years you have 
carried on this unholy conflict; you have been unable to subdue 
them; you have disturbed the peace of the continent; you have 
interfered with the commerce of America; you have spread disease 
in the United States by your filthy conduct in regard to yellow 
fever. We ask no money damages; we make nocomplaint for loss 
of business; we make no complaint for the loss of the health of the 
people.” The people of the United States upon their knees pray- 
ing for the deliverance of the country absorbed and downtrodden 
almost with the suffering Cubans ask no relief for themselves; 
but we say to Spain by this resolution, ‘‘ Go, and if by yourgoing 
we injure you we will arbitrate, we will settle the differences in 
the courts of the world, and if we do not suit you, then on the 
high seas or upon the land; but, Mr. Spain, go you must from this 
continent, and we will meet you and discuss terms after we have 
fed the women and the children that you are driving to the grave.” 

We will show to the world that the Spanish statement is false; 
that we are not seeking land; that we are not seeking power; that 
we are not seeking money for our treasury at the expense of any 
nation; but in the close of the cen the nations of the world 
will see us as we take Cuba as the g Samaritan did, and bind 
up her wounds, furnish her people with something to eat, and 
clothes to wear; and the nations of the world will say at last, in 
the beginning of the new century, there is one nation not seeking 
conquest, not seeking power, but one nation following the Naza- 
rene, that has learned the sublime thought, ‘‘ Bear ye one anoth- 
er’s burdens.” 

Mr. President, no question is ever settled until it is settled right. 
That is so true and so omg ae that it ae attracts the 
attention of thinking ——_ © question is settled until it is 
settled right. The Cuban flag of liberty was lifted fifty years ago 
by the followers of Lopez. It went down in defeat. It had one 
star in beautiful disregard to Spanish heraldry. The flag of Lopez 
went down. The first question was settled, but, Mr. ident, 
it was not settled — and it came back again into the sky. In 
the ten years’ war Cespedes and his followers held it for ten years 
in the sky, but it went down. 

The question was settled again, but, under the evolution of God, 
it was not settled right, and it came back again into the sky. 
Then Maceo and Gomez. If you settle it wrong again some bab 
yet unborn, with Cuban blood, will lift it again and again, un 
their brave little flag comes into the sky to stay forever. If we 





—— 


“eu Sore See oes 


1898. . CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 1585 





while it goes down, it goes down in shame, and we 
oe the shame. We know, Mr. President, that it will 
come some time to stay, and let us at least indulge in the hope 

e time is now. 

et piak I have taken more time than I should, and I would de- 
sire to say only, in conclusion, that I have no disposition to put 
leading strings on my Administration. I amapartof the Admin- 
istration of my country; made so by the people of my State. I did 
not turn over any part of my responsibility to any other officer. 
I endeavor as far as I can to discharge all the duties; and the Con- 
stitution which gives this body the right, with the other body, to 
declare war, must give it right to decide all questions that prop- 
erly come before Congress regarding our foreign relations. 

I shall permit no man to question my loyalty to my President. 
He has been honored beyond my words to tell in the hearts of my 
children, before as well as since he became President, and he will 
be after our public duties shall have been discharged. Like Lin- 
coln and Grant and many great men he has I believe, been 
deceived. I believe that the proposed autonomy and reciprocity 
are shams to deceive him and the people, and I should be false to 
the State I represent, the yor I love, and the President I honor 
if I did not speak the truth as I see it. ; 

I beg you to understand me; and if I have given offense I hope 
you will take it out of me sometime and not out of the cause of 
Cuba. I will say to you frankly, Mr. President, and to my friends 
in the Senate, I have no other cause pending here but this. I know 
you will forgive me. I have not been long enough among you to 
even hope to learn anything of the art of statecraft. I have no 
interest, apparently, in any other question than this. 

In every picture of one I see struggling Cubans and 
their ultimate success, the uniform of the man who surren- 
dered at Yorktown I used to see Weyler’s face, now Blanco’s. 
Let me be fair with you and be you charitable with me. I have 
no heart to turn my eyes 2,000 miles away to the west to occupy 
a peaceful island by acquisition of any kind, because to see 
Hawaii just now I must turn my back upon starving Cuba, at 
our door. 

Around my own table among my boys with their clatter and 
noise I see the picture of the Cuban boy, only 12 years old, taken 
out and shot foraspy. And he said, ‘‘ Uncover my eyes, I am not 
afraid to die; turn my face that I may see the hills where I was 
born;” and when I look across the table I seem to know and to 
feel that Iam in the presence of the mothers and the daughters 
of Cuba. I feel that [ can not have done my full share for them, 
but Iam happy in the thought that I have not been in partner- 
pw, Bee ns those in power on the continent when the little nun in 
Cuba wrote, “At night there is no light and in the morning the 
corpses and the living are found together.” 

Remember, as I sit down, I ask no war. Do not fear it, and do 
not expectit. Butif there is to be war, let it be war not of our 
seeking, but war in defense of our own just doing. If it is to be 
war, let it not be a war on women and children; let it not bea 
war with our soldiers armed with torches to burn the homes over 
helpless people; but if it must be war, let it be a glorious war 
in defense of the weak against the strong, in defense of a Chris- 
tian civilization. If it must be war, let it be war in defense of 
the honor of our country, which is more precious than jewels, 
more sacred, more glorious than life. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MantTLe in the chair). If 
there be no objection, the resolution will be so referred. The 
Chair hears no objection. 


MARTHA 8S. HARLLEE, 


_Mr. McLAURIN. I ask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion at this time of the bill & 3339) to increase the pension. of 
—— S. Harllee, widow of W. W. Harllee, a soldier in the Mex- 
can war. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
ole, ed to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment in line 7, 
before the word ‘‘ war,” to strike out ‘“‘ Mexican” and insert ‘‘ Flor- 
ida:” and in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out “ twen- 
ty-five” and insert ‘‘fifteen;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior ba, and he neveby is, 
snd linitatigne af the pension inws: the anne of Martha 8 Harlie widow of 
ws, name OW 0 
the late W. W. Harllee, veteran of the Florida war, and pay her a pension of 
{iS per month from and after the of this act; and this pension shall 
lieu of that which she is now ving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. f 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and ot : 


The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to increase the 
XXXI——100 


pension of Martha S. Harllee, widow of W. W. Harllee, a soldier 
in the Florida war.” 


SUBPORTS OF ENTRY AND DELIVERY IN TEXAS. 


Mr.MILLS. Iask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 3209) making Sabine Pass, in the State of Texas, 
a subport of entry and er: 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to amend the bill in line 3, after the 
words “Sabine Pass,” by inserting “and Port Arthur;” atthe end 
of the same line, after the word “and,” to strike out ‘‘is” and in- 
insert ‘‘are;” in line 4, after the word “‘made,” to strike out “a 
subport” and insert “‘subports;” in line 6, after the word “at,” 
to insert ‘‘each of;” and in the same line to make the word 
“‘subport” plural. 

Mr. MILLS. I have no objection to the amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendments proposed by the 

Senator from Missouri will be stated. 
_ The Secretary. In line 3, after the words “Sabine Pass,” it 
is proposed to insert ‘‘and Port Arthur;” in the same line, after 
the word “and,” to strike out “is” and insert “‘are;” in line 4, 
after the word ‘‘made,” to strike out ‘“‘asubport” and imsert 
‘“‘subports;” in line 6, after the word “‘at,” to insert ‘‘each of;” 
and in the same line, after the word ‘‘ said,” to strike out ‘‘sub- 
port” and insert ‘“‘subports;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Sabine Pass and Port Arthur, in the State of 
Texas, shall be, and are hereby, made subports of entry and delivery in the 
customs district of Galveston, and a customs officer, or such other officers, 
shall be stationed at each of said subports with authority to enter and clear 
vessels, receive duties, fees, and other moneys, and perform such other 
services and receive such compensation as in the judgment of the Secretary 
of the Treasury the exigencies of commerce may require. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fer a tnird reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill making Sabine 
Pass and Port Arthur, in the State of Texas, subports of entry and 
delivery.” 

AFFAIRS IN CUBA. 

Mr. MORGAN. Isubmit a resolution, and ask that it be printed 
and lie over until to-morrow. 

The resolution was read, ordered to be printed, and lie over, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That the President is requested, if in his opinion it is not incom- 
atible with the public service, to send to the Senate copies of the reports of 
he consul-general and of the consuls of the United States in Cuba written or 

received since March 4, 1897, which relate to the state of the war in that 
island and the condition of the people there; or that he will send such parts 
of said reports as will inform the Senate as to these facts. 

2. That the President inform the Senate whether any agent of a govern- 
ment in Cuba has been accredited to the Government or to the President of 
the United States, with authority to negotiate a treaty of reciprocity with 
the United States, or any other diplomatic or commercial agreement with the 
United States,and whether such person has been recognized and received as 
the representative of such government in Cuba. 

PARIS INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed 5,000 additional copies of the report of the special commissioner 
of the United States to the international exposition to be held at Paris, the 
same to be distributed by the Third Assistant Secretary of State. 


LABOR LAWS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed for distribution by the Department of Labor 3,500 additional 
copies, in cloth binding, of the Second Special Report of the Commissioner of 
Labor, comprising the labor laws of the United States and of the State and 
Territorial governments, being a report of the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce of the House of Representatives, submitted July 2), 1892, 
and revised and annotated in accordance with concurrent resolution adopted 
March 5, 1896. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a bill (H. R. 7933) making appropriations for expenses of United 
States courts; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

SENATOR FROM OREGON. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the Oregon election case. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate resumed the consid- 
eration of the following resolution, reported by Mr. Carrery from 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections January 26, 1898: 

Resolved, That the Hon. Henry W. Corbett is not entitled to take his seat 
in this body as a Senator from the State of Oregon. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. 
the Oregon election case, I ask for a vote upon the resolution 
which is now before the Senate. 

Mr. WHITE. Now? 


Unless some Senator is ready to speak upon 


Mr. CHANDLER. Yes, now. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I desire to say a few words in 
reference to the report concerning the case of Mr. Corbett claim- 
ing to be a Senator from the State of Oregon. The question pre- 
sented by the report has been much discussed in the liens he 
cases bearing on the subject have been examined from the founda- 
tion of the Government. So far as the report shows, the case of 
Kensey Johns was the first. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, I should like to have order, so that 
we may hear the Senator from Alabama. Sitting so near him as 
I do, I can hardly hear what he says. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from Alabama will allow me, 
I will suggest the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. PETTUS. I hope the Senator will not call in other Sena- 
tors to listen to a dull argument from me on this subject. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have no doubt the argument of the Sena- 
tor from Alabama will be worthy of any occasion, but I can not 
withdraw the call, having once suggested the absence of a quorum. 
I think this case concerning a vacant seat in the Senate is of suf- 
ficient importance to have a quorum of the Senate present when 
it is acted upon. I insist upon the call. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire suggests the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call 
the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, 


Deboe, Kyle, Pritchard, 

Allison, Fairbanks, Lodge, Rawlins, 
Bacon, ‘rye, McBride, Roach, 
Baker, Gorman, McMillan, Sewell, 

te, Hale, Mantle, Shoup, 

urrows Hanna, Mason, Spooner, 
Butler, Hansbrough, Mitchell, ‘eller, 
Carter, Harris, Money, Thurston, 
Chandler, Hawley, Morgan, Turpie, 
Chilton, Heitfeld, Pasco, Warren, 
Clay, Hoar, Perkins, White, 
Cockrell, Jones of Ark. Pettigrew, Wilson. 
Cullom, Kenney, Pettus, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-one Senators having an- 
swered to their names, a-quorum is present. The Chair recog- 
nizes the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I propose to prove that the 

uestion now before the Senate has been decided in such a way as 
that it ought to remain settled forever. Ido not mean when I 
say the case has been decided that it has been decided once or 
twice or three times and therefore ought to remain settled, but it 
has been decided in such a way as that the Senate ought to be 
willing to allow the law to be known. It is nothing but a ques- 
tion of law. 

In the first place, in the case of Kensey Johns, the first of the 
election cases in the Senate, the identical question we are now 
considering was decided, and not only decided, but in the decision 
the Senate gave the reason for the decision, and that reason is 
stated in the resolution. 


George Read, a Senator from Delaware, resigned his seat in’ December, 
1793, during the recess of the legislature of said State. The eoeisare met 
in January and adjourned in February, 1794. On the 19th of March Kense 
Johns was appointed by the governor of said State to fillthe vacancy. It 
was determined that Mr. Johns was not entitled to his seat, a session of the 
legislature having intervened between the resignation of Mr. Read and the 
appointment of Mr. Johns. 


Here is the resolution: 


Resolved, That Kensey Johns, appointed by the governor of the State of 
Delaware as a Senator of the United States for said State, is not entitled to 
a seat in the Senate of the United States, a session of the legislature of the said 
State having intervened between the resignation of the said George Read 
and the appointment of the said Kensey Johns. 


That decision was made prior to the act of 1866, designating the 
legislature by which Senators should be elected, but it involves 
exactly the same principle. Not long afterwards there were 
divers other cases which came up, involving kindred questions. 
I am only going to call the attention of the Senate to two cases 
bearing directly on this subject in the early period of our history. 
There are a great many other cases bearing on this subject, but it 
would weary the Senate to have them all called to its attention. 
I desire now merely to call to the attention of the Senate the case 
of Samuel 8S. Phelps, appointed Senator from the State of Ver- 
mont. I will read the facts: 


Mr. Phelps was appointed by the governor of Vermont January 17, 1853, 
during the recess oF the legislature, to fill a vacancy in the Senate pepaee 
ing by the death of William Upham. His credentials were presented and he 
took his seat aang 19. The legislature met in October and adjourned in 
December without electing a Senator to fill the unexpired term. . Phelps 
had held the seat during the remainder of the second session of the Thirty- 


second Congress, ending March 3, and during the special session of the Sen- 
ate March 4to April 11. December 29 he again attended. January 4, 1834, 
the Senate resolved that the Committee on the Judiciary inquire whether he 
was entitled to retain his seat. January 16 the committee reported the reso- 
lution ‘*that the Hon. Samuel 8. Phelps is entitled: to his seat in the Senate 
of the United States.” It was accompanied by a minority report adverse to 
the right of Mr. Phelps toa seat. March 16 the resolution reported by the 
committee was rejected by a vote of 12 yeas to 26 nays, and it was “ Resolved, 


That the Hon. Samuel 8. Phelps is not entitled to retain his seat in the Sen- 
ate of the United States.” 


The minority report in that case contains some interesting his- 
tory on that subject, but I shall not consume the time of the Sen- 
ate in discussing it. I want it understood that I am not debating 
the question as to what ought to have been decided. I am not 
debating it on that theory. Iam debating it on the theory that 
it has been decided over and over again one way, and then, as it 
is said, adversely; and that members have been seated here with- 
out objection contrary to the ruling of those early cases. It is 
true members were seated contrary to those early decisions. 

The next phase of the case was brought up by what are called 
the New Hampshire cases. It is claimed and asserted by the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] in his argument, 
that the decision in these cases proves the correctness of the mi- 
nority report in this particular case. I do not consider that the 
decision goes to that extent; but it goes a long way in that direc- 
tion. 

There is no use in reading the Blair nor the Bell case, They 
are familiar to you all. They grew out of a particular situation 
in the State of New Hampshire in its constitution and the act of 
1866. The act of 1866 requires that the legislature elected next 
before the vacancy shall fill it—the legislature elected, not the 
legislature sitting, not even the old legislature if it be in session, 
but the legislature elected next before the vacancy. It so hap- 
pened that under the constitution of New Hampshire when these 
vacancies occurred a legislature had been elected, but it did not 
sit until the next year. Therefore, that legislature could not 
elect under the law of 1866, it not being in session, and by the con- 
stitution of the State not to be in session until there was a va- 
cancy. The old legislature could not elect, although it might 
have been in session, because it was not the legislature designated 
by the act of Congress. 

Now, you will observe that the Senate in the Blair and the Bell 
cases from New Hampshire and in another case from New Hamp- 
shire departed to some extent from the old ruling, by holding that 
as the State was in such a situation that the legislature could not 
elect, therefore the governor could enpant and appoint to a full 
term. I have read these cases here. ey are very ably argued 
on both sides. I do not intend to go into the argument, as I said 
at first, but you will notice that there isa wide distinction between 
cases where the legislature of the State could not ibly elect 
under the law and cases where the legislature of the State was 
actually in session and ordered by the law of the United States to 
elect a Senator and refused to do it. 

That is all that the New Hampshire cases determine. They made 
it a matter of necessity. True, they went to the full extent of 
declaring that a governor could fill a whole term. As I said be- 
fore, there were other cases where the Senate had allowed persons 
appointed to a whole term, who had been appointed by the gov- 
ernor after the legislature had been in session, to take their seats 
without any question. A number of cases were cited by the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr, CHANDLER] in his argument a 
few days ago. So this question had been variously decided when 
the great Mantle case came up, and in that case the gentleman 
who made the report in favor of Mr. MANTLE, and another, the 
distinguished Senator from Indiana [Mr. Turpte], contended 
most earnestly that now was a.chance to settle this question, and 
‘let us settle it now and forever.” That is the meaning of it. I 
hope those gentlemen do not belong to that class of men who think 
a question never is or can be settled until it is settled according 
to their own uliar views. I want to show exactly how that 
question was debated in the Mantle case. 

The distinguished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] was 
the first to lead off in what I consider this line of conservative 
wisdom, because there is no doubt in the world that you had bet- 
ter have a case settled and allow the age and the country to 
know what the law is than to be forever debating it in this body. 
The Senator from Massachusetts, who made the report and led in 
the debate, used this language, and if it means anything, it means 
the very thing for which I am contending here: 


Iam gratified that this question now arises under circumstances where it 
can be settled without any thought or imputation of ———— upon any 
Senator delivering his judgment, because, although it happens there are two 
Republicans and one Democrat affected these reports, there is a Senator 
in this body, who took his seat on the 4th of March without apeiien, whose 
_ ~ seen virtually the same thing.—Congressional Record, volume 

» part 1, page 43. 


There was a ponents on the part of the Senator from Masga- 
chusetts to have this thing settled here in this case, where we 
could have a fair chance, the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] 
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ving been admitted and liable to be turned out, and there bein 
ios Democrats on one side and two Republicans on the other ol 
all depending virtually on the same subject. 
When of the Mantle case I desire Senators to include 
in it the two other cases decided at the same time. The great 
Mantle case was debated from March until way into August be- 
fore it was decided, and it was debated by many of the strongest 
men in the Senate at that time. The distinguished lawyer now 
occupying a seat as the senior Senator from Indiana, speaking on 
the same side of the same question, said he wanted the case de- 


cided once forever, just like the Senator from Massachusetts. He 


said: 


be perhaps as fair a way as any to treat this as a case of first in 

Prd. pat oy no decision been made upon it, and to remit the 
resent court, the members of this body sitting in judgment, to the text of 
he Constitution itself, to the letter of the passage relating to the appointin & 
power, and the spirit of the context in which it is found, and the tenor an 
purpose of the whole instrument.—Congressional Record, volume 25, part 1, 


page 68. 


Evidently both of those Senators had in their minds that this 
vexatious question had been before the Senate for a long time and 
that it ought to be settled, and they proposed a settlement in the 
words I have read, and it was settled; that is,it was decided. But 
if we are forever to treat this question in a partisan sense, if we 
are forever to debate it, then the debate will only work injury to 
the country at aa. . ; 

Mr. President, the importance of having the law decided and 
known can not be overestimated. Some men treat it as a trifling 
circumstance that a question has been decided for fifty years one 
way, and overturned by that sort of logic which some men have 
which can prove a lie to their own satisfaction. The judicial 
learning of the United States, especially in the last thirty or forty 
years, ought to be a lesson to all mankind of the importance of 
adhering to that which has been the settled law for ages. 

If we study them well, we will see the great wisdom of our 
Saxon forefathers in inventing this idea that when a cause is once 


_ decided it ought so to remain and remain forever. The law courts 


have it, and it has gone into a maxim in the law courts, that it is 
always better that the law should be decided and known than it 
is that the law should in the first piace be settled with technical 
accuracy. Now, whenever you get away from that fundamental 
principle of the law courts, you are at sea. 

1 will merely call attention to one or two cases. — are fa- 
miliar to all of you, and therefore need not be read. What law- 
yer on earth ever heard before the war that paper money could be 
coined? Did we not all know that paper mo:z.ey could not be coined 
in the United States? Yes; we knew it from the decisions of the 
courts; we knew it from reading the books; we knew if from the 
practice of the country. 

It was a settled thing if anything on earth ever was settled— 
paper money can not be coined. ell, it was coined. Under the 
necessities of war it was coined. Finally,when the war was over, 
it came before that august tribunal. and there happened to be a 
large number of these great old judges still on the bench. The 
question was debated and debated by the great lawyers of the 
country and decided as it had been decided in substance for a good 
part of a hundred years before. The court decided that you could 
not coin paper—I will not say anything about silver, for fear the 
Senator ao Nevada [Mr. Stewart] might hear it. That great 
tribunal, after mature, deliberate, long, and protracted considera- 
tion, decided that paper money could not be coined. 

These old men of wisdom, who paid some attention to the teach- 
ings of our ancestors and the great judges who went before them, 
were considered old fogies. Ninety-nine times out of a hundred 
when you call a man an old fogy, itis proof that he wants to adhere 
to the laws and customs of his country. But there was a more 
progressive age. Mr. President, that which you call progress is 
very often a retrograde movement. But there came an age of 
improvement. The old fogies died off the bench; new men took 
their places, more accustomed to the logic of their own minds than 
to the wisdom of the judges who had gone before for a hundred 
years. I tell you this sharpness of logic that can enable a man to 
=e a false proposition to a demonstration as he would a prob- 

em in Euclid is the most dangerous thing that ever God allowed 
to be on the bench of any country. 

I do not want to argue this question. I am merely calling your 
attention to some things that Tave happened in our history, that 
have gone into history itself, and that question is now settled. 
Oh, yes; it is settled. Paper money can be lawfully coined under 


_ the itution of the United States. It has been so enacted by 


the Supreme Court of the United States and is now the law. 
From the foundation of the Government it was decided over 
and over again (I merely cite the case of the Bank of the Com- 
monwealth of Kentucky as one, but it was decided over and over 
again; it needed no authority to — the proposition; it was a 
matter known of all men and of all courts) that every State in the 
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Union had a right to charter banks. Everybody knew it. The 
Supreme Court of the United States had so pronounced time and 
time again. There was scarcely a single court in a State in the 
United States, where the State was twenty years old, that had not 
decided the same thing. 

The question came before the Supreme Court, after the Congress 
of the United States had levied what they called a tax on State 
banks. They called ita tax. You can not makea liea truth by 
enacting it. Itisnotataxatall. Itisa prohibition. It says in 
substance—I am not going to pause to read the statute, but I am 
perfectly familiar with it—that if any bank, State or national, 
issues a bank note, the bank so issuing the note shall pay a tax of 
10 per cent for the issue. If the note goes into another bank the 
same day and is reissued, whether it is reissued by a State bank 
or a national bank, the bank making the second issue shall pay a 
tax of 10 per cent on the amount of the note. So if it go into a 
third and a fourth and a fifth, and it may be passed through banks 
ten times in one day, and if it is so passed ten times the entire 
note is consumed in the tax upon it; and they callitatax. It is 
a prohibition against the State authorizing the issue of bank notes 
at all by State banks. 

Lid the State have a right tocharter banks? It was never ques- 
tioned before the war. The idea was never suggested. It was 
suggested that the State could not doa banking business itself, 
and that was the question in the case of the Bank of the Com- 
monwealth of Kentucky; but it was never even suggested in any 
court that’a State did not have a right to charter a bank of issue. 

Yet, when the case came before the Supreme Court of the United 
States in the case of the Veazie National Bank, there were some 
ons logicians on the bench at that time, and they proved to 
the satisfaction of a scant majority of the court that the State 
never had any such right; that the United State Congress had a 
right to prohibit—they did not put it in so many words, but that 
is the meaning of it, its plain logical meaning—had a right to pre- 
vent a State from chartering a bank of issue. 

My remembrance is that the decision was made by a majority of 
1 and after a long and fierce contest. There were some of ths 
old fogies left there then, and they demonstrated, so far as the for- 
mer decisions reached, so far as former rulings of the court for 
seventy-odd years went, that the State had this power and thai no 
power.on earth could take itawayfrom them. But they were old 
fogies. They believed in the decision. They really thought that 
John Marshall knew something about the law. They had respect 
for him. But when you tear down the respect which we have for 
the decisions of the great men that went before us, when you tear 
down the respect for their opinions, when you unsettle all that they 
did, you are in a very good condition to tear down the balance of 
fone country and your government. Your mind is rightly framed 

or it. 

You had a very recent experience in the same line. Congress 
thought the Government was in need of money; the tax bill 
would not perhaps yield all that was wanted; they thought they 
would fix a way to tax money—to tax incomes—and they levied a 
tax on the income of the people of the country. I do not know 
whether you were right or wrong in levying the tax. I am not 
going to debate the question. It is not involved in what I have to 
say. But you enacted the law and said a certain income should 
be taxed in a certain way; and does not every lawyer who is 40 
years old know that you have aright to do it? At least it had 
been so decided time and time again on the very principle on 
which you based that tax—the exact principle. 

In that decision there came up this wonderful logical power for 
which I am coming to have a real aversion, when the logical 
power becomes so great as to be able to overturn fundamental 
principles and to demonstrate by that logic to the satisfaction of a 
court that it is right to overturn these old and established laws of 
the land, because I tell you that when a decision has been made 
and it has been adhered to for years, the man who overturns it is 
overturning a law of the land, and nobody can dispute it. The 
long-established decisions of the courts are what made the common 
law. There is comparatively little of it that was ever enacted by 
the British Parliament. The law of England was made by the 
decisions of the judges, and when a decision had been made and 
was acquiesced in for a term of years, it was just as much the law 
of England as any statute Parliament could enact. I say, the 
man who has logical power sufficient to overturn these long- 
established principles is a dangerous man to the liberties of the 
country, because it never was designed by the English-speaking 
people of any country that a court should enact any law. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator kindly allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. PETTUS. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I'ask the Senator whether he makes any 
distinction in the application of this principle, known as the 
principle of stare decisis, between the courts of law and legisla- 
tures? In other words, whether the principle of which he speaks 
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is not a principle that the courts apply to protect peoneny rights 
which have grown up under a series of decisions, and is not ap- 

licable to a question of this kind, a question of parliamentary 
on or a question of public law, where rights do not grow up in 
the way property rights do, under the decisions of the courts, 
until it becomes important to society that they shall be respected. 
Can the Senator point toany decision where the doctrine of stare 
decisis is asserted to be a doctrine of parliamentary or public 
law? 

Mr. PETTUS. I can not show any decision where it has been 
ruled expressly by a parliamentary body that what had been 
decided and seaulninel te for years was law. I can not turn to 
such a decision. Ido not remember it. Parliamentary law has 
been a subject of very recent study with me. But, Mr. President, 
the rule that the law had better be decided and known than that 
it should be, in the first instance, decided with technical accuracy 
does not apply merely to rights of property. It applies to all 
rights. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator from Alabama a question? 

Mr. PETTUS. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator whether he thinks 
that it would have been right for the English judges to overrule 
the case of the ship money, The King against John Hampden, in 
an age more enlightened and free than the age where the ju oe 

Mr. PETTUS. Oh, the Senator wants to hitch my absolute 
love of liberty, my absolute love for freedom, within the bounds 
of law. . 

Mr. HOAR. No; Ionly want to bring the Senator’s conspicuous 
common sense—— 

Mr. PETTUS. If you want me to answer directly, I say it was 
right to overrule it. It was manifestly a violation of the liberty 
of the subject in the first place, and in the next place it did not 
involve any right of the individual which was overruled by it. 
The overruling of it only reasserted what the English people 
always claimed, and that was, the liberty of a British subject, not 
that they could trample upon him by edicts of council or even by 
acts of Parliament. But this principle for which I am contend- 
ing applies to all rights of individuals; not merely property rights, 
but all rights. 

How is a merchant ever to know when he is walking on safe 
ground? We have a law, and a law so stringent that no human 
being can overturn it. It is that if aman make a paper—well, a 
** commercial paper,” I will callit—commercial paper means divers 
things in divers States; but if he makes a commercial paper and 
signs it and it gets into the hands of a bona fide holder, where is 
his defense? He got nothing for it; not a cent. Fraud was com- 
mitted on him—the grossest possible fraud on earth was commit- 
ted on him in getting him to sign it. He signed it by the induce- 
ment of fraud. What court in the land would tell the merchant 
that he should not collect that note? 

I ask Senators what property rights are involved? Thatisa 
mere right; there is no property in it. It is a right of contract. 
The man can not prove anything on earth if that note gets into 
the hands of a bona fide holder for value before maturity. It does 
not make any difference what can be proven; you may just imagine 
any state of facts that you can; the merchant is going to get his 
judgment on that note. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will my friend permit me a suggestion? 

Mr. PETTUS. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. Itis right in line with what the Senator from 
Alabama is saying. The reason underlying the doctrine of stare 
decisis, which we apply to property rights, applies with full force 
in fixing and maintaining the relations of the States to the National 
Government and the right of representation. 

Mr. PETTUS. It applies to the very case before us. Here isa 
right claimed and here isa decision made on it over and over 
again. However, when I was interrupted I was stating that there 
are hundreds and hundreds of cases that occur to every lawyer in 
this Chamber where men have uired rights and made con- 
tracts under the settled law of the land. Do you tell me thata 
judge has a right to take away their rights? I say no; that Ly 
is doing nothing else in God’s world but repealing the law of the 
land by his own word. The instance I last referred to was the 
income tax. Weall know its history, and it is a sad picture in 
the records of the country. It is as sad a chapter as the McArdle 
case from Mississippi, for the Supreme Court waited for Congress. 
One of those old fogies, as they have come to be considered in the 
history of the time, one of those very old fogies who are so much 
criticised at the present day, Justice Grier, in that august body, 
repeated the Latin sentence which means, “‘I wash my hands of 
this great shame.” The Supreme Court waited upon Congress be- 
ee at would turn a man out of a military prison during pro- 

oun 2. 

Mr. ident, the principle for which I am contending is far- 
reaching. The English judges understood it; the American 
jadges understood it and appreciated it. But we live in a pro- 
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gressive age. We live in an age when our intellects are so sharp- 
ened that almost anything can be proved. Iam sorry forit. I 
have always thought that one grain of common sense is worth all 
the chop logic that ever was invented. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator from Alabama a question? 

Mr. PETTUS. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. DoTI understand him to say that if a decision of 
the Supreme Court should be made which it could be proved 
er ea was incorrect, he would not be in favor of over- 
ruling it? 

Mr, PETTUS. I dosaythat, but that is not what I said before, 

Mr. HOAR. Iso understood the Senator. 

Mr. PETTUS. No, sir; I did not say that before; but I do say 
that unless it concerns the liberty of the subject or is vital to the 
Government it ought never to be overruled after it has become 
an established principle of the court. What I did say was that 
this logic of modern times has become so sharp, so incisive, that 
aman can prove a falsehood to a mathematical demonstration. 
That is what I meant to say. No, sir; a judge has no right to 
overrule it. I not only say that it ought not to be overruled, but 
that he has no right to overrule it. He is violating his duty as a 
judge when he overrules it, unless it is one of those vital things 
that trespass on human liberty or infringe on the Government 
itself. Is it not thelaw of the land? I will ask the Senator. Is not 
a decision long made and long established that concerns the rights 
of individuals the law of the land? 

Mr. HOAR. As the Senator puts that question to me, I will 
answer him in the words of Sir William Blackstone, who is sup- 
posed to be a pretty good, conservative authority. He says, if I 
recollect aright, that it is improper to speak of an erroneous de- 
cision as law; that it is no law. 

Mr. PETTUS. Sir William Blackstone does say, and he says 
correctly, sir-—— 

Mr. HOAR, Let me complete my answer. I would answer 
very frankly that if the Supreme Court of the United States 
should at any time, by a mistake or blunder, hold that two and 
two make five, I do not with the Senator from Alabama that 
the American le are helpless for all time under that decision. 
I understand the Senator to say exactly that. 

Mr. PETTUS. I did not say that, or anything that was akin 


it. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator said that if it was proved mathemat- 
ically to be mistaken he still would not overrule it. 

Mr. PETTUS. I say that if a decision has been made and has 
been = established and recognized as the law of the land (I 
mean a decision made by the highest tribunal, of course), then 
unless it concerns the liberty of the subject or some vital power 
of the Government it is the law of the land, and no judge on earth 
has a right to overturn it, although it may have been erroneously 
decided at first. 

Mr. HOAR. If I may ask the Senator one other question, I will 
not trouble him again. Does the Senator regard the right of a 
State in this Union to be represented half the time only instead 
of being represented all the time to be one of the exceptions which 
concern vital matters of Government? 

Mr. PETTUS. Ido not, and Ido not think the Senator can 
understand it that way either. I think, as I said before, that it is 
better for this whole country that the question we are now dis- 
cussing should be settled and known, so that States and governors 
and legislatures could know what they were doing, than that the 
law should have been settled in the first instance with technical 
accuracy. That is what I say, and the books say it. I do not be- 
lieve that the Senator from Rhacenchnapthe, when he was a great 
judge presiding at the head of that great court up in ee 
State, ever overruled any decision that was long established and 
known as the law of Massachusetts. Ido not believe he did. He 
was a great lawyer, and he is a t lawyer now, but he has cul- 
tivated his logical powers to such an extent that I am no fit person 
to answer him. 

Mr. President, I have consumed enough time in debating these 
abstract questions. What are the facts in the case we are now 
discussing? Simply that the legislature of Oregon was appointed 
to meet, I believe, on the 7th day of January of last year, and it 
met. The constitution required it to meet on that day. 

Mr. TURPIE. I ask the Senator from Alabama whether he 
will yield for a motion to adjourn? 

Mr. PETTUS. Any way will be agreeable to me, 

Mr. TURPIE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator to substitute a motion for 
an executive session. 

Mr. TURPIE. It is too late. There is not a quorum present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana moves 
that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock and 56 minutes 

.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, February 
0, 1898, at 12 0’ meridian. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


WRDNESDAY, February 9, 1898. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. CoupEn. : 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PERKINS. I desire to submit two resolutions from the 
' Committee on Printing, and ask unanimous consent for their pres- 
ent consideration. oe 
' Mr. BARTLETT. Are these privileged matters? 
Mr. PERKINS. They are not. 
Mr. BARTLETT. I call for the regular order. 
Mr. PERKINS. These resolutions will take but a moment. 
Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman knows that I would not ob- 
ject generally to matters of this kind; it is entirely outside of m 
ordinary course; but we have an ae prongs matter—the contested- 
election case—which will occupy all the time we have to-day, 
Mr. PERKINS. These are matters from the Committee on 
Printing which we desire to have go through to-day; they will 
take but a moment. 
EXPENSES OF UNITED STATES COURTS. 


Mr. CANNON, I desire to report from the Committee on Ap- 
iations the bill which I send to the desk and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 7938) making > yt for expenses of United States 
cow 


Be it enacted, etc., That the following sums be, and they are hereby, a 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri to 
supply deficiencies in the followin: opgreerietess for expenses of United 
States courts for the fiscal year en une 30, 1898, namely: 

For fees of jurors, 

For fees of witnesses, $175,000. 


; The SPEAKER. This is not a privileged report. 
4 Mr. CANNON. I ask unanimous consent for its immediate con- 
t sideration. Itwilltake buta moment. Ifit is not passed promptly, 
the United States courts in general throughout the country will 
have to be closed. 
Mr. DOCKERY. I hope the bill may be considered and passed. 
There being no — the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the bill; which was twice , ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, read the third time, and passed. 
; On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion toreconsider the last vote 
' was laid on the table. . 
: REPORT OF SPECIAL COMMISSIONER TO PARIS EXPOSITION OF 1900. 
Mr. BARTLETT. I withdraw my objection to the matter 
which the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. PERKINs] desired to have 
acted on if it can be considered and disposed of without causing 


any delay. 
SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution presented 

by the gentleman from Iowa. 

The k read as follows: 

rT. > House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed 5,000 additional copies of the report of the s commissioner of 
the United States to the pe ees be held at Paris, the same 
to be distributed by the Third Assistant tary of State. 
| Mr.CANNON. Does this resolution provide for the printing of 
| a — of the Paris Exposition of 1900? 

. PERKINS. It provides merely for printing additional 
copies of the of special commissioner, Mr. Handy, to be 
distributed by Third Assistant Secretary of State. 

Mr. CANNON. I have no objection. 
There being no objection, the resolution was considered, and 


adopted. 
LABOR LAWS, FEDERAL AND STATE. 


The SPEAKER. The other resolution sent to the desk by the 
| gentleman from sw a PERKINS] will be read. 


The Clerk read as 
Resolved by the House tatives (the Senate concurring), That 
t of Labor 3,500 addi- 


there be ted for dis tion by the 
tional p+ Gh eoces Benes of the Comm 
sioner of Labor, comprising the labor laws of the United States and of the 


State and Territorial being a report of the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign of the House of Representatives, submitted 
7. 1882, and revised and annotated in accordance with concurrent reso- 
lution adopted March 5, 
oo being no objection, the resolution was considered, and 
adopted. 
-— SULZER. Iask unanimous consent to introduce a resolu- 
on. 


Mr. BARTLETT. I call for the regular order. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
— from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, 
that the Senate passed a bill of the following title; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 
S. 3596. An act to ratify the agreement between the Dawes 
and the Seminole Nation of Indians. 








The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the bill (H. R. 5982) to amend an act entitled ‘““An 
act declaring a certain bridge across the Tallahatchee River, in 
Tallahatchee County, State of Mississippi, a lawful structure, and 
for other purposes,” approved May 28, 1896. 

The message announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 6351) making appropriations for 
the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1899, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, had agreed to 
the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. CuLLom, Mr. Quay, 
and Mr. PETTIGREW as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


SENATE BILL REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to its appropriate 
committee, as indicated below: 

S. 3596. An act toratify the agreement between the Dawes Com- 
mission and the Seminole Nation of Indians—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—ALDRICH VS. PLOWMAN, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia demands the 
regular order,’ which is the further consideration of the contested- 
election case from Alabama. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, before my colleague on 
the committee proceeds with the discussion of this question, I de- 
sire to apprise the House that an arrangement has been entered 
into between my colleague, Judge BARTLETT, and myself respect- 
ing the limitation of debate and the time at which a vote shall be 
taken. We have agreed that the debate shall continue for four 
and one-quarter hours, of which time the minority of the commit- 
tee will be entitled to two and one-quarter hours and the majority 
of the committee to two hours, as we occupied more time than 
they did on yesterday, which will bring the House to a direct vote 
on the resolutions of the committee at about half past 4 o'clock. 

Mr. BARTLETT. That is satisfactory to us. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. And I ask unanimous consent, Mr. 
Speaker, that that arrangement be ratified by the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, that the further consideration of this question 
shall continue for four and one-quarter hours, the time to be di- 
vided as he has stated, after which the vote upon the resolution 
shall be taken? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I should like to inquire how 
much time the gentleman from Kentucky, my colleague on the 
committee _ SETTLE], occupied on yesterday? 

The S The Chair is informed that the gentleman oc- 
cupied fifty-two minutes, 

Mr. SETTLE. I donot suppose, Mr. Speaker, that it is a mat- 
ter of any moment at this time as to how much time I occupied 
in the discussion of this question on yesterday, but I think there 
was anerror in keeping the time. My friend from Ilinois [ Mir. 
MANN] closed at 4 o’clock, and the House adjourned at 5 o’clock 
and 5 minutes. I think I occupied about forty-six or forty-seven 
minutes. 

But, as I have said, it is immaterial, in view of the fact that we 
are to have a little more than one-half of the time during the dis- 
cussion to-day. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Illinois, the Chair is in- 
formed, closed at twelve minutes past 4 o’clock. 

Mr.SETTLE. That gave me forty-eight minutes. Idonot see, 
however, that it will make any difference now. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I yield forty minutes to the gentleman from 
Kentucky in addition to the time already at his disposal. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky is recognized, 
then, for forty-eight minutes. 

Mr. SETTLE. Mr. Speaker, at the close of my remarks on yes- 
terday I was directing the attention of the House to the absence 
from the polls on the election day of between four and five hun- 
dred of the colored voters of the city-of Selma. I gave emphasis 
to the fact that a sufficient number of the colored men voted oat 
of which Mr. Aldrich’s vote could be supplied, and yet leave a sur- 
plus of 95 remaining for the contestee, Mr. Plowman. 

It is true that Crocheron states that he marked over 100 ballots 
for Mr. Plowman. But I pay no more attention to Crocheron’s 
testimony as to the number of ballots marked by him than I do 
to the testimony of all of the markers in this case, on both sides, 
in these various precincts. They are men who kept no memo- 
randa and stated what they did from memory only; and such testi- 
mony is not to be relied upon as indicating with any exactness the 
number of the ballots marked by them. 

Bat I wish to suggest to the House that in Shelby and Chilton 
counties, the two counties and the only ones in which Mr. Aldrich 
carried a majority of the votes at that election, there was an equal 
absence from the voting places of the colored population. In 
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Shelby eae for instance, they have a population—a voting 
population—of 4,836, and yet only 2,550 votes were cast. 

n Chilton County, with a population of 2,952 voters, only 1,407 
votes were cast, so that only 1 vote in 2 was cast in these two 
counties where Mr. Aldrich had control of the election machinery, 
and in both of which no election officers, except in three of the 
precincts, were appointed to represent the contestee. We make 
no complaint of this fact, but call your attention to it in order that 
it may operate as a kind of estoppel to the contestant in the case, 
claiming that we did for him, where we had the power, what he 
says he did for us where he was dominant. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] took occasion during 
the course of his remarks on yesterday to refer to the fact that 
@ large number of voters of the city precinct made irreconcilable 
statements as to the hour at which they voted. In the light of 
his statement it does appear strange, if not indeed ridiculous, that 
a man who is No. 1328 on the polling list should have voted prior 
to the man who appears as No. 304 on the same list. 

But if you will examine the testimony in this case you will find 
that there are but two cases where the witnesses actually swore 
with positiveness as to the hour at which they voted. I grant 

ou that there are several cases where these statements can not 
reconciled upon the idea of the truth of each, and where we 
must insist that it was nothing more nor less than a mistake of 
the witness testifying. Now, what is the inference that the gen- 
tleman would have you draw from this? He simply intends to 
have you believe that that poll list was padded, that names were 
placed upon it that did not actually vote, and then that they were 
called as witnesses in this case and inadvertently stated the hour 
at which they voted and contradicted other witnesses on this ma- 
terial point. 
Now, what reason was there for padding a poll list in Selma 
recinct? There was an exciting campaign, with 1,200 white 
mocrats and 800 registered colored voters. It was not known 
that the colored voter was going to stayat home. Meetings were 
being held every day and every night. Speakers were being at- 
tacked. Flags inthe hands of one party were being torn down by 
the opposite party. Excitement was high. 

Why is it to be supposed that in this Democratic city, this Demo- 
cratic stronghold, in this so-called Republican stronghold, the 
black county of Dallas, that the Democrats were unmindful of 
their duty and refrained from voting on that day, so that it be- 
came necessary for the registration officers to commit perjury and 
make out a fraudulent poll list? What reason is there for that? 
What is there in all the environment to make you believeanything 
of that kind? 

When padding is done, where is it done? Why, it is done at 
the end of the poll list. Padding is always done toward the close 
of the poll. The names that are added are the padded names. 
Why should they pad the name of No. 4, who swears he voted 
in point of time before No. 1 did? Why should they begin to pad 
the poll list that early inthe morning? Yet No. 4swears he voted 
in point of time before No. 1 did, and No. 1328 swears he voted 
wake in the morning. 

Now, if they could show to you that the last 50 or 60 names 
on that poll list swore to statements utterly inconsistent with the 
real facts in the case, then there might be some reason for you to 
hinge an opinion upon, that the poll list was fraudulently made 
up. Ordinarily the poll officers are the ones who commit this 
fraud, but in this case here are three or four hundred men who 
are made to come to the assistance of the poll officers and swear 
that they did vote on that day and thereby commit perjury. I 
submit that there are very few men in this House who, if they 
were called upon on oath to-day to tell at what hour of the day 
they voted at the last November election, could do so. 

I submit the further fact that an honest man, when asked the 
question as to the time when he voted, not knowing its materi- 
ality, would not bother himself to cogitate or think the matter 
over as he would in an important matter where he was informed 
or knew that any statement he might make was material. The 

entleman from Illinois got all the information he possesses on 
this subject from contestant’s brief, page 418, which pretends to 
exhibit a correct epitome of the testimony of these timed witnesses. 
Very many of the statements contained in that list are not borne 
out by the proof. But granting that the witnesses actually swore 
as the table recites, let me furnish a sufficient answer to the 
whole thing by reading further from the same brief, prepared by 
Aldrich and his attorney. On page 403 contestant employs a 
table called Appendix A, from which I read the headlines, as fol- 
lows: 

Plowman’s witnesses (city precinct No. 36). The votes of the following- 
named witnesses should be accredited te contestee in said precinct, as they 
are not shown to have been irregular in any way. 

Whom does he include in that list of 211 persons? He includes 
name after name of those gentlemen who have testified to these 
inconsistent times at which they voted on the day of election. He 
has included Ross Wilson, No. 1882 on the poll list, who swears 


that he voted at half past 2 in the afternoon. He has included 
Y. B. Welch, whose poll number is 315, and who swears he voted 
at 12.30. He has included W. A. Cobb, poll number 316, who 
swears he voted between 8 and 9 o’clock; 349, F. H. Coleman, who 
swears to 10 o'clock; 1023, G. W. Wise, who swears he voted at 10 
o'clock; 975, who swears he voted at 2 to 2.15 p.m.; 197, M. R. 
Jones, who voted at 3 o’clock. He says all of these witnesses are 
entitled to have their votes recorded for Plowman, and that there 
was nothing irregular in the manner in which they voted, and 
that no objection can be urged against their votes. 

My friend, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN], read out 
the name of 309, Henry Stevenson, who voted between 1 and 2 
o'clock, long after some of these men whose numbers exceeded 900 
say they voted, yet the name of Henry Stevenson is included in 
these 211 names that the contestant says must be accredited to 
Mr. Plowman. Where did the majority get the 280 votes which 
they allowed to Mr. Plowman? Where did they get the 50 votes 
which they allowed to Mr. Aldrich in this precinct if this was a 
fraudulent registration list. If these are lies, there was no poll 
list there. 

The majority of the committee have not been consistent. Such 
a tissue of falsehood as that would entitle this poll list to be abso- 
lutely rejected; but the majority of the committee have reported 
that the aliunde proof shows that Mr. Plowman is entitled to 280, 
and those 280 are the men who make these contradictory state- 
ments. Indeed, the majority report pays no attention to the time 
table. It was discarded in the committee room and in the argu- 
ment before the committee, and the gentleman from Illinois, of 
all the committee, has seen fit to thrust it upon the attention of 
the House, They have not the proof anywhere else of the 50 that 
voted for Aldrich. 

Where did they go to get these votes? This fellow, 1828, must 
have been on the poll list early in that day. There is nothing in 
that table to show that the attention of any witness was particu- 
larly called to the time, but I reckon the little fellow that got 
up that table tossed himself back in his chair and thought he had 
accomplished something great. But, as I have said, the majority 
report does not pay any attention toit. They do not comment 
upon it. They do not think it worth attention. But they say 
there is another incriminating fact. 

They say there were some voters who voted out of their pre- 
cinct—that they lived in Valley Creek precinct, and were.not enti- 
tled to vote in the city precinct. Suppose that isso. If there be 
an illegal vote cast it is your duty to purge the polls of the illegal 
votes, provided it can be ascertained how they voted, and that is 
an = matter in this case, for each of these Valley Creek voters 
on oath stated whom they voted for. There are only 11 of them, 
and they say they voted for Plowman. Take them away from 
Plowman, then, but would gentlemen take 867 votes away from 
him merely because 11 men voted out of their precinct. The fact 
that they did vote in the election did not constitute any actual 
fraud. It is shown by the uncontradicted testimony that it was a 
custom in this precinct for years for Valley Creek residents to 
vote at the court-house in Selma if they found it more convenient, 
and, indeed, that there was a confusion between the boundary 
lines of these two adjoining precincts. 

These men were informed that they had the right to vote at 
either place. That is undenied. Some of them were starting 
home to vote at Valley Creek and they were told they had the 
right to vote in the city, and they went there to vote, and not one 
of them voted anywhereelse. While itis true that their ignorance 
does not permit their votes to be counted, yet the circumstances 
attending their so voting throw light upon the question of fraud. 
It shows that instead of attempting fraud they were only pursu- 
ing a custom that obtained in the precinct from time immemorial. 
Gentlemen talk about the large number of votes there—1,800 or 
1,900 votes—and only one poll. 

Mr. KELLEY. Do I understand that because of this irregu- 
larity in casting 11 votes that it is proposed to throw out 600 votes? 

Mr. SETTLE. That is one of the incriminating facts that they 
rely on, coupled with some others, which I am endeavoring to ex- 
amine one by one, to show that there is nothing in either one of 
them, and if I do so, that it is not in the power of the House to 
couple them together to make that objectionable which singly 
was not objectionable. Some talk has been employed here about 
dummy tickets. Some gentlemen have been impressed with the 
idea that this was a violation of the law. If you examine the stat- 
ute, you will find that it only provides that no person shall assist an 
elector in the preparation of his ballot except the election officers. 
It does not provide that the elector may not assist himself. 
Cards of instructions are issued on this subject by both parties. 
Similar cards are by law required to be posted in the booths. The 
newspapers print for information both ballots, accompanying the 
same with added information. Gentlemen say it required great 
intelligence to votethat ballot. Whycan not I write thenameof the 
eleven electors before I leave homeand refer to it to refresh my recol- 
lection? Isthatanyviolationofthelaw? Is anybody assisting me? 
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ing it all myself. The dummy tickets were only used in 
Ln cen onal race, and were used all over the district by both 
parties to the contest; and no complaint or objection was ever 
to that course until long after the election. It is proper to 
add that the committee saw nothing in the use of the dummy that 
was objectionable or that in any way injured the contestant. 
Again, it is submitted by the gentleman in his ent that 
one of these election officers was not a resident of the precinct. 
It is true the law says who the election officers shall be, and that 
they shall be residents of the precinct; but shall the great voice 
of the people be suppressed because a mistake was made by the 
appointing power in the selection of election officers? Is that evi- 
dence of fraud? These election officers took the stand and swore 
that they did live in the precinct; but conceding they did not, 
what is the law? Why the lawis that the acts of a de facto officer 
as to the public and as to third persons are as binding as if they 
had been done de jure and as though they had in all respects been 
roperly constituted such officers. Let me read a section of Mc- 
‘rary on Elections, section 214. The point was raised in the 
case of Barnes against Adams in this House: 


:. 214. But in the case of Barnes vs. Adams, which arose in the Forty-first 
oumun the question was reviewed at length, and mostof the cases arising 
both in Cage and the courts werecited and examined, and the conclusion 
was reached, both by the committee and by the House, that in order to give 
validity to the official acts of an officer of elections, so far as they affect third 
parties and the public, and in the absence of fraud, it is only necessary that 
such officer have color of authority. It is sufficient if he be an officer 
de facto and not a mere usurper. 


These men were not us . These men claimed their offices 
by color of appointment had and obtained by the regular appoint- 
ing power in the county of Dallas. 


The report in this case, after quoting from numerous deciSions, both in the 
House and in the courts of this country, continues as follows: J 

“ The question, therefore, ed in the light of precedent or authorit 
alone, would stand about as follows: The judicial decisions are all to the ef- 
fect that the acts of officers de facto, so far as they affect third ties or the 

ublic, in the absence of fraud, are as valid as those of an officer de jure. 

e decisions of this House are to some extent conflicting; the point has sel- 
dom been presented upon its own merits, separated from questions of fraud, 
and in the few cases where this seems to have been the case the rulings are 
not harmonious. In one of the most recent and important cases (Blair vs. 
Barrett, supra), in which there was an ex ar oe report, the doctrine 
of the courts, as aboye stated, is an dorsed. The question is 
therefore a settled question in the courts of the country, and is, so far as this 
House is concerned, to say the least, an open one.” : 

Your committee feel constrained to adhere to the law asit exists and is 
administered in all the courts of the country. not only because of the very 
great authority by which it is supported, but for the further reason, as 
stated in the outset, that we believe the rule to be most wise and salutary. 
The officers of election are chosen of necessity from omnene oll classes of the 
people; they are numbered in every State by thousands; they are often men 
unaccustomed to the formalities of legal proceedings. Omissions and mis- 
takes in the discharge of their ministerial duties are almost inevitable. If 
this House shall establish the doctrine that an election is void because an 
officer thereof is not in all respects duly qualified, or because the same is not 
conducted strictly acco: to law, notwithstanding it may have been a 
fair and free election, the result will be very many contests, and, what is 
worse, injustice will be done in many cases. It-will enable those who are so 
Cupene to seize upon mere technicality in order to defeat the will of the 

ority. 

MSEC. 215. The report of the committee in this case was adopted by the 
House, nem. con., after a full discussion, and the doctrine there asserted 
may now be regarded as the settled law of the House. The same point was 
decided in the same way and by the same House in the case of Eggmeston 
vs. Strader, and an admirable discussion of the question will be found in the 
report of the committee in that case, made to the House py Bee. HALE, of 
Maine. It is true that the writer of the report in the case of Reid vs. Julian 
asserted the contrary doctrine, but the case was decided independently of 
that question. It turned upon a question of fact as to whether fraud was 
proven, so that this case can not be regarded as an authority against Barnes 
vs. Adams and Eggmeston vs. Strader. The doctrine of the latter cases was 
reaffirmed in the case of Gooding vs. Wilson, Forty-second Con i, 

Sec. 216. In the courts of the country the ruling has been uniform, and the 
validity of the acts of officers of election who are such de facto only, so far as 
they affect third persons and the public, is nowhere questioned. The doc- 
trine that whole communities of electors may be disfranchised for the time 
being, and a minority candidate forced into an office, because one or more of 
the judges of election have not been duly sworn, or were not duly chosen, or 
do not possess all the qualifications requisite for the office, finds no support 
in the decisions of our judicial tribunals. We here refer to some of the 

eading cases. In People vs, Cook, the court says: 

“ The neglect of the officers of the election to take any oath would not have 
vitiated the election. It might have subjected those officers to an indict- 
ment if the neglect was willful. The acts of public officers being in by color 
of = election or appointment are valid, so far as the public is concerned.” 

“An officer de facto is one who comes into office by color of alegal appoint- 
ment or election. His acts in that comacity are as valid, so far as the public 
is concerned, as the acts of an officer de jure. His acts in that capacity can 
not be inquired into collaterally.” 

The same doctrine was laid down by the supreme court of Minnesota in 
the case of Taylor vs. Taylor. One ground of contest in this case was that 

in certain towns at said election the judges and clerks of said election did 
not take the ibed oath or any oath.” The court says: 

If the of the citizens are freely and fairly de ted at the time and 
place designated by law, the intent and design of the election are accom- 
plished. is the will of the electors thus expressed that gives the right to 

office, and the failure of the officers to perform a mere ministe duty 
in relation to the election can not invalidate it if the electors had actual notice 

there was no fraud, mistake, or surprise.” 


court says: 
a the officers of election fail to perform their gety, the law provides a 
penalty; but the election is not necessarily rendered void.” 
bby the supreme court of Pennsylvania, in the case of Baird vs. Bank 
of W: e quote a sentence from the opinion in this case: 
The le of colorable election holds not only in regard to the right 
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of electing, but of being elected. A person indisputably ineligible may be 
an officer de facto by color of election.” 

Also, by the supreme court of Illinois, in Prichett vs. The People. In the 
course of the opinion the court says: 

“It is a general principle or the law that ministerial acts of an officer de 
facto are valid and effectual when they concern the public and the rights of 
third persons; although it may ougeey that he has no legal or constitutional 
right to the office. The interests of the community imperatively require 
the adoption of such a rule." 


The same court, in The People vs. Ammons, hold the same doctrine, and 
state in this lan : 

“The proof offered would have shown that he was an officer de facto, and 
as such his acts were as binding and valid when the interests of third persons 
or the public were concerned as if he had been an officer de jure.” 

The supreme court of Missouri, in St. Louis County Court vs. Sparks, says: 

“When the appointing power has made an appointment and a person is 
appointed who has not the qualifications required by law, the appointment 
is not, therefore, void. The person gece is de facto an officer; his acts 
in the discharge of his duties are valid and binding. * * * A statute pre- 
scribing qualifications to an office is merely direcrory, and although an ap- 
——_ does not the requisite qualifications his appointment is not, 

herefore, void, unless it is so expressly enacted.” 

The supreme court of California, in the case of Whipley vs. 
McKune, holds the same doctrine. In this case the election of 
McKune to the office of district judge was contested upon the 
ground that ‘‘the officers conducting the election in a given dis- 
trict were not sworn, as the election laws require.” No fraud 
being shown, the election was held valid, notwithstanding such 
failure of the officers to be sworn. 

The supreme court of New York discusses this question in an 
elaborate opinion in the case of The People vs. Cook, from which 
we quote a few sentences: 

It becomes important in this case to determine whether the objections 
which are taken to the inspectors of elections in the several cases presented 
in the bill of exceptions are of that character which should be held to in- 
validate the canvass in these several localities. These objections are of a 
twofold character, extending to the re a or legality of their appoint- 
ment and to their omission to qualify by taking the proper oath of office. 
* * * Itis sufficient that er were inspectors de facto. The rule is well 
settled by a long series of adjudications, both in England and this country, 
that acts done by those whoare officers de facto are good and valid as regards 
the public and third persons who have an interest in their acts, and the rule 
has n wore to acts judicial as well as to those ministerial in their char- 
acter. This doctrine has been held and applied to almost every conceivable 
case. It can not be profitable to enter into any extended discussion of the 


cases. The principle has become elementary, and the cases are almost end- 
less in which the rule has been applied. 


It would appear from the reading of these authorities that, waiv- 
ing the question as to the residence of Dockery and Nelson, the 
inspector and marker in that district, they acted under color of 
authority, and their acts are as binding and valid in law as if 
they had been acting de jure. Now, you take the contestant’s 
brief, if you can find any of his briefs—I was not able to find one 
for some time until I got this—and he undertakes, on page 406, to 
give the names of 132 men who he admits voted for Plowman, 
which he insists he is not entitled to have counted for him. The 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Fox] called attention to that, I 
believe. 

Witness after witness whom he puts down here as not on the 
registration list swear that they were on the registration list, and 
the registration list shows that fact to be true. He puts down in 
the column man after man whose name he says appears on the poll 
list who did not vote, but an inspection of the ool list shows that: 
every one of these men did vote. What was the purpose of that? 
It was the purpose of that to prejudice this case at the beginning 
and lead you to believe that not only were there one or two facts 
that tended to throw discredit on the returns at Selma, but that 
there were facts numerous, facts multiform, and facts various. 
Not one of these contentions can be sustained by the proof. Every 
one of the witnesses proves that he did register, and that he not 
only registered, but that he voted. 

Suppose tickets were lying around loose. Is the voice of the peo- 
ple to be defeated by a mistake of the election officers? Suppose 
some man did have a ballot presented to him already marked, 
which he voted. Ishis vote, that expressed his honest sentiments, 
to be defeated either because corruptly or by ignorance the elec- 
tion officer handed him a ballot already marked, that suited him 
and that corresponded with his wish in the matter? There is no 
proof that any witness in the city of Selma was deprived of his 
vote by intimidation, threats, or violence, or the want of time. 

There were eighteen booths provided there for them. There 
was not room enough in the room where the balloting was done, 
and so they were arranged right at the window; seventeen or 
eighteen, I forget which. 

tr. BARTLETT. There was one for every 100 voters. 

Mr. SETTLE. Yes; one for every 100 voters. Gentlemen say 
that so many voters can not possibly vote there as are said to have 
voted. Well, they did do it, and have been doing it for years, and 
the proof fails to show that ever at any election a full vote was 
not able to be polled. I know in my own precinct, previous to the 
adoption of the secret-ballot law, where it was the duty to record the 
viva voce votes of the electors for President and Vice-President of 
the United States, we polled on some occasions over 1,000 votes in 
aday. Itcanbedoneand has beendone. I donot know why they 
do not have more boxes, but the presumption would be that one 
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box has proved sufficient. The Democratic majority there are 
more interested in getting out a full vote than the minority are. 
They certainly would employ every means in order that a full 
expression of the voters of that precinct might be obtained. 

Now, gentlemen, that is all the proof they have to attack the 
Selma precinct. First, that Dockery did not live there; second, 
that he was not a Republican; third, that they had but one polling 
place; fourth, that some witnesses made inconsistent statements 
as to the time at which they voted, and fifth, that 11 Valley View 
votes were illegally cast. As an offset to that we come with the 
aliunde proof and show registration, show that Plowman did not 
receive the white vote by 116 or 117, show that the colored vote 
was sufficient to give Aldrich the vote returned for him, show 
that there was no complaint of the marker, and show that it was 
a@ warm election, in which everybody was interested enough to go 
out to the polls, and that it was not necessary for them to commit 
perjury after the election in order to elect the contestee. 

Now, the question is, Will you deprive him of the 1,147 votes 
merely on-these errors and alleged technicalities? The purpose of 
this House is not to hunt up mere mistakes. We know from long 
experience that irregularities will creep into the most fairly con- 
ducted elections. My experience is that there are eee about 
as many illegal votes cast for one side as for the other. I know 
each side goes in to win. I know that generally they are not very 
careful whether they vote illegally or vote legally, but I know 
further that when yon sum it all up, the man who thinks that he 
is to profit by the illegal votes will find that he is sadly mistaken. 

Mr. STEELE, Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. SETTLE. Certainly. 

Mr. STEELE. I would like to have the gentleman explain why 
it was that the election board refused to appoint any of the Repub- 
licans in the various precincts from the names submitted to them, 
but instead aapetated all Democrats? 

Mr. SETTLE. If the gentleman from Indiana will recollect, I 
undertook to discuss that branch of the case yesterday. 

Mr. STEELE. Yes; but only so far as markers are concerned. 
The gentleman did not give any reason why inspectors were not 
appointed. 
aa SETTLE. The legal reason I gave was that they did not 

ve to. 

Mr. STEELE. But is it not an assumption that, whether they 
had to or not, the fact that they did not do it indicates that they 
did not intend to do right? 

Mr. FOX. If the gentleman from Kentucky will pardon mea 
moment, in my remarks yesterday I stated that there were 21 
Republican inspectors appointed in Dallas at the different pre- 
cincts before Mr. Aldrich was ever recognized as a Republican 
candidate and before Mr. Wilson had withdrawn. 

Mr. SETTLE. To give the reason why they did not do it I 
should have to go into the question of why the law did not re- 
quire them to do it. The reason they did not doit, as I have 
stated, is because the law did not demand that they should do it. 
I suppose the law was the product of common sense; that it was 
better to trust the county board, composed of judge, clerk, and 
sheriff, who had been voted for by all the people of the county 
and had the responsibility, than it would be to permit politicians 
to be suggesting and demanding it as a matter of right. It is 
pooper that the polls should be conducted by honest men and not 


y politicians. 

Mr. STEELE. Yes; but is it not suspicious that with the num- 
ber appointed that were unable to read and write—does it not look 
as though they intended to carry that county anyhow? 

Mr. SETTLE. If everybody could read and write, or if there 
were a great many who could read and write, I grant you that the 
circumstance would look suspicious; but the trouble 1s that when 
we appointed a Republican negro who could read and write, they 
said he was a Democrat; and when we appointed a Republican 
negro who could not read and write, they admitted that he was a 
Republican, but swore that he was imposed upon. [Laughter.] 
So we could not do anything to please them. 

Now, I want to concede that some of the negroes that we did 
appoint did not vote for Mr. Aldrich; but the overwhelming proof 
is that they voted for McKinley and were Republicans. 

But, as I said yesterday, I am not obliged to stand on quibbles. 
I know, as you know, that there is here a suspicious circumstance 
which might strike an unbiased mind as such, to say nothing 
about a biased mind. Therefore I do not waste the time of the 
House in trying to discuss the reasons why the appointing board 
did or did not do a certain thing. I am willing that you should 
throw out any precincts where that fact appears along with other 
facts tending to show that the result was affected by it. But I 
say you must not throw out ~ precinct merely because a Demo- 
cratic inspector was appointed when a Republican should have 
been appointed. You must not throw out any precinct on that 
fact alone, because, as I said, all the officers may have acted hon- 
estly and the result may not have been affected. 


_Now, applying that rule to Selma precinct, what fact, taken 
singly and alone, shows that the result of the election was affected 
by any fraud? Isitthe appointment of Dockery, an Democrat, 
as you say? How did that affect the result? There is not a man 
who swears that at that precinct his vote was not counted. There 
is not a negro who swears that he voted for Aldrich and that his 
wate annnan een for nena weny! poe mew mare oc- 
curred at some o , but nothing t kind appears 
at Selma precinct, =i oenn the only precinct I am now con- 
sidering. There is no objection to Se 
mere technical i ities, such as that ballots were lying 
around loose,etc. I say it would be monstrous to throw out 1,147 
votes by reason of any such irregularities. If such a thing be 
done, then, when we come to read the enduring record of this 
House in after years, we can not but conclude that the majority 
report excluding that precinct was sustained against the 

sense and the sober ju ent of its members, 

It is suggested to me not to forget—indeed, I had not forgotten 
it—to ask the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] whether 
he can give any reason why Mr. Aldrich’s ds in the counties 
of Chilton and Shelby did not give us inspectors, and whether 
the gentleman does not think it comes with pretty bad grace for 
Mr. Aldrich’s friends, after having refused us inspectors in those 
counties, to object toasimilar alleged course on our side in Dallas 


County. 

Now, take Cahaba inct, No. 16. The vote certified was 67 
for Aldrich and 171 for Plowman. Aldrich claimed in his brief 
that he was entitled to 240 and that Plowman was entitled to 1. 
The majority of the committee allowed Aldrich 80 votes and 
Plowman 1. If the votes should be thrown out, as the majority 
propose, it makes a difference of about 150 or 200; and then where 
is Aldrich’s majority of 123? Gone glimmering. That is the sort 
of ground he stands upon to-day—a dangerous ground to stand 
upon. What is the proof as to Cahaba? Fourteen white votes 
were registered in that district. The majority report allows us 1. 
But one witness was introduced on this point by the contestant, 
the colored marker, A. H. Evans. ver we gave them a 
marker, they come in with that marker and attempt. to show that 
he marked more ballots than the returns give. So that, as I have 
said, we can not please them any way. 

Now I want to call attention to one fact before it passes from 
my notice. Gentlemen here are acting on this case as if all these 
witnesses were men of intelligence, as if they were all men freo 
from venality, men belo: to the higher classes of society. Tho 
fact is, gentlemen, this shows dense ignorance and venality 
on both sides, This record shows that when men were asked 
whether they voted for McKinley, they swore they did not know 
who he was; and the same fellow who so testified, when asked if 
he voted for Hobart, said he believed he did, [Laughter.} An- 
other man, when asked if he voted for Aldrich or Plowman, said 
he did not vote for either. Then, when asked, “How did you 
vote?” he replied, ‘‘I voted for free silver.” [Laughter.] 

Another man was asked whether he did not go out and make 
speeches for Mr. Plowman. He said he did, Then the questi 
was put to him, ‘‘ How did you happen to do that?” ‘“ Well,” h 
says, “‘I warn’t no Democrat, but I went for the money thero 
was in it.” [Laughter.] Witness after witness admits on the 
stand that he received $2.50 for testifying in this case. 

Now, gentlemen, if you will dismiss from your minds the as- 
sumption that it is your compeers who are testifying—that men 
of honesty, probity, and a high order of intelligence are giving 
their evidence—you may be brought to a condition of mind where 
ou will not attribute to all this testimony the sanction of Holy 


rit. 

My friend from Ohio [Mr. TaYLER] in opening this case yester- 
day dwelt upon a precinct that we admitted onght to be thrown 
out. Why did he do that? And why did he consume our time 
then? And why does he encumber the Recorp this morning with 
that padded registration list in Kings precinct when it is conceded 
that it ought to go out? Are we to suppose he thus occupied time 
because he had nothing else to talk about? If such a thing as that 
is to be considered in determining the vote of Selma, then why 
should it not be considered in determining the vote of any pre- 
cinct in the district? The mere fact that this registration li 
about which there is no controversy, comes from the same county 
as a precinct which is in controversy, has no bearing on the 
case & 


The gentleman from Ohio, Mr. S$ , was also, I submit, 
quite unfortunate in another illustra that he made use of in 
the discussion on yesterday, where he quoted from the ‘‘ treacher- 
ous Iago” and red that “‘ trifies light as air are to the jealous 
confirmations as proofs of Holy Writ.” Thatis just pre- 
cisely the trouble of the ority of the committee in this case, 
They accept these trifles, which are mere trifles in themselves, 
as strong as proof of Holy Writ, and that is just the misfortune in 
this case—we are com to meet them on such issues alone. 

I wish now to call your attention to one of the witnesses who 


precinct except these 
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testified for the contestant in this case in the precinct of Cahaba. 
I referred to the witness Evans. He was a Republican marker at 
the election. He testified that he marked 75 ots. What was 
the vote in this district? Sixty-seven. And so you are to take 
from Mr. Plowman 171 votes and give him 1 only, and give Mr. 
Aldrich 80 votes upon smears statement of a Republican 


at the election who mr ory ymee the election that 
e ked 75, when the proof shows that he kept no memorandum 
at the time of the and relied solely upon memory. 

Can you not say he was honestly mistaken? Is it not proper and 
fair to sa: dues Lomay have meade an honest mistake in his testi- 
mon d we not go further and claim that he has falsified 
the and that he willfully told that which was not true? 

But I do not put it on that ground. It is not necessary in the 
consideration of this question. The testimony itself is plain and 
unequivocal, and it is not necessary to put the statement upon 
any such ground as that. I say to you that the man who under- 
takes to testify in such a case as that ought not to have given to 
his testimony that same faith and credit that is given to a man’s 
testimony who testifies of facts clearly within his personal knowl- 
edge — 4 as to very recent events, when memory can safely be 
relied on. 

But I want to look at this witness’s testimony on another point. 
Let me call your attention to it. He testifies that after the elec- 
tion he “‘heard” 30 or 35 negroes state that they had voted for 
Mr. Aldrich. Will any lawyer on this floor insist seriously that 
such a statement is competent? Is there a police court in all the 
land that would not decline to hear argument upon such a propo- 


sition? 

Mr. Speaker, tlemen may make such claims as they please in 
a case of this ind. Here was a case where the eight officers of 
election were Democrats, as contestant claims, yet Plowman is al- 
lowed only 1 vote by the committee. Nota single witness testi- 
fies that voted for Aldrich and the vote returned was only 8 
short of what the negro Evans says was the correct vote. Yet in 
making up their report Plowman is allowed 1 vote and Aldrich 80 
votes. The Democratic inspector of election, Mr. Blackwell, de- 
clares that the election was fair and honest. We have the testi- 
mony of the election officers as to the returns, including the testi- 
mony of the colored Republican i r, all of whom swear that 
the election was fairly conducted. Yet it avails nothing. 

Now, if the testimony in this case is given the credit to which 
it is entitled, Aldrich’s majority has again disap 

But let me call your attention to some other points in this con- 
troversy. Here is No. 15, Portland district, in which district Mr. 
Aldrich is shown to have had 2 votes certified to him, and Mr. 
Plowman 35, or a majority of 33 in the district. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Will the gentleman allow me to in- 
terrupt him for a question? 

Mr. SETTLE. ly. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I understand you to say that if you 
deal with this Selma precinct as the majority of the committee 
recommend, and leave this Cahaba precinct as the vote was cast, 
it indicates beyond question the election of the sitting member, 
Mr. Plowman? 

Mr. SETTLE. The gentleman is correct. I am contending 
that there is no justice in depriving the sitting member of the votes 
to which heisclearly entitled by the testimony in these several pre- 
cincts to which I havereferred. For instance, in Portland, which 
is No. 15, Mr. Aldrich received 2 votes and Mr. Plowman 35. The 
contestant in this case in his brief claims 27 votes there, and alleges 
that they should be counted for him in that particular precinct. 
The committeerejects the whole poll simply because 27 men had 
registered, as it ap in the testimony, on the day of the elec- 
tion in that c precinct. 

Will the House, on a mere suggestion of the chairman of this 

ttee on Elections, say that because these 27 men were reg- 
istered on the day of the election the whole poll in that precinct 
should be thrown out and Mr. Plowman’s little majority of 33 
takenfromhim? Did not the law provide for registration on that 
day? Is there any poet that the men who registered did not 
have the legal right to register? Yet, without any proof what- 
ever, the committee throw out the entire vote of this precinct, 
thus losing to Mr. Plowman his majority of 33 in that particular 
precinct. Is that fair? Nay, is that honest? What man here 
who occupies a seat on this floor would wish to submit his title to 
his seat as a member of this body to a tribunal that would con- 
sider such a trifle as that? Certainly this House, I take it, will 
ne or a ween ae See kind = ey its judgment _ force 
@ position of doing an act of gross injustice to the con- 

testee in hisau. e 
I want to read re the ae ony - Wesley Arete. 
never was anybody in the argument. ey 
fixed that up in the report of the committee. No complaint was 
made by any witness that these men did not a No lists 
Were presented for markers, Here is Wesley Williams, chairman 


of a precinct committee, and a colored man. He swears that the 
officers of election were Democrats. I read from his testimony: 


Q. State your name, age, place of residence, how long you have lived there, 
your tics, and are you not a colored man? 
A. My name is Wesley Williams. [ am 47 years old. I live in Portland 
t, Dallas County, Ala., and have been living there for fifteen years. 
am a Republican and a colored man. 
Q. State whether or not you are the chairman of the Republican commit- 
tee a Post precinct. 
am 


. Do you know J. H. Kenan and 8S. H. Jones, both white, and Dan Beck 
(colored), who were inspectors in your beat at the election held there on No- 
vember 3, 1896? 

A. Ido. 
2. State what is their politics. 

. Mr. Kenan and Mr. Jonesare white men and Democrats. I donot know 
what Dan Beck is in regard to politics. 

2. Is Dan Beck a man of intelligence, and can he read and write? 

. He can not read and write to my knowing. I do not know so much 
about his intelligence. 

Q. Did the Republicans have any clerk or ticket marker for the Dliterate 
voters at that polling place on that day? 

A. They did not. 

Q. Give the names of all the men who were in the polling place while the 
voting was goin on. 

A. Mr.8. H. Oliver, jr.. W. J. Jones, J. H. Kenan, 8. H. Jones, W. H. Cravey, 
Dan Beck (colored), U. T. Kenan, sr. Dan Beck was the only colored man 


. State whether or not you, as chairman of that precinct, made any effort 
on the morning of that day to have a clerk and marker for the Republicans 
appointed by the inspectors there. 

A. I did not. 

2. State whether or not any colored men voted at that precinct that day; 
and if so, how many. 

A. About 28, I think. , 

2: Did any white msn vote there that day? Ifso, how many? 

There were about 10, I think. 

Q. Look at this poll list, properly certified, of those who voted at that place 
on that day, and read the names of the white men on that poll list, giving the 
number aS each name. 

A. No. 1, 8. H. Jones; No. 2,W. H. Cravey; No. 3, W. H. Rose: No. 6, W. J. 
Jones; No. 23, J. H. Kenan; No. 24, S. H. Oliver, jr.; No. 25, U. T. Kenan, sr.; 
No. 38, E. C. Kenan; No. 28, H. C. Capeil; No, 31,G. W. Bryar. Thoseare all 
that are on there. 

You see he gives the names of 10 white men who were on that 
list, and yet they allow us but 1 in this aliunde proof. 

Q. Are the other names on that poll list those of white or colored men? 

A. Colored men. 

Q. Did you hear those colored men state whom they favored or was their 
choice for Congress at that election? 

(The contestee objects to said question, and moves to exclude the answer 
thereto on the grounds that it calls for evidence which is: First, illegal; sec- 
ond, irrelevant; third, immaterial; fourth, hearsay and secondary; fifth, 
a and secondary evidence of the intent of persons other than the wit- 
ness. 

A. They stated that W. F. Aldrich was their choice for Congress. 

Q. Since that election have you heard them say for whom they voted for 
Congress at that election? 

A. For W. F. Aldrich. 


Is there a court in the land that would have admitted such tes- 
timony as that? And yet this House, composed of lawyers, and 
representative lawyers at that, is asked to do so. Not one of 
these men that he says told him they favored Aldrich or voted for 
Aldrich was put on the stand. Would you not think that in a 
case where he only received 2 votes in the returns, he would at 
least have put on 3 men to have impeached the returns from that 
precinct? But he does not do it. That is the character of the 
testimony. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The witness does not even give 
the names of any of the men whom he says told him that they 
favored Mr. Aldrich, does he? 

Mr. SETTLE. No, he does not give the names of the men or 
any of them. That, gentlemen, is the testimony as to Portland 
precinct, and yet this majority report utterly excludes it, and does 
not take it into account. 

How much time have I remaining, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has two minutes 
and a half remaining. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I yield to the gentleman ten minutes more 
time. 

Mr. SETTLE. Gentlemen, there is so much in this case, you 
see, we can not go over it, but while the facts may be various, the 


law is thesameeverywhere. My friend from North Carolina, my 
friend from Ohio, and my friend from Michigan are to address 
you upon the other side, and I trust that you will have the good 
judgment to apply the law to all the facts these gentlemen may 
state. Quibblesand quidnuncs and anecdotes and talk about vot- 


ing dead negroes amount to nothing. 

1 believe there is as little merit in this contest as any that ever 
engaged the attention of this House. I believe the contesiant 
comes here expecting to win this case by attempting to infuse into 
your minds the belief that the white men of the South are un- 
friendly to the Union, are unfriendly to the negro, and determined 
to stifle his vote at all elections. 1 repudiate that as a slander 


upon those good people. 
I know, gentlemen, and you know, that ever since the war, when 
you said to them, ‘‘ You shall not leave this Union, but shall re- 


main in it,” they have been content to remain—nay, more, that 
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they have accepted the situation in good faith; that day after day, 
in all these thirty years, like the child estranged from its father 
who seeks in every possible way to regain his confidence, they 
have come to you with protest after protest of their affection and 
loyalty to the Union of these States; that during all this period 
they have called out to you, not perhaps in any audible voice, but 
in every act of all these thirty years, “‘We are your brethren. 
Entreat us not to leave thee, nor to return from following after 
thee.” 

When famine and flame and pestilence sweep over the great 
cities of the North, our women pray for you and our men give of 
their fortunes to relieve your distress. And yet you say by the 
adoption of this report that these men are not your brethren; that 
they are not men of the same mold and type as yourselves, but 
that they are liars and perjurers and ballot-box stuffers and ras- 
cals. These men are wedded, I beg you to believe, to the princi- 
ples of our free Government. These men have no prejudices on 
account of the war. That war did that which in a large degree 
compensated for the loss of all the life and treasure that it cost— 
it cemented this Union together as it had never been before, not 
alone in name and in theory, but in very truth and fact. 

We should have expected that hate would follow that war and 
that there could be no lasting peace, but it is the unexpected that 
happens—that is continually reminding us by living, oracular 
proofs that all our philosophy is shortsighted and vain; for, strange 
to say, after four years of sanguinary conflict, men quit fighting 
and took to embracing each other. Appomattox witnessed a great 
victory, it is true, but it witnessed a greater reconciliation—the 
triumph of arms must here yield the palm to the greater conquest 
of peace. 

his conquered South, whose poverty has been described here 
so forcibly by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN], this con- 
quered State of Alabama, that spends more upon its colored popu- 
lation in proportion to the taxes it receives from them than any 
other State in this vast Union, calls to you not to regard the voice 
of the contestant, who, though not a native of that State, has 
nevertheless taken up his abode there and calls them his people, 
and yet who now comes clamoring at the doors of Congress, and 
getting down on his knees in the dust at your feet like a craven, 
having been repudiated by his people, cries out to you for mercy 
and asks you to do for him that which the sovereign electors re- 
fused to do. I envy not this traducer and slanderer of his people 
his position. His most inveterate enemy could not have selected 
for him a position that would more completely sate his rancor 
and his hate. I envy notthe place to which he has himself elected 
he shall be assigned by the impartial pencil of history. [Applause 
on both sides of the Chamber and in the galleries ] 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I yield fifty minutes to the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, if there is no objection, gen- 
tlemen, we will come down to facts for a few moments in the 
discussion of thiscase. It becomes my duty as a member of the 
Committee on Elections No.1 to present some of the reasons 
which have actuated the majority of that committee in reporting 
in favor of seating William F. Aldrich, contestant, and the unseat- 
ing of Thomas 8. Plowman, contestee. The Fourth Congressional 
district of Alabama is about 200 miles long by about 40 miles/wide. 
The peculiar shape of this district, it is said, is due to utilitarian 
rather than artistic considerations. Itis composed of six counties: 
Cleburne, Calhoun, Talladega, Shelby, Chilton,and Dallas. Dallas, 
the southernmost county, formerly belonged to what is known as 
the Black Belt of Alabama, so called because of the color of its soil 
and the majority of its inhabitants. 

Dallas County was formerly a part of the Fourth Alabama Con- 
gressional district, which was composed entirely of black-belt 
counties. In 1890, however, the State was redistricted with due 
regard to political necessities, and the black belt was dismem- 
bered and divided, and Dallas County became a part of the new 
Fourth. Since 1890 it is alleged that there has n a defection 
from the Democracy of that part of the country, and many Dem- 
ocrats in the process of evolution have allied themselves with the 
Republicans, and some have halted in the tentsof Populism. It 
is alleged, however, that in spite of this defection, in spite of elec- 
tion laws, the Democratic majorities have continued, which cold, 
unsentimental people, addicted to mathematics, have claimed 
were utterly impossible. 

William F, Aldrich, the contestant in this case, was nominated 
by a Republican convention on the 4th day of March, 1896. He 
was afterwards indorsed by the Populist convention. The gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. SeTTLe] and the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Fox] prefer the term nominated instead of in- 
dorsed. am not particular. He was nominated by both con- 
ventions, and his nomination on the Republican platform was 
recognized by the chairman of the national Congressional commit- 
tee, who, if he is here, will indorse mystatement. The gentleman 
from Kentucky quotes from Mr. Aldrich’s speech in accepting the 


already received the nomination at the hands of 





nomination before the Populist convention, but singularly enough 


this astute gentleman from the State of Kentucky, the home of 
Henry Clay and all the other Clays, fails to call attention to an 


important part of the speech of Mr. Aldrich in accepting that nomi- 
nation, which I will briefly read to you, because I know gentle- 
men on the other side are particularly interested in getting at the 
truth, the facts in this matter. 


In accepting the nomination, Mr. 
Aldrich indorsed the platform as adopted— 


And said that while he was a Repabiican and would support Mr. McKinley, 
he favored bimetallism and would support measures in coxing to the resto- 
ration of silver to its former tion as a money. Like Mr. Bryan, he had 


ty, and now that the 
Populists have seen fit to indorse him, he hoped that if any other conventions 
were held they would indorse him also. His purpose, he said, is to support 
the whole people, and he would appreciate all the support that could be con- 


sistently given him. 

Mr. SETTLE. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. HAMILTON. Certainly. 

Mr. SETTLE. The gentleman is reading another account from 
the account I read. 

Mr. HAMILTON. No, indeed. Thisis not another account. 

Mr. SETTLE. If you will look in the REcorRD, you will see the 
account that I read. It only shows that Aldrich talked two ways 
and gave two accounts of the same thing. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Iam compelled to disagree with the gentle- 


man. 

Mr. SETTLE. Look into the Rrecorp, and you will see the ac- 
count that I read. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Ihave not had an opportunity to read the 
RECORD this morning. I should have been very glad to have had 
an opportunity to read the gentleman’s argument before proceed- 
ing with my own. 

This is an exhibit attached to the testimony of the witness 
sworn in the case and is authentic. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. SETTLE] also claims that the Republican and Populist 
platforms are at variance in some respects, and it is undoubtedly 
true. But, gentlemen, there is one point at least where the Re- 
publican platform and the Populist platform a, ; and that is 
in favor of honest elections. That is the declaration of the Popu- 
list platform—that they are in favor of honest elections. William 
F. Aldrich was nominated on the Populist platform so declaring; 
and because he stood for honest elections, it is unquestionably 
true that he received a larger vote on that account, where men 
knew enough to cast their votes and were not hampered instead 
of helped by markers at the polling places.. It is not material 
what was done at the conventions. uch time has been occupied 
on this branch, but it is not material what was done at St. Louis 
for the purposes of this discussion, although very material for the 
best interests of the country. It is not material whether Mr. 
Aldrich was nominated by one convention or the other, but it is 
material whether he was elected; and if so, by what means was 
he counted out? That is the question for this House to consider. 

The total vote of the Fourth Congressional district of Alabama 
is shown by the returns on file in the office of the secre of 
state as 18,319. Of these votes, according to the returns, Mr. 
Aldrich received 7,345, Mr. Plowman 10,312, Mr. Dryer 658, and 
one Golson 4. According to the returns, the five so-called white 
counties—Cleburne, Calhoun, Talladega, Shelby, and Chilton— 
gave Mr. Aldrich a vote of 6,145. They gave Mr. Plowman 6,023, 
giving Mr. Aldrich a majority in the white counties of the Fourth 
Congressional district of Alabama of 122. But in Dallas County— 
the county where the largest colored population prevails, and the 
colored people, it is admitted on all hands, are generally Repub- 
licans—in that county he runs behind, and Mr, Plowman gets the 
vote on the returns, which elects him. On the face of the returns 
in the white counties Mr. Aldrich received a majority of 122 votes. 
The weight of the testimony is asI have stated. In Dallas County 
the vote returned was: Mr. Plowman, 4,289; Mr. Aldrich, 1,200; 
and Dryer, 107. Mr. Plowman gets a majority in Dallas Count 
of 3,089. And this although the census of 1890 gives the colo 
voting population of Dallas County as 8,531 and the white voting 
population as 2,146, the total vote being 10,672. The total vote, 
according to the returns, was only 5,600—a little more than half. 

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SETTLE] says that in the 
last campaign the Democratic a appealed to poverty, to prej- 
udice, to ignorance, and to disorder, and therefore this argu- 
ment appealed to the negroes, because they are, as he says, poor 
and ignorant. I think that is the first time I ever heard a gentle- 
man on the other side of the House use that argument. 

Mr. SETTLE. Will the gentleman allow me an interruption? 
Mr. HAMILTON. Ce ly. 

Mr. SETTLE. I did not say that the Democratic og d made 
that appeal. I said, if you look at my speech in the REcorpD 
this morning, that you said we made that appeal. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Very well. I made a note of what the gn- 
tleman said at the time, and from that the gentleman from : 
tucky argued that therefore that appeal must have had an effect 
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orant and poverty-stricken colored men of the South 
= a oe them from their allegiance to the Republican party. 
That was the argument the gentleman made. 

Now, Mr. § , the colored man is not disorderly; he may 
be ignorant and he may be poor, but he knows nothing of the doc- 
trine of the ruin of all for the enrichment of each. He has not 
adopted the idea of ‘leveling up” advocated in the last cam- 
paign. Gentlemen on the other side told us in the last campaign 
that the way to level up was to wipe out the results of inherent 
distinctions een man and man and start over; to put igno- 
rance and vice, sagacity and stupidity, drunkenness and sobriety, 
thrift and idleness, genius and mediocrity, all on a level, and start 
over again. Atleast that was one of the arguments which we 
heard too often in the last campaign. 

They incited the laborer to hate the man who pays him at night 
for the labor of the day. We heard that argument up North, and 
it was heard all over the country. And the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. SerTrLe] thinks that argument may have had an effect 
on the colored man. But how do you square that theory with the 
other theory often advanced in case, of which we have heard 
much before our committee, that the colored man voted accord- 
ing to the dictation of his Democratic meets If he hated the 
man who paid him at night for his labor, why should he vote, as 
you have argued and urged before our committee, according to 
the dictation and suggestion of his employer? 

APPOINTING BOARD. 

Before passing to specifications it is important to call attention 
to the salient features of the election law of the State of Alabama. 
The election machinery of that State is set in motion by the crea- 
tion of an appointing board. The board is composed of the judge 
of probate, the sheriff, and the clerk of the circuit court of each 
county. The appointing board of Dallas County—— 

Mr. BARTL . I know the gentleman does not want to mis- 
state a fact, therefore he will allow me to say that the officers 
of whom he speaks are elected by the people; they are not appointed. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I did not say they were appointed—— 

Mr. BARTLETT. Ibeg the gentleman's pardon, I think he did. 

Mr. HAMILTON, I said the appointing board was com- 


osed-— 
. Mr. BARTLETT. You said appointed. 
Mr. HAMILTON. Composed. 
Mr. BARTLETT. You are right now, but you were wrong be- 


fore. 

Mr. HAMILTON. The gentleman may possibly be right, but 
I think I did not use the expression he mentions. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I knew you did not want to be wrong. 

Mr. HAMILTON. No. I stated, or I meant to state—I did 
state, so the gentlemen around me say—that the appointing board 
is composed of the judge of probate, the clerk of the circuit court, 
and the sheriff. 

Now, since Dallas County has been called in question, necessa- 
rily, I want to call attention to the peculiarities of the Dallas 
County appointing board. Twoof the gentlemen—I will not cite 
names, because it may be unpleasant to the gentlemen residing 
down there if they should ever happen to resurrect the debates in 
Congress to find their names handled in this connection—two of 
these gentlemen had been members of the appointing board of 
Dallas County in 1894. The third member had been one of the 
inspectors of ‘‘ City precinct, No. 36,” duly appointed by the other 
two. In their respective stations each gentleman had distin- 
= himself. In the language of Byron, ‘‘ Each did well in 

is degree.” The inspector of City precinct had illuminated his 
biography and commended himself to his Democratic brethren by 
signing a poll list and certifying that in the election of that year 
out of 2,021 votes cast Mr. Aldrich, the Republican candidate, 
received but 7. A man’s past history is a pretty fair index to what 
he will do in the future under given conditions. 

Now, the calculations of this gentleman were so ultra that it 
appears that even the Democratic members of the election com- 
mittee were constrained to deduct 1,247 votes from the votes re- 
turned for the Democratic candidate in 1894. And still this 
=a was performing his official functions as a member of 

e Dallas County appointing board. 

INSPECTORS. 

Further, it is the legal duty of this board, at least thirty days 
before each election, to — three inspectors for each voting 
place, two of whom shall members of opposing political par- 
ties. There are thirty-one precincts in Dallas County. A list of 
three names of Republicans and Populists for each precinct was 
submitted to the s County appointing board, from which 


such board was requested to name one person only to represent 


the Republicans and Populists as an i tor i h inct. 
meee opu nspector in each precinc 
annexed to the testimony of G. B. Deans, and it is as follows: 
To the Probate Judge, Sheriff, and Circuit Clerk of Dallas County, Ala. 


GENTLEMEN: We, the undersigned, in our official capacity, hereb uest 
the appointment of at least one of the persons herein samed in each prosinct 








is printed on page 1388 of the record as Exhibit F, being 


as inspector of the election to be held on the 3d of November next for Presi- 
dential electors and member of the Fifty-fifth Congress from this district. 
We suggest the names of two or more competent citizens in each precinct, 
and ask that we may have a representation at the polls, as the law contem- 
plates and justice demands. 


Dated at Selma, Ala., this 30th day of September, 1896. 
Then follows the list. This petition or request is signed as fol- 


lows: 
GEO. H. CRAIG, 
Member Republican Executive Committee Fourth District. 
W. J. GILMER, 


Chairman People's Party of Dallas County, Ala. 

H. G. KORNAGA, 
Chairman Republican Party of Dallas County, Ala, 

G. B. DEANS, 

Chairman Aldrich Campaign Committee, 

W. F. ALDRICH, 

Candidate of Republican Party and Candidate of People’s Party for 

Member of Fifty-fifth Congress from Fourth Congressional District of Ala. 


But, gentlemen, not a single Republican or Populist was named 


from this list except in three precincts out of thirty-one; and in 
those three precincts there was no contest. 


It is urged by the gentleman from Kentucky that the law does 


not absolutely demand and require that inspectors shall be named 
by this appointing board from theselists. Thatistrue; butif the 
appointing board intended to be fair—just fair—no reason on earth 
existed why they should not have selected at least one man from 
these lists and appointed him an inspector in each one of the pre- 
cincts for which they were requested to appoint such inspectors. 
But they utterly ignored these lists. And when such failure is 
followed by fraud at the polls, as it was in this case, it is a rea- 
sonable inference, I submit, that the appointing board connived 
at such fraud and deliberately intended and contrived to make 
such fraud possible by ignoring these lists. Such refusal to ap- 
point, followed by fraud at voting precincts, raises the reasonable 
presumption of conspiracy among the election officials to defeat 
the ticket opposed to theirs by unfair means. This could not be 
said if such refusal to appoint was only in sporadic instances; but 
where the refusal is uniform, then the presumption is irresistible. 


Further, it is manifestly the intention of this law—and I think 


lawyers will not take issue with me on this—that intelligent men 
should be appointed to these positions. To presume otherwise 
would be to assume that the legislators who made the law in- 
tended to provide for its nullification. They must have intended 
that intelligent inspectors should be appointed to these positions. 


Now, gentlemen, I do not propose to discuss this law. It ia 


there, and this contest has arisen under that law as it exists. To 
discuss it would be futile. 


The mass of the colored voters of Dallas County, as elsewhere 


in the Fourth district of Alabama, are illiterate. That is ad- 
mitted. Therefore, being illiterate, they are peculiarly depend- 
ent upon fair election methods for the expression of their politi- 


cal will. The board of appointment of Dallas County, knowing 
this, not only refused to appoint a single Republican or Populist 
out of the lists submitted in twenty-eight counties out of thirty- 
one, but they followed their refusal by the appointment of col- 
ored men, many of whom could neither read nor write and many 
of whom were illiterate colored Democrats. And in no case was 
a Republican or a Populist appointed to represent Republican in- 
terests. When such acourse is pursued, the presumption that 
fraud was intended ripens into the conviction that fraud hascom- 
menced. 

The law further provides for the appointment of markers. Your 
attention has been called to that in the course of this discussion. 
It provides that the inspectors appointed by the board must, upon 
thé opening of the polls on the day of the election, appoint two 
markers, one from each of the opposing political parties who may 
have candidates to be voted for in that election, each of whom 
must be a discreet person, able to read and write if practicable. 
And the inspectors from time to time shall appoint markers to 
assist illiterate and physically disabled electors as often as may be 
necessary. 

It is the duty of the inspectors also to appoint clerks from oppos- 
ing political parties. Both clerks and markers must be appointed 
from a list of not less than 6 nor more than 10 persons in any one 
beat suggested by the duly constituted authorities of the opposing 
political parties having candidates to be voted for at that election. 
In the absence of lists inspectors must appoint clerks and markers 
from the opposing political parties. 

The law provides explicitly that every illiterate or physically 
disabled elector shall have the assistance of a marker. These are 
some of the provisions of the so-called Sayre election law. It is 
apparent that a ticket marker is an important person in an illiter- 
ate community, and the deliberate failure to appoint a ticket 
marker to represent the interests of a party whose membership is 
largely composed of illiterate electors is an important failure. 
In , it may be said that the method of appointing election 
Officials in an illiterate community in Alabama has controlling 
effect upon results. 
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There are 31 voting precincts in the county of Dallas. In 2 pre- 
cincts there was no election and in 4 precincts there was no con- 
test. In the 25 contested election precincts in Dallas County there 
were appointed out of the lists suggested by contestant’s political 
friends only 6 markers. 

In these 25 contested precincts out of the list suggested by 
Aldrich’s political friends only 1 clerk was appointed, Therefore 
in 19 contested election precincts Aldrich had no markers to pre- 
pare the ballots of illiterate voters and in 24 out of 25 contested 
election precincts he had no representative present at the counting 
of the ballots. 

The appointing board appointed inspectors, and the inspectors 
appointed clerks and markers, and the markers marked or failed 
to mark, and the clerks tallied or failed to tally, and the inspect- 
ors counted or failed to count and returned or failed toreturn; so 
that in a county where the black vote is 8,531 and almost solidly 
Republican, and the white vote is only 2,146, the vote returned 
showed a Democratic majority of 3,089, and a Republican candi- 
date, on the face of the returns, only received 1,200 votes, against 
4,289 said to have been cast for a Democrat. 

These facts arouse suspicion and compel careful consideration. 

Remember Aldrich carried the five white counties by a major- 
ity of 122 on the face of the returns. 

An attempt is made to cast doubt upon the integrity of the vote 
as returned from Mr. Aldrich’s own precinct, Monte Vallo, Mr. 
Plowman claims—and I will only run over this briefly, so as to 
make the argument on this point conclusive and as complete as 
possible—Mr. Plowman claims and attempts to prove by affidavits 
that he received 158 votes in Monte Vallo precinct. He is only 
credited, however, with 119. in that connection he admits, how- 
ever, that of the 158, 7 voted in Gurnee box, 10 milesaway. He 
admits that 2 voted in Calera and that 1 voted in Chilton County, 
reducing the number claimed by him by 10 votes; but he claims 
that he was given only 119 votes in this precinct on the face of the 
returns, when he should have been given 148. 

It is claimed on behalf of Mr. Aldrich, first, that the election 
was absolutely honest; second, that he received votes according 
to the votes returned for him, and that the correct returns were 
made, 261 votes; third, he says that the 158 affidavits procured by 
Mr. Plowman are inadmissible as being ex parte evidence, no op- 
portunity being given for cross-examination, and not legal; but 
rather than have these affidavits even cast a shadow of suspicion 
upon the integrity of these returns, we take them up and analyze 
them, First, of those covered by the affidavits, it is shown that 
there voted at Calera 2; that there voted in Chilton County 1; 
that there voted in Gurnee box 7; that there voted in Gurnee box, 
not admitted by Plowman, 5; that there voted not at all, as shown 
by the poll list, 14; that of those who made affidavit, 12 were not 
on the poll list; that 4 affidavits were not signed—total, 45. These 
affidavits are inadmissible, and there must be deducted, therefore, 
45 votes from his claim. Mr. Plowman is entitled under the affi- 
davits to 113, and that is 6 less than he is credited with in the 
a So that the returns from that precinct are absolutely 
reliable. 

Before passing to Dallas County, I want to call your attention 
to certain contested election precincts in Talladega County. For 
illustration, in precinct 5, the means employed were simple; they 
were not complicated. They simply involved the use of money 
and whisky. The court-house was located in precinct 5, in the 
middle of the court-house square. A hallway ran north and 
south throngh the center of it, and from the north end of the hall- 
way a path continued to the north side of the square, and from 
the south end of the hallway a path continued straight to the 
south side of the square. At the north side of the square was a 
combination store, occupied for jewelry and groceries, that was 
the store of one Heine. 

Sixteen colored men were sworn, and all of them testified that at- 
tempts were made topurchase their votes, to bribe them with money 
and whisky,and ten of these colored men swear that they yielded 
to the seductionsof money and whisky and did vote as they were re- 
quested. The methods pursued were simply these: vin 
to vote for Mr. Plowman, a voter went in, received a wall slip of 
paper, was instructed to go down the hall, turn to the left, and 
present his small slip of paper to one Adams, who was a Demo- 
cratic marker. Mr. Adams took the gentleman into the booth, 
marked his ticket, gave him a slip of paper, and he returned to 
Mr. Heine and received the reward for his vote. That was simple 
enough. 

In precinct 6 there was no election. 

Mr. PLOWMAN. Will you allow me to interrupt you? 

Mr, HAMILTON. My time is very limited. I do not want to 
be discourteous. , 

Mr. PLOWMAN. 
your consent. 

Mr, HAMILTON. There was no election in 
were no boxes, there was no registration. © wires were cut 
there, and when they tried to telegraph, they could not reach the 





I do not want to interrupt you without 
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judge of probate. When they finally did 
the boxes came and the registration ce 
spectors thought it was too late to hold an election. That was 
simple enough. The majority against the Democrats had been 
113 in the August election immediately preceding. 

At precinct 7 the contestant’s marker was inconveniently intel- 


ligent. 
they commenced to count at half-past 2 in the afternoon, and they 
evicted the Republican marker, and immediately the gentleman, 


tain if there was not some redress for this performance. 


colored man came in and ask 
colored man said to the marker, ‘‘ I want to vote for Mr. Alledg,” 


write it down.” 
he said, ‘‘ There is no such nawe on the ticket; write that down.” 





recinct 6. There 
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¢ the wires up, when 
ificates arrived, the in- 


There was not a heavy vote there and no need for it, but 


feeling aggrieved, took a hand car and rode 7 miles to ascer- 


Mean- 
while the count went on and Mr. Plowman received 36 and Mr. 


Aldrich 16. 


Mr. BARTLETT, I should like to interrupt thegentleman. I 


will give him all the time I take from him. 


Mr. HAMILTON, That is very good of the gentleman. I may 


want more time. 


Mr. BARTLETT. Is it nota fact that in that same beat that at 


the other box at which Mr. Aldrich received a majority they com- 
menced to count before the Democrats commenced at this 


x? 
Mr. HAMILTON, I do not remember that. 


Mr. PLOWMAN. That is the testimony. 
Mr. HAMILTON, If it is true, the gentleman can call atten- 


tion to it. 


Mr. BARTLETT. I will try to do so. 
Mr. MANN. I will ask the gentleman if it is a fact that at 


any place where Mr. Aldrich received a majority the marker was 
evicted from the 


? 
Not that I know of, 
In every one, The Democrats were ejected, 


polls 
Mr. HAMILTON. 
Mr. PLOWMAN, 


too. 

Mr. HAMILTON, It may be possible to present such a condi- 
tion, but it is not in the record and has not 
commi 


nm presented to the 
Now, in precinct 12 the contestee had an inspector with the 


scriptural name of Boaz. Mr. Boaz had had experience as an 
imspector. 


ow, Mr. Speaker, Boaz adopted this plan. When an illiterate 


to vote, he listened, and when the 


he said, ‘‘ Put that down. There is no such name on the ticket; 
And if he said, ‘‘ l want to vote for Mr. Allrich,” 


And when the time came to count those votes, Mr. Boaz, in the 
further performance of his official functions, refused to count 
those votes because, 1 presume, the ballots were thereby identi- 
fied. It is in evidence, also, that Mr. Boaz ruthlessly destroyed be- 
tween 40 and 50 ballots at that polling place for some reason which 
may have been entirely satisfactory to Mr. Boaz; but the commit- 
tee did not charge - Plowman with these votes, although it 
strikes me he might —_ as well have been charged with them; 
but we have simply charged him with 25 votes there which were 


In precinct 18 an intelligent marker who represented Mr. Aldrich 


irregularly thrown out. 


marked 77 votes for him and 39 others were shown to have been 
cast for him by voters who could read and write, a total of 116, 


and yet only 68 were returned for Mr. Aldrich and 149 for Mr. 
Plowman. Now, tlemen, I come to Dallas County. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. The gentleman has only six minutes. 

Mr. HAMILTON, I shall only have half enough time. 

Gentlemen talk about eight precincts. Why, every precinct in 
Dallas County is tinctured with fraud. It is impossible, gentle- 
men, to —e these precincts; but for the purposes of the gen- 
tleman who is to follow me, I will ask him to explain Woodlawn, 
No. 8, Valley Creek precinct; Harrells, No. 5, Orrville. Let him 
explain precincts numbered 8, 9, 10, 12, 13, 14, 25, 25, 26, 27, 28, 
29, 30, and 86; and when you come to 80 do not forget to explain 
it. Before the committee it was argued on behalf of Mr. Plow- 
man that the claim of contestant that the names on the poll list 
above No. 55 were unlawfully entered thereon could be sustained 
only by some sort of jugglery with fi In their report tho 
minority recede from this tion. lask the gentleman to ex- 
plain these precincts, and if he has not taken them down, I have 
them here, and shall be glad to present them to him for the pur- 


of hearing his explanation. 
Mr. BARTLETT. hy did you not put them in your ees? 
Mr. HAMILTON, em. 


Why, Mr. es the report is full of 
Answer these, I say that Dallas County is tinctured and spotted 
with fraud from inning to end. You say you want me to be 
fair, my friend; me ae yorant, san answer to the character of 
the ee at these precinc 

Mr. BARTLETT. I will. 

Mr. HAMILTON. LIhopeyouwill. Now, these precincts march 
with monotonous cena to the legitimate, or rather the ille- 
gitimate, conclusion of falsified returns. They are illuminated by 


no new vote-stealing device; no new genius ap on the scene; 
there is not a dramatic piece of iniquity from i to end. 
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e old device of voting dead men and poll lists 
Be acinning to end. Given an illiterate community, dependent 
upon honest election methods, and all that is necessary to defeat 
the political will of the electors is for a partisan board to appoint 
and dishonest inspectors, and for partisan and onest 
tors to 2 partisan, dishonest, and facile markers. 

That is all; it is simple enough. ; 

Why, behind every election —, in Dallas County there is 
a perspective of fraud run ack to the Dallas County appoint- 
ing board. That can not be enied. Fraud is not easy to prove. 
Conspirators do not conspire in public places. But let us look at 

facts: 

thearst, they declined to appoint inspectors from the list submitted 
to them when there was no reason why they should not appoint 
from that listif they intended to befair. This request was reason- 
able, It was reasonable that Republicans and Populists should 
have representation among the inspectors at these voting precincts, 
and they were refused. That was done intelligently and the result 
accom ed was the result oo “ si ianiieliin 

Second, the inspectors appoin y the appointing were 
compelled by law to appoint markers from a aist of not less than 
six nor more than ten names presented to them by the regularly 
constituted authorities of the political parties. They refused to 
appoint these markers. They did that intelligently, and the result 
accomplished was the result intended. You can not assume that 
these men were ignorant; that this all came by chance; that they 
failed to appoint markers in Dallas County in almost every pre- 
cinct when they ought to have appointed them under the law, and 

failed to appoint honest, competent inspectors where in common 
sense, right, reason, and propriety they should have appointed 
such inspectors. Why, you say in some cases they appointed Re- 
publicans. They did not appoint them from the list, and when 
they did appoint Republicans they were helplessly ignorant, and 
ou know it and they knew it, and the result accomplished was 
the result intended. 

Third, it was known that in an illiterate community to deprive 
electors of honest, competent markers was to deprive them of their 
votes, and your inspectors did deprive the illiterate voters down 
there of honest, competent markers, and did thereby deprive them 
of their votes. That was done intelligently, and the result accom- 
plished was the result intended. The argument upon that ques- 
tion seems to be clear. 

In the heroic days of this Republic we passed the thirteenth, 
fourteenth, and fifteenth amendments to the Constitution by 
which we gave theslave freedom, franchise, and citizenship. The 
colored man is now counted in the apportionment of Representa- 
tives in 3 

TheSP protempore. The gentleman's time hasexpired. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I yield the gentleman two minutes 
more. 

Mr. HAMILTON, The gentlemen from Alabama come here 
and claim seats in this House based on colored Spc eae and yet 
on election days you count the colored peop e out at the pote. 
Now, there is a remedy for this. One remedy is that the House 
of Representatives refuse to seat a man in the la ing 
branch of this Government who claims his seat by virtue of fraud. 
There is another permanent, effectual, and radical cure, and that 
is education. The blowing of rams’ horns no longer topples down 
the walls of some Jericho, but the building of schoolhouses and 
oe training does shatter the walls of ignorance. Hail the 
day when Alabama can take her place among the educated and 
intelligent States of the Union; then these election contests will 
cease and every man will have fair play. Then there will be no 
temptation to take advantage of illiteracy, as was done here. 
(Continued applause. 

Mr. TA of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I yield fifteen minutes to 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Linney]. 

Mr. LINNEY. Mr. Speaker, these election cases are always 
attended with more or less excitement and passion. At the same 
time it is our duty to bring to bear the very best intelligence we 

in their investigntion, in order that justice may be done, 

t to this glorious Republic of ours, because it is of more im- 

ce to Republic than any one individual in it, and next 
the parties of record. 

Plutarch, Mr. er, tells us that a free and antimonarchical 
state, the pro deal of government, was first conceived in the 
mind of a p hic Roman over two thousand years ago, and 
he expressed the hope that mankind might some time be blessed 
with a republic where the subjects and rulers might in turn be 
governors and governed. A period of two thousand years and 
over elapsed from the time of this philosophic Roman under the 
reign of ola Romulus who conceived this ideal system up to the 
date that Hamilton actually carried into practice the idea that 
the true ideal government is a government of rotation by ballot. 

This fundamental a this ideal of the imm Hamil- 
ton, is the bedrock upon w ch our Republic stands, and the bal- 
lot and its purity, Mr. Speaker, constitute the only means whereby 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





















































this ideal system of government can be perpetuated. Upon a 
proper decision by this body and by all legislative bodies before 
which the contested-election cases come depend the life and pro- 
tection of the Republic and the system of government founded 
upon the idea of rotation by ballot. 

The learned gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Srrr.e] yesterday 
criticised somewhat mildly this tribunal. He said this was the 
first time he had ever known the jury to applaud either side. 
Well, I believe my friend might have gone further than that. 
This tribunal has its defects. Passion is here, prejudice is here, 

arty hate is here, the cankered heart is here, as it is around the 

ot box. But this is the best we have. It reminds meof what 
an old German farmer said to a Jew down in Statesville. The 
Jew, who was a merchant, had cheated him, he alleged, and the 
German in the quarrel which followed said, ‘‘I don’t know how 
it happens that you are the chosen people of the Almighty. any- 
how.” The old Jew replied, ‘Why, it was the best He had at 
that time.” fleughine.] 

So that, criticise the tribunal as much as you wish, point out 
its defects—and I admit they are numerous in the very nature of 
ee my brethren, this is the best we have; it is all we 
have and all we everscan have. Why so? I believe there are 
forty-five States in the Union, are there not? I believe every 
State in the Union has two branches of its legislature; and under 
the constitution of each State each house is the judge of the 
elections and qualifications of its members. It must of necessity 
be that way. 

Yet, to extend the idea of the learned gentleman from Kentucky, 
if you were to go into each of these ninety tribunals and apply to 
every individual member the test which my brother the gentle- 
man from Nebraska { Mr. GREENE] has no doubt applied hundreds 
of times in his practice in the courts he would find the majority 
of the members of that court disqualified and could, if practicing 
before a court, stand them aside. Why? Because there are very 
few members but have at some time expressed an opinion on the 
subject, and when you ‘‘ challenge to the favor” almost any judge, 
if there were nothing involved but a tract of land, would sustain 
your objection. Still this is the best we have and we have got to 
rely uponit. And in my humble judgment it was a wise provisien 
of the Constitution, showing the foresight of our forefathers—the 
provision that this House should be the sole judge of the elections 
and qualifications of its members. 

There is, if you think of it, a specific reason why this is so. 
There are exceptions to all generai rules. Take, for instance, the 
law of evidence. It is a fundamental principle of law, applicable 
to evidence, that no man shall be affected by testimony uuless the 
party against whom it is offered has had opportunity to face the 
witness, to cross-examine him, and unless the witness acts under 
the solemnity of an oath. Yet there is an exception to that rule. 
Wheti 2 man is in extremis, when God's hand is upon him, the 
solemnity of the occasion supplies the place of an oath; and any 
declaration he makes while laboring under that solemnity has the 
force of an oath in the courtsof justice. Manya man has lost his 
life in that way upon the testimony of a witness to whom the 
ordinary safeguards had not been applied. 

Now, I suppose that our forefathers concluded that the ballot 
box and investigations touching the ballot box were of such a 
sacred character as to stir up in the breast of every member in 
this House and of the Senate when an election case comes before 
it such candor, such sincerity, such a sense of justice that party 
hate and party passion would for the moment leave these Halls 
and the cankered heart would resume its natural operations, so 
that we would stand in this high place and try an election cause 
as though we were sworn jurors having no interest whatever in 
the case. - 

And I will tell the distinguished gentleman from Kentucky, 
though I have served only one term in Congress. that I believe 
the Committee on Elections No. 1, of which I have been a mem- 
ber, has scrupulously adhered to this principle. Let me see 
whether they have not. In Committee No. 1 we have decided 
more cases for contestants than against them, though a majority 
of the committee were Republicans. At the last session more re- 

rts came in from that committee to this House in favor of our 

mocratic adversaries {because they are our adversaries in poli- 
tics) than againstthem. I would ask the distinguished gentleman 
from Georgia, my brother, Mr. BARTLETT, who claims that this 
is a war against the South, whether he, as a Democrat, can present 
such a record as that? Did the gentleman ever in his life vote 
against a brother Democrat as sitting member or contestant? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I never changed my vote, as the gentleman 
from North Carolina did in one case. 

Mr. LINNEY. But you changed the other way, did you not? 

Mr. BARTLETT. oO. 

Mr. LINNEY. Well, it has rarely been the case, at any rate. 
The point I make is this—and be it said tothe honor of this body— 
that these investigations have been exceptionally free from party 
bias or wrong. 
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Now, Mr. Speaker, the distinguished gentleman from Kentucky 
not only made observations upon the court, but he said that the 
principles of which the contestant became the champion were not 
such as to command the support of intelligent citizens. That is 
not his exact language, but that is the idea. Now, I want to call 
attention for a moment to one or two things touching that. I 
shall maintain before this body, and I believe I can reasonably 
maintain, that the contestant in this case became the trusted 
leader of a party that had for its leading idea, its war cry in that 
conflict, a principle- -not a sentiment, but a principle—as noble as 
any that ever actuated any man op this continent, as noble as any 
that actuated Washington, Hamilton, Jefferson, or Monroe, and 
that this conflict which took place in the State of Alabama was a 
conflict touching the life of the State. 

In the presence of the distinguished gentleman from Georgia, 
whose philosophic tura of mind and whose industry never allow 
a stone to remain unturned, never allow an idea to escape him, I 
challenge his successful contradiction of my statement that the 
cause advocated by us on this occasion was one which, whether it 
go down before this House or not, will ever challenge theadmira- 
tion and respect of the House and of all fair-minded people. 

Now let me read a moment from Exhibit B, page 1284: 

MINUTES OF THE FOURTH CONGRESSIONAL CONVENTION. 
CALERA, ALA., September 22, 1896. 
The convention was called to order by Chairman G. B. Deans, who named 


John W. Pitts, of Shelby, as temporary chairman, and Frank Crichton, of 
Chilton, and M. |. Ivey, of Talladega, as temporary secretaries. 


Then follow mere matters of form. 
The committee on credentials— 
Now, mark you, it is alleged here by the distinguished gentle- 
man from Mississippi that these people in Alabama, the sup- 
orters of the contestant in this case, because of their ignorance, 
cause of their low social standing (if J caught him correctly), 
are not to be relied on and were utterly incapable of grasping a 
rinciple. 
* I call the attention of this honorable body, gentlemen of the 
House, to the character of these resolutions, and I say that they 
manifest as much intelligence, as much familiarity with the prin- 
ciples that were then agitating the public mind in the country— 
with which the great popular mind of our country was dealing— 
as any set of resolutions I have ever read, and are as clearly and 
concisely set forth. P 
Mr. BARTLETT. If the gentleman will permit me, I think he 
misstates the position of the gentleman from Mississippi. He was 
not referring to that provision at all. And the gentleman must 
know, further, that the Populists in Alabama are mostly white 
and educated people. 
Mr. LINNEY. He was speaking of the supporters of his party, 
and if I have done injustice to him, of course I did not intend it. 
Mr. BARTLETT. Hespoke of the supporters in Dallas County. 
Mr. LINNEY. Well, he did in Dallas County (as to the sup- 
porters of contestaut), and in that county there is as much social 
standing and education among the Populists as there is in any 
county in the district, according to numbers. 
Mr. BARTLETT. Yes, ‘‘ according to numbers.” 
Mr. LINNEY. Now, here are the resolutions. Let me read 
them for you: 
We, the Populists of the Fourth Congressional district of Alabama, in con- 
vention assembled, declare and resolve as follows: 
“* Resolved, first. That we indorse the recent platform of principles adopted 
by the People’s Party convention at St. Louis.” 
And I invite the attention of the distinguished gentleman from 
Georgia particularly to this item. 


Second. That the elective franchise is the priceless heritage of American 
citizenship. Upon its exercise and honestly counting it as cast by the people 
depend the safety and perpetuity of our republican form of government. 


Destroy the ballot and you destroy the form of government under which we 
live, and any subversion of the will of the people as expressed at the ballot 
box isrevolution pure and simple. Knowing that this has been unblushingly 
and daringly done in Alabama, we demand a free ballot and an honest count; 
and we demand the reestablishment of a republican and constitutional gov- 
ernment in this State. 

Is there anything wrong in that? Anything lacking in intelli- 
gence in it; anything that shows the necessity for more education 
or shows theinsanity of thedraftsman? Is there any mark onthe 
face of it that would condemn it in the eyes of any of our citizens? 
No, indeed. Itis a creditable production to any man or any set 
of men, and would not have done injustice to even a Jefferson, 
Hamilton, or Monroe. And yet gentlemen here criticise the sup- 
porters of the man who represented that lofty sentiment in this 
election—that noble principle involving the national life—as if 
such resolutions and the people who framed them were unworthy 
of consideration upon this floor. 

But let us go a little further. Why, gentlemen, is there a man 
on this floor who does not sustain the idea embodied in that reso- 
lution? Is the Democratic party in the State of Alabama for it? 
The evidence does not show anything of the kind. Poel 
You are as dumb as an oyster as to whether you are for fair an 
honest elections or against them. How are we to determine ex- 


cept by your work? You said no more than if you had been 
among the dead—yea, lifeless and helpless as the two dead negroes 
that voted for you, if they did vote at all. [Laughter.] Then the 
issue was raised, and raised squarely. Talk about not being a 
vital one and not being paramount to all others! Why, Mr. 
Speaker, everything else sinks into utter insignificance in com- 
parison with it. It is the vital principle in our Government. 

If I were to select, say, two gentlemen from this House who 
are more sensitive than anybody else on the question of national 
credit and the national honor, and who are in favor of having 
every debt of the Government paid in the best money of the 
world, I should select the distinguished Speaker of the House of 
Representatives and my distinguished friend from Pennsylvania 
|Mr. DALZELL] who sits just before me. And yet I will risk the 
assertion that you can take the very principles, the foundation 
principles of every Republican pag: and of the platform 
under which Mr. Aldrich marched in the last campaign, and put 
on the idea of the late Governor Sevier, in the State of Frank- 
lin, to make coon skins a legal tender, rather than to vote for the 
gold standard and at the same time to have embodied in it the 
idea—the Democratic idea—as to dishonest elections as shown 
by these things, you would find them voting for coon skins with 
honest elections rather than the gold standard and dishonesty at 
the polls. [Applause.] 

So that the platform was eeoniieity Republican, because it 
declared in favor of that principle which overshadows all others, 
and which is the underlying principle of the Republican party, 
and in favor of that principle the enforcement of which in every 

rtion of the United States is absolutely essential to national 
ife, and which in every platform of the Republican party—I think 
every one of them—in the last ten or fifteen years you will find 
—— enunciated and attempted to be enforced. 

ut let us go still further, a little beyond that. They in this 
series of resolutions express their idea of reciprocity. They say: 

Third. We favor a justly laid protective tariff that will build up and de- 
velop American industries, American commerce, and American homes; that 
will protect the farmer and wage earner, whether ho be on the farm, in the 
workshop, or in commercial — and will produce sufficient revenue for 
the needs of the Government economically administered. We condemn the 
introduction of pauper labor from foreign countries and of prison labor of 


our own comm in competition with free American labor. 
Fourth. We demand in doing for other nations what they do unto us, mak- 


ing mutual concessions for mutual benefits. 

Is not that a good Republican principle? What objection have 
you to that? Again they say: 

Fifth. We demand financial reform and the abolition of national banks as 
banks of issue. We believe the General Government should issue sufficient 
full legal-tender money for the needs of the people upon a per capita basi: 
increasing with the increase of population. We demand bimetallism an 
condemn the oe gold otandaed as impracticable. Wecondemn thesale of 
bonds in times of peace to maintain a system of finance the ultimate result 
of which is a contraction of the currency, lower wages, lower prices for com- 
modities, greater debts, and greater taxation. 

True, that principle is not indorsed by a majority of the Repub- 
licans in this country to the extent therein demanded, but there 
is not a Republican platform for years which has not demanded 
or advocated financial reform; and in this Congress, at the last of 
the special session, the President sent into this House a message, 
and a bill was introduced ee for the raising of a committee 
for the purpose of laying a foundation for financial reform. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Did the gentleman vote for that bill? 

Mr. LINNEY. Why, no; I did not and you did not either, but 
a good many of my brethren here did. 

r. BARTLETT. I know I did not and you did not. 

Mr. LINNEY. This convention heartily indorsed the course 
of Mr. Aldrich in Congress, especially commending him for his 
efforts in behalf of the industrial school for girls located at Mon- 
tebello, Ala. The Democrats laughed at that. But, gentlemen, 
because Mr, Aldrich is popular among the ladies I do not see why 
that should work against him. 

Mr. Aldrich was introduced to the convention and declared 
himself in favor of McKinley for the Presidency. Now, gentle- 
men, mark you, this campaign was gone into upon that kind of a 

latform, initiated upon the declaration of the principles that I 
Sale here announced. The Democrats were split, as they always 
are. They never agree upon any one thing. It is said by Mr. 
Davis—‘‘ Cyclone” Davis, of Texas—that there are seventeen 
seperate and distinct irreconcilable lines of Democratic thought. 
Ido not know how that is, but we know that they had various 
lines of thought and almost as many representatives. There was 
the Gold Democracy there, represented by its candidate. There 
were the Silverites, represented by their candidates. 

Your Gold Democracy stuck out to the end and your Free Silver 
Democrats stuck out to the end, but the Republicans and the Pop- 
ulists came together upon this great question of honest elections. 
I tell you, gentlemen of the House, they will always do it where 
there is an allegation of fraud in elections. The minority forces 
necessarily come together. Let us see if they do not. Take the 
State of North Carolina, for instance, where we were in prett 
nearly as bad a fix onceas youin Alabama. Not quite, thank God, 
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did not vote dead “niggers,” but we did a heap of devil- 
a there is no doubt about that, down in North Carolina. 
hter. 
tenet = the result? The Populists arose, many of them as 
stalwart as my Brother BELL, of Colorado. Many of them had the 
lynx-eyed intelligence of the distinguished gentleman from the 
net States 4 stands before me [Mr. Smupson of Kansas}. 
They are not fools by any means. They are by no means afflicted 
with idiocy. They were grand representatives of manhood, who 
loved liberty and who hated oppression. They hated the Repub- 
licans about as badly as they the Democrats. They were not 
exactly like Jerry, for I believe he hates the Republicans now 
worse than he does the Democrats. : 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Yes; I think they are the enemies 
of mankind. : : 

Mr. LINNEY. They joined with the Republicans, though, be- 
cause it was necessary in order to save their political lives. It was 
the case of a murderous assault upon them. They were denied 
eqnal chances and privileges at the ot box. They were denied 
the right to have stationed by the ballot box a lynx-eyed sentinel 
who would watch the enemy and stay the hand that would put itself 
corruptly upon the Ark of the Covenant of the patriot’s god—the 
ballot box—that instrumentality without the existence of which 
there is no such thing as life in the Republic. We got together, 
and we gave the Democrats the worst thrashing that ever a set of 
men got in the world. What else did we do? We took up the 
election laws, we examined them carefully, and we struck out 
from them all that was vicious and vile. 

The year that we did it we even beat the Democrats in mathe- 
matics. They had figured out that they were going to beat us by 
50,000 majority, but we astonished them, and the uprising was 
such—such men as my Brother BELL and the distinguished gentle- 
man here [Mr. Simpson of Kansas] showed more power than the 
Democrats thought, as they always will do in a contest between 
human liberty on the one hand and grinding despotism on the 
other. And when the vote came out it was some seventy-odd 
thousand instead of fifty. We caught the Democrats napping. 
caught them asleep. We passed an honest election law. ow, 
let me tell you what was the result of that honest law. We passed 
a law that = a Populist there to watch a Democrat if he wanted 
to steal. [Laughter.] ; 

Sometimes they do want to steal, and sometimes the Republicans 
want to, too. Iam going to deal fairly. We placed a Democrat 
there to watch a Republican if he wanted to steal, and we placed 
a lynx-eyed Populist there to watch both of the others, if they 
wanted to .. The chief excellence of the Populist is that he 
will not steal. [Laughter.] He will after a while, for he has not 
been in politics long enough; that is all. [Laughter.] So in 
North Carolina we have found the philosopher's stone. e have 

laced three sentinels around the ballot box, each representing a 
Nifferent line of thought, each watching the others, and Martin F. 
Tupper’s philosophy was as good as the wisdom of Solomon when 
he said, ‘* Yea, and let but a dog be watching thee, its eye will tend 
to thy restraint.” 

These three antagonistic apne representing antagonistic 
interests, guarded the ballot box and restrained each the other 
from excess in 1894. My dear brother from Missouri Shag CLARK], 
I know you are interested in honest elections. You have an 
honest face. In 1894 we had, I believe, ten or twelve contested- 
election cases. Under the old system, when we were somewhat 
in the condition of the Alabama people, and after a fair trial in 
the courts, in those cases that nee in the courts, and after a 
fair trial here in the Legislature, they were decided in favor of 
honest elections. 

Then when we got an honest bill, the last election came on, and 
there is not a contested-election case in the entire State of North 
Carolina, which is bigger than the State of Alabama. So that the 
Alabama people, encou with what was done in North Caro- 
lina, have engaged in this laudable work, and what was the result? 
The result was that they carried this district, but were cheated 
out of it. Now,right here I want to answer the argument made 
by my friend from Mississippi, the learned Mr. Fox. He said that 

is was an indictment against the South. I/leny it in this high 
place. It is no indictment against the South. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, is it a crime to unearth and expose wrong 
and fraud? It is the existence of fraud in any section of the na- 
tion and not its exposure that injures any community. It is the 
exposure of crime that helps a community, while its existence un- 
be 2 degrades and demoralizes it. ow, let me see if I can 
not illustratethis. The eloquent gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. 
SETTLE] says his feelings are in favor of honest elections, and I 
have no doubt of it. Yetin the great State of Kentucky, toshow 
we that it is not an indictment against Alabama, the —_ of 

© United States in this high place, in the Fifty-fourth gress, 
had an investigation of a case from the great State of Kentucky, 
and what was the result? 

They found there that the Democrats had put a raccoon upon 
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the Republican ticket, in violation of law, in place of the regular 
eagle that was selected by the Republican party; and this House, 
by an overwhelming vote, rebuked the wrong. Has that hurt 
entucky? Nay, verily; it has made the prospects of every Ken- 
tuckian for heaven brighter than they were before. [Laughter. | 
By doing what? By stamping out a fraud. In addition to that, 
it has resulted in great good to the Republic. And I risk the as- 
sertion now that you will never hear of another raccoon being put 
on a Kentucky ballot from this time on until Gabriel blows his 
horn, if he blows it in a reasonable time. [Great laughter. } 

What did it do? It put upon such an action the correct and 
righteous judgment of this Honse. Suppose it had not been done, 
what would the Kentuckians be doing now? God only knows. 
They would have had a dozen coons, terrapins, rats, and every- 
thing else on tickets; but the judgment of this House, solemnly 
entered, checked that, and there will be no more such reckless war 
upon the ballot box. What else? The same result in my State; 
the same result everywhere. When Bat Shea was executed in the 
city of New York—— 

Mr. GROW. At Detroit. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. At Clinton Prison. 

Mr. LINNEY. At Clinton Prison, up there somewhere in your 
State, after trying to perpetrate a crime. 

Mr. BARTLETT. He simply killed a man. 

Mr. LINNEY. Shot him at the ballot box, as it was said was 
done in Arkansas; I do not know. When he was executed every 

triot through the land exulted over it. Why? It added an ad- 

itional prop to the sanctity and sacredness of the ballot box. 
And in Alabama last year when there was a contested-election 
case from this very district one of the crimes alleged was that the 
oath administered to some of the election officers was this: ‘‘ You 
and each of you solemnly swear that you will hold this election 
fairly and impartially, so help us over the fence.” [Laughter. ] 

That was done down there. This House rebuked that, and from 
now until the end of time you will never hear tell of an Alabama 
citizen taking such an oath as that. If we had not done that, 
what sort of oath would they have been taking now? God only 
knows. So that you see whenever there is a trial—and this isa 
trial and judgment by the House, as the House is both judge and 
jury—its effect is beneficial; it strengthens the ballot box if that 
judgment be the correct one. 

So, I deny that this tribunal is inadequate to a proper determi- 
nation of this or any other case that may come before it. But, 
gentlemen, let me call your attention to another thing. I say 
that the people down there where these men come from not only 
had a good case, but this contestant presented that case before 
intelligent people. How many counties are there in the district? 
There are six counties in the district, five of them white counties 
and one of them a negro county. Now, gentlemen of the House, 
when this question was presented to a white county they voted 
for Mr. Aldrich, and he came to the county of Dallas with 123 
majority. 

I concede that the Caucasian in Alabama is greater than the 
black man in intelligence. The white man knows that: although 
at the same time the poor negro is improving rapidly. We people 
of the South ought not to abuse him. In the war between the 
States, when the son of the slave owner was engaged in battle and 
the daughters and wives were at home, the capable black man 
stood by them and raised corn and meat for their support and pro- 
tected them while we were engaged in the great strife, and, so 
help me God, you will never hear any denouncement from me of 
the poor black man because of his ignorance. [Applause.] It is 
wrong to doit. The people of the South can not afford to do it. 
We can all afford to do equal and exact justice to him. 

Now, let mre say as to these white counties, they gave Mr. Al- 
drich a majority of 123. And now you come to the black county. 
How is that? Why, there are 8,000 colored voters in that county 
and about 4,000 white voters. I may not get the figures exactly 
correct, but that is nearly right. At any rate, the colored men 
are largely in the ascendancy in that county. Now, if the vote 
of that county was actually cast for Mr. Plowman, why, he ought 
to retain his seat; but if it was not cast for him, then he ought 
not to retain his seat. That leads me to an investigation of the 

uestion as to what is fraud, and what evidence ought we to con- 
sider as determining this great question, because it is mainly now 
an issue of fact. 

Mr. Best tells us that in all cases where facts are in controversy 
certain rules ought to govern us. He says: 


We can only obtain that information which is absolutely essential to a just 


conclusion in any great cause by the exercise of two faculties of the human 
mind—sensitive knowledge and judgment, No case can properly be deter- 
mined, so far as your functions are concerned, by the recollection and views 


of any question of fact in the cause by the majority or any number of wit- 
nesses. This would be to circumscribe your action and investigation by the 
range of sensitive knowledge alone. I mean by the employment of the term 
sensitive knowledge that information which the witnesses claim to have pos- 
sessed by the sight and hearing only, excluding the circumstances and nat- 
ural evidence attending the case. 

We are taught by Best, in his most excellent treatise on the “‘ Theory and 
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rules of presumptive proof,” that ‘‘ by far the greater number of our specu- 
lations as well as the most important transactions of life carry us far be- 
yond the bounds of intuitive and sensitive knowledge without being able to 
obtain demonstrative evidence to supply their room; and to make this defi- 
ciency a ground of cessation from speculative inquiry or action would be the 
height of absurdity. He that will not eat till he has demonstration that it 
will nourish him. he that will not stir till he infallibly knows the business 


he ga a about will succeed, will have but little else to do but to sit still and 
perisa. . 


In all cases where confusion and uncertainty exists by reason of conflict- 
ing theories, contradictory evidence, or other causes we are obliged to resort 
to that faculty of the mind known as judgment. The foundation of judg- 
ment is probability of the likelihood of a proposition or fact being true or 
false deduced from its conformity or repugnancy to our general knowledge, 
observation, and experience. That proposition which is founded in an ad- 
mixture of sensitive knowledge and judgment has stronger claims upon 
truth than any proposition resting exclusively on one or the other. 


Now, gentleman of the House, I invite your attention to this, 
that there are certain great principles or presumptions arising in 
this case, founded on natural law, expressly recognized by ier. 
Best, the recognition of which is absolutely essential to a fair 
determination of any case before any tribunal. One of theni, 
grounded on natural law, is this: How would the negro of Dallas 
County like to vote? Nobody knows how; but arguing along the 
line suggested by Mr. Best, what is the probability? How does 
the negro usually vote? Why, he is just about as apt to vote for 
a Republican ticket and in favor of honest elections as an animal 
with a web foot is likely to swim in the water when it comes in 
contact with it. Vote founded upon principles of natural law. 
My father was 2 slave owner. 

The distinguished gentleman has given his opinion as to what 
the negro would once do. I want to give my opinion as to what 

9 negro will now do. He loves to vote better than any man you 
ev>r saw; he is a religious sort of a man and attends more prayer 
meetings than our white people. The negro is more prompt in 
going to the ballot box than the white people ever were. Gen- 
tlemen, I was once a Democrat, I will not say a mean one, but 
I was a Democrat until I learned better. [Laughter.] My dis- 
tinguished friend on the other side, Mr. BatLey, said the Demo- 
crats would have repealed the civil-service law when they were in 
=— if they had had sense enough. If I had had sense enough 

never should have been a Democrat. [Laughter.] 

But while I was with them I learned much of their methods. I 
learned, gentlemen of the House, a great deal of the character- 
istics and the natural proclivities and natural forces of the negro. 
I have gone to my father’s former slave Orange and said, ‘‘ Will 
you vote for me for the House of Representatives?” ‘ Yes,” said 
he, “‘I will.” ‘‘ Well, will you vote for the Democratic candidate 
for Congress—will you vote for him?” ‘‘ No; I can’t do that.” 
“Why?” ‘* Why,” said he, ‘‘I must guard the bridge that car- 
ried me across the black waters of the turbulent river that divided 
slavery from the happy valley of freedom.” 

That is the leading sentiment that controls the negro, and you 
might as well expect to shoot off the horns of the moon with a pop 
gun as to drive the negro away from that. [Laughter.] He 
worships the ballot box because he knows that in it is his liberty 
and that it is only by its perpetuation that he can keepit. Like 
the lion that has lapped blood, yon can never make him a slave 
again, you never can tame him; neither can you make the negro 
neglect his duty so well expressed by my father’s slave Orange of 
guarding the bridge over which he passed into the land of rg, 

Now, gentlemen, the evidence in this case shows what? It 
shows that these negroes were Republicans. I ask the learned 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] when he comes to reply 
to point out if he can 100 Democratic negroes in the county of 
Dallas. 

You can not do it from the evidence. But the evidence is full 
and complete that these negroes were Republicans, and, being 
Republicans, were, of course, in favor of a free ballot and a fair 
count. Now, you come to that county, and what do you do? You 
reverse it; you give the contestee in this case an overwhelming 
majority, and give him almost as many votes in Dallas County as 
he received in all the other counties together. How did it happen? 
Can not anybody see? Mr. Best, in his great work on Evidence, 
says that when any theory proposed by the human mind comes in 
conflict with a principle of natural law, it must be rejected, be- 
cause inspiration is more powerful than human reason or human 
agencies. Therefore he argues that if A swears, or if a hundred 
persons like A should swear, that they saw B steal and carry away 
a log of wood, and it should be made to appear to the court that 
that log of wood weighed 10,000 pounds, then, though all the 
human race were to swear to it--Mr. Best teaches law students to 
disregard such testimony. And why? Because it comes in con- 
flict with the voice of heaven, and ought not to be regarded. 

I do not say that this case is as oe as that, but I say that, 
probability being the foundation of ju —- as this great au- 
thority says, this House can not ibly escape the conclusion 
that Dallas County, with its overwhelming negro majority, never 
cast 4,000 votes nor any considerable number of votes for Mr. 
Plowman, the Democratic candidate, who represented measures 


which, I say, the negro must haye looked upon with alarm, and 
the greatest alarm. 

But you may say, “‘How do you know that Republicans ever 
knew that the contestee represented such measures?” I want to 
read a little document here. It is from a Democratic newspaper; 
and whenever a Democrat admits anything against himself, you 
may conclude that it is true. It is not in human nature to make 
an acknowledgment against one’s self; and therefore admissions are 
always accepted as the highest evidence. Now, here is an admis- 
sion; andI want Judge BarTLEttT tohearit. If he does, I think he 
will pray to-night that the Lord will om yt him for ever having 
been a Democrat or for ever having voted to keep in one of these 
Democrats who was not elected: 


The Times is Democratic—warp, woof, and filling. It believes that the 
rinciples of Democracy are eternal and will not die. It believes that the 
aults, the follies, the vices of the white man’s pest are ‘erable to the 

virtues, the best intentions, and wisest capabilities of the k man’s party 
lores the weaknesses, it laments the shortcomings, and 
d, the blindness of the party of Morgan and Houston in 
bama. It stands by the nominees of the Democratic party; it gives aid 
nor comfort to the candidates named by the enemies of our party. But at 
oe ee en the red flag of danger and burns the red lights of 
ocratic 

snare a ection, so called, to nominate a Democratic candidate for Con- 
gress in this district has just been held. The frauds in that election were 
patent, gross, palpable, and indefensible. The nominee's best friend dare not 
try to defend on the stump; the party’s most devoted adherent is pow- 
eriess to condone them on ly 


The nominee may be, and doubtless is, a man of great probity of character 
Sumaton to hamupiiey Maiko Inver Kepie tebe, the Bansieiarred exprapeen 
common ; . 
more disgraceful than has ever Uitonaned the party in this State. 

Mr. BARTLETT. From what is the gentleman reading? 

Mr. LINNEY. From Exhibit A, C. D. Haygood’s 
on page 511 of the record. 

Mr. BARTLETT. That was written in 1894. 

Mr. LINNEY. Ido not care when it was written. 

Mr. BARTLETT. It has nothing to do with this case. 

Mr. LINNEY. If you have been rascals, it does not matter 
how long ago it was, ed You can not plead the statute 
of limitation on ity—never in the world, especially before 


this House. [Laughter. 

The SPE R. The time of the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina has expired. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I yield the gentleman from North 


Carolina enough time to finish the reading of this interesting doc- 
ument. 


Mr. LINNEY (continuing to read)— 


The means by which Mr. Plowman was nominated are not larities 
They are not the-result of impulse, such as might w in the heat of a con- 
vention and ome trees an unconsidered determina‘ on the part of friends 
to win a fight for their favorite. They arethe preconcerted, etermined, 
reconceived, preserenaed plan to nominate a certain at every 
azard and without regard to the party's good. As the Calhoun County pa- 
r puts it, “It is Talladega’s fraud.” It ga mek % dishonor; it is ir. 
owman’s . Itistime tocalla halt. Itis time to appeal to fixed prin- 
ciples of reason. It is time to take our bearing in the storm. 
‘We appeal to pay aes to save the Democracy of this district from 
a Gone more ent than has threatened it in many ears. We 
appeal to Mr. Plowman to rescue the peeemay and not to it toshame. 
It is possible he will be elected. If he is, no d 
can come to him from thatelection. Like all other men who have been the 
beneficiaries of fraud, he can only hope to reap the reward of temporary suc- 
cess, and after that drink the bitter dregs of permanent bitterness and 


oblivion. 
hoist no name at our masthead. We wish we could do so without the 
. Plowman's decision; we are listening for 


We 
blush of shame. We await Mr. 
the party's command. 


ere the hammer fell.] 
. LINNEY. Lhope the gentleman from Ohio will give mo 
a minutes to discuss another matter which has just occurred 
me, 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I yield the gentleman five minutes 
more. 

Mr. LINNEY. Mr. Speaker, yesterday the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. Fox] salle 6 tas 2 the Repub- 
licans of the entire South and alleged that I had said that they are 
actuated solely and without principle by the cohesive power of 
— plunder—an old, hackneyed phrase of John Randolph that 

been worn out and become bare years ago. Theexpres- 
sion does me injustice. I never said any such thing. 

I say the Republicans of the South are the equals of the Demo- 
crats —— ai ic adit me much social ne \ rays now, 
especially in my an rapidly getting case 
the State of Alabama the Republican side as on 


cratic side. Why, sir, there are few men superior to the contest- 
ant in the present case—a gentleman at the head of a coaling en- 
Corpees, Sam who commands the of all honorable 
and respectable men in that part of the country. But the gentle- 
man from Mississippi says that I, in speaking on the civil service, 
said that there wo’ nee he ere een 
to grease the gimlet to bore a to ourselves in; and that, 
he claims, is a confession that we are held by the cohe- 
sive force of public plunder. It is no such The language 







































id 
capable of any such construction. I was discussing the 
r is not ceri character of the life tenure of ublic office. 
0 Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman allow me 
; on? 
: . ae NNEY. Yes, if the gentleman will ask it quickly, for I 
© have verylittletime. _— ‘ 
e Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I wish to ask the gentleman 
5- whether he did not say in discussing the civil-service question 
1e that unless the offices were given to his constituents in North 
g Carolina there would not be enough Republicans left to grease 
se the gimlet to bore a hole for them to hide themselves in? 
Mr. LINNEY. I never did say that. I was arguing the life 
tenure of public office, that if that principle were not abandoned 
“4 the Administration would not be sustained in my State, and I 
18 used that metaphor. Why, sir, there are in North Carolina 
5 hundreds and thousands who would not vote for any party that 
n was in favor of the life tenure of public office—men who never ex- 
d t to hold office, who will never become candidates for office. 
it ‘was simply opposing the life-tenure principle, and I introduced 
- that metaphor as an illustration of my line of thought. — 
.- The gentleman can not criticise me there, because he is ares 
> to the civil service out the South, and as the gentleman 
. from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] said in the special session of Congress, 
if the Democratic party had sense enough they would have 
° . repealed it when they had the power. (Laughter.| So you are 
> estopped to make any criticism of ivan that memiciand pene 
, ; estopped from saying anything me because you put a wrong 
id construction on my metaphor, which was not intended and not war- 
i anted by the facts. I suppose that whenever I talk in the pres- 
’ q ence of a Democrat I will have to whisper in future. od 
id If I was to say in all seriousness, ‘‘ Now I lay me down to sleep, 
f pray the Lord my soul to keep,” I suppose they would say that I 
: was actuated by the cohesive force of public plunder. [Applause 
and laughter. 
. | The SP The time of the gentleman has expired. 






2 [Mr. BARTLETT addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I shall engage the atten- 
tion of the House but a moment to say a few closing words re- 








7 qoties this interes controversy. 1 desire first to advert to 
: the reference that my friend from Georgia made to one Nathan 
d ; Lewis, who I said was dead and yet was returned as having voted. 





My friend from Georgia endeavored to leave the impression upon 
the mind of the House that while he had the highest regard for 
my desire to be honest, yet that I had not been entirely honest in 
this respect, or that I had failed to properly examine the record. 
I want to say that every unbiased mind that considers the testi- 
mony g that really unim t issue in this case will 
come to the conclusion that Nathan Lewis was dead and yet that 

he was on the poll book as having voted. 
A It is entirely true that this creature of the Crecheron Demo- 
cratic commprony, who was their in r, testified that he thought 
there were two Nathan Lewises in Union beat; but that very man 
$ had testified a little while before that he had voted for Aldrich 
and Plowman for Co: . Then, after signing his deposition 
| ; and after conferring with the counsel for Mr. Plowman, he oppor- 
tunely took a fit, and then went back to the witness stand and 
. said that what he had testified to before he had testified to while 
he was in the fit. And that is the kind of man who is to be the 
predicate for the statement that there were two Nathan Lewises 
there. If there was another, he could have been produced. 
Nathan Lewis's death had been proclaimed weeks before, and it 
would have been easy in that community to find him if alive. 
But Nathan Lewis was only an incident; he was only a ripple on 
this stormy sea of fraud. In that very precinct, where this so- 
called Republican inspector appeared, there is as much fraud as 
in The poll book, as I demonstrated in my opening argu- 
ment, indicates in almost every line its own inherent ews 
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corres 


The report itself discredits the very return that was 
signed by man, upon whom my friend from Georgia lays so 
great a burden. 


Let me briefly summarize this case. The contestant during the 
last month of his campaign was the Republican can- 
didate—recognized by every authority that any member of this 
House can recognize—the national committee, the State commit- 
tee, and committee subordinate to the State committee 
which that committee had anything to do with. Whatever oppo- 
sition there was to the contestant in his own party was in the 
other counties than Dallas. When we come to Dallas County 
with the returned vote from the other counties, without allowing 
for the vote we give the contestant, in addition to those returned, 
we find the contestant c the border of Dallas with a major- 
ity of 112, Dallas County has four black men to one white man; 
and Dallas County is assumed by the minority here to be the Dem- 
ocratic stronghold of that district. It was necessary, in order 
that the contestee be returned, that the Dallas County election be 
fraudulently conducted. There is not a man on the floor of this 
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House—Republican, Democrat, or Populist—who believes that a 
the voters of Dallas County voted for Thomas 8. 
Plowman; but it was necessary to create a machinery by which 
that county would seem to cast its vote for him. 

Now, what was done? 


majority o 


body. 


Now, note that man’s character, his history, his relation to the 
Democrats of Dallas County. Two of the three members of the 
appointing board who named inspectors, two of the three who 
acted in 1894 and appointed Crocheron, were of the appointing 
board in 1896. The third member of that Democratic appointing 
board in 1896 was Crocheron’s fellow in the Selma precinct in 
1894, and as a coinspector signed those fraudulent returns, which 
he knew were wrong and wicked. 
mens of Dallas County Democracy, who knew Crocheron by per- 
sonal contact with him—these three gentlemen selected Crocheron 
as the man who, having displayed his utter depravity in the city 
of Selma-in 1894, might be able to display it over the larger field 
of Dallas County in 1896. And he did his work in every precinct 
in which there is a contest; and it is upon his work, the work of 
this miserable Crocheron and his Democratic conspirators, that 





In the election of 1894 the Democrats 
conspired to defraud the people in the city of Selma. 
Democratic inspectors, with a so-called Republican inspector, the 
notorious Crocheron, who was an essential lieutenant in that con- 
spiracy, carried out the details that had been prepared. 
** Republican ” inspector at that election himself signed in 1894 a 
return which he knew was padded with 1,300 fraudulent votes. 
He confessed himself in the Robbins case a liar; he confessed him- 
self as seeking for money; he is altogether the most discredited 
man whose name was ever brought within the hearing of this 


These three beautiful speci- 


this House is asked to set the seal of its approbation! 


This House has no conception of the duty it owes to itself, that 
it owes to the people of this district, as well as to all parts of the 
country, if it permits this conspiracy in Dallas County to go unre- 
buked. The incapacity of my friends on the other side to dis- 
cover in the contested precincts of Dallas County incontestable 
evidence of fraud; yea, the fact that so many on the other side are 
willing to come here, knowing what is behind them, justifies the 


words of Pope when he said: 


Vice is a monster of so frightful mien, 
As to be hated needs but to be seen; 
Yet seen too oft, familiar with her face, 

We first endure, then pity, then embrace. 


{Azplanse on the Republican side. ] 


a@ vote on the resolution. 
Mr. BARTLETT. 


nority of the committee. 


The SPEAKER. The resolutions will be read, 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That William F. Aldrich was not elected a member of the Fifty- 
fifth Congress from the Fourth Congressional district of Alabama, and is not 


entitled to a seat therein. 


Resolved, That T.S. Plowman was duly elected a member of the Fifty-fifth 
Congress from the Fourth Congressional district of Alabama, and is entitled 


to a seat therein. 
The question being taken on the substitute, the House divided; 





and there were—ayes 107, noes 114. 


Mr. BARTLETT. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 124, nays 144, 


I desire to submit as a substitute for the 
resolutions of the committee the resolutions presented by the mi- 


I ask for the yeas and nays. 


answered ‘‘ present” 6, not voting 82; as follows: 








Adamson, 7 


Bailey, 
Baker, Il. 
Ball 


Bankhead, 
Bartlett, 
Benton, 
Berry, 
Bland, 
Bodine, 
Botkin, 
Brantley, 
Brenner, Ohio 
Brewer, 
Broussard, 
Brucker, 

mdi 
Burke, 
Carmack, 
Castle, 

~ Mo. 

Clayton, 
Cochran, Mo. 


De Armond, 


YEAS—IA4. 
De Graffenreid, Latimer, 
De Vries, entz, 
Dinsmore, Lester, 
Dockery, Lewis, Ga 
Driggs, Little, 
Eliott, Livingston, 
Spes, Lloyd, 
Ermentront, Love, 
Fitzpatrick, McCormick, 
Fleming, McCulloch, 
Fox, McDowell, 
Gaines, McRae, 
Greene, Maddox, 
Griffith, Maguire, 
Griggs, Marshall, 
Gunn, Meekison. 
Handy, Meyer, La 
Hay, Moon, 
Henry, Miss. Norton, Ohio 
Henry, Tex. Norton, 8. C 
Howard, Ga. Ogden, 
Hunter, Osborne, 
Jett, Otey, 
Jones, Wash. Peters, 
Kelley, Pierce, Tenn 
King, Rhea, 
Kitchin, Richardson, 
Kleberg, Ridgely, 
Knowles, Rixey, 
Lamb, Robb, 
Lanham, Robertson, La. 


Robinson, Ind. 
Sayers, 
Settle, 
Shafroth, 
Simpson, 
Sims, 
Skinner, 
Slayden, 
Sparkman, 
Stark, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stokes, 
Strait, 
Sullivan, 
Sulzer, 
Sutherland, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, 
Tate, 
Taylor, Ala. 
Terry, 
Todd, 
Underwood, 
Vandiver, 
Vehslace, 
Vincent, 
Wheeler, Ky 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, 
Young, Va 
Zenor. 


The two 


The 
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NAYS—14. 
Adams, Curtis, Kans. Kerr, Pugh, 
Arnold, Dalzell, Kirkpatrick, uigg, 
Babcock, Danford, Knox, y, 
Baker, Md. Davenport, Lacey, Reeves, 
Barham, Davidson, Wis. Landis, Robbins, 
Bartholdt, Davison, Ky. Lawrence, Royse, 
Beach, Dingley, Linney, Shattuc, 
Belford, Dolliver, Littauer, Shelden, 
Belknap, Dorr, Lorimer Sherman, 
Bingham, Dovener, Loudenslager. Showalter, 
Bishop, Eddy, Lovering. Smith, Il. 
Booze, Ellis, McDonald, Smith,Wm. Alden 
Brewster, Evans, McEwan, Snover, 
Broderick, Fischer, McIntire, Southard, 
Bromwell, Gardner, Mahany, Spalding, 
Brosius, Gibson. Mahon, Sperry, 
Brown, Gillet, WN. ¥. Mann, Sprague, 
Brownlow, Gillett, Mass. Martin, Steele, 
Brumm, Graff, Mercer, Stevens, Minn. 
Burleigh, Griffin, Mesick, Stewart, Wis. 
Burton, Grow, Mills, Strode, Nebr. 
Butler, Hamilton, Minor, Sturtevant, 
Cannon, Harmer, Mitchell, Sulloway, 
Capron, Heatwole, Moody, Tawney, 
Chickering, Henderson, Mudd, Tayler, Ohio 
Clark, Iowa Henry, Conn. Northway, Tongue, 
Clarke, N. H. Henry, Ind. Olmsted, J ogra. 
Cochrane, N. Y. Hicks, Otjen, Van Voorhis, 
Colson, Hill, Packer, Pa. Wadsworth, 
Connell, Hitt Parker, N. J. Walker, Mass 
Connolly, Howe, Payne, Walker, Va. 
Corliss, Hull, Pearce, Mo. Wanger, 
Cousins, Hurley, Pearson, Warner, 
Crump, Johnson, Ind. Perkins, White, Ill. 
Crumpacker, Johnson, N. Dak. Pitney, Williams, Pa. 
Curtis, Iowa Joy, Powers, Yost. 
ANSWERED ‘‘PRESENT ”—4. 
Clardy, McClellan, Weaver, Wheeler, Ala. 
Codding, Miers, Ind. 
NOT VOTING—282. 
Acheson, Dayton,” Howell, Prince, 
Alexander, Faris, Jenkins, Russell, 
Baird, Fenton, Jones, Va. Sauerhering, 
Barber, Fitzgerald, Ketcham, Shannon, 
Barlow, Fletcher, Kulp, Shuford, 
Barney, Foote, Lewis, Wash Simpkins, 
Barrett, Foss, ud, Smith, Ky. 
Barrows, Fowler, N. C. Low, Smith, 8. W. 
Belden, Fowler, N. J. Lybrand, Southwick, 
Bell, Grosvenor, cAleer, Stallings, 
Benner, Pa. Grout, McCall, Stewart, N. J 
Bennett, Hager, McCleary, Stone, C. W. 
Boutell, Ll. Hartman, McMillin, Stone, W. A. 
Boutelle, Me. Hawley, Marsh, Strowd, N.C. 
Bradley, Hemenway, Maxwell, Ward, 
Bull, Hepburn, Miller, Weymonth, 
Campbell, Hilborn, Morris, White, N. C. 
Catchings, Hinrichsen, Newlands, Wilber, 
Cooper, Wis. Hooker, Odell, Young, Pa. 
Cummings, Hopkins, Overstreet, 
Davey, Howard, Ala. Plowman, 


So the substitute resolutions were rejected. 


The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. WiiuiaM A. STONE with Mr. McCLELLAN. 

Mr, Stewart of New Jersey with Mr. McMILLIN. 
Mr. Hooker with Mr. CaTCHINGs. 
Mr. LYBRAND with Mr. MAXWELL. 
Mr. BENNETT with Mr. GAINEs. 

Mr. McCauu with Mr. Strowp of North Carolina. 
Mr. McCLeary with Mr. MCALEER. 
Mr. JENKINS with Mr. HINRICHSEN. 


Mr. HEMENWAY with Mr. Smiru of Kentucky. 


Mr. CHar_Les W. STONE with Mr. BENNER of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. BARRETT with Mr. BRADLEY. 

Mr. BovuTe tt of Illinois with Mr. Davey. 
Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. CAMPBELL. 
Mr. ODELL with Mr. CUMMINGS. 

Mr. KetcHam with Mr. HARTMAN. 





Mr. Youne of Pennsylvania with Mr. Barrp. 

Mr. Hopkins with Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 

Mr. OVERSTREET with Mr. Miers of Indiana. 

Mr. WEAVER with Mr. Jonzs of Virginia. 

On this question: 

Mr. CoppinG with Mr. FirzGERALD. 

Mr. Mr.Ler with Mr. Ciarpy. 

Mr. Howarp of Alabama with Mr. Lewis of Washington. 

Mr. Fow.er of New Jersey with Mr. STALLINGs. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I am paired generally 
with my colleague, Mr. OVERSTREET, and desire to withdraw my 
vote. I ask to be marked as present. 

Mr. McCLELLAN,. Mr. Speaker, I have a general pair with 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. WILLIAM A. Stone, and 
withdraw my vote and desire to be recorded as present. If he 
were present and voting, I should vote ‘‘aye” on the resolutions 
just considered. 

Mr. CLARDY. I am paired with the gentleman from West 
Virginia, Mr. MiLurr, and desire to withdraw my vote and be 
recorded as present. 


Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask that my colleague 
from Pennsylvania, Mr. YouNG, be excused from attendance by 
reason of death in his family. He is paired. 


The SPEAKER. Without aiuiion, the gentleman will be 
excused. 


There was no objection. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. S er, I have a general 
pair with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopxins]. 

The understanding between us was that if a question came u 
upon which I desired to vote, I was to telegraph him, and he me 
arrange a transfer. 


I had no idea that the Plowman case would come up during his 
absence. 


Yesterday morning I telegraphed him: 


WASHINGTON, February 8, 1898. 
Hon. A. J. HopKrins, Aurora, Ill: P 
I desire especially to vote upon the Plowman election case. Please allow 


me to transfer my pair. 
JOSEPH WHEELER. 


I have not as yet received any reply. I shall ask, therefore, to 
withdraw my vote, which was in favor of Mr. Plowman, and 
desire to be recorded as present. If permitted to vote, I should 
vote that Mr. Plowman retain his viek 

Mr. McALEER. Mr. —— I am paired with the gentleman 
from Minnesota, Mr. McCLeary, and ask to withdraw my vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is upon the resolutions 
presented by the committee. 

Mr. BAILEY. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman state it. 

; a BAILEY. Can a separate vote be had on each of the reso- 
utions: 

The SPEAKER. At the request of any member. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire a separate vote. 

The SPEAKER. A separate vote is desired. The Clerk will 


report the first resolution of the committee, on which the question 
will now be taken. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Thomas 8. Plowman was not elected a member of the 


Fifty fifth Congress from the Fourth Congressional district of Alabama, and 
is not entitled to a seat therein. 


The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
BAILEY) there were—ayes 129, noes 114. 

Accordingly the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. BAILEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays 
on the other proposition. : 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the second resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That William F. Aldrich was elected a member of the Fifty-fifth 
Congress from the Fourth Congressional district of Alabama, and is entitled 
to a seat therein. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution 
just read, and on that the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BaiLry] 
demands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 143, nays 112, 
answered ‘“‘ present” 5, not voting 95; as follows: 


YEAS—143. 
Adams. Dalzell, Knox, Reeves, 
Arnold, Davenport, Lacey, Robbins, 
Babcock Davidson, Wis. Landis, Royse, 
Baker, Md Davison, Kv. Lawrence, Shattuc, 
Barham, Dayton, Linney, Shelden, 
Beach, Dingley, Lorimer herman, 
Belford Dolliver, Loudenslager, Showalter, 
Belknap, Dorr, Love Skinner, 
Bingham, Dovener, McDonald, Smith, 0. 
Bishop, Eddy, McEwan, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Booze Ellis, McIntire, Snover, 
Boutelle, Me. Evans, any, Southard 
Brewster, Foss, Mahon, Southwick, 
Broderick Gardner, Mann, Spalding, 
Brosius, Gibson Marsh, Sperry, 
Brown, Gillet, N. Y. . 8 @, 
Brownlow, Gillett, Mass. Mercer, Steele, 
Brumm, Graff, Mesick, Stevens, Minn. 
Burleigh, Griffin, Mills, Stewart, Wis. 
Burton, Grow, Minor, Strode, Nebr. 
Butler, Hager. Mitchell, Sturtevant, 
Cannon, Hamilton, mony Sulloway, 
Capron, Harmer, Mudd, Tawney 
Chickering, Heatwole, Northway, Tayler, dhio 
Clark, lowa Henderson, Olmsted, T 2, 
Clarke, N. H. Henry, Conn. Otjen, Updegratt 
Cochrane,N. Y. Henry, Ind. er, Pa. Van Voorhis, 
Colson, Hicks, Parker, N. J. Wadsworth, 
Connell, Hill, Payne, Walker, Mass. 
Connolly, Hitt, Pearson, Walker, Va. 
Corliss, Howe, Perkins, Wanger, 
Cousins, Hull, Pitney, Warner. 
Crump, Johnson, Ind. Powers, White, 
Crumpacker, Johnson, N. Dak. ‘h, Williams, Pa. 
Curtis, Iowa Kerr, 6 Yost. 
Curtis, Kans. Kirkpatrick, y, 


— 






Re cod 





NAYS—112, ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
damson De Vries, Lentz, Ro La. The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the 
Allen, ——_ ie Hotinson, ind following titles: v 
oeeoe TL avs Little, Settle, S. 2858. An act authorizing the Muscogee Coal and Railway 
Ball, Elliott, —* Shafro Company to conduct and operate a railway through the Indian 
Bankhead, ieee pore. angeoms, Territory and Oklahoma Territory, and for other purposes; and 
— ieee trick, McCormick, Slayden, S. 2553. An act to authorize the construction of a steel bridge 
coer. Fleming, McCulloch, Sparkman, over the Snake River, between the States of Washington and Idaho. 
\ Fox McDowell, Stephens, Tex. 
ies Greene, McRae, Stokes, LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Botkin, Griffith, _—— — By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
Brantley, Grice arshali, Sutherland, To Mr. MILLER, for four days, on account of important business. 
ae Handy, Mee Swanson, To Mr. YounGof Pennsylvania, indefinitely, onaccount of death 
Brundidge, Hay, Meyer, La. Talbert, in his family. 
Henry, Miss. Moon, Tate, M - : 
Burke, k Henry, Tex. Norton, Ohio Taylor, Ala. To Mr. McCieary, for three days, on account of important 
— Mo. Howard, Ga. Norton, 8. C. Terry, business. 
Clayton, Hunter, Ogden, | Soler, iat And then, on motion of Mr. DINGLEY (at 5 o’clock and 25 min- 
Cochr , Mo. Toc Went. oa Vandiver, utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 
Cooper, Tex. Kitch — Vincent : 
oe Kleberg, Richardson, Wheeler, Ky. EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
Conan — Bee Young, Va. Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
De Graffenreid, Latimer, Robb, Zenor. ep were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as fol- 
“ ” Ows: 
ANSWERED “PRESENT"—6 A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
Brucker, Miers, Ind. Weaver, Wheeler, Ala. mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
McClellan, a0 Hypolite Filhiol et al. against The United States—to the Commit- 
NOT VOTING— tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
Acheson, Cummings, Howell, Pearce, Mo. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, with 
Alexander, —- a. io ‘Tens. recommendations relating thereto, a draft of a bill to authorize 
7, Davis, Jones, Va. Russell, the consolidation of the customs collections districts—to the Com- 
Barlow, Faris, Joy, Sauerhering, mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 
Barney, Fenton, Kelley. Shannon, 
ae — a 
Barrows, , , REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
ith, Ky. i 
a —- Lewis, Wash. Smith: Sw RESOLUTIONS. 
Deemer, Pa. fee Ni 5. — oo Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
Bennett, Gaines, Low, Stewart, N. J. ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
Boutell, Il ee ncaa, Sree a the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 
Brenner,Ohio Hartman, McCall, Strowd, N. 6. follows: 
Bromwell, Hawley, McCleary, Sulzer, Mr. ELLIS, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
Bull, ty ewer, a. worn : was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5434) to repeal in part 
= . ll, oe. Miller. White, N.C and to limit section 3480 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
Catchings, Hinrichsen, Morris, Wilber, States, aa the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
Clardy, pace wa | ye a report (No. 409); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Gooper’Wis. Howard: Ala. Overstreet Pegs House Calendar. 
, a ; Mr. HICKS, from the Committee on Patents, to which was re- 
So the resolution was agreed to. ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 7397) revising and amending 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: the statutes relating to patents, reported the same without amend- 
Until further notice: ment, accompanied by a report (No. 410); which said bill and re- 


Mr. FIscHER with Mr, BRUCKER. 

Mr. AcHEsON with Mr. BRENNER of Ohio. 

Mr. Hurtey with Mr. SuLzer. 

Mr. BRUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Fiscuer]. I voted ‘‘nay.” I wish to with- 


draw my vote an 


Mr. AVER. Mr. aker, I am paired with the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Jones]. I voted ‘‘aye.” I desire to withdraw 
my vote and to be recorded ‘‘ present.” 

tr. WHEELER of Alabama. I have a general pair with the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Horxrns]. 

I had an understanding with him that in the event of any mat- 
ter coming up upon which I especially desired to vote I was to 
ae im, and it was understood that he would protect him- 
self by arranging another pair. I telegraphed him yesterday as 


follows: 


To Hon. A. J. Hopxrys, Aurora, Ill. 
I desire to vote w the Plowman election case. Please allow 
——</7e == 


me to 


I feel confident the telegram could not have reached him. 
As I have received no reply, Iam therefore compelled to with- 


: . to limit Territorial indebtedness, etc., reported in lieu thereof a 
draw aon which was in the negative, and ask to be recorded | pi] (H. R. 8900) of the same title, accompanied by a report (No. 
Plo E If permitted to vote, it would be in favor of Mr. | 497); which said bill and report were referred to the House Cal- 

wiman’s g his seat. 


Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I have a pair with the 
faa from Indiana |Mr. Hemenway]. If he were present, 
should vote “no” on this proposition. 


The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 


Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Iask that the gentleman from Alabama, 
Mr. Aldrich, be sworn in. 


nai Alitek appeared at the bar of the House and took the oath 






CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 















































port were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. DALZELL, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7559) making 
Rockland, Me., a subport of entry, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 412); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
4101) granting the right to sell burial sites in parts of certain 
streets in Washington City to the vestry of Washington parish 
for the benefit of the Congressional Cemetery, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 413); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BAB ‘K, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7087) au- 
thorizing the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company to estab- 
lish a cab service, and for other purposes, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 425); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. KNOX, from the Committee on the Territories, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7558) to amend an act 
to prohibit the passage of local or special laws in the Territories, 







to be recorded ‘‘ present.” 

















WASHINGTON, D. C., February 8, 1898. 


JOSEPH WHEELER. 













endar. 

Mr. DALZELL, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4100) to make 
Knoxville and Bristol, Tenn., ports of delivery, and to create the 
offices of surveyors of customs, reported in lieu thereof a bill 
(H. R. 7943) to make Knoxville, Tenn., a port of delivery and to 
create the office of surveyor of customs, accompanied by a report 
(No. 411); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. 
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Res. 126) making an appropriation for the improvement of the 
Anacostia River and the reclamation of its flats, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 426); which 
said joint resolution and report were referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
as follows: 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi, from the Committee on War Claims, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7676) for the 
relief of the heirs of Pierre Sauvé, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 401); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. JENKINS, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2764) for the 
relief of the heirs of Pom K. Soh, deceased, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 402); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3524) granting a pension 
of $30 per month to Gustavus A. Kindblade, repor the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 403); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 345) granting an increase 
of pension to George D. Cook, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 404); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BOTKIN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 728) granting a pension to 
John F. Hathaway, reported the same with amendment, accom- 

anied by a report (No. 405); which said bill and report were re- 
erred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut, from the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 802) 
granting a pension to Benjamin F. Moulton, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 406); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3802) granting 
$72 per month pension to Francis M. Bruner, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 407); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DRIGGS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1387) to increase 
the pension of Victor Beauboucher, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 408); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

tr. BRUMM, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 2818) to refund certain import 
duties, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 414); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. McEWAN, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the Senate (S. 58) for the relief of Stout, Hall & 


Bangs, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a | Ind 


report (No. 415); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLIVAN, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the Senate (S. 57) for the relief of the heirs of 
Jacob R. Davis, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a — (No, 416); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. McEWAN, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4918) for the relief of J. 
Henry Rives, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 417); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. OSBORNE, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3962) for the relief of James 
L. Hutchin, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 418); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 4790) for the relief of Homer D. McGraw, 
Lee County, Ala., reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a — (No. 419); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KNOWLES, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the Senate (S. 856) granting pension to Marga- 
ret Rowsell, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (N». 420); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Cale.dar. 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 141) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Capt. John W. Dodd, the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 421); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 482) to increase the pension of 
Custer Calhoun, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 422); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 126) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry B. Conway, reported the same without amen t, ac- 
companied by a report (No, 423); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 485) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Martha Frank, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a — (No. 424); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
OPA" bill (H.R. 2374) authorizing th f the Tr 

ill (H. R. 2374) au izing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
issue a duplicate bond to Benjamin H. March, guardian of Rath 
March—Committee on Ways and Means discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 2871) for the relief of Mary R. Frost—Committee 


on Ways and Means discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
.. bn following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 7934) giving to masters of 
merchant vessels a right of lien for wages and advances in certain 
cases—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

By Mr. KING: A bill (H. R. 7935) to t to the State of Utah 
the Industrial Christian Home in Salt e City—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7936) omg io De State of Utah certain 
land upon Fort Do ilitary ation for a university— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H.R. 7937) to prohibit the sale of intoxi- 
cating liquors on any reservation or territory exclusively under 
control of the United States Government, and 
to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. ) to prevent ly and 
trusts, and to secure free bn greg in trade amongst the tates 
and Territories of the United States, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on the J wie 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 7939) granting to William §S. 
Byers, of Pendleton, Oreg., a right of way through the Umatilla 

ian Reservation, said for irrigation, manufacturing, and 
milling purpeeee— te the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R, 7940) to au- 
thorize the establishment of a fish-cultural biological station 
on the Gulf of Mexico within the limits of the State of Louisi- 
ana—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BURKE: A bill (H. R. te limit the jurisdiction of 
the district and circuit courts of the United States—to the Com- 


mittee on the J eT on 

By Mr. CRUMPA : A bill (H. R. 7942) providing for the 
distribution of Government publications to agricultural col- 
leges—to the Committee on Printing. 

the COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS: A bill 
(H, R, 7943) to make Knoxville, Tenn., a ens o 
surveyor the Union r. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF (by request): A bill (H. R, 7944) to re- 
quire the Brightwood Avenue Railroad to make certain improve- 
ments on its road between Seventh and Fourteenth streets—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 7945) re 
of commissions to warrant officers of the United States Navy—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 7946) to amend Title XI of 
the Revised Statutes of the U: States, relating to the Depart- 
ment of the Interior, by adding a new chapter, to be known as 
——— 10, creating the office of information—to the Committee 
on ca 

By Mr. MOODY: A bill (H. 8. 7947) for the payment of claims 
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‘udicated by the Court of Claims under the French spoliation 
aries ? 90, 1885—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CO HRANE of New York: A bill (H. R. 7991) to pro- 
tect free labor from prison competition, and so forth—to the Com- 

on Labor. 

miiy Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 7995) to amend an act entitled 
“An act granting pensions to army nurses” (United States Stat- 
utes at Large, volume 27, page 348)-—-to the Committee on Invalid 


ons. 
my Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine: A bill (H. R. 7996) to amend 
section 5498 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. RIDGELY (by request): A bill (H. R. 7997) to improve 
the form of the currency—to the Committee on Banking and 


Currency. 

Also (by vest), a bill (H. R. 7998) to establish an Executive 

Department of public banking—to the Committee on Banking and 

urrency. 

° By Mr, STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 7999) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to refer the claim of Jessie Benton Fré- 
mont to certain lands and improvements thereon in San Fran- 
cisco, Cal.,to the Court of Claims,” being chapter 80 of the private 
acts of the Twenty-seventh United States Statutes at Large, ap- 
proved February 10, 1893—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

From the COMMITTEE ON THE TERRITORIES: A bill 
(H. R. 8000) to amend “‘An act to prohibit the of local or 

al laws in the Territories, to limit Territorial indebtedness, 
and for other p ”—to the House Calendar. 

By Mr. McCL AN: A joint resolution (H. Res. 144) to au- 
thorize the establishment of a memorial fund for the late Alexan- 
der Henry Hoff, of the Medical Department of the United States 
Meg and United States Army—to the Committee on Mili- 

A 8. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A resolution (House Res. No. 219) re- 
questing certain information regarding Cuban matters from the 
Secretary of the Treasury—to the Committee on hea Affairs. 

By Mr. SULZER: A resolution (House Res. No. 220) to give 
the Spanish minister to the United States his passports—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: A resolution (House Res. No. 221) 
wielive to the consideration of Senate bill 1035—to the Committee 
on Rules, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
= following titles were introduced and severally referred as fol- 


ws: 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 7948) granting an increase of 
pension Maria A. Birney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine: A bill (H. R. 7949) to remove the 
charge of desertion against David Hurlburt, late of Company C, 
Sixth Regiment Infantry, Maine Volunteers, and authorize his 
honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7950) ting a pension to Russell D. Royal— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 7951) for the relief of 
James B. Leedy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7952) granting a pension to W. 0. Ryan—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7953) for the relief of Willis M. Kent—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7954) granting a pension to Sarah Cupp—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7955) for the relief of William Ridens—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7956) ting a ion to Mrs, Elizabeth 
Herron, of Silverpoint, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7957) for the relief of James H. Knox, of 
Marshall County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7958) for the relief of Jethro Hill, of Hamblen 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BORKE: A bill (H. R. 7959) to grant a pension to Isaac 
Gibson, late a major, Sixth Dlinois Cavalry—to the Committee on 
Invalid a. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7960) to confer jurisdiction upon the Court 
of Claims to adjudicate the claim of Wynona A. Dixon, and to 
remove the bar of the statute of limitations therefrom—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 7961) to correct the mil- 
itary record of George Yeager—to the Committee on Military Af- 


By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 7962) granting a pen- 
sion to Prendergast—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 7963) granting a pen- 
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sion of $50 per month to Hester A, Hanback—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. DAVIDSON of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 7964) to grant 


a pension to Otelia Hake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7965) to grant an honorable discharge to 


Seneca K. are the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. ERMENTROUT: A bill (H. R. 7966) granting a pen- 


sion to Melvina Greenawalt, widow of Abraham Greenawalt—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HULL: A bill s. R. 7967) granting a pension of $50 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7968) to increase the pension of William J. 


Leaverton, of Second Battery, Iowa Light Artillery—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 7969) to pay Car- 


los W. Shane for services rendered in the winter of 1847 and 1848 
in the first Cayuse war—to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. R: A bill (H. R. 7970) for the relief of Arthur L. 


Flint—to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H.R. 7971) granting a pension to Mary L. Cook— 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H, R. 7972) to amend the record and issue an honor- 


able discharge to James B. Sanderson, Gangeny C, One hundred 
and ninety-sixth Regiment Ohio Infantry Vo 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


unteers—to the Com- 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7973) to increase the pension of Annie Gray— 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. K{TCHIN (by request): A bill (H. R. 7974) granting a 


pension to Joel Savage—to the Committee on Pensions. 





By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 7975) for the relief of Mrs. 


Tilton—to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. LENTZ: A bill (H. R. 7976) to correct the military rec- 


ord of William Phillips—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 7977) referring to 


the Court of Claims the claims for moneys paid as customs duties 
and of internal-revenue taxes on cigars imported from the Island 
of Cuba by Francis A. Gonzales, and by Francis A. Gonzales and 
Antonio Gonzales—to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. MOODY: A bill (H. R. 7978) granting a pension to Mrs. 


Sarah A. Snay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. PUGH: A bill (H. R. 7979) removing charge of deser- 
tion from military record of William P. Taylor—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SAYERS: A bill (H. R. 7980) for the relief of citizens 
of Brenham, Washington County, Tex., whose property was de- 
stroyed September 7, 1866—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN: A bill (H. R. 7981) for the relief of the 
estateof William M. Kimmons, deceased, late of Lafayette County, 
Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SWANSON: A bill (H. R. 7982) referring to the Court 
of Claims the claim of the legal heirs of John Harper, deceased, 
to certain lands in the State of Virginia—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 7988) for the 
relief of Jesse Roberts—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7984) for the relief of the estate of Mills 
Jenkins, deceased, late of Madison County, Ala.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7985) directing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to ascertain the amount still due and unpaid to depositors in 
the Freedman’s Bank—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 7986) for the relief of Isaac Thompson—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7987) for the 
relief of Max Muller, late private Company K, Third Regiment 
United States Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McDONALD: A bill (H. R. 7988) to remove certain dis- 
abilities in the case of Ezekiel Ayres—to the Committee on Military 


airs. 

By Mr. PITNEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 7989) granting an 
increase of pension to Annie J. Bassett—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 7990) for the relief of Alice A. 
Hartz, helpless child of John Hartz, late a private in Company K, 
One hundred andsixty-third Regiment Pennsylvania V olunteers— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 7992) for the relief 
of the widows and children of William Ryan and John 8S. Taylor, 
deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 7993) for the relief ot 
Lewis White—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: A bill (H. R.7994) for the 
relief of John Hennessey—to the Committee on Claims. 
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PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER of Maryland: Petition of Adam Kramer and 
other citizens of Baltimore County, Md., in favor of the passage 
of a bill to prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and crimi- 
nal classes to the United States—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BELFORD: Petition of Benjamin G. Halsey and other 
citizens of Westhampton, N. Y., favoring the enactment of legis- 
lation to more effectually restrict immigration and prevent the 
admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United 
States—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petitions of citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., 
favoring the enactment of legislation more effectually to restrict 
imimigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

By Mr. BOTKIN: Resolutions of Lincoln Post, No. 1, of Topeka, 
Kans., expressive of the opinions and sentiments of the members 
of the post upon the assaults now being made upon the pension 
rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions adopted at a meeting of the members of the 
bar of Wichita, Kans., relating to the division of said State into 
two Federal court districts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine: Petition of Adoniram J. 
McKenney for the removal of the charge of desertion—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of James Johnston, first sergeant Company C, 
Fifteenth Regiment Maine Volunteers, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill granting a pension to Rus- 
sell D. Royal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill to amend section 5498, 
United States Revised Statutes—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Mrs. Emeline P. Low for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Martha F. Peavy for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Mrs. Thankful C. Burnham for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Samuel R. Spencer, of Oldtown, Me., for re- 
lief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of David Hurlbut for the removal of the charge 
of desertion from his war record—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of 27 citizens of Mountville, Pa., 
asking for the enactment of legislation which will more effectually 
restrict immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

Also, petition of the Young People’s Society of Christian En- 
deavor of Little Britain, Pa., favoring the enactment of legislation 
to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes 
imported in original packages on entering any State shall become 
subject to its laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petitions of citizens of Downingtown, West 
Bradford, and Marshallton, State of Pennsylvania, favoring the 
enactment of legislation to more effectually restrict immigration 
and prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal 
classes to the United States—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BULL: Petition of George H. Hope and citizens of Provi- 
dence and Pawtucket, R. I., favoring the passage of a bill that 
will more effectually restrict immigration and prevent the admis- 
sion of illiterate, criminal, and pauper classes to the United 
States—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of the thirty-first annual encampment of the 
Department of Rhode Island, Grand Army of the Republic, in 
favor of a national military park at Vicksburg, Miss.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Resolutions adopted at the thirty-first annual 
encampment of the Department of Rhode Island, Grand Army of 
the Republic, in favor of a national military park at Vicksburg, 
Miss.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COCHRANE of New York: Petition of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Wynants Rill, N. Y., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by 
providing that cigarettes imported in original packages on enter- 
ing any State shall become subject to its laws—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Resolutions of the Academy of Nat- 
ural Sciences of Davenport, Iowa, protesting against the passage 
of Senate bill 1063, known as the anti-vivisection bill—to the Com- 
mittee ov the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of sundry citizens of the State of 
Pennsylvania and resolutions of Sons of Liberty Council, No. 452, 
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Junior Order United American Mechanics, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation which will more effectually restrict imm 

tion and prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal 
classes to the United States—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 


Also, resolutions of the National League of Commission Mer- 


chants of the United States, favoring the prego of the Torrey 
bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on the Jndiciary. 


Also, petition of the Young People’s Society of Christian En- 


deavor of the Third United Presbyterian Church, of Pittsburg, Pa., 
praying for the passage of a bill to prohibit the sale of liquors in 
Government buildings—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 


raffic. 
By Mr. DAVIDSON of Wisconsin: Petition of Bernhard Stern 
& Sons and other millers, of Milwaukee, Wis.. in favor of the pas- 


sage of a bill to prohibit the adulteration of food—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. DOVENER: Petitions of J. W. Pultz and 89 others, 
Richard Robertson and 72 others, all citizens of Wheeling, W. Va., 
asking for the enactment of legislation which will more effectually 


restrict immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 


Naturalization. 


By Mr. FOSS: Petition of physicians of Jerseyville, Ill., pro- 
testing against the passage of Senate bill 1063, know as the anti- 
vivisection bill—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, resolution of the Chicago Board of Trade, favoring the 
bill framed by the monetary commission for reform in the cur- 
rency—to the Committee on Banking and Ly ttm 

By Mr. GAINES: Petition of merchants, manufacturers. capi- 
talists, traveling salesmen, and 180 citizens of Nashville, Tenn., 
protesting against the passage of the so-called anti-scalpers bill— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: Petition of Castle Rock Lodge, Independent 
Order Good Templars, of Sparta, Wis., asking for the ge of 
a bill to forbid the sale of intoxicating beverages in all Govern- 
ment buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Petition of the W. Trow Company, of 
Madison, Ind., for legislation preventing the adulteration of 
flour—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, certificate of M. C. Garber, postmaster of Madison, Ind., 
filed in support of House bill No. 6593, for the relief of John 
Dickson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GROW: Petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance 
unions of Lackawanna and Luzerne counties, State of Pennsyl- 
vania, in favor of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws 
by providing that cigarettes imported in original packages on 
entering any State shall become subject to its laws—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Lackawanna and Luzerne counties, Pa., for the of a bill 
to further protect the first day of the week in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 

Lackawanna and Luzerne counties, Pa., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in 
all Government buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 
Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Lackawanna and Luzerne counties, Pa., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation prohibiting interstate as by telegraph, 
telephone, or otherwise—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Lackawanna and Luzerne counties, Pa., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation raising the age of protection for girls to 18 
years in the District of Columbia and Territories—te the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HANDY: Satay titions of Edwin F. Wood and 25 
other citizens of Dover, W. R. Sirman and 25 others, John Maag 
and 25 others, Hon. Samuel Alrich and 50 others, all citizens of 
the State of Delaware, a eae eee of a law which will 
exclude from entrance into the Uni States undesirable immi- 
grants of all classes—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petitions of R. A. Magill, E. L. Hudson 
William W. Koch, and other citizens of the Fifth Congressional 
district of Pennsylvania, for the enactment of legislation which 
will more effectually restrict immigration and prevent the admis- 
sion of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United States— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Vessel Owners and Captains’ Association of 
Philadelphia, Pa., favoring Senate bill No. 624, for the creation 
of a department of commerce and industry—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Resolutions adopted by the Academy of 
Sciences of Davenport, Iowa, protesting against the passage of the 
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bill restricting vivisection—to the Committee on the District of 

Co Mr HENRY of Indiana: Petition of Clark McKinley and 137 

citizens of Muncie, Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation 

which will more effectually restrict immigration and prevent the 
admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United 

States—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: Petition and memorial of 
the Turtle Mountain band of Chippewa Indians in North Dakota, 
asking for the printing of the accompanying Department letters, 
with the petition and memorial, includin hibits Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 
5, and 6—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. ; 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Grafton, N. Dak., in favor of legislation to protect State anti- 
cigarette laws by providing that ci ttes imported in original 

kages on entering any State become subject to its laws— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

5 By Mr. KELLEY: Protest of Nottmeyer & Miller and other 

; firnis of Redfield, S. Dak., against the passage of a general bank- 

ru bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Ate, KERR: Resolutions of McLaughlin Post, No. 131,Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Mansfield, Ohio, favoring a pension of 
$12 per month to soldiers’ widows—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Oberlin, Ohio, urging the yea of House bill No. 479, to pro- 
hibit the sale of liquor in all Government buildings—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KITCHIN: Petition of W. W. Rowe and 102 others, of 
Greensboro; C. H. Johnson and 18 others, of Haw River; J. W. 
B. Bason and others, of Alamance; W. 8S. Weatherspoon and oth- 
ers, of Guilford County, all in the State of North Carolina, — 
ing for the enactment of legislation which will more effectually 
restrict immigration and zeereae the admission of illiterate, pau- 
per, and criminal classes to the United States—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. KLEBERG: Petition of citizens of Brighton, Tex., for 
the Government to assume control and securedeep water at Aran- 
sas Pass Harbor in Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 

Also, petition of citizens of Goliad, Tex., against the ge of 
a general bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

y Mr. LENTZ: Papers to accompany House bill to remove the 
charge of desertion against William Phillips, late a private in 
Company H, One hundred and fourteenth Regiment Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of M. Keith— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LEWIS of Georgia: Petition of the Board of Trade of 
Cordele, Ga., protesting against the —— of a general bank- 
rE  inak the Committee on the Judiciary. 

y Mr. MCALEER: Resolutions of the select council of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., a House bill No. 4069, relating to the navy- 

ard at League Island; alsofor an appropriation for a dry dock at 

6 Island ier ot the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. McCORMICKE: Protest of the Western Retail Imple- 
ment and Vehicle Association, against the Haskell Indian School 
at Lawrence, Kans.—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Christian Endeavor Society of Simpson, 
Kans., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the 
sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. McDONALD: Petition of Marion C. Haller, Joseph H. 

H Rhoderick, M. G. Urner, W. H. Hinks, and 398 other citizens of 

Frederick City, Md., in favor of the enactment of legislation which 

: will more effectually restrict immigration and prevent the admis- 

sion of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United States— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of the Municipal League of Milwau- 
kee, Wis., seating against the — of House bill No. 5854, 
removing 40,000 positions from the civil service—to the Commit- 
tee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

» memorial of the common council of the city of Milwaukee, 
Wis., asking for an epreogeiation for deepening the harbor at 
Milwaukee, Wis.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Bernhard Stern & Sons and other business 

/ firms of Milwaukee, Wis., in favor of the pure-food bill—to the 

Committee on Ways and Means. 

/ By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of Vincent Jackson, adminis- 
trator of Caleb N. Jackson, deceased, late of Knox County, Ky., 
requesting reference of his claim to the Court of Claims, under 
act of March 8, 1888—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of John H. Hacker, of New Madrid, Mo., asking 
reference of his war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of J. P. Beasley, of Hickman County, Tenn., ask- 



















































































ing reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of William P. Carper, of Jefferson County, W.Va., 
requesting reference of his claim to the Court of Claims, under act 
of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of D. C. Miller, of Russell County, Ky., asking 
reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, petition of R. B. Dunbar, of Russell County, Ky., asking 
reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, petition of John G. Anderson, of Hickman County, Ky., 
praying that his war claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of John Webb, of Russell County, Ky., request- 
ing reference of his claim to the Court of Claims, under act of 
March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of William D. Kelley, of Harlan County, Ky., 
asking reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Aaron McClure, of Russell County, Ky., ask- 
ing reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Mrs. A. M. Bush, of Gilmer County, W. Va., 
praying that her war claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: Petitions of J. C. Beason, C. M. Altman, 
M. H. Bowman, and 72 other citizens of Jeannette; also petition 
of citizens of Greensburg and Cribbs, all in Westmoreland County, 
Pa., favoring the enactment of legislation to more effectually re- 
strict immigration and prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, 
and criminal classes to the United States—to the Committee on 

Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petitions of the United Presbyterian congregations of New 
Alexandria and Stewart Station, State of Pennsylvania, urging 
the passage of a bill to prohibit the sale of liquors in Government 
buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SAYERS: Papers to accompany House bill for the relief 
of the citizens of Brenham, Tex.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of Henry A. Bormann and other 
citizens of Rome, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation 
excluding illiterate immigrants—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas: Petition of C. A. Reynolds and 
others, asking the Government to assume control and secure deep 
water at Aransas Pass Harbor in Texas—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: Protest of citizens of Mesa, Ariz., 
against the passage of a general bankruptcy bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SPRAGUE: Resolution of the Boston (Mass.) Waiters’ 
Alliance, against the passage of the so-called anti-scalping ticket 
bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Fruit and Produce Exchange of Boston, 
Mass., favoring reciprocity with Canada—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. STARK: Papers to accompany House bill No. 7311, 

anting an increase of pension to Julius A. Smith, of Beatrice, 

ebr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petitions of E. B. Prime and 109 others, 
Fred 8S. Knowles and 72 others, all citizens of Portsmouth, N. H., 
favoring the enactment of legislation which will more effectually 
restrict immigration and prevent the admission of illiterate, pau- 
per, and criminal classes to the United States—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance unions of 
Webster, Epping, Ashland, and Grantham, N. H., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by 
providing that Se imported in original packages on enter- 
ing any State shall become subject to its laws—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Webster, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibit- 
ing the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance unions of 
Webster and Manchester, N. H., praying for the enactment of 
legislation prohibiting interstate gambling by telegraph, tele- 
phone, or otherwise—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Webster, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation raising 
the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the District of Colum- 
bia and the Territories—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
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Webster, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation substi- 
tuting voluntary arbitration for railway strikes—to the Commit- 
tee on Labor. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance unions of 
Webster, Manchester, and Epping, N. H., for the passage of a bill 
to further protect the first day of the week in the District of Co- 
lumbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Webster, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation prohib- 
iting the interstate transmission of newspaper descriptions of 
prize fights, etc.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Unions of 
Webster and Manchester, N. H., praying for the enactmentof leg- 
islation prohibiting kinetoscope reproduction of _ fights in the 
District of Columbia and the Territories—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Sandwich, N. H., in support of certain bills now pending in the 
House—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition of property owners on Kenyon 
and Marshall streets, relating to the Brightwood Avenue Railroad 
Company—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. VEHSLAGE: Protest of the Municipal Assembly of New 
York City, against the curtailment of postal facilities of New 
York—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Petitions of Z. Taylor Woben- 
smith, Harry 8. Wright, and 22 citizens of Philadelphia; M. H. 
Rasener and others of the Fourth Congressional and other districts 
of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation exclud- 
ing illiterate immigrants—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, resolution of the select and common councils of the city of 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying for an appropriation for a dry dock at 
League Island—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the select and common councils of the city of 
Philadelphia, urging the passage of the bill making League Island 
Navy- Yard, of Philadelphia, a naval repair station—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the select and common councils of Philadel- 
phia, for the construction of retaining walls to the back channel 
at League Island Navy-Yard—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of Ed. McNulty and others, praying for the pas- 
sage o: ‘Touse bill No. 1638, to ameliorate the present conditions 
of Ame: ::\n seamen—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fish«ies. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 10, 1898. 


Prayer by Gen. WILLIAM Boorn, of the Salvation Army. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 


The bill (H. R. 7983) making appropriations for expenses of 
United States courts, was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of the common council of 
Oconto, Wis., praying that an aoe be made for dredg- 
ing the harbor of that city to a depth of 16 feet; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, 

He also presented a petition of the Caroline A. Wills Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union, of Racine, Wis., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by 
providing that see imported in original packages on enter- 
ing any State shall become subject toits laws; which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Delavan, 
Wis., remonstrating against the enactment of a general bank- 
ruptcy law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

e also presented the petition of Bernhard Stern & Sons, of the 
C. Menegold Milling Company, of John B. A. Kern & Sons, of 
the Faist-Kraus Company, of the Gem Milling Company, and of 
the Daisy Roller Mill Company, all of Milwaukee, Wis., prayin 
for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the adulteration o 
fuod products; which was ordered to lie on the table, 

He also presented a petition of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 829, of 
Fond du Lac, Wis., praying for the passage of the so-called eight- 
hour bill, the prison-labor bill, the anti-injunction bill, and the 
seamen’s bill; which were referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Bangor, Me., praying for the enactment of leg- 
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islation to prohibit interstate 
otherwise; which was refe 


bli 


by telegraph, Selgphene, or 
to the 


mumittee on the Judiciary, 
He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Bangor, Me., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to substitute voluntary arbitration for railway strikes; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Bangor, Me., praying for the enactment of a Sun- 
day-rest law for the District of Columbia and the Territories; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Bangor, Me., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to raise the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and the Territories; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Bangor, Me., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to prohibit the interstate and mail circulation of newspaper 
descriptions of prize fights; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Bangor, Me., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to prohibit the reproduction of prize fights by the kinetoscope 
or other kindred devices; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Harrison, of the Co: tional Sabbath School of 
Harrison, and of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Bangor, all in the State of Maine, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Gov- 
ernment buildings; which were referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, 

He also presented petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Harrison, of the Co tional Sabbath School 
of Harrison, and of the Woman’s tian Temperance Union of 
Bangor, all in the State of Maine, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that 
cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any State 
shall become subject to its laws; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented petitions of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Adrian, of sundry citizens of South Butler, 
and of the Christian Endeavor Society of Grosse Point, all in the 
State of an praying for the enactment of legislation to 

rohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol and all 

overnment buildings; which were referred to the 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Adrian, Mich., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to prohibit rage a of prize fights in the 
District of Columbia and the Territories; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Adrian, Mich., praying for the enactment of lezis- 
lation to ee State ies ws by providing tna - 
rettes impor in original pac on entering any Sta 
become subject to its laws; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the officers of the Naval Militia 
of the State of Illinois, praying for the construction of a new and 
modern a es the ancient and obsolete U. 8. 8. Michi- 

n, now in co! on upon the Great Lakes; which was re- 
erred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the eleventh annual convention 
of the International iation of Factory Inspectors, pra ng 
for the enactment of legislation restricting immigration; whic 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Saginaw, 
Mich., remonstrating against the enactment of a general bank- 
— law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

e also presented memorials of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 
22, of Detroit; of Iron Molders’ Union No, 242, of Jackson; of 
Local Union No. 64, International oremen’s Union, of Me- 
nominee; of Mine Workers’ Union No, 8, of Ishpeming; of Sales- 
men’s Union No. 18, of Grand Rapids; of the Ludington Vessel 
Loaders’ Union of Ludington; of the Central Trades and Labor 
Union of Bay City; of Jackson Miners’ Protective Association, 
No. 6895, of Jackson; of Norway Mine Workers’ Union, No. 4, 
of Norway, and of the Mic Federation of Labor, of Grand 
Rapids, in the State of — , remonstrating nst the 
passage of the so-called anti ping ticket bill; w were 
ordered to lie on the table. 
He also ted a memorial of the Northeast Citizens’ Subur- 
ban Association of the District of Columbia, relative to the im- 
provement of certain streets in the District of Columbia; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS presented the memorial of Dr. I. B. Webber 
secretary, and other members of the Kosciusko County Medical 


ittee on 
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Alaskan waters entirely, and of course any legislation to be en- 


acted should receive very early attention. 
sent that the bill may be now considered. 
Mr. ALLEN. Let it be read for information. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for information, 
The Secretary proceeded to read the bill, and read as follows: 


I ask unanimous con- 


Be it enacted, etc., That no merchandise shall be transported by water, under 
penalty of forfeiture thereof, from one port of the United States to another 
port of the United States. either directly or via a foreign port, or for any part 
of the voyage, in any other vessel than a vessel of the United States. 

Mr. FRYE. Allow me to explain the bill as it is being read. 
The clause ‘‘or for any part thereof” is the only change of exist- 
ing law. We reserve our coasting trade the same as other mari- 
time nations do. Let me give an instance. A few years ago a 
cargo of nails was shipped from New York to Antwerp and re- 
shipped at Antwerp on another British vessel to San Francisco. 
The cas: went before the courts, and the courts held that it was 
evasion of our law, but not aviolation. We passed a law to meet 
such cases as those. The law which we now amend is that law, 
and the only change is “‘ or any part thereof.” 

Mr. TELLER. A cargo, or any part thereof? 

Mr. FRYE. No; foravoyageor any part of avoyage. Itisren- 
dered necessary for this reason: Inquiries have just been made at 
the Treasury Department as to whether an American vessel could 
not take a cargo at Seattle and land it at Vancouver, ship it at 
Vancouver on an English vessel and the English vessel carry it up 
the rivers. That would be an evasion of the law, and this is to 
make it certain that it would also be a violation. 
Secretary proceed with the reading. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

But this section shall not be construed to prohibit the sailing of any for- 
eign vessel from one to another port of the Tnited States: Provided, That 
no merchandise other than that imported in such vessel from some foreign 


port which shall not have been unladen shall be carried from one port or 
place in the United States to another. 

Sxzc. 2. That section 8 of “An act to abolish certain fees for official services 
to American vessels, and to amend the laws relating to shipping commis- 
sioners, seamen, owners of vessels, and for other purposes,’ approved June 
19, 1886, is herely amended to read: 

0 


“Suc. 8. No foreign vessel shall transport passengers between ports or 
places in thé United States, either directly or by way of aforeign port, under 
a@ penalty of $100 for each passenger so transported and landed.”’ 

Mr. FRYE. That is to be amended by making the penalty $200. 
The reason for that is this: Our present law simply fines $2 a pas- 
senger for landing passengers by a foreign vessel from one Amer- 
ican port to another American port. The charges for landing 
from San Francisco, for instance, up the Yukon River will be 
from $200 to $250, and the Canadian vessels would be delighted to 
pay the United States $2 for every violation of the law and take 
our passenger trade. The Canadian law is $400 penalty. Our 
colleague, the Senator from California Cer PERKINS], by a mis- 
take of one of his pursers, happened to land in a Canadian port a 
passenger from one Canadian port to another. They fined him 
the $400 and he was never able to get it back. This a is abso- 
lutely necessary to enable American vessels to do any of the pas- 
senger traffic. If the penalty should be regarded as high, we have 
what Canada has not, a general law authorizing the Secretary of 
the Treasury at any time to remit the entire penalty or any part 
of it. 

The Secretary proceeded with the reading of the bill, and read 
as follows: 


Sec. 3. Whenever merchandise is imported into the United States by sea 
for immediate exportation toa foreign port by sea, or by a river, the right 
toascend or descend which for the purposes of commerce is secured by treaty 
to the citizens of the United States and the subjects of a foreign power, the 
Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to prescribe regulations for 
the transshipment and transportation of such merchandise. 

Mr. FRYE. That section is simply to give to the Secretary of 
the Treasury power to make regulations. All our goods, of course, 
that go up the Yukon River must be transshipped at the mouth 
of the river on account of the low water, and the Secretary of the 
Treasury has some doubts about any law now authorizing him to 
make necessary regulations for transshipment. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the provision of the bill affect in any way 
the controverted 10 per cent drawback of the tariff act? 

Mr. FRYE. It has nothing to do with it whatever. 

Mr. ALLEN. It has nothing to do with that? 

Mr. FRYE. Let the next section be read—section 4. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to have the bill go over. 

Mr. FRYE. Does the Senator from Massachusetts object? 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to have it go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made, and the bill lies 
over. 

Mr. HOAR subsequently said: I arrested the reading of the bill 
reported by the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye], to the consider- 
ation of which the Senate had consented, because I wanted to see 
whether it was not a good place for an amendment which I desire 
to offer. But on the explanation of the Senator from Maine that 
another bill will be reported vie soon which will relate to that 
matter, I do not insist upon my objection. 


Now let the 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any ym em to proceeding 
with the bil! reported by the Senator from Maine, which was in- 
tercepted afew moments ago? The Chair hears none, and the bill 
is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. The next sec- 
tion of the bill will be read. 


The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the bill, as 
follows: 


~~ 4. That section 3109 of the Revised Statutes is hereby amended to 
ead: 


“Sec. 3109. The master of any foreign vessel, laden or in ballast, arriving, 
whether by sea or otherwise, in the waters of the United States from any 
foreign territory adjacent to the northern, northeastern, or northwestern 
frontiers of the United States, shall report at the oflice of any collector or 
deputy collector of the customs, which shall be nearest to the point at which 
such vessel may enter such waters; and such vessel shall not transfer her 
cargo or passengers to another vessel or proceed farther inland, either to un- 
lade or take in cargo, without a special permit from such collector or deputy 
collector, issued under and in accordance with such gpneret or special regu- 
lations as the Secretary of the Treasury may, in his discretion, from time to 
time prescribe. This section shall also apply to trade with or through 


——. For any violation of this section.such vessel shall be seized and for- 
e .” 


Sec. 5. This act shall take effect one month after its passage. 

Mr. FRYE. I will state the reason why section 4 is rendered 
necessary. Section 3109 of the Revised Statutes was enacted in 
1866, and Alaska was admitted in 1867. There is serious doubt 
as to whether that section applies to the Alaskan waters, and 
this is only to remove that doubt. There is one amendment re- 
ported by the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 2, section 2, line 8, it is proposed to 
strike out the word ‘‘one” before ‘‘ hundred ” and insert ‘‘two;” 
so as to read: 

Under a penalty of $200 for each passenger so transported and landed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 3629) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Ann P. Kilbourne; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 3630) to provide for a more 
equitable distribution of the funds of the Santee and Flandreau 
Sioux and Ponca Indians, of Nebraska and South Dakota, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GEAR introduced a bill (S. 3631) for the relief of August 
Schlapp; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill S 3632) to abolish estates 
of curtesy and dower in the District of Columbia, to provide for 
the custody of the persons of children under 14 years of age, to 
regulate the descent and distribution of the estates of intestates 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 3633) granting a pension to Jane Chandler; and 


A bill (8. 3634) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 
Reynoids. 


Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (8.3635) for the relief of 
James A. Edwards; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 3636) providing for the 
payment of a certain judgment or decree against Henry E. McKee, 
agent and trustee for the Choctaw Nation of Indians, ont of funds 
payable to the said nation of Indians; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Y Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced the following bills; which 
were’severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mj on Public Lands: 

A bill (S. 3637) providing for the selection of lands in lien of 
nya lands included in forest reservations (with an accompa- 


nying pene); and 

A bill (S. 3638) to extend the limits of the Yellowstone National 
Park (with tie accompanying papers). 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 3639) to establish a 
military post at or near the city of Bismarck, in the State of North 
Dakota, in place of Fort Yates, to be abandoned; which was read 


twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


r 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. McMILLAN submitted two amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 
which were ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying 


papers, referred to the Committee on the District of Colum 


5 
: 


1898. 


Mr. PERKINS submitted three amendments intended to be pr 
posed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 
which were referred _ ~ Committee on the District of Columbia, 

to be 
and or URPHY Pabmitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was re- 
eee to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 
+ ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President: ; . 

A bill (S. 2553) to authorize the construction of a steel bridge 
over the Snake River, between the States of Washington and 


Idaho; and , 
A bill (S. 2858) authorizing the Muscogee Coal and Railway 


Company to construct and operate a railway through the Indian 
Territory and Oklahoma Territory, and for other purposes. 


ADULTERATION OF FOOD AND DRUGS IN THE DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA. 


Mr. McMILLAN submitted the following report: 
committee of conference on the Geeprecing votes of the two Houses 
a amendments of the House to the bill (S. 471) relating to the adulter- 
ation of foods and drugs in the District of Columbia having met, after full 
and free conference have to recommend and do recommend to their 
tive Houses as follows: 
‘That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the first and second 
amendments of the House, and agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its third amendment. 
J. H. GALLINGER, 
JAMES McMILLAN, 
Conferees on the part of the Senate. 
G. M. CURTIS, 
J. W. BABCOCK, 
ADOLPH MEYER, 
Conferees on the part of the House. 



















The report was concurred in. 
SENATOR FROM OREGON—UORRECTION. 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PETTUS. If the morning business is through, I desire to 
make a correction, by leave of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTUS. Yesterday, in stating the McArdle case on the 
writ of habeas corpus from the district court in Mississippi, I spoke 
of Justice Wayne. Ishould have said Justice Grier, who was con- 
cerned in the consideration of that greatcase. Thecase referred to 
was the McArdle case, where a man was in a military prison. In 
December, 1867, he sopennes to be released on habeas corpus. A 
motion was made to dismiss the appeal for want of jurisdiction. 
The court refused to dismiss it. There was then ae in Con- 
gress a bill to take away the jurisdiction, and the court waited 
until the bill passed and then dismissed the case for want of juris- 
diction. That is the case which I said was a sad picture in our 
judicial history. 

Now, Mr. President, at the request of the Senator from Iowa, 
I will postpone any further remarks until a more fitting occasion. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent to proceed to the 
a of House bill 6896, being the Indian appropriation 


Mr. CHANDLER. With the permission of the Senator from 
Towa, I will state that I shall make no effort to call up the Oregon 
election case to-day, but I shall ask to have it taken up to-morrow 
immediately after the routine business, and that the Senate shall 
— oo 7s finish a” soon as a ene 
who desire to speak upon that question to be ready. ope the 
will be ready. ~ - . oerey 

Mr. AL N. Itrust the Senator from New Hampshire, hav- 
ing in charge the question of seating a Senator, will aid me in se- 
cane the of the Indian appropriation bill to-day. If we 
do not finally ge through with it to-day, I should like some time 
to-morrow, either in the early portion of the day or the latter part 
of the day, to complete it. I hope there will be no objection to 
that course. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, 
on the 7th instant, approved and signed the joint resolution (S. R. 
92) for the relief of Wilkinson Call, late United States Senator 
from the State of Florida. 

The message also announced that the President had, on the 9th 
instant, approved and aes the act (S. 1788) to provide an 
American register for the barkentine Sharpshooter, of San Fran- 


cisco, Cal. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Sr. ALLIBON . Is the Indian appropriation bill now before the 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to proceedin 
to the consideration of the bill? raat : . 
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There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 6896) making appro- 


riations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
rtment and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various 
ndian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899, and for 


r. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that the formal read- 


ing of the bill may be dispensed with, that the amendments may 
be considered as they are reached in the reading, and that all 
committee amendments shall be considered before other amend- 
ments are presented. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the course 


suggested by the Senator from Iowa? The Chair hears none, and 
that will be the order. 


Mr. ALLISON. Before the Secretary begins to read, I call the 


attention of Senators to a printed report upon this bill, being 
a No. 556, which contains much information relating to the 
bill 


ill. If Senators will send for a copy of the report it may be 


valuable to them and save asking some questions. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment 


of the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘‘ Cur- 
rent and contingent expenses,” on page 2, line 2, before the word 
‘‘agents,” to strike out “‘ fifty-six” and insert “ fifty-seven;” so as 
to make the clause read: 


For pay of 57 agents of Indian affairs at the following-named agencies, 


at the rates respectively indicated, namely: 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 10, in the items 


for agents of Indian affairs, to insert: 


At the Round Valley Agency, Cal., $1,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 7, line 2, to increase the total 


of the appropriation ‘‘ for pay of 57 agents of Indian affairs” from 
$85,000 to $86,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 4 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 2, after the word 
‘*dollars,” to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That hereafter the President may detail officers of the United 
States Army to act as Indian agents at such agencies only as in the opinion of 
the President may require the presence of an Army officer, and while acting 
as Indian agents such officers shall be under the orders and direction of the 
Secretary of the Interior. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 24, before the word 
“Indian,” to strike out ‘‘five” and insert ‘‘eight;” in the same 
line, after the word ‘‘inspectors,” to insert ‘‘one of whom shall 
be an engineer competent in the location, construction, and main- 
tenance of irrigation works;” and on page 8, line 3, before the 
word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out ‘‘twelve thousand five hundred” 
and insert ‘‘twenty thousand;” so as to make the clause read: 

For pay of eight Indian inspectors, one of whom shall be an engineer com- 

tent in the location, construction, and maintenance of irrigation works, at 
P50 per annum each, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 4, before the word 
‘* Indian,” to strike out “five” and insert ‘‘eight;” and in line 13, 
before the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ eight thousand” and 
insert ‘‘ twelve thousand eight hundred;” so as to make the clause 
read: 

For traveling expenses of anes Indian inspectors, at $3 per day when actu- 
ally employed on aT in the field, exclusive of transportation and sleeping- 


car fare. in lieu of all other expenses now authorized by law, and for inci- 
dental expenses of Inspection and investigation, including wena hing and 
expenses of going to and going from the seat of Government, and while re- 


maining there under orders and direction of the Secretary of the Interior, for 
a period not to exceed twenty days, $12,800. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 15, line 7, after the word 
‘* dollars,” to insert the following proviso: 


Provided, That all lands heretofore or hereafter acquired and sold by the 
United States under the “Act for the relief and civilization of the Chippewa 
Indians in the State of Minnesota,’ approved January 14, 1889, shall be sub- 
ject to the right of the United States to construct and maintain dams for the 
purpose of creating reservoirs in aid of navigation; and no claimor right of 
compensation shall accrue from the overflowing of said lands on account of 
the construction and maintenance of such dams or reservoirs. And the Sec- 
retary of War shall furnish the Commissioner of the General Land Office a 
list of such lands, with the particular tracts appropriately described, and in 
the disposal of each and every one of said tracts, whether by sale, by allot- 
ment in severalty to individual Indians, or otherwise, under said act, the pro- 
visions of this paragraph shall enter into and form a part of the contract of 
purchase or transfer of title. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 38, line 17, after the word 
**dollars,” to insert *‘of which amount the sum of $2,500 may be 
used, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, for the 
ea, support and civilization of the Kaibab tribe of Indians 
in Utah in the purchase of animals, implements, seeds, clothing, 








7 Aa eee ee 
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and other necessary articles, to enable them to become self-sup- 
porting;” so as to make the clause read: 


For support and civilization of the Apache and other Indians in Arizona 
and New Mexico who have been or may be collected on reservations in Ari- 
zona and New Mexico, $225,000, of which amount the sum of $2,500 may be 
used, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, for the tem 


rary 
support and civilization of the Kaibab tribe of Indians in Utah in the pur- 
chase of animals, implements, seeds, clothing, and other necessary articles, 


to enable them to become self-supporting. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 39, after line 14, to insert: 


For the purchase of teams, farming implements, seeds, and other necessary 

articles for the Mexican Kickapoo Todiane. known as the “Kicking Kicka- 

8,” in Oklahoma Te rritory, in the discretion of the Secretary of the 
nterior, $3,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 39, after line 19, to insert: 


For the purchase of teams, farming implements, seeds, and other necessary 
articles for the Big Jim Band of Absentee Shawnee Indians, in Oklahoma 
Territory, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, $2,000. 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘Support of 
schools,” on page 44, a 16, before the words “‘ per cent,” to strike 
out ‘*20” io insert ‘ ;” so as to make the clause read: 


For support of Indian ee and industrial schools, and for other educa- 
tional purposes not hereinafter provided for, inc aes Day of an architect 
and draftsmen, to be employed in the office of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, $1,100,000, of which amount the Secretary of the Interior may, in his 
discretion, use $5,000 for the education of Indians in Alaska: Prov ided, That 
the Secretary of the Interior may make contracts with contract schools, ap- 
portioning as hear as may the amount so contracted for among schools of 
various denominations, for the education of Indian pupils during the fiscal 
year 1899, but shall only make such contracts at places where nonsectarian 
schools can not be provided for such Indian children and to an amount not 
exceeding 30 r cent of the amount so used for the fiscal year 1895: Pro- 
vided further, Phat the foregoing shall not apply to public schools of any 
State, Territory, county, or city, or to schools herein or hereafter specifically 


provided for. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 47. line 6, after the word 
‘‘dollars,” to insert ‘erection of building for school and assembly 
purposes, $20,000;” and in line 8, before the word ‘‘thousand,” to 


strike out “ forty-nine” and insert ‘*sixty-nine;” so as to make 
the clause read: 


For support and education of 200 Indian pupils at Flandrean, 8. Dak., at 


$167 eac a per annum, $33,400; for general repairs and improvements, $1, 600; 
for pay of superinte ndent of said school, $1,500; for heating system, $10, 000: 
erection of new buildings, $3,000; erection o building for schoo] and assembly 


purposes, $20,000; water rent, $1,000; in all, $60,900 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. WILSON. Does the committee desire that the Secre 


shall conclude the Teading of the bill before individual amend- 
ments are offered? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘That is the order. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should prefer the Senator from Washington 


to wait until the amendments of the committee are disposed of. 
Mr. WILSON. Very well, 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 


the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 48, line 10, after 
the word “ dollars,” to insert: 


And the sum of $10; OW appropriated for steam heatin ing plant at Gehoa School 
by the Indian appropriation act for the fiscal year 1897 and the sum of $6,000 
appropria for the extension and completion of the steam heating plant at 
the same school by the Indian soprentee act for the fiscal your 1898 are 
hereby reappropriated and made available during the fiscal year 1899. 


So as to make the clause read: 


For apres and education of 300 Indian pupils at the Indian school, Genoa, 

Nebr., at $167 per annum each, $50,100; for general repairs and improve- 
ments, $3,000; for pay of superintendent ‘of said school, $1,700; for erection of 
barn, $1,500; for repairs of hospital, $3,500; for electric- ight plant, $3.000; in 
all, $62,800; and the sum of $10,000 appropriated for steam heatin, lant at 
Genoa School by the Indian appropriation act for the fiscal year 1897 and the 
sum of $6,000 appropriated for the extension and completion of the steam 
heating plant at the same school by the Indian appropriation act for the fiscal 
; —y 1808 are hereby reappropriated and made available during the fiscal year 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 49, to insert: 


For the completion at the Grand Junction School of the addition to school- 
room and dormito 7 for boys, as provided by the Indian spepopsteiion a act 
approved June 7, 1 the additional sum of $1,000, or so much my 
be necessary; and the work on said schoolroom and dormitory for boys shal 

as far as S praca, be done under the direction of the npeeeere S of 
said school with the labor of the Indian students in attendance at said schoo! 
and the ap prcrerenens made by said act shall be continued available for the 
purposes therein specified during the fiscal year 1899, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 52, line 12, after the word 
‘*dollars,” to insert ‘‘ for steam heating and lighting, $19,000;” and 
in line 15, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out “‘ seventy- 
four” and insert **ninety-three;” so as to make the clause read: 


For support and education cet prot at the Indian school, Salem, Oreg., 
at $167 per annum each, $58,450; for pay of superintendent at said school, 


800; to 60 acres of t not ee acre, and 1] aeres 

st beari p parcionn “2 nos ene ing $150. nate, sha, for for remodelin 

school building into ek eee n, ye §8,000; for 

lighting, $19,000; for gen: and improvements, $5,000; in all, 700. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 52, i 21, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out ‘five hundred” and insert ‘two thou- 
sand;” and in the same line, after the word ‘‘all,” to strike out 
“fourteen thousand ” and insert “ fifteen thousand five hundred;” 
so as to make the clause read: 

For the su t and education of ach, 12.853 Indian papi. Sac and For 


Reservation. lowa, at $167 per annum each a pay 0 rintendent, 
$1,000; for equipment and minor improvements, $, all, $15,525. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “* Miscellaneous,” 
on page 55, line 2, before the word ‘‘ commissioners,” to strike out 
‘*three” and insert “four;” in line 4, after the date ‘‘ 1893,” to in- 
sert ‘‘and March 2, 1895;” in line 6, before the word “‘ thousand,” 
to strike out “fifteen” and insert “<twenty;” in line 7, after the 
word ‘“‘ Provided,” to strike out “That so much of the act of 
March 2, 1895, as ' provides that the President is authorized to ap- 
point two additional members of said commission is hereby re- 

ealed” and insert “That the number of said commissioners is 


ereby fixed at four;” in line 17, after the word ‘‘ commission 
to insert ‘‘and in 


terpreters;” in line 18, after the word “dollars, 4 
to insert ‘‘and authority is hereby given for ~ Bey by of such 
interpreters as may have been employed an said com- 
mission during the fiscal year 1898;” ona - ine os, before the 


word “thousand,” to strike out “thirty-eight ” and insert ** forty- 
three;” so as to make the clause read: 


For salaries of four commissioners appointed under acts of Con ap- 
a March 3, 1893,and March 2, 1895, to negotiate with the Five iivilized 

ribes in the Indian Territory, $20,000: Provided, That the number of said 
commissioners is hereby fixed at four. For expenses of commissioners _ 
necessary expenses of employees, $15,000: And provided further, That $3 pe 
diem for ex of a clerk etalled as special disbursing agent oy Saier interior 
Department, while on duty with the commission, shall 


for clerical help, incheding. na of the commission an aon: 
$6,600, and authority is 7 oe i the payment of such interpreters as 
may have been onenares and paid hy said commission . year 
1898; for contingent expenses of the commission, $1,800; in 


The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 56, to insert: 
That in making rolls of citizenship of the several tribes. as required bylaw, 


the Commission to the Five Ci isauthorizedand 


Tribes 
the roll of Cherokee citizens of 1880 (not including sreokmee) as the pm roll 
intended to be confirmed by this and g acts of aoerell 


all persons now living whoge names are found = said resend re os 
born since the date of said roll to persons whose names aioe 
and all peracas 5 wae have nese enrolled by by, She tribal a Sathoritios who have 


te see permanent set ation, whose 
bys yengen, their have been lawfully admitted to 


Pitia nlp oF the tribal guthariane and who were minors when their parents 


were so ted; and and they shall ther rolls end te the t of all other persous 

whose names are found d omit all such as may have becn 
t by Sued on y of ee enro only such as 

may have lawful right tharete yore ye since such rolls 


were mane, wit such SnerUneTeNOS white persons ~y" may be entitled to citi- 


sap under Cherokee laws. 
It make a roll freedmen in wait emeietees with the 
dogree af tho Court of Clakmns, rendered the dd day af February, 1508 


Said ission is authorized res, ol correct rolls of the 
citizens by blood of all the other tri from Seeteibal rolls such 
names as aay have been placed or without authority of 
law, enrolling such only as may have ‘Yes hotel oe i thereto, and their de- 
scendants bern since such were with intermarried white 

rsons as may be enti octaw under the 
treaties and t and the laws 


ission shall ere The Choctaw de 
fnlan tag ong Garena ea et 


ts. examine consieces 


1830, and to tha tend they may admin y administer oaths tnesses, and per- 
form all other acts pocasmnarz shevete: and if they Selties anda persons have 
removed to and in good faith become —_ upon = ‘a the Choctaw 
Nation, and are entitled to enrollment under said article, they shall placo 
their Se ator iaee 

The roll of Creek freedmen made by J. W. under cuperity of ts 
United States, prior to ye M4, 1867, is hereby and sai a feeenio- 
sion is to enroll pereons now living w found on 
said rolls, and all descendants born since the date es te one 


whose names are found thereon, with such other 
n may have been rightfully admitted by the nedbl nathort srithen of tk of the Creek 
ation. 
It shall make a correct roll of all Choctaw freedmen entitled to citizenship 
under the treaties and lawsof the w Nation, and all their Reveumiants 


Chocta: 

treat 
It shall mal a acstedt rel of Calaiaine freedmen entitled to any - 
er the treaty made in 1866 between the United pees 

a orien and their descendants born to 
date of said treaty; ana a sufficient amount 
allotment for their use under the bY Yona: 
that they are entitled thereto, an 


to 
lected, held, and used by them until their s J. ~~ under said on are deter- 
The several tribes may, ment, 


whom for ae may in twoor on allot 
mentof lands and distribution of moneys bel ee 

such agreement be made, such entitled ¥ to su its 
in one tribe only and —— but z= 


in which tribe he 
the tribe eetnee to pee rt nae earners given he shal be etc 


> pee fk. sdeeieaicntateae cates 
faith settled person shall be enrolled who has not heretofore ren 





as 
5 
g 
E 


: 
E 


H 
# 
{ 
i; 


manner or by any means work. 

“ © Tolls so —— when approved by the Secretary of the Interior, shall 

be final, and the persons d thereon, with their descend- 

tats Shara ye chal clone concious the vara! tres which ay score 
ws, w re- 

mess shall to citinenshlp in any ome of 


rsons and an peseee whe coe ween and know- 
a e any false Rildavit or oath any material fact or matter before 
any mem of said , or before any officer authorized to 


to be filed before said com- 

ished as for such i -_ 
bo is shall have authority to employ, with approval of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, all assistance necessary for the SS eee 
pertormance of oe ee eeriette teal law; the tary of the 
em in their work, who shall, 


terior may detail tent clerks to aid 
while on 4 duty, ive $3 per diem for subsistence. 

That all to or citizenship in the several tribes 
in Indian Terri several tri which were duly 


uding in 
taken under act Congress approved June 10. decision of the 
Commission to the Five Tribes to the U: States court, and which 
pry aan ae ee ane pe ney te ety at phn nay pm 
sixty days hereafter, such cases to the oO 
= intiney da sfrom date of judgment, tak ch — 
wi en © su 
sion of said of a Sail in cases be final. 


. may, 


determined. 
appeal; and the deci- 


agreeing to the 
ittee on A Saas. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I suggest to the from Iowa 
that lines 4, 5, and see 60 of the bill, should be stricken 
out and that there should 


And after January Re apa aie Ss eiod ener of the wid rele, 
and said rolls shall be basis of allotment in the several tribes; but shoul 
any person whose name is on any roll die before allotment, any children 
born to such person after said date shall be entitled to take allotment in the 
place of their deceased parent. 


The reason for the proposed amendment is that the enrollment 
i under the law, as it 


Se ee eee por eye 
There are some appeals s b there an 
tanding . 


— peneeen cnt on ought to remain 
reason —— words I have just read ought to 
now, persons born 
citicpnship. ‘The child now is 
1s 


Persons g 


ere, 
Site peepee ts Saat atten the ist of next January the mat- 
sealed book born in the nation 


or into the nation after that shall be entered upon 
there sells bet that they shall thereafter have the rights of the 


It seems to me it is absolutely 
; obviate a difficulty 
I hope the Sena- 


now proposed to be stricken out by 
the Senator from Arkansas were much discussed, as the Sen- 
amendment was assented 


proposition now made by the Senator, I suppose re 
Comnnittee on Indian Affairs. 4 
limitations which the Senator proposes to insert, the 
1st of caemas meee, Gaaw Sb may lead to some . Al 
ns ee time 
completion ought to be extended beyond what would be 
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and said rolls shall be the 









children born 
in the place of their deceased parent. 
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ment. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If there is 









Mr. JONES of Arkansas. They can be finished in four months. 
Mr. ALLISON. I know how sanguine the commissioners are. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the Senator will it me, I do 


not think he quite understands the point intended to be covered 
by this 7 
Mr. N. Perhaps I do not. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is simply that persons marrying 


an Indian after the ist of next January shall not have the right to 
go on the rolls—— 


Mr. ALLISON. Read the closing part of the amendment. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. And that persons born in the Indian 


Territory after the 1st of January shall not be added to the rolls. 
Mr. ALLISO 


IN. I do not object to that part of it. My criti- 


cism does not relate to that. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The words are: 

And after January 1, 1890, no name shall be added to any of the said rolls, 
basis of allotment in the several tribes. 

Mr. ALLISON. My criticism is this—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let me finish. 

Mr. ALLISON. All right. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It says: 


Butshould any person whose name is on any roll die before allotment, any 
tosuch person aftersaid date shall be entitled to take allotment 
Mr. ALLISON. That I do not object to. But here is the diffi- 


. ALLEN. Mr. President—— 
Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Nebraska will allow me, 


I will state the difficulty I fear as respects the statute of limita- 


tions. There is in another part of the amendment a provision 
whereby a person excluded from the rolls may appeal. He may 
ap to the district court in the Territory, and then, if the 
ju t there is against him, he has the right of appeal within 


thirty days to the appellate court of the Territory. That takes 
ninety days, and it must take the court some time to hear the ap- 
peal. If, for example, on the ist day of October of this year a 
man applies or does not apply to be placed upon the rolls and he 
is rejected by the commission, he can appeal to the court within 
sixty days. That takes it up to the ist of December. 
trict court may hear the case in five days or it may not hear it in 
six months, and in the meantime this absolute statute of limita- 
tions begins to run on the ist of January. 


The dis- 


I do not think that is right, so faras excluding people who think 


they are entitled ao yo the rolls, but who may be excluded by 
the commission or 


the first court to which an appeal can be 
That is my objection to that part of the proposed amend- 


; 7 sibility of the oc- 
currence of any such thing as is sugges y the Senator from 
Iowa, of course his position is exactly right. The intention of 
the amendment is simply to provide that there shall be no enroll- 
ment of persons after the 1st of next January or of persons inter- 
marrying after that time. Iam willing to limit it to that, leaving 
the law as it stands now as to persons who may have the right of 
cogee, to be determined by the law as it stands. 

r. ALLISON. That still, it seems to me, will close up the 
roll. I do not see the necessity for naming any day. If this com- 
mission go on and complete the rolis and include all the persons 
who they think ought to be included, and then a certain number 
of claimants to a place upon the roll have their cases pending in 
the courts, they ought to have time enough for an adjudication 
of their cases in the court. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I admit that. There is no question 
about that. Itis exactly correct. I believe that all this can be 
easily settled by the ist of January, but I am willing to leave that 
— of it open. But the point I want tomake is that there should 

a definite roll made in the nation which shall govern in the dis- 
tribution of their lands, and if you add every child born from now 
on to the crack of doom and change the basis of division every 
time a child is added to the roll or a man marries an Indian, you 
never can have a basis for the division of the land. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lagree tothat. Thestatement of the Senator 
is quite right. There ought to be some time when this roll will 
be complete and when those born afterwards and who are desceni- 
ants of parties who die shall take as though they were on the rolls. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Precisely. 

Mr. ALLISON, If the Senator will leave out the statute of lim- 
itations, I have no objection to his suggestion. 

Mr. this point I tried to intervene a moment ago 
to make a suggestion. The amendment as read by the Senator 
from Ar does not provide for an inheritance by grandchil- 
dren. It provides that if a parent die the right shall descend to 
the child, and it stops there. But suppose the person who dies is 
a grandparentand his child died before the ancestor, leaving grand- 
children, what disposition is made of the eapeny in that event? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. According to law a man’s family 


would inherit his rights, but children born now are on the roll, 








ee 
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and the grandchildren would inherit. 
to children born after the ist of January an 


This See: is simply as 
before a division. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think some provision should be made for regu- 

lar succession. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There can be no possibility of such a 
thing as the Senator suggests occurring, it seems to me, as to chil- 
dren born after the ist of January. Suppose the division of the 
land takes place in July of next year, and the roll is made up for 
December. Any child born after the ist of January who does not 
as a matter of right go on the roll, as he would if he were born be- 
fore the ist of January, inherits whatever rights his parent had, 
if his parent dies in the meantime. 

Mr. ALLEN. But the difficulty is this: Woulé he inherit from 
a grandfather or a grandmother, if the father or mother should 
die, as is the case in most of the States—I presume in all of them? 
The language of the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas 
carries the succession from parent to child, but not from _grand- 
parent to grandchild, if the immediate parent happen to be dead 
at the time of the succession. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLISON. May I make a suggestion? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course the amendment now suggested by 
the Senator from Arkansas is one of great importance in a sense, 
and it is one that I think ought not to be considered upon an ap- 
propriation bill. It is the question as to how this vast property, 
owned now by a few seeulas relatively, shall be eventually dis- 
tributed among their heirs and representatives in case changes are 
mae in the organization of the Territory, and changes as relate 
to their poe: The main object of this amendment is that a 
roll shall be established which shall embrace all the people who 
are entitled to be enrolled and afterwards to become participants 
in the distribution of this fund or in any fund that they may have 
or the property that they may have. Why will not the Senator 
be satisfied with striking out the three lines, which I agree ought to 
be stricken out, and then allow more mature legislation to be per- 
fected as respects what shall follow the enrollment? 

Mr. BATE. What are those lines? 

Mr. ALLISON. The three lines, lines 4, 5, and 6, on page 60. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I will not insist on it. 
It seems to me that I have been unable to make the Senator from 
Iowa or the Senator from Nebraska understand the purpose that 
I have in this amendment. There is no question in my mind that 
the amendment ought to go in the bill. I believe it will meet a 
difficulty that will be sure to arise if the amendment does not go 
into the bill. If it does not go in now, after the difficulty has be- 
come glaring and apparent and illustrations can be brought from 
the Territory, of course then, I think, there will be no difficulty in 
having it adopted. So I shall not préss the amendment any 
further. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. ILask that those three lines may be stricken out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the words 
to be stricken out. — 

The SECRETARY. Strike out of the committee amendment on 
page 60, after the word ‘‘ represent,” in line 3, the following words: 

And thereafter no person shall be admitted to citizenship in any one of 
said tribes by the tribal authorities or by said commission. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on striking out those 
three lines. 

Mr. ALLEN. 
amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Iowa to the word “ authority,” in lines 12 and 13, on e 59, and 
to suggest that it be stricken out and that the word ‘‘jurisdic- 
tion” be inserted, as it applies to the power of the court, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On what page and line? 

Mr. ALLEN. On page 59, lines 12 and 13. When we speak of 

wer, we have reference to executive and administrative power, 

ut when we speak of courts, we speak of jurisdiction. 

Mr. ALLISON. What is the word the Senator suggests? 

Mr. ALLEN. The word “jurisdiction.” Let the word “au- 
thority” go out and ‘‘ jurisdiction” be inserted on page 59, lines 
12 and 13. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not see very much difference between the 
words ‘‘authority ” and ‘‘ jurisdiction” as they are intended to be 
used there. It is a conferring of jurisdiction upon them to do 
this thing. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not want, of course, to enter into a discus- 
sion as to the difference between authority and jurisdiction, but 
the distinction is as broad as the distinction between daylight and 
darkness. 

Mr, ALLISON. With the consent of the Senator from Arkansas, 
who has had very much to do with this amendment, I do not ob- 
ject to that change. 


1 have no objection to that amendment to the 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ido not object to it. Isee no dif- 
ference between the two. They mean the same thingin that con- 
nection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be so modified, 
if there be no objection. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee as amended. . 

Mr. ALLEN. On 60, after the word ‘‘filed,” in line 14, I 
suggest the insertion of the words “or oath taken.” That is in- 
tended to cover a case of pointy. The language of the amend- 
ment is confined to an affidavit or other paper to be filed. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think there is no objection to that 
amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment to the amendment will be agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the Secretary read the amendment to the 
amendment. 

The Secretary. On page 60, line 14, after the word ‘‘ filed,” 
insert the words ‘‘ or oath taken.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
amendment to the amendment will be — to. 

Mr. ALLEN. On e 61 I should like to strike out the word 
‘*sixty,” in line 5, and make it ‘‘ ninety,” and I should also like to 
strike out the word ‘‘thirty,” in line 8, and make that “ —— 
These amendments pertain to the appeal to be taken to the di 
trict court of the Sees on the question of citizenship. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the amendment 
to the amendment? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I hope the Senator from Nebraska 
will not insist on that amendment tothe amendment. Sixty days 
seem to me to be ample time in which people who have cases 
now pending and who want to take this appeal, and at whose re- 
quest this provision went into the bill, have the right to 
take their appeal, and thirty days after adjournment is ample 
time. It isas much time as is given ordinarily in State courts 
for appeals in cases of any importance. 

Mr. ALLEN. TheSenator from Arkansas will remember that 
we had this question up before the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
Probably the difficulty, if there is any, arises more from the defi- 
nition of appeals, or rather as to what constitutes an appeal. The 
Senator from Arkansas holds that a mere Seo on the record 
that the party appeals is an appeal. I hold the reverse—that it is 
a notice that an appeal will be taken and that no appeal is 
complete until the case is filed in the appellate court. 

Now, take a case of citizenship involving depositions and the 
testimony possibly of 50 or 100 witnesses as to when and where 
the applicant was born, whether he is a member of the tribe, etc. 
It is impossible to perfect the bill of exceptions or a certificate of 
the record within thirty days or even within sixty days in many 
cases. To take an appeal means to perfect an appeal, and the 
court will so hold, because the appeal is not taken until every- 
thing is done —— by the statute or the practice of the court 
to make it complete. To take an appeal is an awkward phrase to 
use, to begin with. The phrase ‘to perfect an ap ” is more in 
consonance with legal la . Take a court like the district 
court of that Territory, whose docket will be crowded with these 
cases. There will be dozens, if not hundreds of them. How 
could an official te ene transcribe the notes of the testimony 
taken in any case where the witnesses are numerous? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I will permit the amendment to the 
amendment to be made, so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then I have nothing further to say. The Sena- 
tor from Arkansas says he will permit the amendment to bemade, 
striking ~ ‘* sixty” in the first instance and making the period 
‘*ninety” days. 

Mr. ALLISON, I think there is very great force in what the 
Senator says. I am perfectly willing myself to allow the addi- 
tional thirty days. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Nebraska to the amendment of the 
committee? The Chair hears none, and the amendment to the 
amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to inquire of the Senator in charge of 
the bill whether upon the question of citizenship any appeal is 
allowed or any appeal can be taken to the Supreme Court of the 
United States from the court of a 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the Senator from Iowa will per- 
mit me, the law that has been in force for some-years, and which 
is in force now in the Territory, provides for an a from the 
decision of the commission to the district court; and there has been 
no appeal provided. On the omen it was provided in the law 
that the finding of the district court should be final in those cases. 
Finding that some of the district courts in that Territory have 
held one way on certain questions involved as to citizenship, and 
that other district courts have held another way, and as there 
ought to be a uniformity of decision, this amendment proposes 
that there shall be an appeal taken in such cases to the court in 
banc—to the supreme court of the Territory—and that, of course, 

















































will be final. The amendment provides an ap from the find- 


courts to the su 


from the ap te co 
tes is allo under the bill. 
Mr. ALLEN. It makes the ov court’s decision final. 
Mr. MORGAN. I merely wan 

rous attitude in which to put this question, and one that 
lead probably to collateral attack in a wa 


rmit an ap to the Si u 
s great and vital question of the right of an Indian 
to his lands in the Seminole te: cai 

Mr. President, this is only the ini 
of five agreements that we have to e with the Five Civ 
Tribes in some form or other in order to get them within the 
urisdiction of the Con of the United States in 
the disposal of the lands that they hold. Of eee in distributing 
the lands under whatever power we possess, We possess any at 
all, our duty is supposed to be, and I think it is really, to 1 
tain who are the members of the tribe, and who are entitled in 
that character to become participants in the distribution of this 
at national estate. Therefore the membership of a person in 
Seminole tribe, as it will be in the case of persons in the other 
four tribes of Indians, is the starting point, the pivotal point, upon 
which we are to ascertain how this land shall be distributed; and 
that is the most important question ‘in the case except another, 
which I will proceed to mention very briefly. 

I do not know, and there is no report here to inform us, whether 
the committee rest the power of gress in the distribution of 
these lands upon the sole basis of this ent or whether — 
rest it upon some higher power that resides in Congress and whic 
is entirely independent of any agreement to be made by the chiefs 
or the headmen of the Seminole tribe. It is very important, and 
it is going to be hereafter much more important, that the ground 
we occupy in this first agreement shall be thoroughly considered 
and well established. . 

I hold to this doctrine about these tribal lands, and I think it is 
the only ground upon which we can _— 
of our jurisdiction in reference to them. The titles that the In- 
hold are titles conferred by patent, by statute, and by 
treaty. They have every possible muniment of title that the Gov- 
e United States can create in favor of the Indian 
tribe by that name. The instruments that we have from time to 
time executed and enacted divest the United States of all property 
right in the lands. It has no property right in the lands, and it 
would have no right and no power as a trustee in virtue of its sov- 
ereignty over that country and all the balance of the country ont- 
side of the States if it were not for the fact that the statute, the 
tents, the treaties fixed the title of this domain in 
the Seminole tribe by that name—not in any individual Indian. 
No human bein 
is a political ent: 
It is a political entity that is created by these enactments, 
these conveyances. 

The next question which arises is this: Admitting that that 
political entity is capable of holding the legal title to this pro 
erty, for whom does it hold the legal title? Necessarily it holds 
it in trust for the individuals who comprise the tribe which is 
mentioned in the conveyance. It is a tribe that is mentioned in 
the conveyance—no individual, no express corporation—and there 
is no other definition that distinguishes the grantee from anybody 
else in the world except the simple words ‘‘ Seminole tribe of In- 
dians.” Therefore that political entity, whatever you may please 
to call it, stands only in the nature of a trustee to hold this title, 
subject to what? Subject to the sovereign power of the country 
to direct how the use 1 be executed. 

Now, what is that sovereign power of thecountry? The Indians 

have contended all the time that these treaties, statutes, and pat- 
ents created in them a sovereignty over the lands which enabled 
them to define and to declare the trusts and to execute them, and 
they have gone on in their constitution and laws and have defined 
what the rights of the Indians are, and that those rights are mere 
pancy, the title remaining in the State. 
t is the situation there accordin Indian law, and that is 
as far as any Indian has ever got, so far as Iam informed. Par- 
ticularly in the Seminole tribe, I think, it is literally true, that 
that is as far as any Indian has ever advanced toward the ac- 
quisition of a separate and distinct right to this land. There is 
not a fee simple estate in the Seminole territory to-day, unless we 
tle in the tribe a fee simple estate, and such it is as 
against the United States, but only against the United States. 

Now, then, what is the sovereign power? That isa little im- 
minimperio. It is a dependent sovereignty, as it is called 
Supreme Court reports, not having the sovereign right to 
dispose of the land by parceling it out and assigning it to the 


rights of occu 
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cestuy que trust or cestuy que use. It has not that right, for the 
ultimate sovereignty over any part of the domain of the United 
States is in the Government of the United States. The ultimate 
sovereignty, the paramount sovereignty, isin the United States, 
and particularly is it so, without any question at all, as to those 
of the domain of the United States which lie within the 
jurisdiction of the organized or unorganized territory. 

Our sovereign — to make this disposal of the land is com- 
plete and undeniable. We therefore can go forward and exclude 
this use or this trust. We are the proper power to do it, and the 
tribal government, though they have got a written constitution 
that assumes the right to do it, never had the right to do more 
than to permit a mere occupancy of the land by the different 
individuals of the tribe. That was as far as they could go. 

Now, we take hold of this subject. What dowe do? Wemake 
a contract with four or five h en in that government, assum- 
ing to exercise plenary political power and jurisdiction and sover- 
eignty over these very lands, and we darraign our title that we are 
now attempting to enforce by a partition. We darraign our title 
apparently through that agreement, and not through the sover- 
eignty of the United States. 

t us make no mistake about this matter, Mr. President. As 
we are proposing now to dis of the first one of these five great 
cases among the Indians there, I say that the Supreme Court 
ought to be allowed to pass upon the whole question, so that we 
shall know where the rights come from that we are exercising on 
this floor upon this occasion, and so that there can be no dispute at 
all about our authority, because it may be hereafter asserted that 
we derived our authority to dispose of the land of an infant child 
in the Indian Territory through an agreement made between four 
or five men who assumed that they owned the sovereign power 
and ee power and had the right to make this concession 
to the United States of authority to distribute the lands. 

Sir, it is a dangerous ground we are on here to-day, and the 
door ought to be left open so that this case, the whole of it, can 
go to the we ere Court of the United States. Otherwise we 
shall be troubled about this matter hereafter in ways that we do 
not at all anticipate. 

What right have these five or six Indian men, chiefs, or what 
you please to call them, to confer upon us as a legislative body 
the authority to intervene here and distribute these lands among 
the real cestuies que trust created by these deeds, these statutes, 
and these treaties? What right have they to confer any power 
upon us? They have no right that I can see at all. Yet I believe 
firmly that we have the full right to do it; but it comes out of the 
sovereignty of the Government of the United States and is not in 
-. wise trammeled, and it ought not to be, by their agreement. 

y opinion about the rightful disposal of those Indian lands is 
that the Government of the United States ought to enact its laws 
out of its own power and authority, and not appeal to the Indians 
to make modifications of it that would vary in respect to the dis- 
posal of the lands of the several Indian tribes. That is my view 
about it. I believe the bill is right. At the same time the bill is 
on the wrong authority, according to my views of it, and the 
agreement that we enact here is an agreement that is a nudum 
pactum because those men have no power to make it. 

Mr. President, we can take political rights away from men who 
do not vote, or women and children who do not vote, or men who 
vote in a minority, or men who refuse to vote upon any prede- 
cided question of this kind that may be submitted to our legisla- 
tive action. We have the power to take their political rights 
away from them if we choose to do it, but their vested rights 
under the laws and Constitution of the United States we can not 
touch, because im that respect we are representing not them but 
the Government of the United States. If those titles had been 
made to individual Indians, everybody will admit that Congress 
would have no power to touch them. It is only because they are 
not made to individuals, but are made to a tribe by that name 
and in that designation, that we have the right to stand here to- 
day and to dispose of the lands, for a title from the Government 
of the United States to an individual Indian or an individual negro 
is just as firm and good asif it were made to the best white man 
in the country. It is just as good and as binding. 

I feel interested in this matter of entering upon this new effort, 
all of which I applaud, all of which I want to see go through. I 
am delighted that the subject is open, and I am delighted that we 
are treating with it seriatim; that we are not undertaking the 
futile efforts that we have so often failed in, to get the Indians 
concentrated into a sort of convention so that they might by their 
concessions dispose of all the questions of all the tribes in one bill. 
I am delighted that we are approaching the subject now seriatim, 
for what we do in respect to the Seminole Indians we are likely to 
accomplish in respect to all the balance, and I expect still to live 
to see that happy day when at least the first steps will be taken, 
and finally they will be successful, to have in the Territory that I 
call Indianola, where these five tribes exist, and which they 
occupy, an Indian State brought into the American Union; I can 


on to the district courts and from the district 
e court of the Territory. 

. The er of my inquiry is whether 

to the Supreme Court of the 
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live to see perhaps and to take by the hand some of those noble 
men, educated and refined men of the Indian tribes who belong 
there and who will be welcomed when they come, as far as I am 
concerned, to seats on the floor of the Senate. 

I am glad to see it, and I hail this bill as one of great promise, 
as an auspicious bill, looking to the proposition that ultimately 
there shall be in the United States a great Indian State, and that 
the great Indians from the other scattered tribes around the world 
will come down to that country and become citizens thereof, and 
participate, as they have a right todo, in all the higher powers of 
sovereignty belonging to this magnificent Government and its 
civilization. 

I hail it with delight, but I do not want to make any misstep 
about it. I want these Indians satisfied, as we go along, by the 
Supreme Court of the United States of the exact boundary and 
limitation of all of their rights connected with this land. hen 
we have done that, Mr. President, we will have done our full 
duty,and until we have done that, we are likely to have afterclaps 
about the matter that are going to disturb us. 

I have no motion to make. I merely wanted to put these decla- 
rations on the record. I want the Senate to consider whether it 
is asafe movement to go through with this initial proposition with- 
out opening the doors of the Supreme Court to every vital ques- 
tion connected with our power to dispose of these lent including 
the question of determining the citizenship of men who have a 
right to it under our treaty and statutes. . 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I think perhaps my 
distinguished friend from Alabama is laboring under a misappre- 
hension that I had yesterday about this bill in supposing that the 
ratification of the Seminole agreement is also a part of this amend- 
ment to the bill. Iam sorry to say that it is not in the bill. 

I agree with what the Senator has said as to the importance of 
our being careful about the step we take in connection with that 
agreement. I wish to call the attention of the Senate now, in 
connection with what the Senator has so well said as to the neces- 
sity of action in this matter, to what the facts are in connection 
with the Seminole agreement. While it is not on the bill, I pro- 
pare before we finish the bill to offer it as an amendment, and I 

ope that there will be noobjection made on the part of the Com- 
= on Appropriations to making that agreement a part of the 
ill. 


I agree with the Senator from Alabama that it is the exercise of 
sovereignty on the part of the United States; that we have the 
right to make this distribution of these lands. But it is also per- 
fectly clear that it is better for us to exercise the power that we 
have by and with the consent of the people who are interested 
than to exercise it arbitrarily, and in a way that we may be satis- 
fied is right. I would prefer that this exercise of authority shall 
be had in such a way as to be entirely satisfactory to the Indians 
as well as satisfactory to the people of this country. 

The Seminole agreement, which I shall offer later, has been 
brought about in this way. The Dawes Commission was ap- 
pointed with authority to go into the Indian eee and to = 
pose agreements by which the lands were to be divided 
Seminole council appointed a commission, consisting of a number 
of their leading and able men, to take up this question with the 
Dawes Commission, and see if any agreement could be made. 
An agreement was made by which a division of the lands was to 
take place in a way that the Indians believed to be perfectly satis- 
factory to them and would save all their rights. 

After this was agreed to, it was submitted to the council of the 
nation for ratification; and it was ratified by more than two-thirds 
of the council. The negotiations were begun at the suggestion of 
the Government of the United States. The Seminole Indians 
have met the Government liberally and fairly, have taken the 
question up and dealt with it br 
basis of division that they think is perfectly fair to them; and 
this has been agreed to by our commissioners. Now it only re- 
mains for the Government of the United States to carry out what 
it has itself solicited and to ratify the agreement for the divi- 
sion of these lands, which will not only be in strict accord with 
our rights as they appear in the premises, but in accordance with 
the wishes of the Seminole Indians. Then why should there be 
any objection to it? I propose to move that the amendment I 
have suggested be made; and I am obliged to the Senator from 
Alabama |Mr. Moran] for having stated so clearly the principles 
here involved. 

There is no necessity for a provision as to an appeal to the Su- 
preme Court of the United States where both parties have 
on a matter of business of this sort; and this is exactly what has 
been done. If we propose to exercise the power of sovereignty 
absolutely and without the consent of the Indians, then I would 
agree with the Senator from Alabama that it would be absolutely 


necessary and that common justice would require that we should 
provide that the Indians should have the right to ask the opinion 
of the Supreme Court of the United States as to whether we have 
the right to carry out this agreement or not; but when it has been 


substituting ‘‘sixty” for “thirty,” will be agreed to. 


y, and they have agreed on a tg 





agreed to by both parties there is no necessity for an appeal to the 
Supreme Court. 

Mr. ALLEN, I move to amend the pending amendment by in- 
serting after the word ‘“‘and,” in line 9, on page 61, the word 
‘*from;” after the word “ap ;’ in line 10, by inserting ‘‘ap- 
peals and writs of error;” in line 10 by striking out the word 
‘‘final” and inserting ‘‘allowed to the Supreme Court of the 
United States.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FauLKNgR in the chair), 
Before the amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. ALLEN] to the tof the committee is read, if there be 
no objection, the amendment to the amendment, in line 5 substi- 
tuting “‘ninety” for “sixty,” and in line 8,on the same page, 


Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, 
and the amendments to the amendment are agreed to. The Sec- 
retary will now state the amendment submitted by the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to amend the amendment re- 


ported by the Committee on Appropriations, on page 61, in line 9, 
after the word ‘“‘and,” by inserting ‘‘from;” in line 10, after the 


word “appeals,” by inserting ‘‘ appeals and writs of error;” and 


at the end of line 10 by striking out the word ‘‘ final” and insert- 
ing ‘‘allowed to the Supreme Court of the United States;” so that 
the amendment if amended would read: 


And parties to such cases which may be hereafter so determined may, 
within sixty days from the date of judgment, take euch ; and from 


the decision of said court of appeals a and writs of error shall in all 


cases be allowed to the Supreme Court of the United States. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the adop- 


tion of the amendment reported by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions as amended. 


The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
TRADE RESTRICTIONS BY GERMANY, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing message from the President of the United States; which was 


To the Senate; 


In response to the resolution of the Senate of February 3, 1898, calling for 
“correspondence and any information the Department of 
State the alleged pokes, of the fruit of the U: States into 

Transmit h tary 


the Em: of ” Fagg 3 erewith a report from the Secre 
of State, with accompanying 


ae oy 10, 1898. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The message and 


accompanying 
ME. RONGAN. 1 thik tn mummiqeund accemmunying papers 
r. is message and accom: g 
should go to the Committee on Finance. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The message is in oo to a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis]. 
Mr. MORGAN. I not know that. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would ask the Sena- 
tor from Alabama whether he thinks that the order of reference 
to the committee should be accompanied by an order that the pa- 
pers be ees 
Mr. MORGAN. Oh, yes, I think they ought to be printed, no 
matter to what committee they go. They relate to a matter of 
importance. 
e PRESIDING OFFICER. Unless we Senator oo ise 
and accompan pa- 
Foreign Relations, as they are furnished 
in response to a resolution of the Senator from Minnesota. 
Mr. MORGAN. I have no objection, and I ask that the mes- 
sage and accompan at ~ ts eopiet 
he PRESIDING O t order will be made, in the 
absence of objection. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 6896) a tions for the cur- 
rent and contingent of the a se ae and for 
fulfilling treaty with various In tribes for the 
fiscal year endi une 30, 1899, and for other purposes. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 


the Committee on A riations was, on page 62, line 8, after the 
word “dollars,” to out: 


Provided, That hereafter, whenever it shall be made to to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior that by reason of age or disability sny tee of Indian 
lands under this or former actsof can not personally and 
fit to himself oc or his or any past thereof, the same 
may be in of the or 


terms, and 
oe ee ee et eaeerie yeas farming or grazing purposes, o& 
ten years for mining or business purposes. 


WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
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hereafter no Indian or tribe of Indians shall lease for min- 
vided, That no or . 
ing purposes lands that are not patented to sa¢d Indians. 
So as to make the clause read: 
President to cause, under the wisions of the act of Feb- 
= enable teatitied “An act to provide for the allotment of lands in sever- 
alty = Indians,” such Indian reservations as in his eee are advanta- 
us foragriculturaland grazing purposes to be surveyed, or resurveyed, for 
Ere purposes of said act, and to com the allotment of the same, incl 
the necosenry clerioa! Tirery of trust patents, so far as allotments shall have 
an very 0 oO 
tn po meeey $30,000: Provided, Th 





been nder said act, at hereafter no Indian or 
tribe of Indians shall lease for mining purposes lands that are not patented 
to said Indians. 


Mr. ALLEN. I think we ought to have an explanation of that 
proposed amendment. It occurs to me that the amendment is 
wrong. We have several acts of Congress authorizing Indians 
to make leases of their mineral lands subject to the approval of 
the Secretary of the Interior, and this would deprive them of that 
right excepting in the single instance of patented lands. 

Ar. LL. The Committee on Appropriations reported 
to strike out the proviso in the bill as it came from the House be- 
cause what is there contained is already the existing law in all 
matters tas to the mere time of five or ten years, and we 
thought the law had better remain as it is. 

The proviso by the committee was Fag because it 
was not believed to be oe proper that Indians should have 
the right to lease their lands before any allotment is made of 
them. If you take some of those reservations, you will find they 
might lease the whole of the mineral lands—gold and silver pro- 
ducing lands—to one or two persons, and grant an absolute mo- 
nopoly, thus complicating matters. We have so placed it that 
until the matter is settled, until the allotments and everything of 
that kind have been made, the lands in the reservation shall not 
be placed in any such condition. I think it is in the interest of 
the Indians and of everybody else that they should not have that 

wer. Would it not cover the Senator’s objection if we should 
insert after the words “not ted” the words “or allotted?” 

Mr. ALLEN. That would py wears 

Mr. RAWLINS. I suggest, if a change be made, that the In- 
dians be forbidden to make leases for mining or other purposes 
of any lands not allotted. 

Mr. ALLEN. That would deprive them of the right to lease 


lands for Grazing b> 

Mr. RA 5. ey are deprived now under the law from 
—— unallotted lands. They are permitted to lease allotted 
ands. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not know how the law may stand, but I 
know as a matter of fact that the tribal lands are leased, with the 
——— of the Secretary of the Interior, for grazing purposes. 

have not examined the statutes to see whether such leases are 
prohibited or not. It can be readily seen that that would lead to 
ill consequences in many sections. If you take, for instance, a 
State like the State of Nebraska, where some of the Indian lands 
are valuable, more for ing than for any other purpose, and 
the Indians were prohibited from leasing those lands for grazing 
purposes, they would be deprived of obtaining revenue from them, 
and the grass would be permitted to go back to the ground and 
rot, or persons having cattle adjoining the reservation would per- 
mit their cattle to run on the reservation and eat up the grass 
without compensating the Indians for it. It would work very 
great hardship in my State. 

I think the amendment suggested by the Senator from Missouri 
after the word ‘‘ patented,” in line 15, to insert the words ‘“‘or al- 
lotted” will cover my objection. 

Mr. WILSON, ill the Senator explain the object of the 
amendment, and what he hopes to obtain by it? What is the op- 

ition to leasing mineral lands that may be owned by a tribe of 
dians? What can the Indian do with the land? hy should 
he not have the benefit of it? Seen eres ROOnRE sub- 
ect to such rules and regulations as may be prescribed by the 
of the Interior, why should he not have that opportu- 
nity? No Indian can develop any mining claim; no Indian can 
use it in any way or in any manner or in any form either before 
or after it is allotted. The mere allotment or patent to him does 
not cut any He can not use a mining claim; he must call 
upon capital of some kind or character to develop that claim; 
and why should he be prevented from doing so by legislation on 
an appropriation bill? 

Mr. J of Arkansas. If the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN] will permit me, I want to make a suggestion in that con- 
nection. It seems to me the ees the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CockrEtL] to the from Nebraska exactly 
covers what is in this case. If the Senator will note the 
language as proposed to be amended, it is: 

Provided, That hereafter no Indian or tribe of Indians shall lease for min- 
ing purposes lands that are not patented or allotted to said Indians. 

If the lands are to the Indians, they are theirs; if they 
are allotted, the becomes the property of the Indian—not 
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only the surface, but the whole of the land. The Indians who 
are occupying Indian reservations by Executive order, or who are 

ying lands without title, are simply entitled to the use of 
the surface of the land. The mineral, the body of the land, be- 
longs tothe Government of the United States, to the people of the 
country; it does not belong to the man who has the use of the sur- 


face for the time being. This distinction, it seems to me, ought 


to be observed all the way through. 

Mr. WILSON. While it is true that there is a distinction in 
some cases, I think the Senator will agree with me that there are 
lands which have not been patented to the Indians and have not 
been allotted to the Indians, which are not owned by the Govern- 
ment of the United States; for instance, treaty reservations. I 
think the title to treaty reservations is clearly within the tribe. 
Those lands are not patented at all. There are vast quantities of 
lands for which no patents are issued until they are allotted. 
There must be an allotment before patents can issue. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think the Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. WILSON. I think Iam not mistaken. It has been the 
usual practice. I can not undertake to say what may have been 
done, as so many —- have been done in the cases of the Choc- 
taws, Chickasaws, and Cherokees; but in our section of the coun- 
try we have two classes of reservations—one Executive order res- 
ervations and the other treaty reservations. I think, though, the 
Senator will with me that under the Dawes Act Executive 
order reservations were placed in the category of treaty reserva- 


tions ey 

This allotment has been going on from time to time; and when 
the patents are issued there are restrictions that the land can not 
be sold or taxed, or, in some cases, leased, I believe, for a period 
of twenty-five years; but the United States district court in the 
State of Washington has decided that you can not lease these al- 
lotted lands for twenty-five years, although the Interior Depart- 
ment is doing it. The full extent of the restriction that can be 
_— upon a patent under the Indian homestead act of 1875 is 

ve years. I think the act of Congress relative tothe Winnebago 
Indians clearly provided that the Secretary of the Interior in the 
issuance of a patent could insert a twenty-five-years limit on all 
lands allotted; but, notwithstanding that plain provision of the 
statute, in my own State the United States district court has held 
that the Indian homestead act of 1875 only applied for five years; 
and when that was out the Indian could do what he pleased with 
the land. 

It may be that there may be some reason in some cases and in 
some places for providing against the leasing of mineral lands, 
but heretofore the Indian has been permitted to roam over a vast 
area of territory. He does notoccupyitvery much. He does not 
stay uponit. I have tried to have opened the south half of the 
Colville Reservation, 1,800,000 acres of land. The Indians are 
hardly ever upon it; it is supposed to be valuable for mineral; 
they never can and never will use it, and yet that reservation is 
retarding the growth and development and prosperity of the 
country. We ought to have an opportunity, under some pro- 
vision of law and under some rules and regulations established by 
the Secretary of the Interior, whereby we could discover and pat- 
ent any valuable mineral location, because I think the Senator 
will admit in this day and at this time we are all seeking to get as 
much of metallic currency in circulation as possible, and it is in 
that Western country that you are going to find it. 

We should be given an opportunity to develop these mineral 
locations. I know when I got the north half of the Colville Res- 
ervation opened there was great opposition here, and the then 
Senator from Wisconsin, Mr. Vilas, opposed it; and yet we have 
opened that reservation to mineral locations, and to-day there is a 
piece of property discovered upon it with a million dollars of gold 
ore in sight, which theretofore had stood there absolutely value- 


less. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, I am entirely in favor of the 
provision that the Indians or tribes of Indians should have no 
authority to make leases of unallotted lands. I agree with the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. WILson] that the policy which 
ought to be pursued by Congress is to make allotments of land to 
Indians in reasonable quantities, and make provision looking to 
e development of the Indian in the direction of sustaining him- 
se 


In Utah we have two Indian reservations containing something 
like 5,000,000 acres of land. It is very desirable in the interests of 
the public welfare of the nation that these lands should be thrown 
open to settlement after the Indians have been allotted such lands 
as may be necessary for them. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him 
a moment? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator understand that under ex- 

ing law an Indian who has taken an allotment may lease his 
As I understand the law, it is only in cases where “‘ by rea- 
son of age or disability any allottee of Indian lands,” etc., can 
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make leases with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, and 
not otherwise. Ordinary allottees of lands can not lease them even 
with the consent of the Secretary of the Interior. It is only, as I 
understand, incases where by reason of age or disability the allottee 
can not himself improve the lands or tillthem. Insuch tasesI see 
no objection to allowing such persons to lease lands with the con- 
sent of the Secretary of the Interior. We onlystruck out this pro- 
vision because it is already existing law, save that the leases can 
only run for two years and five years, respectively, instead of five 
and ten years, as proposed here. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I understand the law to be precisely as stated 
by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson]. I have the provision 
before me. The existing law reads as follows: 

Provided, That hereafter wee7 it shall be made to appear to the Secretary 
of the Interior that by reason of age or disability any allottee of Indian lands 
under this or former acts of Congress can not personally and with benefit to 
himself soaeey or improve his allotment or any part thereof, the same may 
be leased, in the discretion of the Secretary, upon such terms, regulations, 
and conditions as shall be prescribed by him, for a term not exceeding three 
years for farming or grazing purposes, or five years for mining or business 
purposes. 

The proposed amendment to this bill prohibits the leasing of 
unallotted lands for mining purposes. One of thereasons, I think, 
for the insertion of that provision is this: In my State there are 
two reservations, containing something like 5,000,000 acres of land 
and about 1,800Indians. Persons desiring to get possession of large 
tracts, hundreds of thousands of acres of land, supposed to contain 
mineral, have gone into the reservation and itt some way have got 
the consent of the agent in charge of the reservation to make an 
arrangement with the Indians by which to lease these large tracts 
of land. Then they have come down to the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior with these leases, seeking to have them approved. 

In 1893, when I first came to Washington, there was an appli- 
cation for the approval of a lease upon the Uintah Reservation of 
mineral lands amounting to 386,000 acres, and of all the lands and 
the mineral in the lands upon the Uncompahgre Reservation, 
extending for ten years. Since then other leases have been ob- 
tained. The lessees employ their agents, who infest the Capitol 
and importune Congressmen to prevent the allotment of lands to 
the Indians and the throwing open of these vast areas for settle- 
ment in accordance with the known policy of the United States. 

The object of this provision is to cut away all inducement to 
people to go onto those reservations, make these arrangements, 
and thus monopolize the lands in order to prevent the throwing 
open of the reservations to settlement. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I understand the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] accepts the proposed amendment to the 
amendment, but I can not see the force of the argument of the 
Senator from Utah [Mr. Raw ins]. There are no mineral lands 
in my State owned by Indians or by anybody else. I think we 
have one little coal mine up on the Missouri River where we get 
out two or three wagon loads of coaladay. That is the extent 
of our mining. But, as I understand the situation to be in Utah, 
there are many Indian reservations upon which minerals can be 
found, including vast fields of gilsonite upon the Uncompahgre 
Reservation, and I do not know but upon the Uintah. Is that 
correct? 

Mr. RAWLINS. There are none on the Uintah. 

Mr. ALLEN. But let me ask the Senator from Utah what he 
ultimately proposes to do—to allot these mineral lands to the 
Indians? I ask the Senator that I may be advised now. 

Mr. RAWLINS. In answer to the inquiry of the Senator from 
Nebraska, I will say that in so far as there is any proposition in 
respect to the disposition of the lands on these reservations, I en- 
tirely agree with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones] when he 
says the Indians have only a right to possession like that of a life 
tenant. The Indians do not own the precious metals or minerals 
in the land. They have no right to open or mine minerals that 
belong to the Government of the United States. If thesereserva- 
tions are thrown open—and if I could have 5 way about it, 
they would be thrown open—to discovery, entry, location, and de- 
velopment, precisely in the same method as has heretofore pre- 
vailed as to other mineral lands belonging to the United States, 
all the people, citizens of the United States, complying with the 
ree ta to the disposition of mineral lands, would have the right 

them. 

As to the asphaltum lands upon the Uncompahgre Reservation, 
it may be necessary, since those lands are discovered, to devise 
some policy other or different from that which has heretofore 
prevailed. But that is not a question which is involved in this 
amendment or which is pertinent to it at this time. 

The few hundred Indians upon the Uintah Reservation, or any 
other reservation which may be supposed to contain minerals, 
should be forbidden from making leases, as they have undertaken 
to doin many cases, of hundreds of thousands of acres of land, 
which leases, if authorized and validated, would give a monopoly 
to persons who are able to obtain them and exclude all other per- 
sons not thus favored from any participation or use of that grant, 


and at the same time deny to the United States the benefit that 
— to accrue to it in the oq ene of the mineral. 

he next objection is this: If these lands, which constitute a 
part of the State of Utah, are thrown open and ore of in the 
ordinary way, they become a part of the mass of the property of 
the State which affords the owners of land protection, and which 
is entitled in return to receive support in the way of taxation upon 
that property. These leases cover thousands of acres of land 
which, under the laws of the United States, are not subject to 
taxation. It is the creation of a monopoly of the foulest kind—a 
natural monopoly, to which the Senator from Nebraska, I believe, 
entertains great objection, in accordance with the principles of 
his party. This provision, then, would take away from the In- 
dians the right to execute these leases and to have them validated 
by the authority of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. ALLEN. The answer of the Senator from Utah discloses 
the rodent in the meal barrel. The purpose, stripped of the ver- 
biage of the remarks of the Senator from Utah, is this: We will 
prevent the Indians from getting any benefit from the minerals 
on the reservation by lease or otherwise; we will permit them to 
roam at will over the surface of those reservations, drink the 
water that flows across them, and let their ponies feed on the 
grass, but we will not permit them to enjoy any of the real valu 
of the land. We will hold—so says the Senator from Utah in 
substance, if not in language—these mineral lands until such time 
as Congress shall authorize white men to go in there and, under 
the general mineral-land laws of the United States, take them up 
and work them as — property, so that they will be subject 
to taxation. And I presume the citizens of Utah, being near by 
and being familiar with the lands, would be in closer proximity 
to them at the time they were opened for settlement than any 
other class of citizens of the United States. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Utah refers in rather a facetious 
way to the fact that I am hostile, or the party to which I belong 
is hostile, to natural me. I am hostile to natural monopo- 
lies and the party to which I belong is hostile to them; but here 
is the difference to these Indians. I claim that they should have 
a right to some of the benefit to be derived from their reservation. 
I claim that they should be permitted, under restrictions imposed 
by law and under the guardianship of the Secretary of the Interior, 
to lease this land, or a portion of it at least, for fair rental and re- 
ceive some benefit from it, while the Senator from Utah insists 
that the land shall be held without being rented, passed over en- 
tirely to the white settlers after a time with the soil unbroken, 
and without any profit to the Indians at all. Now, if I have over- 
stated or misstated the position of the Senator from Utah, I stand 
ready to be corrected. 

Mr. RAWLINS. As the Senator has propounded a question to 
me, I should like to ask one of him. In 1893,-by an arrangement 
with the Indian agent of the Uintah Reservation, two individu- 
als obtained a lease for ten years for 386,000 acres of land, for 
which they agreed to make some nominal return, a few thousand 
dollars. They transferred that lease as soon as they obtained it 
to a corporation organized in the State of Colorado known as the 
American Asphaltum Company. Agents and attorneys came 
down to Washington and applied to the Secre of the Interior 
for the —— of the lease. I believe it was finally conditionally 
approved for 5,000 acres. They appealed to different persons by 
the statement that they owned large amounts of capital and con- 
trolled Senators, Members, and persons of influence in Washing- 
ton, and that any legislation looking to the opening of those res- 
ervations for settlement by the people would be prevented unless 
consent was given for the rom of the lease. Those people 
then found spokesmen in the Senate of the United States in favor 
of the policy of the Indians making leases. 

More recently another lease has been obtained through the con- 
nivance, if not the participation or aid, of the Indian agent, for a 
period of ten years, for a tract of land, how large I do not know, 
as it begins at acertain degree of longitude and latitude and takes 
in a large section of the Indian reservation, large enough almost 
to make a State. They are now seeking to have that approved, 
and they are bitterly antagonistic to this amendment which has 
been inserted by the committee, because it cuts out authority to 
approve. It will yield little if anything to the Indians, but it will 
preclude the opening of the reservation—— 

Mr. ALLEN. What is the question the Senator from Utah de- 
sires to ask me? ‘ 

Mr. RAWLINS. I desire to know whether the Senator is in 
favor of a policy which involves such consequences? 

Mr.ALLEN. No. TheSenator hasnooccasion tosuppose I am 
in favor of such a policy. In fact, what he has said is a revelation 
tome. I did not know there was in e mee a corporation in 
Colorado or elsewhere seeking to get any of these lands. I did not 
know any lease had been e or that there was any proposition 
to make any, and I am not so advised now;except as I get it from 
the Senator, who, I presume, is in a position to know the facts. 

Mr. President, that does not determine the rightfulness or the 
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there, while those of us who live remotely from mining regions, 
if we undertake to do anything of the kind, will be w a as a 
man blindfolded. Why not,if we permit it as to mineral lands 
that have been paten to the Indians or allotted to the Indians, 
rmit the unallotted lands that are held by the tribes to be leased 
y the tribesmen or according to tribal customs, with the right 
in the Secretary of the Interior to fix the rental and to fix the 
terms of the lease until such time as Congress may see fit to 
authorize the opening of the lands? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

The SECRETARY. In the committee’s amendment, line 15, page 
62, after the word ‘‘patented,” it is proposed to insert the words 
‘**nor allotted;” so as to make the amendment read: 

Provided, That hereafter no Indian or tribe of Indians shall lease for min- 
ing purposés lands that are not patented or allotted to said Indians. 

Mr. ALLEN. “Or allotted.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary read ‘nor allotted.” 

Mr.ALLEN. Iunderstood the Secretary toread “nor allotted.” 
It should be ‘‘or allotted.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 63, line 5, before 
the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out ‘“‘ten” and insert “fifteen; ” 
and in line 9, after the word ‘‘ exhausted,” to insert: 

And said commission shall continue its work and make its final oe 

r, 


thereon to the Secretary of the Interior on the first Monday in Decem 
1898, and upon that date the commission shall cease, 


So as to make the clause read: 


Crow, Flathead, etc., Indian Commission: For continuing the work of the 
commission semen under the act of Congress approved June 10, 1896, to 
negotiate with the Crow, Flathead, and other Indians, $15,000, the same to be 
available for the payment of salary and proper expenses of said commission 
from and after the date when the auregresten of $10,000 made by the act of 
June 7, 1897, was exhausted, and said commission shall continue its work and 
make its final report thereon to the Secretary of the Interior on the first 
Monday in December, 1898, and upon that date the commission shall cease. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 63, after line 18, to insert: 


For resurvey of the exterior boundaries of the Klamath Reservation (so 
called), in the State of Oregon, in accordance with the provisions of the first 
article of the treaty made and concluded with the said Klamath and other 
Indians October 14, 1864, and proclaimed February 17, 1870, $10,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, such survey to be made under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Interior, and in such way as he may determine. 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior, who is hereby authorized and 
directed to negotiate through an Indian inspector with said Klamath Indians 
for the relinquishment of all their right and interest in and to any part of 
said reservation, and also to negotiate with them as respects any and all mat- 
ters growing out of their occupation of said reservation under said treaty, 
and the Secretary of the Interior shall also ascertain what portion of said 
reservation is occupied by citizens of the United States, and for what pur- 
pose and under what title, and to pay the necessary expenses incident tosuch 
negotiation and examination, $2,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 64, after line 14, to insert: 


For the survey of lands in the Cheyenne River and Standing Rock Indian 
reservations in South Dakota, and to survey and mark the boundary line 
between said reservations, tee to be immediately available. 

For the inspection of said surveys and for clerk hire in the office of the 
surveyor-general of said State, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 64, after line 21, to insert: 

For compensation of the commissioner authorized by the Indian appro- 

riation act approved June 7, 1897, to superintend the sale of land, etc., of the 
yallup Indian Reservation, Wash., who shall continue the work as therein 
provided, $2,000... 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 65, after line 2, to insert: 

For printing and binding 2,000 copies of the digest of decisions relating to 
Indian affairs, authorized by the Indian appropriation acts of June 10, 1898, 
and June 7, 1897, $9,173. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 65, after line 8, to insert: 

For continuing the work of transferring the Indian depredation claims 
from the Office of Indiau Affairs to the Court of Claims and making a record 
of the same, and for the proper care and custody of the papers and records 
relating thereto, under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1891 
(26 Statutes at Large, page 851), $4,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 65, after line 16, to insert: 

That the time fixed by the Indian appropriation act squroved June7, 1897, 
for opening for location and entry under all land laws of the United States, 
the lands of the Uncompahgre Indian Reservation in Utah, under the limita- 
tions and exceptions as therein provided, is hereby extended six months from 
the Ist day of April, 1898. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 65, after line 23, to insert: 

That lands allotted to the Indians or used by the Government for any pur- 
pose or by any school on the north half of the Colville Indian Reservation 

not be subject to entry: Provided, That the right is hereby granted to 
cut timber for mining and domestic purposes on the unallotted lands of said 


ngfulness of this question. It has nothing whatever to do 
with it. Here are millions of acres of land—I think I am war- 
ranted in sa, millions of acres of land—that are classified as 
, mineral . which the Committee on Appropriations and the 
: Senator from Utah propose to hold without the Indians deriving 
| the slightest benefit from them. 
| They fear that some corporation or some crafty white man some- 
) where will get possession of them under lease; and yet, astonish- 
| ing as it may appear, the Senator from Utah announces in the 
next breath that he intends to have these lands opened up to set- 
tlement so that white men can go in there and get the lands abso- 

lutely. It strikes me that it does not make much difference, if we 
4 are holding the lands for some white men or for some white men 
4 to get, who it is that gets them. 

Mr. RAWLINS. ill the Senator permit me? 

Mr. ALLEN. Inamoment. What I want is that the Indians 
shall have some benefit from them, if they are Indian lands and are 


retained as a of the reservation. 
RAWLINS 



































































. What I desire is that the lands which the In- 
dians can not use and occupy shall be sold by the Indians, the 
fund to be turned into the Preesury to be expended for their 
benefit, for the purchase of cattle and farming implements, and 

i other means by which the Indians can make a living for them- 

selves; that the lands thus ceded to the United States shall be dis- 

posed of in such a manner as to preclude ee Under the 

mineral laws of the United States a citizen of the United States, 

< on complying with the conditions therein provided and paying at 

the rate of $5 an acre for the land, may obtain title to 20 acres of 

land. Under the policy of leasing an individual may obtain a 

lease, perhaps, to the entire reservation, hundreds of thousands of 

acres, and I think as between a policy which leads to the monopo- 

: lization of these large tracts of land under leases and that of the 

9 eneral mineral laws of the United States, the Senator from Ne- 

; Fonsi must certainly agree that the policy which I advocate is 
the better. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I regret that I am not able to 
agree to the conclusion of the Senator from Utah. He does not 
dispute the fact that what he seeks here is to prevent the Indians 
1 from obtaining any benefit from their reservation except the 
, 4 benefit of occupancy, grazing, and hunting. I do not accept the 
< : conclusion of the Senator from Utah, nor, for that matter, that of 
; s the Senator from Arkansas (Mr. JonEs], who stated a moment 
: ago that the only right of the Indian is a right of occupancy. 
, That is not correct. When those reservations are made for the 
: i benefit of the Indian, if he is capable of transacting business, he 
a can mine in the soil of the reservation, and there is no lawful power 

on earth to prevent him from doing so. Every band of Indians— 

every member of every band of Indians occupying reservations 

i to-day that have been reserved for the tribe either by Executive 

order or by statute has a right, by virtue of his interest in the 

land occupied, to mine on it or to cut timber from it or to culti- 

vale ag soil or to do anything else that is necessary or proper for 
im to do. 

If the Indian has that right by virtue of his right to the soil oc- 
cupied by him and does not see fit to exercise it in person, is he to 
be deprived of the right to lease his interest in those lands, or the 
tribe to lease its interest in the lands, to some person or persons for 
a reasonable royalty or rental, under such restrictions protecting 
the interests of the lessor as the Secretary of the Interior may see 
fit to —— or Congress may see fit to impose by statute? ere 
is some benefit to be derived to the Indians from the lease of these 
lands. They are not to remain there in their virgin condition un- 
: til Congress takes the leading strings off of them and permits a 
; white man to walk in and get all the benefit there is in them. 

I regret that I am compelled to admit that in all the treaty ar- 
rangements between the Government and the Indian tribes from 
the foundation of the Government to this moment we have taken 
advant , and suffered others to take advantage, of the Indians 
in their land and in their rights. Unless we change our policy 
and change the course of inistering our Department of the 
Interior, advantage will be taken in the future, as it has been in 
the past. But is that any reason why we should stand here to-day 

| and say that no advantage shall come tothe Indians by leasing these 

lands or any portion of them, and that all the benefits and all the 

profits to be derived shall be retained and held by the Government 

until a period arrives when they shall be thrown open to settle- 

: ment under the general land laws of the United States, and by 

that means the Indians get nothing? That is the policy and the 
pu of the Senator from Utah. 

r. President, I am not inclined to question motives, but if I 

were seeking to understand the motive that might actuate this 

: proposed repyeen should say, sir, that those who live in close 
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oximity to the lands, and who have explored and found the loca- 

on of mineral‘resources and value, want to retain them in 

their present condition until some time when they can induce 

Congress to throw them open to settlement, that they may rush 

, in with their superior knowledge and obtain all there is of value 
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north half of said reservation at such price and under such rules and regula- 
tions as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior. he Secre- 
tary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed to complete the allot- 
ments on the north half of said reservation upon the surveyed and unsurveyed 
portions thereof. 


Mr. WILSON. I suppose I will have an opportunity to offer 
an amendment after we get through with the committee amend- 
ment? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands the order. 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment reported by the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 66, after line 9, to 
insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior shall make investigation as to the avail- 
ability of providing a water supply for irrigation purposes, to be used on a 
ortion of the reservation of the Southern Utes in Colorado, and he is anthor- 
(ed. in his discretion, to contract for, and to expend from the funds of said 
Southern Utes in the purchase of, perpetual water rights sufficient to irrigate 
not excveding 10,000 acres on the western part of the Southern Ute Reserva- 
tion, and for annual charges for maintenance of such water thereon, such 
amount and upon such terms and conditions as to him may seem just and 
reasonable, not exceeding $150,000 for the purchase of such perpetual watcr 
rights, and not exceeding a maximum of 50 cents per acre per annum for the 
maintenance of water upon land irrigated, provided that after such an inves- 
tigation he shall find all the essentia. conditions relative to the water supply 
and to the perpetuity of its availability for use upon said lands, such as in his 
judgment will justify a contract for its perpetual use: Provided, That the 
Secretary of the Interior, upon making all such contracts, shall require from 
the person or persons entering into such contract a bon@of indemnity, to be 
approved by him, for the faithful and continuous execution of such contract 
as provided therein. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 67, after line 7, to insert: 


To enable the Secretary of the Interior to employ a special attorney for the 
Pueblo Indians of New Mexico, $1,500: and to pay for nae services hereto- 
fore rendered said Indians, $500; in all, $2,000, to be immediately available. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 67, after line 12, to insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
required to cause to be assembled at the city of Omaha, in the State of Ne- 
braska, at such time and for such period as he may designate, between the 
Ist days of June and November, A. D. 1808, representatives of t Indian 
tribes, as a part of the Trans-Mississippi and International Exposition, to be 
held at the city of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska, ursuant toan act of Con- 
gress entitled ““An act toauthorizeand encourage the holding of a trans-Mis- 
sissippi and international exposition at the Ss Omaha, in the State of 
Nebraska, in the year 1898,"’ approved June 10, , for the —- of illus- 
trating the past and present conditions of the various Indian tribes of the 
United States, and the progress made by education, and such other matters 
and things as will nig = Indian advancement in civilization, the de- 
tails of which shall be in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior. And 
for the purpose of carrying into effect this provision the sum of 000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated, out of any money 
inthe Treasury not otherwise appropriated; but the Secretary of the Interior 
is hereby prohibited from ma: cing, or causing to be made, any expenditure 
or creating any liability on be of the U: States in excess of the sum 
hereby appropriated. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 68, after line 12, to insert: 


That the inhabitants of the town of Wadsworth, in the county of Washoe, 
State of Nevada, be, and they are hereby, authorized to proc and acquire 
title to the town site of such town under the provisions of section 2382 of chap- 
ter 8 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to the reservation 
and sale of town sites on the public lands, and on compliance with the provi- 
sions of such town-site laws the inhabitants of said town of Wadsworth shall 

uire title in manner and form as provided oz, the statutes —— 1 Pro- 
vided, That the proceeds of the sale of the land in such town site be paid 
into the Treasury, and be used by the Secretary of the Interior for the Piute 
Indiaus of the Pyramid Lake Reservation: Provided further, That if there 
are any Indians residing in said town and in possession of lots of ground with 
improvements, oa have thesame rights of a under the town- 
site laws as white citizens: And provided further, That the tract of land situ- 
ated near to and north of the town of Wadsworth, and upon which is located 
the Pyramid Lake Indian schoolhouse, containing 110 acres, more or less, 
shall be, and hereby is, reserved from the town site hereby established, un- 
less it shall be determined by the Secretary of the Interior that said tract is 
not needed for Indian school purposes. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 69, after line 11, tostrike out: 

For ascertaining the depth of the bed rock at a place on the Gila River i 
Gila County, Ariz., known as The Buttes, and particularly described in Sen- 
ate Document No. 27, Fifty-fourth Congress, and for ae cost of foun- 
dation of a dam across the river at that point for pu of ting the 
Sacaton Reservation, and for the average daily flow of water in 


the river at that point, $20,000, or so m thereof as = be necessary, the 
same to be expended under direction of the Director of the United States 


Geological Survey. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 70, after line 5, to strike out: 

To authorize the Seneca Nation of New York Indians, through its council, 
to pay E. V. Brookshire, out of funds now in its treasury, for legal services 
heretofore performed, the sum of $100. 

Mr. KYLE. I do not know anything about this matter, but I 
should like to ask the chairman of the committee whether Mr. 
Brookshire really performed the legal services mentioned? 

Mr. ALLISON. We found no pa) relating to this special 
matter and could not ascertain the details of this service, or really 
whether any service had been rendered or not, 





Mr. KYLE. I notice on page 67—— 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state that the Indians filed with the 
committee a protest nst the payment of this sum, and the 
committee, in view of the lack of knowledge and in view of this 
protest, have —— in favor of striking out the provision, in 


order that the House may be able to show some reason for its 
insertion. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 


amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 
The amendment was d to. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 


the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 70, after line 17, 
to strike out section 2, as follows: 


Src. 2. That with the consent of a majority of the chiefs and headmen of 
the Prairie Band of Pottawatomie tribe of Indians and the Kicka: tribe of 
Indians in the State of Kansas, expressed in o council tribe, the 
Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, aw and to cause 
to be sold in trust for said Indians the er unalloted lands of the res- 
ervations of the Pottawatomie tribe of In in Jackson County, Kans., and 
the Kickapoo tribe of Indians in Brown County, Kans. The said lands shall 
be appraised in tracts of one-half quarter each by three competent 
com one of whom shali be selected by the two Indian tribes, and 
the other two shall be appointed by the of the Interior: Provided, 
That either tribe may consent to the sale of its own lands and select a com- 
missioner without the consent of the other, and when one tribe does consent 
to the sale of its surplus lands the Secretary of the Interior shall proceed to 


sell the same. 
That after the raisement of said lands as povete: presiied the Secre 
of the Interior s be, and is, authorized directed to offer 
sell the same through the United tes public land office at ka, Kans., 
at public sale to the highest bidder: Provided, That no portion of such lands 
shall be sold at less than the eppraised value thereof, and in no case for less 
than $5 per acre, and to none ex oe Each pur- 
chaser of said lands at such sale be entitled to purchase two half quar- 
ter sections and no more: Provided, That any member of either of said tribes 
of the age of 21 years may purchase not exceeding one quarter section of such 
lands at the appraised value. All purchasers shall pay one-third of the pur- 
chase price at the time said land is bid off, and if not immediately the 
bid shall be re sted and the land reoffered, and one- in two years from 
the date of such sale, and one-third in four years from the date of sale, with 
meee a ee ee Oe SS eae ; and all 
sums, when paid to the receiver of the public d office at Topeka, Kans., 
shall, under rules  benwe! aoe by the of Interior, and with the 
ited States Indian agent for said indies, pes to such 
Indians upon the recognized rolls upon moneys are paid by the 
United States in other cases the said money of such lands: Provided, 
That in the case of minors the an oe em Se Teeny of Re 
United States and beld for gach minors respectively, until they have at- 
tained the age of 21 years. No patents issue until all payments shall 
have been made, and on failure ee ens as required 
by this section he shall forfeit the purchased, and same shall be sub- 
ject to ouaey and sale at the a value thereof or shall be again offered 
at —_ e, as the Secretary of the Interior may determine. 
at there shall be exempted from the provisions of this section the lands 
for two boarding or in schools located on these not ex- 
ceeding 320 acres for each school, the amount and location to be determined 
oy soepates, after the assent of the tribe or tribes, by the Secretary of 
nterior. 
That for the purpose of carrying this section into effect the sum of $2,009, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the same aan Se Oa 


priated, out of any money in the not otherwise appro: »which 
sum shall be reim to the United tes out of the proceeds of the sales 
of the lands made under the p hereof, each tribe to be charged only 
with the expenses ati sale of its own lands. 


tending the 
That before any of the surplus lands belo: toeither of said tribes of 
Indians shall be sold under the provisions of section there shall be 
of the Interior 80 acres to each absentee of said 
tribes, and also to each of the children of the members of the respective 
tribes which have been born since the allotments heretofore made were closed 
and to whom allotments have never been made, but such allotments shall be 
made and accepted su oe ane Provided, Thatin making these 
allotments the said watomie m shall be restricted to the Potta- 
watomie lands and the children to the Kickapoo lands: Provided 
ues to —r— — Coe ted > 
separate and apart m and ou ecting 
this section. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 76, after line 11, to insert the 
following as an additional section: 

Sec. 6. That hereafter at any of the Indian reservations where there is 
Government property not for the use nefit of 


required -— 
the Indians at said reservation the Secretary of the Interior is by au- 
thorized to move such y to other Indian reservations where it may be 


wae ~e apply the of same in the purchase of 
articles as may be needed for eee 
Che niet bation of Gamenaatanediiee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 76, after line 21, to insert the 
following as an additional section: 


Seo. 7. That hereafter when, in the nt of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, any Indian tribe, or part thereof. — receiving rations and clothing 


; are 

ee rations 4 clothing ont other ocyolins tadisloude: the _ 
an and o su a ma 

Danube dhe Gaile eal guy the tenes Snerect money per + oneb 

tribe or part thereof, the manner of such payment to be bed by the 

Secretary of the Interior. 

The amendment was 


agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 78, to insert as an 
additional section the following: 


[AGREEMENT WITH THE UINTAH AND WEITE RIVER UTE TRIBES OF INDIANS 
Set enin i, tenes Clarins Gb itor’, 028 Peanse 1, > 

Src. 10. Whereas yj es and James 
Neeley, being duly appointed and scting commissioners on behalf of the 






a a ee ea 


a 


See a 


United States for such purposes, have conciuded an ent with the head- | the Senator thinks that should be changed in any way, I should be 
the adult males of the Uin d White River Ute : * : 
mon ont Ind ians $= Uintah Indian Reservation, in the State of Utah, glad to have him make a suggestion. 


hich agreement is as 
ws whereas the aforesaid commissioners were a 
tary of the Interior, under and by virtue of an act eyeeres 
June 10, 1896 (Statutes at Large, volume 29, page 841), entitled ‘An act 
for current and 


contingen e of the Indian 
tribes for he fiscal a ending June 30, bor and for other 


ion was 
Whi iver Utes for relinquishment of lands on their reservation for tho 
Srteent af the same in severalty to the Uncompahgre Utes, or to such of 


them as may choose 


“And whereas OA ee eee tiintah and White River Ute Reservation sioners Were appoin the Secretary of the Interior.” The 
are willing to sell part of their surplus lands in the State of Utah, reserved | prelimi clause is left out of the agreement in an amendment 
as a home for them by Executive order dated October 3, 1861, as confirmed in r ; 


effect by an act of 


t 
slightly modified by 
restoring « small 


“Now, theref 
the aforesaid 


on and 
by the headmen and male adults of the Uintah and White River Ute tribe of 
Indians, located on the aforesaid reservation in the State of Utah, witnesseth: 


“That the aforesaid Uintah and White River Ute Indians hereby consent 
in the manner hereinbefore stated) to cede, sell, and reling to the 
e use of such Uncom Ute Indians as may conclude 
tah Ute Reservation, right, title, and interest which 
they may have to the lands necessary for such pu t are not 
for the use of the Uintah and White River Utes; the quantities to be deter- 
mined, and R= durably marked by surveys, under direction of the 
e Interior. 


nited Sta for th 
to remove to the Uin 


Secretary 0: 


“The price to be paid to said Uintah and White River Utes by the United 

lands is to be one dollar and twenty-five cents per acre ($1.25) 

for agricultural and grazing lands; said moneys to be pan into the Treasury 

of the United emmy mded for the benefit of the Uintah and White 
under 4d 


States for said 


River Utes, 


terest at the rate of 4 per cent per annum. 


“ This agreement shall not take effect and be in force until signed by the 
commissioners and by a majority of the adult male Indians of the Uintah 
and White River Ute tribes and ratifi the Congress of the United States 


Recretary the 1 
if, in the opinion of the of the Interior, such action is n . 
t of the United States Government by the coummniasien 


“ Signed on the 


n- 
ers aforesaid and the following Indians of the Uintah and White River 


tribes of Utes. 


“Urntan INDIAN AGENCY, 
“White Rocks, Utah, January 8, 1898. 


“We certify that we interpreted the fo ing agreement with the Uintah 
and White River Utes, and t they entirely understood the entire matter; 
that we truly interpreted for the commissioners and for the Indians at ali 
the councils to discuss the subject and to individual Indians. 


“ “Interpreters. | I send to the desk. 
Wi O heawnn, The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
“J. A. Muse. The Secretary. At the end of line 11, page 75, insert: 


“We certify that we eeteeees 
and White River Utes, and t they thoroughly understood the entire mat- 
ter; that we truly interpreted for commissioners and for the Indians at 
all the councils held to Goons 


“ Witness: 


“I certify on honor that the Uintah and White River Utes had the forego- 
ing agreement fully explained to them; that they thoroughly and fully un- 
derstood the entire subject, and that 107 is a majority of the adult males of 
the Uintah and White River Utes combined. 


“ Wars Rocss, Uran, January 8, 1398. 


Therefore 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That the said agreement be, and the 
same hereby is, accepted, ratified, and confirmed. 


Th . 
e@ aoe meee ° wil under Article II of the foregoing, agree. 


ment with 
from funds 


lines 19 and 
Mr, 


20, on ¥ 
ALLISON. Tifnes 19 and 20 should be stricken out. The 
on page 78 discloses what the tenth section is to be, If 


from sales of lands belonging to the Uncompahgre In 


Mr. CHANDLER. I suppose the Senator from Iowa does not 
want tohave theamendment adopted in theexact languagein which 
it now stands. In lines 19 and 20, on 82, the enacting clause 
of a te bill, I suppose, should be stricken out; and I do not 
und d lines 10, 11, and 12, on page 78. It recites that an 
agreement has been 
it seems evident that line 12 does not begin the agreement. I 
assume that the amendment would be corrected in conference, 
but it would be better ordinarily to have an amendment reason- 
ably perfect when it is adopted by the Senate. Imove to strike out 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 



















































































Mr. CHANDLER. Lines 10 and 11, on page 78, say, “‘ which 
agreement is as follows,” and naturally, then, in ordinary legisla- 
tion, the agreement would follow. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

a DLER. Instead of that it says, beginning with 
ine 12: 

And whereas the aforesaid commissioners were appointed by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the first part of the agreement. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But no agreement follows in that way. 
No agreement ever aan ‘‘And whereas the aforesaid commis- 

y 


papel bs te Races. 
xpenses 


to negotiate with the Uintah 
part 


which professes to give the exact language of the agreement. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it does give the exact language. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Of course bad grammar and bad English do 
not vitiate a law. Every one knows that. But the statutes that 
are prepared here by the Senator from Iowa and his associates 
ought to be models for State legislatures and future Congresses to 
follow. Weshould have as few verbal imperfections in them as 
— I merely cali this matter to the attention of the Senate. 

do not ask to have any delay in the bill on that account. I do 
not think it is a correct recital of the beginning of the agreement. 

Mr. ALLISON. This is the usual phraseology as respects modi- 
fications of the agreements. It is the usual custom to report the 
agreements in the exact language in which they were made, which 
I undertake to say is the fact in this case. If itis not, I shall be 
glad to change it. I 7 I had the agreement here. 

Mr. CHANDLER. undertake to say that between lines 11 
and 12 something has been dropped out. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very likely. 

Mr. CHANDLER. However, I will not delay the bill on that 
account. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iassure the Senator if there is any omission 
in copying the coment it will be remedied. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to strike out lines 19 and 20 on page &2. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Im the absence of objection, the 
amendment will be so modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to makea modification on page 31, line 
22. After the word ‘‘and,” I move to insert the words ‘“‘ in North 
Dakota and South;” so as to read: 

For pay of additional employees at the several agencies for the Sioux in 
Nebraska and North Dakota and South Dakota, $85,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. These are all the committee amendments. 

Mr. KYLE. In line 11, page 75, I offer the amendment which 


“ARTICLE I. 


“ARTIOLE II. 


m of the Secretary of the Interior, and to bear in- 


“ARTICLE ITI. 


“BENJAMIN F. BARGE, Commissioner. 
“CHARLES G. HOYT, Commissioner. 
“JAMES H. MCNEELY, Commissioner. 


“ TABBY (his x mark), 
“And one hundred and twenty-three others. 


“Wutte Rooks, UTAH, Jan’y Sth, 1898. 


HENRY E. HARRIS, 
CHARLEY MACK (x), 


the foregoing agreement with the Uintah That all or any part of the principal sum of $168,335.10 created by the act of 


March 2, 189, now in the Treasury to the credit of the Sioux Indians of the 
Crow Creek Reservation, in South Dakota, drawing interest at 4 per cent 
oer annum, may, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, be used 

or the purchase of stock cattle, agricultural implements, or such other 
articles as will best promote their welfare and civilization. 

Mr. KYLE. This is the amendment drawn by the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs and inclosed in a letter to the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations. The amendment was ap- 
proved in the first instance by the Committee on Indian Affairs 
and afterwards was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
They did not see fit to incorporate it. [I do not know that they 
will admit it now or that the Senate will vote favorably upon the 
proposition, but I wish to say that this money is due these Indians 
and ought to be paid. 

I listened with a good deal of pleasure a few moments ago to the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] in speaking of our treat- 
ment of the Indians, and the remark especially that an Indian is 
as good as a white man and that contracts made with Indians 
should be as binding as those made with white men. 

This claim arose out of the treaty with the Sioux Indians of the 
reservation in 1889. In the allotments of lands to these tribes, it 
was aimed to give a like number of acres to each—the Pine Ridge, 
Rosebud, Standing Rock, Cheyenne River, Lower Brule, and Crow 
Creek Indians. In the allotment 187,039 acres less fell to the Crow 
Creek than to the other tribes. An agreement was reached be- 
tween the several Indians representing this tribe and the commis- 
sioners, by which, instead of 187,039 acres of land, they were to 
receive $1 per acre, or $187,039 in cash. 

Now, Mr. President, though this agreement was made, the cash 
never has been paid. I wish tocall the attention of the chairman 
of the committee to the agreement that these Indians made with 
the commissioners who were then treating with them. 


the subject and to individuhl Indians. 
= Y E. HAR 


RIS, 
“CHARLEY MACK (his x mark), 
“Interpreters. 


“ 


. H. BECK, 
“Captain, United States Army, Acting Indian Agent. 


te River Ute tribes of Indians 


made, “‘ which agreement is as follows,” and 





eS LRN 
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Mr. ALLISON. 


I would be glad to hear the Senator respecting 
Will the Senator read the letter of the Secretary 
I supposed I had the letter here, but I find that 
it has been given to the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. KYLE. Iwill read the letter of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs to the honorable Secretary of the Interior and forwarded 
to the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. ALLISON. Have them both read. 

Mr. KYLE. The letter of the Secretary of the Interior to the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations is as follows: 


DEPARTMEST OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, February 5, 1898. 
Srr: At the request of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, by letter of 
this date, I have the honor to herewith transmit a copy of the said letter for 
your information, the subject thereof being a report, at your verbal request 
of him, on a proposed amendment to the Indian appropriation bill now pend- 
ing in the Senate, in relation to the disposition of the trust fund now in the 
Treasury belonging to the Indians of the Crow Creek Reservation, 8. Dak. 


Very respectfully, 
C. N. BLISS, Secretary. 


the agreement. 
of the Interior? 


Hon. WILLIAM B. ALLISON, 
United States Senate. 


The letter inclosed is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 

OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, February 5, 1898. - 

The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

Sir: At the request of the Hon. WILLIAM B. ALLIson, chairman of the 
Senate Committee on Aopesociiins, made of me verbally yesterday, I have 
the honor to submit the following report upon the inclosed proposed amend- 
ment to the Indian appropriation bill. The amendment is as follows: 

“That all of the principal sum of $168,335.10 now in the eer te the 
credit of the Sioux Indians of the Crow Creek Reservation in South Dakota, 
drawing interest at 4 per cent per annum, may, in the discretion of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, be used for the purchase of stock cattle or in any other 
manner that will best promote their welfare and civilization.” 

The fund above referred tois that created by the act of March 2, 1895 (28 
Stats., 888), which reads as follows: 


This is the statute he refers to: 


For compensating the Indians of the Crow Creek Reservation for loss sus- 
tained by those Indians in receiving less land per capita in their diminished 
reservation than is received by the Indians occupying other diminished 
reservations, the amount.to be added to the share of the permanent fund of 
the said Crow Creek Indians and to draw interest at the rate of 4 per cent 
per annum, $187,039. 


The Commissioner goes on to say: 


Out of this an attorney's fee was paid of $18,703.90, leaving $168,335.10 as the 
rincipal sum, which sum is now in the Treasury to the credit of the Crow 
rock tain, drawinginterestat4 percent. By the terms of the act quoted, 
one-half of this interest is available for educational purposes and the other 
half for such purposes as the Secretary of the Interior may determine. The 

rincipal can be used only by act of Congress. The history of this fund will 
be found in House Executive Document No. 121, Fifty-third Congress, sec- 
ond session, and House Report No. 1686, Fifty-third Congress, third session. 

As the proposed legislation simply gives the Secretary of the Interior dis- 

cretionary power to expend this principal sum for certain purposes, I see no 
objection to the adoption of the amendmeni, provided it be changed to read 
as follows: 

This is the amendment which I have sent to the desk, and which 

was worded by him: 


The amendment is inclosed, with the request that it be returned to Senator 

ALLISON with this report. 
Very respectfully, W. A. JONES, Commissioner. 

Now, with reference to this amendment, the commission, consist- 
ing of three men, treated with Crow Indians, Before they could 
get their consent they had to subscribe to the following agreement, 
which I shall read: 

Unless the Government pay us in cash in our hands— 

Notice the wording— 


Unless the Government pay us in cash in our hands $187,000, in lieu of the 
187.000 acres of land reserved less for us and extend the treaties of 1868 and 
1877 for the term of fifty years (this to be in addition to Sioux bill), our names 
will be taken from the contract and our reservation (Crow Creek) shall lie 
unopen to settlement. 


Cash was to be paid in hand at the time. It was signed by the 
three commissioners and by the chiefs of the tribe and by the 
agent of the Crows at that time, Mr. W. W. Anderson. The 
matter was reported by these commissioners to the Secretary of 
the Interior, but instead of following out the express agreement 
they recommended that it should become a part of their ‘“ per- 
manent fund,” to remain with the Secretary of the Treasury and 
be available for them at 4 per cent per annum. The President in 
1890 recommended that the money should be pte orn and 
set aside for them. It was not set aside by act of Congress until 
the act of 1896. Since that time the money has been available 
for them in the Treasury of the United States, drawing interest 
at 4 per cent, but they can not get the money except by act of 
Congress. 

Now, as I remarked, an ement made with an Indian or an 
Indian tribe should be as binding as an agreement made with 
white people. These Indians have written frequently in regard 
to this fund, expecting every year that it would be given to them 
cash in hand, exactly as stipulated in the agreement; but it has 
not come. Within the past few months I think I have received 


several letters from the chiefs of the tribe, stating that they wish 
to come to Washington for the purpose of getting the money due 
them. They are expecting the principal, and not the interest, to 
be divided amongst them each year, as has been the custom for 
the past two years. 

Mr. President, I submit that this is simply a plain proposition— 
an agreement upon the part of the United States Government 
with these chiefs. The agreement is to-day upon file with the 
Secretary of the Interior. We know what the agreement is. I 
have just read it to the Senate. I believe this money should be 
appropriated and set aside for the people of this tribe. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Committee on Appropriations considered 
the amendment, and were of the opinion that it was hardly nec- 
essary at this time for these Indians to purchase $168,000 in value 
of cattle; that it would be wiser that it should be done gradually 
for the benefit of the Indians. The suggestion made by the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota as to what was the understanding of the 
Indians of course has been expressed fairly in the statute of 1895. 
The matter was fully considered at that time and acted upon. If 
the amendment could be modified by inserting the words “in 
whole or in part,” I will not object to it, because I can not con- 
ceive of any Secretary of the Interior or any Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs being so profligate with the funds of Indians as to 
purchase $168,000 worth of cattle at any one time. 

Mr. KYLE. If the Senator will allow the amendment to be 
read, he will see that it contains the provision he desires. That 
was the change that was made in the amendment I forwarded to 
the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not understand that. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let the amendment be read. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Indians who pay $18,000 in attorneys’ fees 
would be very likely to use up this fund very rapidly if they were 
not restrained by the proper officer of the Government. 

The VICE-PRESID The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Provided, That all or any part of the principal sum—— 


Mr. KYLE. That is the phrase I refer to, ‘‘All or any part of 
the principal sum.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the amendment be read in full. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


romtaes, That all or any part of the principal sum of $168,335.10, created 


by the act of March 2, 1895, and now in the Treasury to the credit of the Sioux 
Indians of the Crow Creek 


Reservation in South Dakota, drawin 
4 per cent per annum, may, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, 
be used for the purchase of stock cattle, agricultural implements, or such 
other articles as will best promote their welfare and civilization. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
which has been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Washington will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 65, after line 23, it is proposed to 
insert: 


That the mineral lands only in the Colville Indian Reservation, in the State 
of Washington, shall be subject to entry under the laws of the United 
States in relation totheentry of mineral lands: Provided, That lands allotted 
to Indians or uséd by the vernment for any purpose, or by any school, 
shall not be subject to entry under this provision. 


Mr. ALLISON. Do I understand that that is to be added to 
the provision already in the bill? 

Mr. WILSON. Yes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Washington. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
na ee I offer another amendment, which I send to 

e desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Washington will be stated. 


ted 
; — SECRETARY. On page 54, after line 8, it is proposed to 
insert: 


For the erection of a new boys’ dormitory at the Fuvelep Gta 


nm 

school, Washington, $10,000; for building for dining room, kitchen, and = 

gros te at i — system, $8,000; for minor changes and improvements, 
, ’ ? ’ 7 


Mr. ALLISON. This is the amendment in substance offered 
by the Senator from Washington, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, reported from that committee, and referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. The Committee on Appropri- 
ations had before them the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, who 
stated that the proposed improvements should be madeat the Puy- 
allup school, but said that he would make them and could make 
them out of the funds already appropriated in the bill as it came 
from the other House, found on page 44, in lines 22 and 23. I 
have no objection to the amendment of the Senator from Wash- 
ington; but before the Senate shall to it, I desire to move, in 
line 22, on page 44, to strike out ‘‘ ,000” and insert ‘‘ $170,000,” 


interest at 
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Mr. ALLISON. Iam sorry the Senator from Nebraska has not 
made some further investigation respecting this matter and called 
the attention of the Committee on Appropriations to it. My at- 
tention was called to the suggested change of location, and I 
inquired of the Commissioner oF Indian Affairs regarding it, who 
said that it would be wise to change the location, and I think he 
promised to send a letter to the committee on the subject. Ido 
not think, however, that we ought to require this location to be 
made at an ticular place. 

Mr. AL . I will accept an amendment to the amendment 
in the form the Senator suggests. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish the amendment also to provide that the 
change shall be made in the discretion of the Commissioner of In- 























































The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 44, line 22, after the word “sites,” it 
is proposed to strike out ‘“*two hundred,” and insert ‘‘one hun- 
dred and seventy;” so as to read: 

ction, purchase, lease, and re of school buildings and pur- 
cnet Pachoo sites, $170,000. = ” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will first put the question 
on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now I have no objection to the amendment 
proposed Sr Senator from Washington [Mr. Wriison]. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment | dian Affairs or the Secretary of the Interior. If that is done I 
roposed by the Senator from Washington [Mr. WiLson], which | shall notobject tothe amendment. I think there are reasons why 
has been read. the present location is not a proper one, and why it should be 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to call the attention of the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations to the amendment which 
I now offer, which has not been referred to his committee and 
which has just come to my notice. It does not make any appro- 


riation. 

' The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Washington will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 62, line 20, after the word “dollars,” 
it is proposed to insert: 

Provided, That the time for the completion of the canal, or any part 
thereof, authorized by an act entitled “An act granting to the Columbia Ir- 

nm 


tion Company & at of way through the Yakima Indian Reservation, in 
ashington,” be, and is hereby, extended two years from July 24, 1898. 


Mr. ALLISON. That is an independent proposition and is, of 
course, legislation. I reserve the right to make the point of order 
against the amendment. I know nothing about it, as it is a mat- 
ter which was not presented at all to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. WILSON. Iso stated when I offered the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendment ought to receive the approval 
of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the Secretary of the 
Interior. if the Senator has that approval, I should be glad if he 
will have it read. 

Mr. WILSON. -I will state that I have not such approval; but 
some three years ago the right of way was granted to the company 
to construct an irrigating ditch through the Yakima Indian Res- 
ervation, provided that the people who constructed the ditch 
should give to the Indian allottees their water free. They have to 
some extent constructed the ditch, and the Indians have been 
largely benefited thereby. They have taken laterals from this 
main ditch; but they have not been able, owing to the hard times, 
to complete it within the specified time, which will soon expire; and 
unless something is done now Iam afraid it will not only be a great 


changed. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ought to say, in justification of myself, that 
this amendment is a departmental draft, and not mine. 

Mr. ALLISON. It would be of some value, I think, in the dis- 
cussion and consideration of the pending bill if there was some 
understanding that the Committee on Appropriations, which is 
expected from time to time to assent to these amendments, should 
be informed at least an hour or two in advance of their being of- 
— 2 the Senate of the important reasons why they should be 
ado ; 

Mr. ALLEN. On the suggestion of the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. CocKRELL], I modify the amendment so as to read: 

That the location of the agency headquarters for the Omaha and Winne- 
bago Indians in Nebraska may be removed to a point on the reservation near 
a railroad, etc. 

I call the attention of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIsoN] to 
the proposed modification. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read as 
modified. 

The Secretary read the amendment as modified, as follows: 

That the location of the agency headquarters for the Omaha and Winne- 
bago Indians in Nebraska may be removed to a point on the reservation near 
a railroad, and that for the purpose of erecting at that point suitable agency 
buildings and providing a sufficient water supply the sum of $26,000 is hereby 
appropriated, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Interior. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think the amendment should go further, and 
say ‘‘at some point on the railroad, in the discretion of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior.” 

Mr. ALLISON. The words “‘may,in the discretion of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior,” should be added, and then later on there 
should be inserted the words *‘ and in case of such removal.” 

Mr, ALLEN. Let the amendment be sent to the Senator from 
Iowa, that he may make the changes he desires. 

The amendment was handed to Mr. ALIson. 





































, damage to the people who have constructed the ditch, but also to ? . r he read i 
the Indians, who receive water free, as provided in the act, and be Pa Rg —— " zh aes Bak smeniment may be read in the 
i detrimental to them. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment as now modified 


When we received $20,000 by the sale of a fishery there we 


turned that into the construction of laterals from the main ditch. woe be send. 


i : 2 The SecRETARY. The amendment as proposed to be modified 
; The work is going on. The proposed extension of time can not | peads as follows: _— 
1 by any | ible means affect any of the Indians injuriously, but, That the location of the agency headquarters for the Omaha and Winne- 


on the contrary, will be very beneficial to them. 

The matter was brought to my notice by a telegram I received 
a day or two ago stating that the time had almost expired, and I 

called the attention of the chairman of the committee to it. Of 

course the amendment is a little out of the regular order, and I 

shall not insist upon it if the Senator objects, but it can not 

— do any harm. 

Mr. AL IN. I have no objection to the insertion of the 
amendment, with the understanding that before the bill is finally 
concluded all the facts shall be ascertained and that the proposi- 
tion shall receive the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. 
The amendment may be inserted tentatively, as it does not in- 
volve the appropriation of money and may be of great value to 
the Indians. 

Mr. WILSON. If I do not secure the approval of the Depart- 
ment I shall be willing to have the amendment stricken out in 

erence. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted —o Senator from Washington [Mr. WILson]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. TIoffer an amendment to come in after line 21, on 

36, which I send to the desk. 
© VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The Secretary. After line 21, on page 36, it is proposed to in- 


bago Indians in Nebraska may, in the discretion of the Secretary of the In- 
terior, be removed to some other suitable —_ on the reservation near a 
railroad; and in case of such removal, for the purpose of erecting suitable 
agency buildings and providing a sufficient water supply, the sum of $26,000 
is hereby appropriated, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Interior. 

Mr. ALLEN. Thatisright. I accept the modification. — 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, 
to come in after line 13, on page 8. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page§8, after line 13, itis proposed toinsert: 

That all officers of the Indian Office now in the field shall be allowed sleeping- 
car fare asa part of their actual and necessary expenses, and a)! disallowances 
by the Treasury Department for sleeping-car accommodations for the fiscal 
years 1897 and 1898 shall be removed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Nebraska will not 
press that amendment. I have made special inquiry as to this 

articular matter, and find that all of the employees of the Interior 

partment are allowed sleeping-car fare. 1 understand there has 

been a recent ruling on this subject. Whatever that ruling is, it 
should be dealt with in a general way and not upon a bill as to 
these particular employees. But I was told by the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs and by the Secretary of the Interior that there 
is no trouble respecting the accounts of the Indian Department. 
So I trust the bill will not be embarrassed with this amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN. I want to say, in justification of myself, that in 
the Indian Office they have been holding up such accounts, not- 
withstanding the rule there provides that they shall be allowed. 


That the location of the ncy headquarters for the Omaha and Win 
bago Indians in Nebraska ‘shall be remeyed to a point on the wepeevetion 
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The custom heretofore has been to allow the inspectors and In- 
dian traveling agents, whatever title they are given, sleeping-car 
fare, I think, without an exception. The accounts for the last 
two quarters of the current fiscal year have been held up, and are 
not being allowed and not being paid. If the Senator from Iowa 
can explain why that is true and what remedy these employees 
have, I will let the amendment go. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me, I understand 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs that there is some mis- 
take as to the holding up of those accounts; that no accounts in 
the Indian Bureau are held up, because the Indian appropriation 
laws in every instance provide that sleeping-car fare shall be al- 
lowed; and provisions run through this entire bill containing 
allowances for sleeping-car fare. 

Mr. ALLEN. I donot want to put superfluous amendments on 
this bill. I do not want to amend it simply for the fun of it. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator’s amendment was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and appeared in the consideration 
of the bill. We referred it specifically to the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, who said it was wholly unnecessary and that the 
Department was provided with all they needed in this matter; and 
some of the most experienced men connected with the Indian Bu- 
reau were with the Commissioner when he made the statement. 

Mr. ALLEN. That hardly ansyrers my question. 

Mr. ALLISON. I object to the amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN. I know, but I hope that the Senator will listen 
to me just a moment, Ido not doubt that the Secretary of the 
Interior says he has ample authority; I do not doubt that he has 
ample authority; I do not doubt that the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs says he has ample authcrity, and that he has it, to adjust 
these matters. What i am complaining about is that these ac- 
counts are held up and the Treasury Department absolutely re- 
fuses to recognize or pay them. If the Senator from Iowa says, 
as I understood him to intimate a moment ago, that these accounts 
will be adjusted and paid, then I do not want to put this amend- 
ment on the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. AsI understand the facts to be, the accounts 
of the Indian Bureau are not held up as to sleeping-car fare, but 
they are adjusted and paid. I do not see how it is possible for an 
accounting officer to escape their payment, because on page 8, in 
the very provision to which the ator proposes to attach his 
amendment, there is a specific statement, ‘‘exclusive of transpor- 
tation and sleeping-car fare;” and that runs through all this bill 
and is existing law. 

Mr, ALLEN, I will accept the statement of the Senator from 
lowa, assuring him I have no desire to burden this bill with un- 
ae | amendments, and let the amendment go. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. ALLEN. I now wish to offer an amendment which will 
lead to some discussion. I do not suppose we can get through 
with this bill to-night, and I desire to discuss the amendment at 
the proper time quite fully. I offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk, to be inserted after line 10, on page 33. I want the 
amendment pending, so that it may come up to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Nebraska will be stated. 

The Secretary. After line 10, on page 33, it is proposed to 
insert: 

That the annuities of the Medawakanton and Wahpakoota bands of Sioux 
or Dakota Indians, otherwise known as the Santee Sioux Indians, os 
under the treaties with them of September 29, 1837, and August 5, 1851, whic 
annuities are declared forfeited by the act of Congress approved February 
16, 1863, be, and the same are hereby, restored to said bands of Indians as 
though said act had never been passed. 

Tnat theannuities of the Sisseton and Wahpeton bands of Sioux or Dakota 
Indians arising under the treaty of July 23, 1851, with said ds, which an- 
nuities were declared forfeited by the act of Congress approved February 16, 
1863, be, and the same are hereby, restored to said Indians and continued to 
the Ist day of July, 1902, the date of the expiration of said treaty, as though 
said act had never been passed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to make the pan of order upon that 
amendment. In the first place, it is a claim; and in the second 

lace, it changes entirely a law that has been upon the statute 
oks since 1863, and involves, with the accompanying amend- 
ments relating to other tribes, nearly, if not quite, $3,000,000, and 
may involve twice that sum. So it has no place upon a bill pro- 
viding for fulfilling treaty stipulations with the Indian tribes for 
the fiscal year 1899. 

Mr. ALLEN. That question I desire to debate at some length. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire the decision of the Chair upon the 
point of order. - 

Mr. ALLEN. I will withdraw the amendment at this time, 
then, if it is to be whistled down the wind without any discussion 
at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to complete the bill, if I can, to-night. 

Mr. ALLEN. I want to assist the Senator from Iowa in getting 
& _ through, but my State has rights here which ought to be 

ear 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. I only wish to give the Senator 
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notice that if he wants to have such amendments considered, I 
shall be glad to have them considered now, because I think we 
ought, if we can, to complete the bill to-night. If we can not, 
certainly we ought to go on with it to-morrow. 

Mr. ALLEN. Here is a lot of literature of several hundred 
pages covering this subject which bears directly and specifically 
on the sole question of the right of these Indians to have restored 
to them that which is provided for in this amendment. I submit 
it can not be di in five minutes or ten minutes. Iam will- 
ing to submit myself cheerfully to whatever order may be made, 
and yet I do not think it would be advisable to cut amend. 
ment off without an opportunity to present it more fully. These 
Indians are as much entitled to this amendment to this bill as ever 
a man was entitled to receivea dollar he hadloaned. The amend- 
ment is perfect as a legal proposition and perfect as an equitable 
proposition. 

r. President, out of all the Indian wars and massacres in this 
country this confederated band of Indians alone remains under 
the ban of forfeiture. Some of them were engaged in what is 
known as the New Ulm massacre of 1862 in Minnesota. All of 
them are dead with the exception of some twenty or twenty-one 
old men, and with that exception there is not one of them alive 
to-day who participated in that unfortunate affair. Now they 
stand marked of all the tribes in the United States as having for- 
feited certain treaty rights, which they could not forfeit, but 
which the Government by the act of 1863 sought to wrest from 
them. They stand marked and branded as the only outlaws 
among the Indians. 

We have got along pretty nicely with this bill. It is now after 
4 o'clock, and I assure the Senator from Iowa that I do not want 
to consume time. I have myself something else to do as well as 
other Senators have; but I do want to — this question some- 
what fully, so that we can es to a higher authority than tho 
Senate of the United States, that we may appeal to the enlight- 
ened judgment and sense of right of the American people. AfterI 
shall have presented the views which are made manifest by the liter- 
ature which I have gathered on this subject and by the facts which 
I shall be able to show, I shall be perfectly willing to submit, as 
I must, to whatever ruling may be made here or whatever vote 
may be taken by the Senate; but I do not want to be picked up 
and enaytied out like a candle without an opportunity to present 
the facts. 

If it is the judgment of the Senate or the judgment of its pre- 
siding officer, after we get through with this matter, that these 
poor, friendless Indians shall go to their graves robbed of their 
treaty rights and that this Government will not live to its 
obligations to them—its legal and moral obligations both—but will 
take advantage of the fact that it has the strength like a bully to 
refuse to perform its obligations, then I will be content with a 
ruling or vote of that kind; but I want a chance to present it, and 
that isall. I hope it may go over until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Nebraska is a member of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. That committee has —_ 
jurisdiction of this matter. I believe it reported a bill for t 


ur ? 
. Mr. ALLEN. Yes. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Is it not upon the Calendar? He has his 
day. Why does he insist on putting this amendment upon an 
ae bill, where it does not belong, in violation of the 

es of the Senate? 

Mr. ALLEN. If theSenator from Missouri, with all his astute- 
ness, can tell me where this violates the rules of the Senate, I shall 
be glad to have him do so. 

Mr. President, you go to the Committee on Appropriations (I 
am not speaking and do not intend to speak harshly of them at 
all) with a proposed amendment, and they say, “ Oh, this belongs 
on some other bill.” They tell you what bill it belongs to. There 
is not a man on the face of the earth who can point out a line of 
demarcation between the bill to which it is offered and the bill to 
which it is said to belong. There is a shadowy, intangible dis- 
tinction there made by the members of the Committee on Appro- 
priations. Sometimes you go to them, and they say, “ 
amendment ought to have been on some bill that has passed.” 
The opportunity has gone by. I am not complaining particu- 
larly of this, except that some kind of rule that does not exist ig 
constantly invoked here to prevent just tion. 

I do not know whether politics should sacrifice Een © or 
not. I used to think to the contrary. I used to k that if 
a thing was just, it ought to be done; if it was ust, it ought 
not to be done. I am inclined to believe so yet. I was so thor- 
oughly grounded in that faith that I am not prepared yet to 
change. Still the sole question in the Senate seems to be, and 
the same is true of the are of ae atthe not a a 
thing is right or whether it ; expedien in- 
ciple, right, contract, and treaty obligations—everything must 
- before the all-omnipotent question of expediency or inexpe- 

ency. 





Senator from Missouri and the Senator from Iowa will 
an to-morrow morning, or to-morrow some 
reasonable fullness the cause of these wards 
ve no power to help themselves and who are 
ssatptng ea tal 
e an ends, 
going home and telling them the result. 
May I ask the Senator a question? Are these 
Indians the Indians who took part in the massacre at New 









E 


Mr. There are twenty-one old men—older than the 
Senator from Iowa. 
Mr. GEAR. I used to live among them, and I know all about 


them, 
Mr. ALLISON. I have no disposition to insist unreasonably 
completion of the bill sete on but I am so absolutely 
convinced as to the amendment ch is now proposed 
Senator from Nebraska that I do not believe it is wise for us to 
the consideration of this bill in order that we may have 
a debate upon the amendment. 

I do not wish to enter into the merits of the question except to 
say that the Indians for whom he and in whose the 
amendment has been projected have been dealt with more liberally 
than or as liberally as any Indians in the United States from the 
colonial period to this moment. They have, in my belief, no title 
or shadow of title to the legislation he proposes, but they have a 
right, I agree, as every citizen has a right, to a proper hearing in 
this body. The Committee on Appropriations is not the commit- 
tee that should inaugurate or initiate this legislation, nor is an 













riation bill the proper place for it. It involves intricacies 
hem ons and statutes and appropriations in past years of 
many ion dollars. 






The idea that we can upon this a bill, even if the 
tion of the Senator be just, deal with it as it ought to be 
t with is preposterous. It is a claim pure and simple, and the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, if it has any duty to perform in this 
body, ought to perform that duty by bringing this before the 
Senate and having it discussed debated as a separate and dis- 
tinct proposition. Therefore, whilst I am always interested in 
listening to the Senator from Nebraska on public questions or 
questions affecting his State and his constituency, here is a propo- 
sition which by no oe can become a law upon the pending 
bill, unless we are to override every precedent we have made as 
to these Indians and claims of a similar character. 

It is true there is a large amount of legislation upon this appro- 
= bill, but it is legislation that relates to the current con- 

uct of Indian affairs and to the welfare of the Indians for the 
current year. Now we come to the consideration of a claim 
which, if it has the merit the Senator from Nebraska claims for 
it, will require of von em from three to six million dollars. I 
appeal to the Senator Nebraska to let it take the ordinary 
course of such legislation and such claims, and consider it inde- 
ndently and separately and not upon an appropriation bill. If 
it is the judgment of the Senate that we shall now go on and de- 
bate this matter, which probably is full of interest—it certainly is 
full of documents and facts covering a period of thirty or forty 
years—I am willing to go into it and go on with it as far as we can 
to-night, and if we can not conclude it, finish it to-morrow or 
ae this matter is again brought to the attention of the 

na . 

The Senator is aware that for to-morrow there has been assigned 
for consideration, by unanimous-consent agreement, the claim of 
Mr. Corbett to a seat in this body, and it may not be possible for 
me to bring this bill upfor consideration. I had hoped that these 
matters ting to the Indian service could be disposed of to-day, 
and I hope the Senator will not ask us to postpone the considera- 
tion of the bill further for this amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I join my request to that of the Senator 
from Iowa that the Senator from Ne will proceed to-night, 
if he desires to discuss the amendment which he proposes to the 
bill. There isan hour and a half now before 6 o’clock, and I shall 
certainly insist, and I so notified the Senator from Iowa, that the 

election case must go on to-morrow in the proper discharge 
of duties of the Senate. I hope the Senator will either press 
the claim, which he thinks to be meritorious, as a separate bill, or 
go on and to-night, if he desires to do so. 
Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Chair to rule upon the amendment. 
Mr. ALLEN. I have wi wn the amendment, and I am not 
going to give the Chair an opportunity to rule upon it now. I 
will offer it later. 

Mr. yore me To what point was the Senator from Ne- 


Mr. + Loffered it simply for the purpose of having it 
pending that it might be discussed to-morrow. 
I do not want to cavil or to contradict the Senator from Iowa; 
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he is my senior in years and rience; but I must not permit 
the statement to go Sichalienael 3 that this claim has no merit. I 
put in too many weeks, and months, [ was going to say, of inves- 
tigation to permit it to be blown aside by mere breath. I only 

t that it is not possible to get the matter out of a political 
tribunal and into a judicial tribunal, in order to try this question, 
and I should be glad to meet the Senator from Iowa there or any- 
— else tosubmit this as a judicial proposition upon the facts I 

ave. 

But, Mr. President, politics robs justice of all itu virtne. 
turns right into wrong and wrong into right. 
be ced to expediency—party expediency and expediency in 
other respects. 

I am not prepared to a ae about the proposed amendment. 
I am not = to say the Senator from Iowa will not defeat 
me on a vote here, if it comes to a vote; but certainly every man 
in this country ought to have an opportunity to present his cause 
with reasonable f ess and clearness, if he can, before a judg- 
ment is entered concluding him. I can not myself see the force 
of the objection which is made that it is legislation. Suppose it 
is legislation. What is the bill itself but legislation? We in this 
eee have executive, legislative, and judicial powers all com- 
ined, 

To-morrow we will sit as a court to try the question of Mr. Cor- 
bett’s claim to admission as a member of the Senate. We will be 
exercising judicial power. Probably within twenty minutes from 
the time we do that we will pass into executive session, and we 
will be exercising a part of the executive power of the Govern- 
ment committed tous by the Constitution. Then possibly twenty 
minutes after that we will come out into legislative session again 
and will be eae legislative power. All bills are legislation. 
An appropriation bill because it carries with it money is no less 
legislation than any other measure. 

But admitting that the distinction exists, which I am willing to 
do to get rid of the controversy, what earthly harm does it dothis 
bill to take up and consider the amendment I offered? We can 
discuss it on its merits. We can bring out the facts here to show 
whether or not these Indians have been robbed by the Govern- 
ment of their treaty rights: We can meet here and discuss the 
thing fully, and lay it before the Senate and before the country. 
Why cavil and why chop sand over the question whether it is an 
appropriation bill or whether it is legislation, or with reference 
to its character in any other respect? 

I want to do my duty as I understand it, and I do not want my 
duty prescribed for me by any other man. When I have satisfied 
myself that I have discharged my duty, I have satisfied the one 
individual who is the most concerned in the matter. I know that 
as a legal proposition these people are entitled to this relief, unless, 
sir, the Congress of the United States is prepared to hold now 
that by legislation you can destroy a treaty that carries with it 
property rights. What becomes of the doctrine of vested rights 
under these circumstances? This Government took from the 
Sioux Indians millions of acres of land for which it gave them 
practically nothing. It contracted to pay them 10 cents an acre 
for hundreds of thousands of acres of land that it sold for $1.25 
and never even paid the 10 cents or the interest on it, with the 
exception of one or two payments. 

Is that a contract? as there not a consideration for it? Were 
there not parties there capable of contracting? Was there not a 
quid pro quo? Were not all the elements of a contract embraced 
in the transaction? Yet it is held that by legislative act and 
without any judicial condemnation or forfeiture we can snuff 
out this contract right as you or I can snuff out a lighted candle; 
and the man who disputes it, who questions it, who wants to re- 
instate tlfese Indians in their rights, is to be looked upon asa 
public enemy or at least as something of a bore. 

I withdraw the proposed amendment here and now, and take it 
out of the arena of discussion for the time being, only to have it 
appear upon the surface again at a proper time. 

Mr. MANTLE. I desire to call up two amendments presented 
by myself this morning, reported from the Committee on Indian 


airs. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first amendment will be stated. 
The Secretary. At the bottom of page 54 it is proposed to 
insert: 


It 
Everything must 


Tor the construction, completion, furnishing, and equipping of an Indian 
industrial school on the Fort Keogh Military Reservation,in the State of 
Montana, upon a site to be selected by the Secretary of the Interior, not to 
exceed 1,000 acres, $25,000, the establishment of such school to be subject to 
the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MANTLE. I offer an amendment to be inserted on page 77. 
The SecrETary. On page 77, after section 9, it is proposed to 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to send 
an inspector of his Department tothe reservation of the Northern Cheyenne 
Indians, in the State of Montana, and said agent shall be instructed to make 
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afulland complete report to the Secretary of the Interior upon the condi- 
tions existing upon said reservation, said report to be available for use on or 
before the 15th day of November, 1898. 

It shall be the duty of the said inspector to ascertain if it is feasible to se- 
cure the removal of said Northern Cheyenne Indians from the present reser- 
vation to some portion of the Crow Indian Reservation, in the State of Mon- 


tana. He shall also ascertain and report in detail the number and names of 
the white settlers legally upon the Northern Cheyenne Reservation, the num- 
ber of acres of land owned by them, its location, and the value thereof and 
of the improvements thereon. 

Also the number and names of white settlers whoare alleged to be illegally 
settled upon the reservation, the circumstances attending their settlement 
thereon, and their location. He shall also enter into negotiations with the 
white settlers upon said reservation who have valid titles for thesale of their 
lands and improvements to the Government; and he is hereby authorized 
and empowered to make written agreements with such settlers, which agree- 
ments shall not be binding unless ratified and approved by the Secretary of 
the Interior. He shall also make recommendations as to the settlement of 
the claims of such white settlers as have gone upon said reservation under 
circumstances which give them an equitable right thereon. 

He shall investigate the subject of fencing in the said reservation, and 
shall indicate the lines such fence should follow and the estimated cost of 
same, and shall report — the number of cattle and sheep which may safely 
be pastured within the limits recommended to be fenced. He shall further 
report upon and make recommendations with reference to any and all mat- 
ters which in his judgment have any bearing upon the question of securing 
an equitable adjustment of the difficulties now existing upon said reserva- 
tion, and with especial reference to bringing about a satisfactory settlement 
with the white settlers both as to the sale of their lands to the Government 
and the adjustment of the reservation limits. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ioffer an amendment to come in at 
the end of the bill. 


The SECRETARY, 
the following: 


Whereas Henry L. Dawes, Tams Bixby, Frank C. Armstrong, Archibald S. 
cKennon, and Thomas B. Needles, commission on the part of the United 
States tothe Five Civilized Tribes, and Allison L. preewerth, secretary, and 
John F. Brown, Okchan Harjo, William Cully, K. N. Kinkehee, Thomas West, 
and Thomas Factor, commission on the part of the Seminole Nation of In- 


dians, and A. J. Brown, secretary, entered into an agreement on the 16th day 
of December, 1897, as follows: 


AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES COMMISSIONERS TO NEGOTIATE 
WITH THE FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES AND THE OCOMMISSIONERS ON THE 
PART OF THE SEMINOLE NATION. 


This agreement, by and between the Government of the United States of 
the first part, entered into in its behalf by the Commission to the Five Civil- 
ized Tribes, Henry L. Dawes, Tams Bixby, Frank C. Armstrong, Archibald 
8. McKennon, and Thomas B. Needles, du y a inted and authorized there- 
unto, and the government of the Seminole Nation in Indian Territory, of 
the second part, entered into on behalf of said government by its commission, 
duly appointed and authorized thereunto, viz, John F. Brown, Okchan Harjo, 
William Cully, K. N. Kinkehee, Thomas West, and Thomas Factor; 

Witnesseth, That in consideration of the mutual undertakings herein con- 
tained, it is agreed as follows: 

All lands belonging to the Seminole tribe of Indians shall be divided into 
three classes, designated as first, second, and third class; the first class to be 
—— at $5, the second class at $2.50, and the third class at $1.25 per acre, 
and the same shall be divided among the members of the tribe so that each 
shall have an equal share thereof in value, so far as may be, the location and 
fertility of the soil considered; giving to each the right to select his allotment 
60 as to include any improvements thereon owned by him at the time; and 
each allottee shall have the sole right of occupancy of the land so allotted to 
him during the existence of the present tribal government and until the 
members of said tribe shall have become citizens of the United States. Such 
allotments shall be made under the direction and supervision of the commis- 
sion to the Five Civilized Tribesin connection with a representative ees 
by the tribal government; and the chairman of said commission shall execute 
one aaeer to each allottee a certificate describing therein the land allotted 
to him. 

All contracts for sale, disposition, or encumbrance of any part of any allot- 
ment made prior to date of patent shall be void. 

Any allottee may lease his allotment for ong period not exceeding six years, 
the contract therefor to be executed in triplicate upon _—— lanks pro- 
vided by the tribal government, and before the same shall become effective 
it shall be approved by the principal chief and a copy filed in the office of the 
clerk of the United States court at Wewoka. 

No lease of any coal, mineral, coal oil, or natural gas within said nation 
shall be valid unless made with the tribal government, by and with the con- 
sent of the allottee and approved by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Should there be discovered on any allotment any coal, mineral, coal oil, or 
natural gas, and the same should be —— so as to produce corey, one- 
half of such royalty shall be paid to such allottee and the remaining half into 
the tribal eee eas extinguishment of tribal government, and the latter 
shall be used for the purpose of equalizing the value of allotments; and if the 
same be insufficient therefor, any other funds belonging to the tribe, en 
extinguishment of tribal government, may be used for such purpose, so that 
each allotment ma 


It is proposed to insert at the end of the bill 


be made equal in value as aforesaid. 

The town site of Wewoka shall be controlled and disposed of according to 
the provisions of an act of the general council of the Seminole Nation, ap- 
proved April 23, 1897, relative thereto: and on extinguishment of the tribal 
government deeds of conveyance shall issue to owners of lots as herein pro- 
vided for allottees, and all lots remaining unsold at that time may be sold in 
such manner as may be prescribed by the ee of the Interior. 

Five hundred thousand dollars of the funds belonging to the Seminoles, 
r.ow held by the United States, shall be set apart as a permanent school fund 
for the education of children of the members of said tribe, and shall be held 
vy the United States at 5 per cent interest, or invested so as to produce such 
ameut of interest, which shall be, after extinguishment of tribal govern- 
ment, applied by the pacreteey of the Interior to the support of Mekasuky 
and Emahaka academies and the district schools of the Seminole people; an 
there shall be selected and excepted from allotment 320 acres of land for each 
of said academies and 80 acres each for eight district schools in the Seminole 
country. 

There shall also be excepted from allotment one-half acre for the use and 
ne of each of twenty-four churches, including those already ex- 
isting and such others as may hereafter be established in the Seminole coun- 
try, by and with consent of the general council of the nation; but should 
any part of same, at any time, cease to be used for church purposes, such part 

at once revert to the Saale and be added to the lands set 
apart for the use of said district sch 


One acre in each township shall be excepted from allotment and the same 
may be purchased by the United States upon which to establish schools for 
the education of dren of noncitizens when deemed expedient. 

When the tribal government shall cease to exist, the principal chief last 
elected by said tribe shall execute, under his hand and the seal of the nation 
and deliver to each allottee a deed conveying to him all the right, title, an 
interest of the said nation and the members thereof in and to the lands so 
allotted to him, and the Secretary of the Interior shall approve such deed, 
and the same shall thereupon operate as a relinquishment of the right, title, 
and interest of the United States in and to the land embraced in said convey- 
ance, and asa rantee by the United States of the title of said lands to the 
allottee; and the acceptance of such deed by the allottee shall be a relinquish- 
ment of his title toand interest in all other lands belo: to the tribe, except 
such as may have been excepted from allotment and held in common for 
other pu s. Each allottee shall designate one tract of 40 acres, which 
shall, by the terms of the deed, be made inalienable and nontaxable as a home- 
stead in perpetuity. 

All moneys belonging tothe Seminoles remaining after eae the value 
of allotments as herein provided and reserving said sum for school 
fund shall be paid per capita to the members of said tribe in three equal in- 
stallments, the first to be made as soon as convenient after allotment and 
extinguishment of tribal government, and the ofhers at one and two years, 
respectively. Such payments shall be made by a person appointed & the 
Secretary of the Interior, who shall prescribe the amount of and approve the 
bond to be given by such person; and strict account shall be given to the 
Secretary of the Interior for such disbursements. 

The loyal Seminole claim shall be submitted to the United States Senate, 
which shall make final determination of same, and, if sustained, shall provide 
for payment thereof within two years from date hereof. 

ere shall hereafter be held at the town of Wewoka, the present capital of 
the Seminole Nation, regular terms of the United States court as at other 
points in the judicial district of which the Seminole Nation is a part. 

The Uni States agrees to maintain strict laws in the Seminole country 
= a ae ESCRESEN, sale, barter, or giving away of intoxicants of any 

nd or quality. 

This agreement shall in no wise affect the moe of existing treaties 
between the Seminole Nation and the United States, except in so far as it is 
inconsistent therewith. 

The United States courts now existing, or that may hereafter be created, 
in Indian Territory shall have exclusive on of all controversies 
growing out of the title, ownership, occupation, or use of real estate owned 

y the Seminoles, and to try all persons c with homicide, embezzle- 
ment, bribery, and embracery hereafter co: ted in the Seminole country, 
without reference to race or citizenship of the persons charged with such 
crime; and any citizen or officer of said nation charged with any such crime, 
if convicted, shall be punished asif he were a citizen or officer of the United 
States, and the courts of said nation shall retain all the jurisdiction which 
ov now have, except as herein transferred to the courts of the United 


tes. 

When this agreement is ratified by the Seminole Nation and the United 
States the same shall serve to repeal all the provisions of the act of Congress 
approved June 7, 1897, in any manner affecting the proceedings of the general 
council of the Seminole Nation. 

It being known that the Seminole Reservation is insufficient for allotments 
for the use of the Seminole ple, upon which they, as citizens, holding in 
severalty, may reasonably ond adequately maintain their families, the Un 
States will make effort to purchase from the Creek Nation, at $1.25 per acre, 
200,000 acres of land, immediately adjoining the eastern boundary of the 
Seminole Reservation and lying tween the North Fork and Soutu Fork 
of the Canadian River, in trust for and to be conveyed by proper Leena by 
the United States to the Seminole Indians, upon said sum of $1. r acre 
being reimbursed tothe United States by said Seminole Indians; the same 
to be allotted as herein rote for lands now owned by the Seminoles. 

This agreement shall be binding on the United States when ratified by 


Congress and on the Seminole people when ratified by the general council of 
the Seminole Nation. 


In witness whereof the said commissioners have hereunto affixed their 
names at Muskogee, Ind. T., this 16th day of December, A. D. 1897. 


HENRY L. DAWES, 

TAMS BIXBY, 

FRANK GC. ARMSTRONG, 

ARCHIBALD 8. McKENNON, 

THOMAS B. NEEDLES, 
Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes, 


ALLISON L. AYLESWORTH, 
Secretary. 
JOHN F. BROWN, 
OKCHAN HARJO 
WILLIAM CULLY, 
K. N. KINKEHEE, 
THOMAS WEST. 
THOMAS FACTOR, 
Seminole Commission. 


A. J. BROWN, Secretary. 
Therefore 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in C ess assembled, That the said eqpesmes be, and the same 
is hereby, accepted, ratified, and confirmed, and tha 
acts inconsistent herewith are hereby repealed. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to amend the amendment by 
adding, on page 6, after the words ‘‘ Seminole Nation,” the words 
**in so far as they may affect the Seminole Nation of Indians, but 
no further.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the amendment will be so modified. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On the top of the last page, after the 
word ‘‘ agreement,” I move to insert ‘as amended herein;” so as 
to read, ‘‘ That said agreement as amended herein.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the modifi- 
cation proposed by the Senator from Arkansas? The Chair hears 
none, and the amendment will be so modified. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, there was a special order set for 
this evening. It was set in executive session. I ask unanimous 
consent that that special order be nace and be made the 
special order for to-morrow morning ediately after the morn- 
ing business. 


t all acts and parts of 






nil 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. To what subject does the Senator 
from Alabama refer? < 

Mr. PETTUS. It is a nomination, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair reminds the Senator that 
that is executive business. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Wecan not transact itin open session. 

Mr. PETTUS. I was not speaking of what it is, but I called 
the attention of the Chair to the fact that it was made a special 
order for this evening. There was unanimous consent given that 
it should be considered and decided. 

Mr. FRYE. Weshall want a short executive session to-night, 
I think. 


That in all cases of such sales in which the full amount of the oe 
value of the lands sold and the interest thereon has been paid and the sales 
are in all other respects regular, the title of the settler, his heirs or legal 
representatives, shall be, and the same is hereby, in all things approved and 
confirmed, and patents shall issue for the same, as in similar cases of final 
payment under the land laws of the United States, without additional pay- 
ment being required therefor: Provided, however, That nothing contained in 
this act shall be construed to create any liability or obligation on the part of 
the United States, either directly or indirectly, to or in favor of any tribe 
ot Indians or members thereof, or to or in favor of any person or persons 
whomsoever. 

That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this act 
are hereby repealed. 


Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Nebraska will not 


4 : ress this amendment. It is quite liable to a point of order. It 

oa PETTUS. I did not want the matter to lose its place; that | j, really a bill comprising some four or five sections relating to 

all. : : ‘ the sale of some lands in Nebraska. The bill is now upon the 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will take notice of the | Calendar. There is quite a lengthy report here, which I have only 

subject-matter suggested by the Senator from Alabama. had time to glance over. It seems to me that the matter should 

r. ALLISON. Mr. President, I desire to say a word respect- | he disposed of in a separate bill and by separate legislation, and 
ing the treaty moved as an amendment by the Senator from Ar- 


: : 7 7 7 that it should not be placed upon the pending appropriation bill, 
kansas. I will not make the point of order against its considera- | which must Seenaenelile pass at the present connie , 
tion fcr the reason that Iam led to believe that those who have| yr THURSTON. I presume that if the point of order is made 


charge of these questions in the Senate regard the treaty of the | acainst this amendment it may be ruled out. The bill of which 
highest importance to the matters relating to the Five Civilized | it’is a copy, after the most careful consideration and investigation, 
Tribes. This treaty, I believe, has passed the Senate within a day | passed the House of Representatives in the Fifty-fourth Congress. 
or two, and thus has received the immediate and present approval | [t received the approval and indorsement of the Department. It 
of the Senate as being of the utmost importance. It has received | jas at this session of Congress, been considered by the Committee 
the unanimous support, I understand, of the Committee on Indian | oy indian Affairs of the Senate, and was reported by them favor- 
Affairs. At least three members of that committee have urged ably, both as a bill and as an amendment. 
upon the Committee on Appropriations the importance of placing | ‘The matter has been pending for a long time. It has received 
this agreement upon the pending bill. Therefore I shall not make | tho sanction of the House of Representatives, of the committee of 
the point of order upon the amendment, but will leave it to the | this body intrusted with the consideration of it, and it is a matter 
consideration of the Senate. 7 . that ought to be adjusted. It has been pending altogether too 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Iam very much obliged to the Sen-/| jong, {[t is of great importance to the people of my State and of 
ator from Iowa for what he has said about this matter. The | that locality that it should become a law. Of course we realize, 
Government of the United States having proposed to the Seminole | }) of us, the difficulty of passing through both Houses of Con- 
Nation of Indians an agreement for a division of their lands, and | oress an act of this kind within any limited time. I therefore 
it having been agreed to by the Seminole Nation as proposed by | fee! that I must press the amendment. Thechairman of the com- 
the Government of the United States and ratified by it, it seems | mittee can make the point of order if he desires. 
to me we could do nothing less than to carry out our part of it 
| 

















and ratify it. Mr. ALLISON. Ido make the point of order upon the amend- 


at it i legislation and | lati bill i 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the mane one it is new legislation and has no relation to the bill in 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Arkansas. Mr. ALLEN. The point of order, I notice by the rules, must 
The amendment was agreed to. 


4 be submitted to the Senate. The rule especially provides that 
_Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer an amendment to come in after | where that point is made it must be decided by the Senate. 
line 2, on page 34. 


ak ‘a The VICE-PRESIDENT. If it is made as to tl esti 
The SecRETARY. After line 2, on page 34, it is proposed to velovante: ’ ee Sy Se le Geet oF 
insert: 


Mr. ALLEN. If itis made as to its relevancy. This amend- 
That all leases hereafter made of lands pelenain to the Sisseton and 
8. . 


ment has run the gantlet; it has been sent to the Committee on 
Wahpeton Indians in the State of South Dakota before they become | Indian Affairs, reported back favorably by that committee, and 


sent to the Committee on Appropriations. So the point of order, 
if it is in sight. exists under subdivision 3 of Rule XVI. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have heard the Senator from Nebraska say 
a number of times in regard to points of order made that they are 
to be submitted to the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER. In the first instance. Does the Senator un- 
derstand that all points of order are to be submitted to the Senate? 

Mr. ALLEN. No;I did not sayso. I said nothing from which 
that deduction could be made. 


valid, be approved by and filed with the agent for said Indiana, and all sub- 
leases made by the persons leasing said lands shall be void. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection to this amendment. I 
think it is a wise provision. It is a limitation on the power of 
leasing these allotted lands. The Sissetons and Wahpetons have 
a a large tract of land, and I understand they have been leas- 
ing the lands very largely without any limitation. In fact, we 
made an experiment at the request of the Senator from South Da- 
kota a year or two ago as respects giving this authority without 
the supervision of the agent or the Secretary of the Interior. I 
= oe ong pa hope it will be adopted. Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator understand that a point of 

Mr. THURSTON. I offer an amendment to be inserted at the | °Tder that a given amendment is new legislation is, under the 
end of the amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas | Tle, to be submitted to the Senate? 


and adopted ee ressly 80. : 
: i posed to i : r. SPOO) . Under which rule? 
the following 1t%# Proposed to insert at the end of the bill! yf- ALLEN. Under Rule XVI. Tho first and second para- 


graphs pertain to the course a proposed amendment shall take, and 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- then the third paragraph says: 


rected to revise and ust, on principles of equity, the sales of lands in the 
late reservation of ee contonnoatnd toe oma tee 


uria tribes of Indians, in Noamendment which proposes general legislation shall be received to any 
the States of Nebraska and Kansas, provided by the act of Congress approved | general appropriation bill. nor shall any amendment not germane or relevant 
March 3, 1881, to be appraised and sold in the manner specified in said act, | to the subject-matter contained in the bill be received; nor shall any amend- 
and which were sold at public sales at the land office at Beatrice, Nebr., in | ment toany item or clause of such bill be received which does not directly re- 
May and December, and allow to the purchasers of said lands at said | late thereto; and all questions of relevancy of amendments under this rule, 
public sales, their heirs and eT ae rebates of the amounts 


ively paid caneed te ges — Provided That when raised, shall be submitted to the Senate and be decided without debate. 
y or ure rs: ovided, a 

ouch sonal shall in each case equal the aise for which said tracts of land 
were severally sold in excess of appr: value thereof, as shown by the 
Sreement made by the Comamaneonans appointed and designated under 


That as soon as icable after such adjustments such rebates shall be 
severally indo: on the certificates and receipts of purchase and on the That is one thing— 
records of the General Land Office; and the Secretary of the Interior shall . 
pe notice to be given to said severally, of the amounts of the | 20r shall any amendment not germane or relevant to the subject-matter 


| Mr. SPOONER. But that subdivision deals with several phases 
= ferred payments found to be due and un on their respective purchases contained in the bill be received— 


of the subject: 


No amendment which pecpeaes general legislation shall be received to any 
general appropriation bill— 


ts; and in default of the tin cash of the amounts : Senne. 

thus found to be severally due within one year? the date of the issuance That is another thing 
of such notice, with interest thereon from the date of such ustments, the | nor shall any amendment to any item or clause of such bill be received 
ph any of said purchasers so in default shall be canceled and the lands | which does not directly relate thereto— 
one a Screened eae pow pak ne vet mw LE yy Ein {han | That seems almost like a repetition, but it may not be— 
and rebate of the purchase money has been allowed by the Secretary of the | and all questions of relevancy of amendments under this rule, when raised, 
Interior, he shall pay = or oe three er said a _ shall be submitted to the Senate and be decided without debate. 

or legal representatives, out of any money Treasury deriy It ld h jer tl j Py a 

the fund received from the sale of said lands, the same to be paid on the would seem that under that rule, from a fair interpretation 
Tequisition of the Secretary of the Interior. of it, the only question which is required to be submitted to the 
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Senate is the question of relevancy. I make the point only for 
the purpose of getting at the Senator’s meaning, because it may 
become important. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not want to be construed as acquiescing in 
what the Senator from Wisconsin says. I hold Rule Ito mean 
that when a proposed amendment has been sent to the proper com- 
mittee and has met its approval and is then returned to the Sen- 
ate and been referred to the Committee on Appropriations, it can 
be offered in the Senate, if the Committes on Appropriations re- 
fuse to accept it, and the sole question then is as toits relevancy, 
and that question the Senate must decide. 

Mr. SPOONER. Suppose the question is as to whether it is 
new legislation? 

Mr. ALLEN. That question must be decided by the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think if the Senator will read the rule care- 
fully, he must admit that he is mistaken. 

Mr. ALLEN. Of course, I am not a skilled parliamentarian 
like my friend from Wisconsin 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Nebraska very greatly ex- 
ceeds me in that respect. I ask him, not being a great parlia- 
mentarian. 

Mr. ALLEN. Or like my friend from Maine [Mr. Fry], who 
shakes his head at my proposition. I wish he would nod it occa- 
sionally; it would be gratifying. 

Mr. FRYE. I wish I could and preserve my conscience, 

Mr. ALLEN, I do not think that would trouble you a great 
deal. : 

Mr. President, the ruling has been heretofore, as far as my 
experience goes—I know it was the ruling of the former Vice- 
President—that when these proposed amendments had run the 
gantlet, or the gamut, or whatever you may call it, and reached 
the Committee on Appropriations, and they declined to place 
them on the bill, the tes had the sole jurisdiction of dealing 
with the amendment when it was offered in the Senate. I am 
not averse to submitting it to the present Vice-President or Pre- 
siding Officer. Ido not want to be understood as declining to 
submit any question to the Presiding Officer; but, Mr. President, 
the courts are jealous of their jurisdiction, and I think this body 
ought to be jealous of its jurisdiction. We have a horrid exam- 
ple before us constantly, like a nightmare, in another end of this 
Capitol building, where one man transacts the business of 357, 
which absolutely paralyzes one branch of Congress, a oe which, 
to my way of thinking, is an absolute, positive, inexcusable, bold, 
and open disgrace to the American people. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator is a good deal out of order when talk- 
ing on a question of order. 

r. ALLEN. I refer to nobody and to no particular locality. 
This Capitol has several ends, Mr. President. It is a kind of an 
octagonal sort of affair, if not more so. a 

Now, let me say about this proposed amendmentof my colleague, 
I am interested with him in this measure and in the adjustment 
of matters in our State. I submit to Senators that the measure 
ought to go on the pending bill. It is not an easy thing for set- 
tlers to get along with who are constantly threatened by the Inte- 
rior Department with being sold out if they do not pay up under 
certain contracts, as these settlers have been threatened. 

Let me state the fact briefly, if I can have the attention of the 
Senator from Iowa, because a is the majority of the Senate now 
for the purposes of this case. The report, which is strictly in 
accordance with the fact, will show that at the time these lands 
were sold (they were sold at public auction, the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office being present) a mob of drunken men 
seem to have appeared upon the scene and interfered with the 
bidding and run the lands away up beyond any reason, and, rather 
than to have any open breach with those men who were there, 
the Cormmissioner of the General Land Office said to the settlers 
who were bidding, ‘‘ Go on and bid and we will get through with 
this matter, and when through the whole question shall be settled 
upon principles of justice and equity; that is, you shall not be 
compelled to pay any more than these lands are worth.” The 
lands are shown clearly to have been worth, I think, something 
like $3, possibly a little more, an acre. The bidding was run up 
as high as $15 an acre. I do not know but more in some cases, 

Mr. President, the Secretary of the Interior is pushing these 
purchasers, constantly pushing them, to pay the sum of $15 an 
acre. Now, mark you, Mr. President, the men were forced to bid. 
It was not a matter of choice with them. They were given pos- 
session of these lands as settlers upon them under some kind of a 
contract before they were offered at public auction, and their 
structural improvements, their buildings, their breaking, their 
fencing, and other like improvements were worth more, in man 
cases much more, than the land itself was worth at the time it 
was purchased, Therefore they were in that condition that some 
coadianeen have found themselves in heretofore, sometimes in 

small and sometimes in large transactions, where they were com- 
pelled to stay and bid. They could not getout. Under those cir- 
cumstances, I submit that this amendment ought to be suffered to 
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go into the bill and become a law as speedily as possible. It cer- 
tainly is not so obnoxious to the rule as treaty which was 
placed in the bill a few moments ago. 

Mr. President, one trouble with all this kind of legislation ig 
found in the fact—and there, I think, I touch the line of politics, 
which I shall avoid now for the purposes of this discussion—but 
it is found in the fact that you can not get any legislation wrx = 
this Congress—and I am speaking of Congress now, not of 
Senate, but of Congress in its constitutional sense—you can not 
get any legislation through this Congress which does not meet the 
approval of one man. hat are you going to do under those cir- 
cumstances? Suppose I introduce a bill in the Senate which has 
ever so much merit, and after laboring with a committee, as we 
are sometimes compelled to labor, and inducing them to report 
the bill favorably, it comes into the Senate, and I secure its pas- 
sage, it is as harmless as a po gan then. 

It goes over to the House o presentatives—that body which 
I do not dare to talk about under parliamentary usage, because it 
is a part of parliamentary usage that a man shall not tell the 
truth when it is necessary or proper to tell it, and shall always 
lie, either directly or indirectly, when he wants to tell the truth— 
it is sent over to the other branch of Congress, put down in some 
of the caverns there, and there is one man who stands at the door 
and says it may come ae it may not come up, as he sees fit. 
Forty-five States of this Union, with their Representatives num- 
bering 356, all held, metaphorically speaking, by the throat as a 
highwayman would treat you when he wanted you to deliver 
your money. Your legislation may pass if it meets his stamp of 
approval, and it is rejected if it does not. 

What do you expect? The appropriation bills have to go 
through or the Government must stop; a wheel can not turn un- 
less these great appropriation bills go through—we all understand 
that—and if we can put a meritorious measure on one of these ap- 
propriation bills, then it becomes a kind of car of wanes, 
and it can override and drive the great White Czar into the sand; 
and that is the only way we can get a measure pcaem 

I am now talking plainly; I am talking what I hold myself re- 
sponsible for at any time or in any place. Therefore it is that 
every Senator, when he wants a measure which is meritorious to 
go through, is, by force of the situation and by virtue of the cir- 
cumstances existing in Congress, compelled to put that measure 
on an appropriation bill. 

I think the Senate ought under these circumstances to accept 
the amendment, and not reject it. In the form of a bill this 
amendment met the approval of the Committee on Indian Affairs; 
it was not lightly investigated; it met the approval of the com- 
mittee in the other House; it passed the House in the Fifty-fourth 
Con , came over here, and died because we could not get it 
considered in time. It has been introduced here and is now pend- 
ing before the Senate. Suppose we pass a bill on this subject, as 
the Senator from Iowa says, have we any assurance that it will 
be considered or even taken up in the House of Representatives? 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the same House of Representa- 
tives, or practically the same, which the measure in the 
Fifty-fourth Congress would be likely to take it up and pass it 
with alacrity in the Fifty-fifth Congress. It seems it was not 

last year for lack of time. How does the Senator know 
that it will not come over in a day or two from the other House, 
as it did before? 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not think they would be running with any 
great amount of speed to get this bill and it. That signifies 
nothing. The truth is, the measure is held up, and these honest 
settlers upon this land are sold out, for many of them can not re- 
deem the land at the prices fixed, and they are compelled to leave 
their homes and leave their improvements, which have cost them 
years of work and every dollar oe could make, because Con, 
was stupid, absolutely stupid, and would rather sit idly in 
chairs and do nothing and follow inexcusable ions and 
= and rule out a measure which is calculated to bring 
relief. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I make the point of order on 
the amendment that it is new legislation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair decides that the legisla- 
tion proposed by the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska is 
obnoxious to Rule XVI, inasmuch as it proposes general legislation. 
The point of order made by the Senator from Iowa is therefore 


sustained. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ia from the decision of the Chair. 

The VICE-PRES T. An appeal is taken by the Senator 
from Nebraska from the decision of the Chair. The appeal is be- 
fore the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. I moveto lay the appeal on the table. 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, no, Mr. President. 

Mr. HOAR. I will not make that motion if the Senator wishes 
to discuss it. I thought he had discussed it fully. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not understand how the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts got in to make the motion to lay on the table. 








address 
t make the motion; but, as I under- 
not desire to discuss it, I move to lay the 


q 
Shall thp decision of the Chair stand as the decision of the Senate? 

Mr. ALLEN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOAR, I moved to lay the appeal onthe table, Mr. Presi- 
t. 

. ALLEN. Isu the absence of a quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The absence of a quorum being sug- 
gested, the aS call the roll. 

The Secretary the roll, and the following Senators re- 
sponded to their names: 
Allen, Hansbrough, 
Butler 


Chandler, 
Chilton, 


eg. 


Davis, 


e 


Rawlins, 
Shoup, 
Spoouer, 
Theeshce, 
Tillman, 
Syme. 

arren, 

Wilson. 

Gray, 


Mr. CHILTON. I intended to state, when the name of my col- 
league [Mr. Mutts} was called, that he is confined to his bed by 
ickness. 


Bi 
Mr. SPOONER. It ought to be stated in the Recorp that the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL] is absent because of 


illness. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thirty-nine Senators have answered 
to their names. A a is not present. 
Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was to; and (at 5 o’clock and 17 minutes 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, February 
1, 1898, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 10, 1898. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. CoupEn. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous con- 
sent to incorporate in my remarks y some tables in 
reference to election returns and some authorities and to copy 
some extracts from the records. I did not have time to include 
them in my remarks y. 

The SP. gentleman from Georgia asks unanimous 
consent to extend his remarks in the REcorpD and to incorporate 
some tables and other matter which he had omitted. Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

DONATING CANNON AND CARRIAGE TO CITY OF MILWAUKEE. 


Mr. OTJEN. Mr. S er, I ask unanimous consent for the 

present consideration of the Senate joint resolution S. R. 53. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A joint resolution (S. R. 53 rizing the Secretary Treasury to de- 
— to the oho of the Sityrot eats use x ae ome of 
the of that ‘ cannon and carriage vecently used 
on revenue cutter 


Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to deliver to the city of Neleerbes: for 


of 

use in one of the parks of said city, the Parrott rifled cannon 
and carriage used revenue cutter Andrew Johnson 
and capringe rocoutiy oat on the rerenne cular “Andre Jokwaon, pat sce 
ate ; ee Gane objection to the present consideration 

Mr. DINGLEY. I should like to ask if this cannon has been 
This is a cannon that was on the revenue cut- 
ter Andrew Johnson, It is an old cannon, now obsolete, of no use 
to the Government. It lies at the dry dock in the city of Mil- 


Mr. DINGLEY. Why was it not condemned? If it were con- 
= it would come under the law. 


JEN. I can not say as to that. The cannon is of abso- 
ant Secretary of the Tvearary eee nee tame ie Rae 
Treasury sa t—— 
Mr. DINGLEY. We have etal a general law on the subject, 


| of the joint resolution? 





ves the right to the Secretary of War and the Secretary 


which 
of the Navy to distribute condemned cannon. : 
Mr. OTJEN. This is really not a condemned cannon. It is an 


old cannon that is obsolete. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The objection is, so far we have no evidence 
before the House and we do not know that this cannon is not of 
use to the Government. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The letter from the Department is equiva- 
lent to its condemnation. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That may be. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would like toask the gentleman if this 
joint resolution has been reported by a committee? 

Mr. OTJEN. It has been reported by the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Mr. RIC DSON. Is it a unanimous report of the com- 


mittee? 
Mr. OTJEN. Yes, sir. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the letter. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 


Washington, D. C., January 26, 1398. 
Srr: In ly to your communication of the 12th instant, I have the honor 
to state that the old Parrott cannon and carriage, formerly in use on the 
revenue steamer Andrew Johnson, is not required for further use in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service. 
‘ully, yours, W. B. HOWELL. 
Assistant Secreiary. 
Hon. Tro. Oryen, M. C., 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. OTJEN. I ask for the reading of the report also. Itis 
rt. 


0 
The report (by Mr. Coriiss) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the resolution (5. R. 53) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
deliver to the mayor of the city of Milwaukee, for use in ornamenting one of 
the ks of that city, the Parrott rifled cannon and carriage recently used 
on the revenue cutter Andrew Johnson, submit the following report: 

The revenue cutter Andrew Johnson was stationed at the city of Milwau- 
kee for more than thirty years, and this gun was one carried by her before 
she was sold by the Government. It isan ee gun, not suitable now for 
the Revenue- ine Service, and has been stored in the yard of the Milwau- 
kee Dry Dock Company for the past year or more, practically discarded. 

The city of Milwaukee was the home of the Andrew Johnson for so many 
years that your committee believe a proper and fitting disposition of this 
cannon, since it is of but trifling value to the Government, would be to donate 
= to said city of Milwaukee, and recommend the passage of said joint resolu- 

ton. 

TheSPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
joi i [After a pause.} The Chair hears none, 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. OTJEN, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 

CONTESTED ELECTION-CASE—THORP VS. EPES, 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to present 
the report of the Committee on Elections No. 3 on the contested- 
election case of Thorp vs. Epes, and I ask that the minority have 
until Wednesday next to file their views. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia presents the 
report in the contested-election case of Thorp vs. Epes, and asks 
that the minority may have until next Wednesday to file their 
views. Is there objection? [After a pause.} The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the time for 
the minority to file their views may be extended for ten days. | 
want to state the facts in a very brief manner. This case was 
argued on the 10th of January —— 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will please take their seats. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, we talked this mat- 
ter over in the committee and endeavored to accommodate geutle- 
men interested in the case, but were unable to do so. One of the 
members who is familiar with the case will be absent after next 
week for two or three weeks, and to give this time would postpone 
the consideration of the case. 

_ MIERS of Indiana. Will the gentleman allow me a ques- 
tion 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Certainly. 


Mr. MIERS of Indiana. If you will but hear my statement—— 
Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Ibegyour pardon. I thought you 
had concluded. 


Mr. MIERS of Indiana (continuing). I think you will with- 
draw — eu As I wasabout to state, this case was argued 
on the 10th of January, a month ago to-day. This committee has 
had seven hotly contested election cases in which it has heard 
arguments, hearing seven cases and arguments in five-hour ses- 
sions of the committee; so that the time of the committee has been 
very largely taken in ing arguments, and I have not had much 
time to give this case thought. In this particular case the chair- 
man of the committee, the gentleman from Indiana {[Mr. Crum- 
PACKER] and myself were made a subcommittee. Now, I want 
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to make this statement: As the Speaker knows and members of 
the Committee on Pensions know, we have had meetings in that 
committee two mornings every week. I have been on the floor of 
the House on two Friday nights in the meantime, so that I have 
not had very much time up to this point. 

I had a positive agreement with the chairman that I should 
have Friday and Saturday of this week and next Monday to be 
absent from the city. We agreed that whatever came upI should 
have those three days, not to be counted in the time. Since that 
I have hada letter requesting me to keep that engagement. So it 
will be a for me to be present until next Tuesday morn- 
ing. We havea report by the majority of 111 pages of closely 
typewritten matter. The record is one of 2,600 printed pages. 
how, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that it is unfair that I should 
be required in one day to make and formulate the views of the 
minority on a record of 2,600 printed pages and a report of 111 
closely typewritten pages. I ey ask that I may have ten 
days from this date, one week after I come back, for the purpose 
of preparing the minority report. 

want to say, Mr. Speaker, that in the last month, by reason of 
the work of this committee and other committee work, I have 
worked from thirteen to fourteen hours every day. Iam willing 
to continue it until we get this report before the House. LIappre- 
ciate the argument on the other side that heretofore there has 
been too much time consumed upon these cases, and I do not want 
to consume any more time in this case than is absolutely neces- 
sary. I simply want time to formulate the views of the minority 
and place them on file, and then I shall not ask any more time for 
its consideration than is absolutely necessary. 

I submit, Mr. Speaker, that this is a question of great impor- 
tance, not only to the gentlemen representing the contestant and 
contestee, but it is a question that is of great interest to the Re- 
public itself. On the one side a dishonest ballot and a dishonest 
election is charged. Can we do better than to take time and de- 
termine whether that is absolutely true? If it is true, then the 
contestant ought to be givena seat. If it is not true, if somegen- 
tleman has cried ‘‘ Stop thief!” when he was possibly the thief 
himself, we ought to have an opportunity to investigate. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that this discus- 
sion is out of order. We have not yet reached the merits of the 
case. This is merely a question of time. . 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. It is to meet these charges that affect 
the contestant and contestee and affect the very Republic itself— 
whether we shall have honest elections or not. 

a DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, what is the question before the 
ouse? 

Mr. BAILEY. Why,the gentleman from Indiana is proceedin 
to state the grounds upon which he asks an extension of time, an 
it seems to me he is doing it in a proper manner. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is not necessary to go into the merits of the 





case. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks thatthe gentleman from In- 
diana is within the rule. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I say, Mr. Speaker, that this record 
contains 2,500 or 2,600 pages, and that the majority report con- 
tains 111 pages of closely typewritten matter. I have an agree- 
ment with the chairman that I shall be absent from Friday until 
next Tuesday morning, and now he says that I ought to file the 
minority report on Wednesday. I ask simply that I have ten days 
from this day to fairly and honestly present the views of the mi- 
nority to the House upon thisissue. I do not believe, Mr. Speaker, 
that this House will be so partisan, if I may so express it, as to 
cut off the right of the minority and not give it time enough to 
make a report in good faith in this case. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, surely I have no de- 
sire to cut off any gentleman-—— 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Will the gentleman from Virginia 

rdon me an interruption? Did we not have an agreement that 

should have Friday and Saturday and next Monday to be absent 
from the city? 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Yes. I willnot sayit was an agree- 
ment, but I will say this, that the gentleman suggested that he 
wanted those days, and I said certainly, so far as qo concerned 
_ could have them, and I am wiliing now that he should have 

em. , 

Mr. MIERSof Indiana. Did not I postpone my engagement last 
week to that time with your consent? 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. I donot know what the gentleman 
— I only know that he suggested that he wanted this 


me. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Did not Judge CRUMPACKER say that 
he wanted that time and I postpone my engagement’so as to 
accommodate him? 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. I can not say. I do not recollect 
all the conversations that have taken place in the committee room 
between members of the committee. I do know the gentleman 
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stated that he would want these three days, and I said he could 
have them so far as I was concerned. Now, let us look at this 
matter before the House. This case was argued before the com- 
mittee thirty daysago. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Miers] 
was on the subcommittee with a and Mr. CRUMPACKER. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Willthe gentleman permitme? When 
hee say that the case was argued ee ago, has there not 

en five cases heard since that argued before the committee? 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. e have been engaged five days 
in hearing arguments, but that leaves twenty-five days in which 
to consider this case. The gentleman from Indiana has had the 
same opportunity that I have had and that Judge CRUMPACKER 
has had. We were ready to report on this case several days ago, 
but it was laid over until to-day. Idonotcarehow much time the 
gentleman has, so that it is reasonable. If it is reasonable to give 
him ten days, I have no objection, but it deprives my associate, 
who is thoroughly conversant with this case, from taking part 
when it is heard by the House, for he can not be here for two or 
three weeks after next er 
Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Will the gentleman allow me a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Certainly. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, Is it more important that the gentle- 
man who is to make the argument should be here, or that the gen- 
tleman who is to prepare the report should be here? 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. It is more important that the gen- 
tleman who is to prepare the minority report should stay here and 
prepare it, and not leave his post. 

r. Speaker, I wanted to allow a week more for the prepara- 
tion of the minority report. The gentleman who is to make that 
report has already considered the case, of course, and all he wants 
is time to write it out, which he could readily do within the next 


eck, 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Is your recommendation that one week 
be allowed, or simply until Wednesday next. 

- WALKER of Virginia. Till Wednesday; that is nearly a 
week. 

Under the circumstances, in justice to the committee, in justice 
to Judge CRUMPACKER, and in justice to the contestant in this 
case—if he is to be seated—this matter ought not to be postponed 
fora month. To give ten days for the ——— of the minorit 
report amounts virtually to postponing the case fora month. If 
the case could be taken up at the end of ten days and disposed of, 
I should make no objection; but when the postponement of the 
minority a for ten days involves a delay of thirty days in 
disposing of the case, I am not willing to concede it. 

Mr. BURKE. Does the gentleman hold, or does he wish this 
House to hold, that greater consideration should be paid to Judge 
CRUMPACKER for his visit to Indiana than to Judge Miers for his 
visit to Indiana on professional business? 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. No, sir, I do not, 

Mr. BURKE. That is the legitimate conclusion of the gentle- 
man’s suggestion to the House. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. No, it is not a legitimate conclu- 
sion, because Judge CRUMPACKER could remain a week and the 
gentleman on the other side could remain a week; and if both gen- 
tlemen remain here we could have both these reports. I can not 
conceive why a member of the committee who is familiar with the 
facts of the case and who has heard the report of the majority 
could not prepare the minority report in two days. 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE. Is it nota fact that this report, contain- 
ing 111 typewritten pages, has never yet been read in full before 
the committee? 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. No; it is not. 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE, Itwas only read in part, portions here and 
there wong See 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Why, if the gentleman pleases—— 
Mr. BRUNDIDGE. Is it not a further fact—— 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Let me answer one question at a 
time. It is not correct in spirit or in fact to say that this rt 
has not been read before the committee. It was read on Tuesday. 
As there are certain parts where there was cumulative testimony, 
leading up to the same point, I, at the request of the committee, 
ski those parts in the reading, and no objection was made. I 
call that reading the whole rt. Every line was read that any 
gentleman wanted to hear. me members, as the read ro- 
ceeded, got weary and said, “‘ Don’t read all that; those depositions 
are all alike; read a sample ofthem only.” In that way some por- 
tions were not read; but every line was read that any gentleman 
wanted to hear. 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE. Not exceeding half of the report as it ap- 
pears here now was read to the committee. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. The gentleman is mistaken. Nine- 
tenths of it was read. 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE. It was not read to me, and I was in the 
committee room at the time. 
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Mr. BLAND. It seems tome that under the circumstances the 
gentleman from Indiana Mr. Miers] ought to have this exten- 
sion. He certainly can not goaway for the purpose stated and at 
the same time write the report. If sufficient time be not allowed, 
then, when the matter is called up, our only remedy would be to 
contest the consideration of it so as to obtain further time. I do 
not think the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. WALKER] will hurry 
up his case much by refusing this request. The House certainly 
has a right toa fair and legitimate consideration of this case, and 
there ought to be full opportunity to prepare the reports. We 
have to rely on these reports. As [ have said, unless time be 
iven to the minority to prepare their report, of course we shall 
ave no other resource than to test the question of consideration. 
The SPEAKER. The rules of the House — that the views 
of the minority should be filed with those of the majority and at 
the same time. 
Mr. BLAND. That may be true as a rule—— ; 
The SPEAKER. VConsequentiy unanimous consent is required 
for an extension of time. : 
Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Miers] has 
referred that request. 
, The SPEAKER. The Chair has not heard him. The gentle- 
man from Virginia is the only one who has made such a request. 
Mr. BAILEY. I understood the parliamentary situation to be 
this: The gentleman from Virginia preferred a request which the 
Chair declared was acceded to. 
The SPEAKER. No—— 4 ; 
Mr. BAILEY. I think if the reporter's notes are examined, it 
will be found the Speaker put the request, and said, ‘‘ The Chair 
hears no objection.” And then the gentleman from Indiana rose 
and preferred his request and asked leave to make a statement. 
I think his request is before the House. The request of the chair- 
man of the committee was granted, as I understood; and this is 
in the nature of a supplementary request simply to extend the 


time. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. I made no request. I simply filed 
my report under the rules, 

r. BAILEY. I call for the reading of the reporter’s notes. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can arrange the matter. His in- 
formation is that he put the question to the House whether time 
should be allowed until Wednesday for the preparation of the 
minority report; and there being no response, the Chair declared 
that the request was granted. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is precisely what I understood. 

The SPEAKER. But when a gentleman rises under these cir- 
cumstances to get a further extension, it is the custom to regard 
the whole matter as vacated and the whole question as open. But 
the Chair will not insist upon that at this time or at any other 
time. He will put the nest of the gentleman from Indiana 
(assuming that time has already been allowed until Wednesday 
next) that he be allowed ten days. Is there objection? 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Then, Mr. Speaker, I want to say that 
I will do my very best to have the report prepared by the minority 
of the committee at the time fixed. If I can not, if I find I can 
not do so—I do not understand the parliamentary usages in such 
cases, but suppose it will be my duty to state the facts at the time 
and ask an extension. 

Ido not desire to delay the matter in any respect, but simply 
have asked this time to enable me to prepare a satisfactory report. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatrt, one of its clerks. 
announced that the Senate had passed bills and joint resolution of 
the om titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 

uested: 

5. 3339. An act to increase the pension of Martha S. Harllie, 
widow of W. W. Harllie, a soldier in the Mexican war. 

8. 3209. An act making Sabine Pass, in the State of Texas, a 
subport of entry and delivery. 

S. R. 67. Joint resolution authorizing the gilding of the Statue 
of Liberty on the Dome of the Capitol. . 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the House of Representa- 


tives to the bill (S. 471) relating to the adulteration of foods and 
drugs in the District of Colum 


SENATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills and joint resolution 
of the following titles were taken from the Speaker's table and 
referred to their appropriate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 3339. An act to increase the pension of Murtha S. Harllie, 
widow of W. W. Harllie, a soldier in the Mexican war—to the 

ttee on Pensions. 


8. 3209. An act making Sabine Pass, in the State of Texas, a 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


eS 





1631 


een of entry and delivery—to the Committee on Ways and 
eans. 

8. R. 67. Joint resolution authorizing the gilding of the Statue 
of Liberty on the Dome of the Capitol—to the Committee on the 
Library. 

ISSUE OF DUPLICATE LOST CHECK. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I call up House bill No. 2196 
and ask its present consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 2196) directing the issue of a duplicate of lost check, drawn by 


ee E. McChesney, United States Indian agent, in favor of C. J. Holman 
ro. 


Whereas it sapeene that Charles E. McChesney, United States Indian 
agent at Rosebud Agency, S. Dak., did, on the 3lst day of December, 1896, 
issue a check numbered 32705 upon the assistant treasurer of the United 
States at Chicago, Ill, in favor of C. J. Holman & Bro., for the sum of 
$2,819.40, in payment of a balance due upon a contract for brick furnished 
the United States at Rosebud Agency, 8S. Dak., which check is alleged to have 
been lost in transmission through the United States mails by Charles E. 
McChesney, United States Indian agent; and 

Whereas the provisions of the act of February 16, 1885, amending section 
3646, Revised Statutes of the United States, authorizing United States dis- 
bursing officers and agents to issue duplicates of lost checks, apply ouly to 
checks drawn for $2,500 or less: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That said Charles E. McChesney, United States Indian 
agent, be, and he is hereby, instructed to issue a duplicate of said original 
check, under such regulations in regard to its issue and payment as have 
been prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury for the issue of duplicate 
checks under the provisions of section 3646, Revised Statutes of the United 
States. 

The Committee on the Judiciary recommend the adoption of 
the following amendment: 


Add to line 9, after the word “ States,"’ the words “as amended.” 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
a question. Has he any information from the Treasury Depart- 
ment as to the presentation for payment of this check? 

Mr. PERKINS. The matter hes been to the Treasury Depart- 
ment. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Urpeanar®], on the 
Judiciary Committee, has the papers on his desk before him, 
The officers of the Treasury recommended that we come to Con- 
gress and ask for this legislation as the only way in which the 
matter can be reached. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be recognized on that 
question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to the 
gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. BAILEY. Well, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Iowa, 
unless he desired to address the House on the question, did not 
have the floor. The gentleman submitted his request for unani- 
mous consent, which was granted, and then the gentleman, of 
course, if he had risen and addressed the Chair, would have been 
entitled to recognition. if he desired. But he did not evidently 
desire it, and the question was about to be put by the Chair. I 
then rose and asked to be recognized on the question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Iowa. 

Mr. PERKINS. The gentleman from Texas will observe that 
[ had not yielded the floor. Iwas upon myfeet. I yielded tothe 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sayers], his colleague, for a question 
only. 

Mr. BAILEY. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Does the 
Speaker hold that a gentleman submitting a request for unani- 
mous consent, after that consent is given, and when the Chair is 
about to submit the motion tothe House on the passage, is entitled 
to the floor to the exclusion of other members who may desire to 
address the House? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the gentleman in charge 
of the bill is entitled first to recognition, if he claims the floor. 

Mr. BAILEY. Undoubtedly, if he claims the floor. 

The SPEAKER. And the gentleman from Iowa stood in his 
place. He had not resumed his seat. Under the circumstances, 
the Chair thinks he was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BAILEY. But I asked the recognition of the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman 
from Iowa did not relinquish the floor. 

Mr. BAILEY. But, necessarily, Mr. Speaker, he must have re- 
linquished the floor until the question of granting the unanimous 
consent could be determined by the House, and if he is entitled to 
the floor again it must be by a different recognition. 

Mr. PERKINS. Ifthe gentleman from Texas desires some time, 
I will be very glad to yield to him. 

Mr. BAILEY. Well, I donot agree toa ruling that determines 
the gentleman to be entitled to the floor on a recognition for 
unanimousconsent. I do agree that it was entirely proper for the 
Chair to recognize the gentleman on his motion if he desired to 
address the House. But my claim is that he has no right to the 
floor when obtained in that manner. 
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Now, if he will yield me such time as I desire, there will be no 
further controversy between us. 

Mr. PERKINS. I simply desire to remind the gentleman that 
I had retained the floor, and aoe to a question of his colleague, 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SaAvErs]. 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes; but that wason the request for unanimous 
consent. After the unanimous consent was granted, the gentle- 
man had not sought and did not seek recognition. 

We had just as well understand the matter now. My conten- 
tion is this: The gentleman rises and addresses the Speaker to 
request unanimous consent. The Speaker recognizeshim. He 
prefers the request. Then the gentleman loses the floor while the 
Speaker states the question—— 

Mr. STEELE, I think we had better have the regular order. 
This is certainly not the regular order. 

Mr. BAILEY (continuing). While the Speaker states the ques- 
tion. Then, the Speaker stating it,and the request being granted, 
the gentleman is undoubtedly entitled to recognition, but it is a 
new recognition, 

Mr. PERKINS. Well, that is a question between the-— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Iowa, then, as a new recognition. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BAILEY. The Chair has a perfect right to do that, but I 
insist that it shall be done peaneer 

Mr. PERKINS. Now I will yield to the gentleman. What 
time does the gentleman require? 

Mr. BAILEY. I shall want some thirty or thirty-five minutes, 

Mr. PERKINS. On this bill? 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes. 

Mr. PERKINS. Very well. 
minutes. 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield to the gentleman from Delaware [Mr. 
Hanpy] thirty minutes. 

Mr. PERKINS. I donot know about that. [Laughter.] Mr. 
Speaker, I yielded to the gentleman from Texas, Has he a right 
now to give that time to another gentleman? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. BAILEY. Does the Chair hold that, time being yielded to 
one gentleman, he has no right to yield it to another? 

The SPEAKER. Unless that was the understanding. 
Chair thinks that has been decided, but will examine it. 

Mr. BAILEY. It would make no difference—— 

Mr. PERKINS. The gentleman stated that he desired to dis- 
cuss this bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The understanding was that the time was 
yielded to him for that purpose. It is not good faith. 

Mr. BAILEY. You will save time by allowing this to be done. 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, well, I would not be threatened. We 
have got plenty of time. 

Mr. BAILEY. Of courseI think 7 have plenty of time, and 
that is the reason why you might be willing to awe a thirty 
minutes’ speech. 

Mr. TAWNEY. We donot like to have it obtained under false 
pretenses. 

Mr. STEELE, Obtained for one purpose and then used for 
another. 

Mr. BAILEY. The statement of the gentleman from Minne- 
sota [Mr. TAwNEyY] of course he did not intend, because if he 
undertakes to say that I obtained it under false pretenses I will 
denounce the statement as infamously false. 

Mr, PERKINS, Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Texas 
agree with me that after this thirty minutes. if it is yielded to the 
gentleman from Delaware, there will be no further request? 

Mr. BAILEY. Ido. 

Mr. PERKINS. Very well, Mr. Speaker, I withdraw, then. 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield thirty minutes to the gentleman from 
Delaware. 

Mr.HANDY. Mr. Speaker, I have the honor to represent upon 
this floor a proud and ancient little Commonwealth. There has 
never been a period in the history of this country when Delaware, 
little though she be in territory, has lacked some citizen of na- 
tional fame as a public man. In the present generation the Dela- 
warean whose fame has been most familiar to the people of the 
country is Thomas F. Bayard. For a quarter of a century—— 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Iowa rise? 

Mr. PERKINS. I want to ask the gentleman a question. I 
fail to see anything in this bill about Delaware. 

Mr. HANDY. r. Speaker, I hope the gentleman, after his 
agreement, will not interrupt my h armours that are as 
ee ae the speech as the aaa foreign to the bill. 

ughter. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair desires to call the gentleman’s at- 
tention to the fact that under the rules of the House a speech 
foreign to the bill ought not to be made. 


I will yield to the gentleman thirty 


The 
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Mr. HANDY. I will try, Mr. Sprains to proceed in order with 
the consent of the Chair and the House. 

I was about to remark that for about a quarter of a century 
Mr. Bayard held lofty public station as a Senator of the United 


States—— 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr.Speaker, I call the gentleman from Dela- 
ware to order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania calls the 
gentleman to order. 

Mr. BAILEY. I ask that the gentleman from Delaware be al- 
lowed to proceed—— 

The SPEAKER, The motion that the rule permits is that he 
be allowed to proceed in order, 

Mr. BAILEY. Then I will conform the motion to the rule, I 
- that the gentleman from Delaware be allowed to proceed in 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas moves that the 
gentleman from Delaware be permitted to proceed in order, As 
many as are in favor say ‘‘ aye”—— 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I will withdraw that motion and 
move that the gentleman from Delaware be permitted to proceed, 
We would just as well face that question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to entertain that motion. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then I askunanimousconsent. Will the Chair 
entertain that? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from Delaware be allowed to proceed, 
Is there objection? 

Mr. BAILEY. May proceed. 

Mr. DALZELL and Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The question is on the 
engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Delaware—— 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. BAILEY (continuing). Has been declared out of order, 
and under the rules was required to resume hisseat. It was then 
in order for any member to make a motion that he be permitted 
to proceed in order. I made that motion, and withdrew it because 
it was perfectly obvious that the gentleman from Delaware desired 
to make a particular speech, against which the ro of order 
made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania would lie as well on 
the second sentence as on the first. desired to meet the ques- 
tion, and therefore withdrew it; but now I am not willing that 
the gentleman from Delaware be compelled to take his seat; 
and therefore I move that he be permitted to proceed in order. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the gentleman from 
Delaware be permitted to proceed in order? 

The question was taken; and it was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Delaware will proceed in 


order. 

Mr. HANDY. Mr. Speaker, the subject which I desired to pre- 
sent to the House was one that I thought might be of interest to 
the House, otherwise I should not have desired to present it. I 
do not desire to present it by any indirection at all. Since the 
speech I was about to make is, of course, not pretended to be ger- 
mane to this bill, I will yield the floor at this time rather 
proceed in the face of the objections which have been raised, I 
shall seek to get the floor at another time. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask for the previous question. 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question; and 
the Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it, 

Mr. BAILEY. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 106, noes 100. 

Mr. BAILEY. Tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas, Mr. BarILey, and 
Se gentleman from Iowa, Mr. PERKINS, will take their places as 
tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 129, 
noes 105. 

Mr. BAILEY. The yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

-The question was taken; and there were—yeas 142, nays 112, 
answered “ present” 5, not voting 97, as follows: 


YEAS—142. 
Adams, Boutelle, Me. Chickerin: Kans. 
Aldrich, Brewster, Clark, bee on 
Alexander, Broderick, Clarke, N. Danford, 
Arnold, Bromwell, Cochrane, N.Y. Davenport 
Bal Brown, Codding, Davidson, Wis 
Barham low, Colson Davison, Ky. 
Bartholdt, Brumm, Connell, wn dl 
Beach Burleigh, Corliss, . 
Belford, Barton, Cousins, Dorr, 
Bing Butler, Crump, Evans, 
Bishop, Crumpacker, Fischer, 
Booze, Capron, Curtis, Iowa Foote, 


a oa 


“4 






. esi 
r, Hurley, Minor, 
Gibson, Jenkins, Moody, 
Gillet, N. ¥. Johnson, N. Dak. " 
Gillett, Mass. oy, Mudd, 
Graff, err, Northway, 
Griffin, Kirkpatrick, Odell, 
Grosvenor, Knox, Olmsted, 
row, , Otjen, 
r, Lan er, Pa. 
ton, ae, Payne, 
armer, ney, 
oie Littauer, Perkins, 
Heatw Lorimer, Powers, 
Henderson, Loud, Pugh, 
Henry, Loudenslager, Ray, 
Henry, Ind. Lovering, Reeves, 
Hepburn, Ww, Robbins, 
Hicks, McDonald, Royse, 
Hilborn, McIntire, Shattuc, 
Hill, Mahany, Shelden, 
tt, Mahon, Sherman, 
Howe, Mann, Showalter, 
NAYS—112. 
Da Lan 

Bailey, De Atenent: > Laakeoam 
Baker, IIL De Graffenreid, tz, 

richead Deen Toms, Ge. 
Bankhead, ery, 
Bartlett, Dri, Lewis, Wash 
Benton, E Little, 
Berry, E 

nd, Ermentrout, LI , 
Botkin, Fitzpatrick, Love, 
Brantley, ‘ox, cCo 
Brenner, Greene, McCulloch, 

uw \ riggs, McDowell, 
Brucker, Gunn, cRae, 
Brundidge, ae Maddox 
Burke, y, i 
Castle, Henry, Miss. Meekison, 

Yi Henry, Tex. oe on 
Clark, Mo. o ‘ orton, io 
Clayton, Hunter, Norton, 8. C. 
Cc n, Mo. Jett, en, 
Connolly, Jones, Wash. Osborne, 
Cooney, Kelley, y, 

Tr, . Peters, 
Cowherd, Ki ‘ Pierce, Tenn 

Ox, Kle hea, 
Cummings, Knowles, Richardson, 
Davey, b, y, 

ANSWERED “PRESENT "—5. 
Bennett, Martin, Miers, Ind. 
McEwan, 
NOT VOTING—97. 
Acheson, De Vries, McCall, 
Allen, Dovener, McCleary, 
Baird, Eddy, McClellan, 
Baker, Md. Ellis, MeMillin, 
ber, Faris, 
Barlow, Fenton, Marsh, 
* Fi * Maxwell, 
Fleming, - Meyer, La. 
Fletcher. . 
Belden, Fowler, XN. Cc = 
Bell, Grittth, ca 
Benner, Pa. Grout, Ove’ 
Parker, N. J 
Boutell, IL Hemenway, 
y> Hin 2, Pitney, 
Brewer, H . Prince, 
opkins, uigg. 
Ho Beiicn. La. 
Campbell, Joh Ind. Re 
Carmack, ones, Va. uerhering, 
Gatchings, Sayers, 
Cooper, Wis. Kulp, 
Cranford, Po b Skinner. 
Dayton, cAleer, th, &. W. 


So the previous question was ordered. 
At the conclusion of the roll call the following 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. 

gentleman from New York, Mr. M LLAN 


me 
. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. 
a and as I am paired wi 
v 
es :. neon 
anno a myself and Mr. 
———— the contested-election 
mre ee a rae 
6 Tollo ° 
Until further alias Tt a 
=. McEwan with Mr. V. 


OVERSTREET with Mr. Mrens of Indiana. 
Mr. RussEL with Mr. ALLEN, 

. ACHESON . Epzs. 

Mr. Kucr with Mr. Macutre. 

Mr. Barrows with Mr. GRIFFITH. 


XXXI——103 


F 


Tawney, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Tongue, 

Van Voorhis, 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, Mass. 
Walker, Va 
Warner, 
White, IIL 


Smith, Ky. 
Spar’ 


Swanson, 
Talbert, 
Tate, 
Terry, 
Todd, 
Vandiver, 
Vincent, 
Wheeler, x. 
Williams, 
Wilson, 
Zenor. 


Stone, W. A. 


occurred: 
, 1am paired with the 
> . Speaker, I have a general pair with Mr. 
VEHSLAGE, and I wish to withdraw my vote, as I voted inadvert-. 


, Mr. OVERSTREET has not 
him, I desire to withdraw my 


entucky, Mr. Speaker, I understand the Clerk 
HEeMENWAY. That pair 
case, and therefore I voted 
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Mr. Hopkins with Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
Mr. Youne of Pennsylvania with Mr. Barep., 


Mr. KercHam with Mr. HARTMAN. 
Mr. BARNEY with Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. Stone with Mr. McCLEeLLan. 
Mr. Stewart of New Jersey with Mr. McMILLIN, 
Mr. Hooker with Mr. CatTcurnas. 
Mr. LYBRAND with Mr. MAXweELL. 


Mr. 


with Mr. GaIngEs. 






Mr. McCaut with Mr, Srrowp of North Carolina. 
Mr. McCLeary with Mr. MCALEER. 

Mr. Barrett with Mr. Brapry. 

Mr. WEAVER with Mr. Jonzs of Virginia. 


Mr. Bourety of Illinois with Mr. STaLLINGs. 


Mr. CHARLES W. Stone with Mr. BENNER of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. But with Mr. Hivricusen. 
Mr. FENTON with Mr. Dre Vries. 


Mr. Samvurgn W. Suirn with Mr. FirzGERAbp. 
For this day: 


Mr. Pirngy with Mr. FLemina. 
Mr. WM. ALDEN Smrra with Mr. Rosertson of Louisiana. 
Mr. Jounson of Indiana with Mr. Meyer of Louisiana. 
Mr. SHANNON with Mr. SAYErs. 
The SPEAKER. Thequestion now is on agreeing tothe amend- 
ment recommended by the committee. 
The question was taken and on a division (demanded by Mr, 
BAILEY); there were—ayes 88, noes 78. 
Mr. BAILEY. The yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there 
answered “‘ present ” 


as follows: 


Adams, 
Aldrich 
Alexander, 
Arnold, 
Babcock, 
Baker, Ill. 
Ball 


Brown, 
Burleigh, 


Butler, 

Cannon, 

Chickering, 
k, lowa 


Crumpacker, 
Curtis, lowa 
Dalzelli, 
Danford, 


Adamson, 
Brantley, 
Brenner, Ohio 
De Graffenreid, 


Brownlow, 
Brucker, 


YEAS—181. 
Davenport, Hilborn, 
Davidson, Wis. Hitt, 
Davis, Howe, 
ee. Ssmcna, a 

ey, ull, 
Dolliver, Jenkins, 
Derr, 

Ellis, Knox, 
Ermentrout, Lacey, 
Evans, Landis, 
Fletcher, Lanham, 
Foote, Lawrence, 
Gardn aa 

er, Lorimer, 
Gibson, Loud, 
Gillet, N. Y. Lovering, 
Gillett, Mass. Maddox, 

3 Mahany, 
Griffin, Mann, 
Grosvenor, Marshall, 
Groat, Mesick, 
Grow, ae, 

ager y; 
Hamilton, Morris, 

2, Mudd, 
Heatwole, Olmsted, 
Henderson, Otjen, 
Henry, Conn. Packer, Pa. 
Henry, Ind. Parker, N. J. 
Hepburn, Payne, 
Hicks, Perkins, 

NAYS—13. 
Knowles, 
Hunter, Lamb, 
Kelley, Lester, 
Ki . Meekison, 

ANSWERED “PRESENT "—7. 
Cox, Miers, Ind. 
McCormick, Norton, Ohio 

NOT VOTING—205. 
Bradley, Cummings, 
Brewer, Curtis, ee 
Broderick, Davey, 

osius, Davison, Ky 
Brumm, Dayton, 
Brundidge, De Vries, 

1, Dinsmore, 
Burke, Dockery, 
Campbell, dy, 
Capron, cpes, 

a Faris, 
Castle, Fenton 
Catchings, Fischer, 
Clardy,. Fitzgerald," 
Clark, Mo Fitzpatrick, 
Clarke, N. H Fleming, 
Cla: i Fowler, N. C 
Coc , Mo Fowler, N. J. 
Colson, Fox, 
Cooney, n Gaines, 
Cooper, Tex Greene, 
Cooper, Wis Griffith, 
Corliss, Griggs, 
Cowherd, Gunn, 
Cranford, Handy, 


were—yeas 131, nays 13, 
7, present and not voting 32, not voting 173; 





Sturtevant, 
Sulloway, 
Sutherland, 
Tate, 


Taraey, 

e . 
Updesraff, 
Van Voorhis, 
Walker, Va. 
White, N.C. 


Moon. 


Zenor. 


Hartman, 
Hawley, 
Hay, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Miss. 
Henry, Tex. 
Hill, 
Hinrichsen, 
Hooker, 
Hopkins, 
Howard, Ala, 
Howard, Ga. 
Hurley, 
Jett, 
Johnson, Ind 
Jones, Va. 
Jones, Wash. 
Joy, 
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Lewis, Wash. 





Miller, Shannon, Taylor, Ala. 

Littauer, Mills, Shattuc, Todd, 
Little, Mitchell, Sherman, ‘Tongue, 
Livingston, Newlands, Showalter, Underwood, 
Lloyd. Horthway, Shuford, Vandiver, 
Loudenslager, Norton, 8. C. Simpson, Vehslage, 

ve, Odell, Sims, Vincent, 
Low, Ogden, Skinner, Wadsworth, 
event. Osborne, Slayden, Walker, Mass. 

cAleer, Otey, Smith, 8. W. a 
McCall, Overstreet, Smith,Wm. Alden Ward, 
McCleary, Pearce, Mo. Snover, Warner, 
McClellan, Pearson, Southwick, Weaver, 
McCulloch, Peters, Spalding, Weymouth, 
McDonald, Pitney, Stallings, Wheeler, Ala. 
McDowell, Prince, Stewart, N. J. Wheeler, Ky. 
McEwan, Quigg, Stokes, White, Il. 
McIntire, Rhea, Stone, C. W. Wilber, 
MeMillin, Richardson, Stone, W. A. Williams, Miss. 
McRae, Ridgely, Strait, Williams, Pa. 
Maguire, Rixey, Strode, Nebr. Wilson, 
Mahon, Robb, Strowd, N. C. Yost, 
Marsh, Robertson, La. Sullivan, Young, Pa. 
Martin, Russell, Sulzer, Young, Va. 
Maxwell, Sauerhering, Swanson, 
Mercer, Settle, Talbert, 
Meyer, La. Shafroth, Tayler, Ohio 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

At the conclusion of the roll call the following occurred: 

Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with Mr. Mc- 
INTIRE, and therefore wish to withdraw my vote, asI voted under 
&@ misapprehension. ’ 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

For this day: 

Mr. WILBER with Mr. CRANFORD. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri with Mr. VANDIVER. 

Mr. Joy with Mr. Cox. 

Mr. BROWNLOW with Mr. Sms. 

Mr. ODELL with Mr. BARTLETT. 

On this vote: 

Mr. McINTIRE with Mr. McCormick. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 131, the nays 
are 13, members answering ‘‘ present” 7, and the following members 
present and not voting recorded by the Clerk: 

Mr. BAILEY, Mr. CowHERD, . Dockery, Mr. Griaas, Mr. 
KinG, Mr. Lewis of Washington, Mr. Henry of Mississippi, Mr. 
Lentz, Mr. Lewis of Georgia, Mr. OsBoRNE, Mr. UNDERWOOD, 
Mr. McRag, Mr. Dinsmore, Mr. OGpEN, Mr. SHarrots, Mr. 
Skunner, Mr. Love, Mr. Hay, Mr. RicHarpson, Mr. LittTz, 
Mr. Cooper of Texas, Mr. Hanpy, Mr. BENTON, Mr. SULLIVAN, 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri, Mr. Strowp of North Carolina, Mr. Kiz- 
BERG, Mr. Berry, Mr. Orry, Mr. Norton of South Carolina, Mr. 
Ross, Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 

The ayes therefore have it; and the amendment is agreed to. 
The question now is on the engrossment and third reading of the 
bill as amended. 

The question was taken; and on a division (called for by Mr. 
BAILEY) there were—ayes 58, noes 2. 

Mr. BAILEY. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER (having counted the House). One hundred and 
forty members are present, not a quorum. Under the rules of the 
House the previous question will be considered as ordered, and the 
Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I believe the parliamentary situa- 
tion is this: The roll call is upon the engrossment and third read- 
mg of the bill? 

he SPEAKER. The House is now acting under a provision 
of the rules which declares that— 

Whenever a quorum fails to vote on any question, and a quorum is not 
present and objection is made for that cause, unless the House shall ourn, 
there shail be a call of the House, and the Sergeant-at-Arms shall forthwith 
proceed to bi in absent members, and the yeas and nays on the pendin 
question shall at the same time be considered as ordered. The Clerk sha 
call the roll, and each member as he answers to his name may vote on the 
pending question, and, after the roll call is completed, each member arrested 
shall be brought by the Sergeant-at-Arms before the House, whereupon he 
shall be noted as present, discharged from arrest, and given an opportunity 
to vote and his vote shall be recorded. If those voting on the question and 
those who are present and decline to vote shall together make a majority of 
the House, the Speaker shall declare that a quorum is constituted, and the 
penceng Symes shall be decided as the majority of those voting shall ap- 

r. 


nd thereupon further proceedings under the call shall be considered 
as dispensed with. 


The Clerk will proceed to call the roll. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 164, nays 2, an- 
swered ‘‘ present” 84, not voting 106; as follows: 


YEAS—164. 
Adams, Bell, Butler, | Curtis, Iowa 
4 \drich Bingham, Chickering, Dalzell, 
Alexander, Bishop, Clark, Iowa Danford, 
Arnold, Booze, Cochrane, N. Y. Davenport. 
Babcock. Boutelle, Me. Codding, Davidson, Wis. 
Baker, Iil Broderick, Connell, De Armond, 
Barham, Bromwell, Connolly, Dingley, 
Barlow, Brown, Corliss, Dockery, 
Bartholdt, Brumm, Dorr, 
Beach, Burleigh, Crump, Dovener, 
Belford, Burton, Crumpacker, 


Evans, Howell, Mesick, Simpkins, 
Fischer, Hull Mills, Simpson, 
Fletcher, Hurley, Minor, 
Foote, Jenkins, Mitchell, Slayden 
Foss, Johnson, N. Dak. Moody, 8: Ti 
Fox, Kerr, Mo Smith, Ky. 
Gardner, Kirkpatrick, Mudd, Sout: 
Gibson, Kitchin, Northway, Sperry, 
Gillet, N. Y. Knox, Odell, errs 
Gillett, Mass. Lacey, Imsted, 8 e 
Graff, Landis, Otjen, Steele, 
Greene, Lanham, Parker, N. J Stevens, Minn. 
Gritfin, Latimer, Payne, tewart, Wis. 
Grosvenor, Lawrence, rkins, Strode, Nebr. 
Grout, Linney, Pitney, Sturtevant, 
Grow, Littauer, Powers, Sulloway, 
Hager, Little, Pugh, Sutherland, 
Hamilton, Lloyd, Quigg, Tato, 
Harmer, Lorimer, y, Tawney. 
Hawley, Loud, Reeves, Tayler, Ohio 
Hay, Loudenslager, Robbins, erry, 
Heatwole, Love, Robinson, Ind. Tongue, 
Henderson, Low, Royse, Upeegred, 
Henry, Conn. McDonald, Sayers, Van Voorhis, 
Henry, Ind. McEwan, Settle, Walker, Va. 
Henry, Miss. Mahany, Shafroth, ‘anger, 
Hepburn, Mahon, Shattuc, Warner, 
Hicks, Mann, Shelden, te, in. 
Hilborn, Marsh, Sherman, White, N.C. 
Hitt, Mercer, Showalter, W: 
NAYS—2. 
Bartlett, De Graffenreid. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT"’—&. 

Allen, Cox, Lamb, Pierce, Tenn. 
Bailey, Cu Lentz, Rhea, 
Ball, Davey, ‘i 
Barrows, De Vries, Lewis, Wash. Rixey, 
Bennett, Dinsmore, Livingston, Robb, 
Benton, Dolliver, McCormick, Shuford, 
Berry, Dri McCulloch, Snover, 
Bland, Elliott, McDowell, Stok 
Bodine, Epes, McRae, Stone, W. A. 
Bronner, Ohi Fitzpatric x eam an 

renner, o ick, \ wanson, 
Broussard, Fleming, Marshall, Talbert, 
Brownlow, Gunn, Taylor, Ala. 
Brucker, dy, Meekiso: id, 
Brundidge, Hartman, Miers, Underwood, 
Burke, Henry, Tex. oon, Vi 
Clardy, Hunter, Norton, Ohio Vincen 
Clark, Mo. Jett, Norton, 8. C. Wheeler, Ky. 
Cochran, Mo. Kelley, Osborne, w Miss. 
Cooper, Tex. King, Otey, Young, Va. 
Cowherd, Kleberg, Peters, Zenor. 

NOT VOTING—106. 

Acheson, Cooney, Joy. Shannon, 
Adamson, Cooper, Wis. Ke > Smith, 
Baird, Cranford, Knowles, Smith, 8. W. 
Baker, Md Curtis, Kans. ulp, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Bankhead, av Lewis, Ga. uthwick, 
Barber, Davison, Ky. yorwrng. Spalding, 
Barney, Dayton, ee a 8 
Barrett, Eddy, cAleer, 8 
Belden, Faris, McCall, Seoemene, Fux. 
Belknap. Fenton, McCteary, Ste » Os 
Benner, Pa. Fitzgerald, McClellan, Stone, C. W. 
Boutell, Ml. Fowler, N. C. McIntire, Strowd, N. C. 
Bradley, Fowler, N. J. MeMillin, Sullivan, 
Brantley, Gaines, Maxwell, Sulzer, 
Brewer, Griffith, Meyer, La. Vandiver, 
Brewster, Griggs, Miller, Wadsworth, 
Brosius, Hemenway, Newlands, Walker, Mass. 
Bull, ‘ Ogden, ard, 
Campbell, Hinrichsen, Overstreet, Weaver, 
Cannon, Hooker, Packer, Pa. Weymouth. 
Capron, Hopkins, Pearce, Mo. Wheeler, Ala. 
Carmack, Howard, Ala. Pearson, Wilber, 
Castle, Howard, Ga. Prince, W! Pa. 
Cotchings, Howe, Ridgely, Yost, 
Clarke, N. H Johnson, Ind. Robertson, La. Young, Pa. 
Clayton, Jones, Va. ussell, 
Colson, Jones, Wash. Sauerhering, 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 


Mr. RICHARDSON (during the roll call). My colleague, Mr. 
Gartnes, is detained from the House by illness, I desire to ask 
that he be excused. 

The roll call being concluded, 

The SPEAKER said: On this question the yeas are 162, the 
nays 2, present and not voting 81. The ayes have it; and the bill 
is ordered to a third reading. The third reading of an engrossed 
bill—— 

Mr. BAILEY. I demand the reading of the engrossed bill. 

The SPEAKER. The on pee bill is not here, The bill will 
be laid aside. The doors will be reopened. 

Mr. PERKINS. I hope the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BaILey] 
= — that demand. He has had more time now than he 
asked for. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will call the committees. 

The call of committees was proceeded with. 


ROCKLAND, ME., A SUBPORT OF ENTRY. 


Mr. DALZELL (when the Committee on Ways and Means was 
called). I call up the bill (H. R. 7559) making Rockland, Me,, a 
subport of entry. 








_ ‘The bill was read, as follows: 
enacted, etc., 
onan a subport 


oboro, Me. . 

ALZELL. This bill has been reported unanimously by 
anthems on Ways and Means, and it passed that committee 
at the instance of the Secre 
apparent on the face of the 


Mr. BAILEY. I desire to be at on this question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. 8 er, I iMr thirty minutes of my hour 
to the gentleman from Delaware 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Delaware. 

Mr. HANDY. Mr. Speaker, when I was out of order before, I 
was attempting to address the House in regard to a matter which 
rtinent at that time to that bill; but I hope, Mr. 

t the remarks which I may submit at this time will 
of order to any gentleman on the floor, and that I 
— the views which I desire to present to the 

in 





may be er * 
House withou 
observe the rules and the decorum of the House. 

I wish, however, in connection with the bill which is before the 
House, to call attention to a publication in the newspapers of my 
State made on February 3, over the signature of the most dis- 
tizen of my State—~ 


the name of a gentleman from Delaware? That surely is as far 

ntleman from Delaware has gone. 

ALZELL. Itis perfectly apparent, not only to the House, 

but to the gentleman from Texas, that this is a mere evasion—an 

attempt to violate the rules of the House after the question has 
on by the House already. I insist on my point of 

l insist that the gentleman is out oforder. _ 

BAILEY. The gentleman from Delaware, in discussing a 
on which was recently considered in this House, in- 
tends in the course of his h to refer to a statement recently 
aaaelies right todo so. I say to the gentleman from 
lvania [Mr. DALZELL], and to his friends on that side, that 
re on the part of the gentleman from Delaware to 
interject any sensational speech or debate here; but he su 

he has a right to reply to a statement recently made by a distin- 
guished citizen of his own State, and he is going to do it with be- 
coming dignity. It seems to me that even under the strictest 
rule of the House he is entitled to proceed. 

Mr. DALZELL. I care not what subject the gentleman from 
poses to discuss, nor the manner in which he proposes 
to discuss it. I propose that,so far as my power may go, the rules 
of the House shall be observed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I rise to a parliamentary in- 


quiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. How does it become “ appar- 
ent to the House” that anybody knows what the gentleman from 
eee is about to discuss, or what person he is about to men- 


on? 

The SPEAKER. It becomes very apparent from the remarks 
of the gentleman from Delaware and from what has been said by 
the gentleman from Texas—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It surely is not out of order to 
mention the name of a citizen of Delaware. 


stands, thissurely ought not to be a matter of discussion between 
gentlemen who are looking each other in the face. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. But has the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania a right tomake a point of order upon anything that 


t upon mere guesswork, or by taking it for granted 

that he and others understand what the gentleman from Delaware 

pale Sahed-tiet peath i speak about; but does th 

pate wha gentleman is going to about; but does the 

record show what he is going to about; and can any gen- 

tleman raise a 
EAKER. The Chair thinksa point of order can be raised 

on the matter as it stands and is ready to rule upon the point. 

. BAILEY. We have no conceals 

man from Delaware intends to reply to a statement recently made 

by Mr. Bayard; and if the Chair holds 

ro amnenen is not entitled to do that now, he will 


what he says interrupted by these frequent points of order. If the 
Chair holds that he is not th esire—— 
The SPEAKER ~“ 


enforcement of the rule upon any subject unless it be such as is 
hte = for the proper transaction of the public busi- 
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While the custom of the House of Representatives heretofore 
has allowed a very wide latitude of debate in the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, such latitude has not 
been allowed—or such has not been the custom—in the House 
itself. In the House itself a member addressing himself to a sub- 
ject under consideration is expected to confine himself to the sub- 
ject of the debate. If he wanders from that, and it is evident 
that it is his intention to do so, then he is out of order, and either 
the Speaker of the House himself, or any member of the House, 
can call him to order. That being the case, he must proceed in 
order under the rules and address himself to the subject-matter 
of debate—the matter under consideration. 

Now, the gentleman from Texas and the gentleman from Dela- 
ware [Mr. Hanpy] both, with the utmost frankness, have stated 
that the gentleman from Delaware, to whom time was yielded, 
did not intend to discuss the bill before the House for considera- 
tion, but that he did propose to introduce extraneous matter; and 
the Chair is quite sure that both sides of the House will see that it 
is nota ealtaiie subject for discussion on a bill of this character. 

All sides will agree that it is not suitable that we should adopt 
here a system by which any matter or subject could be discussed 
in the consideration of a pee pending before the House 
rather than the one actually before it. 

The early custom of the House, as the Chair has stated, when 
there was plenty of time and the House had little to do, compar- 
atively, permitted a very great latitude of debate in Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union in general debate. 
But the Chair doubts very much if any such latitude was ever 
allowed, even in the early days, under the five-minute rule of de- 
bate, as has been so frequently exercised here during the present 
session. 

The Chair desires to repeat that it is quite sure that both gen- 
tlemen, and all gentlemen on both sides of the Chamber, must feel 
it to be wise to conform to the parliamentary usages and rules of 
the body, intended to promote the transaction of the public busi- 
ness, namely, that the members shall address themselves exclu- 
sively to the matter under consideration. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, the practice of every parliamentary 
body is as binding as its explicit rules; and I have never known a 
gentleman to be called to order here, whether in the Committee of 
the Whole Houseon the state of the Union orin the Houseitself, who { 
was not assailing somebody on the floor of the House or somebody 9 
connected with the Government. I have never known a gentle- 
man who was making a respectful answer to any argument, either 
delivered on this floor or elsewhere, when he did not assail or 
make a personal attack on any member of the Government or a 
member of Congress, who has not been accorded that right on the 
floor of the House at all times. q 

If the gentleman from Delaware was seeking to attack some of t 
the departments of the Government, now, as heretofore, it would 
not be surprising for some gentleman of the Administration party 
to call him to order. But I have seen the liberality of this rule 
illustrated in the House almost as frequently as in the Committee 
of the Whole, the difference being largely in the opportunity, 
because in the House gentlemen do not usually have accorded to i 
them an hour for the discussion of any of the questions that may if 
be presented. 

The Committee of the Whole is, after all, a mere subterfuge, a 
mere parliamentary invention. The House is as much in session 
in the Committee of the Whole as at any other time. The motion 
is that the ‘‘ House shall resolve itself into a Committee of the 
Whole.” Where does the House go? Not into the clouds, not in 
abeyance. The only difference is that a somewhat larger liberty 
of debate is given there than is given in the House because of the 
more extended opportunity offered. 

Now, I am perfectly willing to say that the strict rule shall be 
invoked and enforced under circumstances where it is necessary 
to protect the administration of some department; but where a 
member of this House, upon any proposition that is pending, 
desires to submit a respectful speech, I have never seen his right 
denied nor abridged before. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman from Vermont 
La POWERS] made a speech on the Pacific railroads the other 

ay. 

Mr. BAILEY. It seems to me that gentlemen on that side will 
recollect that only a few days ago we had a rather long and ani- 
mated debate upon the settlement of the Pacific railroad debt, 
and that, too, as I recollect, in the House and not in the commit- 
tee. We were on anentirely different proposition, upon a pension 
bill, and yet the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. FLEMING] on this 
side andthe distinguished gentleman from Vermont [Mr. PowrErs] 
on that side occupied nearly two hours of the time of this House 
in the discussion of a totally different proposition. Yet to-day, 
because a member of this side desires to embrace this opportunity 
to reply to an attack upon him and all those associated with him, 
and proposes to do it ina dignified and respectful manner, the 
strict letter of the rule is invoked against him and he is to be 
silenced by the majority. I appeal to gentlemen on that side to 


# Beckiand, in the State of Meine, be ond eT. ; 
Dat cuepte e customs collection district of Wald- 


ory ot the Treasury. The purpose is 
. It involves no expense to the 


Mr. Hanpy]. 



















































called to order, for it is my sincere desire to 


I call the gentleman to order. 
. The gentleman is out of order. 
Is it a breach of order in this House to mention 


ished citizen of his own State; and it seems to 































As the gentleman from Mississippi under- 


n the record at the time? Has he the right to 
I have no doubt that he and I can both antici- 
int of order on an g that is notin the record? 


ent tomake. The gentle- 
under the strict rules of this 
ty to do so hereafter. He does not desire to have 


n order, I d 
The Chair has no desire to make any strict 

















CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


reflect how far this matter can go. Are gentlemen on that side 
willing to invoke the strict rule against us when, it being invoked 
against the gentleman from Vermont the other day, the point was 
overruled, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman is mistaken 
in saying that the point was overruled. 

Mr. DALZELL. Neo objection was made. 

Mr. BRUMM. The point was sustained. I raised the point. 

Mr. BAILEY. And the gentleman from Vermont did not re- 
spect the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
permit me oné moment? 


The SPEAKER. One moment. The Chair desires to say that 
it is perfectly clear that the ruling of the Chair is correct and not 
disputed by any member of the House, andif a mistake was made— 
if the rule was not enforced at another time—that is the misfor- 
tune of that other time. 

Mr. BAILEY. I cited that as the practice of the House. 

The SPEAKER. There can be no question about the matter 
whatever, and if there is no question about the matter, it seems 
to me we ought not to discuss it. 

Mr. BRUMM. The statement of the gentleman is erroneous, 
The Chair sustained the point when it was raised. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman from Texas 
has yielded to me for a second. The question has arisen—— 

The SPEAKER. This whole discussion is not in order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I am not going to make a dis- 
cussion, but to make a reply to a statement of fact. The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brum] the other day did raise 
that point, and I myself, succeeding him, also raised it. The 
Chair theoretically may or may not have ruled; that is, I do not 
remember that he made any ruling at all. 

Mr. BRUMM. Bui TI do, positivel 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
point, and the gentleman from 

wards, I suppose. 

The SPEAKER. Very well; but the matter was commenced 
by a gentleman on that side of the House. 

Mr. BAILEY. It makes no difference which side commenced 
it, if it was _— 

The SPE R. It makes no difference whatever, except to 
say that that was the fact. 

r. BAILEY. I did not recall that the point of order was 
made. The gentleman from ne [Mr. WILLr1AMs] called 
~*~ attention to the circumstance; but 1 do know—— 

he SPEAKER. Then if the point of order was not enforced, 
the Chair can only say that in his judgment it ought to have been 
enforced. 

Mr. MAHON. Regular order. 

Mr. BAILEY. Ido know that as a matter of practice, within 
ten days, the House has heard for two long hours a discussion of 
an irrelevant matter. 

The-SPEAKER. Now, the rule has existed ever since 1807 
and has always been enforced when the Chair has had his atten- 
tion called to it. The gentleman from Texas says it has not been 
in his experience. It has been very many times in mine. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Chair does not state my statement cor- 
rectly. I said [had never known it to be invoked when a member 
of oe attempting to make a dignified and deliberate 
reply—— 

The SPEAKER. Well, how canit be? I do not know—— 

Mr. BAILEY. If the Chair will permit me to conclude my 
statement—— 


The SPEAKER. Why, certainly. ; 

Mr. BAILEY. I have known it to be invoked in the heat of 
party strife or when some member on this side was a an 
Administration on that side, or a member on that side was attack- 
ing an Administration that was partially of this side. I have 
known it to be invoked then. 

I have known it to be invoked when some member of the House 
was talking about some member of the Senate; I have known it to 
be invoked when matters were becoming nal; but my state- 
ment was that I had never known it to invoked to prevent a 
gentleman from making a deliberate and dignified speec 

The SPEAKER. The rule is a very simple one. The debate 
must be relevant to the subject. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I want to call the attention of the 
gentleman from Texas—— : 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the previous question. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I want to call the attention of the 
-emangg from Texas to my case, in the extra session [laugh- 

ji— 


The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think it worth while to 
enter a discussion so ancient as that. 


Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. WhereI rose toa question of the high- 
House—— 


aero 


Will the gentleman from Texas 


But he did not enforce the 
ermont went on for an hour after- 
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Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. And the rule was invoked against 
me, and I was taken off the floor by a vote of the House, 

Mr. DALZELL, I ask for the previous question. 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question; and 

e r announced that the ayes seemed to have it, 

Mr. BAILEY. Division! 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 105, noes 92. 

Mr. BAILEY. Tellers! 

Pending the question on ordering tellers, 

Mr. D . We may as well have the yeas and nays, Mr, 
Speaker, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 139, nays 57, 
answered ‘‘ present” 24, not voting 136; as follows: 


Boutelle, Me. 
Brewster, 
Broderick, 
mwell, 
us, 
Brown, 
Brumm, 
Burleigh, 
Burton, 
Butler, 


Foss. 
Fowler, N. J. 
Gardner. 


Gi 

Gill ie 
Gillett, Mass. 
Graff, 
Griffin, 
Grosvenor, 
Grow, 


Hawle 
Heatwol c 


2 
Q 


a 


i 
; 


F 
F 


Ky. oy, 
So the previous question was ordered. 
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The following additional pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 

MoIntire with Mr. McCormick. 
Mr. STURTEVANT with Mr. SLAYDEN. 
Mr. Harmer with Mr. FLEMING. 
Mr. VaN Voorais 
Mr. Hur.LEy with Mr. SULZER. 
Mr. LITTAUER with Mr. SPARKMAN, 
Mr. Hicks with Mr. BANKHEAD. 
For this day: 
Mr. Mupp with Mr. RICHARDSON. 


. ELLIOTT. 
Mr. —= ce orm o 

. KS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know whether the gen- 
Stee bama, Mr. BANKHEAD, has voted. 


The SPEAKER pro 
from Alabama did not 
Mr. HICKS, Then 








with Mr. CUMMINGS, 





Mr. Wapsworts with 


The gentleman 


I desire to withdraw my vote, as I am 
gentleman from Alabama, and ask tha 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
EAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BAILEY. I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 116, noes 77. 

Mr. BAILEY. I demand tellers. 

The question was taken; and tellers were ordered. 
The gentleman from Texas, Mr. BAILEy, and 

ania, Mr. DALZELL, will take their 


Mr. DALZELL. Let us have the yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The yeas and nays were 0 

The question was taken; an 
answered “‘ present” 37, not voting 155; as follows: 








The SPEAKER. 
the gentleman from 
places as tellers. 


d there were—yeas 140, nays 24, 













































Carmack, Hawley, McCleary, Sims 
Castle, Hay, McClellan, Slayden, 
Catchin, Hemenway, McCormick, Smith, Ky. 
Clark, Mo. Henry, Miss. MeCulloch, Smith, 5. W. 
Clayton, Henry, Tex. McIntire, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Cochran, Mo. Hicks, MeMillin, Snover, 
Colson, Hilborn, Marshall, Southard. 
Cooney, Hinrichsen, Maxwell, Sparkman, 
Cooper, Wis. Hooker, Meyer, La. Stallings, 
Cowherd, Hopkins, Miller, Stewart, N. J. 
Cranford, Howard, Ala. Minor, Stokes, 
Cummings, Howe, Mudd, Stone, C. W. 
Curtis, Iowa Hurley, Newlands, Strowd, N. ©. 
vison, Ky. ett, Norton, Ohio Sullivan, 
Dayton, Johnson, Ind. Odell, Sulzer, 
Dinsmore, Jones, Va. Osborne, Taylor, Ala. 
Dockery, Jones, Wash. Otey, Todd, 
Dri Joy, Overstreet, Vandiver, 
Eddy, Kelley, Pearce, Mo. Van Voorhis, 
Elliott, Ketcham, Pearson, Vehslage, 
Epes, Kleberg, Peters, Vincent, 
Faris, Knowles, Pierce, Tenn. Wadsworth, 
Fenton, Kulp, uigg, Ward, 
Fitzgerald, Latimer, hea, Weaver, 
Fitzpatrick, Lewis, Ga. Ridgely, Weymouth, 
Fleming. Lewis, Wash. Robb, Wilber, 
Fowler, N.C. Littauer, Robertson, La. Williams, Miss, 
Fox, Livingston, Russell, Williams, Pa. 
Gaines, Lloyd, Sauerhering, Yost, 
Handy, wae Sayers, Young, Pa. 
Harmer, ‘Aleer, Shafroth, Young, Va. 
Hartman, McCall, Shannon, 






So the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. HAWLEY with Mr. DINSMORE. 

At the conclusion of the roll call the following occurred: 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I demand the reading of the en- 
grossed bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House 
adjourn it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] 
moves that when the House adjourn it adjourn until 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I would inquire, if an ad- 
journment is had until next Monday, if that does not do away with 
the Private Calendar to-morrow? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Tennessee ask me 
that question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ido. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Maine 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER (continuing), That when the House adjourns 
it adjourn until Monday next. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, is not my motion a higher 
motion than the motion of the gentleman from Maine? I make 
the point of order that the gentleman's motion is not a privileged 
motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iam not trifling with the Chair. I vant 
to ask the Chair to allow me to read the rule. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The House was dividing on the motion of 
the gentleman from Maine when the gentleman from Tennessee 
made his motion. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iam not trifling with the Chair. I have 
the place marked here that I desire to read. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Regular order! 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I wish to call the Speaker's attention to 
the fact that a motion to fix the hour to which the House shall 
adjourn is not a privileged motion, and the gentleman from Maine 
moves that when we adjourn it be until Monday next. ThatI 
submit, and I make the point of order that that motion can not 
take precedence of the motion I made that the House do now ad- 
journ. Ir tfully ask a ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. DINGLEY. My motion was not to fix the hour. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, it fixes the day, and that is fixing 
an hour. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is a different thing. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, If that is voted down, I shall move that 
the House adjourn. 

The SP R. The House can have its own way on this 
subject—— 

On It can if the Speaker does not interfere 
with i 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair does not understand the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. RicHaRpDsoN]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The Chair seems determined not to per- 
mit me to make the motion that I have made. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Maine, that when the House adjourns it adjourn until 
Monday next, 
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The question was taken; and the Chair announced that the ayes 


seemed to have it. i 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I demand a division. 


Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Speaker, I call for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 128, nays 111, 


answered “‘ present” 8, not voting 109; as follows: 


Adams, 
Aldrich, 
Alexander, 
Arnold, 


Barrows, 
Bartholdt, 
Belford, 
Bennett, 
Bingham, 
Bishop, 
Booze, 
Broderick, 
Bromwell, 
Brosius, 
Brumm, 
Burleigh, 
Burton, 
Butler, 
Cannon, 
Capron, 
Chickering, 
Clark, lowa 


Bodine, 
Brantley, 
Brenner, Ohio 
Broussard, 
Brown, 
Brucker, 
Brundidge, 
Burke, 
Carmack, 
Clardy, 
Clark, Mo. 
Connolly, 
Cooney, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cowherd, 
Cox, 


Davey, 
Davis, 
De Armond, 


Bankhead, 
Brownlow, 


Cummings, 
Curtis, Iow: 


So the motion of Mr. DINGLEY was agreed to. 


YEAS—128. 
Crumpacker, Hill, 
Curtis, Kans. Hitt, 
Dalzell, Howe, 
Danford, Howell, 
Davenport, Hull, 
Davidson, Wis. Hurley, 
Dingley, Jenkins, 
Dolliver, Johnson, N. Dak. 
Dorr, Joy, 

Ellis, Kirkpatrick, 
Evans, Knox, 
Fischer, Lacey, 
Fletcher, Landis, 
Foote, Lawrence, 
Foss, Lorimer, 
Fowler, N. J. Loud, 
Gardner, Loudenslager, 
Gillet, N. Y. Lovering, 
Gillett, Mass. Low, 
Graff, Mahany, 
Griffin, Mann, 
Grosvenor, Marsh, 
Grout, Mercer, 
Grow, Mesick, 
Hager, Mills, 
Hamilton, Minor, 
Harmer, Mitchell, 
Henderson, Moody, 
Henry, Conn. Morris, 
Henry, Ind. Northway, 
Hepburn, Olmsted, 
Hilborn, Otjen, 

NAYS—11L 
De Graffenreid, Lentz, 

De Vries, Lewis, Ga. 
Dockery, Lewis, Wash. 
Driggs, inney, 
eae ne in 
pes, vingston, 
Fitzpatrick, loyd, 
Fowler, N. C. ve, 
Fox, McCulloch, 
Gaines, McDonald, 
Gibson, McDowell, 
Griffith, McRae, 
Gunn, Maddox, 
Handy, ire, 

y, Marshall, 
Henry, Miss. Martin, 
Henry, Tex. Meekison, 
Howard, Ga. Meyer, La. 
Hunter, oon, 

ett, Norton, Ohio 
Jones, Wash. Norton, 8. C. 
Kelley, Ogden, 
Kerr, Osborne. 
King, Pierce, Tenn 
Kitchin, Powers, 
Kleberg, hea, 
Lanham, Ridgely, 
Latimer, bb, 

ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—8. 
Hicks, Miers, Ind. 
McCormick, Richardson, 

NOT VOTING—109. 
Davison, Ky. Lybrand, 
Dayton, McAleer, 
Dinsmore, McCali, 
Dovener, McCleary, 
Eddy, McClellan, 
Ermentrout, McEwan, 
Faris, McIntire, 
Fenton, McMillin, 
Fitzgerald, Mahon, 
Fleming, Maxwell, 
Greene, Miller, 
Griggs, Mudd, 
Hartman, Newlands, 
Hawley Odell, 
Heatwole, itey, 
Hemenway, verstreet, 
Hinrichsen, Packer, Pa. 
Hooker, Pearson, 
Hopkins, eters, 
Howard, Ala. nce, 
Johnson, Ind. igg, 
Jones, Va. bertson, La. 
Ketcham, ussell, 
Knowles, Sauerhering, 
Kulp, yers, 

‘ Shannon, 
Lester, 8 
Littauer, Slayden, 


Parker, N. J. 
Payne, 
Pearce, Mo. 
Perkins, 
Pitney, 
Pugh, 
Ray, 
Reeves, 
Robbins, 
Royse, 
Shattuc, 
Shelden, 
Sherman, 
Showalter, 
Simpkins, 
Smith, M1. 
Southard 
Southwick, 
Spalding, 
Sperry, 
Sprague, 
Steele, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stewart, Wis. 
Strode, Nebr. 
Tawney, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Upcoarels, 
adsworth, 
Walker, Va. 
Wanger, 
White, N. C. 


Robinson, Ind. 
Settle, 
Shafroth, 
aes. 
mpson, 
Skinner 
Smith, Ky. 
Stark, 
Ceeqbens, Tex. 
Stokes, 
Strait, 
Sullivan, 
Sulloway, 
Sutherland, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, 
Tate 


ate, 
Taylor, Ala. 
euny. 
Todd, 
Vandiver, 
Vincent, 
Walker, Mass. 


Wheeler, Ky. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, 

Zenor. 


Rixey, 
Wheeler, Ala. 


Smith, 8. W. 


Smith, Wm. Alden 


Snover, 
Sparkman, 
Stallings, 
Stewart, N. J. 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Strowd, N. C. 
Sturtevant, 
Sulzer, 
Tongue, 
vas Feo, 
an Voor 
Vehslage, 
Ward, 


Warner, 
wee th, 
eymou 
Wilber, 
Williams, Pa, 
Yost, 
Young, Pa. 
Young, Va. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 


Mr. Yost with Mr. Rrxey, 


For this vote: 

Mr. Manon with Mr. CLAYTON. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana (who had voted in the negative). AsI 
am paired with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. OvER- 
STREET, I withdraw iny vote. 

Mr. McCORMICK (who had voted in ‘the negative). Mr. 
Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman from Maryland, Mr. 

cINTIRE, and therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I am paired with the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, Mr. Hicks. If he were present, I should vote 
“ec no. ” : 

Mr. RICHARDSON (who had voted ‘‘no”). Iam paired gener- 
ally with the gentleman from Maryland, Mr. Mupp. I believe 
that if he were present he would vote “no;” but not having abso- 
lute knowledge on that point, I withdraw my vote. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


BANKRUPTCY BILL. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Iask unanimous consent that the bank- 
ruptcy bill be taken up on Wednesday next immediately after the 
approval of the Journal, and that the general debate thereon con- 
tinue during Wednesday, Thursday, and Saturday of next week, 
and that the bill be considered in the House as in Committee of 
the Whole under the five-minute rule on Monday following, the 
vote to be taken at 4 o’clock on Monday. I will state that I make 
this request after consulting with gentlemen on the other side— 
members of the Judiciary Committee who made the minority 
report. 

Mr. TERRY. I suggest to my friend not to make any arran 
ment in regard to when the five-minute debate shall begin. a 
can arrange that hereafter when we see how much general de- 
oN iS SENDERSON Vv ll, let subseq 

Mr. . ery well, let su uent arrangement 
be made as to that. _ " 
ou pes: And let the time for general debate be equally 

ivided. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Yes; the time to be equally divided and 
to be under the control of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
TERRY] on the other side and of myself, if agreeable, on this side. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] 
asks unanimous consent that the bankruptcy bill be set down for 
next Wednesday immediately after the approval of the Journal; 
that the debate continue for that day and the next three days, except 
Friday, and that the vote be taken on Monday at 4 o’clock, the 
time for debate to be equally divided among the friends and the 
“a of the bill. 

r. LACEY. I shall make objection unless opportunity is to 
be given to move an amendment to strike out the involuntary 
feature of the bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON. There will be opportunity given for amend- 
ment; that is understood. 

TheSPEAKER. ls there objection? The Chair hears none. 

a UNDERWOOD. Is it understood that we can offer amend- 
ments? 

Mr. HENDERSON. I meant in my original request that the 
last day should be reserved for that purpose; but the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. TERRY] has suggested that wedo not arran 
now as to the division of time between the general debate and t 
five-minute debate on amendments. 

Mr. TERRY. I meant to suggest that we do not fix now when 
the five-minute debate shall in. In other words, we might 
commence _one under the five-minute rule later in the day 
on Monday than immediately after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. BAILEY. As I understand, the agreement leaves the 
whole question of amendments just as it would be if we were 
proceeding in regular order. 

Mr. HENDERSON. That is right. 

Mr. BAILEY. That will be entirely satisfactory. 

Mr. TERRY. That is the understanding. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to the arrange- 
ment proposed; and it is ordered accordingly. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Before the announcement of the result on the motion to adjourn, 
the following bnsiness was transacted by unanimous consent: 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of the fol- 
—a title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 5982. An act to amend an act entitled “An act declaring 
a certain bridge across the Tallahatchie River, in Tallahatchie 
County, State of aes a lawful structure, and for other 
purposes,” approved May 28, 1896. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 
Leave of absence was ted as follows: 


To Mr. Fiemine for days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

















I OTT 


as 


1898. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 1639 


To Mr. STURTEVANT for ten days, on account of important busi- By Mr. CASTLE: A bill (H. R. 8004) for the erection of a pub- 





ness. lic building at Fresno, Cal., and purchase of site for same—to the 
To Mr. Mitts for two weeks, on account of sickness. Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
To Mr. KNow Les for fifteen days, on account of important; By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 8005) for the erec- 
business. tion of a United States prison, and for the imprisonment of United 


To Mr. Ruea of Kentucky, indefinitely. States prisoners, at or near Jackson, Miss., and for other purposes— 
The result of the vote on the motion to adjourn was then an- | to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
nounced; and accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 55 minutes p.m.) the| By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 8035) regulating the taking of 
House, in accordance with its previous order, adjourned until | oaths in proceedings before the Land Department—to the Com- 
Monday next. mittee on the Public Lands. 
—_ By Mr. enepen Cg A bill Sy > 8036) for the protection of 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. surface pipes, cables, wires, and other metallic constructions in 
the District of Columbia from danger by electrolysis, and for 
Under clause 2 of Rule ceed Pin geseclheere dy edgy woe < » other purposes—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
Treasury, eT a oe. eaoaae $0 the purchase of Sodieien By Mr. COLSON: A memorial of the legislature of the State of 
ohne department, caus tae fee the edie Plaga Kentucky, asking aegagvennens of Big Sandy River in Kentucky — 
Ted 4s : to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 





— PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
‘ RESOLUTIONS. - following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
der clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- | 0140ws: : : 
ine tities were severally reported from committees, delivered to} , By Mr. BENTON: A bill (H. R. 8006) to increase pension of 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, | Andrew J. Molder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
as follows: By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 8007) grantiug a pension to 
Mr. JENKINS, from the Committee on the District of Colum- | Johanna Smith—to the Committee on Pensions. 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6359) to Also, a bill (H. R. 8008) granting a pension to Evelyn Loudon, 
quiet land titles in the District of Columbia, reported the same widow of Col. D. W. C. Loudon—to the Committee on Pensions. 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 429); which said| By Mr. COONEY: A bill (H. R. 8009) to pension Purnell Huff- 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. man at the rate of $30 per month—to the Committee on Invalid 
Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, | Pensions. _ ; 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2917) to ratify | _ Also, a bill (H. R. 8010) to pension Henry Esser at the rate of 
andconfirm an agreement with the Comanche, Kiowa, and Apache | $30 per mcnth—to the Committee on Pensions. _ 
tribes of Indians in Oklahoma Territory, and to make appropria- o, a bill (H. R. 8011) to pension James Wise at the rate of 
tions for carrying the same into effect, and to open their reserva- | $30 per month—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
tion for settlement, rted the same with amendment, accom-| Also, a bill (H. R. 8012) to pension George W. Drake at the rate 
panied by a report (No. 431); which said bill and report were | of $30 per month—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the | Also, a bill (H. R. 8013) to pension John Gerdts at the rate of 
Union. —— month—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
$ sO, a aes ones to ee Ses — at the rate of 
TTE 12 per month—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
REFORSS OF One BILIA ARD , a bill (H. R. 8015) to pension John C. Ethridge at the rate 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and iit one off thy of $12 Peg month—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
f lo ne tition of Rule ali; P Sots end reso tt a li e By r. DOLLIVER: A bill (H. R. 8016) to remove the charge 
oak a Cle bape. aoe Fay ag th fon a f the Wh Ie of desertion from the military record of Joseph Bence—to the 
House, as follows: eee ve oe a Me EDDY (ty % ae A bill (H. R. 8017) for the rel 
: . . ‘ y Mr. (by request): ill (H. R. 8017) for the relief of 
bee ee ee a ae Theophilus Fisk Mills—to the Committee on Claims. 
th a wide at eee Mini 5 RW Wh (H.R. ). Unit m By Mr. FITZPATRICK: A bill (H. R. 8018) for the relief of 
ee en ; e~ er hh - J OSOpn W. T ckhten ts the United Gilbert Justice—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
e os - pn ty 0 a —, sm a ‘heceainend ed | See, 9 tae 7.5. am Be the relief of A. J. Campbell—to the 
Army, repo: : Yee ; ommittee on Military Affairs. 
ty pn awl = a said bill and report were referred to | “ By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 8020) for the 
Mr BROMWELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to which | Telief of Johanna Fitzgerald—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
: ae : oe sions. 
Pantiod of Tobe A. Andere, ont the same pith amacdnert | By Mr. GRIGGS: A bill (H. R. 8021) for the relief of Mrs. 
accompanied b a rt (No. 139) which said bill and report | >"882.4- Diedrich—to the Committee on Pensions. 
were referred te the ivate Calender po By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 8022) to pension Permelia Glass, a 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. from the Committee om Pensions. to dau hter of a deceased Revolutionary veteran—to the Committee 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 152) to increase the | 0" * ©BS!0ns. - ; . 
pension of Esther Brown, reported the same without amendment, Also, a bill (H. R. 8023) for the relief of the estate of Sarah T. 
accompanied by a report (No. 438); which said bill and report Ambler, late of Rappahannock County, Va.—to the Committee 
were referred to the Private Calendar. on War Claims. ‘ : 
Mr. COLSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was re- | __ By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 9024) to pension James H. 
ferred the bill of the Senate (S. 1826) granting an increase of pen- | Wiswell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. sat 
sion to Mrs. Jane L. Fagg, widow of Gol. John A. Fagg, reported | , By Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 8025) for the relief of William W. 
the same without Satitenk accompanied by a report (No. 434); Armstrong—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.| By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 8026) to pension Rebecca G. Ir- 
win—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


, : Abi . R. 8027 hi 
PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS By Mr. LATIMER (by request): A bill (H. R. 8027) for the relief 





Emmart, Dunbar & Co.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LOVE: A bill (H. R. 8028) for the relief of Phillip San- 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials | quennette and Mrs. Louisa Garrity, of Natchez, Miss.—to the 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as | Committee on War Claims. 
follows: | By Mr. MAGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 8029) for the relief of certain 

By Mr. LESTER: A bill (H. R. 8001) to repeal sections 3412 | persons who now are or formerly were citizens of California, and 
and 3413 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the | for other purposes—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Committee on Banking and Currency. | Also, a bill (H. R. 8030) for the relief of the State of California— 

By Mr. CALLAHAN: A bill (H. R. 8002) granting certain lands | to the Committee on War Claims. 
inO na Territory to said Territory for a soldiers’ home—to| By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 8031) granting a pensior to Mrs. 
the Committee on the Public Lands. Caroline Frances Spiegel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 8003) to refund to the| Also, a bill (H. R. 8032) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah Taylor—to 
State of New York certain duties paid by said State in 1863 to | the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
arm State troops organized to aid in suppressing the then existing | By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 8033) granting a 
insurrection against the United States—to the Committee on War msion to Capt. John T. Cochran—to the Committee on Invalid 
Claims. ensions. 














1640 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8034) granting a pension toS. H. Hender- 
s0n—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 8037) granting a pension to 
Lizzie Waltz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARROWS: A bill (H. R. 8038) granting a pension to 
Bvt. Lieut. Col. Amos Webster—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BELFORD: A bill (H. R. 8039) for the relief of Gatt- 
leib Schlecht and Maurice D. Higgins, and for the relief of the 
heirs and legal representatives of William Bindhammer and 
Valentine Brasch—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine: A bill (H. R. 8040) to remove 
the charge of desertion against the army record of Francis J. 
Brady—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRUMM: A bill (H. R. 8041) removing charge of deser- 
tion from military record of James Mangham—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CORLISS: A bill (H. R. 8042) for the relief of Philip 
Weitz—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COLSON: A bill (H. R. 8048) for the relief of John 
Perkins—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8044) granting a pension to Amanda Lucas— 
to the Committee on Pensiens. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8045) for the relief of Daniel Butler—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8046) for the relief of Peter Hinkle—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8047) for the relief of William Bolin—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CRUMP: A bill (H. R. 8048) giving military record to 
Thomas Wakeley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8049) giving military record to Jacob S. Coons— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8050) giving military record to Francis Volk— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H. R. 8051) extending the terms of pat- 
— Nos. 260657 and 290851, respectively—to the Committee on 
-atents. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Petition of citizens of Philadelphia, Pa.,favor- 
ing the enactment of legislation to more effectually restrict immi- 
gration and prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and crim- 
inal classes to the United States—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Sundry petitions of labor unions of 
Kansas City, Mo., against the passage of the so-called anti-scalp- 
ing ticket bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Kirkwood, Mo., in favor of legislation to protect State anti-ciga- 
rette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in original pack- 
ages on entering any State shall become subject to its laws—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Wilsons Creek National Park Associa- 
tion, in favor of the establishment of a national park at Wilsons 
Creek, Mo.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petitions of the Polish National Alliance of the United 
States and Polish citizens of the United States, remonstratin 
against the passage of the so-called Lodge immigration bill ont 
Loy sven amendments to the immigration laws—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 


Also, resolution of the Se ee Ward Republican League 
ec 


Club of St. Louis, Mo., against urtailment of postal facilities 
of St. Louis—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BELFORD: Resolutions of the Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion of Kings and Queens counties, N. Y., favoring the establish- 
ment of an international American bank—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. BENTON: Petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union, Presbyterian Christian Endeavorers, Epworth League, 
and citizens of Monett, Mo., also, the official board of the Chris- 
tian Church of Pierce City, Mo., in favor of legislation to protect 
State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in 
Original packages on entering any State shall become subject to 
its laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BISHOP: Petition of citizens of Benzie County, Mich., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to protect State anti- 
cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in original 
packages on entering any State shall Decome subject to its laws— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of Benzie County, Mich., praying for 
the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating 
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liquors in all Government buildings—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of citizens of Benzie County, Mich., praying for 
the enactment of legislation prohibiting interstate ling by 
telegraph, telephone, or otherwise—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, petition of citizens of Benzie County, Mich., praying for 
the enactment of legislation raising the age of protection for girls 
to 18 years in the District of Columbia and the Territories—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of citizens of Benzie County, Mich., praying for 
the enactment of legislation substituting voluntary arbitration 
for railway strikes—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of citizens of Benzie County, Mich., for the pas- 
sage of a bill to further protect the first day of the week in the 
—— of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Colum- 

ia. 

Also, petition of citizens of Benzie County, Mich., praying for 
the enactment of —— prohibiting the interstate transmis- 
sion of newspaper —— of prize fights, etc.—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and ign Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of Benzie County, Mich., praying for 
the enactment of legislation prohibiting kinetoscope reproduction 
of prize fights in the District of Columbia and the Territories—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine: Papers to accompany House bill 
relating to the record of Francis J. Brady—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRUMM: Petition of H. H. Minnick, John B. Ditzler 
and other citizens of Rock, Schuylkill County. Pa., in favor of 
legislation which will more effectually restrict immigration and 
prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to 
the United States—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Affidavit of Susan Keene, of Cranston, R.L, 
to accompany House bill No, 7401 for her relief—to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COLSON: Petition of citizens of Jamestown, Ky., in 
favor of granting a pensionable status to the South Cumberlan 
Battalion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONNELL: Resolutions adopted at a meeting of the 
Lithuanian citizens of Scranton, Pa., protesting against the pas- 
sage of the Lodge immigration bill—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. COWHERD: Protest of A. E. Asbury and others, of 
Kansas City, Mo., against the sage of a general bankruptcy 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petitionsof Charles A. Slack and other citi- 
zens of Allegheny; W. R. McMinn, A. E. Burns, and others, of Ben- 
nett, all in Allegheny County, Pa., favoring the enactment of 
legislation which will more effectually restrict immigration and 
prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes 
to the United States—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Paper to accompany House bill for cor- 
rection of the military record of Joseph Bence—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Petition of the Douglas Methodist Episcopal 
Church, Washington, D. C., in favor of the eee of a bill to 
prohibit the sale of liquor in Government buildings—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Petition of Lucy Mynatt, widow of Nelson 
Mynatt, deceased, of Union County, Tenn., asking reference of 
a eae to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. GRAFF: Petition of veterans of the late war, now of 
Delavan, Ill., and vicinity, in favor of the passage of a service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the Farmers’ Institute, relating to educati 
the people of Soe countries in the use of corn as a food prod- 
uct—to the Committee on re 

Also, protest of certain ci of Farmington, Il., against the 

- of a general bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on the 
a ciary. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Petition of Ralph Applewhite, jr., captain 
Company G, First Regiment Indiana State Militia, oukiots for an 
increase of the appropriation for the National Guard of each 
State—to the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

Also, — and testimony filed in support of House bill No. 
= for relief of Silas Jordan—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 


By Mr. HARMER: Petitions of citizens of Philadelphia, Pa. 
favoring the enactment of legislation to more eff y restrict 
immigration and prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and 
criminal classes to the United States—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 





as 

















Also, petition of citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of legisla- 
tion to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigar- 
ettes imported in original packages on entering any State shall 
become subject to its laws—to the Committee on Interstate and 

‘oreign Commerce. 

Y ian, petition of the Hermon Christian Endeavor Society of 
Frankford, Philadelphia, Pa., asking for the passage of a bill to 
forbid the sale of intoxicating beverages in all Government build- 
ings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of Joseph B. Hughes, for relief—to the Committee 
on ey se : y : 

By Mr. Y: Petitions of William H. Pierson and others, 
Fred Meyers and others, citizens of Wilmington, Del., in favor of 
the enactment of legislation which will more effectually restrict 
immigration and prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and 
criminal classes to the United States—to the Co ttee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr, HICKS: Petition of F. E. Reese, H. W. Sample, W. H. 
Reese, Sheridan Filker and 40 other citizens of Johnstown, Pa., 
in favor of legislation to more effectually restrict immigration 
and prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal 
classes to the United States—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of Dr. Henry T. Godfrey and other 
physicians of Jo Daviess County, Ill., protesting against the pas- 
sage of the bill restricting vivisection—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HOWE: Resolutions of the Manufacturers’ Association 
of Hings and Queens counties, N. Y., in favor of an international 
American bank—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Sundry petitions of citizens of Somerset 
County, Seabright, Long Branch, Oceanic, Perrineville, and South 
Amboy, State of New Jersey, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation which will more effectually restrict immigration and pre- 
vent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to 
the United States—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

Also, petitions of the Christian Endeavor Society and First 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Atlantic Highlands, N. J., asking 
for the pesstgne the bill to raise the age of protection of girls to 
18 years in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Central Baptist Church, of Atlantic High- 
lands, N. J., praying for the passage of a bill prohibiting the sale 
of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol and all Government build- 
ings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

y Mr. HUNTER: Paper to accompany House bill granting a 
pension to James H. Wiswell—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HURLEY: Petition of the Manufacturers’ Association 
of Kings and Queens counties, N. Y., favoring the establishment 
of an international American bank—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

Also, resolutions of the ninth annual session of the Congress of 
the Knights of Labor of the State of New York, held at Albany, 
January 11 to 13, 1898, favoring the development of the American 
— marine—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 

eries. 

Also, resolution of the Long Island Society Daughters of the 
Revolution, Brooklyn, N. Y., in favor of Government ownership 
and preservation of Fort Ticonderoga—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, petitions of R. E. Jackson, W.M. McGrath, J. B. Harland, 
Tunis Craft, and other citizens of New York City, favoring the 
enactment of legislation to more effectually restrict immigration 
and prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal 
classes to the United States—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

oo JETT: Protest of A. R. Scott and 20 other citizens of 
Beth. y, fil., against the passage of a general bankruptcy bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of John McNulta and others, for the construction 
of a Navy vessel to the ancient and obsolete U.S.S. Mich- 
tgan—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petitions of Frank , J. P. Thornton, Samuel H. 
Wyss, C. Julius Konig, and other citizens of the State of Illinois, 
— against the passage of the so-called anti-scalping ticket 

—to Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LATIMER iy rn Paper to accompany House 
— for the relief of » Dunbar & Co.—to the Committee 

By Mr. LENTZ: Papers to accompany House bill No. 5938, to 
correcé the military record of Frank D. Myer—to the Committee 
on Miti Affairs. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of the Methodist Bplecopal 

legisla- 


Church of W: , N.J., praying for the enactment 
tion substituting v arbitration for railway strikes—to the 


Committee on Labor. 
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Also, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Woodbury, 


N. J., for the passage of a bill to further protect the first day of 
the week in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 


Also, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Woodbury, 


N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the 
interstate transmission of newspaper descriptions of prize fights, 
etc.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


Also, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Woodbury, 


N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting kineto- 
scope reproductions of prize fights in the District of Columbia and 
the Territories—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Also, petitions of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Wood- 


bury, N. J., and the Prohibition League of Haddonfield, N. J., 
praying for the enactment of na se the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in all Government bui 

tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


dings—to the Commit- 
Also, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Woodbury, 


N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting inter- 
state gambling by ae. telephone, or otherwise—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and 


oreign Commerce. 
Also, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Churck of Woodbury, 


N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation raising the age of 
protection for girls to 18 years in the District of Columbia and 
the Territories—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Also, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Woodbury, 


N.J., praying for the enactment of legislation to protect State anti- 
cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in original 
packages on entering any State shall become subject to its laws— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


Also, petitions of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Wood- 


bury, N. J., Joseph Graff and 21 others, and George W. Flowers and 
22 others, citizens of Bridgeport, N. J., asking for the passage of 
a bill which will more effectually restrict immigration and pre- 
vent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to 
the United States—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 


By Mr. McDOWELL: Petition of A. S. Hides and other citizens 


of West Salem, Ohio, in favor of legislation which will more 


effectually restrict immigration and prevent the admission of il- 


literate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United States—to the 


Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. McRAE: Petition of Hon. R. L. Emerson and other 
citizens of Magnolia, Ark., against the passage of a general bank- 
em bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

y Mr. PITNEY: Petition of citizens of Madison, N. J., in 
favor of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: Petition of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeaver of the Cumberland Presbyterian Church at 
Charleroi, Washington County, Pa., asking for the passage of a 
bill to forbid the sale of intoxicating beverages in all Government 
buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of the Soldiers’ Orphan School, of 
Chester Springs, Pa., in favor of the passage of a bill restricting 
the right to buy and sell railroad tickets—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Mohawk, N. Y., and Young People’s Society of Christian Endeavor 
of Norway, N. Y., for the enactment legislation to protect 
State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in 
original packages on entering any State shall become subject to 
its laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SHOWALTER: Petition of J. C. McCandless and other 
citizens of Beaver Falls, Pa., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation excluding illiterate immigrants—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SIMPKINS of Massachusetts: Petition of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of New Bedford, Mass., to limit ab- 
solute divorce in the District of Columbia and the Territorics— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
New Bedford, Mass., asking for the passage of the bill to raise the 
age of protection of girls to 18 years in the District of Columbia— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, resolutions of the Boston Fruit and Produce Exchange,in 
favor of reciprocity between the United States and Canada—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Papers to accompany House biil 
No. 7242, to correct the military record of Squire Stinson—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 3675. relating to the 
claim of Zadock C. Andrews—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. STARK: Papers to accompany House bill No. 7310, 
—- a pension to Catharine Barker, of McCool, Nebr.—to the 

mmittee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 7383, granting a pen- 
sion to George C. Maxfield, of Fairmont, Nebr.—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: Resolutions of the mayor and 
common council of the city of Oconto, Wis., relative to the 
improvement of the harbor at Oconto, Wis.—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Petition of Glenshaw Council, 
No. 376, of Glenshaw; also petition of John Callender and citi- 
zens of Hites, Creighton, and Tarentum; also petition signed by 
numerous citizens of Pittsburg, Allegheny, Sharpsburg, and Etna, 
allin Allegheny County, Pa., favoring the enactment of legislation 
to more effectuaily restrict immigration and prevent the admis- 
sion of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United 
States—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition of the officers and directors of 
the First National Bank of Nora Springs, Iowa, protesting against 
the passage of a general bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Nunda, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that ciga- 
rettes imported in wy ee packages on entering any State shall 
become subject to its laws—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 3 

Also, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Nunda, 
N. Y., in favor of legislation to prohibit kinetoscope reproduc- 
tions of pugilistic encounters in the District of Columbia and the 
Territories, and the interstate transmission of materials for the 
same—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Nunda, 
N. Y., urging the passage of a bill to prohibit the transmission by 
mail or interstate commerce of pictures and descriptions of prize 
fights—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Bergen, N. Y., and the Methodist Episcopal Church of Nunda, 
N. Y.. urging the passage of a bill to prohibit the sale of liquors 
in Government buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 


SENATE. 


Fripay, February 11, 1898. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miuzury, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings when, on motion of Mr. KyLz, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


MILITIA FORCE OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War. transmitting an abstract of the 
militia force of the United States, according to returns received 
at the Office of the Adjutant-General, United States Army, for the 
year 1897; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


JOINT TRAFFIC ASSOCIATION AGREEMENT, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Interstate Commerce Commission, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of the 7th instant, certain testimony 
taken by the commission in the proceedings known as the New 
York Produce Exchange case and the grain-investigation cases of 
1897 as relates to the Joint Traffic Association agreement, and the 
action thereunder in the pooling of traffic or otherwise. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the communication, with the 
accompanying documents, be referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce, and printed; and that 300 extra copies be printed 
for the use of the committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of ‘Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninaG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the joint resolution (S. R. 53) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to deliver to the mayor of the city of Milwaukee, for use 
in ornamenting one of the parks of that city, the Parrott rifled 
cannon and carriage recently used on the revenue cutter Andrew 
Johnson. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
ed the enrolled bill (H. R. 5982) to amend an act entitled 
*‘An act declaring a certain bridge across the Tallahatchie River 
in Tallahatchie County, State of Mississippi, a lawful structure, 
and for other purposes,” approved May 28, 1896, 


FEBRUARY 11, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Woman’s Suffrage 
of Natick, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
tect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that pee imported 
in original packages on entering any State shall become subject 
to its laws; which was refe to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Suffrage League of 
Natick, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
hibit the interstate transmission of lottery messages and other 
gambling matter by telegraph; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Suffrage League of 
Natick, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
hibit the transmission by mail or interstate commerce of newspa- 
per descriptions of prize fights; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Suffrage League of 
Natick, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation to substi- 
tute voluntary arbitration for eee which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Suffrage League of 
Natick, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
hibit kinetoscope reproductions of pugilistic encounters in the 
District of Columbia and the Territories and the interstate trans- 
——_ of materials of the same; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Suffrage League of 
Natick, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
hibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol and all Gov- 
ernment buildings: which was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Suffrage League of 
Natick, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation to raise 
the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the District of Colum- 
bia and the Territories; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the congrega- 
tion of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Nunda, N. Y., praying 
for the enactment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Colum- 
bia; which was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

He also presented petitions of the ee of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of Nunda, of the Young People’s Society 
of Christian Endeavor of Norway, and of the Woiman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Mohawk, all in the State of New York, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to protect State anti- 
cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in original 
packages on —— we ogg shall become subject to its laws; 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


He also presented a petition of the aces of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of Nunda, N. Y., for the enactment of leg- 
islation to prohibit the transmission by mail or interstate com- 
merce of newspaper descriptions of prize fights; which was 


referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of Nunda, N. Y., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit kinetoscope reproductions of pugi- 
listic encounters in the District of Columbia and the Territories 
and the interstate transmission of materials for the same; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of the Onondaga Valley Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union, of Onondaga County, N. Y., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in the Capitol and all Government buildings; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. SEWELL presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Woodbury, N. J., and a petition 
of the congregation of the Central Baptist Church of Woodbury, 
N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation excluding illiterate 
immigrants; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal and First Baptist churches of Woodbury, N. J., 
praying for the enactment of a Sunday-rest law for the District 
of Columbia; which were referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

He also presented petitions of the tions of the Central 
Baptist, First Baptist,and Methodist Episcopal churches of Wood- 
bury, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to raise the 
age of protection for girls to 18 years in the District of Columbia 
and the Territories; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the co ations of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal and Central Baptist churches of Woodbury, N. J., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit kinetoscope 
reproductions of pugilistic encounters in the District of Columbia 
and the Territories and the interstate transportation of materials 
for the same; which were ordered to lie on the table. 
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presented tions of the congregations of the Central 
an aea Meth: Episcopal churches of Woodbury, N. J., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the transmis- 
sion by mail or interstate commerce of newspaper descriptions of 


prize fights; which were referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary 


e also presented petitions of the congregations of the First 
Baptist al Methodist Episcopal churches of Woodbury, and of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Plainfield, all in the 
State of New Jersey, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes im- 
ported in original packages on entering any State shall become 
subject to its laws; which were referred to the Committee on 
Interstate wees ate - sie metenteats 

He also presented two petitions of the con, on of the Meth- 
odist Eplacopal Church of Woodbury, N. J., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to substitute voluntary arbitration for rail- 
way strikes; which were referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. ted f th tions of the Central 

He also presented petitions o e congregations of the Centra 
Baptist ae; Methodist Episcopal churches of Woodbury, N. J., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the interstate 
transmission of lottery messages and other gambling matter by 
telegraph; which were referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal, First Baptist, and Central Baptist churches of 
Woodbury; of the Prohibition e of Haddonfield, and of 
the congregation of the Central Baptist Church of Atlantic High- 
lands, all of the State of New Jersey, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in the 
Capitol and all Government buildings; which were referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented the memorial of Dr. Fred A. 
Tucker, Dr. C. E. Cottingham, and Dr. M. C. Hanath, a commit- 
tee of the Hamilton County Medical Society, of Noblesville, Ind., 
remonstrating against the e of Senate bill No. i063, for the 
further prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of Colum- 
bia; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Young People’s Union of the 
Central Universalist Church of Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the 
enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liq- 
nors in the Capitol and all Government buildings; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. ALLEN ee sundry pa in support of the bill 
(S. 8630) to provide for a more equitable distribution of the funds 
of certain Indians; which were referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Penn- 
ville, Ind., remonstrating against the enactment of a general 
bankruptcy law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He a!so —— memorials of the faculty of the Medical Col- 
lege of Indiana, University of Indianapolis, Indianapolis; of the 
Vigo ——e Medical ney ig Terra Haute, and of the Marion 
County Medical Society, of Indianapolis, all in the State of indi- 
ana, remonstrating against the passage of Senate bill No. 1063, 
for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of 
Columbia; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a memorial of Lone Star Federal Labor 
Union, No. 6635, of Kansas City, Kans., remonstrating against 
the passage of the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BATE mted a memorial of the Tennessee State board 
of health, of Nashville, Tenn., remonstrating against the passage 
of Senate bill No. 1063, for the further prevention of cruelty to 

in the District of Columbia; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Manchester, N. H., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit interstate gambling by telegraph, 

hone, or otherwise; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Manchester, N. H., praying for the enactment of 
1 ation to raise the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the 

trict of Columbia and the Territories; which was ordered to 
= Bese table. 

e presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Manchester, N. H., pra for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Cap- 
itol and all Government buildings; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Francestown, N. H., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit, as far as the power of Congress extends 





the reproduction of prize fights by the kinetoscope or other kin- 
dred devices; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Francestown, N. H., praying for the enactment of 
a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Francestown, N. H., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit, as far as the power of Congress extends, 
the interstate and extended mail circulation of newspaper descrip- 
tions of prize fights; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Manchester, N. H., and a petition of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Francestown, N. H., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to substitute voluntary arbitration 
for railway strikes; which were referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Center Sandwich, N. H., and of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Exeter, N. H., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to protect the first day of the week as a 
day of rest; to prohibit, as far as the power of Congress extends, 
the reproduction of prize fights by the kinetoscope and kindred de- 
vices; to substitute voluntary arbitration for railway strikes; to 
prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in the national Capitol 
and all other Government. buildings; to prohibit interstate gam- 
bling by telegraph or telephone, and to raisethe age of protection 
for girls to 18 years in the District of Columbia and the Territo- 
ries; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance unions of Peterboro, Meredith, Raymond, Sunapee, Ashland, 
Grantham, and North Grantham, all in the State of New Hamp- 
shire, and a petition of the Christian Endeavor Society of ‘ak 
land, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation to protect 
State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in 
original packages on entering any State shall become subject to 
its laws; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Missouri, remonstrating against the enactment of a genera! bank- 
ruptcy law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

e also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Lancaster, Mo., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to raise the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the 
District of Columbia and the Territories; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Lancaster, Mo., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Govern- 
ment buildings; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a memorial of the Irish National Alliance, 
indorsed by the Central Council Irish-American Societies of Kan- 
sas City, Mo., remonstrating against the ratification of the arbi- 
tration treaty between the United Statesand Great Britain; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Chicago, 
Ti., praying for the passage of the currency bill as prepared by 
the Indianapolis (Ind.) monetary commission; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the select council of 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for the equipping of the League Island Navy-Yard for a 
repairing station; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also presented a petition of the select council of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., praying that an appropriation be made for the con- 
struction of retaining walls along the banks of the back channel, 
now the fresh-water basin, at the League Island Navy-Yard; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the select council of Philadel- 
hia, Pa., praying that an appropriation be made for reconstruct- 
ng and enlarging the present dry dock at the League Island Navy- 
Yard; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
He also presented petitions of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of the Third Presbyterian Church of Pitts- 
burg; of the Germantown Auxiliary of the Temperance Association 
of Friends, of Philadelphia, and of the Christian Endeavor Society 
of Gordonville, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the 
enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors 
in all Government buildings; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
He also presented a petition of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of the Presbyterian Church of Little Britain, 
and a petition of 16 citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the 
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enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by 

roviding that cigarettes imported in original packages on enter- 
ing any State shall becomesubject toits laws; which were referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance unions of Lackawanna and Luzerne counties, in the State of 
Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
hibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in the national Capitol and 
all other Government buildings; to protect State anti-cigaretite 
laws by providing that cigarettes imported in original packages 
on entering any State shall become subject to its laws; for the en- 
actment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; to 

raise the age of protection for girls to 18 yearsin the District of 
Columbia and the Territories; to prohibit interstate gambling by 
telegraph or telephone, and to prohibit, so far asthe power of 
Congress extends, the reproduction of prize fights by the kineto- 
scope or other kindred devices; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HALE presented the memorial of Parker Corson and 19 
other citizens of Dexter, Me., remonstrating against the passage 
of the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill or any similar measure; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Portland, Me., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Govern- 
ment buildings; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of .Portland, Me., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to raise the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the 
District of Columbia and the Territories; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. GEAR. I wish to present sixty-five memorials from editors 
of newspapers in the State of Iowa, remonstrating against the 
annexation of the Hawaiian Islands. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorials will be received, and 
referred in executive session. 

Mr. CLAY presented a petition of the city council of Augusta, 
Ga., praying that an appropriation be made for the improvement 
of the Savannah River from Augusta to Savannah; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BACON presented a memorial of sundry business men of 
Cordele, Ga., remonstrating against the enactment of a general 
bankruptcy law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the city council of Augusta, Ga., 
praying that an appropriation be made for the improvement of 
the Savannah River from Augusta to Savannah; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. THURSTON presented sundry memorials of citizens of 
Nebraska, remonstrating against the annexation of the Hawaiian 
Islands; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Edgar, Nebr., 
remonstrating against the enactment of a general bankruptcy 
law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the faculty and students of the 
Normal University of Tenet Nebr., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to protect State anti- -cigarette laws by providing 
that ‘cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any 
State shall become subject to its laws; which was referred to the 

Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2042) for the purchase of land and 
the construction thereon of an asylum for insane Indians within 
the jurisdiction of the United States, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committeeon Appropriations, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 7441) making appropriations for for- 
tifications and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, 
for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and 
for other purposes, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3535) authorizing the 
Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company to establish a cab serv- 
ice, and for other purposes, reported it with an amendment, and 
subinitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 4066) to acme yrgerr& locate the capital of 
the Territory of New Mexico, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 3578) to amend an act to prohibit the passage of local or 
special laws in the Territories, to limit Territorial indebtedness, 
port , reported it with an amendment, and submitied a report 

ereon. 


FEBRUARY 11, 


Mr. GRAY, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
the subject was referred, a bill (S. 3640) authorizing Lieut. 
Commander Raymond P. , United States come to oe t 
a decoration of the Cross of the Legion of Honor from the Repu 
lic of France; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (8. 3178) granting a pension to Olevia S. 
Washburn, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Fisheries, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by Mr. BuTLER on the 3d 
instant, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to, 


SOUTHWEST PASS OF THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


Mr. PASCO. I am directed by the =, x4 on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 99) providing 
for a survey and report upon the practicability of securing a nav- 
igable channel of adequate width and of 35 feet depth at mean 
low water of the Gulf of Mexico throughout Southwest Pass of 
the Mississippi River, to report it favorably without amendment 
and submit a — thereon. This is an t matter, and I de- 
sire to ask the Senate that it shall receive attention either now or 
directly after the conclusion of the morning business. If there is 
no obstacle in the way, I will ask that it be considered now. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ANDREW C. MENSH. 


Mr. KENNEY. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bili (8S. 3442) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew C. Mens 

There being no “objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been re 
from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, in line 10, 
before the word “dollars,” to strike out ‘‘forty” and insert 
‘*thirty;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., meee the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed Jace on the pension roll, subject to the gy 
and limitations of the epenston laws, the name of A Andrew CM te first 
lieutenant Company E, One hundred and 
sylvania Volunteers, and private and are ‘Camgeny 
and ninth Regiment of Pennsylvania V teers, and pay him a pe 
$30 per month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in 


The bill was coteneh to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


STEAMER LEELANAW, 


Mr. WHITE. I ask unanimous consent to place on its passage 
7, bill (S. 3192) to grant an American register for the steamer 
anaw. 


Mr. ae Has the ordinary routine morning business been 


— ° 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not yet been disposed of. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have the regular order. 

Mr. WHITE. I have no ition to interfere with the regu- 
larorder. This isa bill regarding which, I believe, there can be no 
conflict at all, and there is no appropriation involved. But 1 do 
not wish to interfere with the business. 
go on and have the bill 


Mr. HALE. The Senator ma passed. 
After it is di of I shall lf eettacamaaiain , and I hope 
i 


we shall be allowed to 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill indicated by the Senator from California? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. The bill will necessarily need an amendment, In 
line 3 I move to strike out the words ‘‘ Commissioner of Naviga- 
tion” and insert “‘ Secretary of the Treasury.” 

Mr. WHITE. Yes; that is correct. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. . 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 8641) to establish 
a United States court at Tishomingo, Chickasaw Nation, Ind. T.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 
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withdraw my appeal, and I ask in connection with it to have pub- 
lished as a miscellaneous document, in support of the proposed 
amendment and the bill covering the same subject, what 1 send 
to the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSenatorfrom Nebraskaasks that 
the matter he has sent to the desk may be printed as a miscel- 
laneous document. Is there any objection? The Chair hears 
none. The order is made. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I move to strike out lines 22, 23, and 24, on 
age 69, and lines 1 and 2, on page 70, and insert what I send to the 
esk. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out lines 22, 23, and 
24, on page 69, and lines 1 and 2, on page 70, and to insert the fol- 
lowing: 

That all settlers under the homestead laws of the United States upon the 
ublic lands acquired prior to the passage of this act by treaty or agreement 
rom the various Indian tribes, or upon —7 reservations which have 

been opened to settlement, who have or who shall hereafter reside upon the 
tract entered in good faith for the period required by existing law, shall be 
entitled to a patent for the land so entered upon the payment to the local 
land officers of the usual and customary fees, and no other or further charge 
of any kind whatsoever shall be required from such settler to entitle him to 
a patent for the land covered by his entry: Provided, That the right to com- 
mute any such entry and pay for said lands, in the option of any such settler, 
and in the time and at the prices now fixed by existing laws, shall remain in 
full force and effect: Provided, however, That all sums of money so released, 
which if not released would belong to any Indian tribe, shall be paid to such 
Indian tribe by the United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should be glad to have the amendment read 
again. I havea print of the amendment here. I am not quite 
sure whether it is the same. 

The Secretary again read Mr. PETTIGREW’s amendment. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The lines which I have moved to strike 
from the bill are as follows: 

That the settlers who purchased with the condition annexed of actual set- 
tlement on all ceded Indian reservations be, and they are hereby, granted an 


extension of one year, in addition to the extensions heretofore granted, in 
which to make payments as now provided by law. 


I move to strike out those lines and insert in lieu thereof a pro- 
vision which allows the settlers, after five years’ residence, to se- 
cure a title to their lands upon the payment of the Land Office 
fee, which is about $4 for each entry. The bill as it now stands 
givesthem another year. We have been giving them an additional 
year for several years in the Indian appropriation acts. We now 
propose to grant them the right to secure the entry without the 
payment. Therefore it seems to me that the amendment is in 
order and germane to the subject contained in the bill itself as it 

the House. 

The amendment restores the homestead law of 1862. Since 1889 
we have gradually enacted laws which have repealed the home- 
stead law. We have enacted laws which provided that settlers 
who took lands upon former Indian reservations should pay to the 
Government the price paid to the Indians for the land, until to-day 
there are no Government lands practically subject to entry under 
the provisions of the homestead law. In other words, the lands 
suited for settlement are lands that have been purchased from the 
Indians. Consequently there is no place where the American cit- 
izen can go and secure a free home, Recognizing this situation, 
the Republican party and every political party in the last cam- 
paign declared in favor of the restoration of the homestead law. 

A bill in the words and terms of this amendment has passed the 
Senate twice. Itis now pending in the other House. A bill ex- 
actly like the amendment which I offer passed this body during 
the extra session. It has been fully and thoroughly discussed. 
Every one in this body is familiar with its provisions. I desire, 
therefore, not to discuss the measure at this time, but I do desire 
that the Senate shall have a chance to vote directly upon the 
question. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from 
South Dakota that this is a question with which the Senate is 
familiar. A bill something of the character suggested by the 
Senator's amendment has —_ this body twice. But I submit 
that in the form in which the Senator now offers it it is general 
legislation upon this bill. I will state that on the face of it it 
applies not only to Indian lands, but to military reservations. 
Of course it is a complete change of the law, and in that sense it 
is general legislation. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the question presented by the 
amendment now pending has been frequently debated in this 
es and it is pretty thoroughly understood by the country 
at large. 

Up to a recent date the uniform policy of the United States, 
inaugurated in 1862 and maintained without variation, had been 
to develop self-respecting, self-sustaining, and thoroughly Ameri- 
can communities in the new country west of the Mississippi River. 
Up to a recent date it had not occurred to the statesmen charged 
with the enactment of laws to attempt to speculate upon and make 
of the pioneer settlers the basis of revenue for the General Gov- 
ernment. Prior to 1862 the policy obtained of offering public 
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lands for sale at public auction. This policy applied to the State 
of Ohio, to the State of Illinois to some extent, to Indiana, and 
Michigan, and under that policy the most scandalous and unsatis- 
factory results obtained. The struggling settler who undertook 
the task of hewing down the forest or breaking up the prairie 
gradually became the victim and the serf, and the speculator in 
lands reigned supreme. Poverty and dependence existed on the 
frontier, where independence of character, sustained by the stron 
arm of law, seemed quite essential to the proper development o 
frontier and struggling communities. 

These auction sales failed to yield revenue to the Government. 
The expense attending the auctions, the difficulty of collecting 
the fees and the purc price incurred so much trouble, ex- 
pense, and delay, and involved so much machinery, that the Gov- 
ernment found after a series of experiments in that direction that 
the life of the community affected was not only undermined, but 
that the Government actually became involved in a burden of ex- 
pense in order to make petty collections from persons who had 
purchased and found themselves unable on pay day to respond. 

A system of evictions followed. The settler was driven from 
his home by the speculator. Large holdings were obtained in the 
great State of Illinoisin consequence. The same was true in Iowa 
and Indiana. Where the true policy of the Government rested 
upon the development of individ citizenship and individual 
ownership we mame tne har to witness the building up of land- 
lordism and tenantry throughout the country. 

This state of affairs led to the enactment of what has been com- 
monly known and everywhere ted as the. beneficent home- 
stead law of the United States. It differs from the law of Russia 
in dealing with its public domain in that we develop through its 
landholders rather than tenants. : 

Another experience in the evolution of our land system in this 
country has been very instructive. Up to 1866 the theory obtained, 
which had always under monarchical forms of government been 
in favor, that the precious metals should always remain in the 
crown. Acting upon this theory, the mines of the United States 
were leased, and it was fondly believed by those who favored the 
lease system that the leases would result in t revenue to the 
Governmentand in the proper development of the mineral resources 
of the country. Experience, however, demonstrated the fact that 
the lease system was a pernicious one. Therefore, in 1866, a law 
was passed by Congress which contemplated the alienation of 
title by the Government and the acquisition of it by the citizen 
to mineral lands un‘ler certain specified conditions. 

This change of policy has resulted in no injury to the Govern- 
ment, but in the most marvelous development of mineral resources 
ever witnessed anywhere else on the earth. No one would be 
heard now for one moment to advocate returning to the old sys- 
tem of leasing the mineral lands of the country, nor would any- 
one be heard to say that it was prudent or wise to return to the 
— of selling the public lands at auction, as was done prior to 
1862, 

Still at the time the Territory known as Oklahoma was acquired 
by treaty with the Indian tribes it occurred that the Government 
was called upon by the treaty stipulations to make a certain Baye 
ment to the Indians as a consideration for the title relinquished by 
them. This treaty arrangement was not novel; it was not an in- 
novation. Similar arrangements had been made before. The 
entire soil of the State of Illinois was formerly dominated and 
claimed by Indian tribes, and through expensive war, by promises 
of annuities, by substitution of land elsewhere, and by certain 
payments of cash the Indian tribes were induced to relinquish 
their claims upon that country east of the Mississippi. 

Without any reference whatever to the cost to the Government 
of tho land, the home-seeking, thrifty mes of the country were 
invited to go upon the land acquired by the Government, make 
their homes upon quarter sections, make their improvements, 
remain there the period of five years, and then get. a title as free 
as the summer air. Under this homestead law the great State of 
Illinois was redeemed from a prairie waste, and a swampy coun- 
try to a great extent, within an incredibly short period of time, 
and made one of the most fertile and productive spots on the 
globe. The moment the auctioneer was excluded from dealing 
with public lands in that State, the Senator from Illinois will bear 
me witness, the settler being no longer harassed, peace, content- 
ment, thrift, and progress took the p of confusion, embarrass- 
ment, and distress. 

The same scene was witnessed on the plains of Iowa, in Indiana, 
in Minnesota, in all the States which have been so well and so rap- 
idly settled up. There is not an acre of land in the State of Min- 
nesota that did not cost more for the extinguishment of the Indian 
title, through war and ee and contribution by the Govern- 
ment, than any acre of land purchased from the Indians peace- 
ably in the Territory of Oklahoma; yet no one insisted that any 
homestead settler should be taxed to reimburse the Government 
for the amount paid out for his little 160 acres of land. 

In the na course of events the arable land of the United 
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is estimated that at least two home-seeking citizens 
ena Gs ground ready to take a quarter section of lan 
but one quarter section existed. They rushed in, it is true, know- 
ing that the Government had affixed a penalty to a tract of land 
of from $1.50 to $2.50anacre. They hoped, however, to make the 
payment. They expected to doso, ( —- —_ bp gate 
ntered, sickness peculiar e settlement of a new 
aaah them, debts were contracted which they could 
not foresee, and it was found quite impracticable for them to make 
yments when payments were demanded. In consequence, to- 
= ve the strange tacle of a people of an embryo State, 

y we ha spec , oh ) \ 
building the schoolhouses, constructing the bridges, improving 
the roads, laying the foundations of a Commonwealth destined to 
be strong and powerful and useful in this Republic, being ur- 
sued by the General Government, seeing the citizens houn by 
the taxgatherer, witnessing mgs upon the edge of eviction pray- 
ing the Government to give them a year’s time to pay for the 
homes which oe have earned twice over by contributing to the 
upbuilding of a State. ah 

Why, Mr. President, it isa lamentable spectacle that this mighty 
nation finds itself driven to such extremities in the matter of rev- 
enue as to be compelled to go out on the plains to the cabin of a 
man who is trying to build up a home for himself and his chil- 
dren and insist that he shall m his team, the cow, the pigs 
in the pen, and the growing crop in the fields, and get some money 
to pay the great Government of the United States, because, for- 
sooth, at some time in the past the Government made a contract 
with reference to a piece of land of which he obtained a —_ 

It is true, Mr. President, that there exists now in the Territory 
of Oklahoma in the aggregate probably 20,000,000 acres of land— 
a trifling amount of land compared to that which has heretofore 
been given away to the homesteaders to induce settlement in all 
the older States. It must be borne in mind further that this land 
is not the cream, is not the choice, of the great public domain as it 
has been in the past. The Territory of Oklahoma is partly within 
and ly u the border of what is known as the arid region 
or arid belt of the United States. Crops are occasionally grown, 
but occasionally crops fail. Year in and year out the citizen who 
leaves Chicago or Boston or New York and moves to the frontier 
with his family finds himself pretty severely burdened in making 
ends meet at close of the year. 

I maintain, after pursuing this free-home policy for a genera- 
tion, after allowing the people to get the fertile soil of Nlinois and 
Iowa and Kansas and Nebraska and Indiana and Michigan under 
this beneficent law, which has been praised by peoples every- 
where, that it is not enlightened, just, proper, or fair, on the edge 
of a desert, where artificial irrigation must be invoked in order to 
raise crops, to insist that now, near the close of the century, with 
what remains of the public domain the settler shall discharge 
bo obligations of the Government incurred in acquiring Indian 

tle. 

These Indians, Mr. President, are the wards of this nation. It 
is true those in Oklahoma have not been maintained by the Gov- 
ernment bounty, but they have nevertheless been in the charge 
of the Government for a century at one place or another, and it 
is the duty of the whole people of the country, and not of the few 
settlers on the frontier, to discharge the nation’s duty with refer- 
ence to its wards. 

We are now attempting to settle, explore, exploit, and develop 
the great Territory of Alaska. Will anyone contend that in our 
effort to get the treasure hidden there we shall first take a pencil 
and figure the original cost to the United States of the Territory 
of Alaska—$7,200.000—that we shall further compate the interest 
on the $7,200,000 from the date the money was paid up to the pres- 
ent time, and that every acre of land in the Territory of Alaska | 
shall be burdened with its proportionate share? No one has sug- 
gested such a proposition; no one thinks of enforcing it. Why, 
then, Mr. dent, go to the settlers upon the borders, as I sug- 
gest, of the arid belt, or within it, and insist that they shall be 
singled out and made to respond to a Government obligation vol- 
untarily assumed and wisely assumed? 

It has been the settled and steady and just policy of this Gov- 
ernment to extinguish Indian title to public lands. Their title 
has been shadowy and vague, and never recognized as a definite, 
substantial fee-simple title. It has merely at all times been a 
possessory right, recognized by the Government rather than to 
provoke the Indians to hostility by contention; and we have pur- 
chased their lands instead of taking the money out of the Treas- 
ury and supporting them directly. There are about 1,000,000 
acres of land, for instance, on the west end of the Crow Reserva- 
tion, in the State of Montana, purchased from the Crow Indians 
in 1890, and $1.50 an acre allowed, I believe, or thereabouts, If 
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this money had not been allowed the Indians for the land,.the 
Government would have been compelled to have appropriated 
from the Treasury for their support without any consideration 
whatever, 

What has been the result of the investment, Mr. President? 
The money paid by the Government for the land was invested in 
cattle, in the development of a system of artificial irrigation in 
the construction of canals, ditches, and reservoirs, so that in the 
brief space of seven years these Indians have been turned from 
the condition of dependency in which they had theretofore ex- 
isted and have been made practically a self-sustaining tribe of 
Indians. The Government never made a better investment than 
when it paid the million dollars, or thereabouts, that was put into 
the cattle and into the ditches and improvements upon that reser- 
vation. If there had been no land surrendered, the policy would 
have been justifiable and wise; but the investment was made, and 
certain lands were surrendered. The investment was a good one 
for the Government then and is a good one for the Government 
now. But after the Government has reaped its profit, it pro 
now to compel each and every settler to enter that ceded land and 
to pay the United States the full amount allowed the Indians for 
their support during the last seven years. 

I submit, Mr. President, that the pending amendment to this 
bill is germane. The Committee on Appropriations has given ju- 
risdiction over this matter by its own act. It will be found that 
the part of the bill stricken out—and it is not, I observe, an 
amendment inserted in this body, but was made a part of the bill 
as it passed the other branch of Congress—provides for an exten- 
sion of the time within which payments may be made. The 
amendment is significant as indicating a default in payment, not 
because a large body of the American people refuse to pay their 
debts, but because onerous conditions have been affixed to the 
contract by the Government, which the people can not meet. 

The committee in framing the bill as a necessary administra- 
tive measure for the guidance of the officers charged with the ex- 
ecution of the law thought proper to extend the time for one 

ear. This amendment, instead of extending the time, proposes 
to cancel the obligation. Will the chairman of the committee 
explain to the Chair, or to the Senate, the elementary difference 
between a proposition to extend the time for payment for a year 
and the extension of payment indefinitely or the cancellation of 
the obligation altogether? 

If this part of the bill is germane to the subject of this class 
of legislation, it must be borne in mind that the difference is 
only in degree. The committee goes a little way, and we go 
the whole way. The committee says by the clause in the bill 

that the settlers shall not be called upon for payment untila 
year shall have elapsed; we say they shall never be called on 
for payment at all. So that, after all, when reduced to the 
last analysis, Isubmit to the Chair that the point of order is 
not well taken. The basis is laid in the bill itself for the amend- 
ment, and in order the more thoroughly to elucidate that let me 
inquire of the chairman of the committee if the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. Perrigrew] had said, ‘‘I move to amend by 
inserting ‘twoyears’ instead of ‘one year,’” or if ‘‘ six months” 
instead of ‘‘one year” should be suggested as an amendment, 
would there be any question of that amendment being germane? 
If we could properly amend by extending the time two years in- 
stead of one year, where would we draw the limit in the years 
that are to come when this amendment would cease to be germane 
and become subject to a point of order? 

I submit, Mr. President, that naught remains for the Chair but 
to overrule the point of order. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I desire to withdraw the amendment which 
I have offered and to offer in its place the amendment which I send 
to the desk, which I ask to have read as a substitute for the other. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment heretofore submit- 
ted by the Senator from South Dakota is withdrawn, and he now 
submits an amendment which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed tostrike out lines 22, 23, and 24, 
on page 64, and lines 1 and 2, on page 70, and in lieu thereof to 
insert: 

That all settlers under the homestead laws of the United States upon the 
— lands acquired prior to the passage of this act by treaty or agreement 

rom the various Indian tribes,who have or whoshall hereafter reside upon the 
tract entered in good faith for the period required by existing law, shall be 
entitled toa patent for the land so entered, upon the payment to the local 
d officers of the usual and customary fees, and no other or further charge 


of any kind whatsoever shall be required from such settler to entitle him to 
a patent for the land covered by his entry: Provided, That the right to com- 


mute any such entry and pay forsaid lands, in the option of any such settler, 
and in the time and at the prices now fixed by existing laws, shall remain in 
full force and effect: Provided, however, That all sums of money so released, 


which if not released would belong to any Indian tribe, shall be paid to such 
Indian tribe by the United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the amendment as now modi- 
fied by the Senator from South Dakota takes away from this propo- 
sition, I think, practically any point of order that I can make 
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against it; but 1 still believe that it ought not to be a part of this 
bill. In substance, this measure has passed this body during the 
present Congress, and in substance it passed this body during last 
Congress as applied to Indian reservations. It has received in the 
House of Representatives the approval of the proper committee of 
that House, although I believe that it has not at any time passed 
the House. 

I have not objected to the general policy suggested in the amend- 
ment of allowing homesteads upon Indian reservations, because 
that has been the policy of our Governmentfor many years. What 
I had hoped the friends of this measure would do, in the a, agen 
tion and final disposition of it, was not to give certain people an 
advantage respecting such homesteads, but to give the advantage 
to all the people of the United States. 

The amendment as it stands will do injustice in some r ts 
upon several of the reservations, because the lands which have 
been open to settlement have cost the Government a considerable 
sum of money per acre, and some of those lands, at least, are now 
worth from thirty to forty dollars an acre; yet this amendment 
makes no distinction as between the more valuable and less valu- 
able lands. 

It never was a part of the policy of the homestead act to pick 
up valuable reservations that were in the midst of thickly settled 
communities, to allow people to go upon those reservations, and 
then put the blanket of the homestead law over them after they 
had acquired title to the exclusion of others. , 

I had hoped, Mr. President, that because of the unjust advan- 
tage which is given to some of the speculators who have taken up 
homesteads, the Senate would be induced to allow a proposition 
of this kind to be fully debated in both Houses, so that these ob- 
jectionable features might be eliminated from the law, which isa 
part of the policy of our country, and has been in existence since 
1862. 

I do not dispute a single suggestion or statement made by the 
Senator from Montana [ Mr. CARTER]; I am thoroughly in accord 
with him; but by placing amendments upon this appropriation 
bill in a few instances—I do not know how many, because I have 
not been able to investigate the question—the men who have taken 
valuable lands upon these Indian reservations will now be entitled 
to receive them practically without paying anything for them. 

Regarding the great reservations, I know as well as the Senator 
from Montana or the Senator from South Dakota that the Gov- 
ernment will never realize any considerable sum out of the lands, 
That is eminently true in the State of South Dakota. Lands have 
been opened there to homestead settlement since 1889, I believe. 
Many of them have not been taken up, and for those that have 
been taken up I have no doubt the settlers have not been able to 
pay in many instances, because they can not raise crops upon 
those lands and compete with the rich lands in the Middle States. 

But, Mr. President, I shall not make any further point of order 
upon the amendment, because I do not believe itis open to a point 
of order. The Senate has twice passed upon this question, and so 
. I feel myself foreclosed as respects the vote of the Senate upon it. 

Mr. PASCO. I ask the Senator from South Dakota if the same 
provision with reference to abandoned military reservations is 
gunn in this amendment which is contained in the free-homes 

3112 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The amendment does not include military 
reservations; otherwise it is just the same as before. 

Mr. PASCO. Then I will ask the Senator from South Dakota 
to make it harmonious with the action of the Senate hitherto upon 
this subject and include the same amendment with reference to 
military reservations that is contained in the free-homes bill. 

I did not understand that this matter was coming up; but that 
is the will of the Senate, as indicated by its previous action upon 
this subject. I think if any — of the matter is put upon an 
appropriation bill it should all go there. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. PASCO. The Senator from South Dakota has not yet an- 
swered my question. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will say in reply to the Senator that the 
chief objection to this measure hes been the fear ‘that we would 
open up to settlement military reservations, which are often near 
large cities, and which are of great value. It is claimed that the 
rule ought not to apply to those. For that reason that portion of 
the amendment was stricken out. 

The great reservations that we propose to reach contain lands 
that are not of great value. One reservation which was made in 
South Dakota was opened up to settlement in 1889. There were 
9,000,000 acres of land in it, and there are 8,000,000 acres untaken 
and unoccupied. From that reservation only $87,000 has been 
received. As to the other two reservations in South Dakota, one 
of which was opened in 1890 and the other in 1894, at least one- 
third of the area is still untaken and open to settlement. The 
reason it was not taken and has not been settled is that the peo- 
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ple who did take land there found they were unable to pay for it, 
and therefore others would not come. 

The total receipts of the Government since 1889 up to 1896 from 
the sale of these reservations was but $87,000, according to the 
official report, and since 1896 the total receipts have been $132,000, 
showing thatthe Government can not dispose of these lands under 
the provisions of existing law. It also proves that lands are still 
there, so that people who desire to take them can do so, and are 
not shut out by the fact that people went in there in advance. 

Not only that, Mr. President, but in the State of South Dakota 
the lands still to be taken are as good as those which have been 
taken. They did not take the best. It was prairie land, all alike, 
one evens section being asgood as another. To-day those lands, 
num se millions of acres, are as good as those which have been 
already taken, and they will be open to settlement under the home- 
stead law if this amendment shall become of the law. They 
have not been taken heretofore because of the severe conditions 
imposed by the Government. 

Mr. ALLEN. I want to call the attention of the Senator from 
Florida to the fact that I think about three or four years ago we 
passed a bill here, which has become a law, opening all military 
reservations of over 5,000 acres to settlement, so that nothing 
which is now a military reservation is excluded from settlement 
excepting lands which are for military purposes. 

Mr. PASCO, It is with reference to those very reservations 
that I am addressing myself at the present time. 

This is a very large question which is brought = by the Sena- 
tor from South Dakota. It has hitherto been acted upon by the 
Senate. It relieves the actual settlers from their obligations to 
pay for the lands which have been purchased from the Indians 
and ae as ne vail by = — eee ne that the 

urchase price was 'y the entrymen, roposition 
tS made to change this policy and to give to the settlers their 
homes free. If this — is to be changed, I urged when the sub- 
ject was before the te that the same privilege should be ex- 
tended to actual settlers upon abandoned and opened mili res- 
ervations. The <0 was so just that the Senator from South 
Dakota made no objection to the amendment when I offered it and 
it was adopted by the Senate. It has been discussed elsewhere 
and the a ee ee regarded as fair and just. There is no 
reason why settlers upon the abandoned reservations 
in my own State and in other States should not be treated as 
liberally as settlers upon the Indian reservation lands which have 
been opened. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from Florida allow me a mo- 
ment? 


Mr. PASCO. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. The _ amendment offered by the Sena- 
tor from South Dakota included military reservations; but it is 
manifestly improper to deal with military reservations on an In- 
dian appropriation bill, because it would be confessedly general 
legislation. 

I with the Senator that we t to take up the question 
of military reservations and deal with it, but not on this or on 
any peeregrsae bill, for that is an entirely separate and distinct 
subjec 

I will state to the Senator, if he will allow me just a moment 
more, that that very has been a bone of contention in the 
House of Representatives. The Committee on Public Lands re- 
ported such a measure during the last Congress, and have again 
reported it favorably during this Congress, but a minority dis- 
agreed to the bill because it included military reservations, and 
they show that many of the lands in the military reservations are 
now yee Te a acre. why should we here upon an ap- 
propriation relating to Indian affairs undertake to legislate 
generally upon military reservations? 

I hope the Senator will not press an amendment of that charac- 
ter. Certainly it would be out of order if he did press it, and I 
hope he will not do so on this bill. 

Mr. WILSON. If the Senator will 
a fact, speaking for that section of h 
that the Government made a large number of military reserva- 
tions, i on Sound, some thirty-six years ago, and 
has never them for military purposes at mee 
have settled upon thosesmall military reservations along 
Puget Sound, and the Government never intends to use them, and 
hese ip no var ie eel Rey ee ee 

Mr. PASCO, With reference to what has been stated by the 
Senator from Iowa, it must be manifest that on is 
unto cated itary eens aad spt 
wi a an poin 
of order is to be made at all, it would be consistent to make it to 


the entire amendment. 
A bill having the same purpose in view as this amendment has 
passed It is in the House of Representatives, and is in 


me, it is nevertheless 
country whence I come, 


the Senate. 
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i there where the friends of the settlers upon the mili- 

ong 4 can have their be 4 in court and be heard when the 

uestion as to striking them the billcomes up. But if you 

allow the settlers upon the Indian lands to get what they desire 

upon the appropriation bill, then you abandon the settlers upon 

the military reservations and leave them without these powerful 
allies, who are interested in another branch of the subject. 

I hope that if the Senator from lowa pro to raise the point 
of order, he will do it at the threshold and allow it to go against 
the entire amendment, so that the bill which is now upon the 
House Calendar can be there heard fully upon its merits. The 
people in whom I am y interested have made homestead 
settlements upon the abandoned Fort Jupiter Military Reservation 
in the southern part of my State. The lands are worth but asmall 
amount; they were not cultivated until these settlers went upon 
them; and they are just as much entitled to consideration as the 
persons who have gone upon these valuable lands purchased from 
the Indians with the distinct understanding that the settlers were 

for them. : 

™ : policy proposed by the Senator from South Dakota, that the 

le who went upon these lands shall have free homesteads, is 
eiiberal one; butit ought to apply to them all. It ought not to 
segregate the settlers upon cular lands and grant relief to 
others, and I hope thatif this question is to be pressed in its present 
shape some action will be taken which will protect them all and 
not give one set of settlers advantages over others. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, it seems to me that this is a 
question as to which we ought to go rather slowly. It is a little 
curious that Senators will come here and e us to buy In- 
dian lands and pay a high price for them on the sole ground that 
the Government is to be reimbursed = the sale of the lands, and 
when the treaty for the purchase of the lands has been consum- 
mated, then they come here and —— we shall abandon the 
idea of taking any price for such lands, but that they shall be 
given free as hom ‘ ; 

I desire to remind the Senate for a single moment that the agri- 
cultural colleges of this country are ere upon the remnant 
of revenue that is derived from the sale of the public lands, and 
the os stations are also a dependent upon the rev- 
enue that may be derived from the sale of the public lands. When 
these shall be exhausted, those institutions have to goitalone, 
on their own hook, or the Government will be called upon to sup- 
ply the revenue both to —— the colleges and also to support 
the experiment stations for the farmers. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I will state, in reference 
to the amendment offered by the Senator from Florida, that it 
was offered on the floor during the extra session, and I did not 
object to it. We now find ourselves in a different situation. It 
is not germane to the pending bill. It refers to military reserva- 
tions. This is legislation with regard to Indians and Indian res- 
ervations, and the question of disposing of a military reservation 
is of so much im ce that it ought to be considered by a com- 
mittee of this y, properly investigated, and reported upon. 

_Iam of the impression that if we should investigate the ques- 
tion of opening up the military reservations to settlement under 
the homestead law without payment on tho of the settlers, 
we should be able to convince both Houses of Congress that it was 
proper —o ‘But without that investigation we find so 
many doubts in the minds of people that it has hindered and de- 
layed the passage of this measure, to which it has no relation. 

has been twice thoroughly considered by the committee in 
this body, while thatsubject came up on the floor, was presented 
by the Senator from Florida without any data as to the area of 
the reservations, the amount of money involved, and many other 
t sine. lack of information on which has raised 
oubts in the minds of Senators and Members as to whether this 
legislation should or should not be passed at all. 
__ Under the nces, it seems to me the Senator from Flor- 
ida ought not to insist upon his a. but should rather let us 
peg the eneaien in So Cones $ penta Lands, * winiahn 
a member, thoroughly investigate it, and report another bill: 

Mr. ALLEN, Mr. President, I heartily agree with the Senator 
from Florida that many of the mili reservations ought to be 
thrown open to settlement. We a bill in the Fifty-fourth 
Con »I think it was, possibly in the last session of the Fifty- 

all reservations of 5,000 acres or over to 
settlement; and I am in favor of going farther and reserving land 
for t for quarters and parade grounds 
and no more. can not understand why 5,000 acres or even 1,000 
acres of land should be reserved in this country for military pur- 


Te 

But I the Senator from Florida will not insist on his pro- 

amendment. ~~ that means imperil the worthy and 

- Ido not think yiting 1s 80 to eeen aaer on z 
an i an amend- 

ment on the bill which would have the effest of eating itself 
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and defeating that portion of the bill to which it is offered or may 
be offered as an amendment. I feel confident that if every Sena- 
tor here understood the situation and the condition of the home- 
stead settlers on the Indian lands as they are understood by those 
of us who represent States having Indian reservations in them, 
there would be no serious objection to the adoption of the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. President, speaking for my own State alone, which may be 
said to be typical of the Middle Western States, it will be impos- 
sible for the settlers on many of those lands to carry out the pro- 
visions of existing law and pay for the land. It may not have 
been a wise thing for those settlers to go onto the lands and home- 
stead them, but they did so, They went into portions of tho 
State that were uninhabited, They took up lands, built homes, 
broke the prairie, fenced their lands, and engaged in agriculture. 
They planted their crops in season and cultivated them, but sea- 
son after season the crops were a failure—I think three seasons in 
succession, —a four—and all the money that those om 
had put in their lands and all the labor and energy expended were 
lost. They are still hanging to their homes. It is but natural 
that they should do so. They are still struggling, hoping that 
conditions will change and they will be able to raise crops and 
market them toa sufficient extent to maintain themselves and 
make some money. Of course they are maintaining themselves 
in away. Many of them have been assisted, 

Now, to say that the vast body of land occupied by these set- 
tlers, where they have spent so many years of their lives and so 
much energy in subduing them, shall be turned back to the public 
domain and the settlers driven off, I think looks a little cruel. If 
they are willing to put in their time and their money and under- 
take to make homes on these lands under adverse circumstances, 
if they are willing to encounter the struggle necessary to do that, 
why should not we, in consonance with the paar of the nation 
for the last thirty-seven or more years, give them those lands? 

Take the case of the settlers in Oklahoma. They went in there 
by the thousands and subdued that country, which was wild. 
They have established homes there and struggled against fate to 
maintain those homes and to maintain themselves. Every dollar 
they had has been put on their farms in the form of improvements. 
The husband, the wife, the children have all struggled for a liveli- 
hood and to make some advancement, and finding that they can 
not, after using all economy and all energy possible, meet the 
requirements of the law and pay the sum required by the staiute, 
they appealed to Congress to be released from that obligation. 
Are we now to say to them, ‘‘All these years count for nothing; 
all the money and all the energy expended upon these lands shall 
count for nothing; and you shall pay for the lands a stated price, 
as now fixed by statute, or you shall forfeit your little houses and 
your other improvements and be moved off the public domain,” 
to become charges possibly, many of them, upon public charity 
in other localities in the Union? I do not believe it is the part of 
wisdom. It certainly is not the part of justice. 

As a member of the Committee on Public Lands I say to the 
Senator from Florida that I will gladly join with him in yoting— 
and that is about all I can do—at any time and under any circum- 
stances to reduce the military reservations to a reasonable size, 
and to put the land or much of the land now held for military res- 
ervations into the public lands of the nation that they may be used 
for homestead and other purposes. 

Mr. PASCO. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him, 
the lands to which the amendment to Senate bill 872 related have 
already been opened to settlement and they are covered by actual 
settlers, and I am desirous now to extend to those actual settlers 
exactly the same privileges that the Senator wishes to extend to 
those who settled upon Indian lands. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand that. 

Mr. PASCO. The ee of these lands to settlement has 
already been accomplished by previous legislation. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand that, but the Senator can well see 
that to insist on his amendment defeats the whole thing. It de- 
feats the amendment of the Senator from South Dakota and it 
defeats the amendment of the Senator from Florida, which he has 
just offered. 

I now appeal to the Senator not to imperil the amendment of 
the Senator from South Dakota by weighing it down with his 
amendment and having a point of order made against it (and 
points of order are used here with machine-like accuracy and con- 
venience), and by that means defeat the whole measure. Let us 
get this measure through. Possibly at another time we may pre- 
vail upon the good nature of the Senator from Iowa, who has in 
charge the appropriation bills, to let a measure through opening 
up the military reservations to homestead entry and giving the 
oa on those reservations the right to homestead without pay- 
ment. 


Mr. KYLE, Mr. President, I have just come into the Chamber 
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and understand that the amendment of my colleague is now be- 
fore the Senate; also that the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] 
has offered an amendment to this which in a measure imperils the 
aay of the general amendment. I would also join in urging 

im to withdraw his amendment, if it in any way jeopardizes the 
free-homes proposition. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from South Dakota 
that there is no amendment pending. The Senator from Florida 
has offered no amendment. 

Mr. PASCO. The Senator from Iowa is correct. I have not 
yet offered any amendment upon the subject. I have only brought 
to the attention of the Senate the injustice of dividing these inter- 
ests when they have already been provided for in a bill which has 
passed the Senate and has gone to the House of Representatives, 
and I understand is already upon the Calendar of the House and 
may be called up at any time when the Committee on Rules sees 
fit to allow it to be done, and probably be passed. If the matter 
pursues that course, which is the proper and legitimate one, all 
these interests can be preserved; but if they are to be separated, 
then the settlers upon the abandoned military reservations will 
lose the assistance of their allies, with whom they have been work- 
ing in harmony upon this matter heretofore. I was suggesting 
that in the course to be pursued by the friends of this measure the 
actual settlers upon abandoned military reservations, whose claims 
are equally meritorious with those who live upon Indian lands, 
should not be abandoned. 

Mr. KYLE. Very well. Mr. President, just a word inreference 
to the general proposition, that is, in behalf of our homestead 
settlers upon Western reservations, 

I regret very much that as a legislative body we are compelled 
to resort to this sort of legislation, to put general legislation of 
this character upon appropriation bills, but still, under the cir- 
cumstances, it seems we are forced todoso. By an overwhelming 
majority—if I remember rightly, by a vote of 46 to 11—the Senate 
only last May passed a free-homestead bill and sent it to the House. 

It was considered for several weeks by the Committee on Public 
Lands of that body. Numbers of us made addresses before the 
committee in behalf of the proposition; it has been favorably re- 
ported, I believe, and is now upon the Calendar of the House. 
According to my best information, from conversation with mem- 
bers of the Committee on Public Lands of the House, I under- 
stand that the proposition will not be considered by the House of 
Representatives this year and that our people will be compelled 
to abandon the hope of free homes; in other words, that the 
Speaker stands like a stone wall preventing whatever legislation 
he is opposed to and admitting whatsoever he sees fit to admit. 
This is the cause of our violation of the rule which forbids general 
legislation upon appropriation bills. 

T enced like to say further, in reference to this matter, that 
there can be no objection, certainly, to placing this measure upon 
the general appropriation bill, because if the House favors the 
free-homes bill it will favor also the amendment, and will allow 
it to go through just as quickly as it would the general prop- 
osition. 

It is the policy, I believe, of the Republican party, the party 
that has a majority in the House of ae to grant to 
the people free homesteads upon the pu lic lands. They have in 
their platform claimed the honor of being the originators of the 
free-homestead policy. I am perfectly willing that they shall 
have the credit of this, providing they will extend the benefits of 
it to those who are now occupying the public lands of the West- 
ern States. 

Very few of the people of the East understand thoroughly the 
difficulties and the hardships of settlers who go upon those lands. 
For numbers of years, nearly twenty years, it has been my privi- 
lege to live west of the Mississippi River, and to mingle with 
those people, and I think I know their difficulties and their hard- 
ships as accurately as any other member of this body. I know of 
thousands of settlers who have gone into the State of South Da- 
kota, have taken up lands under the preemption, homestead, or 
timber-culture laws; have paid for those lands $1.25 an acre, only 
to find when they proved hon up that they were worth less than 
the Government price. There are to-da 
sands of acres in South Dakota for which settlers paid $1.25 an 
acre that can be bought for 75 cents to $1 per acre. 

The committee should understand, with reference to the lands 
upon the Sisseton and Yankton reservations, in South Dakota, 
lands that will be particularly affected by this bill, that they are 
on the border of the semiarid region. When the reservations were 
thrown open to settlement, hundreds gathered upon the borders. 
They were ready with their fast teams to make a general run for 
the coveted lands. They seized whatever they could put their 
hands upon, only to find, after they had agreed to pay $2.50 an 
acre—that is the price upon the Sisseton Reservation—that the 
land was in many instances valueless. 

Many of them will have to prove up this year, I believe, and will 


thousands  e] thonu- 
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be forced to pay the $2.50 an acre. Todo this, Mr. President, a 
mortgage will have to be placed upon the land, as with poor crops 
they have been able to save but little, and this has been expended 
for necessary improvements. I appeal, therefore, to the Senate 
to pass this amendment. It is in the line of fair treatment to this 
noble band of self-sacrificing people, who, by subduing the wild- 
ness of the frontier, do more for progress and civilization than 
any other class of citizens. 

Mr. PASCO. I have offered no amendment with reference to 
this matter. I am fully aware that the amendment would be 
subject to a point of order, and the Senator from Iowa who has 
charge of the bill has given a very clear intimation that he, as 
chairman of the committee, will demand that the usual rule be 
conformed to. It is my practice to regard the rules of this body 
just as much with reference to amendments to appropriation bills 
as in other cases, and to vote accordingly. 

Mr. KYLE. I should like to ask the Senator from Florida if 
the rule is not violated every time an appropriation bill is passed 
in this body? 

Mr. PASCO. Iam not going to discuss that question at all. I 
was only stating my rule of action in the matter and the reason 
why I shall not press the amendment, which I should very much 
like to have ingrafted upon the pending amendment. 

Mr. KYLE. I hope the Senator will feel perfectly free to press 
any amendment he may have in his mind. 

Mr. PASCO. I will, whenever I feel that it is right to do so. 

The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PetTiGREw | seemed to in- 
timate that the amendment to the Senate bill 372 extending its ben- 
efits to settlers — abandoned military reservations was sprun; 
upon him in the Senate; but if he will revive his memory he wil 
recollect that it was not a new matter when it was offered here, 
but that it had been considered and talked about before the bill 
was reported, and that he expressed himself as willing to render 
what assistance he could in giving the settlers on the abandoned 
military reservations their homesteads free, just as much as he 
was in the case of the homestead settlers upon Indian lands. He 
was ready to aid in the matter, and when I offered the amend- 
ment on the floor of the Senate he very generously and very read- 
ily acceded to it. But it does seem to me that the question of free 
homes ought to stand asa whole, and ought not to be divisible, 
and the whole matter ought to stand upon its merits, as it is now 
doing in the bill before the House of Representatives. 

We passed it here again and again. ° it during the 
last Congress and wereee bo present one. It has been favorably 
reported by the House Committee on Public Lands, it is on the 
Calendar, and when itis reached in the House there will be an 
opportunity to — the entire question and to present it as a 
whole. Butifit goes over in this fragmentary shape, affecting 
only the rights of settlers upon particular lands, there will be no 
poe meet to aid and assist these people who have settled upon 
abandoned military reservations, whose cases are just as meritori- 
ous and just as deserving as the cases of the other settlers, as they 
have been on the different Senators who have spoken in 
favor of the original amendment. 

Mr. President, this is the situation. I wish very much that the 
whole scheme could be kept as a unit and kept together, but when 
the Senator who has charge of the bill gites us notice that the 
objection will be made in the shape of a point of order to this part 
of itand that he does not make the same point against the original 
amendment, I feel I have carried the matter as far as I properly 
can. But I give notice now that if this amendment is adopted b 
the House of Representatives and the settlers upon the Indian lands 
are provided for in this bill, I shall take further steps to see that 
these other interests of settlers on abandoned military reservations 
in Florida and elsewhere are protected, and I shall be glad then to 
have the assistance of the Senators who have this morning assured 
us that they would assist when the question comes before the Sen- 
ate as a separate proposition. I feel, however, that injustice is 
being done in excluding from this beneficent legislation the privi- 
lege of free homes for these worthy people who have settled u 
abandoned military reservations, who are just as much entitled to 
consideration as those who have settled upon the Indian lands; 
but if the Senator from Iowa still suggests that he will insist upon 
the point of order, I shall not offer the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I feel it to be my duty to insist on the point of 
order. —— that any of this provision appears on the bill. 
Mr. P. . Then why not make a point of order it? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think a point of order does not lie against 
the amendment as it has been now modified by the Senator from 
South Dakota, and therefore Ido not makeit. But I would make 
it, of course, if it did lie. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on to the 
eet offered by the Senator from South Dakota . Pet- 
TIGREW]. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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To enable the Secretary of the Interior, by an inspector tcsiding om the | ‘The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. ALLEN, from 
isting law requiring jations with the Indians peosey: reas = = ! Y 2 po - . fol >! 
Uintah Indian Heservation im He State of Use too 2¢ 2 ee > ee the Committee on Indian Affairs, March 22, 1897, as follows: 


Dnited States of all 
dians, $5,000. 


Mr. ALLISON. Ihope the Senator from Utah will not press this 
amendment. If the Senator will examine the scope of the pend- 
tion bill, he will see that we have provided for addi- 


Fe, ai rs who are to be used in dealing with the very 


tional inspecto: 


questions w 


the Uncom 
and when 
aan 
ar as the 
© Mr. RAWLINS. I glanced hastily through the bill and I failed 
to find the provision to which the tor from lowa referred, 
that is, one providing for inspectors and authorizing them to 
treat in cases of this kind with the Indians. I have no doubt that 
it is in the bill, as the Senator states. 5 
Mr. ALLISON. TheSecretary of the Interior has the authority 
roceeding of that kind at any time when there is a 
ich I understand is provided for in the Indian appro- 


to initiate a 
law for it, w 
priation act of 1894. 

Mr. RAWLINS. The law of 1894 authorized and required 
negotiations to be opened with these Indians for the cession to the 
United States of their surplus land. No steps have been taken 
thus far to carry into effect that provision. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. e reason for that is because the 

lus lands have not yet been 
until allotments are made to the In . At thisvery session we 
ded for allotments to be made not only to those upon 
Reservation, but also allotments to be made on that 
reservation for certain Uncompahgre Utes who are to go there. 
So when the Secretary of the Interior has so arranged the allot- 
ments as to enable him to execute this provision, I am sure that 
he will do it without further legislation. 

Mr. RAWLINS. In view of the assurances which are given by 
the Senator from Iowa in charge of the bill, that this law will be 
carried out—— 

Mr. ALLISON. 1 have no doubt of it. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Understanding that it will be carried out un- 
der the existing Administration without further legislation, I will 
withdraw the 

The VICE-P 


the 


under the 


stitute suit a 
said Court of 


or suits. 


The amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to renew the amendment that I with- 
drew yesterday. After line 10, on page 33, I move to add: 

That the annuities of the Medawakanton and Wahpakoota bands of Sioux 
or Dakota Indians, otherwise known as the Santee Sioux Indians, arisin 
under the treaties with them of September 29, 1837, and August 5, 1851, whic 
annuities are declared forfeited by the act of Congress approved February 


16, 1863, be, and the same are hereby, restored to said bands of Indians as 
though said act had never been 


That the annuities of the Sisseton and Wahpeton bands of Sioux or Dakota 


Indians arising under the tea by a July 23, 1851, with said bands, which an- 


nuities were 


d act had never been 


In support of this measure and in view of the statement of the 
Senator from Iowa yesterday that it is without merit, I ask to 
have read the report of the 
22. 1897, on a bill embracing this same subject. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the report is read, I wish to make a 
point of order upon the amendment—that it is general legislation, 
= therefore, not in order upon this bill. 


"itr ALLISO 


Mr. RAWLINS. After line 2, on page 83, I move to insert: 


hich he,suggests in his amendment, and as the law of 
1894 provides that this ma. be done at the proper time, I have no 
doubt that the Secretary of the Interior will order it to be done as 
soon as the question of the allotments is fairly disposed of in the 
Uintah Reservation. The Senator is aware that upon this bill 
there is already a provision which authorizes a certain portion of 
e Utes to make allotments on this reservation, 

t is done, I can assure the Senator that, without any 
lation, the gee he has in view will be carried out 

retary of 


hove yeay 
in 


tion 


pons amendment. ; 
IDENT. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to insert at the end of the bill: 

That the holders of certain warrants issued by the duly constituted au- 
thorities of the Muskogee Nation under the act of the Creek National Coun- 
cil, dated November 10, 1896, and not paid by the Secretary of the Interior 
rovisions of the act of June 7, 1897, are hereby authorized to in 
inst the said Muskogee Nation in the Court of Claims. And 

ims is hereby invested with jurisdiction and authority to hear 
and determine such suit or suits and to render judgment therein, and said 
court shall cause a certified copy of the petition or petitions to be served 
upon the chief or head of said nation thirty days prior to date of trial and 
| report to Congress the judgment or judgments so rendered in such suit 


eclared forfeited ; 
1863, be, and the same are hereby, restored to said Indians and continued to | sion of Congress.” 
— ist day of July, 1902, the date of the expiration of said treaty, as though 


before the point of order is made? 

N. I make it now. Of course I will not insist 
upon the Chair ruling on it at thismoment. I do not wish to dis- 
turb the Senator in any observations he may wish to make. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the report, 
as requested by the Senator from Nebraska. 





































































































The Committee on Indian Affairs,to whom was referred the bill (5. 82) 
restoring the Santee Sioux Indians of Nebraska and the Flandreau Sioux 
Indians of South Dakota, formerly known as and being a confederacy of the 
Medawakanton and Wahpakoota Sioux Indians, to all rights, privileges, and 
benefits enjoyed by them and their ancestors under the treaties of 1837 and 
1851, and for other purposes, beg leave to submit the following report: 

At the time of the Sioux outbreak at New Ulm, Minn., in 1862, the Meda- 
wakanton and Wahpakoota Indians, by virtue of the treaty of June 19, 1858 
(12 Stat. L., 1081), were owners of lands in Minnesota, amounting to about 
640,000 acres, described by Article III of the treaty of August 15, 1851 (10 
Stat. L., 957), in the following language: 

“A tract of country of the average width of 10 miles on either side of the 
Minnesota River, and bounded on the west by the Tchaytambay and Yellow 
Medicine rivers, and on the east by the Little Rock River and a line running 
due south from its mouth to the Waraju River.” 

The boundary was to be “ marked out by as straight lines as practicable. 
Saw and in such manner as the President of the United States shall 

rect.” 

It was further provided therein— 

“That said tract shall be held and occupied by said bands in common, and 
that they shall hereafter participate equally and alike in all the benefits de- 
rived from any former treaty between said bands, or either of them, and the 
United States.” 

By a Senate resolution adopted in executive session June 23, 1852, the treaty 
was modified to read thus: 

“The United States do hereby stipulate to pay the Sioux band of Indian 
ae to this treaty, at the rate of 10 cents per acre, for the lands include 

n the reservation provided for in the third article of the treaty as originally 
agreed upon in the following words.” * * * 

By Senate resolutions dated June 27, 1860 (12 Stat. L.., 1042), the United States 

recognized the rights of the Indiansto these lands. The resolutions are in the 


following anquege: 

** Resolved, said Indians on a just and valid right and title to 
said reservations, and that they be allowed the sum of 30 cents per acre for 
the lands contained in that portion thereof lying on the north side of the 
Minnesota River, exclusive of the cost of survey and sale or any contingent 
expense that may accrue whatever, which. by the treaties of June, 1858, they 
have relinquished and given up to the United States. 

“Resolved further, at all persons who have in good faith settled and 
made improvements upon any of the lands contained in said reservations, 
believing the same to be Government lands, shall have the right of preemp- 
tion to 160 acres thereof, to conclude their improvements, on paying the sum 
of $1.25 per acre therefor: Provided, That when such settlements have been 
made on the lands of the Indians on the south side of the Minnesota River the 
assent of the Indians shall first be obtained, in such manner as the Secretary 
of the Interior shall prescribe, and that the amount which shall be so paid 
for their lands shall be paid into the Treasury of the United States.” 

The Indians have, during their history, made treaties with the United 
States under various names. For instance. under the names of “Sioux of the 
Lake,” July 19, 1815; “ Sioux of the Leaf,”’ December 30, 1816; “‘Sioux of the 
St. Peter River,” and “Sioux of the Mississippi.” (See Revision of Indian 
Treaties, S 634, 781, 869, 876, 882, 885, 914; also treaty of September 29, 1837, 
7 Stat. L., 538.) By virtue of these various treaties the Medawakanton and 
Wahpakoota tribes ceded and relinquished to the United States the western 
section of Wisconsin and all other lands lying between the Missouri and Mis- 

ppi rivers down to their confluence, for which small sums of money, va- 
rying from $500 to $2,000, in the form of presents, were paid to them. The 
territory thus ceded may be estimated at about 50,000 square miles, 

By the treaty of 1851 with these tribes, and also in the same year with the 
Sisseton and Wahpeton bands, the four tribes ceded to the United States a 
large rt of Iowa and Minnesota, amounting to 50,875 square miles, or 
32,560, acres, a territory larger than that embraced in the State of Ala- 
bama. And for this vast domain they were to receive the insignificant sum 
of 10 cents an acre, or, rather, more accurately speaking, the interest on that 
sum for fifty years, the principal being held by the Government in trust for 
them. They never received any portion of the principal, only the interest 
for ten years was appropriated, and this was afterwards abrogated by act of 
Congress February 16, 1863 (12 Stat. L., 653). 

Under the treaty of 1851 32,560,000 acres were ceded to the United States, 
for which it was to pay the sum of 10 cents per acre, and these identical lands 
were sold to settlers for $1.25 per acre, making a clear gain of $40,600,000 out of 
the transaction with Indians who could neither read nor write. 

But leaving out of view entirely this vast amount that might be justly 
claimed by the Indians, it may be said that they are only caking for that 

rt which is mentioned in the treaties of 1837 and 1851 and a small portion of 

and that was set aside for their permanent use by act of Congress of June 
27, 1860 (12 Stat. L., 1042), described in Article III of the treaty of August 15, 
1851 (10 Stat L., 957). E 

The Medawakanton and Wahpakoota Indians were sole owners of lands 
described in Article III of the treaty of August 15, 1851, and out of this vast 
tract only that portion north of the Minnesota River was sold, amounting to 
820,000 acres, at 30 cents per acre. By the appropriation act of March 2, 1861 

(12 Stat. L., 237), it was provided: 

“ For payment to the Medawakanton and Wahpakoota bands of the Dakota 
or Sioux Indians, for their reservation on the Minnesota River, in the State 
of Minnesota, containing 320,000 acres, at 30 cents per acre, $96,000: Provided, 
That the said sum may be paid, at the discretion of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, in bonds of the United States authorized by law at the present ses- 


e Interior can do it. 


ated, and they can not be 


the act of Con approved February 16, 


It was this tract of 320,000 acres of land that was ordered to be sold by the 
acts of Congress as above stated, and there can be no doubt that the Govern- 
ment sold these lands at $1.25 per acre. The other 320,000 acres, on the south 
side of the Minnesota River, were occupied by the Medawakanton and Wah- 
pakoota Indians at the time of the outbreak of 1862. 

There were, as we have stated, 320,000 acres of these lands (12 Stat. L., 237) 
for which itis presumed the Indians received 30 cents per acre, although there 
is no definite data establishing the fact. But acting on the supposition that 
nz pare paid 20 cents per acre, their total receipts for the land would be 

.. The United States sold these identical lands for $1.25 per acre, or a 

tal of $400,000. Deducting therefrom the $96,000 paid to the Indians, the 
Government made a net profit ont of the transaction of $304,000. it does not 
appear when or how the Medawakanton and Wahpakoota Indians lost their 
original tribal names, but it is presumed that it was due to the fact that, in 
the early history of the Sioux Indians, those east of the Missouri River were 
known by those west thereof as Santees. They became known as the San- 
tees, sofar as they themselves know, when they were placed on their pres- 
ent reservation. is as nearly a correct statement as your committee 


ttee on Indian Affairs, March 





I suppose the Senator will allow me to conclude 
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After the outbreak in August, 1862, in Minnesota, known in the history of 
the Northwest as the “‘ New Ulm Massacre,” the Medawakanton and Wahpa- 
koota Indians, which, for convenience sake, may hereafter be designated as 
Santee Sioux Indians, were guarded by the military authorities at Fort 
Snelling, Minn., for nearly if not quite two years, and were then pli on 
boats, taken down the Mississippi River tothe mouth of the Missouri, thence 
up the latter to a place in the then Territory of Dakota (now State of South 
Dakota) known as the Crow Creek Agency, and later as Fort Thompson. 

By anact of Congress sgoreves March 3, 1862, entitled ‘‘An act for the re- 
moval of the Sisseton, Wahpeton, Medawakanton, and Wahpakoota bands of 
Sioux and Dakota Indians, and for the disposition of their lands in Dakota 
and Minnesota,” it is peorsee’ that the President— 

“ Isauthorized and hereby directed to assign toand setapartforthe * * * 
Medawakanton and Wahpakoota bands of Sioux Indians a tract of unoccu- 
pied land outside of the limits of any State, sufficient in extent to enable him 
to assign to each member of the said bands (whoare willing toadopt the pur- 
suit of agriculture) 80 acres of good agricultural land, the same to be adapted 
to icultural purposes.” (See Stat. L., 819.) 

After occupying the Crow Creek Reservation for about three years, the 
lands were found not to be well “adapted to agricultural purposes,” and 
steps were taken to relocate them on lands better adapted to their use, and 
as a result, by Executive order dated February 27, 1866, issued b President 
Johnson, four townships in the Territory (now State) of Nebraska were set 
apart and reserved forthe Santee Sioux. This last reservation was added to 
and modified from time to time by various Executive orders until at the time 
of making the allotments to the Indians in severalty in 1885 it embraced 
115,076.92 acres. The allotments were made in accordance with the provi- 
sions of the act of March 3, 1863, and in accordance with the fourth ph 
of article 6 of the treaty with the Sioux Indians dated April 29, 1868 (15 Stat. 
L., 637), to which the Santees were parties. Said allotments were in quan- 
— = 160 acres each to heads of families and 80 acres to other members of 

6 tribe. 

Of this 115,075.92 acres 32,875.75 are occupied by the Santee Sioux Indians as 
homesteads and 38,908.01 acres to the other portion of the tribe, the remainder 
being thrown open for settlement. Those who occupy lands as homesteads 
were required to live on the places ———— for three years and make 
worth of improvements thereon. Upon fulfilling these requirements they 
received their patents of certificate for the same, thus making them home- 
steads and not allotments. There are only 38,908.01 acres allotted to the San- 
tee Sioux of Nebraska, according to Special Agent Reuben Sear’s Report on 
Indian Census of 1890 (page 379). 

The Flandreau Sioux Indians left the Santee Agency, Nebr., in 1869 and 
took up lands near Flandreau, Moody County, 8. Dak., under the act of Con- 
gress of May 20, 1862. 

The total allotments at this time amount to 38,908.01 acres, the remainder 
having been thrown open to settlement by white settlers, and is now princi- 
pally comagees: by them. For that portion thrown open to settlement by 
white settlers the Santees have received nothing. In addition to this your 
committee find that avery | portion of the present reservation is not till- 
able land. Perhaps one-half, if not more, is incapable of cultivation, owin 
to the fact that it is composed of Missouri River biuffs, andtis intersected an 
cut up = deep gulches and ravines, and is adapted to sheep industry and lim- 
ited cattle grazing only, and is incapable, owing to its peculiar formation, of 
cultivation. That portion of the lands that are not allotted to the Indians 
and that are thrown open to settlement by white settlers was opened by vir- 
tue of an Executive order, dated February 9, 1885. We embrace herein asa 
part of this report the various Executive orders and official documents: 


NEBRASKA. 
Niobrara Reserve. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, D. C., February 26, 1866. 

Srr: I have the honor to submit herewith a letter addressed to this Depart- 
ment by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, requesting the reservation from 
eee or sale of townships 31 and 32 north, range 5 west, and town- 
ships 31 and 82north, range 6 west of the principal sixth meridian, in Nebraska 
Territory, until the action of Congress be d, with a view to the setting 
apart of these townships as a reservation for the Santee Sioux Indians now 
at Crow Creek, Dakota; and recommend that you direct those lands to be 
withdrawn from market and held in reserve for the purpose indicated. 

I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


JAMES HARLAN, Secretary. 
The PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, February #7,/1866. 
Let the lands within named be withdrawn from the market and reserved 


for the purposes indicated. 
ANDREW JOHNSON, 
President of the United States. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, July 20, 1866. 
Let the townships embraced within the lines shaded red on the within 
a m be, in addition tothose heretofore withdrawn from sale by my order 
of Zith February last, reserved from sale and set apart as an Indian reserva- 
tion for the use of Sioux Indians, as recoramended by the Secretary of the 


Interior in letter of July 19, 1866. 
ANDREW JOHNSON, President. 


The above order embraces township 81 north, range 8 west; township 31 
north, range 7 west; that portion of township 32 north, range 8 west, of 
township 82 north, range 7 west, lying south of the Niobrara River, and that 
pee of township 35 north, range 5 west, lying south of the Missouri River, 

ebrask: 


a. 
(For diagram, see letter from the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
dated November 23, 1878. 


For Executive order of March 20, 1867, see “South Dakota.”) 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, D. C., November 15, 1867. 
Srr: For the reasons mentioned in the accompanying copies of reports 
from the A Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the Comexinstemae of the 
General Land Office, dated, respectively, the 7th and 13th instants, I have the 
honor to recommend that zo order wal from sale and the set- 
ting apart for the use of Santee Sioux Indians the following-d 
tracts of land lying acent to the mt Sioux Indian Reservation on the 
Niobrara and rivers, in Ne viz: 
Township 32 north, of range 4 west of the sixth principal mi and 
al section 7 ional section 16, fractional section 17, and ons 


fraction. fracti 
18, 19, 20, 21, 28, 29, 90, 31, 82, and 83 of fractional township No. 83 north, of range 
4 west of the sixth principal meridian, be withdrawn from market, and that 
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fractional township No. 82 north, of range 6 west of the sixth principal me 
ridian, now a por of the veneevelion, be restored to market. on 


Iam, sir, v respectfully, your obedient servant. 
rei ¢ xan O. H. BROWNING, Secretary. 
The PRESIDENT. 
NOVEMBER 16, 1867. 
Let the within recommendations of the Secretary of the Interior be car 


ried into effect. 
eee ANDREW JOHNSON. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Orrice oF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C., August 28, 1869. 

Srr: I have the honor to call yous attention to the inclosed of a letter 
from Gap Samuel M. Janney, dated the 20th instant, relative to reservar 
tion of the Santee Sioux Indians in Nebraska. 

The lands at present withdrawn from sale for the purpose of this reserva- 
tion are as follows: 


Township 82 north, range 4 west of sixth principal meridian....... 
So much of the west half of the fractional to p 33 north, range 
4 west, as lies south of the Missouri River...............-..-. cuese 
Township 31 north, range 5 west.... .......--...---..--.+-.----- nities 
Fractional township 32 north, range 5 west 
So much of fractional township 33 north, range 5 west, as lies sou’ 
of Missouri River .......... aduetaninihtiapiae ace 
Fractional township 31 north, range 6 west ..............------«+--«« 
Fractional township 31 north, range 7 west ............------ enuvedat 
Fractional township 32 north, range 7 west ...........---.-.-<-«0--- 
Fractional township 31 north, range 8 west ...... ..... <--...ccscese- 
Fractional township 32 north, range 8 west .................-- ocesine 


Making the total area of present reservation. coccccse 165,195.08 


Acres. 
23,397.98 


Ens 
a 
s 


BSSkee £8 
S685" PS 


ENA! 


EXECUTIVE MANsION, February 27, 1566. 
Let the lands within named be withdrawn from the market and reserved 


for the purposes indicated. 
ee ANDREW JOHNSON, 

President of the United States. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, July 90, 1866. 
Let the to embraced within the lines shaded red on the within 
oem be, in addition to those heretofore withdrawn from sale by my order 
of 27th February last, reserved from sale and set apart as an Indian reserva- 
tion for the use of Sioux Indians, as recomm: by the Secretary of the 


Interior in letter of July 19, 1866, 
ANDREW JOHNSON, President. 


The above order embraces township 81 north, range 8 west; township #3 
north, range 7 west; that portion of township 32 north, range 8 west, and of 
township 82 north, range 7 west, lying south of the Niobrara River, and that 
poten of township % north, range 5 west, lying south of the Missouri River 
in Nevraska. 


(For diagram see letter from the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
dated November 23, 1878. 


For Executive order of March 20, 1867, see *‘ South Dakota.”’) 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, D. C., November 15, 1867. 

Str: For the reasons mentioned in the accompanying copies of reports 
from the Acting Commissioner of Indian Affairs aad the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, dated, respectively, the 7th and 13th instants, I have 
the honor to recommend that you order the withdrawal from sale, and the 
setting apart for the use of the tee Sioux Indians, the follow: 
tracts of land lying adjacent to the present Sioux Indian Reservation on the 
Niobrara and Missouri rivers in Nebraska, viz: Township 32 north, of range 
4 west of the sixth principal meridian, and fractional section 7, fractional sec- 
tion 16, fractional section 17, and sections 18, 19, 20, 21, 28, 29, 80, 31, 82, and 
of fractional township No. 83 north, of 4 west of the sixth prin 
meridian, be withdrawn from market, and t fractional township No. 8 


north, of range 6 west of the sixth principal meridian, now a portion of the 
reservation, be restored to market. is os 


Iam, sir, vo our obedient servant 
Rs re 0. H. BROWNING, Secretary. 


NOVEMBER 16, 1867. 
Let the within recommendations of the Secretary of the Interior be car- 


ried into effect. 
ANDREW JOHNSON. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
we , D. C., August 31, 1869. 

. e the honor to transmit herewith a report of the Commissioner 

of Indian Affairs of the 28th instant, and accom: pers, in relation to 

Santee Sioux Indian as therein sug- 

mmend that the President order the restoration 

ted in the Commissioner’s and 
withdrawal from sale of the lands therein described. 
With great respect, your obedient servant, 


‘ 


The PRESIDENT. 


J. D. COX, Secretary. 


WASHINGTON, August 31, 1869. 
The within, vocemmendation of Che Geerstary of the Interior Sa havehy ap- 
proved, and the necessary action will be taken to carry it inte eee oer 


EXEcuTIVE MANSION, December 81, 1873. 
It is hereby ordered that Executive order, dated August 31, 1869, ad 
certain lands to the Santee Sioux Indian Reservation in Nebraska, be, 
the same is hereby, amended so as to exempt from its operation lots 1, 2, 8, 
and 4 of section 3, township 32, range ly patented to Thomas J. 
Quinn, on Sioux half-breed scrip No. 349 D. U.8.G 


EXEcurTivEe MANSION, February 9, 1885. 









* occupied school, and missionary purposes, | just claim to the suspended annuities was partially recognized, as well as the 
{eet exsaee eae ee rns public domain from and after | continuance of the annual payment, until the exuretion of the time named 
that date and subject to settlement and ntey oo sad ote 1885, | in the treaty of 1851, provided for. And Congress not only ratified that 

Cc TER A. AR ccenans and meee the oe. ———— -_ oe made an spree 
on to pa e scouts, who were no rties to the eement wi 
n.3n, this connection ze desire to quote from the report of Special Agent | isoion snd'Walpetonwan bands.” ane arourstertoneens and 

2 : ow, not unders why our people, the ewakantonwans an 

the of their lands ao Some cate a Wahpekutes, were not paid their canuit bene welll as the Sissetons and Wah- 
as take ctkere tens ns es Seiad dedaodien Lara} | Deton, who were just as ty as our people, which could be proved by the 


few and far between in the section. Lands upon the 
Missou riand ie sey" produce grass in abundance, and 
corn can f 
oe consideration that there is not more than 2} square 
miles of this Missouri bottom, : 
thickets of shrubs and willows and not tillable, and the 
vere al ea that cover this bottom make the hay crop unsalable 


Mr. Sears says 


grazing. None 
pa he a system of irrigation, while occasionally, with rain, they w 


ps. 
ure. A white man who has been employed at the n 
a entabtiese tee never in his inane eh 
n reservation, even with the best cultivation. ger half of the 
on this reservation would produce half a —~ usually, w 

half is absolutely worthless except for grazing, 10 acres of this would be 
nisite to sustain one steer."’ 

or the last three or four years, on account of extreme drought, it would 
be difficult to graze one steer on 5 acres on these high lands on the Missouri 


Bluffs. 
rther stated in Mr. Sear’s rope 
ey oe of Caene apparently worthless lands may ultimately become valu- 
in 
een from which different kinds of tiles and artificial stone may 
be manufactured at a low cost. Timber is not abundant on this reservation. 
A sufficient quantity is found for fuel and posts and for present use only. 
Should fires be kept out of the timbers, it would increase. * * * The 
ractically self-sustaining, although occupying an almost barren 
reservation.” 
bove statement is the exact description of the Santee mney, and 
Pw be permitted to locate on some better land i ek be 
useless to say that they are not capable of becoming self-supporting ci 
To give further information on the character of the land constitu the 
reservation, ws beg — $e qs from the ee Agent James E. H 
of the Santee Agency, Nebr., 1892, 3 
foposraphient fectures.--About two-thirds or three-fourths of the reser 
vation is very hill 


vation lies alon creeks and Missouri River; that acent to the river is | bleak and weary day. No wonder they looked back with longing hearts to 
subject to overflow (and deposits quicksand, so that n but willows will | the plenteous ays of the English and French alliances. If spring in any 
grow), and is utilized es or hay and pasturage. soil, even on | Measure a their hunger it did not allay their passions, and when June 
the rougher se fairly and in years when there is sufficient | came, and the annuities which should have been paid were not forthcoming, 
moisture very good crops are The rainfall through this section seems | these passions waxed stronger and stronger. The traders refused them 
to be lighter than in any other part of the State.” ee credit. ot Lala Officials taunted them in cruel manner 
These people been moved about to different places until they are | when they sou or ress.” 
located in the m: a La is the fact and such is the testimony from persons who are not preju- 


ost disadvantageous location, their — reservation 
situated in a section that is sub to frequent 

rson of means and long ce has hard work to make a living, and 
here seems to be no hope of le occupying a better section of the 
country in the future. 


fareaetchat 


Government during the last four years to return to the 


inflicted 
In a letter from the h 
of the Interior dated March 2, 1896, he says: 
“ Most of the Santees of Nebraska, now numbering about 950, are Medawa- 
kantons and Wahpakootas; probably less than 100 are Sissetons or Wah 
tons, and of this number the majority, it is thought, has come to the Santee 
eee located there, as a result of intermarriage 





tion system to keep the Indians from ee In the light of these facts | Just God. 
your commaites deomn it no more than just to right some of the wrongs that The good Government has received from Mdewakantonwans and the Wah- 
upon the Indians in various wa ae all the land that lies in the north half of Iowa soe the Mississippi 
onorable Commissioner of indian Affairs to the Sec- ver, on the west side of Wisconsin, and the south half of Minnesota. The 


are sometimescalled the “ Flandreau Band of tee Sioux."" Theyaresimply 

the Santee Sioux ly located in Nebraska, to whom they 
kin, and whose histo: ey shared until about 1875 or 1876, when 
they removed to Moody County, S. Dak., near the town of Flandreau, and 

homesteads after the manner of whites.” 

useful information of the Santee Sioux Indians can be found in let- 
ters addressed to the honorabis Commissioner of Indian Affairs, by the Rev. 
James Garvie, a member of the tribe, and Rev. John Eastman, addressed to 
Senator ALLEN, which, together with affidavits of John Moore, Robert Hake- 
ae and John OC. Redwing, are incorporated herein and made a part of this 


Hon. D. M. BrowntNa, 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, Washington, D. C. 


and we feel it 


our duty to acknowledge it with sincere heart, and we fee 
teful for man 


past kindnesses that the Department has rendered to us 

toward uplifting our race to a nobler and better life as citizens. 

abled to have farms, houses, tmploments; kad domestic snitnais and aiso 

le confidence in you as our adviser and r in all of our welfare 

fully and wisely the folloyinn ~~ in. behalt om. people of Santee. We 
we 


believe it is the general interest peopl 
in which we live. _eveteee $e 


as the community Government was turned over to those who claimed loss of property. 
Such is the outcome of the outbreak and consequences that the people of 
rovisions of the et ber 29, 1837 (7 Stat. L., | Santees were made to suffer. But inspite of these cruelties these poor unde- 
Stat. L., 949), A 1861 (id., $64), and the Indian ap- | fended had come out civilized Christians and law-abiding citizens in 
ion act of August 30, 1852 (id., 88) the Mdewakantonwan, Wahpe- | the State of Nebraska to-day. 
th oe cm o petonwan bands of Dakota Sioux Indians were enti- Now, honorable Commissioner, brief and incomplete as is the past history 


act of Con of February 
me the said four bandsof ae ott L., 655). the lands and an- 


eclared 
on account of the Sioux break of 1362. That hese treaties 
over bose tae out of none of t ha 


have been made to have t wrong ted. the 
agreement of Sisseton and Wahpetonwan bands long-penting and 
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statements of Robert Hakewaste and Joseph Kitto, and clauses in the Com- 
missioner’s report of 1802 ( page 55, second paragraph), and also of 1868 (page 


278, last =ph). 

Now tonene © Commissioner, we refer you to the past record of the Mde- 
wakantonwans and Wah tes, leaving out the bloodshed of the outbreak. 
They were noble examples to the other natives of America, as ono of the 
tribes who were foremost in adopting the civilized life and trying to mako 
men of themselves. This you can ascertain for yourself by the report of 


and about two-thirds of this area of land is 


. W. J. Cullen, Superintendent Indian Affairs, in the Commissioner’s report of 

are algolately worthless for farming and are of a pose aie have those who are enrolled as improved he bt £0 
agai § a oS 5 

these lands can be depended upon for complete Sceeetberenetion: in character, respectability, and industry in the 


same space of time as among the Sioux.” 

And also refer you to the ee of J. R. Brown, the Sioux agent, in the 
same commissioner's report, and also to the quoted statement of Captain 
Gibson in the same report, and many others, where Sioux of Mdewakanton- 
wan and Wahpekute ds have shown themselves creditable in all their 
undertakings. 

Now, honorable Commissioner, allow us to present the words of T. H. Kirk, 
author of the History of Minnesota, where he relates to the history of the 
outbreak, and uses tho following words: 

“THE SIOUX MASSACRE. 

“Tt is not mananneny to inform an intelligent Anglo-American as to the 
original character of the race of aborigines which has ever receded before 
the westward march of civilization, much less is it essential to dwell long cn 
the chan it has undergone in the lapse of centuries, for from childhood he 
has heard of its good and evil traitsand often beheld them with his own eyes. 
Nevertheless, for our present purpose, it is fitting to glance briefly at changes 
which took place in the life of the Sioux after the settlement of Minnesota. 
We have considered from the advent of the voyageurs a growing dependence 
upon traders and a corresponding neglect of the chase; have noticed their 
transfer of broad territory to the National Government and their confine- 
ment within the narrow limits of two reservations. These two facts give us 
the key to their subsequent history. 

“ Heartless traders and no less fraudulent Government agents, by present- 
ing exorbitant and fictitious claims, deprived them of their annuities; avari- 
cious settlers, not satisfied with fertile acres they already tilled, encroached 
on the reserves, and to crown all, after an unsuccessful hunt in the winter 
of 1861-62, gaunt famine and the Sioux stood face to face through many a 


Most years, however, if relying upon rain, their crops 


e the other 


from which, it is said, can be manufactured 


and ill adapted to agriculture; the balance of the reser- 


the Sioux concerning the outbreak. 

We would also tfully refer you to a brief history of the Mdewakan- 
tonwan and Wapekute bands as to their treatment by our good Christian 
Government, whe boasts itself of fair and meeeee goveremens in the eyes of 
the nation, and whose Constitution is based on God's law, and its officers 
have taken oath to execute their duties under the name of Almighty and 


ughts, where a white 


a, are to work, and have been self-sup- 
years, until drought has visited them, and this misfortune 


good Government in return promise to give or hold in trust for the said 
ds ,000 at 5 per cent interest forever, under the treaty of 1837; and 
$1,160,000 at 5 per cent interest for fifty years, under the treaty of 1851. Con- 
sider the value of the lands that the said tribes ceded to the Government and 
the benefit they received for the land. Only twenty-five years of the former 
and eight years of the latter treaty were fulfilled, when under starvation, 
cruelty, frauds, and evil usage the hostile element of the Sioux broke into 
war and forced the good element to join them by threatening them with 
death. On that account every Indian, good or bad, was punished for the 
trouble. Their] annuities were abrogated! by act ofiCongress; their treaties 
were annulled; their rightsand native land were taken by force and disposed 
of by the good Government without consideration. Forty-one of the sup- 
[mere A guilty of murder were hung, with hasty judgment. As one writer 



























dians, also under that cy, are Santees proper, and 


“In looking back upon the work of condemnation accomplished by that 
commission, two things are very apparent: (1) In the majority of instances 
the trial was so brief and hurried that the facts could not possibly be ascer- 
tained. It is to be remembered that ag | cases were finished in one day, 
when it takes in any murder case from thirty days, at least, to six months 
or longer, and there were other days when over thirty were disposed of. 
(2) The principle that all participation in the outbreak was worthy of death, 
acted upon by the commission, was a very wrong one.” 

Four hundred men were imprisoned at Mankato and later at Davenport, 
Iowa, for the term of four years. Under the hard treatment over 160 died at 
the prison, while the women and children of the , naar were Seapeeeaes 
to various places. One missionary writes the following words about them: 

“Starvation was followed b ase, and in tho three years of their resi- 
dence at Crow Creek over 800 died. The women made themselves hewers of 
wood and drawers of water for all the white settlements in the territory. 
The trenches of the Army and the cellars of the farmers were dug with their 
hands. The woodyard of the steamboat, the sawmill, the cornfield, and the 
kitchen were all familiar tothe Santee women. As places for the morals of 
our fellow-countrymen, we may add that to many of them the soldiers’ bar- 
racks were, alas, too familiar.” 

Nearly one million and a half of their money which was intrusted to our 


mt you represent has bestowed upon us many favo: 


hardship, and starvation; and also to many noble pur- 
Planned for our welfare and the education of our chil- 


eee for the fulfillment of various treaties, which 
sustain us 


to farm life. And we put 


ty, and we feel that you have —- soars at all times 
co er very care- 


of these bands of Mdewakantonwan and Wahpekute, we endeavor to set 
before you the true facts, and present to you further facts concerning tho 
said ban Ever since the outbreak these people were in their unfavorable 
state of affairs; they made rapid advancement both in their civil and reli- 
gions condition. en they were located at the present agency they again 

hold with their hands and hearts to comply with the wishes of the Govy- 
ernment, and to make themselves useful and live by the sweat of their brows. 


forfeited 
ve 
since that although since then various Et wy 
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This they were capable of doing in a prosperous state of things and while the 
rain was abundant. They have done away with rations for over fifteen years 
of their own accord. When the hard timesand drought came they were com- 
pelled to receive aid of rations from the Government only at limited times. 

And furthermore, they have not only taken hold to make a living for 
themselves, but set the example of taking land in severalty under the Dawes 
Act: all the heads of families and single young men and women, and even 
children, taking allotment in the year 1885. But what is more noticeable in 
the way of setting an example, there has been at different times over thirty- 
five young Christian men with their families of Santees, who went out as 
missionaries to the wild West reservations to quiet the wild Sioux at these 
said reservations. This work has been successfully done, not only saving 
lives and blood and great expense to the National Government, but making 
the country possible for settlement. And where you once heard wild, hideous 
war cries, you will hear the gospel songs peal out in love, peace, and joy. 

Moreover, at different times various commanders, like Generals Crooks 
and Sully, have called out our own tribe of Santees to suppress the wild 
West. wo companies of over 70 young men of this agency have served 
under the United States. Many have lost their lives by exposure and left 
widows and orphans who are in our midst very rand needy. And, fur- 
thermore, the honorable Commissioner will consider the fact that more than 
half of the outside scouts who were enrolled to share in the payment of the 
annuity money, which was renewed, were Medawakantonwans and Wahpe- 
kutes. They have periled their lives and were loyal tothe United States and 
fought against their own friends and tribe. And not these only, but many 
who also endangered their lives to rescue white people, and these said loyal 
people who are living among us to-day never have been compensated for 
their heroic deeds. 

furthermore, we have among us over one hundred Sissetons and Wahpe- 
tonwans who are enrolled here by intermarriages and are members of the 
tribe, who never participated in the renewed annuities. Government recog- 
nizes the Sissetons and Wahpetonwans as loyal people, except those who are 
enrolled here. ; 

Now, honorable Commissioner, we leave with you these facts and testi- 
monies, and also the fact that those of us who are living to-day are innocent 
of the outbreak, except in 21 individuals who are members of Medawakanton- 
wan and Wahpekute tribe, who are participators in the outbreak that are 
alive to-day. But would our good Government condemn us all for the few 
who are guilty? Werepresent herein person to inform you that we have been 
wrongfully and brutally treated and condemned and deprived of all of our 
—— and moneys which we called ours, by the things which we are inno- 
cent of. 

As the wrongs of the Indians are admitted by all, and thousands of the best 
men in the land feel keenly the nation’s shame, you are no doubt aware of 
these facts; and as you have the key in your hand and power to consent or 
reject, we look to ee and Congress to redress these wrongs. 

e now respectfully r« a you togive your most careful consideration to 
this plea and give favcrable recommendations to Congress in our behalf. 

Respectfully submitted. 

JAS. GARVIE. 


JANUARY 25, 1897. 

Dear Srr: Inconnection with the amendment introduced in the Senate by 

ou to restore the Santee Sioux Indians of Nebraska and the Flandreau Sioux 

ndians of South Dakota, formerly known as and being a confederacy of the 
Medawakanton and Wahpakoota Sioux Indians, to all rights, privileges, and 
benefits enjoyed by them and their ancestors under the treaties of 1837 and 
1851, and for other purposes, I have the honor to submit herewith a brief 
statement which may aid the committee in determining their action. 

On account of the Sioux outbreak on August 18, 1862, the annuities and 
lands belonging to the Medawakanton and Wahpakoota, Sisseton, and Wah- 
peton bands of Sioux or Dakota Indians were declared forfeited and confis- 
cated by the act of February 16, 1863; but when the Government asked and 
urged the Sisseton and Wahpeton bands of said Sioux Indians to cede to the 
United States the surplus land of their reservation in South Dakota in 1889 it 
was promised to said Indians that their scouts and soldiers should receive 
their portion of the annuities forfeited and confiscated, yet the Santee Sioux 
Indians of Nebraska and the Flandreau Sioux Indians of South Dakota are 
the remnants of the Medawakanton; thus by the act all responsibility of the 
outbreak was — upon them. 

I submit with this bill several affidavits bearing the names of good men of 
the said tribes of Santee and Flandreau Sioux, giving the true causes and the 
nature of the said outbreak of August 18,1863. It was not the result of pre- 
meditation, but rather an accident. It was the act of starving men. ,It was 
precipitates by a few young men from a band of Indians who never /obeyed 

he will of the chiefs. They lived by themselves at the time on a creek called 
Rice. The first murders were committed while they were out on a hunt to 

rovide for their starving families, and when they returned home by night 
Rhey made an attack upon the agency early in the morning without the 
knowledge of the chiefs. 

The better class of the people were at once thrown into confusion; partly 
by the intimidation of the hostile Indians and partly by the fear of the whites. 
They were forced to take up flight with them up the Minnesota River. On 
April 20, 1866, D. N. Cooley, Commissioner of Indian Affairs, reported the fol- 
lowing: “Many of those who felt noinclination toward hostilities feared that 
the we of the whites would fall upon them as a portion of the tribes 
and fied to the northward, leaving their homes; but when they received a 
communication from Gen. H. H. Sibley they at once a: to return totheir 
homes."’ This fact alone would show that they were friendly and had no in- 
tention of moeeiiiey They had already taken from the hostile bands more 
than 200 captives of white women and children, whom they returned to Gen- 
eral Sibley. In the prooneiae? of the Mohawk conference, in 1895, Bishop 
Whipple, of Minnesota, made this statement of these Indians: 

“You know the history that these men and their fathers, at the risk of 
life, saved more than 200 white men and children.” 

It will be observed from the accompanying affidavits that not all of the In- 
dians present at the outbreak were hostile to the Government. On the con- 
trary, there were many who quite ee risked their lives for the salva- 
tion of the helpless white women and children. 

Thirty-eight of their number were executed and many died while in prison. 
Meanwhile their wives and children were kept under near Fort Snell- 
ing. Theysuffered much from the want of foodand from theinclemency of the 
weather, and as a result many died, while the band which was the cause 
of the outbreak fled into the Bri province. The report of Commissioner 
D. N. Cooley, on May 18, 1866, clearly shows the fact in the following words: 

“ The yr mers from Davenport, some 200 in number, men, women, and 
children, have, at the instance of the Department, upon the concurrent rec- 
ommendation of the military authorities who have had them in charge, and 
of their missionary teacher, Rev. Mr. Riggs, who was chaplain during Gen- 
eral Sibley’s cam . n pardoned by the President and turned over to 
their Department and sent to the Niobrara Reservation to begin the work of 

eerrenene there. On the occasion of repo’ , in the fall of 1865, in 
avor of their pardon, this office forwarded a series of certificates, petitions, 
and letters showing the excellent disposition and entire submission of these 


wing that many of them were abso- 
utely guiltless of any act of hostility, and not only this but dese of re- 
ward for the rescue of white captives. These papers have been id in 
their poate through the various De ments and can not now be found. 

* By the flight to the far North of the most guilty of these bands who es- 
caped; by the great suffering of the upper Sioux who have gathered about 
Fort Wadsworth, in northeast Dakota, for the —_ two years, many of whom 
have protested their innocence; by the execution of 39 of their numbers; by 
the long confinement at Davenport by others; by the suffering of the le 
taken to Crow Creek, of whom full have died, and by the utter loss of 
their lands and property, it is thought that this le has atoned for the 
crime of apart of its number as no people ever before made atonement, and 
that it would be a disgrace to the American ple if the poor and humble 
remains of these tribes are not allowed a small tract of land.” 

The Santee and Flandreau bands of Sioux have been compelled to suffer 
for the sins of others who have fied to Canada, and are eet 
others haveamply atoned for their crimes by their ownlives. Notwi - 
ing these facts, the annuities, lands, and property belonging to these two 
bands have been declared forfeited, and they were forced to undergo every 
degree and kind of hardship in consequence of the unfortunate outbreak. 
They were moved from pe to Yee very much to their discouragement. 

It was this state of their condition that induced some of the Santee bands 
of the Sioux to leave their mcy in Nebraska in 1869 to take OR lands in 
South Dakota, under the United States homestead law, near dreau, 
8. Dak., and since that time they have been known as the Flandreau Sioux 
Indians. They took this action use there was an effort made to take 
them to Indian Territory, and because ne cous © ope the calamf lies and 

ey © 


prtesmere, together with statements sho 


disasters of reservation life; and although t n an advanéed ste 
of the remaining tribes of their bands, and in accordance with the paxpese 
their government, the United States Indian agent took from them their 
issued farmin implements and refused to allow them annuities during the 
ware Dy 1870, 1871, 1872, 1873, and 1874 Thus they were further compelled 
suffer. 

Obstacles have not discouraged them, and for twenty-seven years that these 
poopie have been full-fledged citizens of the United States I can say that I 

ave yet to see one of them convicted of crime or a State offense; but they 
have proved in every res worthy citizens. Moreover, many of these 
Santee and Flandreau bands of Sioux have been largely the instruments in 
bringing the hostile bands of the Western Sioux to treat with the United 
States. Also, they have given very efficient service as Christian mission- 
aries. Many of them are still e in this sort of good work among their 
less advanced bands. There are now 8 churches, 10 ordained native minis- 
ters, and 15 missionaries. These are the evidences of the excellent disposi- 
tion to improve their immediate bands as well as those of the other bands. 
These are the works of these two bands of Indians. 

In view of these facts, viz, the good behavior from the very reer of their 
calamity to the present, and their consistent effort to better their condition 
as well as those of their brother tribes, they are vase of respect and rec- 
ognition, and it seems that ner have abundantly atoned for the crime of the 

men of these lands. Their sins, if any committed, should be forgiven. 
It will be an act of just consideration and recognition of their remarkable 
conduct under a most trying experience to restore to them the declared for- 
feited and confiscated annuities. It isa fact that in the history of the Gov- 
ernment dealing with Indian tribes there is not another case in which the 
Indian annuities and lands were declared forfeited and confiscated, although 
outbreaks frequently occurred, and since 1862 there have been other out- 
breaks among the other bands of the Sioux Indians. Besides the Govern- 
ment has executed all those men who were found to be ty of murdering 
whites during said outbreak, except those who fled to le and oe. 
= Gree who took any part for four years at Davenport. Nearly of 

em died. 

No law of the United States gives authority to hang a criminal and to take 
his proper’ away from his wife and children. These ignorant Indians, igno- 
rantly and by the aggravation of starvation, committed murder; but they 
have fully paid the penalty, and et their wives and children, the innocent 
members of the tribes, have been deprived of their annuities, lands, and prop. 
erty by the act of Congress, February pe 1863. I will refer you toa —- 
sent December, 1863, to the President of the United States by the s of 
the Medawakanton, Wahpakoota, Sisseton, and Wahpeton bands of Sioux 
Indians, in which they declared that they were not aa for the mur- 
ders and depredations of the outbreak, but that they did everything in their 
power to stop its progress, and actually did save over 200 captives of white 
women and children. The eaten was signed by the Uni States Indian 
agent ( a term of office the event occurred), superintendent, Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, and Secretary of the Interior. 

Thus from the testimony of the chiefs of the said bands of Indians, from 
the testimony of the Government officials in whose charge they were at that 
time, and from testimonies of the missionaries among them, t the major- 
ity and better portion of the Medawakanton and Wahpekoota bands of Sioux 
Indians were and did remain true to the Government. There is no longer 
any doubt of their loyalty, although it has taken years to overcome the prej- 
udices nst them on account of the outbreak. 

They have Waited long for the door of justice to open tothem. May their 
patience at last obtain for them their rights. 

In view of the foregoing facts of their fidelity the Santee Sioux Indians 
of Nebraska and the dreau Sioux ns of South Dakota now pray 
and ask Congress to restore to them their annuities and which were 
declared forfeited by reason and because of the outbreak of 1 and by the 
act of Co Septem ber 29, 1837, with the Government of the United States, 
the Mdewakanton and Wahpekoota bands of Sioux Indians were allowed an 
annuity payment of $15,000 from a trust fund to be kept for them by the 
Government forever and by the treaty of 1851 (10 Stat. L., 954), they were to 
receive $61,450 annually for a period of fifty years as the interest from a 
trust fund held for them by the Government and the treaty of June 19, 
1858 (12 Stat. L., 1081) between the United States, and these same they 
were the owners of 320,000 acres of land of the north side of the nesota 
River as described in the article 3, of the treaty A 1851 ° Stat. L., 
957), and by the Senate resolution dated June 27, 1860 (12 Stat. L., 1042),in 
which resolution the United States recognized the rights of the said In 
to these lands, viz: 

‘Resolved, That said Indians cy a jest and valid right to said reser- 
vation and that they be allo the sum of 30 cents per acre for the lands 
qoutained ja Sat pasten Drgvest lita, on She Bi side of the Minnesota 
River, exclusive of the cost of survey and sale or any contingent expense that 
may occur whatever, which, by the treaty of June, 1858, they have relin- 
quished and given up to the United States.’ 

From the quoted resolution it is clear that the land was bel to the 
said Indians. For the article of the ~aty 1858 (see Revision 
Fy A Rook, page ore) eave as follows: “And if they have what com: 
tion shall be to them for that part of reservation on tract of land lying 
on the north side of the Minnesota River, whether they shall be allowed a 
8 © sum of money therefor, and if so, how much; or whether the same 

all be sold for their benefi lg a adga) mie gen ey Se De ye 
ing the necessary expenses + thereto. sale, if decided in favor 
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JOHN EASTMAN. 


AFFIDAVIT OF JOHN MOORE. 


first d sworn, de and says that he is 68 years of 
ler, ee: that he ts a member of the Sedewsen 
rae, wee formerly, and d the outbreak of 1362, 
862. ‘During the your 1868, to ierenieiien 
utbreak of 1 year , together others, 
ie So Reservation in Nebraska, in order to take up land under the 
nited States law at Flandreau, 8. Dak., near w I have been 
living since that time. 
The understanding of the Indians was that by virtue of the provisions made 
with the United States in 1837 their annual payment was $15,- 
e treaty of 1851 entitled them to another annual payment of 
$61,000; also, by the treaty of 1858 they had ceded to the United States Gov- 
ernment that portion of reservation which lies north of the Minnesota 
River, which was 320,000 acres, exclusive of the land ceded by the Sisseton 
and Wahpetonwan bands of Sioux Indians. us, from these assurances 
made to them by the United States Government, and in view of the treaties 
above referred to, they thought they would be comfortably taken care of, but 
the fulfillment of these treaties was delayed for several mon’ although all 
the Indians came to the aqaecy te, Foon ve their payments at the ap: ted 
time. While thus waiting the suffered severely on account of lack 
of food; but the Indian traders refused credit, and the United States Indian 
agent did not give satisfaction as to how soon the annuities would be issued. 
Meanwhile people were without food. These facts caused much dis- 
them, and many were compelled to undertake hunting 
xpeditions from the in order to maintain themselves until their 
Government dues w be paid to them. I can not describe all of the suf- 
fering that the Indians were compelled to endure on account of the delay of 
the payments. It was during one of these hunting expeditions refe to 
the first killing of the white le occurred. It was committed by four 
oung men from the dissatisfied and hostile element who had their on 
e Rice Creek, above Redwood Falls, Minn. After killing the whites at Ac- 
ton, Minn., they returned by night to Rice Village and incited them to make 
the attack at once upon the Government employees and the Indian traders at 


th cy. 
Thay proceeded that very night on which the murderers returned and 
made the assault very early in the mo: at the lower ogney. This was 
at. 1862. were powerless. It was impos- 


on the 18th of Augus' Thus our chi 


sible for them to stop it. They had no opportunity. They knew it when it 
was too late. The murdering of the whites at bothof the agencies was accom- 

lished before they scarcely realized what ha: to their le. When 

t was once s it was im le to c it seme. we were 
forced al the Minnesota River by the United States soldiers, those of us 
who desired for and were friendly to the Government s' and put 
up our tents, and sent two mixed bl Thomas Robinson and Thomas A. 


Robertson, who were Mdewakantonwans by birth, to make peace with the 
United States officers. 

When this was sencoestuliy accomplished, we gave ourselves up into the 
hands of Gen. H. H. Sibley. He brought us to ‘ ., Where 38 of 
our men, in due process o' a7 law, were sentenced to death and were 
executed. All those who were not sentenced to death were sent to Daven- 
port, lowa, for four years’ ae During the four years imprison- 
ment 150 of them died. I believe that the remainder of the hostiles who 
actually participated in the outbreak fled into British America and are there 
now. Since the outbreak in 1862 we have never received any benefit from 
the provisions made in our favor in the treaties of 1837, 1851, and 1858. 

Although most of us are innocent of the murders committed during the 
outbreak, we have been compelled to suffer the results, and also deprived of 
our just dues which the stipulated treaties guaranteed tous. Also, when we 
left tee mcy, Nebr., for the purpose of taking land under the United 
States hom law, the Government did not give us for five years our 
share of the annuities provided for all the Santee Sioux Indians in the treaty 


of 1868. 
JOHN (his x mark) MOORE. 
Witnesses to mark: 
Gero. A. PETTIGREW. 
Joun EASTMAN. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 21st 


day of December, 1896. 
(SEAL..] G 


O. A. PETTIGREW, 
Notary Public. 
AFFIDAVIT OF ROBERT HAKEWASTE. 
Tue STATE oF NEBRASKA, County oF KNox, 
Santee Sioux Agency, ss: 


Robert Habowéate, being first duly sworn, yo d says that he is 67 


an 
years of and es at the Santee Sioux mcy, Nebr.; that he is a 
member of the Mdewakantonwan tribe of Sioux Indians, who formerly re- 


sided at Redwood Falls, Minn., before the Sioux outbreak of 1862; that he 

recollects the treaty of 1851 that was entered into between the United States 

Government and the tribe of Mdewakantonwan Sioux Indians, in which he 
was a party to the agreement. 

gp annuity of §3 per sunum god witch ‘ia paid to ail members of the 

annum and wi was members 0 8 

Mdewakantonwan and W. Sioux for eight years until the 

to the best of his knowl and belief, the 

four young men. One of these young men, who 

lyeyedan by name, made the fol- 


‘ton’ 
outbreak occurred. 


he 
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They parted, calling each other cowards, and left each other. Nagiwi- 
cakte, who took pains to ee Pazaiyapa from disturbing the setting hen, 
came to a farm and with his friends sat down by the road tosmoke. As they 
were smoking they heard rapid firing of guns in the direction which Pazai- 
yous took, at which Nagiwicakte grunted for sees and thinking 

hat Pazaiyapa, after was a brave man, had charged upon some white 
people. This was about noon when they came to the farm, and just as the 
successive reports of the guns ceased there were two white men came out of 
the woods, each with an ax on his shoulder, and came by Nagiwicakte and 
his com: ions. The white men said * how ’’ and we said “ how " in response, 
and j as the us Kaomdeniyeyedan took his gun and shot at one of 
them—he shot dead, and shot the other also as he started to run; and 
then we all started toward the barn and took some horses that stood in the 
barn and rode them home by midnight. 

Now, while we were thinking that Pazaiyapa had charged upon some white 
people, they had, as a matter of fact, come to a covey of prairie chickens, 
which they were shooting, and we heard the rapid reports of the gun, but 
Kaomdeniyeyedan thought that Pazaiyapa was braver than himself and had 
shot some white people before Kaomdeniyeyedan; that to the best of my 
knowledge and belief, and according to my memory, this statement was 
related tome by Kaomdeniyeyedan as I have repeated it. And, furthermore, 
inasmuch as these young men were relatives of both Mdewakantonwans and 
Wahpetonwans, all of the four bands started in together to do the fatal deed 
on the peraieg of August 18, 1862, called the Sioux outbreak; that he was in 
the midst of the outbreak during the whole time, which lasted about seven 
weeks, and he is one of the few who did not participate in the trouble, but 
tried to prevent said outbreak with all of his influence and energy that the 
outbreak occurred on the morning of August 18, 1862, at Redwood Falls, where 
the Mdewakantonwans and Wapakootas were residing, and that the out- 
break occurred at Yellow Medicine on the next morning, where the Sissetons 
and Wahpetonwans were residing. As we were forced along the Minnesota 
River by the soldiers, those who desired to be friendly and have peace stopped 
and put up their tents and sent two mixed bloods—Thomas Robinson and 
Thomas A. Robertson, who were both Mdewakantonwans by birth—to make 
peace with the United States officers. 

When it was accomplished by them, we gre ourselves up into the hands 
of Gen. H. H. Sibley, and to the best of my knowledge and belief and accord- 
ing to my memory none of the Sissetons and Wahpetonwans were in our 

dst to make with the United States officers. As we were in the 
hands of General Sibley, we were brought back to Mankato, Minn., and 38 men 
were sentenced to death at Mankato, Minn.,and I remember that there were 
some Wahpetonwans among those who were hung, but do not remember just 
how many, and all those who were not condemned to death were sentenced 
to be imprisoned at Davenport, Iowa, for a term of four years. 

There were 400 persons imprisoned, and many were Sissetons and Wahpe- 
tonwans. After the term of imprisonment had expired, the prisoners were 
returned to their respective agencies, and are there to-day as living monu- 
ments, and are there to testify that the Sissetons and Wahpetonwans are 
= as guilty asthe Mdewakantonwans and Wahpekutes were; and to the 

vest of my knowledge and belief there were only 22 men who participated in 
o yh of 1862 or were eyewitnesses to the outbreak living at the San- 
gency. 

And further affiant saith not. - 

ROBERT (his x mark) HAKEWASTE. 


A + in my presence and sworn to before me this 3d day of January, 
(SEAL. ] B. J. YOUNG, Notary Public. 
(Expiration of my commission, January 9, A. D. 1900, in and for Knox 
County, Nebr.) 


AFFIDAVIT OF JOHN C. REDWING. 

John C. Redwing, being first duly sworn, deposes and says that he is 63 

ears of age and resides at Flandreau, 8S. Dak.; that he is a member of the 

dewakantonwan tribe of Sioux Indians, who formerly resided at Redwood 
Falls, Minn., before the outbreak of 1862, and at the time he was one of the 
chief's brothers of aforesaid band of Sioux Indians. The understanding of 
the Indians was that according to the provisions made by the treaty of 1837 
their annual payment was $15,000, and by the treaty of 1851 entitled them 
to another annual payment of $61,450. Thus from these assurances they were 
to be well cared for; also, by the treaty of 1858 they had ceded to the United 
States Government that portion of their reservation which lies north of the 
Minnesota River, which was 320,000 acres, exclusive of the land ceded by the 
Sisseton and Wahpeton bands of Sioux Indians. 

In view of these treaties, they thought they would be comfortably taken 
care of; but the payments referred to above were delayed several months, 
and the Indian traders refused to give them credit. These facts cansed much 
dissatisfaction among them, and many were compelled to hunt in order to 
maintain themselves while waiting for the ouneal payment. It was during 
one of these hunting expeditions the first killing of the white people occurred. 
After killing the whites they returned by night to the village of Rice Creek. 

t village was composed of the hostile elements; therefore they lost no 
time in inflaming their people at once to make attack upon the employees 
of the Government and the Indian traders. They sresetel that very night 
on which the murderers returned, and by daybreak they had made an attack 
upon the whites of the lower agency at Redwood Falls, Minn., on the morn- 
ing of August 18, 1862. 

us our chiefs were powerless. It was impossible for us to stop it. 
had no opportunity. We knew it when it was too late. 
and peey young and the hostile old braves. The murdering of the 
whites at both agencies and the whites of the vicinity was brought upon us 
before we realized what had happened. When it was once started it was 
impossible to check it immediately. As we were forced along the Minnesota 
River by the United States soldiers, those of us who desired peace and were 
friendly tothe Government stopped and put up ourtents and sent two mixed 
bloods, Thomas A. Robertson and Thomas Robinson, who were Mdewakan 
tonwans by birth, to make peace with the United States officers. When this 
was successfully accomplished, we gave ourselves up into the hands of Gen 
H. H. er. e brought us to Mankato, Minn., where thirty-eight of our 
men were found guilty, and in due process of military law were sentenced to 
death, and were executed. 

All those who were not sentenced to death were sent to Davenport, Iowa, 
for imprisonment for four years. During the four years of imprisonment 150 
of them died. I believe that the remainder of the hostiles who actually par- 
ticipated in the outbreak fled into British America and are there now. 
Through starvation and disappointment the hostile and nonprogressive In- 
dians brought upon our peaceful and well-intended people a dreadful calam- 
ity. Most of the murderers had answered for their crime immediately after 
the event, and the remainder have escaped punishment by leaving the United 
States, while we, although well behaved and qampnee with every part of our 
treaties, have been compelled to give up our land, homes, and all our treaty 
rights on account of a few smmanagenbie wild men. On account of that out- 
break of August 18, 1862, by the act of Congress all our dues from the United 
States by virtue of the treaties of 1837, 1851, and 1858 have been taken from us 


We 
We could not stop 
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Before the treaty of 1868 was ratified, and during that 
tee Reservation at Santee Agency, Nebr., to take up lan 
States homestead law at Flandreau, S. Dak., and for five years following we 
were not assisted by the United States Government. e received none of 
our share of the annuities which we had been given every year previous to 


our removal to South Dakota. 
JOHN C. REDWING. 


of December, 1898. 
GEO. A. PETTIGREW, Notary Public. 


We also incorporate herein copy of a petition of the chiefs and headmen of 
the Medawakanton and Wahpakoota Sioux Indians, dated December 19, 1862, 
showing that they were not responsible for the outbreak and that they saved 
many captives of white women and children. Their statement was corrob- 
orated by the military officer in whose charge they were at the time, the 
United States Indian agent, the superintendent of Indian affairs of the north- 
ern Gistrict, and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. The same Indians were 
taken to Crow Creek Agency, S. Dak., and were finally placed at the Santee 
Agency, in Nebraska, and Flandreau, 8. Dak. 


Petition of chiefs and headmen of Medawakanton and Wahpakoota Sioux 
Indians. 


We, chiefs and headmen of the Mindewakantons, and Wahpetons, and Sis 
setons, and Sisseton Sioux of the Mississippi, make this book (petition) to our 
Great Grand Father, the President of the United States. 

Last August our young men all broke out and butchered a t many 
white men and women and children. The cause that they did this was that 
many of us had commenced to live as whitemen and wy 4 were jealous of us, 
and on that account they went to war. We who make this book felt bad for 
this and opposed it; but we were few and they were many, and we could not 
praveny them. We didall wecould. We did not go towar. We killed no- 

ody. We helped to save the captives, and we succeeded in saving nearly 300 
white women and children, and other day saved our agent's family and all 
the whites at the Yellow Medicine, 62 in all. . 

Paul, or Mazakutemane, and Larenzo, and Annabrabmane, or Simon, also 
saved white women and children. We did no harm and tried to do good. 
We know our young men and many of our old men have broken the treaty, 
and we feel bad. e are farmers, and want that our Great Father would 
allow us to farm again whenever he pleases, only we never want to go away 
with the wild blanket Indians again, for what we have dono for the whites 
they would kill us. Weof the Upper Sioux would like to go to live on the 
Coutsau des Prairie, 15 miles west of Big Stone Lake, in Dakota Territory, 
and we of the Lower Sioux would like to go back to our farms and there live 
as white men, or we would like tolive among the white men and tarmas they 
do if they would let us. We think we ought to be dealt with as our Great 
Father does with his white children. 

The bad ought to be punished and the good to be well treated. All the 
Indians who were engaged in killing the white men and women and children 
should be hanged, but we who did not do bad hope to live, and we ask our 
Great Father to let uslive and toaid us. We think we have not forfeited our 
annuitie or other funds, because we have done no wrong; and we ask that 
our Great Father will use so much as belongs to us in such a way as to him 
seems best for our good to help us to live, and as much as belongs to the bad 
Indian we would like to have our Great Father pay our just debts out of, and 
it is in right that the white people who have lost all their property should be 
paid out of the money which was the Sioux’. 

We humbly and respectfully ask that our Great Father take pity on us 
and do as he thinks best for our good. We must have focd and clothing and 
in the spring somewhere to live. Last spring our agent bought usa great 
many plows and hoes and iron and other things, and we want that he should 

y for these things out of our money. We want everything we owe paid. 

Ve respectfully ask that our Great Father appropriate our annuity money 
and that of those whom we represent, first, to pay our debts created by our 
agent, Major Galbraith; second, to ney Cass es, and last, toaid us in getting 
a living. We are here at Fort Snelling, 41 wer Sioux Indians, 20 Upper 
Sioux Indians, and about 1,500 women and children and 20 half-breed men. 
We know not what to do and we submit ourselvesinto the handsof our Great 


Father. 

Chief Wabesha (his x mark), mrapayouba (his x mark), Wa- 
kaubdeocta (his x mark), Okesamaza (his x mark), Chief Wakute 
(his x mark), Wakauhdesna (his x mark), Chief Hushasha (his 
x mark), Paypay (his x mark), chief acting for Shakapee band; 
Buyapa (his x mark), Marpeyahdekinyoumane (his x mark), 
Shoteau (his x mark), chief of farmer Indians; Taopi (his x 
mark), Wakinyauwaxti (his x mark), Wakingantuwa (his x 
mark), Anpedicure (his x mark), Cetauxun (his x mark), Ton- 
kanwecuxte (his x mark), yawakonze (his x mark), Kan- 
kesapa (his x mark), Wauhinkpe (his x mark), Wakauhdesapa 
(his x mark), Wahacunkamaza (his x mark), Tonkantoiciye 
(his x mark), Tonkanwanyakapi (his x mark), Hakewaxte (his 
x mark), Chief Wasuheyayena 0 s x mark), Tatek’ata (his x 
ware), amanusa (his x mark), Tatootamain (his x mark), 
Wiyuhamani (his x mark), Chief Wakanmane (his x mark), 
Chief Ahnawabmane (his x mark), Mazakutemani or Paul, 
Chief papers or Other Day, Citauhdera (his x mark), 
Chief Inehan (his x mark), Xupeheyou (his x mark), Niteope 
(his x mark). 


ear, I left the San- 
under the United 


oe ae and sworn to before me this 224 da 
SEAL. } 


Witnesses: 
Tuos. J. GALBRAITH, Sioux Agent. 
JOHN P. WILLIAMSON. 


HEADQUARTERS SIxtH REGIMENT MINNESOTA VOLUNTEERS, 
Fort Snelling, December 18, 1862. 


I certify that I am personally acquainted with the Indians who have signed 
the foregoing petition. As president of the military commission that tried 
the Sioux prisoners I had occasion often to meet these men. I consider them 
true-hearted. They are indeed few, but nevertheless they deserve all that 
the Government may grant them. They should be kindly dealt with and 
liberally rewarded. 

I certify to the signatures attached to this peice. 

LONEL SIXTH REGIMENT MINNESOTA VOLUNTEERS. 


I hereby certify that the Indians whose signatures are attached to the 
above petition applied to Superintendent Thompson and nt Galbraith 
for leave to make a book or petition to the President of the United States 
through me; that said superintendent and agent met said Indians in council 
on the 17th instant, and that the Indians then and there dictated to me the 
foregoing petition; that it is a fair and just translation of what they stated, 
made by me; that after I had written it out in 7, as above, I read it to 
them twice in their own in presence of Rey. John P. Williamson, a 
Dakota missionary, and of the agent superintendent, Colonel Crooks, and 
oon ome, civil and military, at the headquarters of Colonel Crooks, at 

‘o nelling. 
That said Indians all understood it and publicly assented thereto, in my 
presence, and authorized me to sign their names reto, except Other Day 


FEeBrvuary 11, 


(Anpetutoceca) and Paul, who wrote their own names. I further certify that 
Wabasha, Wakute re ena, Hushasha, and Ru are chiefs 
and represent the Lower ioux, an pao Wakanma, Wabseunn 
Anawbmani, and Inihan are chiefs and represen the Lower Sissetons and 
Wahpetons, and the others are all full-blooded Indians of both Upper 
Lower Sioux, who are throughout friendly to the whites. 


INE FRENIERE, Interpreter. 
Dated December 18, 1862. 


Sroux AGENcY, December 19, 1862. 

Stir: In regard to the petition of Sioux chiefs and soldiers now under th 

rotection of the military at Fort Snelling, which is herewith transmitted, 

ave to say. what you know, that it is a volun’ matter on their part and 
sets forth in their way their wishes and desires. © situation of these men 
is a peculiar one. Not only are they innocent, but most of them have by 
their acts exhibited a friendship for the whites and a moral and a Christia: 
fortitude provocative of sincere admiration. They can not go with the wil 
Indians by any means, and such is the hatred toward their race, dered 
by the recent atrocities, that our white citizenscan not be toallow 
them to stay among them. Thus their situation is a hard one—one which is 
hard for persons not directly t of the facts to realize. 

Six or seven of them, indeed, have made such a reputation as to insure for 
them the respect of every white man and woman who knows them. Bu 
then, all do not know them. and to those who do not know them they are bu 
“Ingins” and are subjected to all kinds of indignities, even to threats to take 


their lives. 
These thus well known but not sufficiently to protect them are Anpotuto- 
Lawrence or Towanta to 


kecha (Other Dex). Maza kuta mani (Paul), 
Ana wab mani (Simon), Wasoc howashta, and Ka wan kee. 


Besides these, 
Taopi, Wabasha, Chaska (who saved neer), Pa , Red Iron, “old Jim's 
son,” Akipawakean washte, Chelaeoken (known “ote baby), and perhaps 
ten others who were good in their way and entitled to mention 
are gemparatives but little known. 

They feel keenly and realize their situation, and their feelings have induced 
the petition, and when the petition was read to them they agreed to it and 
authorized Colonel Crooks, yoursel?, and myself to add what we pleased to it. 
By this anthorty I do then add this: These menareof the re tatives of 
the Sioux of the ppi. They have made no forfeit, but are entitled to 
reward. They place themselves at the mercy of the Government and ask 


protection, and whatever treat; hts they retain, by this petition the 
submit to “the diseretion of thes as the Inboviog —- ’ 


iIsubmit the petition with remarks each as I have made and ask that you 
will, with such Sas remarks as you see proper, refer it to the serious 
consideration of the Department. 
THOS. J. GALBRAITH, 


Respectfully, 
. _United States Agent. 
CLARK W. THOMPSON, se 
Superintendent Indian Affairs, St. Paul. 


Orrice SUPERINTENDENT Ay INDIAN Avra, 
. + ay ° 

Srr: I herewith transmit petition of the Sioux Indians and letter of Agent 
Galbraith, giving a fair statement of facts as they in my presence, 
The Indians whose names sopeee to this petition have been true and loyal 
and should not be punished for the sins of others. They are now without 
homes or means of earning a living. Their expectations, upon the risk 
and danger they incu in saving the whites in the late outbreak, have not 
been ized. supposed the whites would be grateful and provide for 
them and ask that their interest may be ered and that they may not be 
driven off with the wild or savage who would treat them as badly 
as they have treated the whites. 

They are of farmer Indians and could do much toward raising their 
ows Hring if aiewss $0 Bo Snes, to Shae Saree see be tected in their 
peaceable on of them, and this should be done in to allow them 
to get in their crops in season next spring. The manner in which they have 
acted toward the whites ought to entitle them to a reward over and above 
their benefits from their treaty stipulations. They manifest to do 
anys or go an are the pos Peargres may direct. 

ery respec y, your obedient servan 
CLARK W, THOMPSON, 


Superintendent Indian Affairs, 
Hon. Wa. P. Douz, 
Commissioner Indian Affairs, Washington, D. C. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
January 9, 1868. 

Srr: Your communication of the 24th ultimo, inclosing letter from Agent 
Galbraith, with petition from certain chiefs and headmen of the Sioux In- 
dians who are now anSer Saeeeae of the military forces at Fort Snelling, 
is received. I have t tted the with accom: papers, to 
the Secretary of the Interior with the request that he lay the same before 
the Senate Dwayne Be evn pee th - ros at | 

ople may exemp rom operation of suc onas may be 
S panies and prevent the renewal of the atrocities committed by ether por 
tions of the Sioux Nation, and that such legislative action be had in their 
behalf as in the wisdom of Congress their good and praiseworthy conduct 
demands at our hands. 


Very respectfully, your obedient servan’ 
aah WILLLA i P. 


CLARK W. THOMPSON, 
Superintendent Indian Affairs, St. Paul, Minn, 


DOLE, Commissioner, 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIns, 
January 9, 1363. 
Srr: I herewith transmit copies of a communication from Superintenden 
Thompson of the 24th ultimo, and of its nenomenying consisti 

a letter addressed to him by Agent Galbraith and a Sutition’ from cantata 
chiefs and headmen of the Sioux who are under the on of the mili- 
tary forces at Fort Snelling, Minn. solicit for these papers that 
consideration which the justice of the orth There 
ble sentime the cause of 
these unfortunates. In their persons the justice and 6 

a with the Indians as the wards of the Government are fully 
They are of those Sioux who are known as farmers who have eae our 

customs and habits and for several years past have withstood the gibes 
eee icematindinel eaataed, and have 
in the arts of peace and ci Last 








1898. 





the 


were engaged 


in 
conduct of these 
reclaimed 


of 
fall, while the remainder of their people aitendied 


and inhuman crimes, the noble 
the conclusive evidence that they are truly 


t hesitation, at the imminent 

+ ny my ee eS aes 
reserve man 

Bat for thelr efforts would have fallen victims to the =a which ruled 
theday. Theynow find not only exposed to the ictive hatred 
of thett savage beoteren, but tH a those from whom they have reason to 
“Te is to be A oned that time will serve toremove the prejudices of the whites 
toward those 
highly meritorious conduct. 
w 


and to uce a justa tion and a; val of their 

In the meantime, I respect y suggest that 

th your approbation these papers be laid before the Senate Committee on 

Indian Afairs, with a recommen that these people may be exempted 

from the operation of such legislation as may be had to pu and prevent 

the renewal of = ste —— ae —— —! ees es o 

i egislative actio wisd 

a, 008 Oe raiseworthy conduct demands at our hands. 


of Con this good and p' 
Ve . tfully, bedient servant 
ay ae Fe « WM. P. DOLE, Commissioner. 


Hon. J. P. USHER, 

Secretary of the Interior. ie ii a 

From these documents it appears t a few members o 8 tee 
Sioux es under the tribal names of the Medawakanton and Wapakoota 
Indians, icipated in the outbreak of 1862 are living, and they are old men, 
feeble and incapacitated for labor, and really subjects of charity at the hands 
of the United States and private citizens. All other members of tho tribe 
are innocent of any participation in or ent of theoutbreak. They 
were all too youngat the it took place to be participants. Most of them 
are com vely young men and women, and many of them are children. 

Without exten report, your committee have to say that Congress 
long ago condoned the rt of the Sisseton and Wahpeton Indians in the 
massacre of 1862, and it is believed that the Santee and Flandreau Sioux, 
who are the sole remnants of the Medawakanton and Wapekoota Indians, are 
the only ones now sesting wader the penalty of that war. Later Indian wars 
and outbreaks have not followed by forfeiture to the United States of 
Indian rights, and as it now apeeate that but few of those who parti ted 
in the of 1862 are living, the time has come, in our judgment, when a 
keen sense of justice and the prompti of humanity require that the rem- 
nants of this rapidly fading people be absolved from the consequences 
of the conduct of their ancestors. 

The writer of this re believes that the sins of the fathers of these 

le should not be visited upon their children, and that in the considera- 
ion of this bill the following provisions of the Constitution should be held 
to a are by analogy. applicable. The Constitution provides: 

- t no attainder of person shall work corruption of blood or forfeiture 
except during the life of person attained.” 

If the principle here laid down is applicable to the Caucasian race, which 
is confessedly superior in intellect to the Indian, it should be applied by 
analogy to the conduct of these ple in the outbreak of 1862. 

For the sake of argument, let it be conceded that the outbreak was unpro- 
voked and without reason, still the policy of the United States since that 
time been to condone such offenses outbreaks, without the forfeiture 
of the rights of the Indians, and hav condoned the acts of the Sissetons 

err 


of their own lives and with the 
cause of the whites, did all in their 
are now living who 


and Wahpetons, who were cone ts in the affair, it would seem 
to be grossly unjust, if not absolu zy crus , to enforce against the survivors 
of these Indians the forfeiture of 1 The treason of the ancestors, so to 
speak, shonld not work corruption of blood or deprive the Santee Sioux, as 
now segommns, of their just and equitable if not fogal rights under former 
treaties. 

We subjoin herewith, as a of this report, a brief history of the Santee 
Sioux Indians of Nebraska and the Flandreau Sioux Indians of South Dakota, 
prepared by the Rev. James Garvie. It is an important document and 
throws great light on the subject under consideration. 


[Senate Document No. 192, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session.] 


A BRIEF HISTORY OF THE SANTEE SIOUX INDIANS OF NEBRASKA AND THE 
FLANDREAU SIOUX INDIANS OF SOUTH DAKOTA, BY REV. JAMES GARVIE. 


The Santee Sioux Indians of Nebraska and the Flandreau Sioux of South 
Dakota were formerly known as the Medawakanton and Wahpakoota, or 
Sioux of the Mississippi. These Indians inhabited a wide tract of land lying 
along the western boundary of Wisconsin, the northwestern part of Illinois, 
the northern part of Missouri, the whole of the State of Iowa, the eastern 

_part of North and South Dakota, and the southern part of Minnesota. Their 
permanent home, when they first. came in contact with the white man, was 
on both sides of the Mississippi River, between La Crosse, Wis., and St. Paul, 
Minn., and also along the Minnesota River. They haye made various treaties 
with the United States under various names. (See Revision of Indian 
Treaties, pages 634, 780, 869, S70, 876, 882, 885.) The name Medawakanton 
means “sacred lake,” or “spirit lake village,” and Wahpakoota means “leaf 
shooters,” and thus some of their treaties are entered into under the name 
of “Sioux of the Leaf" and “Sioux of the Mississippi,” or “Sioux of the 


Lake,” ete. 
Until the year 1837 the Medawakantons were composed of seven bands, 
numbering about 1,700, and they entered intoa treaty with the United States, 
tember 29, 1837, which was ratified June 15, 1838 (7 Stat. L.. 538). It 


dated 
will be o ved that the Medawakantons were the only Indian parties to 


About this dime the Meda 
a me the wakantons inhabited both sides of the Mississippi 
River at the place heretofore described. According to the ahove-sentionsd 
treaty, the Medawakantons relinquished their title to all land lying on the 
west side of Wisconsin along the Mississippi River for the small sum of 
Serens pens oe ¥ cont interest forever, and other articles named for dif- 
After the treaty of 1837 the Medawakantons had their pernianent home on 
the west side of the Mississippi River. The places where they made their 
afte town sites, namely, Wabasha, Red Wing, Mendota, 


records of legislation that the name “ Sionx of the 
pepe = for the Medawakantons, the 
ex vely. 
Interior Department are also of the opinion 
means the Medawakantons, Wahpa ope 


seem 
satin a eat 
The Indian Bureau anc 


mless the good-hearted Medawakan- 
of their annualallowance from the United States; 
oe Sissetons and Wahpetons made no treaties with the United States 
until after one was sone exclusively by them at ‘Traverse des Sioux, July 
the 


Medawakantons made another treaty with the 
roaming band of about three 


under which a small 
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or four hundred Indians was admitted as a partof the confederacy of the 
Medawakantons. They were known as the Wahpakoota band, and have been 
connected as legal members of the Medawakanton Sioux band since then. 

Under the treaty of 1851 the Medawakantons and Wahpakootas agreed to 
be removed to certain reservations set aside for their permanent home. (See 
Articles 1II and IV of the treaty of 1851, 10 Stat. L., page 954.) The Sissetons 
and Wahpetons also agreed to be removed to their permanent reservation, 
set apart for their home under the agreement of 1851. (See Articles [J and 
IIL, treaty of 1851, volume 10 Stat. L., e 249.) 

Prior to these two treaties the Medawakantons and Wahpakootas were oc- 
cupying territory See the Mississippi and mouth of the Minnesota River, 
or in the east central part of the country known as the State of Minnesota, 
and the Sissetons and Wakpetons were occupying the west central part of 
Minnesota, or the region lying pag the source of the Minnesota River, Big 
Stone Lake, and Traverse Lake. The distance between the two bands or 

ties was something over 200 miles. The distance was not so great but that 
ey could visit, as they speak the same language, though they recognize each 
other as distinct bands or nations. 

Not until the two treaties named did the Government fulfill its agreement 
under the articles named, to bring the four bands together at their proposed 
permanent homes on the Minnesota River, immediately west of New Ulm. 

According to the description of the treaties named, these four bands wero 
to occupy a tract of land 10 miles wide on either side of the Minnesota River, 
beginning on the east ata small creek called Rock Creek, extending to the 
west about 140 miles, touching on the north side of the Minnesota River the 
counties of Oxfpeewe, Hen e, Sibley, and Nicollet, and on the south Brown, 
Redwood, Yellow Medicine, and Lac qui Parle counties. 

When these four bands of Indians were brought together at their new 
agencies they were recognized by their respective positions, and the Meda- 
wakantons and Wahbpakootas were known as ‘‘Lower Sioux,” or Redwood 
Agency Indians, because Or eccupied the lower part of the Minnesota 
River, and the Sissetons and Wahpetons were known as “ Upper Sioux,” or 
Yellow Medicine Agency Indians. It was while they were here that the out- 
break occurred, under a severe strain produced by intruding whites of all 
classes and ranks. 

The general story seems to be that ‘nese four bands of Indians had adorted 
civilization to a certain extent and depended upon farming and rations of the 
Government, and on their credit with the traders. The war of the rebellion 
broke out and appropriations were behind time, and some of the white men 
who pretended to be friends of the Indians alleged that the annuities wore 
not to be paid, for the Government was carrying on a great war that would 
use up the money. Traders refused to credit the Indians any longer. 
The agent also refused to aid them with rations, while in the warerooms 
there soe pene. Unfortunately. the year before the outbreak of 1862 a 
drought had prevailed all over the territory occupied by the Indians, and as 
they could no longer depend on hunting, but were trying to support them- 
selves on farming, they had a hard time during the winter of 1882, and with 
money and annuity goods behind time. Some of the Sissetons and Wahpe- 
tons who came down to draw their annuity goods and money payments were 
disappointed and broke into the warehouse to help themselves, for which 
they were threatened by the United States troops; but wise counsel and cool 
management brought matters to a peaceable conclusion. 

About this time many of the Indians went off to hunt and to find something 
toeat. One of the parties who went away committed a depredation upon 
some white farmers, which is set out in the affidavit of Robert Hakewaste, in 
Senate Document No. 8, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session. 

It is not my intention to go into the details of the outbreak of 1862, but to 
use it in connecting the events of history. 

Many of tho Indians at this time who had become Christianized by mi 
sionary workers among them, and many of the old chiefs. were actuated with 
a purpose to live like white peopleand educate their children; but, like other 
people, they had some bad, restless, discontented, warlike persons among 
them. who provoked trouble and compelled the betterelement to join them by 
threatsof death. Iwastold by one of the old men, who was in the midst of the 
outbreak, that he saw with his own eyes Chief Wabashaw caught by his arms 
and dragged to the front of the trouble; and he tried to keep away from the 
trouble and take no part in it, and as he could not get himself loose from them 
he sobbed like a child; that all of the chiefs of the Medawakantons and Wah- 
pakootas were opposed to an outbreak except one, Little Crow, s 
named in history, and his followers. 

This statement can be confirmed by consulting the Commissioner's 







often 


report 
of 1862 (page 314), where a statistical report will be found, made by one of the 
Army officers, showing that over three-fourths of the Medawakantons and 
Wahpakootas, with their chiefs, voluntarily gave themselves up to General 
Sibley. Out of that number there wero only 300 Sissetons. These pecple 


stopped, though they knew the troops were after them, and concluded to 
make peace, which was accomplished by a letter found by sume of the mem- 
bers of the Medawakanton and Sisseton bands, who went to the camp of 
General Sibley near Yellow Medicine. This party, who went out to iny 
gate matters in the rear of the place of the trouble, found a lettér in ; 
serted camp containing these words: 

“All those who want peace must make a camp by themselves away from 
the hostile Indians and put up a sign of the white flag. By so doing no 
will be harmed, and they who do so must keep their post. If you want to 
mako peace, send some one immediately with a white flag, and no one will 
harm him, and he shall return to your cam 


+i 
3ti- 


ne 


, , and ] mp safely. If you want to follow 
this plan, it will be well for you to do so right away. Those who wish tobe 
friendly we do not desire to harm, but we will fight those who wish to ficht 


us, and those only. 
“Gen. H. H. SIBLEY.” 

This note was read in camp at Yellow Medicine Creek, where the Medawa- 
kantons and the other three bands were camped for the purpose of consider- 
ing which was the best way to make peace. When the letter quoted was 
breught to the camp, they immediately held a council and selected two 
mixed-bloods of Medawakanton descent, who were called Thomas Kot m 
and Thomas A. Robertson, to go to General Sibley’s camp and mak: ) 
with him for thocte who desired to make peace. They could have 
away from General Sibley if they had chosen to do so, but they pr 
peace. After peace was accepted General Sibley’s troops came to t! 
and peace was acknowledged between them, and the Indians delive 
over 250 white captives, including women and children. 

From this camp the Indians were invited to come to Yellow Medicir 
Agency, which wasin ruins, except a few of the houses, which were in p 
shape to be used as guardhouses. Inastealthy way groups of men were cal! 
together at the agency buildings, for what no one seemed to know; but 
the white men, who wished to make peace, were discovered holding a « 
martial, and the work of disarming was in progress, and as a man was dis- 
armed he passed into one of the empty agency buildings bound handand 
mostly by twos. Soon the work was completed, and the families of the pris- 
oners were taken to Fort Snelling, near the mouth of the Minnesota River, 
and the male prisoners were taken to Mankato, Minn., where a further in- 
vestigation was to be had. This occurred in the winter of 1363. 

A military court was created, before which seven-cighths of these men 
were brought to prove their innocence or be condemned as guilty. Of those 
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who were thus brought to trial, about 50 were acquitted, 308 were condemned 
to be hanged, and 20 were condemned to be imprisoned for from one to five 
years. 

In looking back upon the work of condemnation accomplished by that 
court, two things are very apparent: First, in the majority of instances the 
trial was so brief and hurried that the facts could not 
It is to bo remembered that forty cases were finished in one day, and there 
were other days when over thirty cases were disposed of. Second, the prin- 
ciple that all participation in the outbreak was punishable by Jeath, acted 
upon by the court, was a very wrong one. In many cases persons acknowl- 
edged that they had been present at some battle, as at Fort Ridgely, New 
Ulm, Birch Coolie, or Woodlake, and if a man was present at one of these 
pees with a gun and ammunition, and had fired off that gun, thers was one 

w of condemnation for him. In addition to this, it was held that a half- 
breed might be forced to go into these battles, but not a pure Indian. 

In considering this action of the military court, as it has nowy become a 
matter of history, it is necessary to remark that the action and the princi- 
ae on which it was based was the result of the highly exasperated state of 

eeling which existed in the minds of all white people on the border against 
all Indians. ‘They are Indians” was regarded as sufficient justification for 
hasty and superficial trials. Six months afterwards, when men came to dis- 
criminate, the same court would have conducted the trials more properly, 
and the majority of the findings would have been quite different. 

The report of the military court was transmitted to the President of the 
United States, Abraham Lincoln. Thirty-eight of these prisoners were 
hanged, and the remainder of the 300 were imprisoned at Mankato for the 
winter. As soon as the river was navigable the prisoners were transported 
to Davenport, Iowa, while their families, who were quartered at Fort Snell- 
ing for the winter, were also transported on a steamer by way of St. Louis, 
and were taken to Crow Creek or Fort Thompson. 

These poor women and children had to remain there for two y~2rs, fath- 
erless, with scanty rations and fruitless toil in gardens, owing to the fact 
= p was exceedingly dry during those two years and n°cthine was pro- 

uced. 

After two years of fruitless experiences in trying to raise crops to make a 
living, they were once more removed to the mouth of the Niobrara River, in 
the then Territory (now State) of Nebraska. Under an act of February 3, 
1863, Congress, after abrogating all the treaty stipulations, provided for 80 
acres of good agricultural lands outside of the limits of Minnesota for the use 
ofeach. For once the Government authorities tried to fulfill one of its obli- 
gations, as these people, who were placed on a desert, or nearly a desert, 
were removed to fertile land at the mouth of the Niobrara River. But, alas! 
the whites were there before the Indians, and some measures had to be taken 
to put the Indians away from the white community. Although the Presi- 
dent of the United States, Andrew Johnson, ordered that certain tracts of 
land should be held for these homeless people, still the white people first and 
po es last was the rule of the Government who pro: to care for 

© latter. 

So these peas must move farther east, toward the roughest of the Mis- 
souri bluffs,and here they remain to this day under difficult circumstances— 
a place where the experienced white farmers have hard work to make both 
ends meet. Still, this is the place where the Government expects the Indians 
to be self-supporting and good, respectable citizens. 

It is at this place where a sudden change of name from the Medawakanton 
and Wahpakoota to the Santee Sioux took place. The Indians themselves do 
not know how it came about, but it is supposed that this name was applied 
tothem by those who were west of the Missouri River, who were known to 
call all Indians east of the Missouri River Santee Indians. 


Your committee therefore recommend favorably the amendment, and ask 
that it be sent to the Comnnmittee on Appropriations for favorable considera- 


tion. 

During the reading of the report, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which is 
resolution No. 253, that Hon. Henry W. Corbett is not entitled to 
take a seat in this body from the State of Oregon. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iask that that may be temporarily laid aside 
and that the pending bill be proceeded with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Nebraska? The Chair hears none. 

After the reading of the report, 

Mr. ALLEN. I took occasion some time ago to ask the Secre- 
tary of the Interior if there were any other Indians but this band 
suffering under disfranchisement or whose property had been for- 
feited by reason of any outbreak who had not been pardoned, I 
sunbvel from him the following letter: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, December 23, 1897. 


Srr: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your communication 
of the 15th instant, serresating to be informed as to what Indians, if any, have 
forfeited their treaty rights by outbreaks since the forfeiture of the Sioux 
for the Minnesota massacre of 1882. 

In response thereto I transmit herewith copy of a communication of the 
2ist instant from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in which he states that 
he knows of no express forfeiture or abrogation of treaty rights other than 
the one referred to, and he knows of no case where forfeiture or abrogation 
could be deemed to have resulted by implication. 

Very respectfully, 


ibly be ascertained: 


C. N. BLISS, Secretary. 
Hon. WILLIAM V. ALLEN, United States Senate. 


The letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs which the 
Secretary of the Interior inclosed is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 

Orrice OF INDIAN AFPATRS, 
Washington, December 21, 1897. 

The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

Sir: Iam in receipt, by your reference for immediate report, of a letter 
dated December 15, from Senator ALLEN, requesting information as to what 
Indians, if any, have forfeited their treaty rights by outbreaks since the for- 
feiture of the Sioux for the Minnesota massacre of 1862. 

I havethe honor to report that this office has no knowledge of the forfeiture 
of any treaty rights by the ee the abrogation or annulment of any 
treaty rights of the Indians by the United States, since 1862, with the excep- 
tion of the Sioux case referred to by Senator ALLEN and of the case of the 
Five Civilized Tribes involving suspension of annuities. 

By the act of Congress approved February 16, 1863 (12 Stats. , 652), mF a ag 


theretofore made by and between the “ Sisseton, Wahpeton, M 
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and Wahpakoota bands of Sioux or Dakota Indians” and the United States 
were declared to be abrogated and annulled so far as said treaties purported 
to impose any future obligation on the United States, and all lands and rights 
of occupancy within the State of Minnesota, and all annuities and claims 
theretofore accorded to said Indians, to be forfeited to the United States. 


: It Knaus be noted, however, that the forfeiture or abrogation thus de- 
ciareq— 


And here the Commissioner interjects his opinion, that was not 
called for— 


was to a great extentin theory only, for by an act of Congress approved only 
fifteen days later—March 3, 1 xpress provision was made for the setting 
apart of other lands for the said bands of fndians and for the payment of an- 
nuities. (12 Stats., 819.) 

Although not, by reason of date, strictly within the of Senator 
ALLEN’s inquiry, I note as a matter of information the case of the Five Civ- 
ilized Tribes and others, growing out of their alliance with the Confederacy 
during the war of the rebellion. 

A clause in the act of wean €." 1862 (12 Stats., 528), provides: 

‘That all appropriations heretofore or hereafter made to carry into effect 
treaty stipulations, or otherwise,in behalf of any tribe or tribes of Indians, 
all or any portion of whom shall be in a state of actual hostility to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, including the Ch octa: 
csaaanws, ao > a. ae = er ak = 

suspended anc med wholly or in part at an 
and pleasure of the President. ees And i t > 
where the tribal o ization of any tribe shall be in actual hostility to the 
United States, the President is hereby authorized, by proclamation, to de- 
clare all treaties with such tribe to be abrogated by such tribe if, in his opin- 
-, ie same can be done consistently with good faith and legal and national 
obligations.” 

An examination of the United States statutes from 1862 to date fails to 
os proclamation was ever issued by the President under the laws just 
quoted. 

That certain annuities were deemed to have been withheld, as directed by 
that law,is shown by the act of February 22, 1862 (12 Stats., 614), which de- 


clares: 
“ That the Secretary of the Interior be authorized to out of the annui- 
ws, and which 


ties payable to the Seminoles, Creeks, Choctaws, and Chie! 
have not been paid, in consequence of the cessation of intercourse with those 
tribes, so much of the same as may be necessary to be applied to the relief of 
such portions of said tribes as have remained loyal to the United States, and 
have n or may be driven from their homes in the Indian Territory into 
the State of Kansas or elsewhere.” 
_ This can not, however, be properly taken to mean a forfeiture or abroga- 
tion of any existing weeel- 
. bi = act a 25, 1864 (13 Stats., 180) expressly recognized existing trea- 
es by providing: 
‘That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized to ex- 
md such part of the amount herein appropriated to carry into effect any 


reaty stipulation with any tribe or tri of Indians, all or any poe of 
whom shall be in a state of actual hostility to the Government of the United 


States, including the Creeks, Choctaws, ckasaws, Seminoles, Wichitas,and 
other affiliated tribes, as well as the Paes mag Se found necessary to 
support such individual members of said tri as have been driven from 
their homes or reduced to want on account of their friendship to the United 
States, —_ enable them to subsist until they can support themselves in their 
own country.”’ 

Section 2 of the act of March 2, 1867 (14 Stats., 515) provided: 

“That nomoneysor annuities stipulated by any treaty with an Indian tribe 
for which appropriations are herein made, or for which appropriations shall 
hereafter be ale shall be expended for, or paid, or delivered to any tribe 
which, since the next preceding payment under such treaty, shall have en- 
gaged in hostilities against the United States, or against its citizens — iy 

) e 


and lawfully sojourning or traveling within its jurisdiction at 
such hostilities; nor in such case such stipulated payments or deliveries 
be resumed until new appropriations shall have been made therefor by Con- 
gress; and it shall be the duty of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to report 
to Congress at each session any case of hostilities by any tribe with which the 
United States has treaty stipulations which shall have occurred since his 
next yaccomns report.” 
Article 31 of the Cherokee treaty of July 19, 1866 (14 Stats., 806), declared 


at: 

“All provisions of treaties heretofore ratified and in force, and not incon- 
sistent with the provisions of this treaty are hereby reaffirmed and declared 
to be in full force; and nothing herein be construed as an acknowledge- 
ment by the United States or as a relinquishment by the Cherokee Nation of 
any claims or demands under the guaranties of former treaties, except as 


herein expressly provided.” 
And article 2 of said treaty declared general amnesty for all crimes com- 
mitted by the Cherokee Nation or members thereof ag to July 4, 1866. 

Similar provisions for amnesty and the reaffirmation and resumption of 
former treaty obligations are found in the treaty of June 14, 1866, with the 
Creeks; of April 28, 1866, with the Choctaws and Ghickasaws, and of March 
21, 1866, with the Seminoles. 

Baterring © the act of March 2, 1867, aforesaid, and to the act of March 3, 
1891, entitled “‘An act to provide for the adjudication and_pa t of claims 
arising from Indian depredations” (26 Stats., 851), many In redation 
claims were reported Congress, and under the latter act effort has been 
made in the Court of Claims to charge the funds of the Indian tribes charged 
with depredations, but so far without ——, exceptina few cases. 

I know of no express forfeiture or a on of treaty ts other than 
the one referred to by Senator ALLEN, and [ know of nocase where forfeiture 
or abrogation could be deemed to have resulted by implica 


tion. 
Senator ALLEN’s letter is herewith returned with the duplicate of this 
communication. 


Very respectfully, your obedient ore, 
. A. JONES, Commissioner. 

This shows the fact prominently that there is not an Indian in 
the United States to-day suffering under any statutory or other 
forfeiture but these Indians. All the Indians who have 
in war since the close of our civil strife or in outbreaks or forays 
of any kind have been oned. No forfeiture has been declared 
to be in force against them or against their . The sole 
band of Indians in the United States bearing of infam 
impressed upon them by statute of the United States is this band. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him of 
what Indians he s ? The Sioux Indians? 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam talking about what are known as the San- 
tee Sioux, which is a confederacy of the Sioux of the Leaf, the 











Lake, the Upper Sioux, the Lower Sioux, the Brule 

=e Dakota’ Sioux, and all the Sioux Indians. 
Mr. SPOONER. I know something about the Sioux. I served 
as a soldier among the Sioux for a long time. I only want to ob- 


tain information from the Senator as to what Indians he is speak- 


ing of ALLEN. I am speaking of the confederacy, the remnants 
ds. 
of SPOONER. Those are the Indians who perpetrated the 
Minnesota massacre? — 
Mr. ALLEN. No, sir; they are not. 
Mr. GEAR. A part of them are, are they not, Senator? 
Mr. ALLEN. I was going to explain. 
Mr. GEAR. I should like an explanation on that 
Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator from Iowa needs it, 


o him. 

Mr. GEAR. I beg pardon. 

Mr. ALLEN. Twenty-three years ago there were twenty-one 
old men, who were men and boys at the time of the massacre, who 
participated in it. Ido not know whether they are all alive yet 
or not. I think there are only about eighteen of them left. They 
are dying off rapidly. All other members of the band as it exists 
to-day who were then living were boys and girls, and had no lot 
or part in the massacre any more than children 8 or 10 years of 
age during the late war had a part in that war. 

Mr. GEAR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. GEAR. Were not these Indians a part of what are called 
the Sixes—the Shakopee band—who lived originally down on the 
lower part of the Minnesota River and were congregated into this 
band? Iso understand it. I should like to know the fact. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not know of any specific band. They were 
a part of what were known and are known in history as the Upper 
and Lower Sioux. 

Mr. GEAR. Yes; I know. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Lower Sioux. 

Mr. GEAR. May I say to the Senator that the Lower Sioux 
Indians, so-called Shakopees, were a portion of the Indians who 
lived down on the lower Minnesota River, some of them below 
the city of St. Paul, from 90 to 120 miles below Lake Pepin? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes; as far down as Lake City. 

Mr. GEAR. The Wabasha band live 20 miles below the lake 
and are now merged into the Santee group of Sioux Indians. A 
good share of the original consolidation were a portion of what 
were termed the Little Six. That is the tribal name of the band. 
Shakopee, the chief of this band and chief of the Lower Sioux, 
was instrumental in and led the massacre at New Ulm. Itis true 
a great many of those Indians, fortunately, I think, for the coun- 
try, were killed. Some few of them were hung. Some few of 
them, I think, were sent to Florida. 

Mr. ALLEN. Forty of them were hung. ; 

Mr. GEAR. A large portion of them were segregated. If this 
provision should extend to a portion of these lands, why not, if 
that be true, should it not extend to all of the land that was se- 
questered or held up by the Government? I have lived as a boy 
among these people, knowing them familiarly, and I am going to 
oppose this amendment with all the power I have. 

r. ALLEN. I presume the Senator will oppose it with all the 
power he has, which is considerable. 

Mr. GEAR. Not necessarily. I oppose it because it is unjust, 
not because the Senator offered it. I simply oppose it because I 
consider that when the Government held up this reservation, 
which belonged to those infernal scoundrels who murdered my 
friends and who almost murdered my family, it did what was 
just; and I feel that [ would not be doing a just act to the sur- 
vivors of those who were murdered if I did not insist upon holding 
up the reservation. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ihave nothing to say about the New Ulm mas- 
sacre. I lived in that region, not very close to it, but between 
150 and 125 miles of it, at the time the massacre occurred. I do 
not know where the Senator from Iowa was at that time, whether 
he was in Burlington, Iowa, or in Minnesota. 

Mr. GEAR. Iwas in Burlington, but my boyhood days were 
spent in the neighborhood of those Indians. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then I happened to be closer to the scene than 
was the Senator from Iowa at the time of the massacre. 

Mr. GEAR. Undoubtedly. My family was located up in that 
country, and they came out of that country as refugees. 

Mr. LEN. If the Indians had killed a relative of mine and 
I could not have revenged myself on the spot, I would not visit 
upon their children, who are innocent, the crimes of the father or 
the mother. 

Mr. GEAR. I beg to differ with the Senator. A good many of 
the Indians who participated in the massacre are living yet, a fair 
share of them. 

Mr. ALLEN. No, not a fair share of them; and in the bill 
which I presented here, and which I think has been favorably 


int. 
will give it 
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reported, there is an exception, providing that the old men, who 
are now tottering and going to their graves as rapidly as their 
mode of living and need can send them there, shall not participate 
in the benefits of the measure. 

Mr. President, revenge is not a very good thing to indulge in. 
I do not believe in it myself, although sometimes, upon the spur 
of the moment, I feel like revenging myself, but I think my 
good friend the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. Gear] ought 
not at this time in his life to hold any malice against the poor 
poten because they fought when they were boys 10 and 12 

ears old. 
Mr. GEAR. I hold malice against them, if it can be so called, 
for the reason that my mother and sister were in that country and 
had to leave or suffer the barbarisms of that Indian massacre. I 
think it is not malice at all, but a just spirit of right. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iremember very distinctly when the people were 
fleeing from that section of the country, when they were going by 
every conceivable conveyance to get away from it. Little squads 
of men were being mustered in every neighborhood to resist the 
encroachments of the Sioux Indians; but, aside from the little out- 
break at New Ulm, there was not the slightest cause for any man, 
woman, or child 25 miles from the scene to be alarmed. 

Mr. GEAR. Does the Senator call it ‘‘a little outbreak” when 
200 people lost their lives and among them many who had inter- 
married with the tribe and who had been residents of that country 
ever since 1800? 

Mr. ALLEN. There was an outbreak at what is now known 
as the town or city of New Ulm, in the southwestern portion of 
Minnesota, on the part of some of the Wahpakoota, Sisseton, and 
other tribes of Indians, occasioned by hostilities which had grown 
up between certain white settlers and the Indians at that place. 
I am led to believe that the white man there was not without 
fault, as he has not been without fault in his dealings with the 
Indians since. Of course that would not justify, and can not be 
held to justify, the massacre. Itis sufficient to say that the Gov- 
ernment arrested the leaders in this outbreak, that two of them 
were executed in Minnesota, and thirty-eight of them were taken 
to Rock Island, an island in the Mississippi River between Illinois 
and Iowa, and were there hung. [ think it was a common thing 
for a time to hang an Indian every morning before breakfast. 

Mr. GEAR. They were not hung at Rock Island, but they 
were hung at Mankato. 

Mr. ALLEN. A great many of them were hung at Rock Island. 

Mr. GEAR. No; those at Rock Island were sent to Florida by 
order of President Lincoln. 























Mr. ALLEN. Thirty-eight of them were hung at Rock Island, 
I think. 
Mr. GEAR. If the Senator will permit me, I will state that 


there never was an Indian hung at Rock Island. There was great 
criticism at the time of President Lincoln because he did not hang 
them, and I am sorry to say that he did not; but those that were 
hung were hung at Mankato and the rest were expatriated. Some 
of them were imprisoned at Rock Island. 

Mr. ALLEN. The statement of the Senator has about as much 
to do with the question under discussion as the negro’s confession 
where a charge had been made against him of stealing a pig and 
he had been excluded from the church for it. He denied it most 
strenuously. Hesaid the charge was made against him that he 
had stolen a pig out of a wheat field and appropriated it to his 
own use, and that he had been expelled from the church for it; 
that it was not true, but that he had stolen the pig in a cornfield. 
{Laughter.] From the question of the Senator it would seem 
that he thinks if the Indians were not hung at Rock Island, that 
would make some difference in the merits of the case. The truth 
remains that forty-odd Indians were killed by the Government for 
participation in that outbreak. 

Mr. GEAR. What I have stated is true as a matter of fact and 
true as a matter of justice. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not think anything is to be gained by stand- 
ing here and talking about the deeds of savages, as they were, 
who have been under the ground for almost forty years. It has 
no relevancy to the subject. Mr. President, when the grave 
closes over a man, whether he be a white man or a red man or a 
black man or a yellow man, and he has gone to his final account, 
revenges and revengeful words ought to cease. 

This band, which is a remnant of several bands or a confederacy 
of several band of the Sioux Indians, is the only band of Indians 
in the United States, as I have said, upon whom rests the penal- 
ties of forfeiture. What was forfeited? These Indians owned 
hundreds of thousands of acres of the very best agricultural lands 
in the State of Minnesota, lands worth many dollars to-day. The 
Government made a treaty with them by which it was to set apart 
a fund of 10 cents an acre for the land and give them the interest 
of that fund, and never to give them the principal. After atime, 
in the generosity of its heart, the Governmentincreased that fund 
to 30 cents an acre, making a treaty with these Indians to pay 
them certain annuities and certain moneys for, I think, fifty years, 
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The papers which I shall have printed with my remarks will show 
the actual facts. 

The Government paid a few—I will not undertake to say how 
many—of these annuities and annual interest payments, when this 
unfortunate affair at New Ulm took place. Immediately these 
Indians were placed under arrest, and forty-odd of them were 
killed, as I have stated, others were tried and acquitted, and this 
Government has never paid any money or carried out any provi- 
sion of the treaty existing with these Indians at that time. 

Mr. President, if a white man, who is recognized as a member 
of society, is charged with an offense we indict him, put him upon 
his trial, and, if it be a capital offense and he is found guilty, we 
hang him. I think upin New York they have changed this; they 
have got modern methods of killing a man there by electrocution, 
or something of that kind. But we do not forfeit a man’s estate, 
and any man who advocated such forfeiture would be confronted 
with the fact that according to our constitutions, State and na- 
tional, a forfeiture would be void; it could not be enforced. 

I do not know but the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Gzar]—I am 
sorry he is gone—would defend the right of forfeiture. The law- 
yer who would say a forfeiture under circumstances of that kind 
could be declared would be regarded as a pettifogger or an igno- 
ramus, which I think probably is the same thing. The commis- 
sion of crime does not forfeit an estate under our law, and yet 
the Government of the United States, without suing this tribe or 
bringing them into court, declared by a positive statute a forfei- 
ture of their property rights, and it will not pay what is due them 
simply because there is not physical power enough in this rem- 
nant of Indians to compel payment. It is not a very brave thing 
for a man to refuse to do right simply because he has the power 
torefuse. Itdoes not require any high degree of morality or any 
high degree of intellectuality. That is the condition. 

We declare by our Constitution that the highest crime recog- 
nized in civilized government, treason, shall not ‘‘ work corrup- 
tion of blood or forfeiture;” that the interests of the child in the 
estate of his ancestor shall not be forfeited in consequence of any 
treasonable act of the ancestor. 

Mr. GRAY. May I interrupt the Senator for a moment, as I 
am interested in what he is discussing? 

Mr. ALLEN, I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. GRAY. Is there not a distinction—I ask this as much to 
get the Senator’s opinion as to express any opinion of my own—is 
there not a distinction between the case which the Senator is dis- 
cussing, the inability to declare a forfeiture as to private parties, 
and the case of considering a treaty made between this country 
and another power which we recognize as a treaty-making power? 
Does not the latter case depend upon conditions and reasons which 
do not account for the nonforfeitability of an estate by reason of 
treason? In other words, when we make a treaty with Indians 
we treat with them as a nation capable of making a treaty and of 
assuming the obligations which the treaty imposes, and can we 
not, for any good reason, declare that that treaty is abrogated and 
no longer binding upon us? Is not that the distinction? 

Mr. ALLEN. No, I do not think that distinction applies tothis 
case. lI recognize that, according to the laws of war, when you 
conquer your enemy you conquer his property, real and personal, 
and according to the older rules of war, as recognized by Vattel 
and others, you could enslave the captive. We do not dothat 
now. But that is not this case, Mr. President. We were not 
treating with these people as a distinct nation; we were not en- 
gaged in a war with them as adistinctnation. Wespeak of treat; 
relations with them, but they were really enforced contracts. © 
forced the Indians to consent to surrender their territory to us, 
just as we are forcing them to-day by sending commissioners 
among them to give them presents and corrupt them and get them 
in a frame of mind to sign anything we want them tosign. I 
recall an instance now, of which I was told by parties who were 
present, of a recent treaty which was made where $25,000 in the 
form of presents was spent among a tribe of Indians before any 
effort was made to get them to sign anything. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator will state the name of that 
tribe of Indians. 

Mr. ALLEN. I will state it to a commitiee, if they want to in- 
vestigate it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will not the Senator state the name of the 


tribe? 

Mr. ALLEN. I will take you to the tribe; I know the way; I 
know where they are. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have not heard of anything of that kind 
recently. 

Mr. ALLEN, I will take you to where their tepees are to be 
found. 

The case mentioned by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] 
is not this case. It is a nice thing to speak of the Indian tribes as 
foreign nations, or as distinct political entities when we are con- 
sidering their — against this Government; but, Mr. Presi- 
dent, they are a distinct nation only in theory, and only when it 


FEBRUARY 11, 


is convenient for us to regard them as such. They are wards of 
the nation; they are part and parcel of our population; they own 
the soil, or did own it before we came here, and they were the 
masters of this soil. Weobtained it by conquest. Wehad recog- 
nized in previous laws their rights to these hundreds of thousan 
of acres in Minnesota. 

We placed the Indians there—for there was a time when these 
Indians owned the north half of lowa—and they were driven out 
of there and into Minnesota. We had given them these valuable 
lands in Minnesota in lien of surrenders made in Iowa and Wis- 
consin and other portions of the Northwestern territory; and yet, 
sir, when this outbreak took place, Congress, acting atthe time 
perhaps in revenge to some extent, declared a statutory forfeiture 
of their contract rights. It never appealed to the courts to de- 
termine whether they had forfeited their rights or not. We have 
simply stubbornly refused, because we have the physical power 
to refuse, to eo them or pay them a cent. 

Mr. President, not going to consume much more of the 
time of the Senate in this matter. Iam going to do what I think 
I ought to do, and then I am going to quit and let the responsi- 
bility rest where it may. 

I have no doubt these people are entitled, as a matter of justice 
and a matter of equity, to their rights under these forfeited trea- 
ties. I want to get them reinstated; I want to get them from 
under the cloud which rests upon them in consequence of that 
forfeiture, and I am going to do it if I live long enough and have 
the opportunity. 

I ask to have printed as a past of my remarks two little compi- 
lations which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Nebraska desire to have the papers read? 

Mr. ALLEN. No; let them be printed in the Recorp, 

Mr. ALLISON. Let their titles be stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The titles of the documents will 
be read, and the documents themselves inserted in the remarks of 
the Senator from Nebraska, if there be no objection, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Senate Document No. 192, Fifty-fourth 
history of the Santee Sioux Indians, of Ne 
Indians, of South Dakota, by Rev. James 

Senate Document No. 8, -fourth Congress, first 
and petitions of members of the Santee Sioux Tribe of Indians, of Nebrask: 
pra for the pegspess of annuities withheld from them by reason o 
alleged participation in the outbreak at Redwood Agency in the year 1862.” 

Mr. ALLEN. I am willing the whole of the documents shall 
be read, if the Senator from lowa so desires. 

Mr. ALLISON. Oh, no. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection to 
the documents referred to by the Senator from Nebraska being 
printed as part of his remarks, and it is so ordered, 

The papers referred to are as follows: 

The Santee Sioux Indians of Nebraska and the Flandreau Sioux of South 
Dakota were formerly known as the M ton and Wahpakoota, or 

land _S 
Minois, 


first session: “A brief 
a and the Flandreau Sioux 


session: “ Affidavits 


wakan 
Sioux of the Mississippi. These Indians inhabited a wide tract 
along the western boundary of Wisconsin, the northwestern part of 
the northern part of Missouri, the whole of the State of Iowa, the eastern 
part of North and South Dakota, and the southern part of Minnesota. Their 
permanent home, when they first came in contact with the white man, was 
on both sides of the Mississip i River, between La Crosse, Wis., and St. Paul, 
Minn., and also along the nnesota River. They have made various trea- 
ties with the United States under various names. (See Revision of Indian 
Treaties, pages 634, 780, 869, 870, 876, 882, 885.) The name Medawakanton means 
“sacred lake,” or “spirit lake 6,” and Wahpakoota means “ leaf shoot- 
ers,” and thus some of their treaties are entered into under the name of 
— ofthe Leaf” and “Sioux of the Mississippi” or “ of the Lake,” 
ete. 
Until the year 1837 the Medawakantons were composed 
numbering about 1,700, and poy entered into a treaty with the United States, 
dated a 29, 1887, which was ratified June 15, 1838 (7 Stat. L., 538). It 
i =e one that the Medawakantons were the only Indian es to 
reaty. 
"About this time the Medawakantons inhabited both sides ofthe M 
River at the place heretofore described. According to the abovemen 
treaty, the Medawakantons relinguished their title to all land lying 
west side of Wisconsin along the Mississippi River for the small sam of $300,- 
000, oa cas per cent interest forever, and other articles named for different 
riods of time. 
Povatter the treaty of 1837 the Medawakantons had their permanent home on 
the west side of the Mississippi River. The places where they made their 
homes etter wands became town sites, namely, Wabasha, Red Wing, Mendota, 
and other places. 
It would seem from the records of legislation that the name “Sioux of 
ppi’ was propriations for the Meda 


of seven 


tho 
Mississi in a wakan the 
treaty of 1837 being onade with these exclusively. mies 
The Indian Bureau and the Interior Departaent are also of the on 
that the Sioux of the sateen means the Medawakantons, Wah 
Sissetons, and ees but this opinion is incorrect, for the 
the Sisseton and W: ton tribes acknowledge that they were without rations 
or annuity goods up to that time, unless th -hearted Medawakantons 
extended to them part of their annual allowance from the United States; and 
the Sissetons and Wahpetons made no treaties with the United States until 
On on wee J = exclusively by them at Traverse des Sioux, July 23, 1851 
On anes st 5, 1851, the Medawakantons made another treaty with the United 
States at Mendota, under which a small band of about three or four 
hundred Indians was admitted as a part of the confederacy of the Meda 
kantons. They were known as the Wahpakoota band, and have been con- 
nected as | members of the Meda ton Sioux band since then. 
Under the treaty of 1851 the Medawakantons and Wahpakootas agreed to 
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removed rtain reservations set aside for their thome. (See 
> Ted to oY of the treaty of 1851, 10Stat. L. page 954.) TheSissetons and 
Wi ‘aiso agreed to be removed to their permanent reservation set 
aa for their — ot | -agrecmes® - 1851. (See Articles II and Il, 
ae on . ‘two treaties t Tl edemalan tons and Wahpakootas were 
occupying territory all along the and mouth of Minnesota 
River, or 





Mississippi 
the east central part of the country now known as the State of 
Minnesota, and the Sissetons and Wahpetons were occupying the west cen- 
tral part of Minnesota, or the region iying a the source of the Minnesota 
River, Big Stone Lake, and Traverse distance between the two 
bands or was something over 200 miles. The distance was notso great 
but that they could visit, as they speak the same language, though they rec- 
each other as distinct bands or nations. 
—. the a ay ee — we ngpeomnans 
articles named to bring our ban ogether a pro; 
Sane homes on the Minnesota River, immediately west of New Ulm. 

Acco to the descri of the treaties named, these four bands were 
to occupy a t of land 10 miles wide on either side of the Minnesota River, 
beginning on the east at a small creek called Rock Creek, extending to the 
west about 140 miles, tou on the north side of the Minnesota River the 
counties of Chippewa, Ren , Sibley, and Nicollet, and on the south Brown, 
Redwood, Yellow Medicine, and Lac qui Parle counties. 

When these four bands of Indians were brought together at their new 
agencies, they were recognized by their respective positions, and the Meda- 
wakantons and Wahpakootas were known as “Lower Sioux,” or Redwood 

y Indians, because occupied the lower part of the Minnesota 
River, and the Sissetons and Wahpetons were known as “ Upper Sioux,” or 
Yellow Medicine Agency Indians. It was while they were here that the out- 
break occur: under a severe strain produced by intruding whites of all 

lasses and 
The aomanel story seems to be that these four bands of Indians had adopted 
civilization to a certain extent, and depended upon farming and rations of 
the Government and on their credit with the The war of the re- 
bellion broke out and riations were behind time, and some of the white 
men who pretended to be friends of the Indians alleged that the annuities 
were not to be paid, for the Government was —- on a great war that 
would useupallthe money. Tradersrefused to it the Indians any longer. 

The agent also refused to aid them with rations, while in the warerooms 
there was plenty. Unfortunately, the year before the outbreak of 1362, a 
drought prevailed all over the territory occupied by the Indians, and as 
they could no longer de on hunting, but were g to su rt-them- 
selves on farming, they a hard time during the winter of , and with 
money and annuity goods behind time. Some of the Sissetons and Wahpe- 
tons who came down to draw their annuity and money payments were 
disappointed, and broke into the warehouse to help themselves, for which 
they were threatened by the United States troops; but wise counsel and 
cool management brought matters to a ble conclusion. 

About this time many of the Indians went off to hunt and to find some- 
thing to eat. One of the parties who went away committed a depredation 
upon some white farmers, which is set out in the affidavit of Robert Hake- 
waste in Senate Document No. 85, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session. 

It is not my intention to go into the details of the outbreak of 1862, but to 
use it in connecting the events of history. 

Many of the In at this time, who had become seen’ Sy mis- 
sionary workers cnete Tae, and many of the old chiefs, were actuated with 
a purpose to live like w re pees, and educate their children; but, like other 
people, they had_some , restless, discontented, warlike persons among 
them, who provoked trouble and compelled the better element to join them 
by threats of death. I was told by one of the old men, who was in the midst 
of the outbreak, that he saw with his own eyes Chief Wabashaw canght by 
his arms and dragged to the front of the trouble, and_ he tried to keep away 
from the trouble and take no in it, and as he could not get himself loose 
from them he sobbed like a child; that all of the chiefs of the Medawakan- 
tons and Wahpakootas were reppeses to an outbreak except one, Little Crow, 
so often named in history, a followers. 

This statement can be confirmed by consulting the Commissioner's report of 
1862( page 314), where astatistical report will be found, made by one of the Army 
officers, showing that over three-fourths of the Medawakan and Wahpa- 
koo with their chiefs, voluntarily gave themselves up to General Sibley. 
Out of that number there were only 300 Sissetons. These people stopped, 
though they knew the troops were after them, and concluded to make peace, 
which was accomplished by a letter found by some of the members of the 
Medawakanton and Sisseton bands who went to the camp of General Sibley 
near Yellow Medicine. This party who went out to investigate matters in 
the rear ode i of the trouble found a letter in a deserted camp con- 

words: 

those who want peace must make a camp a themselves away from 
the hostile Indians and put up a sign of the white flag. By so doing no one 
will be harmed, and they who do so must keep their post. If you want to 
make genes, send some one immediately with a white flag, and no one will 
harm and he shall return to your oo safely. If you want to follow 
this plan, it will be well for you to do so right away. Those who wish to be 
friendly we do not desire to , but we will fight those who wish to fight 


us, and those only. 
“Gen. H. H. SIBLEY.” 


This note was read in camp at Yellow Medicine Creek, where the Medawa- 
kantons and the other three ds were camped for the pu of consider- 
ing which was the best way to make . When the letter quoted was 
noe to the camp, they immediately held a council and selected two mixod- 
bl of M wakunton descent, who were called Thomas Robinson and 


Thomas A. to go to General Sibley’s camp and make peace with 
him for those who tomake . They could havegottenaway fr 
General Sibley if hed chosen to 40 00, Y, Si Vaftor 


but they ——— peace. After 


ae *s troops came to the camp and peace was 
acknowledged between them, the Indians delivered up over 250 white 
captives, including women children. 

a oe cmp ee is py ae te come ~ Etow pivticine 
Agency, which was cept afew ouses, which were in proper 
shape to be used as gunrtceen In a stealthy way groups of men were 

th for what no poe aoomnet oe Spew; 
peace, were covered holdin 
Sscrmed be pune nig oo of ae spe aaes Gaikicas bases aed Sed 
foot, mostly by tw: amilies of th 


a 
os. Soon the work was completed, and the families of the 
Sitiide, Wen, where atarthar 
investigation was to had. This occurred in the winter of 1863. oe ee 

A itary court was created, before which seven-eighths of these men 
romans 3 condemned as guilty. Of those 


brought to about 50 were acquitted, 303 were condemned 
to be hanged, and 30'were condemand to le imprisoned for from one to five 
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In igching back upon the work of condomnation accomplished by that 
court, two things are very apparent: First, in the majority of instances the 
trial was so brief and hurried that the facts could not possibly be ascer- 
tained. It is to beremembered that forty cases were finished in one day,and 
there were other days when over thirty cases were disposed of. Second, the 
principle that all participation in the outbreak was punishable by death, 
acted u by the court, was a very wrong one. In many cases persons 
acknow that they had been present at some battle,as at Fort Ridgely. 

New Ulm, h Coolie, or Woodlake, and if a man was present at one o 

these places with a gun and ammunition, 2nd had fired off that gun, there 
was one law of condemnation for him. In addition to this, it was held thata 
half-breed might be forced to gointo these battles, but not a pure Indian. 

In considering this action of the military court, as it has now become a 
matter of history, it is necessary to remark that the actionand the principles 
on which it was Coed were the result of the highly exasperated state of feel 
ing which existed in the minds of all white people on the border against all 
Indians. “They are Indians’ was regarded as sufficient justification for 
hasty and superficial trials. Six months afterwards, when men came to dis- 
criminate, the same court would have conducted the trials move properly 
and the majority of the findings would have been quite different. 

The report © the military court was transmitted to the President of the 
United States, Abraham Lincoln. Thirty-eight of these prisoners were 
hanged, and the remainder of the 300 were imprisoned at Mankato for the 
winter. Assoon asthe river was navigable the prisoners were transported 
to Davenport, Iowa, while their families, who were quartered at Fort Snell- 
ing for the winter, were also transported on a steamer by way of St. Louis, 
and were taken to Crow Creek or Fort Thompson. 

These poor women and children had to remain there for two years, father- 
less, with scanty rations and fruitless toil in gardens, owing to the fact that 
it was exceedingly dry during those two years and nothing was produced. 

After two years of fruitless experiences in trying to raise crops to make a 
living, they were once more removed to the mouth of the Niobrara River. in 
the then Territory (now State) of Nebraska. Under an act of February 3, 1883, 
Congress, after abrogating all the treaty stipulations, provided for 50 acres 
of agricultural lands outside of the limits of Minnesota for the use of 
each. For once the Government authorities tried to fulfill one of its obliga- 
tions, as these people, who were placed on a desert, or nearly a desert. were 
removed to fertile land at the mouth of the Niobrara River. But, alas! tho 
whites were there before the Indians, and some measures had to be taken to 
put the Indians away from the white community. Although the President 
of the United States, Andrew Johnson, ordered that certain tracts of land 
should be held for these homeless ple, still the white people first an‘ the 
— last was the rule of the Government who promised to care for the 

ter. 

So these people must move farther east, toward the roughest of the Mis- 
souri bluffs, and here they remain to this day, under difficult circumstances— 
a place where the experienced white farmers have hard work to make both 
ends meet. Still, this is the place where the Government expects the Indians 
to be self-supporting and good, respectable citizens! 

It is at this place where a sudden change of name from the Medawakanton 
and Wahpakoota to the Santee Sioux took place. The Indians themse!ves 
do not know how it came about, but it is supposed that this name was ap- 

lied to them by those who were west of the Missouri River, who were 
nown to call all Indians east of the Missouri River Santee Indians. 













































Hon. D. M. Brownina, 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, Washington, D. C.: 


Sir: The De ment you represent has bestowed upon us many favors, 
and we feel it is our duty to acknowledge it with sincere heart, and we feel 
grateful for many past kindnesses that the Department has rendered to nsin 
time of trouble, hardship, and starvation; and also to many noble pur 





Poses 
that you have planned for our welfare and the education of our child and 
toward uplifting our race to a nobler and better life as citizens. We are ex- 
eeedingly thankful for the fulfillment of various treaties, which are the 
means to sustain us in our everyday life, and by which we are enabled to 
have farms, houses, implements, and domestic animals, and also many other 
various articles which are necessary to farmlife. And we put our whole con- 


fidence in you as our adviser and director in all of our welfare and general 
prosperity, and we feel that you have truly at heart at all times the advance- 
ment of our civilization; and that you would consider very carefuily and 
wisely the following plea in behalf of our people of Santee. We believe it is 
Saas interest of all of our people as well as the community in which 
we live. 

By virtue of the provisions of the treaty of September 29, 1837 (7 Stat. L., 
530), July 23, 1851 (10 Stat. L., 949), August 5, 1851 (Id., 954), and the Indian 
appropriation act of August 30, 1852 (Iid., 52), the Mdewakantonwan, Wah- 
pekute, Sisseton, and Wahpetonwan bands of Dakota Sioux Indians were 
entitled to large annuities. By act of Congress of February 16, 1863 (12 Stat. 
L., 658), the lands and annuities of the said four bands of Dakota Sioux In- 
dians were declared forfeited on account of the Sioux outbreak of 1862. That 
none of these treaties have over been fulfilled since that time, although since 
then various and persistent efforts have been made to have this great wrong 
righted. Finally in the late agreement of Sisseton and Wahpetonwan bands, 
their long- —— | and just claim tothe suspended annuities was ——— 


——— , a8 well as the continuance of the annual payment until the ex- 
piration of the time named in the treaty of 1851 provided for. And Conzvess 
not only ratified that agreement and made the requisite appropriation, but 


also made an a to pay the scouts who were not parties to the 
agreement with Sisseton and Wahpetonwan bands. 

Now, it is not understood why our people, the Mdewakantonwans and 
Wahpekutes, were not paid their annuities as well as the Sissetons and 
Wahpetonwans, who were just as guilty as our people, which could be proved 
by the statements of Robert Hakewaste and Joseph Kitto, and clauses in the 
Commissioner's report of 1862 (page 55, second paragraph), and also of 1863 


(page 278, last paragraph). 

Now, honorable Commissioner, we refer you to the past record of the 
Mdewakantonwans and Wahpekutes, leaving out the bloodshed of the ont- 
break. They were noble examples to the other natives of the America, as 
one of the tribes who were foremost in adopting the civilized life and trying 


to make men of themselves. This you can ascertain for yourself by the 
report of W. J. Cullen, superintendent of Indian affairs, in the Commission- 
er’s report of 1860, page 46: 

“Among none have those who are enrolled as improved Indians made sc 
complete transformation in character, respectability, and industry in the 
same space of time as among the Sioux.” 

And also refer you to the report of J. R. Brown, the Sioux agent, in the 
same Co: er’s report, and also to the quoted statement of Captain 
Gibson in the same report, and many others, where Sioux of Mdewakanton- 
wae and Wahpekute bands have shown themselves creditable in all their 
unde 
Now, honorable Commissioner, allow us to present the words of T. H. 
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Kirk, author of the History of Minnesota, where he relates to the history of 
the outbreak, and uses the following words: 


“THE SIOUX MASSACRE. 


“Tt is not necemery to inform an intelligent Anglo-American as to the 
original character of the race of aborigines which has ever receded before the 
westward march of civilization, much less is it essential to dwell long on the 
changes it has undergone in the lapse of centuries. for from childh he has 
heard of its good and evil traits, and often beheld them with his own eyes. 
Nevertheless, for our present purpane. it is fitting to glance briefly at 
changes which took place in the life of the Sioux after the settlement of Min- 
nesota. We have considered from the advent of the voyageurs a growing 
dependence upon traders and a corresponding neglect of the chase; have 
noticed their transfer of broad territory to the National Government and 
their confinement within the narrow limits of two reservations. These two 
facts give us the key to their subsequent history. 

“Heartless traders and no less fraudulent Government agents, by present- 
ing exorbitant and fictitious claims, deprived them of their annuities; avari- 
cious settlers, not satisfied with fertile acres they already tilled, encroached 
on the reserves, and to crown all, after an unsuccessful hunt in the winter of 
1861-62, gaunt famine and the Sioux stood face to face through many a bleak 
and weary day. No wonder they looked back with longing hearts to the 
plenteous days of the English and Frenchalliances. If spring in any measure 
appeased their hunger, it did not my their passions, and when June came, 
and the annuities whicL should have been paid were not forthcoming, these 
passions waxed stronger and stronger. The traders refused them further 
credit. Even Government officials taunted them in cruel manner when they 
sought aid or redress.”’ 

Such is the fact and such is the testimony from persons who are not preju- 
diced against the Sioux concerning the outbreak. 

We would also respectfully refer you to a brief history of the Mdewakan- 
tonwan and Wahpekute bands, as to their treatment by our good Christian 
Government, who boasts itself of fair and honest government in the eyes of 
the nation, and whose Constitution is based on God's law, and its officers have 
taken oath to execute their duties under the nameof Almighty and Just God. 

The good Government has received from Mdewakantonwans and Wahpe- 
kutes all the land that lies in north half of Iowa along the Mississippi River, 
on the west side of Wisconsin and the south half of Minnesota. The good 
Government in return promise to give or hold in trust for the said bands 
$300,000 at 5 per cent interest forever, under the treaty of 1837; and $1,160,000 
at 5 per cent interest for fifty years. under the treaty of 1851. Consider the 
value of the lands that the said tribes ceded to the Government and the ben- 
efit they received for the land. Only twenty-five years of the former and 
eight years of the latter treaty were fulfilled, when under starvation, cruelty, 
frauds, and evil usage the hostile element of the Sioux broke into war and 
forced the good element to join them by threatening them with death. On 
that account every Indian, good or bad, was punished for the trouble. 

Their annuities were abrogated by act of Congress; their treaties were 
annulled; their rights and native land were taken by force and disposed of 
by the good Government without consideration. Forty-one of the supposed 
guilty of murder were hung, with hasty judgment. As one writer stated: 

“In looking back upon the work of condemnation accomplished by that 
commission two things are very eguanens: (1) In the majority of instances 
the trial was so brief and hurried that the facts could not possibly be ascer- 
tained. It is to be remembered that forty cases were finished in one day 
(when it takes in any murder case from thirty days at least to six months or 
longer), and there were other days when over webs | were disposed of. (2) 
The a that all participation in the outbreak was worthy of death, 
acted upon by the commission, was a very wrong one.” 

Four hundred men were imprisoned at Mankato and later at Davenport, 
Iowa, for the term of four years. Under the hard treatment over 160 died 
at the prison, while the women and children of the prisuners were trans- 

rted to various places. One missionary writes the following words about 

em: 

“Starvation was followed by disease, and in the three years of their resi- 
dence at Crow Creek over three hundred died. The.women made themselves 
hewers of wood and drawers of water for all the white settlements in the 
territory. The trenches of the Army and the cellars of the farmers were dug 
with their hands; the wood yard of the steamboat, the sawmill, the corn- 
field, and the kitchen were all familiar to the Santee women. As places for 
the morals of our fellow-countrymen, we may add that to many of them the 
soldiers’ barracks were, alas, too familiar.” 

Nearly one million and a half of their money which was intrusted to our 
good Government was turned over to those who claimed loss of property. 

Such is the outcome of the outbreak and consequences that the people of 
Santees were made to suffer. But in spite of these cruelties, these poor un- 
defended people had come out civilized Christians and law-abiding citizens 
in the State of Nebraska to-day. 

Now, honorable Commissioner, brief and incomplete as is the past history 
of these bands of Mdewakantonwan and Wahpekute, we endeavor to set be- 
on the true facts, and present to you further facts concerning the said 

8. 

Ever since the outbreak these people were in their unfavorable state of 
affairs; they made rapid advancement both in their civil and religious con- 
dition. When they were located at the present agency, they again took hold 
with their hands and hearts to om with the wishes of the Government, 
and to make themselves useful and live by the sweat of their brows. This 
they were capable of doing in a prosperous state of things and while the rain 
was abundant. They have done away with rations for over fifteen years of 
their own accord. When the hard times and drought came they were com- 
pelled to receive aid of rations from the Government, only at limited times. 

And, furthermore, they have not only taken hold to make a living for them- 
selves, but set the example of taking land in severalty under the Dawes Act; 
all the heads of familiesand single young men and women, and even children, 
taking allotment in the year 1885. But what is more noticeable in the way of 
setting an example, there has been at different times over thirty-five young 
Christian men with their families, of Santees, who went out as missionaries 
to the wild West reservations to quiet the wild Sioux at these said reserva- 
tions. This work has been successfully done, not only saving lives and blood 
and great expense to the National Government, but making the country pos- 
sible for settlement. And where you once heard wild, hideous war cries, you 
will hear the gospel songs peal out in love, peace, and joy. 

Moreover, at different times various commanders, like Generals Crooks 
and Sully, have called out our own tribe of Santees to suppress the wild 
West. Twocompanies of over seventy young men of this agency have served 
under the United States. Many have lost their lives by exposure and left 
widows and orphans who are in our midst very poor and needy. And, fur- 
thermore, the honorable Commissioner will consider the fact that more than 
half of the outside scouts who were enrolled to share in the payment of the 
annuity money, which was renewed, were Mdewakantonwans and Wahpe- 
kutes. They have periled their lives and were loyal to the United States and 
fought against their own friends and tribe. And not these only, but many 
who also endangered their lives to rescue white qeouie. and these said loyal 

~ a iving among us to-day never have n compensated for their 
roic Ss. 


Furthermore, we have among us over 100 Sissetons and Wahpetonwans 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 11, 


who are enrolled here by intermarriages and are members of the tribe, who 

never participated in the renewed annuities. Government recognizes the 

_——— and Wahpetonwans as loyal people, except those who are enrolled 
ere. 

Now, honorable Commissioner, we leave with you these facts and testi- 
monies, and also the fact that those of us who are living to-day are innocent 
of the outbreak, except in 21 individuals who are members of Mdewakan- 
tonwan and Wahpekute tribe, who aro participators in the outbreak that 
are alive to-day. But would our good Government condemn us all for the 
few who are guilty? We represent here in person to inform you that we 
have been wrongfully and brutally treated and condemned and deprived of 
all of our annuities and moneys which we called ours by the things which 
we are innocent of. 

As the wrongs of the Indians are admitted by all, and thousands of the 
best men in the land feel keenly the nation’s shame, you are no doubt aware 
of these facts, and asyou have the key in your hand and power to consent or 
reject, we look to you and Congress to ress these wrongs. 

e now respectfully request you to give your most careful consideration 
to this plea and give favorable recommendations to Congress in our behalf. 

Respectfully submitted. 

JAS. GARVIE. 


— 


STATEMENT OF REV. JAMES GARVIE, OF THE SANTEE SIOUX AGENCY, NESR. 


Q. You may give your name, age, and place of residence. 
" A. James Garvie; age, 33; residence, Santee Sioux Agency, Knox County, 

ebr. 

Q. Of what nationality are you? 

A. My mother is one-half Sisseton and one-half Wahpekute. That would 
make me a Sisseton and Wahpekute in my blood. 

. are now a member of the Santee Sioux tribe? 

. Yes, sir. 

. Of what is the Santee Sioux tribe comprised; how is it made up? 

. They are made up of all classes of Indians, as near as I remember, 

. Are they all original Sioux? 

. Yes; with very few exceptions. 

. What original tribes are at the agency? 

. The Mdewakantonwan and Wahpekute. 

. These two tribes are the only ones received in your agency? 

. No; there are other tribes, such as Sissetons, Wahpetons, Yanktons, 
Poncas, and others, received as members of the tribe. 

; vo these two tribes distinct tribes in 1862, at the time of the outbreak? 

. Yes, sir. 

2. Where were the Wahpekute located at the time of the outbreak? 
. They were located down the Minnesota River or the farthest part of the 
Redwood sour. 
Q. That would be how far from the scene of massacre of 1862? 
A. From 10 to 15 miles below the agency. 
g. Where were the Mdewakantonwans at the time of the outbreak? 

. On both sidesof theagency. The Mdewakantonwan was a confederacy 
made up of several small tribes, known as re. Heminican, Heyataton- 
wanna, Titatonwan, Oyatesica, and Kapoja. a matter of fact, the Wah- 
pekute was a part of this confederacy under the name of the Mdewakanton- 
wan, but were not recognized as a part of the confederacy by the treaty of 
1837, but by the treaty of 1851 they were recognized under the name of Wah- 


pekute, 

Q. Now, you ~y describe the position of thess different tribes under tho 
confederacy of Mdewakantonwan—how they were situated with reference 
to the distance and direction from the scene of the massacre of 1882. 

A. Now, three of the seven tribes of Mdewakantonwan, known as Kiyuska, 
Heminican, and Wahpekute, numbering about 700, or one-third of the whole 
of the Mdewakantonwan tribe, at that time were scattered below the agency 
down to about 15 miles. 

2. 7 would make them below the scene of massacre? 

. Yes, sir. 

Q. You say they were not at the outbreak at all? 

A. No; they were not there at the agency; they did not know anything 
about it; this first massacre at the Redwood Agency was committed without 
their knowing anything about it. 

Q. But after the soldiers came up they joined in the fight? 

A. Yes; they were forced to do so at the time; they had to fight or else be 
shot down by their own tribe who were hostile. 

Q. Now, where were the other tribes that you mentioned that were a part 
of this confederacy? 

A. Two of the tribes, Kapoja and Tintatonwan, were at the mcy, and 
the tribe known as Kapoja was the one that was right next to the agency, 
and the Tintatonwan are the tribes that commit the outbreak, its chief 
being Little Crow, and Little Six, chief of Tintatonwan. 

Q. Now, when did the first trouble occur—the first shooting occur, as near 
as you can recollect? 

A. Well, there does not seem to be any evidence on that point, because 
those who did the shooting at the first were sentenced to death, and those of 
our people whoare living to-day were not there to witness the first shooting 
and the band that was next to the agency who did the shooting burned a 
the houses and massacred the people, so that no one is left to tell the story. 

2. Were any of them alive? 
oh | that I know of, except, I believe, this Little Crow has two brothers 
ving yet. 

Q. Were they parties to this outbreak? 

A. Yes; they were in it. 

> What are their names? 

. Moses Wakeman is Little Crow's brother, and is there at the Santee 
Agency, but he is a member of the Flandreau Sioux Indians and enrolled 
there at the Flandreau Subagency; and JohnWakeman, his other brother, 
is in Minnesota, and is also a member of the Flandreau Subagency. 

Q. How long was it, as near as you can recollect, from the first outbreak 
until the fight occurred between the soldiers and the Indians? 

A. About six hours. : 

Q. You have made an effort, of course, ad at the true history of these 
ee and the cause of the outbreak of 1862? 

. Yes, sir. 

gq. From your examination can you give the tribes that were connected 
with the outbreak? 

A. The Sissetons and Wahpetonwans were engaged in this outbreak also, 
as well as Mdewakantonwans and Wahpekutes. 

Q. Why did not the Government arrest them at the time of the outbreak, 
or after it was over? 

A. The reason the Sissetons and Wahpetonwans were not arrested is that 
they vere farthest away from the agency, be farther up the Minnesota 
River; the Yellow Medicine Agency being at the west and the pevennns sol- 
diers at the east, and they were farthest away from the agency and co’ et 
away, although there were about 13 members of the Wahpetonwan tribe 
hung and over 100 Sissetons were imprisoned at Davenport. (See treaty 
February 19, 1867, with said tribe, first paragraph.) Many of them are in the 
British Possessions to-day. 
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returned then? 
> eons oro errhere returned, but many were shot down by the scouts 
at post while trying to return at Fort Wadsworth, Dakota Territory, at that 


e. 

"e Most of im. + in the British Possessions? 
; many of them. 
Q. ion many members are there now, as near as you can tell, of the San- 

Sioux tribe 
= You might estimate it at 1,200. 

\ They make their residence at the cy? 

At Santee, Flandreau, S$. Dak., and Minnesota. 

2 They are at Santee Agency, Nebr., Flandreau, 8. Dak., and Minnesota? 

. Yes, sir. 

make their home while at home at the Santee Agency? 

z toons eae some talk about sending the Sioux Todians to the Indian 
Territory at the time commissioners were sent out to make treaty with the 
different Sioux over the Black Hills district, and some of them, as many as 
fifty families, did not want to go, and they went to Flandreau, 8. Dak., to 
take homesteads and make prem homes there. 

\ ey have an agenc ere? 

> Yosta subagency. Sub to our agency at Nebraska. 

Q. What has been done, if you know, in the way of recognizing that por- 
tion of the Santee Sioux tribe at Flandreau by the Government; what has 
been done in the way of condoning their part of the outbreak of 1362? 

A. That I do not know. 

. They have been given land and money? 

¢ Well, they have m recognized as a subagency, and of course they have 

reated just as we were. 
by There iS been no difference in their treatment and yours? 

z No, sir; except in land matters. 

Q. Now, can you give me the number of persons now belonging to the 
Mdewakantonwan and Wahpekute tribes who were living and participated 
in the massacre of 1862? 

A. As near as we have counted, and we have quite accurate figures, we 
think there are twenty-one alive that are members of the Mdewakantonwans 
and Wahpekute tribes. 

. You may give me their names. 

z Oyemaza, Mahpiyawasicun, Waziduta, Iyotanina, Suntoto, ‘Boe 
waste, Mazawicasta, Yusnana, Sarqee. Ta oda neearoeen. ‘awa- 
honkpe, Hehakamaza, Pejinasnamani, Zuyesa, Kawinge, y hota, Mazata- 
ninyanke, Cantewanica, Rev. Ehnamani, Wahancanksanna (Wahancanksanna 
is dead), Hoksinaminiamani. (Two died this year.) 

y And they range in ages, about how old? 

. From 50 to 75 years. 

Q. Then the great bulk of the Santee Sioux Indians living to-day had noth- 
ing or to do with the massacre? 

0, sir. 

Q. You may state briefly what claims your tribes make against the Gov- 
ernment, as you understand it from investigation of your own and as you got 
it from the older members of the tribe. 

A. The claim we have is under the treaty of 1851, that on account of this 
outbreak the Government has withheld all the annuities which we should 
have received under the treaties of 1851 and 1837. 

2 They have received no portion of it? 

. There was $1,160,000 put into the United States Treasury to draw 5 per 
cent interest for fifty years and the Indians have received cas. ments for 
eight years of the interest, and as near as I could find out the ians were 
receiving $20 per capita during that time. 

. That would be their share of the interest? 

. Yes, sir; also, under the treaty of 1837, $300,000 was put aside to draw 5 

r cent interest forever, which they received for only twenty-five years. 

ow, we who are a youseee generation and did not participate in the out- 
break bave an interest in the annuities; we claim that it makes no difference 
what our parents have done; that we are entitled to $20 per capitaa year 
which is due to us as annuity, as we did not forfeit our rights. 

Q. Now what other claim do you make under that treaty of 1851? 

A. There are no other claims that 1 know of now; there might be some 
that I would discover after neers the treaty thoroughly. 

Q. Do I understand you to say t none of the provisions of this treaty 
have been fulfilled? 

A. Yes, sir; this $20 per capita was issued every = for a term of eight 
years until the outb: , and there was a law in 1863 which abrogates 
allofthem. (See — 1858, ratified March, 1 article 6.) 

¢ Redenna . scares of the lands that were owned by your tribe in Minnesota 
a w 


A. Those who did not return to make peace fled away, and those who have 
returned have been put into prison in Davenport, and afterwards trans- 
ferred from Davenport to Fort Thompson, in South Dakota, and then they 
were removed to the Santee Agency, and the Government never ques- 
tioned our people in regard to the land they owned at the time of the out- 
break. (See resolution of Senate, June 26, 1860. Heading, “Right and title 
of certain bands of Sioux Indians to lands embraced in reservation on the 
Minnesota River.) 

> IT understand _— attorney, Mr. King, to say that you claim that in the 

ribution of land you have not received as much land per capita as the 
Indians at the Flandreau Agency? 

A. The way the Fiandreaus came to have more land was like this: The 
Flandreaus have taken homesteads under the general homestead act, before 
Senator Dawes's bill took effect, and therefore can claim land again under the 
Dawes bill, but we claimed our land under the treaty of 1889. 

. Has your tribe ever undertaken to do that? 
No, sir. We took our land under Senator Dawes's bill. 
. How much land does that give you per capita? 
- One hundred and sixty acres. 
. Is that for an adult? 


es, sir. 
. What is the amount for a minor? 
Eighty acres. 
. You may state the general character of the land comprising the Santee 
Agency, whether it is adapted to agricultural purposes or not, as near as you 
A. One half of it may be called i 
vente tai y rough agricultural land and the other is too 
2 Is it regarded as geod land? 
. When we have lo ¢ rain it is, but when we have no rain it is not. 


. You are of course 
Baritee Sioux ‘Soouert with the entire territory embraced in the 
. Yes, sir. 
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se or NEBRASKA, Knox County, Santee Agency, ss: 

oseph Kitto, being first dul qworn, Geposes and : That he is 70 years 
of age or* at the Santes , Nebr., and inp member of the Mae. 
wakantonwan tribe of Sioux Indians, w. formerly resided at Redwood Falls, 
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Minn., before the Sioux outbreak of 1862. He does give this pestioneny to the 
best of his knowledge and memory regarding the event herein recited: 

That there were eight different companies of Sioux Indians who were 
bound together under the name of Mdewakantonwan and Wahpekute b 
Government treaties; that there were seven bands of Sioux Indians, as fol- 
lows: Magayutesni, Kiyuska, Heminican, Heyatatonwanna, Tintatonwan, 
Oyatesica, and Kapoja, together called Mdewakantonwan, and one band 
called Wah te, making eight bands under two names as Mdewakantonwan 
and Wahpekute Sioux Indians; that at the time of the outbreak of 1862 three 
of the bands of the Mdewakantonwan of Sioux Indians were at the east end 
of the Redwood Agency and did not know of the outbreak and were not 

rticipantsin the massacreat theagency. They areas follows: Wahpekute, 

eminican, and Kiyuska, who were innocent of the outbreak. While the 
bands Kapoja (their chief being Little Crow by name), who lived next to the 

ency, and right west of it were the first band who made a charge upon 
the agency, and the band of Tintatonwans were the second to take part in 
the massacre. 

This affiant was sick at the time, and had to lean upon a crutch for sup- 
port, and as he woke up on the morning of the outbreak he saw people goin 
to the agency to exterminate the whites who came to his house and askec 
him to join in the massacre; but he refused to do so, and asked them not to 
take any t in this hard task. But his efforts were all in vain, and as he 
was unable to be about, everyone that he met he tried to prevent from par- 
ticipating in the massacre; but the deed was done before he could get force 
enough procured to prevent it. Affiant further saw at that time some men 
who were members of the Wahpetonwans and Sissetons, were foremost in the 
massacre, and they were Ahanzi, chief of the Wahpetonwana, Bad Lightning, 
Wasicuntanka, Wahacaukamaza, etc. 

Affiant further testifies that he was an eyewitness to the massacre, and 
saw Sissetons and Wahpetonwans who bore arms and engaged in the massa- 
cre; and this affiant further states that he was at Mankato, Minn., when 
General Sibley was making an investigation in regard to the outbreak, and 
by witnesses. Thirty-eight men were hung as murderers, and out of that 
number 13 were Wahpetonwans, and not one Sisseton was hung, because the 
Sissetons were all living at the west extreme of the reservation, where they 
could and did get away; and many of the Sissetons who took part in the mas- 
sacre fled to the British Possessions, and are there to-day; and many were 
shot down, as they returned from the British Possessions, at Fort Wadsworth 
by scouts who were left in charge of said fort. Affiant further states that he 
is one of the men who was sentenced to be imprisoned at Davenport, Iowa, 
for a term of four years, and while there there were over 10) deaths occurred 
among the prisoners on account of hard usage and improper diet. 


And further affiant saith not. 
JOSEPH (his x mark) KITTO, Sr. 


x Sheet in my presence and sworn to before me this 3d day of January, 
‘[SBAL.] B. J. YOUNG, Notary Public. 
(Expiration of my commission, January 9, A. D. 1900, in and for Knox 
County, Nebr.) 





THE STATE oF NEBRASKA, CoUNTY OF KNox, 
Santee Sioux Agency, 8s: 

Robert HakewAste, being first duly sworn, deposes and says that he is 67 
years of age and resides at the Santee Sioux Agency, Nebr.; that he is a 
member of the Mdewakantonwan tribe of Sioux Indians, who formerly re- 
sided at Redwood Fails, Minn., before the Sioux outbreak of 1842; that he 
recollects the treaty of 1851 that was entered into between the United States 
Government and the tribe of Mdewakantonwan Sioux Indians, in which he was 
a party to the agreement. After the agreement or treaty was ratified, he 
recollects having received an annuity of $20 per annum, and which was paid 
to all members of the Mdewakantonwan and Wahpskute Sioux Indians for 
eight years until the outbreak occurred. According tothe best of his knowl- 
edge and belief, the outbreak was caused by four young men. One of these 
young men, who wasa distant relative of aftiant, Kaomdeniyeyedan by name, 
made the following statement regarding the cause of the outbreak: 

There were eleven of us who siarted out to trap about the lake regions in 
Minnesota. As we were going along we came toa farmhouse where by the 
roadside a hen was setting. A young man by the name of Pazaiyapa said he 
was going to take the hen and eggs to eat, which Nagiwicakte did not think 
was right, as there was not a very friendly feeling between the Indians and 
the whites, at which Pazaiyapa was enraged and said that Nagiwicakte wasa 
coward, and there was a hot conversation between them, and finally they were 
divided into two companies—Nagiwicakte, Kaomdeniyeyedan, Sungigidan, 
and Waste formed one party and Pazaiyapaand six others made the other 
party. They parted, calling each other cowards, and left each other. Nagi- 
wicakte, who took pains to prevent Pazaiyapa from disturbing the setting 
hen, came toa farm and with his friends sat down by the road to smoke. 

As they were smoking, they heard rapid firing of guns in the direction 
which Pazaiyapa took,at which Nagiwicakte grunted for disappointfment 
and thinking that Pazaiyapa, after all was a brave man, had charged upon 
some white people. This was about noon when they came to the farm, and 
just as the successive reports of the guns ceased there were two white men 
came out of the woods, each with an ax on his shoulder, and came by Nagi- 
wicakte and hiscompanions. The white men said“ How” and we said “* How” 
in response, and just as they passed us Kaomdeniyeyedan took his gun and 
shot at one of them—he shot him dead and shot the other also as he started 
to run; and then we all started toward the barn and took some horses that 
stood in the barn and rode them home by midnight. 

Now, while we were thinking that Pazaiyapa had charged upon some 
white ple, they had, as a matter of fact, come toa covey of prairie chick- 
ens, which they were shooting, and we heard the rapid reports of the gun, 
but Kaomdeniyeyedan thought that Pazaiyapa was braver than himself and 
had shot some white people before Kaomdeniyeyedan: that to the best of my 
knowledge and belief, and according to my memory, this statement was re- 
lated to me by Kaomdeniyeyedan as I have repeated it. 

And, furthermore, inasmuch as these young men were relatives of both 
Mdewakantonwans and Wahpetonwans, all of the four bands started in to- 
gether to do the fatal deed on the morning of August 18, 1862, called the Sioux 
outbreak; that he was in the midst of the outbreak during the whole time, 
which lasted about seven weeks, and he is one of the few who did not partici- 
pate in the trouble, but tried to prevent said outbreak with all of his infiu- 
ence and energy; that the outbreak occurred on the morning of August 18, 
1862, at Redwood Falls, where the Mdewakantonwans and Wahpekutes were 
residing, and that the outbreak occurred at Yellow Medicine on the next 
morning, where the Sissetonsand Wahpetonwans were residing. As wewere 
forced along the Minnesota River by the soldiers, those who desired to be 
friendly and have peace stopped and put up their tents and sent two mixed 
bloods, Thomas Robinson and Thomas A. Robertson, who were both Mde- 
waskantonwans by birth, to make peace with the United States officers. 

When it was accomplished by them we gave ourselves up into the hands 
of Gen. H. H. Sibley; and to the best of my knowledge and belief and accord- 

to my memory none of the Sissetons and Wahpetonwans were in our 
to make peace with the United States officers. As we wero in the 
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hands of General Sibley we were brought back to Mankato, Minn., and 38 
men were sentenced to death at Mankato, Minn.; and I remember that there 
were some Wahpetonwans among those who were hung, but do not remem- 
ber just how many; and all those who were not condemned to death were 
sentenced to be imprisoned at Davenport, Iowa, for a term of four years. 
There were 400 persons imprisoned, and many were Sissetons and Wahpe- 
tonwans. After the term of imprisonment had expired the prisoners were 
returned to their respective agencies, and are there to-day as living monu- 
ments, and are there to testify that the Sissetons and Wahpetonwans are just 
as guilty as the Mdewakantonwans and Wahpekutes were; and to the best of 
my knowledge and belief there were only 2 men who participated in the 
meanwnees of 1862, or were eyewitnesses to the outbreak, living at the Santee 
Agency. 

And further affiant saith not. . 

ROBERT (his x mark) HAKEWASTE. 

a ea in my presence and sworn to before me this 3d day of January, 

. D. 1896. 

[SEAL. } B. J. YOUNG, Notary Public. 

‘Expiration of my commission, January 9, A. D. 1900,in and for Knox 

County, Nebr.) 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, January 17, 1896. 

Srr: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your communication 
of lith instant, and accompanying 8. 1254, “‘A bill making appropriation to 
pay the Santee Sioux Indians in Nebraska and South Dakota for lands, unpaid 
annuities, and for other purposes.” 

In response thereto I transmit herewith copy of a communication of 16th 
instant from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, to whom the- matter was 
referred, wherein he suggests that appropriate legislation would be to 
authorize the prosecution of the same in the United States Court of Claims. 


Very respectfully, 
HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 
The CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
United States Senate. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFPAIRS, 
Washington, January 16, 1896. 

Srr: Ihave the honor to acknowledge the receipt, by reference from the 
Department for report, of a letter dated the llth instant, by Hon. R. F. Per- 
TIGREW, Chairman of the Senate Committee on Indian Affairs, inclosing Sen- 
ate bill No. 1234, making an appropriation to pay the Santee Sioux Indians in 
Nebraska and South Dakota for lands and unpaid annuities, and requesting 
that the Department furnish him with such information as it may have upon 
the subject. The said bill is as follows: 

“Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That there is hereby appropriated, 
out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 

275,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to pay the Santee Sioux 

ndians in Nebraska and South Dakota for lands, unpaid annuities, and money 
forfeited on account of the participation of some of the Santee Sioux tribes 
in the Minnesota war of 1862, and to equalize the amount of their land hold- 
ing with those of other Sioux tribes, under the agreement with the Sioux 
Indians of 1889." 

The proposed appropriation resolves itself into two parts: 

First. To pay the Santee Sioux Indians for annuities which have not been 
paid to them for reasons which will a r below. 

Second. To pay them for lands to which they claim to be entitled in order to 
place upon an equal footing with the Indians of the other Sioux reservations, 

aking up the latter point first, I will submit a brief synopsis of the land 
interests of these Indians, beginning with 1863. ; 

The act of March 3 of that year (12 Stat. L., 819) provided— 

“That the President is authorized and hereby directed to assign to and 
set apart for the Sissetun, Wahpaton, Mdeawakanton, and Wahpakoota bands 
of Sioux Indians a tract of unoccupied land outside of the limits of oe 
sufficient in extent to enable him to assign toeach member of said bands (who 
are willing to adopt the pursuit of agriculture) 80 acres of good agricultural 
lands, the same to be well adapted to agricultural purposes.” 

In accordance with the foregoing provision the Indians now known as the 
Santee Sioux were located during the year upon the Crow Creek Reservation, 
in the then Territory of Dakota. After three years’ trial the lands upon which 
these Indians were located were found not to be “ welladapted to agricultural 
purposes,” and steps were therefore taken to relocate them upon lands better 
adapted to the use of the Indians) Asa result of the Executive order dated 
February 27, 1866, four townships in the then Territory of Nebraska were set 
apart and reserved for the Santee Sioux Indians, then residing upon the said 
Crow Creek Reservation. 

‘This reservation last set apart was added to and modified from time to 
time, by various Executive orders, until at the time of making allotments in 
severalty to the Indians in 1885 the same embraced 115,076acres, These allot- 
ments were made in accordance with the provision of the act of March 3, 1863, 
above quoted, and in accordance with the fourth paragraph of article 6of the 
treaty with the Sioux Indians, dated April 29, 1868 (15 Stat. L., 637), to which 
the Santees were a ty. Said allotments were in quantities of 160 acres 
each to heads of families and 80 acres to other members of the tribe. 

By Executive order dated February 9, 1885, the surplus lands were thrown 
open to settlement to date from May 15, 1885. 

This left the Indians of that reserve without lands for allotments to chil- 
dren who might be born after receiving said allotments in severalty, and 
under date of April 6, 1888, the Indian agent for said Indians called attention 
to this fact and stated that nearly one hundred children had been born since 
the allotments had been made. Again, under date of December 24, 1889, the 
Sioux Commission, which was aneornee to procure the assent of the Sioux 
Indians to the act of March 2, 1889, reported tthe Santee Reservation was 
then fully occupied, so that there were no landsleft from which to provide for 
allotments to those Indians who had received none, as provided in section 7 
of the act last named, and which fact was repeatedly called to the attention 
of the commission in its councils with the India is embarrassment the 
commission met by promising to recommend that the Government would 
furnish lands elsewhere or pay those entitled a money equivalent. 

Accordingiy, the act of January 19, 1891 (26 Stat. L., 720), appropriated the 
sum of $32,000 to enable the Secretary of the Interior to purchase lands for 
such of the Sentee Sioux Indians in Nebraska as had not had allotments in 
severalty. The act of July 13, 1892, authorized the Secretary of the Interior 
to pay said $32,000 to the Indians in cash. In pursuance of the said act, the 
said fund was distributed and paid to the Indians properly entitled thereto, 
171 in all. 

From the foregoing history of the land interests of these Indians it will be 
seen that they have received, both as a tribe and as individuals, all the bene- 
fits and advantages to which they are entitled, either under acts of Congress 
or by treaty stipulations. 

It is proper to state in connection with the foregoing facts that the Santees 
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derived no benefit from the sale of the surplus lands set apart for them as a 
reservation. However, as said lands were set ert under the same terms 
and conditions as were the Crow Creek Reservation lands, upon which they 
were first located, under the provisions of said act of March 3, 1863, the In- 
dians acquired no interest in any of the lands, excepting such as they might 
select under said provision for their individual use. Upon examining the 
language of said act it will be seen that the same evidently dia not contem- 
plate the setting aside of a certain definite tract of land for the Indians in 
common, but only land “sufficient in extent to enabie him [the President] to 
assign to each member of said bands * * * & acres,” etc. 

The Santees have, however, participated and shared the benefits of the 
various treaties and agen ratitied by Congress, beginning with the 
treaty of April 29, 1868 (15 Stat. L., 635), made with the Sioux Indians now oc- 
cupying reservations in the States of North and South Dakota. The right 
of the Santees to so participate has always been strenuously objected to by 
the other Sioux tribes, and especially when the act of March 2, 1889, was pre- 
sented to them for their approval. However, the Department has ar 
held that inasmuch as the Santees had been recognized by the treaty of 1868, 
they aos allowed to have a voice in matters affecting the interests of the 

sioux tri . 

In accordance with the provisions of section 3 of the act of Janu 19,1891 
(26 Stat. L., 721), a partition of the funds arising under the said act of March 
2, 1889, was made to the several tribes of Indians interested, and the Santees. 
soli se a0 with the Poncas and Flandreaus, received as their share the sum of 

210,202.20. 

The act of March 2, 1889, provides for allotments of 320 acres of agricultural 
lands to heads of families and 169 acres to single persons over 18 years of age 
and 80 acres to children under 18 years of age. The 7 ~ lands pro- 
vided for as allotments thereunder to heads of families and single persons over 
18 years of age is therefore double the quantity which the Santees received. 

n view of the admission that the Santees have a voice in Sioux matters, 
it might appear that they have a right to make the above comparison and to 
claim remuneration for the difference against them. But if the laws and 
treaty under which the Santees received the lands now held by them in 
severalty are to be considered atall, the right claimed by them to have their 
land holdings equalized is wholly untenable. In fact, Congress so declared, 
in effect, when in section 7 of the Sioux act of March 2, 1889, it provided for 
additional Santee allotments in just half the quantities of the allotments pro- 
vided for in section 8 of the same act to the Sioux of the other reservations. 

In my opinion, the Santee Sioux Indians have no just claim, either in law 
or in equity, against the United States to more lands for allotments in sey- 
eraity or to its equivalent in money. 

Regarding the other proposition contained in the pyrpoeed bill, viz, “ to 

pay the Santee Sioux Indians in Nebraska and South Dakota for lands, un- 
paid annuities, and money forfeited on account of the cipation of some 
of the Santee Sioux tribes in the Minnesota war of 1862,” I have to say that 
the same involves points which, owing to a of time and other causes, 
are not ee intricate and involved, but re ng which, with the data now 
at hand, it is impossible to reach any definite or satisfactory conclusions. 
In the first place, there is a doubt as to whether this proposition is in- 
tended to apply only to the Santee Sioux Indians in Nebraska or to some of 
the Sioux occupying reservations in South Dakota. The Sissetonsand Wah- 
patons, as well as the Flandreau, in South Dakota, have at times been known 
as “Santee Sioux.” However, as it was assumed that the proposition to 
equalize the land hold could only apply to the Santee Sioux now occupy- 
ing lands in Nebras it will, for the parnooes of this report, be assumed 
that the other proposition must also be intended to apply only to them. 

In 1862 the Sisseton, Wahpeton, Medawakaton, an ahpekute bands of 
Sioux Indians were occupying reservations in the State of Minnesota—the 
two first-named occup an extensive reservation in northern Minnesota 
and the other two bands a reservation farther south. 

In the summer of 1862 these Indians assembled at the Yellow Medicine and 
Red Wood agencies, in said State, for the purpose of receiving their annui- 
ties, but the money for the purpose of such payment not arriving at the usual 
time, the supplies of the Indians became exhausted and they became dissatis- 
fied and restless. The result was the outbreak in question. The Indians, 
goaded by Sopeneenane hunger, committed atrocities for which they were 
punished by the confiscation, by the act of February 16, 1863, of all the lands 
and moneys due them by the United States, and abrogation of all the treaties 
then existing with said bands of Sioux so far as the same imposed future ob- 
ligations upon the United States. At the time of the of said act the 
sum of $5,631,900 was owing to said bands of Indians by the Government. 

It subsequently appeared that the Sisseton and Wahpeton bands of Indi- 
ans had in the main refrained from aware in the hostilities mentioned, 
and steps have sincs that time been taken to right the wrong which had been 
done them. Under date of February 19, 1867, a treaty was concluded with said 
bands which had for its yup this object. Su uently to that time other 
measures were propose th the same object in view. In the years 1884 to 
1888 bills were introduced in Congress at various times proposing appropri: 
ations to pay such of these Indians as had enlisted in and served in the ted 
States armies at that time as scouts their pro rata share of annuities and 
moneys which would have due them had their treaties not been abro- 
gated, as above mentioned. . 

A full account of thisentire subject and also of the accounts of these tri 
of Indians will be found in House Report No. 1953, Fiftieth Congress, first 
session. I have no copy of said report which I can inclose, but I urge special 
attention to the facts and figures therein. 

The substance of the upon which said report was maée was finally 
embodied in the Sisseton and Wahpeton agreement entered into on the 12th day 
of December, 1889, and ratified by Congress. (26 Stat. L., 1087.) Article 
3 of said agreement provided for the appropriation of 778.37. Besides 
this the annuities for he years remaining un twelve 
restored by said article. e act of March 3,1 e Stat. L. 
an additional appropriation of $30,666.66 to pay of these 
were not parties to the afo: d agreement. 

(28 Stat. L., page 876), made a further appropriation 
these Indian scouts and soldiers as were not 


said. 

Regarding the attitude of the Indians now occu 
ten tn etcastn, 2 bare 0h sty Set 3 eg Seeevex 32 informa 
show what number, if any, of such Indians remained friendly during the 
outbreak in 1862 Isubmit that at this late day it would he a very diffi- 
cult matter to do so. Itis iy however, by the office, that 
said Santee Sioux in Neb; were y composed of those who partici- 
pated in Ue see. tea J ‘. it the 

From office report, ‘une 4, 1866, it appears that Indians occupy- 
ing said lands consisted: 

(1) Of the Indians who had been located at the Crow Creek Reservation, 
consisting of old poem, womeee, and children who surrendered to or were cap- 
tured by General Sibley in together with some 75 others who were par- 
genes © aves ident Lincoln sent there about one and one-half years be- 

‘ore 2. 


2) Of Sioux Indian 200 in ho had been confined at 
pee prisoners, some all, w! 


fisdsattoterne 
4 su 0 
to the egremneat af 
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Sioux Indians from Minnesota who were friendly to the United 
the outbreak in 1862, and who were then in a destitute condi- 
te. 


From oregoing classificaiton it will be seen that those 
a is ate tae ~ ceo 
‘third nD man 
sustained to the whole See Tllen teedes 


same and to end I would sug- 
gest that appropriate 1 tion would be to authorize the prosecution of 
the same in the Tnited States Court of 

I return San PETTIGREW’S letter with inclosed bill herewith, and in- 
close a copy of eepere. 

respectf , your obedient servant. 
— _ D. M. BROWNING, Commissioner. 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


Mr. ALLEN. Just one word more, Mr. President, and then I 
am through. 

I have found a good deal of fault with Rule XVI of the Senate, 
and I shall continue to find fault with it until some method of con- 
struing it at all times alike shall be found. Since I have been a 
member of the Senate I have heard that rule passed on, I should 
say, two dozen times different presiding officers and by the 
Senator who now occu the chair [Mr. Pasco] upon one occa- 
sion which I recall distinctly, an instance in which I was inter- 
ested. No two decisions have been alike. They are as variable 
and unsubstantial as a dream; they have been as changeable as 
Ny hatever the him pri of the ding officer hap 

tever whim or caprice resi pens 
to be at the time is his ruling. If his was out of order, 
ppt men fei be very sound. This morning we have had 
a splendid illustration of these rules. I have seen an amendment 
go through here which was vulnerable to objection, but no objec- 
tion was made to it. I did not want to see any objection made to 
it because I thought the measure was meritorious; but the very 
next measure w. comes up, which is equally meritorious and 
no more vulnerable to a point of order, is confronted with objec- 
tion on the of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. Some 
one—and I w of no man who can better do it than the present 
Presiding Officer—would do the Senate and the country a service 
if he would compile the ents which have been made in the 
last five or six years by t ings on Rule XVI. 

Everything is within the rule that Senators want on a bill—that 

d everything is in violation of the rule which 
If there is any place on the face of the earth 


is, some 
they do not want. 
where the doctrine of stare decisis, of which we have been talking 


for some days, should apply, it is here. Here is a meritorious 
claim; here is a claim with which you could goto any jury or any 
court in the country and present it with the full assurance that 
you could recover a verdict this Government. Nobody 
doubts or disputes its validity or its merit among those who have 
investigated it, as it has been in ted by many Senators here, 
and yet it is to fall a victim to a whi 

@ hundred different times, and no two times alike. 

Mr. President, I wish it were possible for the American people 
to get in these ies and stay here a week to see how business 
— Neb ce apt ee rg e. a not —— the 

imary tues gallery, who pay the taxes, 
who do the work, and who do the voting. I wish it were possible 
for them to get into the galleries and see the gravity with which 
rules are for of convenience, with which meri- 
torious measures are i 
the interests of portions of this country. I wish the American 
— could see the oo nothing else characterizes it so 
well—which on here from day to day at their expense and 
the the taxpayers of this country. 
Now, Mr. President, I am willing to submit to the ax. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] proposes practically to 
repeal the act of 1863, by which the money due these Indians for 
their sale to the United States of their right in lands in Minnesota 
and Town was acquired, 

reason given for the passage of the act of 1863 was that 
these Indians rebelled the United States, and had 
killed quite a large number of settlers in the State of Minnesota. 
It is true that a of these bands, the unruly and restive 
young men, went upon the warpath and committed frightful 


~ 
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atrocities; but it is also true that the main body of these Indians 
did not engage in those depredations, but did everything in their 
power to restrain their younger men, and 275 of them fought 
against their own people, enlisting in the Army of the United 
States for that purpose. They enlisted as scouts under General 
Sibley; pursued the hostile Indians, recaptured and returned from 
captivity many of the women and children who had been taken 
by the hostile Indians. 

It seems to me, and it always has seemed to me, that we were 
punishing this body of friendly Indians unjustly. The act 
of 1863 was , in fact, because the people were aroused at 
the out which had been committed; for Indian war- 
fare is exceedingly savage and cruel. Without discrimination we 
proceeded to punish all the Indians in the State of Minnesota, ex- 
cept the Chippewas. The Winnebagos were living down near Blue 
Earth, far within the lines of settlement, and were entirely peace- 
ful and peaceable. They enlisted with the Minnesota troops to 
repel and suppress the outbreak, but they were punished with the 
rest, taken by force, and driven from their homes. I believe the 
State of Minnesota passed laws for punishing those people. I 
have no criticism to make upon Minnesota for doing so. 

There was at that time a great feeling of alarm. I remember it 
well, as I was then living in the State of Wisconsin. So excited 
were the people, that they believed that the bands of Indians were 
large enough not onl to overrun Minnesota, but also Wisconsin, 
The Indians en i did not number more than three or four 
hundred. Twenty-nine of them were hung at Mankato for their 

icipation in the outbreak. The others who were hostile were 
en to Fort Snelling, retained as prisoners, and frightfully pun- 
ished. Afterwards they were taken to Keokuk, Iowa, and finally 
returned up the Missouri River to Nebraska, to meet others of 
the tribe who had been taken across the country to Nebraska; and 
those who had been taken across the country were men not en- 
gaged in the massacre, and those who were taken to Keokuk were 
women and children, the Indian men themselves having escaped 
to British America or been killed. 

Realizing the injustice we had done, President Johnson made a 
treaty with these people in 1867, and in that treaty it recites: 

Whereas it is understood that a portion of the Sisseton and Warpeton bands 
of Santee Sioux Indians, numbering from 1,200 to 1,500 persons, not only pre- 
served their me peg to the Government of the United States during and 
since the out of the Medewakantons and other bands of Sioux in 188, 
but freely periled their lives during that outbreak to rescue tho residents 
on the Sioux Reservation, and to obtain possession of white women and chil- 
dren made captives by the hostile bands; and that another portion of said 
Sisseton and Warpeton bands, aaaphering trots 1,000 to 1,200 persons, who did 
not participate in the massacre of the whites in 1862, fearing the indiscrimi- 
nate vengeance of the whites, fled to the great prairies of the Northwest, 
where they still remain; and 

Whereas Congress, in confiscating the Sioux annuities and reservations, 
made no provision for the support of these the friendly portion of the Sisse- 
ton and Wahpeton bands, and it is believed [that] they have been suffered to 
remain homeless wanderers, frequently subject to intense suffering from 
want of subsistence and eine to protect them from the rigors of a high 
northern latitude, sihongh at all times prompt in rendering service when 
called upon to repel hostile raids and to punish depredations committed by 
hostile Indians upon the persons and property of the whites; and 

Whereas the several subdivisions of the friendly Sisseton and Wahpeton 
bands ask, through their representatives, that their adherence to their for- 
mer obligations of friendship to the Government and people of the United 
States be recogn ~ and that sonepe be made to enable them to return 
to an agricultural life and be relieved from a dependence upon the chase for 
@ precarious subsistence, 


This is in a statute passed in 1867. Therefore they proceeded 
to make a treaty with these people to repair the injustice they 
had done, for it is well known that those Indians, fleeing before 
the wrath of the United States, located in the eastern part of 
Dakota and there defended the frontier against the hostile attacks 
of other Indians, and did it for years, and starved and waited for 
the Government to do justice. oo 

In 1867, then, reco zing the obligation of the Government to 
these people, we made this a The Indians agreed toit. I 
say they were half-starved, homeless, helpless wanderers. When 
this treaty came into the Senate of the United States, it contained 
this provision: . 

To enable said Indians to return to an agricultural life under the system 
in operation on the Sioux Reservation in 1862, it is agreed that there shall be 
expended for the benefit of the Indians entitled to locate farms on the Lake 
Traverse Reservation for the year 1867, $350,000; for the year 1868, $250,000; 
for the year 1869, $100,000; for the year 1870, $50,000, and $30,000 annually there- 
after; and to enable the Indians on said reservation to return at once to their 
agricultural habits and life, and be enabled to cultivate a crop the coming sea- 
son, the expenditures set forth in the schedule hereunto attached shall be 
made at as early a day as possible. 

It also contained this provision: 

An agent shall be appointed for said bands, who shall be located at Lake 
Traverse; and whenever thereshall be 500 persons located permanently upon 
the Devil's Lake Reservation, there shall be an agent, or other competent 
person, appointed to superintend the agricultural, educational, and mechan- 
ical interests of said Indians, and thereafter there shall be expended to aid 
said Indians in their agricultural improvements and civilization for the first 
poms — forthe aceeae Zeer. $200,000; for the third year, $100,000; for the 

year, $50,000, and $30,000 annually thereafter. 

The Senate of the United States struck out both of those sec- 
tions. The treaty recited the injustice which had been committed 
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against these friendly Indians in driving them from their homes. 
And yet the Senate, with knowledge of the facts, proceeded to 
strike out the money which was to be the consideration for mak- 
ing the treaty on the part of the Indians. 

By this treaty the Indians grant to the Government the right of 
way across their great tract of land still owned by them in North 
and South Dakota, which was not forfeited by the act of 1863, and 
the Senate substituted in place of Articles V1 and VII a provision 
by which Congress simply agreed to make appropriations for these 
people such as Congress might think were proper and just. If the 
treaty had been ratified as made with the Indians, there would have 
been no occasion for coming here and asking that the forfeiture 
of their annuities under the treaty of 1851 should be repealed, for 
under those two sections the Indians would have received, one 
band $750,000 in cash and the other $450,000 in cash, and in addi- 
tion $30,000 year for thirty years, which would have amounted to 
$1,800,000, or over $3,000,000 in all. 

We sent the treaty back as amended by the Senate for their rati- 
fication. We had taken possession of their country. They had 
nothing else to do but to submit to whatever terms the Govern- 
ment imposed upon them. Although we took the benefits of their 
treaty and afterwards built railroads across their country, we re- 
fused to return the annuities we had taken from them and forced 
them to submit to these conditions, by which we gave them 
nothing except what we might give them as a gratuity. 

Now these people come and say: ‘‘ Restore our annuities under 
the treaty of 1851; deduct if you will every dollar which was paid 
under sections 6 and 7, as adopted by the Senate, and give us the 
remainder, and then we will receive only about one-half what we 
would have received if the treaty which we made in 1867 had been 
adopted.” 

The events which resulted in the forfeiture of the annuities to 
these people occurred in 1862, thirty-six years ago. The Indians 
who participated in those events aredead. Their children of right 
have inherited every right and every claim to this property. It 
seems to me that we can not do otherwise than pass this legisla- 
tion and restore these people to their rights. I believe this is the 
only case in the history of this country where a forfeiture has 
been made that the Government has not since restored the prop- 
erty forfeited. The Indians of the Indian Territory, although 
engaged in arms against the Government, enlisting and seceding 
with the Southern States, in 1866 had their rights and annuities 
and every sum of money due them under existing treaties, made 
previous to the war, restored. These people fought upon our side 
and defended the frontier. They have been put off. Justice has 
been refused. 

Mr. President, under the Constitution of the United States— 

The Congress shall have power to declare the punishment of treason, but 


no attainder of treason shall work corruption of blood, or forfeiture, except 
through the life of the person attainted. 


If these Indians were even guilty of treason instead of having 
enlisted in our armies, under that provision of the Constitution 
forfeiture can not extend beyond the life of the guilty participant, 
and therefore these annuities should be restored, not in part, but 
in whole. 


I wish to read a letter from General Sibley in relation to these 
people: 


Sr. PAuL, MInn., January 13, 1873. 

Dear Srre: I have examined with some care the aes statement sub- 
mitted to me having reference to the claims of the Sisseton and Wahpeton 
bands of Sioux upon the Government who were deprived of their annuities 
for alleged participation in the outbreak of 1882-63 by the act of Congress, and 
can attest its general correctness. While some of the young men were doubt- 
less guilty of complicity in that fearful onslaught open the frontier settlers 
in Minnesota, Iowa, and Dakota Territory, I have the best reason for know- 
ing that as a general rule the chiefs and headmen of these divisions not only 
had no sympathy with those of their kindred who took part in the massacre, 
but exerted themselves to save the lives of the whites then in the country 
and joined the forces under my command as scouts, and rendered signal and 
faithful service in my oe against the hostile Sioux, and subsequently 
in guarding the passes to the settlementsagainst raiding parties of theirown 


le. 

I have always regarded the sweeping act of confiscation referred to as 
grossly unjust to the many who remained faithful to the Government, and 
ype lives were threatened and their property destroyed as a result of that 

elity. 

Having been in command of the forces which suppressed the outbreak and 
— the participators in it, I became, necessarily, well informed as to 

he conduct of the bands and the individuals who took part for or against the 

Government during the progress of the war, and I have repeatedly, in my 

official dispatches, called the attention of the Government to the great in- 

justice done the former class by including them in the former legislation 
cme oo as their annuities. 

ery respectfully, yours, 
H. H. SIBLEY, 
Late Brevet Major-General, United States Volunteers, 


Mr. President, these ple were living upon a reservation in 
Minnesota, and they extensive fields under cultivation. They 
were living in houses; they had adopted the habits and customs 
of civili life. According to the estimate of the Government, 
the Army took from them crops nearly ripe, growing crops, worth 
$120,000. Their houses were burned and they were driven upon 
the plains and remained for years. They simply ask now that there 
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shall be restored to them that which was theirs under treaties with 
the Government, and that, too, without interest. They ask sim- 
ply that there shall be restored to them the principal without the 
interest, and it seems to me their claimis just. The question was 
carefully examined by the Committee on Indian Affairs, and this 
amendment comes from that committee. It has the unanimous 
support of the committee, after thorough and careful investiga- 
tion. It seems to me that under these circumstances justice and 
the honor of the country will not permit further delay. 

Mr. ALLISON. I renew the point of order that the amend- 
ment is gooerel legislation and is not in order on this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of the opinion that 
the point of order is well taken. The objection is sustained. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I hope the question will not be passed 
upon in the absence of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] 
who offered the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have made the point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senator from South Da- 
kota desires, the matter can be withdrawn for a few moments. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to have it withdrawn until 
the Senator from Nebraska is present. 

Mr. ALLEN entered the Chamber. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thepointof order hasbeen raised 
against the amendment offered by the Senator from Nebraska. 
The Chair is of the opinion that the amendment is in conflict with 
the Rule XVI, clause 3; and the point of order is sustained. 

Mr. ALLEN. I reserve the right to reoffer the amendment in 


the Senate. 
Mr. ALLISON. The Senator has that right. 
ua Sapa G OFFICER, The Senator from Nebraska has 
at rl > 
Mr. DAVIS. I offer an amendment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 33, after line 10, itis proposed to insert: 
And nothing in section 27 of chapter > vee 26, of the United States 
Statutes at Large, 1038 and 1039, shall be construed to apply to any con- 
tract for services for prosecution of any claim against the United States 
or the Indians named in said section, and which had been prosecuted to its 
final allowance by the Department before which it was prosecuted witLin 
the period stated in said contracts; and said contracts not be deemed 
‘en to have been in full force and 1 er the date of their of- 
or an 


uired by the provisions of the fourth paragraph of 
tatutes of the United States; and in all such cases the Secretary of the In- 


te hall all claims for service under such ents to be adjusted, 
audited, allowed. and paid out of any moneys Treasury be’ to 


in 

the bands Pod — to whi —_ pedioes naene ee % much mone sais 
necessary for urpose ere ou any money 8 
Treasury not ethervies appropriated, and the amount so paid be charged 
— any fund to the credit of said ns, hy ow > or individuals, in 
the Treasury of the United States: Provided, That the amount so audited, 
allowed, and paid shall not exceed the sum of $45,000. 

Mr. DAVIS. The amendment has twice been made the subject 
of a very elaborate and clear report by the Committee on Indi 
Affairs, recommending that it be inserted as an amendment to the 
bill. It does not, in my opinion, involve any general legislation 
or any general appropriation. It simply authorizes an investiga- 
tion by the Secretary of the Interior. It is designed to rectify a 
certain situation in regard to some 230 separate contracts which 
by their terms expired in twelve years. The work was done. 
Five hundred thousand dollars was secured, the fee on half of it 
was paid, and then the fund was transferred to a certain band to 
the deprivation of the original individual beneficiaries, so that 
the general band of Indians became the beneficiaries. The ques-. 
tion arose whether the twelve years ran from the date of the con- 
tract or from the date of its approval by the Secretary of the In- 
terior. The contract was not valid until approved. It was not 
approved until some years after its date. Although the work 
was not done within twelve years from the date of contract, 
it was done within seven years from the date of approval. 

The Secre of the Interior held one way and the Court of 
Claims, in an advisory decision, held another way. The object of 
this amendment is to rectify a very great injustice, to authorize 
an investigation, so that, as a result, the sum which may be 
found to be due may be paid. It is not general legislation, I think. 
I hope my friend the Senator from Iowa will not interpose the 


point of order. 

- DoI understand the Senator from Minnesota 
to say that this amendment applies only to the one particular 
transaction? 

Mr. DAVIS. One particular transaction. 

Mr. ALLISON. And one particular fund? 

Mr. DAVIS. One particular fund, That is all there is to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have not had occasion recently to look into 
the matter. I think this amendment was offered by the Senator 
@ year ago. 

r. DAVIS. It was. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was offered to the Indian piers meee bill. 

I think it isa claim, and that it ought to be consi by the 





1898. 
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Commi Claims. I do not believe that we should char, 
Sotians with this fund without their consent. I do not know 
whether or not consent has been given, but it seems to me that 


the 


this, by legislation, is taking a certain sum out of the fund belong- 
ing to the Indians and applying it to a particular purpose; and I 
am very sure if we do that, in a very short time we will find an- 
other bill here to reimburse that fund because we have taken it 
from them without their consent. 

Mr. DAVIS. Let me explain the matter to the Senator. The 
original five hundred thousand and odd dollars belonged to some 
296 Indians and their representatives. Half of it was paid to them. 
Then, arbitrarily, that fund, which belon to the individuals, 
was transferred to the general fund, and thereby other Indians 
who had no right to it under the original scheme became entitled 
to it. They objected to paying the fees. 


Now, in d to the amendment going to the Committee on 
Claims, ill state that it went properly to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 


Mr. ALLISON. I did not mean the Committee on Claims, but 
that it should be considered as a claim. 

Mr. DAVIS. It went to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
was made the subject of very able and clear report. I have seen 
few clearer reports since I have been here. 

Mr. ALLISON. This arises, if I remember correctly, out of 
what is known as the Sisseton and Wahpeton soldiers’ fund—— 

Mr. DAVIS. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. A part of that fund was appropriated and ap- 
plied to the soldiers—— 

Mr. DAVIS. It arose out of the claims of the two or three hun- 
dred Sisseton and Wahpeton Indians who enlisted in the United 
States Army, fighting our battles, when the treaty was set aside 
and the annuities confiscated. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was a provision restoring to that portion of 
the Sissetons whatever it was oe they had lost. 

Mr. DAVIS. Tocertain individuals by name, but it was arbi- 
trarily covered into the fund for the benefit of the entire band. 

Mr. ALLISON. _I think I shall insist upon the point of order on 
the amendment. What I fear about it is that it will result in a 
claim against the United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Iowa 
state the rule to which he refers? 

Mr. ae It is a private claim. That is the only rule I 
know of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Rule XVI, section 4. Does the 
Senator from Minnesota desire to be heard upon the point of 
order? The Chair would be pleased to hear from him. 

Mr. DAVIS. I do not care to debate it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks the amend- 
ment is subject to the point of order, and it is sustained. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concu in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day 
it be to meet on Monday next, unless the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] has some objection. 

The motion was agreed to. 

SOLDIERS’ HOME AT HOT SPRINGS, S. DAK. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 366) for the establishment, control, 
operation, and maintenance of the Northern Branch of the Na- 
tional Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers at Hot Springs, in 
the State of South Dakota. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to appropriate 
$150,000 for the erection of the Northern Branch of the National 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers at Hot Springs, in the 
State of South Dakota; and the further sum of $20,000 for the 
—— ae ae from _ Home of a oo as may — 

y the board of managers, and for equipping an 
maintaining the Home. eo 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JUDSON JONES, 

Mr. DAVIS. I ask consent that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4847) for the relief of Judson Jones. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Patents with amendments, in line 11, after 
the word “time,” to strike out “between” and insert “ within 
ninety days after,” and in line 12, after the word “act,” to strike 
out “and the 1ith day of January, 1898;” so as to make the bill 


Be it enacted, etc., That the copyright of Judson Jones, a citizen of the 
United States residing in the State Minnesota, in and to a book entitled 


“The Alphabet of Orthoepy,” originally published in 1870, is hereby declared 
valid to all intents and purposes, and tite said Judson Jones, author of said 
book, is hereby authorized to file with the Librarian of Congress the title 
thereof as it appears in the printed book aforesaid, and such filing is hereby 

e and red a valid filing if made at any time within ninety days after 
the of this act and the extension of copyright obtained thereon for 
the Dartecn ears following the said llth day of January, 1898, is hereby de- 
clared a valid copyright. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. PETTUS. I shall be obliged to the Senator in charge of 
the bill if he will give us some information as to the reason why 
Congress should decree a ne pn toanyman. Why can he not 
get it under the general law and in proper form? 

Mr. DAVIS. I will state to the Senator from Alabama that it 
does not infrequently happen that there is some flaw in the pro- 
ceedings under the general copyright law or that a defect exists 
in the copyright, which has been cured by an act of this character. 
This matter has been very carefully examined by the House Com- 
mittee and by the SenateCommitteeon Patents. Itseemsvery just 
that this old gentleman should have the copyright on the spelling 
book rectified. As a 5 sence principle, I agree that the matter 
ought to be proceeded with regularly. He tried to do so in this 
case, but through no fault of his there was some miscarriage in 
the chain of his 77} 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let just that part of the report beginning 
‘‘on January 11, 1870,” be read. That will explain the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The portion of the report indi- 
cated will be read. 

The Secretary read from the report submitted by Mr. PLart of 
Connecticut from the Committee on Patents on the 2d instant, as 
follows: 

On January 11, 1870, Judson Jones, a citizen of the United States, then and 
now residing in the State of Minnesota, filed in the office of the clerk of the 
United States district court for the district of Minnesota, at the city of St. 
Paul, in said State, the title- of a little \ book, in the words follow- 
ing, to wit: The Alphabet of Orthoepy and Its Application to Monosyllables, 
by Judson Jones. As author and proprietor of said book, Mr. Jones entered 
into a contract with the St. Paul Press Printing Company by which said com- 
pany undertook to print for and deliver to him an edition of 20,000 copies of 
said book within three months of the filing of said title-page, three months 
being then the legal time limit within which any copyrighted book must be 
ret dating from the filing of the title-page, or else the copyright was 

eld void and invalid under the law. But the printing company before 
aamed did not keep its contract, and it was more than six months from the 
date of filing of said title-page before said printing company began the print- 
ing of said book, and it was some timein August, 1870, before the above-men- 
tioned edition was ready for publication. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


SUFFERERS BY WRECK OF REVENUE CUTTER GALLATIN. 


Mr. LODGE. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 117) for the relief of the sufferers by the 
wreck of the U.S. revenue cutter Gallatin off the coast of Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I shall not object to the consideration of 
the bill, but after it is disposed of I propose to make a privileged 
motion. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It proposes to reimburse the survivors of the 
officers and crew of the U.S. revenue cutter Gallatin, wrecked off 
the coast of Massachusetts on the 6th day of January, 1892, for 
losses sustained by them, respectively, in the wreck of the vessel; 
and appropriates a sum sufficient for carrying out the purposes of 
the act; but the Secretary of the Treasury, in determining the 
amount of such losses, shall in all cases require a schedule and 
sworn statement of loss, and no allowance shall be made for any 
property except that which was useful, necessary, and proper for 
the officers and crew while engaged in the Government service on 
board the revenue cutter. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SENATOR FROM OREGON. 
eg HARRIS. I ask unanimous consent to call up Senate bill 

o. 1629. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Before that is done, I ask the Chair to lay 
before the Senate the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business is be- 
fore the Senate, and is only suspended by the unanimous consent 
given for the consideration of bills called up. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Oregon election case is before the Sen- 


ate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Oregon election case is be- 
fore the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Unless the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
Pettus] desires to speak this afternoon, I wish to suggest that the 
resolution go over until Monday morning. Other Senators will 
then be ready to speak. Of course the Senator from Alabama 
will first have the privilege of completing the remarks which he 
began two days ago. 
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Mr. PETTUS. I have no objection to its going over, sir. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I ask that the unfinished business be 
temporarily laid aside until that time. ow 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business will be 
temporarily laid aside. The Senator from Kansas is recognized. 


FORT HAYS MILITARY RESERVATION, 


Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 1629) granting to the State of Kansas the abandoned 
Fort Hays Military Reservation, in said State, for the purpose 
of establishing western branches of the Kansas Agricultural 
College and of the Kansas State Normal School thereon, and for 
a public park. 

here being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EDWARD H. MURRELL. 


Mr. MARTIN. Iask for the present consideration of the bill 
(S. 3426) for the relief of Edward H. Murrell. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It proposes to pay to Edward H. Murrell $1,409.34, 
that amount having been collected by the Treasury agents of the 
United States from property in New Orleans, La., belonging to 
him, and by them turned over to the Treasury Department. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ESTATE OF JOHN ROACH, DECEASED, 


Mr. BURROWS. Iaskunanimousconsent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 958) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of John Roach, deceased. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the 
bill has been read. 

Mr. BATE. Has the bill been read? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill was read at lengthona 
former occasion. It will be read again if the Senator from Ten- 
nessee desires. 

Mr. BATE. I should like to hear it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That there be paid to the legal representatives of John 
Roach, d , out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, the sum of $61,752.51 in full payment and discharge of the claim of said 
John Roach, deceased, and his assigns, for work done and material furnished 
in the construction of the U. 8. double-ender gunboat Peoria, as per report 
of Thomas O. Selfridge, commodore and = of board, Senate Execu- 
tive Document No. 18, first session of the Thirty-ninth Congress. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SURETIES OF FRANK A. WEBB, 


Mr. PETTUS. I move that the Senate now proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. GRAY. I hope the Senator from Alabama will withhold 
the motion fora moment. Iam going out of town, and I should 
like to have a bill on the Calendar considered. 

Mr. PETTUS. I donot like to stand in the way of the propo- 
sition, but we postponed certain executive business twice. How- 
ever, I will withdraw the motion for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Alabama with- 
draws his motion and the Senator from Delaware has the floor. 

Mr. GRAY. I thank the Senator from Alabama. I ask unani- 
mous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
bill (S. 767) for the relief of the sureties of Frank A. Webb. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with an amendment, to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That Lindley C. Kentand Joseph Jenkins, sureties upon the bond of Frank A. 
Webb for the faithful performance of his contract for the construction, erec- 
tion, and delivery of buildings for the new Port Penn Light Station, Delaware 
(Fourth light-house district), having wy failure on the part of said Webb 
been obliged to complete said contract themselves for said Webb, but at their 
own expense, and having by such unexpected failure of said contractor not 
only been put to great extra cost in such work but also been by the terms of 
the contract subjected to a yery heavy penalty for delayed completion of the 
work due to the said Webb's failure and not to any fault of their own, a 

nalty far in excess of the actual extra expense thereby caused to the United 

tates, be, and are hereby, released from so much of such penalty as is in 
excess of the actual extra expense to the United States by reason of said 
delays; and that the engineer of the Fourth light-house district be, and is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to the said Lindley C. Kent and Joseph 
Jenkins the unpaid balance of the full amount of said contract less the afore- 
said actual extra expense to the United States by reason of said delays: Pro- 
vided, however, That said payment shall not be made until said engineer is 
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satisfied that all materials used and all labor employed in the construction of 
said buildings have been duly paid for. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill for the relief of 


ae C. Kent and Joseph Jenkins, as the sureties of Frank A, 
ebb.” 


OTOE AND MISSOURIA RESERVATION LANDS, 


Mr. PETTUS. Mr, President—— 
Mr. THURSTON. I wish the Senator from Alabama would 


withhold his motion a few moments longer. I have a request 
which I should like to make. 


Mr. PETTUS. For what purpose? 


Mr. THURSTON. I wish to ask for the consideration of a bill, 
Mr. President. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Alabama 
yield for that purpose? 

Mr. PETTUS. I will yield. 

Mr. THURSTON. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 2801) to provide for the revision and 
adjustment of the sales of the Otoe and Missouria Reservation 
lands, in the States of Kansas and Nebraska, and to confirm the 
titles under said sales. It is the bill which I myself tried hard to 
get upon the Indian appropriation billas an amendment yesterday. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. The bill has been read at length. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the 
bill has been read on a former occasion. 

Mr. GEAR. I should like to have it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read at the re- 
quest of the Senator from Iowa. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to revise and adjust on principlesof equity the sales 
of lands in the late reservation of the confederated Otoe an uria tribes 
of Indians, in the States of Nebraska and provided by the act of Con- 
gress approved March 3, 1881, to be appraised and sold in the manner specified 
in said act, and which were sold at public sales at the land office at Beatrice, 
Nebr., in May and December, 1883, and allow to the purchasers of said lands 
at said public sales, their heirs and legal representatives, rebates of the 
amounts respectively paid or agreed to be paid by said purchasers: Provided 
That such rebates shall in each case equal the p for which said tracts of 
land were severally sold in excess of the appraised value thereof, as shown by 
the appraisement made by the commissionersappointed and designated under 


said act. 

Sec. 2. That as soon as practicable after such adjustments such rebates 
shall be severally indo on the certificates and receipts of purchase and 
on the records of the General Land Office; and the Secretary the Interior 
shall cause notice to be given to said purchasers several! the amounts of 
the deferred payments found to be due and unpaid on their respective pur- 
chases under such adjustments; and in default of the pa mt in cash of the 
amounts thus found to be severally due within one year from the date of the 
issuance of such notice, with interest thereon from the date of such adjust- 
ments, the entries of any of said purchasers so in default shall be canceled 
and the lands shall be resold at not less than the appraised price, and in no 
case less than ro per acre, as provided in said act; and where lands have 
been fully paid for and rebate of the purchase money has been allowed by 
the Secretary of the Interior, he shall pay said money within three months 
to said purchaser, his heirs or representatives, out of any money in the 
Treasury derived from the fund received from the sale of said lands, the 

id on the requisition of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Sec. 3. t in all cases of such sales in which the full amount of the ap- 
praised value of the lands sold and the interest thereon has been paid, and 
the sales are in all other res 


regular, the title of the settler, his heirs, or 
legal representatives, shall be, and the same is hereby, in all th approved 
and confirmed, and 


tents shall issue for the same, as in Tr cases of 

final payment under land laws of the United States, without additional 

yment being required therefor: Provided, however, That nothing contained 

fr this act shall be construed to create any liability or obligation on the part 

of the United States, either directly or indirectly, to or in favor of any tribe 

— or members thereof, or to or in favor of any person or persons 
whomsoever. 


Sec. 4. That all acts mae pees of acts inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act are hereby repealed. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 


sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After one hour and twelve min- 
utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 
4 o'clock and 53 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Mon- 
day, February 14, 1898, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 11, 1898. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS, 


John H. Bauman, of Holbrook, Ariz., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Tucson, Ariz., vice Edward R. Monk, term expired. 
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1898. 


REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


George W. Stewart, of Visalia, Cal., to be register of the land 
office at Visalia, Cal., vice Solon B. Patrick, term expired. 


INDIAN AGENT. 


Charles Wilkins, of Pendleton, Oreg., to be agent for the Indians 
of the Umatilla Agency in Oregon, vice George W. Harper, term 
expired 

UNITED STATES CONSULS. 

Jacob H. Thieriot, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States at Lisbon, Portugal, to fill an original vacancy. The 
nomination sent to the Senate on the 7th instant, in which Mr. 
Thieriot was credited to New Jersey, is hereby withdrawn. 

Edwin S. Cunningham, of Tennessee, to be consul of the United 
States at Aden, Asai, vice William W. Masterson, resigned. 


SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Cicero M. Barnett, of Kentucky, to be surveyor of customs for 
the port of Louisville, in the State of Kentucky, to succeed Ben- 
jamin F. Alford, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 


COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


John T. Rich, of Michigan, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Detroit, in the State of Michigan, to succeed John B. 
Molony, whose term of office has expired y limitation. 

Joseph W. Burke, of Alabama, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Mobile, in the State of Alabama, to succeed John J. 
King, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 


UNITED STATES MARSHAL, 


George M. Christian, of Iowa, to be marshal of the United 
States for the southern district of Iowa, vice Frank P. Bradley, 
whose term will expire February 27, 1898. 


CHIEF JUSTICE, OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. } 


John H. Burford, of Oklahoma Territory, to be chief justice of | 
the supreme court of the Territory of Oklahoma, vice Frank 
Dale, whose term expired September 11, 1897. 


ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 


Bayard T. Hainer, of Oklahoma Territory, to be associate jus- 
tice of the supreme court of the Territory of Oklahoma, vice A.G. 
Curtin Bierer, whose term expired January 16, 1898. 


POSTMASTERS, 


Edward McCreary, to be postmaster at Parkersburg, in the 
county of Wood and State of West Virginia, in the place of John 
S. Camden, whose commission expires March 15, 1898. 

James H. Roberts, to be postmaster at Binghamton, in the 
county of Broome and State of New York, in the place of. Charles 
F. Terhune, removed. 

Byron 8S. Dayton, to be postmaster at Middletown, in the county 
of Orange and State of New York, in the place of Charles L. El- 





wood, whose commission expired December 12, 1897. The nomi- 
nation of Bryan 8. Dayton to the above-named office is hereby 
withdrawn. 

George R. Palmer, to be postmaster at Onarga, in the county of 
Iroquois and State of Illinois, in the place of Frederick Bostwick, 
whose commission expires March 19, 1898. 

G. 8. Turrill, to be postmaster at Jefferson, in the county of 
Greene and State of Iowa, in the place of F. R. McCarthy, resigned. 

Luther Swensson, to be postmaster at Lindsborg, in the county | 
of McPherson and State of Kansas, in the place of John R. Lynch, | 
removed. 

Robert R. Perry, to be postmaster at Winchester, in the county 
of Clark and State of Kentucky, in the place of David C. Lisle, 
whose commission expired September 19, 1897. 

David H. Gilchrist, to be postmaster at Gallatin, in the county 
of Daviess and State of Missouri, in the place of John E. Yates, 
resigned, 

James L. Greenlee, to be postmaster at Kahoka, in the county 
.— and State of Missouri, in the place of Hiram N. Martin, 


gned. 

Frank W. Wake, to be postmaster at Genoa, in the county of 
Nance and State of Nebraska, in the place of Charles W. Hoffman, 
whose commission expired September 14, 1897. 

Samuel Andrews, to be postmaster at Wadsworth, in the county 
of Medina and State of Ohio, in the place of Benjamin F’. Sonnen- 
stine, removed. 

R. A. Patton, to be postmaster at South Pittsburg, in the county 
of Marion and State of Tennessee, in the place of Peter Bradshaw, 
removed. 

William L. Trent, to be postmaster at Knoxville, in the county 
of Knox and State of Tennessee, in the place of James M. Gaut, 
whose commission expires February 16, 1898. 
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CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 11, 1898. 
AMBASSADOR. 

Ethan A. Hitchcock, of Missouri, now envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary, to be ambassador extraordinary and 
plenipotentiary of the United States to Russia. 

MINISTER RESIDENT AND CONSUL-GENERAL. 

Owen L. W. Smith, of North Carolina, to be minister resident 

and consul-general of the United States to Liberia. 
CONSULS, 

Lewis M. Berg, of Texas, now vice and deputy consul-general 
at Nuevo Laredo, Mexico, to be consul of the United States at 
Durango, Mexico. : 

Jacob H. Thieriot, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States at Lisbon, Portugal. ; ’ 

George B. Anderson, of the District of Columbia, to be consul 
of the United States at Grenoble, France. : 

Alonzo C. Yates, of Virginia, to be consul of the United States 
at Patras, Greece. : re 

Frederic W. Goding, of Illinois, to be consul of the United 
States at Newcastle, New South Wales. 

SECRETARY OF LEGATION, 

Richard C. Parsons, jr., of Ohio, to be second secretary of the 

embassy of the United States at Rome, Italy. 
COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

William H. Powell, of Illinois, to be collector of internal rev- 
enue for the Thirteenth district of Mlinois. 

James A. Wood, of New Hampshire, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the district of New Hampshire. 

COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 

Frank L. Lee, of Texas. to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Galveston, in the State of Texas. 

John T. Rich, of Michigan, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Detroit, in the State of Michigan. 

David King, of Mississippi, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Natchez, in the State of Mississippi. 

John C, Dancy, of North Carolina, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Wilmington, in the State of North Carolina. 

Henry T. Dunn, of Georgia, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Brunswick, in the State of Georgia. 

SURVEYOR-GENERAL. 

William McMicken, of Olympia, Wash., to be surveyor-general 
of Washington. 

REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

Emil Solignac, of Deming, N. Mex., to be register of the land 
office at Las Cruces, N. Mex. 

COMMISSIONER FOR ALASKA, 

Norman E. Malcolm, of San Jose, Cal., to be a commissioner in 
and for the District of Alaska. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Subsistence Department, 

Lieut. Col. William Hoit Nash, assistant commissary-general of 
subsistence, to be assistant commissary-general of subsistence with 
the rank of colonel. 

Maj. Charles Albert Woodruff, commissary of subsistence, to 
be assistant commissary-general of subsistence. 

Capt. Edward Everett Dravo, commissary of subsistence, to be 
commissary of subsistence with the rank of major. 

First Lieut. Barrington King West, Sixth Cavalry, to be com- 
missary of subsistence. 

Quartermaster’s Department. 

Lieut. Col. James Wall Scully, deputy quartermaster-general, 
to be assistant quartermaster-general. 

Maj. Charles Wilson Williams, quartermaster, to be deputy 
quartermaster-general. _ 

Capt. Crosby Parke Miller, assistant quartermaster, to be quar- 
termaster. 

POSTMASTERS. 

John B. F. Dice, to be postmaster at Morristown, in the county 
of Hamblen and State of Tennessee. 

N. Clifford Nichols, to be postmaster at Leesburg, in the county 
of Loudoun and State of Virginia. 

Fred E. Smith, to be postmaster at Newburyport, in the county 
of Essex and State of Massachusetts. 

Charles L. Hammond, to be postmaster at Quincy, in the county 
of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. 

John 8. Randall, to be postmaster at Covington, in the county 
of Tipton and State of Tennessee. 

Alexander Smith, to be postmaster at Baton Rouge, in the parish 
of East Baton Rouge and State of Louisiana. 
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Corydon Crawford, to be postmaster at Perry, in the county of 
Noble and Territory of Oklahoma. 

John B. Williams, to be postmaster at Norman, in the county 
of Cleveland and Territory of Oklahoma. 

Edward C. Tuttle, to be postmaster at Deckertown, in the county 
of Sussex and State of New Jersey. 

Ross L. Hammond, to be postmaster at Fremont, in the county 
of Dodge and State of Nebraska. 

Thomas B. A. Watson, to be postmaster at Hartington, in the 
county of Cedar and State of Nebraska. 

Stott Mills, to be postmaster at Warwick, in the county of 
Orange and State of New York. 

Frank Yeager, to be postmaster at Lanark, in the county of Car- 
roll and State of Illinois. 

Eugene H. Ash, to be postmaster at Geneseo, in the county of 
Henry and State of Illinois. 

John D. Van Nostrand, to be postmaster at Flushing, in the 
county of Queens and State of New York. 

Stephen D. Boyce, to be postmaster at Port Jervis, in the county 
of Orange and State of New York. 

John Dwyer, to be postmaster at Sandy Hill, in the county of 
Washington and State of New York. 

Nathan Van Wagenen, to be postmaster at New Paltz, in the 
county of Ulster and State of New York. 

Fred C. Nagle, to be postmaster at Dunkirk, in the county of 
Chautauqua and State of New York. 


Levi A. Shove, to be postmaster at Brewster, in the county of | 


Putnam and State of New York. 


Northampton and State of Pennsylvania. 


Henry 8. Blatt, to be postmaster at Ellwood City, in the county | 


of Lawrence and State of Pennsylvania. 

David M. McQuown, to be postmaster at Punxsutawney, in 
the county of Jefferson and State of Pennsylvania. 

Thomas W. Summersides, to be postmaster at Manchester, in 
the county of Delaware and State of Iowa. 

James D. Ferner, to be postmaster at Nevada, in the county of 
Story and State of Lowa. 
Luther Conklin, to be postmaster at Kingsley, in the county of 
Plymouth and State of Iowa. 

erman Jacoby, to be postmaster at San Pedro, in the county 

of Los Angeles and State of California. 

F. A. Lewis, to be postmaster at Marcus, in the county of Chero- 
kee and State of Iowa. 

Thomas Walpole, to be postmaster at Storm Lake, in the county 
of Buena Vista and State of Iowa. 


Angeles and State of California. 

Moses A. Luce, to be postmaster at San Diego, in the county of 
San Diego and State of California. 

T. A. Nelson, to be postmaster at Stockton, in the county of 
San Joaquin and State of California. 

Kenneth McKenzie, to be postmaster at Groton, in the county 
of Brookings and State of South Dakota. 

S. G. Dewell, to be postmaster at Pierre, in the county of 
Hughes and State of South Dakota. , 

Cc. D. Bonestel, to be postmaster at Ventura, in the county of 
Ventura and State of California. 

Byron 8. Dayton, to be postmaster at Middletown, in the county 
of Orange and State of New York. 

Levi L. Aldrich, to be postmaster at Cawker City, in the county 
of Mitchell and State of Kansas. 

David H. Gilchrist, to be postmaster at Gallatin, in the county 
of Daviess and State of Missouri. 

John McPherson, to be postmaster at Blue Rapids, in the county 
of Marshall and State of Kansas. 

James L. Greenlee, to be postmaster at Kahoka, in the county 
of Clark and State of Missouri. 

Charles McC. Lockhart, to be postmaster at Ellinwood, in the 
county of Barton and State of Kansas. 


SENATE. 
MonpDay, February 14, 1898. 


Prayer by Rev. GrorGt E. REED, D. D., LL. D., president of 
Dickinson College, Carlisle, Pa. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Friday last, when,on motion of Mr. KyLk, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

SENATOR FROM TENNESSEE. 
Mr. BATE. A few days ago I presented the credentials of my 
colleague, Senator Turley, and they were received and placed on 
file. I wish to state that he is now here and ready to be sworn 
in, if it is agreeable to the Senate that it shall be done. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the request 
of the Senator from Tennessee, the credentials having heretofore 
been read and recorded? 
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Mr. HALE. What is the request? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The request is that the Senator-elect 
from Tennessee be now sworn in. e Chair hears no objection. 
The Senator-elect will take his place at the Vice-President’s desk. 

Mr. Turley was escorted to the Vice-President’s desk by Mr. 
BATE, and the oath prescribed by law having been administered 
to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 

INDIAN SCHOOLS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 2d instant, a report prepared in the Office of 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, relating to the education of 
Indian children, etc.; which, on motion of Mr. HAWLEY, was, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SEACOAST ORDNANCE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, for the 
consideration of Congress, in connection with the fortifications 
appropriation bill, a letter from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for care, repair, and maintenance of 
seacoast ordnance, $20.000; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Daughters 


| of the American Revolution, praying that the First Census of the 
John W. Jones, to be postmaster at Bangor, in the county of | Tattowt Meotns re ap ot . 


United States be printed in permanent form; which was referred 
to the Committee on Printing. . 

Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of the Epworth League of 
Seneca, Kans,, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit 
the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also presented a memorial of the Trades Assembly of Kansas 
City, Kans., and a memorial of Local Union No. 52, Musicians’ 
Protective Union, of Kansas City, Kans., remonstrating against 
the passage of the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MILLS presented a petition of the Alamo Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, of San Antonio, Tex., and a petition of 
the Independent Order of Good Templars Lodge of Farmersville, 
Tex., praying for the enactment of legislation to protect State 
anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in orig- 


| inal packages on entering any State shall become subject to its 
Eva A. Clapp, to be postmaster at Azusa, in the county of Los | oan & any jec 


laws; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 


| merce. 


Mr. KYLE presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Badger, S. Dak., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in the 
Capitol and all Government buildings; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Badger, S. Dak., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to raise the age of protection for girls to 18 years in 
the District of Columbia and the Territories; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. McLAURIN presented resolutions adopted by the Chamber 
of Commerce of Charleston, 8. C., favoring the adoption of the 
currency report as proposed by the Indianapolis (Ind.) Monetary 
Commission; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce-of 
Charleston, 8. C., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion to regulate and improve the civil service of the United 
States, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Civil Service 
and Retrenchment. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the passage of the so-called Loud 
bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Camp of ex-Soldiers and 
Sons of Soldiers of Rochester, Ind., relative to the equality of 
pensions and certain civil-service reforms; which was referred to 
the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of the First Congressional district of Wiscon- 
sin, praying for the enactment of oon regulating the sale of 
internal-revenue licenses to liquor dealers; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Merchants and Manufac- 
turers’ Association of Milwaukee, Wis., and a petition of the 
Milwaukee Branch of the National League of Commission Mer- 
chants, praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also prosented a petition of the Green Bay Division of the 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers of Wisconsin, and a peti- 
tion of Local Union No. 304, Cigar Makers’ International Union, 





1898. 


, pra for the eee of the so-called eight- 
of Bae Tae — = labor bill; which were referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. ; sn 

Mr. MURPHY presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Cuba, N. Y., praying for the enactment of 
a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Cuba, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to prohibit interstate gambling by telegraph, telephone, or 
otherwise; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Cuba, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to prohibit the interstate and mail circulation of extended 
newspaper descriptions of prize fights; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. ; — 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Cuba, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to prohibit the reproduction of prize fights a the kinetoscope 
or other kindred devices; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. : : 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian bye 
ance Union of Waverly, N. Y., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol 
and all Government buildings; to prohibit interstate gambling by 
telegraph, telephone, or otherwise; to raise the age of protection 
for vale to 18 years in the District of Columbia and the Terri- 
tories; to enact a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; to 
prohibit, so far as the power of Congress extends, the reproduction 
of prize fights by the kinetoscope or other kindred devices and 
the interstate and mail circulation of extended newspaper descrip- 
tions of prize fights; to substitute voluntary arbitration for rail- 
way tations, and to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing 
that cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any State 
shall become subject to its laws; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. . 

He also presented petitions of the Christian Endeavor Society 
of the First Presbyterian Church of Andover; of the Methodist 
Preachers’ Meeting of Syracuse; of the Christian Endeavor Society 
of the First Baptist Church of Andover; of the Independent Or- 
der of Good Fellows of Rushford; of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Cuba; of the Young People’s Society of Chris- 
tian Endeavor of the Seventh-Day Baptist Church of Andover, 
and of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Bergen, all 
in the State of New York, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government 
buildings; which were referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. : 

e also presented petitions of the compreustion of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Andover; of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 

rance Union of Fillmore; of the congregation of the Seventh- 
Day Baptist Church of Andover; of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 

rance Union of Wynantskill; of the congregation of the First 

ptist Church of Andover; of the Salamanca Vivian, and of 
sundry citizens of Bolivar, all in the State of New York, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette 
laws by providing that cigarettes imported in original packages 
on entering any State shall become subject to its laws; which 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Cumberland, R. I., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in 
all Government buildings; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of officers and employees of the 
Post-Office Department, in the city of Washington, praying that 
the Library of Congress be opened at night; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. PETTIGREW presented a memorial of 49 citizens of Cham- 
berlain and Flandrean, in the State of South Dakota, remonstrat- 
ing against the enactment of a general bankruptcy law; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

e also presented the petition of T. N. Foster and 21 members 
of the bar of South McAlester, Ind. T., raying that a right of 
appeal be granted from the decisions of United States courts in 

citizenship cases in that Territory; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented sundry papers in support of the bill (S. 1484) 
for the relief of Daniel Martin; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented sundry papers in support of the bill (S. 1793) 
to correct the military record of Hen . Dow; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented petitions of the Woman's Chris- 

Temperance unions of Ashland, Concord, Sanbornville, 
Meredith, Epping, Raymond, Sutton, Peterboro, Farmington, 
Grantham, North Haverhill, Marlboro, and East Candia; of the 
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Christian Endeavor Society of Ashland, and of the Young People’s 
societies and the Woman’s Christian Temperance unions of the 
Free Baptist Church, the Congregational Church, the First Bap- 
tist Church, and the Methodist Church, of Somersworth, all in the 
State of New Hampshire, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes 
imported in original packages on entering any State shall become 
subject to its laws; which were referred to the Committee on In- 
terstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance unions of North Haverhill, Sanbornville, Webster, Ray- 
mond, Somersworth, and Grafton, all in the State of New Hamp- 
shire, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit interstate 
gambling by telegraph, telephone, or otherwise; which were re- 

erred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance unions of Concord, North Haverhill, Raymond, Lisbon, 
Somersworth, Sanbornville, Webster, and Farmington, all in the 
State of New Hampshire, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to substitute voluntary arbitration for railway strikes; which were 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance unions of North Haverhill, Concord, Raymond, Epping, Web- 
ster, Lisbon, Somersworth, Sanbornville, and Manchester, all in the 
State of New Hampshire, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to protect the first day of the week as a day of rest in the District 
of Columbia; which were referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance unions of North Haverhill, Raymond, Lisbon, Manchester, 
Webster, and Farmington, all in the State of New Hampshire, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the interstate 
and mail circulation of extended newspaper descriptions of prize 
fights; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance unions of North Haverhill, Sunapee, Raymond, Epping, 
Lisbon, Somersworth, Farmington, Webster, and Sanbornville, 
all in the State of New Hampshire, and of the Washington Divi- 
sion, Divisional Staff of the Salvation Army; of the congregation 
of the Douglas Memorial Methodist Episcopal Church, of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of the Hamline Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church, and of the Le Droit Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, all in the city of Washington, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors 
in all Government buildings; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance unions of Raymond, Webster, Lisbon, Somersworth, San- 
bornville, North Haverhill, and Haverhill, all in the State of New 
Hampshire, praying for the enactment of legislation to raise the 
age of protection for girls to 18 years in the District of Columbia 
and the Territories; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. McBRIDE presented petitions of the congregation of the 
Grand Avenue United Presbyterian Church, of Portland; of the 
congregation of the Tuahpan Plains Presbyterian Church, of 
Hillsboro; of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Brooke, and of the congregation of the Christian Church of Day- 
ton, all in the State of Oregon, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that ciga- 
rettes imported in original packages on entering any State shall 
become subject to its laws; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a memorial of the board of health 
of Michigan, remonstrating against the passage of Senate bill No. 
1063, for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 370 citizens of West Branch, 
Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol and all Government 
buildings; which was referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a memorial of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Los Angeles, Cal., remonstrating against the adoption 
of certain proposed modifications of the civil-service laws; which 
was referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrench- 
ment. 

He also presented a memorial of the Theatrical Employees’ Pro- 
tective Union of San Francisco, Cal., remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of California, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to protect State anti- 
cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in original 
packages on entering any State shall become subject to its laws; 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Mabel, Minn., praying for the 
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enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors 
in the Capitol and all other Government buildings; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Lake Seamen, District No, 
2, International Seamen’s Union of America, praying for the pas- 
sage of Senate biil No. 95, to amend the laws relating to Ameri- 
can seamen, for the protection of such seamen, and to promote 
commerce; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Chamber of Com- 
merce of St. Paul, Minn., favoring the enactment of the currency 
bill as proposed by the Indianapolis (Ind.) monetary commission; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Minnesota Commandery of 
the Military Order of the Loyal Legion of the United States, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to establish a national mili- 
tary park to commemorate the campaign, siege, and capture of 
Vicksburg; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
St. Panl, Minn., and a memorial of the Civic Federation of the 
city of Duluth, Minn., remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation restricting or limiting the operations of the present 
civil-service laws; which were referred to the Committee on Civil 
Service and Retrenchment, 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Susan S. Fessenden, presi- 
dent, and Ruth B. Baker, secretary, of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Massachusetts, and a petition of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Leicester, Mass., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to raise the age of protection for girls to 
18 years in the District of Columbia and the Territories; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. . 

He also presented the petition of Susan 8. Fessenden, president, 
and Ruth B. Baker, secretary, of the Woman’s Christian Temiper- 
ance Union of Massachusetts, and a petition of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Leicester, Mass., praying for the 
enactment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; 
which were referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also me ented the petition of Susan 8S. Fessenden, president, 
and Ruth B. Baker, secretary, of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of husetts, and a petition of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Leicester, Mass., praying for the 
enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of Pomme gn iquors 
in all Government buildings; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Leicester, Mass., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to prohibit kinetoscopic reproductions of pugilistic en- 
counters in the District of Columbia and the Territories, and the 
interstate transportation of materials of the same; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He alse presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Leicester, Mass., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the transmission by mail or interstate com- 
merce of newspaper descriptions of prize fights; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Leicester, Mass., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to substitute voluntary arbitration for mya 3 fo reg 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Leicester, Mass., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the interstate transmission of lottery mes- 

s and other gambling matter by telegraph; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Mr. BERRY presented a petition of the Washington County 
Medical Society, of Fayetteville, Ark., praying for the adoption of 
a uniform system of quarantine regulations to prevent the spread 
of yellow fever; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Heaith and National Quarantine. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of the Indian 
Territory, praying for the enactment of legislation restricting 
immigration; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM. I presenta joint resolution of the general as- 
sembly of the State of Illinois, in favor of the ratification of the 
treaty annexing Hawaii. I think perhaps it ought to be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Shall it be read in open Senate or in 
executive session? 

Mr, CULLOM. Is itnot proper to have itread in open Senate? 

Mr. FRYE. It is. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed, in the 
absence of objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


[State of Illinois, Fortieth general quoualiy special session. House joint 
resolution No. 3.] 

Whereas on June 15, 1897, the President of the United States caused an 
annexation treaty to be negotiated with the Republic of Hawaii, which was, 
on the léth day of June, , transmitted to the Senate of the United States 
for confirmation; and 

Whereas there are material advantages incidental to the possession and 
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control of the Hawaiian Islands because of the recognized strategic value of 
their geogra cet Pee iae, Sae Comeneneal Se ‘oe tip 

Whereas Hawaiian vainten, nm, material, social 
development are the direct t of effort, annexation 
desired on the part of both the people of the United States and Hawaiian 
— Therefore, 

e it resolved by the house o, tatives of the Fortieth general assembly 
(the senate concurring herein), we heartily commend the position taken 
by the Senators from this State in favor of annexation, and request their con- 
tinued exertion in this direction; and should the matter be presented to 


Congress in the form of we the cooperation of the mem- 
bers from this State in the or Hawa af ; 


Congress; am 

Resolved, That this preamble and resolution be printed, and that the 
clerk of the house be directed to forward copies to the Senators and Represent 
atives in Congress from this State. 


Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TOURPIE. I call attention to the fact that the attestation 
was not read by the Secretary. I should like to hear it. 
is The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the attesta- 


on. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
Speaker the mi Represen tati 
0. Ouse 0) ves. 
, HENDRICK V. FISHER, 
President of the Senate. 
Adopted by the house of representatives Fewuery 8, 1898. 


A. REEVE, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives, 
Concurred in by the senate February 9, 1898. 
w J. H. PADDOCK, 
Secretary of the Senate, 


Mr. CULLOM. As the treaty is before the Senate in executive 
session, I suppose the petition may be laid on the table. 

The petition was laid on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Duquoin Iron Works 
Company, of Duquoin, Il, praying for the establishment of an 
international bank; which was referred to the Committee on For- 
a Relations. 

© also presented the petition of J. C. Brooks, of Charleston, 
Ill., praying that all railroad tickets be issued by the Interstate 
Commerce Commission; which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of W. H. Jenkins, of Pontiac, Il., 
praying for the of Senate bill No. 1616, to increase the 
pension of maimed soldiers and sailors of the late war; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Typographical Union No. 
827, of Lincoln, fl., pra for ee the so-called eight- 
hour, prison-labor, and anti-injunction ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a Py come of the United Brotherhood of Car- 

mters and Joiners of America, of , IL, and a petition of 
Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 191, of 
the passage of the so-called t-hour bill and the prison-labor 
gen which were referred to Committee on Education and 

r. 

He also presented the memorial of Drs. D. S. and L. A. Clark, 
of Rockford, Ill., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Warren- 
ton, Ill., remonstrating against the annexation of the Hawaiian 
Islands; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorials of Dr. A. N. , of Aledo; 
of Dr. ~. : ny © aes S Dr. L. H. Me i of or 
cago; of Henry F. Lewis, o' cago; rapeeeeson nion, No. 
291, of Aurora; of the Sanitarium, of Jackson and of the 
Medical Society of Kankakee, all in the State of , remon- 
strating against the passage of the so-called anti-vivisection bill; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. , 

He also presented petitions of the Merchants’ Association of 
Boston, Mass.; of the of of Jacksonville, Fla.; of the 
New York Board of Trade and Transportation; of the Board of 
= - bale ener ey 2 of the ae of a of oe 

yurg, Pa., praying for passage-o so-called anti-scal 
ticket bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. ving 
Rockeiy of Kavienaeclil-reimcmstnigr agitieth tes paeptiae 08 

iety, of Kewanee, Ill. , rem 8 oO 
so-called anti-vivisection bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Makers’ Union No. 41, of 
Aurora, Iil., remons © passage of the so-called 
anti-scalping ticket bill; w was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the wholesale and retail jewelry 
and kindred trades of Chicago, Tll., pra: for the enactment of 


—— on to reform the currency laws, upon the uivo- 
— of the gold standard; which was ordered on 
¢ and sur- 


the tab 
He also presented a memorial of ees ean 
e of Senate 
of cru to animals in 


of Galena, Ill., remonstrating 
ill No. 1068, for the further 
the District of Columbia; ch was ordered to lie on the table. 
ois trating against aa commas at Seah teal 
nois, remons a - 
on which was ordered to lie on the table, 
also presented petitions of the Perry County Sunday School, 


orris, Ml., ee 
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ment ee which were referred to the Committee on Public 
an 


Buildi Grounds. 

. BAR ted a petition of the congregation of the First 
oS Ce pet ition of the 
ited Presbyterian 


ported in original 
subject to its laws; which were referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. ‘ > . 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the First 
Baptist Church, of West Des Moines, Iowa, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to raise the age of protection for girls to 18 
years in the District of Columbia and the Territories; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the First 
Baptist Church, of West Des Moines, Iowa, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in 
all Government buildings; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings Grounds. ¢ 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the First 
Baptist Church, of West Des Moines, Iowa, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to exclude illiterate immigrants; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of the students of the dental de- 

ent of the State University of lowa, lowa City; of the Med- 

ical Society of Council Bluffs; of 75 citizens of Iowa City, and of 
77 citizens of Iowa City, all in the State of Iowa, remonstrating 


against the of Senate bill No. 1063, for the further preven- 
tion of ity to animals in the District of Columbia; which were 


ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of the officers and mem- ” 2 . 3 oe 
; t Infautry, National Guard of Mis- en 8p roved January 12, 1895, to report it without 


bers of the Second 
souri, praying that Senate bill No. 2876, to promote the efficiency 
of the mibtian be amended so as to provide that the annual appro- 
priation for this be not less than $1,000,000; which was 
referred to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Western Implement Dealers’ 
Association, praying that the Haskell Institute, at Lawrence, 
Kans., discontinue their competition with the retail dealers in the 
distribution of their manufactures at that institution, etc.; which 
was referred to tiie Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Diamond Lodge, No. 65, Knights 
of Pythias, of Slater, Mo., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion securing from the Government a lease right, with hot-water 
privileges, to a piece of ground on the United States reservation 


at Hot Springs, for the purpose of establishing a national Pythian | 


sanitarium; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Young Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of South Greenfield, Mo., praying for the 
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the supreme court of the District of Columbia jurisdiction to take 

proof of the execution of wills affecting real estate, and for other 

eens. reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
reon. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2798) to amend section 5 of an act entitled “An act to 
punish the carrying or selling of deadly or dangerous weapons 
within the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved July 13, 1892, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a report thereon. . 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 3472) to incorporate the Masonic Temple Association of 
the District of Columbia, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a rt thereon. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by himself 
on the 7th instant, also the amendment submitted by himself on 
the 8th instant and three amendments submitted by himself on 
the 10th instant, intended to be proposed to the District of Colum- 
bia appropriation bill, repor favorably thereon, and moved 
that they be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to the District of Columbia appropriation 
bill; which was ordered to be printed and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. GorMAN on the 8th instant, in- 
tended to be proposed to the District of Columbia appropriation 
bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed 
to. 

BULLETINS OF BUREAU OF EDUCATION. 


Mr. LODGE. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3645) to amend “An act providing 
for the public printing and binding and the distribution of public 


ask for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill; which was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 73, page 614, of volume 28, United States 
Statutes at Large, after paragraph 5, on that page, be amended as follows: 

“Ofthe bulletins and circulars of information of the Bureau of Educa- 
tion, 25,000 copies, 5,000 copies for the Senate, 10,000 copies for the House of 
Representatives, and 10,00) copies for distribution by the Commissioner of 
Education.” 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
WAR IN CUBA. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am directed by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Nebraska | Mr. ALLEN], intended to be proposed to 
the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill, to report it back 
and submit a report thereon; which I ask may be read. It is not 
an extensive report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report of the Committee on For- 


enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by | eign Relations will be read. 


roviding that ci tes im in original Ss on enter- | 
oe ported riginal packages 


g any become subject to itslaws; which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the C mters’ District Council, 
United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, of St. 
Louis, Mo., and a petition of n Lodge, No. 18, Brotherhood 
of Railroad Trainmen, of Sedalia, Mo., praying for the passage of 
the so-called eight-hour bill, the prison-labor bill, the anti-injunc- 
tion bill, and the seamen’s bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented the memorial of R. M. Tuttle and 
sundry other citizens of Mandan, N. Dak., remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation to establish a division in the Treasury 
Department for the regulation of insurance among the several 
States, and for other purposes; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented a petition of the Board 
of Trade of aa Conn., praying for the completion and 
ownership of the Nicaragua anal | by the Government; which 
was referred to the Select i on the Construction of the 
Nicaragua Canal, 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 
9th instant, intended to be proposed to the diplomatic and consu- 


ler appropriation bill, favorably t 
that it be referred to the senenAe ropriations, without 


with the accompan papers; which was agreed ta. 
a. FAULKNER, from the Comittee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1910) conferring on 








The Secretary read as follows: 


The Senate referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to the consular and diplomatic appropriation 
bill passed by the House of Representatives and now under consideration by 
the Senate Committee on Appropriations, in these words: 

“That acondition of public war exists between the Government of Spain 
and the government proclaimed and for some time maintained by force 
arms by the people of Cuba.and that the United States of America sh: 
maintain a strict neutrality between the contending powers, according to 
each all the rights of belligerents in the ports and territory of the United 
States." 





In terms this proposed amendment is identical with a joint resolution which 
passed the Senate on the 20th day of May, 1897, was sent to the House of Rep- 





resentatives, and referred to a standing committee of that body, where it is 
still pending. 

In the adoption of that joint resolution the Senate, after full debate and 
mature consideration, gece what it conceived to bea solemn duty to 
our country that was demanded by a proper regard for the rights and wel- 
fare of our own ple. ‘Their love of justice, humanity, liberty, and inde- 
pendence of foreign o (i constrained our people to seeurd the perse- 
cuted native people of Cuba with earnest sympathy, and caused them to ad 
mire and applaud the heroism in the defense of their homes and families 
a most atrocious violence. In this demonstration of sympathy with 
the cause of the Republic of Cuba our people, almost with one accord, admit- 
ted their obedience to the obligations and duties of Christian civilization, and 
de the intervention of our Government against their cruel abuse and 


abandonment by Spain in the war of extermination now being conducted 
against the Cuban ple. 

This committee has found no reason for suggesting the modification of the 
action of the Senate on that resolution in any part of the ae of the War 
in Cuba. The necessity for thataction has been made more manifest since the 
passage of this resolution by the terrible and unexampled wrongs to human- 

ty in process of perpetration by Spain against her former subjects, and now 

more realized in the extermination of noncombatants by tens of thou- 

sands and their starvation ry military orders in groups of hundreds of 
who, lingering, still live. 

The Senate has nothing to regret or to modify as to the action that was 
at eal bee of the resolution now resented for its action, 
and y invites the concurrence of the House of Representatives. 


In ali parliamentary usage, and in accord with the spirit of our institutions, 
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the Houses in their action upon all questions presented to them are entirely 
free and independent in their deliberations and votes. It is needless to say 
that any attempt to coerce one of the Houses of Congress by the action of 
the other is derogatory to the welfare of the country, and it isa high duty 
of each House to avoid giving to the other any reasonable ground of com- 
plaint or appreeanten of such a purpose. 

It is, on the contrary, an imperative duty that such a suspicion should be 
made fairly impossible. The Government must be supported, and the neces- 
sary appropriations for the consular and diplomatic service are of vital im- 
portance. Under existing conditions it is not an unreasonable supposition 
that it will be in the nature of compulsion or coercion of the House of Repre- 
sentatives if the Senate should place upon that bill an amendment in the 
same terms with the joint resolution heretofore adopted by the Senate, which 
is still pending in the House of Representatives. 

It is more clearly a reasonable inference that such would be the purpose 
of the Senate, because the same effort was made in the House of Representa- 
tives, on the —— of the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill, to 
— this proposed amendment upon that bill, and the motion was lost 

hrough the action of that body. 

The desire of the committee that the joint resolution adopted by the Sen- 
ate should be adopted by the House of Representatives is earnest and unani- 
mous, but they do not recommend that any action should be taken in the 
Senate that willorcanin any way be considered by that honorable bod 
interference with their perfect tr 
tions upon any measure. 


ree recommends that the proposed amendment be laid upon 
© table. 


as an 
eedom and independence in their delibera- 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, a word of explanation is per- 
haps necessary in order to show what the nature of the action of 
= committee has been on this motion to amend an appropriation 

ill. 

It has not occurred within the time that I have enjoyed the 
honor of being a member of that committee that a motion to 
amend an appropriation bill has been reported back adversely by 
the committee. The circumstances attending this particular case 
are so weighty, so important in the estimation of the people of the 
United States and of the world, that it is necessary to make, as 
the committee have made, some statement of the ground upon 
which they decline to recommend the amendment. 

It will be observed that that statement does not in the slightest 
degree make a suggestion against the merits of the amendment. 
It only goes to the extent of saying that it would be considered 
probably as in the nature of a coercion of the House of Repre- 
sentatives if we should take up here as an amendment to an appro- 
priation bill a joint resolution which had already passed the Sen- 
ate and is now pending, awaiting the deliberations of the House 
in one of its committees. The precise status of the amendment 
before the Senate at this moment of time is that the committee 
recommend that it shall lie upon the table. No action of that 
sort will be proposed by me or, I sup , by anyone else now. 
When the appropriation bill comes up, if the Senator who offered 
the amendment still thinks that he has the right under the rules 
of the Senate to insist upon it, notwithstanding the failure of the 
committee to recommend it, and if he can persuade the Senate 
that it is in order, of course that is his privilege. I do not pro- 
pose to take any step now to cut him off from that full privilege 
of offering the amendment in the Senate whenever the bill shall 
come before the body. 

I do not desire, Mr. President, to goany further into the circum- 
stances, which are so difficult and so embarrassing and so calcu- 
lated to stir the public mind, in the condition of the war in Cuba 
at the present moment. There will be a later occasion, probably 
this morning, when I may have an opportunity of subanitting 
some remarks upon that subject. 

Mr. ALLEN. What disposition does the Senator propose to 
make of the amendment? 

Mr. MORGAN. I merely submit the report and recommend 
that the amendment lie upon the table, but 1 do not propose—— 

Mr. GRAY. The committee recommended it. 

Mr. MORGAN. The committee recommend that it lie on the 
table, and not for present action. 

Mr. ALLEN. Would the Senator construe that into a recom- 
mendation of indefinite postponement? 

Mr. MORGAN. No; the recommendation is that it shall lieon 
the table. It is within the reach of the Senate. The amendment 
will lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will permit me, I do not under- 
stand that to be either a favorable oran unfavorable report. Itis 
between the extremes. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is a favorable report upon the merits, upon 
the subject-matter of the proposed amendment, but it is an unfa- 
vorable report as to ecg” 3 it on the appropriation bill. 

Mr. AL I think the committee ought to be willing to as- 
sume some degree of responsibility, and say that they will recom- 
mend it or decline to do so. 

Mr. GRAY. MayI make asuggestion to the Senator from Ala- 
bama? I understood from the report that the committee had rec- 
ommended, after stating the reasons, that the amendment lie upon 
the table, on the ground that it is not proper to put it on the appro- 
priation bill. That is the whole of it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; but while lying upon the table it would 
still be in the reach of any Senator to move the amendment in the 
Senate, if he disagreed with the parliamen 


attitude in which 
the matter stands at this moment of time on recommendation 
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of the committee. We did not want to cut off the Senator from 
Nebraska from any opportunity that he might think he possessed 
of moving the amendment in the Senate, which of course he hasa 
right to do, and to have it considered by the Senate, if the amend- 
ment is not of that class which depends upon the recommendation 
of a committee. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr, President, just a word, and then I shall ask 
to have the status of this pro amendment fixed. There can 
be nothing in the statement that it is in the nature of coercing the 
House. The House has the right and it has the power to tor 
to reject this proposed amendment, as it may see fit; and the 
friends of this measure can scarcely be put aside or the country 
misled by the statement that to place the p amendment on 
the diplomatic and consular appropriation would be in the 
nature of coercion. 

I hope the amendment may lie on the table, subject to be called 
up and offered to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill. 

Mr, MORGAN. That is exactly where it is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS FOR UNITED STATES COURTS, ETC. 


Mr. HALE. Lamdirected by the Committee on Appropriations, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7933) making appropriations 
for expenses of United States courts, to report it with amendments. 
I ask that the bill may be considered now. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was 
to add to the bill the following: 

PUBLIC PRINTING ‘AND BINDING. 
the- publi inting, for th blic binding, and for the 
printing: iclading the cust of prin ing See dengieh ane eteocediangn tien. 
gress in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, for lithographing, mapping, and 
engraving for both Houses of Congress, including salaries or Canpemention of 
ali necessary clerks and employees, for labor (by the day, piece, or contract), 
and for rents and all the necessary abectels which may be needed in the 


prosecution of the work, $300,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to add to the bill the following: 
pe Sean of the Navy 
cadets at the Naval Academy, 
tion and 
partment. 


Training vessel for Naval Academy: To enable the 
to execute the contract for the construction of 
sail, to be used for the training of 


lied b 
Bhe additional sum of ,000 is hereby Cs pt ak yee for the com 
outfit of the said vessel upon the plans and specifications of the 


The amendment was agreed to. , 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill making appropria- 
tions for expenses of United States courts, and for other purposes.” 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3656) to pension Thomas 
Summers; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3657) granting a on to Benja- 
min F. Bell; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3658) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the army record of Rogers Cunningham; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. F 

Mr. MASON introduced a bill (S. 3659) to grant a pension to 
Elizabeth Sadler; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3660) granting a Faye «a Thomas 
Edsall, of Grafton, [l.; which was read twice by its title,and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (S. 3661) to authorize the pur- 
chase of the property known as the Corcoran Art Gallery, in the 
= of Wash mn, D. C.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the mittee on oe mg gum 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill ( } concerning carriers en- 
gaged in interstate commerce, and employees; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. KYLE. Ishould like to have the bill printed to-day i. 
sible and delivered to the Committee by to-morrow. I move that 
the bill be referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3668) to establish 
a uniform system of eee, throughout the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 8664) for the relief of the estate 
of William Crutchfield, deceased, late of Chattan , Tenn.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the mittee 


on Claims. 
Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 3665) granting a pension to 
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Mary : which was read twice by its title, and, with the| Mr. GORMAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
peat Bane on Fh " referred to the Conanittes on Pensions, posed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which 


Mr. WINS introduced a bill ¢ 3666) for the relief of | was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 


ward Byrne; which was read twice by its title, and referred to | be printed. 
io Committee on Mili Affairs. Mr. HANSBROUGH submitted an amendment intended to be 
Mr. SHOUP introd a bill (S. 3667) for the relief of Edward | proposed by him to the bill (S. 3546) for the reference of certain 
Strider; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the | claims against the Government of the United States to the Court 
Committee on Military Affairs. of Claims; which was referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
He also introduced a bill (S. 3668) granting an increase of pen- | ordered to be printed. 
sion to Ephriam C. Baldwin; which was read twice by its title,| He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. him to the bill (H. R. 5975) extending the homestead laws and 
Mr. CARTER introduced a bill (S. 3669) granting a pension to | providing for right of way for railroads in the District of Alaska, 
Susan Buck; which was read twice by its title, and referred to | and for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee on 


the Committee on Pensions. Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. HOAR introduced a bill = osty Devoe eee = sup- FREE SILVER COINAGE. 
press oe aaa ek With the <ianibapied pasar, vo. Mr. ALLEN. For the purpose of submitting some remarks, I 


: desire to call up resolution No. 220, relating to the free and unre- 

erred to the ittee on Territories. . . ' » g to x . 
tere NELSON introduced a bill (8. 3671) to authorize the Sec- ee es wae Wiat walt 
retary of the Interior to fulfill certain treaty stipulations with i Vice PRESIDENT” The secgluti 

, . i : - S NT. 1e resolution will be read. 
the Chippewa Indians of the Mississippi and of Lake Superior, The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. ALLEN on 
and making eae the same; sew wy Ata’ twice | the Tth ultimo “a follows: oe 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. te sn anioee . le . ~* 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3672) granting a pension to Capt. | ;,,/"tor the consent of torelan nations, bomm wad thereafter Sono ait. 

Oscar Taylor; which was read twice by its title, and referred to | free and gnrestricted coinage of standard sliver ot the present legal ratio of 
+ i | of sta dsilver to rt of stanc old; tsuc i 
eT uaoet sO (Ss 8673) to increase the pension of be supplemented oy a safe and sound sattonal oer money, eo bo enue ab 
® Jin L nd Battery F. First U ip 1 States rectly by the Government and without the intervention of banks, which 
Charles Rile : of Battery an attery i, first United ota should be a full legal tender for all debts, public and private, and should be 
Artillery; which was read twice by its title,and referred to the | ee in jem emnount eutictent.to meet the Gomandsot tee business po gelation 
$ © CO a ‘este 8 Cc yrices 0 a r ac or ction; 
gn: tg ar a bill (S. 8674) regulating the rank a an increase of — yubiic interest-bearing a = pro ibited, and 
‘ . ° r $ « « o oT SO > y cific act 
and pay of warrant officers; which was read twice by its title, and authorizing, the same, and then only in cases of Preasing necessity; that ‘all 
y ; t 1. i viduals emonetize or diseri te t 
rier akan UA Simi, deter ana| 2 ee ees ea an a 
» , , ont, s » + o S« 
report the facts to the establishment of free public high- | of lawful money in which they ve to be paid, and such Sptien should ‘Rover 
ways into the Yosemite National Park, and appropriating moneys be surrendered to the holders of Government securities. 
therefor; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Mr.ALLEN. Mr. President, as government involves the safety 
Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. and happiness of the governed, it is evident that anything that does 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3676) to place Frank F.Carnduff | not contribute to oneor both of these ends is inimical to the progress 
on the pension roll at the rate of $30 month; which was read | of the human race and should be changed as speedily as possible. 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. That government is best which gives to the individual the greatest 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 3677) to indemnify the heirs | measure of personal liberty consistent with the right of others. No 
of Theodore Borgfeldt for the loss of the schooner Monte Christo; | man can truthfully say he is master of himself, for he is subject to 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee _ eh alent _ his eoemeoten, a and a mold, are 
on Claims. a in a large degree by his surroundings. e is by force of 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 3678) to authorize | circumstances compelled to yield some of his natural rights for the 
the loyal Creek Indians, Indian Territory, to bring suit in the | common good, or otherwise society could not long exist, and, as in 
Court of Claims for damages commit upon their property; | the animal world, the stronger destroys the weaker, the process of 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee —— — oe until — few remained and civilization 
on Indian Affairs. and progress wou at an end. 

Mr. MASON introduced the following bills; which were sever- That government, then, which affords to all a full measure of 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on | protection in their personal and individual rights and encourages 
7 . : liberal education, and that deals justly in financial and ot} 

ims: ali ion, stly al and other 

A bill (5S. 3679) to relieve the heirs of Leon Frank, deceased, and | legislation, so that all may have full opportunity for progress 
to give the Court of Claims jurisdiction, and to remove the bar of | and advancement, is the best, and that form of government, by 
statute of limitation (with an ores per); whatever name it may be called, that curtails any of these rights 

A bill (5.3680) for the relief of Sarah Friedman; and is wrong. 

A as S. 3681 wd the ae the owners and occupants of as the —ooee - orang _— ee and possibly of taxing 
Camp er, in County, Ml. the patience of the Senate, [ shall make a somewhat extended 

Mr. MASON iceminonee i bill (S. 3682) for the relief of Peter | review of the financial history of the United States from the 
Casey, late captain Company H, Ninetieth Regiment Illinois Vol- | beginning of the civil war in 1861 to the close of the fiscal year 
unteer Infantry; which was read twice by its title, and, with | June 30, 1897. My purpose is to set at rest, as far as I can by a 
= accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Military | thorough eummnaaeee, <0 cee eames, and po authentic 

airs. data, many questions that have nm in dispute. shall not only 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3683) directing the Secretary of War | quote liberally, but I shall refer to books and pages where the 
to investigate the claim of John C. Phillips; which was read twice | matter I set forth can be found, so that whoever may do me the 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili Affairs. honor of reading my remarks will have no hesitancy in quoting 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 3684) for the relief of | the facts I shall state, with the full assurance that they are abso- 
Joseph Tousaint, alias Touzin; which was read twice by its title, | lutely reliable and to be found in the books from which they 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on | purport to be taken. 
the Judiciary. I shal! show by facts and figures that a conspiracy was set on 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3685) granting a ion to Magnus | foot early in the history of the civil war to loot the Treasury, sad- 
J. Cohn; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- | dle on the people a perpetual interest-bearing national debt, and 
ag , referred to the Committee on Pensions. transfer the sovereign power of making money from the Govern- 

Mr. introduced a bill (S. 3686) to encou American | ment, where it rightfully belongs, to private corporations. I shall 
ee which was read twice by its title, and referred to | point ws specifically some of the consequences of the legislation 

mimi on Commerce. reviewed. 

It is quite a common mistake for the people to believe that the 
Government has no power to issue money beyond that found in 
a — of section 8, Article I, of the Constitution, which 
r as follows: 

That Con; shallhave power * * * tocoinmoney, regulate the value 
thereof, and of foreign coins, and fix the standard of weights and measures. 

I shall show by undoubted authority that this is not the only 
constitutional provision clothing Congress with the power to 





AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 


Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
ee to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


Mr. PETTIGREW submitted two amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (S. 3545) for the adjustment and pay- 


eT 


ment of certain claims the Government of the United | make money, but that under the power “to regulate commerce 
States; — we referred to the Committee on Claims, and | with foreign nations, and among the several States, and with the 


Indian tribes,” Congress has undoubted right to issue and place 
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in circulation such a volume of full legal-tender paper money as 
may be deemed essential for the use of the people. 

In 1861 and 1862, Salmon P. Chase, of Ohio, was Secretary of the 
Treasury. He was aman of mature years, of great learning and 
experience as a lawyer, and was made Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court on his retiremegt from the Treasury, Mr. Chase 
urged Congress to authorize him to establish national banks and 
issue legal-tender notes of the Government, and in the discussion 
of the constitutional power to do so, on page 20 of his report, under 
date of December 9, 1861, he said: 

If the Secretary has omitted the discussion of the question of the consti- 
tutional power of Congress to put this plan into operation, it is because no 


argument is necessary to establish the a that the power to regu- 
late commerce and the value of coin includes the power to regulate the cur- 


rency of the country, or the collateral proposition that the power to effect 
the end includes the power to adopt the necessary and expedient means. 


Epraking of the same subject, on page 17 of the same report, he 
said: 


It has been well questioned by the most eminent statesmen whether acur- 
rency of bank notes, issned by local institutions under the State laws, is not, 
in fact, prohibited by the national Constitution. Such emissions certain! 
fall within the spirit, if not within the letter, of the constitutional hibi- 
tion of the emission of bills of credit by the States, and of the ing by 
_— of anything except gold and silver coin a legal tender in payment of 

ebts. 

However this may be, it is too clear to be reasonably es that Con- 
gress, under its constitutional em to lay taxes, to re te commerce, 
and to regulate the value of coin, s ample authority to control the 
credit circulation which enters so largely into the transactions of commerce 
and affects in so many ways the value of coin. 


Benjamin H. Bristow, another eminent lawyer, was Secretary 

of the Treasury in 1874, and on the 7th day of December of that 

ear made his financial report to Congress, in which, on page 14, 
e said: 

[t is not intended to call in question the constitutional validity of the legal- 
tender acts, nor the wisdom of those who, in the midst of a rebellion which 
taxed the utmost resources and energies of the nation, deemed the issue of 
such notes essential to success. peated adjudications of the highest judi- 


cial tribunal of the land sustaining their validity must be accepted as con- 
clusive of the question. 


On page 88 of Moulton’s Science of Money and American 
Finances it is said: 


To coin ener is universally admitted to be a function of government. 
“Coin” in this p! is a verb, and has no reference to an particular thing 
or kind of metal. The essential feature of the act of coinin is “ 

8 


and 


mone 
of dec what shall be legal tender, imparting to the thing co 
legal _ of canceling debt. It had been the practice in the coloni 
also in foreign countries, to make various articles into money, sometimes 
worth as merchandise the value represented, and sometimes not. It is diffi- 
ult to see how anyone can construe the power to borrow as authorizing 
th bonds and bills of credit, and yet fail to see that a like unlimited power 
to coin money should confer the power to make both metal and paper money. 
Both are uplimited; and paper money is an incidental of co’ money as 
much as bills of credit or notes are an incidental of borrowing. 


The Hon. Joel Tiffany was for many years an associate justice 
of the court of appeals of New York. He was aman of much 
learning and experience as a lawyer and jurist. In 1867 he wrote 
his celebrated work, entitled A Treatise on Government and Con- 
stitutional Law, According to the American Theory, and respect- 
ing the constitutional power to issue paper money, he said: 


The act of coining money consists in affixing to that which is to constitute 
money the stamp or seal of sovereign authority, by which it may be recog- 
nized and known in market asauthoritatively entitled to be ved at the 
price or value stamped thereon. The authority which coins or stamps itself 
upon the article can select what substance it deems suitable to receive the 
stamp and as money, and it can affix what value it deems proper, inde- 
pendent of the intrinsic value of the substances upon which it isaffixed: ‘The 
usual substances which have been selected for the purpose of being used as 
money are the various metals, as silver, gold, copper, brass, and such alloys 
as the sovereignty in its pleasure adopts. 

oe * + ae € * = 
To coin or stamp money and regulate its value includes the whole power 
of sovereignty in currency. It includes the authority to select the 
substance to receive the impression. 


* * * s a * 


+ 

By keeping constantly in mind that the quality of money or — curren 

consists in the enstamped authority of the Government upon t which 

used as such, and that theauthority tocoin money and affix its value involves 

the whole power of sovereignty over the subject of legal currency—to select 
ce, to affix what stamp, and ordain what value it pleases—the 

as @ currency and money 
y prehensible. But to confound the legal quali 
with the commercial value of that which is used to receive the royal 
begets infinite difficulty, because there is no necessary relation 
Government, like the Spartan lawgiver, may put its stamp w 

and make that currency; and so long as it can provide against the counter- 

feiting of the same, and thus can regulate the quantity in use, it can 

its stamp upon leather the same money value as if put upon gold ér 

any other substance. Thus Government may put its royal or sovereign 

stam ace paper, affixing its money value, and if it limit the quantity, and 

provide iy against the counterfeiting of it, it will have the same curre 

value as gold or silver, or any other su s Itmust beremembered that, 

legally speaking, money is not a commodity, and commerce can make it such 

only by dealing with t upon which the money quality is impressed. 


a o * x * * 

The act of coi money consists in im to any substance this 
currency qs it can Wore ueeener ee legal 
without pe its value or au y to be ques’ the 
market. That upon which the stamp in ed coin; the act of 
stam £ caited octnienr: and as the ce of all governments cur- 
rency has been generally to piace its money stamp upon metals of some 
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the common idea of coin is that it must be a metalas 
from other substances. But this rests 

ereign or sovereignty. Whether the coin 

paper, or any other substance is a question 

omy, and not of authority.—Sections 400-403. 


In Knox vs. Lee and Parker vs. Davis, commonly known as the 
Legal-Tender Cases (12 Wallace, United States Supreme Court Re- 


port, on page 547), it was said by Mr. Justice Strong, speaking for 
the court: 


The Constitution does not ordain what metals may be coined, or be 
that the legal value of the metals, coined, at all with 
their intrinsic value in the 


change it, and it seems 

shail d, from time 
correspond, from 

as bullion. How then can the 

its value, made in terms unrestrained, 

denial to the States of all power over the currency, be 

rohibition to Treasury 

f such declaration is a: te and to carrying into execution 

the admitted powers of vernment? 


And on pages 562 and 563 Mr. Justice Bradley, speaking on the 
same subject, said: 
Another nd of the power to issue Treasury notes 
sity of provi linn a platen eurnutnartas Shemman ‘ 
ing for the failure or disa of the 
financial pressure and threa’ 
national necessity. The 
transactions, are wholly upon 
prohibited from making money or issuing bills. 
one of the a of the Constitution. The coinage of money and 
of its value is conferred upon the 
Government has also the 
cessity, as a 
duty of the Gene 
- not do it cnneek by the charter & local 
strictly legitimate and constitutional, 
and re, and operates with all the 
was the very object of the Constitution 
the General Government, it is strictly in 
Constitution as well as in with 
It is absolutely essential to 
ment should have a firm hold on 
ties of the sword and the purse and 
tion on occasions of national 
have at its command not the personal 
its citizens, but the lesser, though not less essen’ 
trol over the resources of the country. Its armies must be filled 
navies manned by the citizens in person. Its material of war, its munitions, 
equipment, and commissary stores must come from the industry of the coun- 
try. This can only be stimulated into activity by a proper financial system, 
especially as regards the curreacy. 


In a speech delivered in the Senate September 28, 1837, Daniel 
Webster said: 


Now, sir, my present purpose chiefly is to maintain two 
1. That it is the comional duty of this 

Wy teks aaa Dacia an ou nete ie paper an 

oO e as 

be maintained and ;a S of 


deny any such duty, 
obligation of Go 
its own revenues. 
I have well weighed, Sir, Sieaens 0 considered the first of these 
pr tions, to wit, that which respects the duty of this Government in re- 
to the currency. se oe eae pant, 
a prin fully sustained by the and ree Gov- 
ernment, and which is of the highest practical ghey day 4 
osition, or this I am connected, and toshare 
the judgment w community pronounce it. If 
the country shall it, and be ready, in due time, to it into effect 
by such meats and Seoteenncate af 6 ginal Colon think best to 
in such and 
in branch of our 


the public councils ie i ~- 
Ceti states T know ye Se guarded against 
ring disorders and derangements. 
- * * 

Set the eae ieee 
te nnd it belongs to currency, to money, 
of individuals. — Webster's Speeches, Volume 

In the case of the M 
Mayer oe, Roomsveil, af slow Terk Goan of Appa Deport, page 

eyer vs. Vv ew page 
422 Davies, J., said: 

Congress have continuously, since 


what shall be 
decent eaeeen ts al 
no 



























sides such money a tender in pa t of debts in order to into execu- 
tion some of the powers exp y i to by the Constitation, 
therefore omitted to prohibit gress from doing such an act. 


This probability is strengthened by the limited amount of the precicus 
cise to the powers delegated to Congress. It is clear from re- | metals which had been discovered when the Constitution was framed. And 
mark of Mr. in the convention, already ae, Se in his opinion | it is much easier to believe the authors of the Constitution foresaw the 


certain of aa in the United States, and acted in reference 
thereto in sha; instrument, that they anticipated the discover 
of such inexhaustible mines of gold and silver as would at all times preven 
an ae a a@ paper currency. 

fact that there is no clause in the Constitution declaring, in so many 

that may make anything besides gold and silver coin a ten- 
der in pa t of debts falls far short of establishing that Congress can 
make ing but such coin such a tender, for it is very clear that Congress 


Constitution declared x without the consent | may make something besides such coin a legal tender whenever necessary and 
orn of the United States, should make an but a ten- oe for carrying into execution any power that is expressly granted to 
der in payenent ot eee ok eaawiveml sunow ¢ that it’ would ae sass 
— tfor' ee eee eneened doar And again, on page 468, he says: 

States to make something else than a tender in payment of Could Congress have been justified by the Constitution if it had permitted 
It is nt an explicit a such a power ee in a ie Republic - be pe because oocngs gold jane silver coin could aoe 

and that consent, migh' State legislatures same borrowed to save answer no; an seems to me ever Trsoh mus 

It isan JL to say that could consent that the legislatures of | answer this in the same way who concedes that the National Goy- 


. t the right of self-preservation. 
course could not grant to others ois Gid not Htesif possess. ane P ation 
” pro- 


clause coming up for final was amended the On page 470 he further says: 
hibition upon the — peremptory and abeclute, as same I can not doubt, as the States only are prohibited by the Constitution from 


_o Pe ae sae oe ctinntin eee ay ere of debts, or 
any law ae e 0 on of contracts, that Congress ma 
tate .—_ Seiseeud derived from conceded admission that | enact that notes of the United States shall be a legal tender fe puareneab 
of debts, and designate such notes lawful money, and also pass laws impairing 
the of contracts, whenever such laws are necessary and proper for 
into execution any of the powers expressly conferred upon Con- 
fone —— in the at en of the — — by the Constitution. 
as was necessary roper for carrying into execution powers 
to establish or make any a legal | expreasly granted to Congress by the Constitution, to wit, the powers to bor- 
tender in mt of debts; neither, as has etpend iy poon observed, is there | row money, to raise and su armies, to provide and maintain a Nav y, to 
5 een Con- | provide for forth the militia to execute the laws of the Union and 
or or shall not a legal tender. | suppress insu s, Congress had power to pass it. 
framers of the Constitution could not have been ignorant that a us 
And still further, on pages 472 and 473: 


Each five-dollar note issued under this act is precisely of the same value. 
in legal contemplation, as a piece of gold coin of the denomination of $5, and 
if all citizens would strictly observe this law, as they should, any person 
could obtain $5 in gold coin for one of these notes at any place where such 


Ifa promissory note should now be given for $100, for a loan of twenty of 
these notes, and this law should be re ed before the repayment of such 
loan, the person making the loan could exact $100 and interest, in gold and 

of 
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t 
silver coin, in satisfaction of the debt. 

This law must be judged as if arene pesnon lived up toit,and had full faith 
in the ability and ess of the Federal Government to pay these notes 
in coin, and to maintain itself under all conceivable circumstances, and when 
it is iF ea it does not deprive any person of property in any 

have not deemed it either necessary or expedient to go into the histor 

of the Constitution, or to refer to the debates of the convention that fuaaees 
it; or to cite many authorities to sustain the forego: positions or conclu- 
sions. They seem to me to be so clearly correct, and so well grounded in 
—_ —— such labor is wholly unnecessary. I will, however, remark 

there is nothing in the of the Constitution, or in the debates of 
the convention that framed it, or in any book of authority, in conflict with 
pa ag eae yen 9, ena I have ex ree. ay A yemmens Iam of the 
opinion Congress a brua: not repugnant to 
any provision of the Constitution of the United States, and is valid. = 
In the same case, on pages 481 and 482, Wright, J., said: 

They are not it to the Constitution, unless, as is contended, that 
enghruleent wan coalnen for the express purpose of creating and main- 
taining an exclusive metallic standard of value; which pro tion, in my 
judgment, can not be successfully maintained. Itisnoobjection tothe means 
chosen to execute a constitutional power that private contracts may be in- 
directly affected or ———. may be the indirect effect of carrying 
into execution many of the ex or implied yeas of government. 

The embargo laws im the obligation of numerous prigate contracts, 
yet meee laws were adjudged to be constitutional. The Government may 


‘base and has done it, yet the obligation of private contracts would 
ifetgecting by attachin: per currency the quality of money 


i 


as gtoa 

and su to the fluctuations of the market. As parcel, therefore, of 
the means tha ht be constitutionally used in executing the power to bor- 
row, was a note of the Government, clothed with the capacity to circulate 
and having thefunctions of money. It isnot denied that Congress may create 
use an instrument, without the money and legal-tender clause as to 
vate debts, in the exercise of the borrowing power, or the power of paying 

blic debts, or of collecting the internal revenue. 
If it is constitutionally fit and proper in the exercise of those powers, to 
to the notes the quality of money for any pu , itis no 
ol that they are constituted a medium in which private debts may be 
. The question is whether they may be lawfully made money at all. If 
can clothe them with the attributes of money, and, as such, use 
them in payment and disch: of debts due from and to the Government, 
there is no valid reason why they may not be made to have the same opera- 

tion in respect to private deb’ 


Individuals ee: on one side or the other in transactions with 
the Government; and idea that it is an invasion of private rights even to 
be compelled in private money transactions to use the same currency, hav- 
ing the same standard of value as that used in transactions between the Gov- 
ernment and an peas on no just or sensible foundation. It is not 
however, that the result of the legal-tender clause as to private 
debts is oaupe the creditor to surrender a portion of his debt to the man 
who owes 


This effect is only worked out by assuming that the creditor is entitled to 
have his debt paid in gold or silver coin, and that whatever may be tho 
difference in value in the market between coin and legal-tender notes is so 
much surrendered tothe debtor. But his right is to have his debt paid in 

wful money, whether it be coin or paper, and what he loses or gains can 
not be estimated by the market fluctuations in the value of the medium. A 
note of the denomination of $10 is legally as valuable for the pur- 
poses of money as a coined eagle. The value of each is fixed at $10 money of 
aceount. If _— eagle be worth more in the market than a ten-dollar legal- 
tender note, it is because it is wanted to pay duties and settle balances 


Indeed, what is called a demand note of the Government, receivable for 
duties, has a value in the market about equal to gold or silver coin. The 
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market value of gold and demand notes is, therefore, regulated by the de- 
mand and supply. This demand for —_ ~— be for legitimate pu: as 
suggested, -— it may be for speculative or illegitimate purposes; and unfor- 
tunately at the present time most of the difference in value of gold coin and 
legal-tender notes is the result of a species of gambling in the metallic 
medium of circulation, as private or public stocks are gambled with. It can 
not be said thata measure of value thus affected by extraneous causes, fluc- 
tuating in its character, which may be more to-day and less to-morrow, can 
be any just criterion of what a creditor loses or gains. 


And again, on page 485, he said: 


My conclusions are that the act of Congress approved on the 25th of Febru- 
ary, 1862, is not in any of its features unconstitutional. The clause objected 
to, which makes the notes issued by the Government lawful money and a 
legal tender in payment of public and private debts, was not outside of the 
measure of the authority given to Congress in the execution of its powers. 


On page 511, Marvin, J., speaking in the same case, said: 


Money is necessary tocommerce. And the kind of money and the quan- 
tity may be, indeed are, direct regulators of commerce. ithout money 
there would be no commerce; with certain kinds of money, such as Lycurgus 
established—iron—there would be little commerce. With convenient money 


in suitable quantities commerce may be active and profitable to the people 
and nation. 


Again, on page 512, he said: 


If it be shown that my | is a necessity to commerce, as well to regulate 
it as to invite its presence, it will follow that some power must exist some- 
where to make money or make something to perform the office of money. 
The States clearly have not the power. ey can not coin money and regu- 
late its value. It has been sometimes argued—conceding that the eet 
which regulates commerce should also regulate the money, and that it has, 
as a legitimate, if not necessary consequence, the right and power to do so, 

et, as the Constitution had expressly conferred upon Con the power 
= coin money and regulate its value and the value of foreign coins, that it 
has no other power over or concerning money—that the maxim, *‘ Expressio 
unius exclusio alterius’’ applies. The power to coin money, etc., is not a limi- 
tation upon the power to regulate commerce. It may be one of the means, 
but it is not the only one, it is, then, as I have a ——y remarked, com- 
merce can never be regulated by any other means, and in the absence of 
coined money, or a sufficient quantity of it to circulate the vendible commod- 
ities, a ee is quite likely to arise, commerce may languish, decline, 
and possibly perish. 


On page 513 he further said: 


Now, no one will question the position that that which will compulsoril 
discharge debts, that which in numerical quantities previously ascertain 
may be tendered in payment of debts of like numerical amount, will be a 
great and controlling regulator of commerce, and all the commerce of the 
country. 

* ‘ * * * « 7 

The paper promises of governments or of banks have in modern times 
been regarded as the most convenient article for an additional circulation, 
and although these promises refer to some other standard, usually coined 
money, nevertheless they may perform the office of money, and the sovereign 
eeer may declare them money, and make them tenderable in payment of 

ts 


It may be that a like numerical quantity will not purchase as much prop- 
erty as the coined money to which reference is made in the paper promises. 
‘And this will always be so when the promise to pay coined money is not at 
once performed upon demand, for such coined money, if of the precious 
metals, as is usual, an intrinsic value as an article of commerce in all the 
markets of the world and the paper promises have no such value. But 
the measure of depreciation where they circulate may be tly affected 
by the question whether | may be tendered in payment of debts. If they 
may be, the depreciation will be far less. 

ence, though there may be great danger of the issues of Government 

per, or irredeemable bank paper in excess, thus widening the n 
Plvcke them and coined money, the danger may be much less with Govern- 
ment issues made tenderable in payment of debts than in bank issues not so 
tenderable. 

* * a * * * 

The question of danger does not affect the question of power. If the 

power exists it may be carried into execution, however dangerous it may be. 


On page 518 he said: 


In my opinion, the provision objected to in the act in question has a direct, 
legitimate, and pertinent relation to the powers vested in Con, over 
commerce. That the provision ring the Treasury notes authorized to 
be issued “‘lawful money and a legal tender in payment of all debts, public 
and private, within the United States, except duties on imports and interest, 
as aforesaid,” had and has a great effect upon the commerce of the country 
no one will question. Indeed, the complaint is that its effect was to appre- 
ciate values, thus extinguishing the previous relation between commercia! 

roperty and the precious metals. It is not denied that its effect has been 
stimulate industry and thus increase production and im greater 
activity tocommerce. And I think it can not be successfully denied that in 
the absence of such a provision, under the circumstances then and now 
Saeene, the commerce of the country would have received a withering 
blow. Industry and production, instead of being active, would have lan- 
guished. 

+ * * * + * 7 

Iam examining the question of the power of Congress, not whether the 
power was wisely euendived. It will not be denied that in the absence of such 
provision promrty would have greatly depreciated in value as compared 
with “gold and silver coin,” and that commerce would have been thereby 
greatly affected. Certainly such results ht have been reasonably 

nm ; 


and although Co: possessed the powers I have refe to. 
over commerce, it is dolenee that it had no power to prevent such results 


but that the previous law must have its course, whatever the consequences 
might be, though Con: was the author of such law, having provided 
coined money and ted its value by declaring how much of the ee 
metals should constitute a dollar, and having regulated the value of foreign 
coins, taking the dollar as the standard, its powers are exhausted, and that 
its action was . It is not, however, denied that Congress may recon- 
struct the dollar and make it, though nominally the same, of far less value 
as compared with a given quantity of the precious metals. 

The precious metals, it is said, areal, intrinsic value in the estima- 
tion of all civilized nations, and t they are generally used as the repre- 
sentative of valuesas money. And all this is so. Still the precious metals 
are a mere article of commerce between nations and among the people or sub- 
jects of such nations, until the nation, by an act of legislation. gives to them 
a different character, by taking ce: and impressing upon them 
the stamp of the Government and giving them names which the people may 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 14, 


in their cont and also dec! that the for the breach of 
on coubenete opal! Donatinesea in ee Sets eet: according to 
og denominations and shall be satisfied by them. 


urpose of 
roduce of such industry; for the purpose of creating and protecting com- 
Seeress as @ means of producing national wealth and enabling the people to 
pay taxes in ae called money, and which has a certain numerical de- 
nominational value, aside from the general value of the metals com it 
as an article of commerce. are made money for 
convenience of and as an aid to commerce. ree is 
on account of which money is created by any nation. 
A people or community, if such a case may be su having no com- 
merce have need of no m . Now, although a na has once established 
a apetemn of money, com of ous metals, as an aid to commerce, 
it does not follow that it may not or, indeed, whol 
te it and substitute some 
it by numerals, and giving them names. e may and 
to do so if in its judgment it has discovered a better system for the de 
ment of its indus and the ee ae ee of commerce. 
Commerce is the subject, the o’ to be p’ ; the thing called money, 
the standard refe to in contracts, is simply a means of creating, 


stimulating, and protecting of comm : 


Mr. President, it is very frequently said by those o g the 
issuance of full legal-tender os money by the Government 
that while the constitutional authority to do so is admitted, it is 
a war power and can be exercised only in times of great emer- 
gency, and that it does not exist during atimeof peace. That this 
contention is unfounded was fully determined in the case of Juil- 
lard vs. Greenman (110 U. 8S. Supreme Court Reports, page 450), 
where Justice Gray , for the court, said: 

pelled 


We ave Sees to the conclusion that the im 
the Treasury notes of the United States the quality of 
payment of private debts is an 

ted to the execution of the 


ada 
with the letter and spirit of - 


ing of that instrument, and proper for carry into execution 
= a vested by this Constitution in the Govenuaaes of the United 
Such being our conclusion in the matter of law, the question whether at 
nny portiouer Sint, 1 wet ce S Bees © cy is such, by reason of 
unusual and pressing demands on resources of the Gove 
meeeey of the supply of gold and silver coin to 
aoe for the uses of the Government and of the 


wise and ex ent to resort to this 
be determined by 


judicial question, to be afterwards upon by 

Sir, the authority to do a specific act carries with it by meces- 
sary and irresistible implication pews to employ the ee 
means, and some courts have held it ——— the right to em- 

loy the most convenient agencies. It would be idle to say that an 
individual has the right of self-preservation and in same 
breath deny to him the right to use the indispensable means of 
preserving life. So it would be vain to say the nation shall be a 
perpetual bond of union and the general happiness and 
welfare of the people and at the same moment to deny it the right 
to use the essential means. 

What would we do if the mines should become exhausted and 
neither gold nor silver could be had as money? Would the Gov- 
ernment be permitted tosink and become extinct because the Con- 
stitution does not confer on Co power to issue money except 
to coin gold and silver? I think we would do the intelligence and 
the statesmanship of the founders of the Republic vi te in- 

e know. 


metals 


upon 
means, duct and piaialy 
conducive 
of Congress. comsiahens 


justice if we failed to credit them with th 

that at some time in our history we t be unable to o 

gold and silver and would be gag to resort to some other 
material for money. And this being true, it may be taken for 
granted that as one of the implied powers of the Constitution, the 
law-making body is authorized to issue paper, or any other kind 
of money essential to sustain iculture, labor, and commerce, 
and to perform the duties y allotted to money and neces- 
sary to continued national existence. 

Those who drafted the Constitution were dealing with a tre- 
recat fa tn cat grace af resins 
people a t time that gave prom reac F 
people within a century and a half. It is not to be supposed 
were blind to the fact that the United States would eventually 
extend their jurisdiction from the ok Mountains to the 
Pacific Slope, and in time would embrace the territory now 
within our jurisdiction. They knew, as we know, that the great 


interior lakes and rivers were capable of carrying a limitless com- 
merce to the sea, and t 


knew of the vast forests that would 
furnish timber well calculated to be of great commercial value 
and service to the world. They knew of the fertile soil 
mineral and the undevel resources of that vast coun 
almost incalculable tude. Certainly it must have 
known, too, or at last believed by them, that the time would 
in our history when gold and silver would be exhausted 
would be required to resort to something else as money 
and, so meee mee acted wisely in granting this pow 
I think, sir, I have now established, if there has ever 
legal Weodlar pers sadeay. SRiiaE Mie Sepeluiny solar 
- r paper money, no necessary 
right ‘‘to coin money the value thereof 
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sppropria riated for the expense of operating a dredge boat at Sabine 
‘ass 


There ‘betas no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, procesded to consider the bill. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business, After three hours and forty-five 
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and 


(at 5 o'clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to- 
morrow, Tuesday, February 15, 1898, at 12 o’clock meridian, 


NOMINATIONS, 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 14, 1898. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


Charles J. Hamblett, of New Hampshire, to be attorney of the 
United States for the district of New Hampshire, vice Oliver E. 
Branch, whose term will expire March 14, 1898. 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS, ° 
George W. Case, of Watertown, S. Dak., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Watertown, 8. Dak. , Vice John B. Hanten, term ired, 
Miles Cannon, of Sunn side, Wash., to be receiver of public 


moneys at North Yakima, Wash., vice Arthur L. Slemmons, whose 
term will expire February 23, 1898, 


REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 


Lee Stover, of Watertown, S. Dak., to be register of the land 
office at Watertown, S. Dak., vice Mark W. Sheafe, term expired. 

Joseph W. J ohnson, of Lincoln, Nebr., to be register of the land 
office at Lincoln, Nebr., vice John W. Ferguson, resigned. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 
Rufus N. Elwell, of New Hampshire, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Portsmouth, in the State of New Ham 


succeed True L. Norris, whose term of office has agen ep tlae 
itation. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Artillery arm. 


Capt. Elias Van Arsdale Andruss, First Artillery, to be major, 
February 10, 1898, vice Smith, Fourth Artillery, retired from 
active service. 

Capt. Frank Watson Hess, Third Artillery, to be major, Feb- 
ruary 10, 1898, vice Chester, Third Artillery, retired from active 
service. 

First Lieut. Arthar Murray, First Artillery, to be captain, Feb- 
ruary 10, 1898, vice Andruss, First Artillery, promoted. 

a Lieut. William Edward Birkhimer, Third Artillery, to be 

February 10, 1898, vice ay Third Artillery, promoted. 
ont Lieut. ny Davis Todd, jr., Third Artillery, to be first 


lieutenant, February 10, 1898, vice Powe, First Artillery, retired 
from active 


Second Lieut, Thomas Winfield Winston, Fifth Artillery, to 


first lieutenant, February 10, 1898, vice Murray, First avdilery, 
promoted. 


Second Lieut. Maurice Gesten Krayenbuhl, Second Artillery 
to be first lieutenant, February 10, 1898, vice Birkhimer, 
Artillery, promoted. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate February 11, 1898. 
POSTMASTER, 

John C, to be postmaster at Newcastle, in the county of 
Placer on Soe, of California, . 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 14, 1898. 

COMMISSIONER OF FISH AND FISHERIES. 

George M. Bowers, * West Virginia, to be Commissioner of 

Fish and Fisheries. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Medical Inspector George F. Winslow, to be a medical director. 
Surg. William 8S. Dixon, to be a medical inspector. 

P. A. Surg. Oliver D. Norton, to be a re 

Commodore Francis M. Bunce, to be a rear-admiral 

Asst. Surg. Theodore W. Richards, to be a cal assistant sur- 


ow A. Engi Reynold T. Hall, to be a chief engineer. 
Amt. Engineer W iam H. McGrann, to be a passed assistant 


engineer. 
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INDIAN AGENT. 
Herman G. Nickerson, of Lander adenine = be agent for the 
Indians of the Shoshone Agency in Wyom 
MARSHALS. 
Theodore J. Lynde, of Montana, to be marshal of the United 
States for the district of Montana. 
A. Oren Wheeler, of Michigan, to be marshal of the United 
States for the western district of Michigan. 
POSTMASTER. 


James A. Carruth, to be at East Las Vegas, in the 
county of San Miguel and Territory of New Mexico, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Monpay, February 14, 1898. 


The House metati2o’clock noon. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. CoupEn. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and 
approved, 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—VANDERBURG VS. TONGUE, FIRST 
DISTRICT OF OREGON, 

Mr. ROYSE. Mr.$ , 1 desire to report from Elections 
Committee No. 2 the nal decision in the case of Vanderburg 

ainst To ; and as this report is unanimous, I move the 
oe ee of of the resolutions eae accompany it. 

will report t the resolutions. 

The cua were megs as follows: 

re eines district sists oF Onn and eect eUien weaat Grn” 


Resolved. That ‘Thomas H. Tongue was elected to the Pi -fifth 
from the First district of Oregon and is entitled to eenebe. 


The SPEAKER. The question ison to the resolutions. 


sjimitg 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know if this is the 
unanimous of the committee? 


On motion of Mr. RO 
was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced thatthe Sonato had passed bills and Joint realatios 0 
a titles; in which the concurrence of House was 

u 
A°S4. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew C 

“S. 8192, An act to grant an American register for the steamer 


Leelanaw; 
the establishment, 


to. 
, a motion to reconsider the last vote 


S. 366. An act for control, operation, and 
maintenance of the Northern Branch of the National Home for 
Dakota; Volunteer Soldiers at Hot Springs, in the State of South 


Third | Ss 
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[Mr. Wri.1AMs], accepted it at the time. It is important to the 
country to know if this scheme of autonomy can be made suc- 
cessful. and it is for the best interests of the people of the United 
States that the House be possessed of all the information that is 
in possession of the State Department. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks for the 
previous question. 

Mr. TERRY. I would like to ask the gentleman from New 
York a question. Has the Committee on Foreign Affairs given 
any consideration whatever to the De Lome incident? 

Mr. QUIGG. The gentleman’s inquiry is scarcely pertinent to 
this resolution. 

Mr. TERRY. It is a pertinent matter in the minds of the 
American people, and don’t you forget it. 

Mr. QUIGG. I expect that the De Lome incident is being 
taken care of in the proper way by the proper persons. 

Mr. TERRY. The question I asked was, whether your com- 
mittee had given any consideration to the matter? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Before the motion is put, I desire 
to ask the gentleman from New York a question. I understood 
the resolution as read to call for a report as to the present con- 
dition of the reconcentrados on the Island of Cuba. I was not 
present when the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
made a speech on the 19th of January, but on looking up the 
ReEcorRD I find that he stated in explicit terms that the Spanish 
Government had abandoned the policy of reconcentration and re- 
versed the wholesystem. If that weretrueas to the reconcentrados 
on the island, did the committee know at the time the chairman 
of the committee made that statement whether or not that policy 
had been reversed? William D. Gibson, of the Philadelphia Press, 
said it had not been abandoned at all, but was in full force on the 
20th of January, before Weyler was removed. What is the fact 
within the knowledge of the committee? 

Mr. QUIGG. If this resolution passes, the House will be put in 
possession of the precise facts. Instead of attempting to answer 
the gentleman on any information I may possess, which must 
have been had secondhand of course, I suggest that he vote for 
this resolution and then we will have all of the information 
directly from the State Department, and he will be fully informed 
and will not have to rely on the statements of the chairman of 
our committee or upon newspaper statements, but will have the 
full official information. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. QUIGG, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


DUPLICATE OF LOST CHECK. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire tocall up the unfinished 
business of Thursday last, House bill 2196, upon which the pre- 
vious question was ordered, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2196) directing the issue of a duplicate of lost check, drawn by 
oo E. McChesney, United States Indian agent, in faver of C.J. Holman 

The SPEAKER. The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time, but was laid aside for the engrossed bill. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. PERKINS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


SUBPORT OF ENTRY AT ROCKLAND, ME. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, there is another bill on the table 
as part of the unfinished business of Thursday. 

he SPEAKER. The Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7559) making Rockland, Me., a subport of entry. 

The bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. DALZELL, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


HEIRS OF POM K. SOH,. 


Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, called up for consideration Senate bill 2764. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That all the right, title, claim, and interest that the 
United States or the District of Columbia may have to a certain tract of land 
in the District of Columbia described as all of lot No. 35, in Barr and San- 
ner’s subdivision of part of block No. 33, in Columbia Heights, as per plat of 
said Barr and Sanner's subdivision, recorded in county book No. & p © 
129, of the records of the surveyor of the District of Columbia, owned a the 
time of his death by Pom Kwang Soh, a naturalized citizen of the United 
States, under deed from Lester A. Barr and wife and Franklin T. Sanner and 
wife, dated the 19th day of March, 1897, recorded in liber 2202, at folio 73, in 
the office of the recorder of deeds of the District of Columbia, be, and the 
same is hereby, granted and nae to Everett Frazar, the consul-general 
of Korea at New York, and his h in trust for the heirs of Pom Kwang 
Soh, subject to the dower of the widow of the said Pom Kwang Soh: Pro- 
vided, t this shall have the effect only of a quitclaim of all the right, title, 
and interest of the United States and of the District of Columbia therein, not 
to affect any valid adverse right or title to said land nor create any liability 
on the part of the United States. 
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Mr. BAILEY. Mr.S 
bill must be considered 
Mr. JENKINS. Mr. § 


ker, I make the point of order that this 
Committee of the Whole House. 


er, I ask unanimous consent that 
this bill be considered in House as in Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. BAILEY. I object. 


The SPEAKER. Objection is made, 

Mr. JENKINS. Then, Mr. aon I move that the House go 
into Committee of the Whole House for the purpose of consider- 
ing Senate bill 2764. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I move the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole to consider this and other District 
of Columbia bills. . 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks the motion can only be 
made in relation to this bill. 

Mr. BABCOCK. We have three bills on the Calendar, and I 
ask that we may consider all of them. 

Mr. BAILEY. I am willing to do that. 

The SPEAKER. Confusion is arising from the fact that this 
bill is in Committee of the Whole House and not the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Then I would like to withdraw that motion 
and have this bill laid aside. 

Mr. BAILEY. I object. 


CERTAIN WRITS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. BABCOCK. I withdraw the bill. I now ask for consid- 
eration of House bill 7541. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the police courts of the District of Columbia shall 
have power to issue executions on all forfeited peocgsiaanoes, upon motion 
of the proper prosecuting officer; and hereafter all writs of fieri facias, or 
other writs of execution on judgments, issued by the police court of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, sball be directed to and extuated by the marshal of the 
District of Columbia; and all laws and parts of laws inconsistent herewith 
are hereby repealed. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I yield to Mr. Jenkins, from the Committee 
on the Judic » who reported this bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. Before the gentleman proceeds, I think we can 
expedite matters by making an inquiry of the chairman of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. Is it his purpose to 
move later that the House resolve itself into Commi of the 


Whole? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Ie to pursue the same course that I 
have always pursued, and that is to go through the House bills 
and — to go into Committee of the Whole. That is now my 
intention. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then itis your purpose to go into Committee 
of the Whole? 

Mr. BABCOCK It is.. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas will recollect that 
there is a difference between Committee of the Whole and the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iam aware of that. 

The question was taken on the amendment, and the amendment 
was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


CAB SERVICE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Iask the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7087) 
authorizing the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company to es- 
tablish a cab service, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company be 
and it is hereby, granted the exclusive right to stand cabs, and 
other vehicles for the conveyance of to and from the railway sta- 
tion at the corner of Sixth and B streets NW., in the city of W m, 
in front of said station on B street and for a 

thereof on said street, and in front of said station on Sixth stress, under such 
as*to the occapstiom, chapsiiag. ton Sepak of pa Darions of pak tineaty. 
as to © occw on, ¢. : su ons : 
Provided, That nothin berets contained shall 

lished hotels from hav a stand them 
oo carriages or vehicles used for the conveyance of 

ivering or receiving rs at the regular entrances of 
any vehicle from receiving or delivering baggage at said station. 

Mr. BAILEY. I should like to hear the re on this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr, BaB- 
cock] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The gentleman from Texas asks for the read- 
ing of the report. 

e report (by Mr. Bascock) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the District of Colum to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 7087) authorizing the Baltimore and Potomac er ages so 
establish a cab service, and for other p after careful on 
of the merits involved, beg leave to report the same to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass, with the following amendment: 


sie 12, after the word “streets,” insert the words “and the charge for 
service.” 


The necessit Sor She prepecel legidletion is explained in the accom: . 
ing letter from the rs of the District of Columbia, which a 
a part of this report. 
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with a responsible, reliable driver and can be carried any distance 








or THE District or CoLUMBIA, 
Orrice COMMISSIONERS e 






Stet 2 ne 5, 1898. ineide of a mile for 25 cents. A cab can also be ordered by tell 
3 Commissioners have the honor to make Seno ceneet o 
Dear Stn: Theo tit R708?) “authorizing the Baltimore and phone to go for passengers and take them to the depo 8 





amendment proposed to the bill provides that the charges shall be 
= = the Commissioners. 





establish a cab service, and for other purposes," which 
ba Company te at your instance for their views thereon: 





In their t it would be greatly to the credit of this community and AILEY. Is it not true that the Commissioners have now 
soptce nduce to the comfort snd convenience ot smuplatad bythe ul | the right to fix charges for cab service in the District? 
should established. A like system is now in operation in Philadelphia and| Mr. BABCOCK. There is a schedule—yes, sir. 






New York. 
Commissione: suggest that the bill be amended by adding 
dhe the nw Pn of rates, which prevail in New York for like 


, respectful JOHN W. ROSS, 
bef Prosident Board of Commissioners District of Columbia, 
Hon. J. W. 


BaBcock, 
the District of Columb 
Chairman Committee on eof ms ia, sats 


harges for the service rendered by said railroad com- 
panei sior the right granted in this act shall be as follows: 
CaB SERVICE. 
[Eleven blocks are equivalent to 1 mile.] 
RATES OF FARE FOR HANSOM. 


r. ; 

Mr. BAILEY. Then by this bill you do not impose upon this 
company, to which you grant exclusive rights, any greater re- 
pri gue than they are under to-day in common with everybody 
e 

Mr. BABCOCK. We propose to limit them as to their charges, 

Mr, BAILEY. But the Commissioners can do that now. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Under this proposed service a cab which 
would cost $2.50, if ordered from a livery stable, will be furnished 
for 25 cents. 

Mr. BAILEY. If that is true, the Commissioners have plainly 
been derelict in their duty under the power which they already 

ossess, because if this service can be performed for 25 cents, the 













[By the trip.] en ee ae —_— eae charges so as not to 
direct address, 1 or 2 persons...........----<---..- .25 | exceed a fair rate, have plainly failed in the performance of their 

1} miles oF lens eo aaarwenes, | oF 2 persons DeidEdtepagtctsonstccoseqre * = if they have not adopted and enforced such a regulation. 
addi mile or fraction ei os 16 r. BABCOCK. The gentleman is probably as well aware as 





any member of this House that he can not go out here in front of 
the Capitol and step into a cab to go down into the city without 
being women 

Mr. BAILEY. This bill would not remedy that. 





To call at any address within 1} miles from the railroad station, 1 or 2 = 
pumengeee waar ae seen ne nae nen enn santana nnn s ene sene cence eee e sees n ons enes . 
ti address exceeding 14 miles from the railroad station, for 

2S titi race tae 















additional mil POOP... sence neneceneneeneeneosee +15 bul ] at. 
RATES OF FARE FOR FOUR-WHEELER. Mr. BABCOCK. This bill provides a remedy in this way: That 
[By the trip.] the passenger will deal with responsible people. He will go toan 
14 miles or less, direct to one address, 1 or 2 persons ............---.----. 40 | agent in the depot and get his ticket for cab service for 25 cents 
14 miles or . addresses, 1 or 2 persons -..... --....---------+--+s io | OF 50 cents, or whatever may be the regular charge, and that will 
ech additional milo‘or fraction thereof, Vor d persons.----.-----.....-. 2 | be the end of the matter. 
[To call, to go to station. } Mr. BAILEY. But in order to accomplish that you exclude 
To call at any address within 1} miles from station, and go direct to rail- everybody from competition in this service? 
road station, 1 or 2 passengers..................-.2-2--.------0----------- 40 Mr. BABCOCK. Oh, no; just in front of their own depot, 
To call at any address exceeding 1} miles from railroad station, fur each Mr. BAILEY. But it is not their own depot. 
ne ee eee ta pebenseeiraatnsieds ‘a Mr. BABCOOK. _ Well, they occupy the ground. 
, ; ey do by the sufferance of Congress, 
Nee eae ecinitionsl person ete umnib--------0----ceeee-o-e {9 Mr. BABCOCK. This bill, Mr. Speaker, is for the benefit of 
Extra for each additional stop not over ten minutes..................... .50 | the traveling public, especially ladies traveling alone or with chil- 
For each additional mile per omnibus-...........-.....-...--...--..---2.- 25 





dren, securing them a good, clean service at a moderate price, 
Mr. GREENE. But it destroys competition entirely. 
Mr. BABCOCK. Others can go there either with cabs or car- 





Rg Satna 

When to any address and detained fifteen minutes or a fraction 
thereof, 15 cents will be charged, and the same for each additional quarter 
hour or thereof. 

Mr. BAILEY. As I understand, this is simply a proposition to 
exclude everybody who may own a vehicle, either an individual 
or a stable, from asking patronage at the Baltimore and Ohio 
Railroad stati 


on. 

a. BABCOCK. This does not apply tothe Baltimore and Ohio 
station. 

A Memper. The Baltimore and Potomac. 

Mr. BAILEY. Very well, then, the Baltimore and Potomac 
Company would exercise this right at the Baltimore and Ohio 
Rail station. Thegrantis to the Baltimore and Potomac Rail- 
road Company. Now, will the gentleman from Wisconsin be good 
enough to us where the depot of the Baltimore and Potomac 
Railroad is? 

Mr. BABCOCK. It is known as the Pennsylvania depot. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then, Mr. Speaker, it is all the worse, because 
the Pennsylvania Railroad station is upon the ground of the Gov- 
ernment. That company did ee a dollar forthe ground they 
are using; and yet they are here ng Congress to exclude every- 
ae else from nore soliciting cab passengers. If it 
is the Pe lvania Rai that is asking this, it is infinitely 
worse than if it were the Baltimore and Ohio, because I believe 
the Baltimore and Ohio Company did buy and pay for their depot 
grounds. It seems to me there is absolutely no defense for a prop- 
osition of this kind. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The cab service proposed in this bill is one 
which the citizens of the District of Sotumbia have tried for ten 
years Sante railroad company to establish. It is not a propo- 
sition by the Pennsylvania Railroad or the Baltimore and 
Potomac Railroad. A clean, cheap cab service has been for years 
demanded by the le of the District of Columbia. All the right 
that the re will receive under this bill is simply 
the right to stand cabs against the curb abutting their own 
depot. It ts no other cabmen from standing across the 
= or elsewhere or from coming there to take or deliver pas- 


‘he rates proposed are such as are established at the t 
time in New York, Chicago, Philadelphia, and all the leading 
cities. A lady who under present Gentihiens may land at this sta- 
enantio she hires a hack, may be required 


to pay, for riding six blocks. Under the arrangement 
Sele eigauaah ovanth de emaoet eee tee 







ri ‘ 

ale. GREENE. Yes, if they stand a hundred feet away from 
the depot. 

jak IDGELY. Does your bill allow private cabs to go to the 
curb? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Oh, yes; cabs and carriages. 

Mr. RIDGELY. To the same place that the company’s car- 
riages will go? 

: % BABCOCK. Yes; private carriages and everything of that 











nd. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Then what is the purpose of the bill? 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. This limits them to 100 feet. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Does not this bill give the company the ex- 
clusive right to certain ground? 7 

Mr. BABCOCK. In front of the depot. 

Mr. RIDGELY. That which is convenient to receive passen- 










gers. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes; but it does not exclude them except 
from the use of it as acab stand. The public have the right to 
the use of the street, but they can not use itasacab stand. You 
can not use any grounds in front of this Capitol or any public 
street as a cab stand except that which is particularly set apart 
for that purpose. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Certainly; but you propose to grant to this 
railroad company this particular privilege, which is not granted 
to anybody else. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes. 

Mr. TODD. I ask the gentleman to yield to me. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Topp]. 

Mr. CLARDY. I should like to ask if this ground which it is 
= to yield to the railroad company is not a part of the 
street 

Mr. TODD. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
BaBcock] says that he wishes this bill to pass because the people 
of the District of Columbia are anxious to secure this service. I 
would ask him why it is necessary to exclude by law all the other 
hackmen when he knows that the ones who furnish the best service 
for the least money will get the business? Is it necessary to pro- 
vide by law that the people shall be compelled to go to the Penn- 
sylvania Railroad Company for this hack service? 

This same question came up recently in my home city of Kal- 
amazoo. The Michigan Central Railroad Company sought there 
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to give to an incorporated hack company privileges that were 
denied to private hackmen. The question was taken before our 
legislature, and in the conflict that ensued the private hackmen 
of other cities who wished to have an equal privilege at the steam- 
ship wharves and railroad stations showed their interest in what 
they considered illegal favoritism. 

Now, it seems to me that this is going outside of the province 
of a railroad company. They are not content with becoming 
ccmmom carriers according to the spirit of their franchises, but 
they seek to occupy the streets of cities and to exclude American 
citizens who have an equal right with them to the hack business. 

I hold that this is an invasion of the constitutional and vested 
rights of American citizens.~ 

The streets of cities and villages, as well as country highways, 
are dedicated by law to the free use of every citizen. The private 
citizen who owns a carriage and the private hackman who has 
invested his little capital in a hack have vested rights to an unob- 
structed use of the publichighways. Congress has, in my opinion, 
no legal right—certainly no moral right—to abridge these vested 
rights of citizens. 

Furthermore, Mr. Speaker, if we pass this bill, it will be used 
as a precedent for other cities and towns. The railroads will at- 
tempt to secure from all municipalities the same unjust provision, 
and will point to this bill as being sanctioned by the highest legis- 
lative body of the nation. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield to 
the gentleman from Mississippi? 

Mr. BABCOCK. For what purpose? 

Mr. WILLLAMS of Mississippi. For the purpose of discussing 
this bill. 
Mr. BABCOCK. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Three or four or five minutes. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Mississippi. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, there can be no 
doubt about what this bill says, and therefore there can be no 
doubt about what itmeans. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
BaBcock] is unfortunate in explanation of the bill. There isnoth- 
ing in this bill sa a. that a reasonable charge of 25 cents shall be 
fixed. All that this ill does is to give the Commissioners in this 
particular instance a power which they already have to fix a rea- 
sonable charge for hack fare and the charge for service, as it is 
called. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Itis already fixed at 25 cents from the Penn- 
sylvania depot. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then if it be true that the 
Commissioners have already fixed the rate at 25 cents from the 
Pennsylvania depot, and if it be true, as the gentleman has stated, 
that the hackmen charge $2 and $2.50, then we have proof patent 
that the Commissioners are impotent, and it is utterly useless to 
repeat their authority in this bill. 

aw: there remains but one thing in the bill, and that is that 
with the exception of private vehicles, and with the exception of 
the hacks of established hotels, everybody else is cut off from the 
privilege of standing cabs or hacks on the corner of Sixth and B 
streets, in the city of Washington, in front of said station on B 
street, and for the distance of 100 feet west thereof on said street, 
and front of said station on Sixth street, etc. 

In other words, the sole reading of the bill, and therefore the 
sole intention of it, is to give to this railroad company the exclu- 
sive privilege of standing hacks and vehicles for passengers upon 
these two streets within a distance of 100 feet. It does not secure 
a single right to the public which the public already has not. It 
does not secure to the Commissioners a single power which the 
Commissioner do not already have, and there is nothing in it to 
keep these people from violating the orders of the Commissioners, 
just as the cae men now stationed there do, according to the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin, who says that they now violate the orders 
of the Commissioners. 

Mr. GREENE. This simply establishes a railroad monopoly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. This is merely giving a monop- 
oly to the railroad company and cutting off others. It may be 
true that the hackmen do overcharge. My experience is that they 
do that all over the world. I have never beenin a city yet where 
the hackmen did not overcharge strangers. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Has the gentleman ever used the service at 
the depots in New York or Philadelphia or Chicago; and if so, 
was he ever overcharged? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I was never overcharged, for 
the simple reason that I took the trouble beforehand to find out 
what I was going to pay; but I have no doubt aman going to New 
York to-day, in spite of laws and wrens else, might very read- 
ily get into a hack, and if he did not know the city, pay a couple 
of for being driven all over New York, when he wished 
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to be carried four squares. I have had it done to me when I 
younger in years and less experienced, several times in covered 
cities. I suppose it will be done in the city of Washington to- 
day, and in other places, and this bill does not cure it. 

f the Commissioners are impotent now to regulate the charges 
and to enforce their own tions, they will remain impotent 
after this bill is passed. If they can not now regulate and enforce 
their own order, which, as the gentleman said, provides fora char 
of 25cents from this depot, they will not be able to doitafter this ball 
is passed; and if they can do it now, then there is no d to be 
obtained for the public by giving them the repeated authority and 
merely vesting the exclusive privilege in the hacks which shall be 
the property of this railroad company. There is no possibility of 
anybody under the sun except the Baltimore and Potomac Rail- 
road Company being benefited by this act,except upon the theory 
that they are the only people who would obey the law and the 
regulations and orders of the Commissioners, and that I deny. 

mee BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I should like to have two or three 
minutes. 


= Mr. BABCOCK. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
exas. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Bascock] advances the same argument that has been ad- 
vanced to support every monopoly that has been proposed in the 
history of the world, and that is that by granting a monopoly to 
somebody somebody else will have a cheaper or a better service, 
I thoroughly with the gentleman from Mississippi {Mr. 
WILLIAMs] that the bill would not insure the better or the chea 
service, because it only authorizes the Commissioners to do in thi 
particular case what they have already ample power to do. 

But I go further than that, and I say that if I could have it as- 
sured, if I could know to a certainty that by excluding everybody 
else from that place, and by granting this exclusive privilege to 
this company, the people who travel could get their fare some- 
what cheaper, I should still vote against it, ause I think the 
cheapness is less to be recommended than the monopoly is to be 
abhorred. [Applause.] 

Not only that, sir, but here isa recognition in this bill that I 
never intend to make, a recognition that the land upon which 
that railroad stands belongs to the Pennsylvania Railroad Com- 
pany. It doesnot. It belongs to the Government of the United 
States or to the District of Columbia. 

— BABCOCK. The gentleman forgets that this stand is on 
the street. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then, surely, you are not going to give the 
streets, by exclusive privilege, to a railroad company. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] I would just as soon vote to exclude 
every carriage owner in the District of Columbia from the right 
to come on these public pores to solicit the patronage of mem- 
bers as to exclude them from the public streets around the public 
ean now used, against the law, by the Pennsylvania Railroad 

ompany. It will not require very many bills like this until the 
railroad company will come and say that from time whereof the 
memory of man runneth not to the contrary their right to these 
grounds has been r , that they have improved them in 
good faith under ~— recognitions of Congress, and that now 
Congress has no right to resume ownership on behalf of the Gov- 
ernment. The bill is objectionable in both aspects, and it is in- 
a es * initia! se 

must be permi express-‘my surprise tha mimi 
on the District of Columbia should ask us to grant this exclusive 
privilege to a —— to use ground which they are using to-day 
in derogation of t ublic rights and in defiance of the public 
law. Lanne on Democratic — 

Mr. -" prpemes Will the gentleman from Wisconsin permit a 
question 

Mr. BABCOCK. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Oa ° 

Mr. GAI . Mr. eer. I can not and will not give my 
a to a bill to establish a monopoly of this kind or any other 
kind. The streets of the city of Washin are for the le, 
and neither this Government nor any other government the 
right to give away a public franchise to a few individuals or to 
create an ‘‘ exclusive” privilege of getting into and out of that 


depot. 

Sir, if this right is given here to this railroad, the plain man, 
who hauls people in @ cab, can not get to the curb or nearer than 
a hundred feet of the depot. Why, they undertook to play this 
same game in my own city. y am ipal ordinance 
giving the same privilege, and the supreme court of the State, as 
i el Gannon ag pukey: ainst 
the masses , and contrary to i \ ere, 
upon the face of this bill, is an ‘‘ exclusive right given this cor- 
poration. They come up boldly, Mr. Speaker, and ask for an ‘‘ ex- 


clusive right” to go thera and up their i to the curb 
while others, the masses, the plain people, w Love the came 








. 
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right to the face of the streets that anybody else has or should have, 
the street being a held in trust for the public, are re- 
quired to stand off at a distance of 100 feet, while the railroad is 
given the “ exclusive right” to come up and take passengers off. 

I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that there were about 2,000,000 or 
more people who visited the great centennial exposition at Nash- 
ville Bost year, and they were accommodated at the depot with 

i and vehicles, which I do not believe would have been 
the case if the very kind of a law that you are undertaking now to 
pass had not been held void by the supreme court of the State. 

Mr. TODD. I want to ask the gentleman from Wisconsin one 

uestion if he will allow me: Whether the working people and 
those who are called the middle class and not stockholders of the 
Pennsylvania Railroad Company, or other great epenetane, 
among the le have asked for the Lor py hr this bill? 

Mr. BABCO ‘1K. I yield a minute and a half to the gentleman 
from Texas ret SLAYDEN]. , 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I have enjoyed the privilege of 
riding in New Yorkin acab of the kind the gentleman referred to 
belonging to the Pennsylvania Railroad Company. Ido not know 
whether the Pennsylvania Railroad Company enjoys the exclusive 
privilege of soliciting patronage for that line of cabs on its rail- 
way trains, but its privilege and advantage is a sufficient levera 
in the solicitation of patronage publicly on their trains, and I do 
not believe good policy and common fairness will permit me to go 
any further. The leverage which they have already secured is 
enough to give them the great bulk of the trade. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? I notice that this bill seems to make somewhat 
a false impression on this side of the House. This bill does not in 
any wise affect the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, does it? 

Mr. BABCOCK. No, sir; they were not ready to put on the 


service. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Iwas going to ask the gentleman from 
Wisconsin why he does not include in this bill the same right to 
all railroads as he does to the Pennsylvania? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Simply because the others declined to accept 
that privilege. They say it is not profitable, and it is only for the 
convenience of the ngers that this service is put on. 

Mr. NORTON Ohio. Is this bill compulsory, and does it 
compel them to put on this service? 

Mr. GAINES. It gives them the ‘‘exclusive right” to put on 
the service. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I do not think it is. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Then there is no reason why the Balti- 
more and Ohio should not have the same privilege as that granted 
to the Pennsylvania road? 

Mr. BABCOCK, We would be very glad to doit at any time 
= asked it. 

r.MUDD. Mr.S er, I offer the following amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding the words: 

“And provided further, That the charges established by the said Commis- 
sioners shall not be greater than those which are charged by other owners 
of cabs, carriages, and other vehicles for the same distance.” 

Mr. MUDD. The object of the amendment is this: That these 
Commissioners shall not be allowed to permit the railroad com- 
pany to — higher rates than are or shall be fixed for other 
owners of such vehicles. 

Mr. GAINES. But these other carriers have to stay off a 
‘hundred feet,” if this bill passes. 

Mr. MUDD. I want to say, in answer to the gentleman from 
Tennessee, that Iam not favorably impressed by the bill; but if 
we are to pass it at all we ought to pass it with an amendment 
providing that the railroad shall not charge any more than any 
other people, which it would be able to do in case it obtained the 
favorable consideration of the Commissioners toward the imposi- 
tion of higher rates, and if we pass this bill in this way it is at 
least possible that it may obtain this. 

Mr. GAINES. The Commissioners are given entire control, 
and ~_ can make rates and re tions to protect the people. 

Mr. MUDD. I would not give them any exclusive right or 
unlimited discretion. If this bill should pass we should put in a 
provision that they shall not be allowed to charge any more than 
other people. 


Mr. BABCOCK. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HEPBURN 


Mr. AEBBO RN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment 
as & new section. 
Mr. MUDD. The question is on the pending amendment. 


The SPEAKER. Is thisin the nature of an amendment to that 
amendment? 


Mr. HEPBURN. I do not wish to offer it in that — 
The SPEAKER. Then the question will be on agreeing to the 


Pep ing amendment. 
__ Mr. HEPBURN. I would like tohave my amendment read for 
information. 










The Clerk read as follows: 
SEc. 2. The rates of charges for the service rendered by said railroad com- 
pany under the right granted in this act shall be as follows: 
CAB SERVICE. 
[Eleven blocks are equivalent to 1 mile.] 
RATES Of FARE FOR HANSOM,. 


[By the trip.] 
1; miles or less, direct to one address, 1 or 2 persons.............-.ecesse. $0.95 
1} miles or less, to two addresses, 1 or 2 persons .....-.-..2..---cceeceeeee =. 0 
hh additional mile or fraction thereof........................-..ececcee 15 
[On call.] 


To call at any address within 1} miles from the railroad station, 1 or 2 
tats uhelbhatdin thdkth wintd adetee 66404460 wanes sietedadascec eseces ‘ 

To call at any address exceeding 14 miles from the railroad station, for 
each additional mile or fraction thereof....... .....- 


Lecnethadbadiasbnneits: «ae 
RATES OF FARE FOR FOUR-WHEELER. 
[By the trip.] 
1} miles or less, direct to one address, 1 or 2 persoms ........-.....e00.---. .40 
1} miles or less, to two addresses, 1 or 2 persoms.................---0.--.- .70 
or additional 1 or 2 passengers ...-........-.-...--.----.-.... nts aidianniaakes .10 
Each additional mile or fraction thereof, 1 or 4 persons.................-. .20 
[To cali, to go to station.] 

To call at any address within 1; miles from station, and go direct to rail- 

SOR RN ND I PN on nic oo ne cecnee ence cn gece cccecs 

To call at any address exceeding 1} miles from railroad station, for each 
additional mile or fraction thereof... .............--- 2... seen sone e-enee -20 

OMNIBUS. 

Minimum charge for four persons or less, 1j-mile limit................... 1.00 
II | acct eascpecasesnnuscsnceredpecccese olil 
Extra for each additional stop not over ten minutes.-_........... he 


For each additional mile per omnibus............................ paiiaieans: ae 

Valises, each, 5 cents, only chargeable for when carried on top by driver. 
Trunks, each, 10 cents. No trunks carried on hansoms. 

When called to any address and detained fifteen minutes or a fraction 
thereof 15 cents will be charged, and the same for each additional quarter 
hour or fraction thereof. 

Mr. BAILEY. I want to inquire if that is not the schedule of 
fares appended to the report? That is no part of the bill. 

* Mr. BABCOCK, That is a schedule of fares submitted to the 
Commissioners. 

Mr. BAILEY. Does the gentleman from Maryland offer this 
as an amendment to the bill? 

Mr. MUDD. 1 did not offer this amendment. It was offered 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPsBuRN], and as his amend- 
ment seems to me to be better than mine and accomplishes the 
same thing in a better way, I withdraw my amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mupp] 
withdraws the amendment offered by him, and the question is 
now = the amendment presented by the gentleman from lowa 
[Mr. HepBuRy]. 

The amendment was aoeaee to. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, Mr. Speaker, the language of the 
proviso is that nothing herein contained shall exclude the coaches 
of established hotels from having a stand assigned them by the 
Commissioners or private carriages or vehicles used for the con- 
veyance of passengers from delivering or receiving passengers at 
regular entrances. What I would like to know is whether the 
committee construe that as excluding private vehicles from carry- 
ing passengers other than the families of the owners of vehicles? 

r. BABCOCK. Not at all. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. As I understand that language, 
any person owning a vehicle could engage in the business of carry- 
ing passengers to and from that station? 

ir. BABCOCK. That is right. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Then it only aims at excluding 
corporations and does not affect the people whom the gentlemen 
on the other side desire to protect? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does the gentleman mean to 
say that private hackmen could go down there and exercise the 
same rights as are given in this bill? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Read the bill. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, Iam surprised to see how this bill 
and this measure are misconstrued by the gentlemen on the other 
side of the House. I am free to say that I do not understand it. 
Now, the intention and object of this measure is to provide a safe, 
clean, cheap service, and,as I have stated before, for years the 
Board of Trade and citizens have endeavored to have this service 
put on in the city of Washington. The Baltimore and Ohio Rail- 
road will not consent to it. The Baltimore and Potomac is the 
only line that has agreed. to do it, and they have consented pro- 
vided they could have sufficient space in front of their depot fora 
stand for their own cabs. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask for the previ- 
ous question. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr, 
BABCOCK) there were 46 ayes and 78 noes. 

So the House refused to order the previous question. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Now, Mr. Speaker, I will withdraw the bill 
from consideration at the present time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, can that be done? 

The SPEAKER. It can be done if there has been no action of 
the House upon the bill. 
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Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
consent? 

Mr. BABCOCK,. The committee amendments have not been 
voted on. 

The SPEAKER. No, but the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from lowa [Mr. HEPBURN] has been agreed to. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Then I ask unanimous consent to the with- 
drawal. 

Mr. TODD. I object to the withdrawal of the bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. I object to the withdrawal. I understood the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Bascock] to ask unanimous 
consent to withdraw the bill. We are ready to take a vote on 
the questior now. ° 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, is it in order to move to recommit? 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr.*Speaker, I move that the bill be laid on the 
table. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I move that it be recommitted 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to lay on the table takes prece- 
dence. 

The motion of Mr. BAILEy to lay on the table was agreed to. 

LAND TITLES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 

Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, called up House bill 6359. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 6359) to quiet land titles in the District of Columbia. 


Re it enacted, etc.. That any person or body corporate claiming to be en- 
titled to or seized of a good title by adverse possession to any real estate in 
the District of Columbia may file a petition or bill on the equity side of the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia against the unknown heirs or 
devisees of the last or other known owner of the record or proprietary title 
to such real estate, to have the title of such — or or quieted 
and adjudged good as against such heirs or devisees, which petition or bill 
shall be verified by the oath of the petitioner or complainant, or his or its 

ent, and shall set forth the fact of such title and possession, a full descrip- 
tion and the manner in which the petitioner or complainant, or those under 
whom the petitioner or complainant claims title, and praying that the peti- 
tioner be decreed to be vested with the fee-simple title to the land described; 
and thereupon an order may issue as of course, reciting in brief the substance 
of the petition and warning such unknown heirs or devisees interested to 
appear by a day therein named, which shall not be less than thirty days after 
the filing of the petition or bill of complaint, and show cause against the grant- 
ing of the relief prayed, a copy of which order shall be published daily for 
at least twenty days in some newspaper printed and published in said Dis- 
trict and of general circulation therein, and such other notice may be given 
as the court may prescribe. On proof tothe satisfaction of the court of such 
publication being made, evidence may be taken in such manner and upon 
such terms as the court mer prescribe; and on hearing the petition and 

roofs the court may, if it shall be satisfied that the potitioner or complainant 
ok a good and valid title by adverse possession to the real estate described 
in his or its petition or bill of complaint, by decree declare that the petitioner 
or complainant is vested with a foo-einple title to the land in question against 
such unknown heirs or devisees, which decree shall be as effectual as if it 
had been passed in a cause where the parties defendant were named and 
served with process or otherwise effectually brought before the court; and 
when a duly certified copy of such decree is recorded in the office of the 
recorder of deeds of said District the record thereof shall be conclusive of 
the facts declared in and by such decree: Provided, That no such possession 
shall bar any person claiming an interest in such land being an infant or 
insane when such possession commenced, or any person claiming any interest 
therein as reversioner or remainderman, from bringing or maintaining any 
suit or action in respect of such lands if such suit or action be broughtin one 

ear from and after the removal of the disability or of the termination of 
che intermediate estate or estates, as the case may be. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 


That in all cases when the title or claim of any person out of possession of 
any realestate in the District of Columbiashal) be barred by adverse possession, 
and the title thereto has vested in the ty in possession or the party under 
whom he claims, the party holding the title which has vested by adverse 

session may file a bill in equity, in the supreme court of the District of 
olumbia, to have his record title thereto pertected; and it shall be sufficient 
for him to state in his petition that he holds the title to such real estate and 
that the same has vested in him, or those under whom he claims, by adverse 
possession. And in such action it shall not be necessary to make any person 
a@ party defendant, except such Pasme as may appear to have of recorda 
claim or title adverse to that of the plaintiff. And upon the trial of such 
cause proof of the facts showing title in the plaintiff by adverse possession 
shall entitle him to a decree of the court declaring his title by adverse pos- 
session, and a copy of such decree may be entered of record in the office of 
the recorder of deeds for said District. And in any such action service of 
process may be had as provided in sections 787, 788, and 789 of the Revised 
Statutes relating tothe District of Columbia. And if in any case the per- 
son whose adverse claim appears of record shall be dead, then the heirs, 
devisees, or alienees of such perece., or those ins by, through, or under 
him, if known, shall be made defendants as adverse claimants, and if they be 
unknown to the plaintiff, then he shall allege in his petition, under oath, that 
there are, or he vey believes that there are, persons interested in the sub- 
ect-matter of the pe ition as heirs or devisees of the deceased, or as claiming 
y, through, or under him or them, whose numes he can not insert therein 
because they are unknown to him, and shall describe the interest of such per- 
son and how derived, so far as his knowledge extends, and service of process 
on such unknown persons shall be had by designating them in the published 
notice as the unknown heirs, devisees, or alienees of the last known owner of 
the record title; and when such service shall be hada decree shall be rendered 
the same as though personal service had been had. 


Mr. JENKINS obtained the floor. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ishould like to ask the gentleman a question 
for information. 

Mr. JENKINS. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. HEPBURN. As I understand, this bill provides for the 
quieting of title on the part of a claimant who has merely adverse 


Doesit not require unanimous 
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possession, without stipulating that he shall have that adverse 
possession under color of title. Now, why is that? Usually the 
claimant would not only be required to have had adverse possession 
for the statutory period, but that possession must have been ob- 
tained under some color of title. 

Mr. JENKINS. Perhaps the title of the bill is misleading. It 
is very evident from the gentleman’s remark that he has not read 
the bill itself. The committee is not responsible for the title. It 
will be observed that the committee reported against the passage 
of the bill as first presented, and recommended a substisute. 

Now, the only object of the bill is to enable a person who has a 
good legal title under the circumstances stated to acquire a good 
paper title. It often happens that a party loses his title deeds be- 
fore they are recorded; but it is possible that a person may have 
acquired title by adverse possession. In such cases of course the 
paper title is not perfect. 

Now, I understand that in the District of Columbia it is not the 
custom to buy and sell real estate upon warranties of title, but 
in almost all cases, particularly where the parties are well able 
to-pay for it, the title is guaranteed by organizations known as 
title insurance companies. But these companies will not guar- 
antee a title unless there is a good paper title as well as a good 
legal title. And the committee has been assured by members of 
the Bar Association here that in many cases where persons have 
a good title by adverse possession, and also a legal title acquired b 
other means, they are unable for want of a good paper title to sell 
the property and they find it very hard to obtain a loan upon the 
property when they need it. 

The bill on this subject prepared by the Bar Association of this 
District was not satisfactory to the committee, because it seemed 
possible that under its net mm somebody might be denied val- 
uable rights. The simple purpose of this bill is to enable parties 
who have a good legal title but not a paper title to obtain a good 
paper title. 

This bill has been extensively advertised. It was submitted to 
numerous legal gentlemen in the city, and has not met the disap- 
proval of any of them. A committee of five of the ablest lawyers 
of the city called upon the committee and pressed immediate ac- 
tion upon this measure, saying that from their experience in the 
practice of the law some such legislation was necessary. 

Because of the fact that the bill as originally drafted embraced 
some very questionable language, the committee deemed it advis- 
able toadopt the Missouri statute, which has been in operation for 
a number of years and has received the repeated approval of the 
courts of that State. This measure does not deprive anybody of 
any rights. Gentlemen who may examine the bill will see that 
under its provisions a person must have a good legal title before 
he can maintain a proceeding to acquire what we call the paper 
title. If I have not answered the question of the gentleman from 
Iowa to his satisfaction, I shall be glad to have him ask me any 
further question. I will add that the bill is carefully guarded by 
providing that the claimant must allege that he has a good legal 
title. The bill does not apply except in cases where the party has 
the legal title, though not a good paper title. 

Mr. LOVE. Would it not be well to have the title of the bill 
amended? 

Mr. JENKINS. In my judgment it would be better that the 
title of the bill should be changed, but we allowed the title to stand 
in its present form because the gentlemen who presented the bill 
preferred that form of title. 

a LOVE. The title at present is misleading; it is not very 
clear. 

Mr. KING. The bill, as I understand, imposes a stronger re- 
quirement on the claimant than that he should have a mere color- 
able title. He must have a legal title. 

Mr. JENKINS. The gentleman from Utah understood the gen- 
tleman from Iowa to speak of this bill as requiring merely a col- 
orable title; and he very properly suggests that a party, in order 
to obtain relief under the form of action contemplated by this bill, 
must have not only a colorable title, but a good legal title. 

I now ask for a vote on the amendment reported by the com- 
mittee. 

The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

Mr. JENKINS. Before the vote is taken on the passage of the 
bill, I would like to say that if any gentleman can suggest a better 
title for the bill I shall be ready to assent toit. [A pause.] Mr. 
Speaker, I ask for a vote on the bill. 

Mr. CONNOLLY rose. 

Mr. JENKINS. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ConnoL.y] 
desires to ask a question. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, as I understand, under this 
bill a person who has possession of real estate and has a title under 
the statute of limitations may come into court and obtain a title 
of record. Is that the purpose of the bill? 
area . ENKINS. That is correct. That is the only purpose of 

e bill. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Ido not see that there is any propriety in 
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a bill of this kind. Statutes of limitation are intended 
simply as statutes of repose; and, ordinarily, one who comes into 


ion of real estate under title by limitation is e ted to 
rely on that title by limitation. Under this bill a party auay be a 
mere squatter and have no title at all, never have any color of 
title, havé no other right to the land apes that he has merely 
invaded the right and possession of somebody else. Yet, if he has 
had that possession for a certain number of years, so that it has 
become a defense, a shield to protect him in that sssion, this 
bill provides that he may go into court and perfect it into a title 
of record, the same as if he had been originally a purchaser. _ 

It seems to me that thisis a most radical change from any legis- 
lation I have ever known of. One who may go into possession 
without any right at all, simply invade the right of some one 
else, is authorized by this bill to afterwards perfect a title and 
make ita good title of record. I certainly should never be in favor 
of going to the extent of allowing the use of a title by limitation 
as a sword, when it never was designed for anything else except 
a shield to protect those who are in under it, and not a sword to 
attack the title of some one else. _— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I should like to ask the gentleman in 
charge of this bill if the le effect of it, if p by Congress 
and upheld by the courts, is not an attempt to bar the rights of 

ossitie claimants, without notice to them? And would not this 
all that could fairly be asked of the Legislature, that they 
should make a decree of this character a muniment of title, but 
not conclusive? I do not like to see an act of legislation that pro- 
vides that persons in nowise privy to it, who have no knowledge 
of it, shall be barred of their rights by a decree of a court that 
they know nothing about. 

r. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the gentleman from 
Ohio that the very matters he suggests here now upon the floor of 
the House suggested themselves to the minds of the committee 
and led them to report this substitute. It will be noticed that 
this bill does not add anything whatever to the legal title claimed 
by the parties seeking relief under the bill, but, as has been stated, 
it simply enables a party who has a good legal title to acquire a 
title of record. And I want to say to my friend from Illinois 
[Mr. CoNNOLLY] that this legislation is now in force in a great 
many of the States of the Union. It has long been the law of the 
State of Missouri, and was borrowed from the legislation of that 
State. It has for many years met the approval of the courts of 
that State, having been construed several times and upheld as 
proper and legitimate legislation. 

Mr. HAMILTON. ill the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. JENKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Whatis to prevent a person in possession of 
land now by adverse possession from filing a bill in chancery to 
quiet title, without the passage of this law? 

Mr. JENKINS. That does not benefit him at all. 

Mr. SHANNON. It can not be done in the District of Colum- 


bia. 

Mr. JENKINS. This simply gives him an opportunity to place 
something on record. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me now to pur- 
sue my inquiry a little further? 

Mr. HAMILTON, Do you say it can not be done in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia? 

_Mr. JENKINS. _It is difficult to answer two gentlemen at one 

time. I shall be glad to answer all questions in order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. As I understand, if the bill has not been 
changed from the one which I hold in my hand, it provides that— 

On proof to the satisfaction of the court of such publication being made, 
evidence may be taken in such manner and upon such terms as the court 
—_ yrescess: and on hearing the petition and proofs the court may, if it 
shall satisfied that the petitioner or complainant has a good and yalid title 
a adverse possession to the real estate described in his or its petition or bill 
of complaint, bY decree declare that the petitioner or complainant is vested 
with a tee-simp e title to the land in question against such unknown heirs or 
devisees, which decree shall be as effectual as if it had been passed in a cause 
where the parties defendant were named, and served with process or other- 
wise effectually brought before the court; and when a — certified copy cf 
such decree is recorded in the office of the recorder of deeds of said District, 
the record thereof shall be conclusive of the facts declared in and by such 


ree 
It bars all claimants. Now, is it possible that in an ex parte 
hearing the court can do justice, under these circumstances? 
Mr. , KINS. Ishould like to have the gentleman call my 
attention to the of the bill from which he has read. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I read from the twenty-seventh line on the 


second e forward. 
Mr. JENKINS, I want to say to my friend that that has been 
stricken out. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Then I should like to have a correct print 
of the bill. It seems that our facilities here are so enormous that 


Ican ne a copy of the bill. 
KINS. I want to say to the gentleman that that pro- 
rted against, for the very reason suggested. 
- That was brought to me as a correct copy of 


Mr. J 
vision was re 

Mr. MOOD 
the bill. 





Mr. GROSVENOR. Now let us see what is left. 

Mr. JENKINS. I understand that the criticisms made by the 
gentleman from Ohio are based upon the fact that he was read- 
ing from the wrong bill. Am I correct? 

r. GROSVENOR. That is true, but let me see what is left 
here. I wishI had heard the statement of the gentleman. Let 
me make my proposition and then let the gentleman answer it. 

Mr. JENKINS. Yes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Suppose that A files his petition in order 
to get relief under this bill and makes proof that he has the title 
by adverse possession. Then suppose that afterwards foreign 
heirs, heirs unknown, heirs against whom the statute has not run 
by reason of disability or infancy or marriage, or whatever may 
be a bar to the running of the statute of limitations, make their 
appearance. Does the decree that is obtained under this statute 
bar them of their action? 

Mr. JENKINS. No. Iwillsay tothe gentleman from Ohio that 
a decree obtained under this bill would not bar any of the parties 
named, and it would not be any relief whatever to the party plain- 
tiff in the proceedings, except in so far as to give him an oppor- 
tunity to place something on the record to show that he has got a 
paper title as well as a legal title, and he has got to prove to the 
entire satisfaction of the court, first by his pleadings and then by 
his proof, that he has a legal title by adverse possession. The de- 
cree could not be used as evidence against anybody claiming in 
hostility to the plaintiff in the ae 
ae LENTZ. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 

on 

Mr. JENKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. LENTZ. By that process do you not simply put the occu- 
yeas of the land in a position to deceive the next purchaser? 

y should he get such a paper title as that in an ex parte pro- 
ceeding, except to enable him to sell the land to somebody else 
who is not aware of the real situation of affairs? 

Mr. JENKINS. I want to say to my friend from Ohio that no 
such state of things could occur. Hecould not perpetrate a fraud 
upon anybody. When a person comes to that muniment of title, 
he would discover at a glance that the party was claiming under 
the decree of a court, which must recite all of the facts with refer- 
ence to the cause of action and also with reference to the service, 
and it would be notice to him by the very decree itself that the 
party claimed under adverse possession. 

Mr. LENTZ. Is not this the fact, that there are title guaranty 
companies in this city and is it not a fact that they refuse to guar- 
antee these very titles that this bill proposes to give at least a 
color of title to? Is it not the purpose of this bill to enable cer- 
tain parties to make use of titles that no title company will now 


rantee 

Mr. JENKINS. I have no such information, and the commit- 
tee did not have any such information. I understand that there 
are companies here which guarantee titles, and I understand also 
that it is a rule of those associations not to guarantee any title 
that has not got a good paper title; that is, a party must have 
both a paper title and a legal title before they will guarantee it, 
I object to the use of the words ‘‘certain parties,” because there 
are no certain parties. 

Mr. LENTZ. I understood the gentleman, however, to say 
a while ago that this bill does not add anything to the title. 

Mr. JENKINS. It does not add anything to the title. 
son does not acquire any legal rights under the bill at all. 

Mr. LENTZ. Then what advantage is there in passing such a 
bill as this, except to deceive future purchasers? 

Mr. JENKINS. I want to say to my friend that this is the law 
of over twenty States of the Union now. Whether it is the law of 
Ohio I do not know. 

Mr. LENTZ. It is not the law of Ohio. 

Mr. JENKINS. But it is the law of Missouri, as my friend 
[Mr..CowHERD], a member of the committee, knows; and it was 
adopted as being the very fairest statute that we could find. 

Mr. LENTZ. A title by open, notorious, hostile, adverse pos- 
session, when the occupant keeps his flag flying for twenty, twenty- 
one, or forty years, whatever the statute may require, ought to be 
sufficient in the District of Columbia, just as it is in Ohio; and I 
see no good reason why you should put an act of this kind on the 
oe here, except to deceive those who may be purchasers in the 

uture. 

Mr. JENKINS. It is not possible to deceive anybody, Mr. 
Speaker, and I want to say in addition to what has been said with 
reference to this matter that this bill has met with the approval 
of the nisi prius judges here, and the judgesof the supreme court 
and every legal gentleman in the city of whom I am aware prac- 
tically approves of it as being a just measure. Five gentlemen 
from the Bar Association came before the committee, representing 
both parties in politics, and said there was no politics in it, and 
that this was not done to injure anybody, but that they deemed ita 
wise and pfoper measure; and they urged action by the committee 
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upon the bill as being just and necessary to enable parties to com- 
plete their titles. 

Mr. LENTZ. Did not the gentleman earlier in the discussion 
say that the bill that was recommended by the Bar Association of 
this District was not the bill now before the House? 

Mr. JENKINS. Idid not make any such statement, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. LENTZ. I understood you to say that your committee had 
changed that. 

Mr. JENKINS. Our committee did recommend a substitute, 
and that substitute is now before the House. If the gentleman 
would only read the report and the bill, it would not be necessary 
to ask useless questions. 

Mr. LENTZ. I have not had an opportunity to read the bill. 
This is the first time I have ever heard of this bill being before the 


ouse, 

Mr. MOODY. Will the gentieman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. JENKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. MOODY. Now, I understand that the purpose of this bill 
is to permit the owner of title in possession to file a bill in equity 
for the purpose of, quieting his title against one who appears to 
have record title, and all the heirs, devisees, and vendees of that 
person; is not that so? 

Mr. JENKINS. I think so. 

Mr. MOODY. Now, then, when that decree has been rendered 
ae those persons will not that conclude them in respect to 
the title? 

Mr. JENKINS. It can not. That is the very reason why the 
committee refused to report the original bill. 

Mr. MOODY. What is the purpose of this—— 

Mr. JENKINS. The purpose—— 

Mr. MOODY. Is it not provided here that in the bill in equity 
that is filed the names of all the heirs, devisees, and vendees of 
the record title owner shall be set forth, and so far as possible 
personal service shall be made upon them as defendants, and then 
that the others, who are unknown, shall be described and service 
shall be made by publication? Then the bill declares when such 
service shall be made by publication the decree shall be rendered 
as if personal service had been made. The gentleman must be 
entirely wrong in saying that that does not conclude those per- 
sons. They are concluded the same as if they were brought into 
court and heard. There is no exception made, as in the original 
bill, not even of insane people. Itseems to methat the substitute 


is worse than the original bill. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Permit me to say one word right 
here. Page 4, lines 18, 19, and 20, I think, furnish a conclusive 
answer, I will say to my colleague from Wisconsin. I think the 
interpretation sought to be put upon the bill by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts is correct, that the decree gives absolute title. 

Mr. MOODY. That is what I think. 

Mr, COOPER of Wisconsin. Lines 18,19, and 20 read this way: 

And upon the trial of such cause proof of the facts showing title in the 
plaintiff by adverse possession shall entitle him to a decree of the court de- 
claring his title by adverse possession. 

It does not mean a conditional title, but an absolute title by 
adverse possession. 

Mr. MOODY. I should like the gentleman to yield to me for a 
little while. 

Mr. JENKINS. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, I think this bill ought not to pass. 
It is a bill which deserves a at deal further consideration be- 
fore it is passed. It will conclude all insane persons, it will con- 
clude married women, it will conclude an infant, or will conclude 
one who is beyond the seas, provided only that those persons are 
described in the petition and the order of notice is published in 
one of the Washington papers. I sympathize in the purpose the 
committee had in view when they reported this bill. I believe 
there ought to be some way provided by which at some point of 
time a title can be quieted against an adverse claimant; but this 
bill is altogether too drastic in its provisions. It concludes a per- 
son who has never arrived at age or who is not of sound mind, 
and I trust the gentleman will withdraw this bill from consider- 
ation and recommit it, reporting it later in some other form. 

Mr. JENKINS. I simply want to say in reply to my friend 
from Massachusetts and to my colleague from issensio. who 
seem very anxious to criticise this bill, that both of them are sim- 
ply mistaken in their views in regard toit. I want to make fur- 
ther answer that this bill has been the law in a great many States 
for a great number of years, and has been the law of the State of 
Missouri for upward of forty years, and it has never been criticised 
as unfair, nor has it been suggested that anyone was denied any 
right underit. How can a party be denied if the party in hostility 
has acquired title by adverse possession? Now, asto your widows 
and orphans, your insane people, and people beyond the seas, what 
claim can they assert as against a person who has absolute legal 
title by adverse possession? You have first got to aver in your 
plea that you have got absolute legal title by way of adverse pos- 
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session, and proof has to be made to the court, and the decree giv- 
ing final title or a declaration that the party has acquired it with- 
out hostility from anyone. This bill has been very carefully con- 
sidered, and by lawyers. It has been before the committee for a 
very long time, and it was not rushed through. At least five 
lawyers came before the committee at one time and gave their 
views onit, and these questions were discussed, because it was the 
wish of the committee to perfect the bill, and the bill is not worse 
than the original. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I want to ask the gentleman in charge of 
the bill whether there ought not to be some other provision in the 
bill to protect the interest of minors than the mere provision that 
if found interested they should be served by publication. 

The usual Ar rammyses in a proceeding of this kind is to appoint 
@ guardian ad litem or some one to wr eine: them. As I under- 
stand it, you propose to go out of the ordinary rule by which 
courts settle and quiet a title and provide a ial way under cer- 
tain conditions mentioned in this bill. The Supreme Court of the 
United States has decided that a service by publication merely, 
in a case like this, is no service at all. 

Mr. JENKINS. I want to say that the point my friend refers 
to was considered and talked about in the committee. The pres- 
ent law guards that matter. If there are any minors, they will 
have to have a dian ad litem appointed under the present law. 

Mr. GR E. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 
While the court would decree, and doubtless properly decree, as 
to the title to premises between ies before the court then bein, 
heard, there might be parties who are served by publication an 
simply descri who, if in court, would be able to overthrow the 
title established by adverse ion. What I mean is this: 
Suppose, for instance, the suit is brought by A and he is the only 
one personally served. <A, —— would not be able to show 
that the party a by adverse possession was not entitled to a 
decree, whereas if B, C, or D, who had been served by publication 
only, were before the court they might be able to show that the 
7 of title by adverse possession was unfounded. Is not that 

e? 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I want to offer an amendment to 
the pending bill. I offer as an amendment the ar tie 

Commencing in line 42, on the third page of the bill, rt the 
following: 

no m shall bar an 
oat pars ian tong ua Phan ot fa, when bach peosann tobaoncd, 
eo 


or any person claiming any interest therein as reversioner or remaind: 
trom bringing or maintaining any suit or action in respect of such landsif such 
suit or ion be brought in one from and after the removal of the disa- 
bility eg of the termination of the intermediate estate or estates, as the case 
may be. 


In offering that amendment, I want to say, in answer to some 
criticisms that have been made, and particularly in answer to the 
uestion by the gentleman from Massachusetts {Mr. Moopy], that 
the language of the bill is ‘‘the decree shall declare his title by 
adverse possession.” He can not maintain his action unless he 
has the title by adverse possession. He has not only to aver it, but 
he must prove it. 

Mr. MOODY. This is exactly what might occur: ores the 
bill were filed showing adverse possession on the part of the plain- 
tiff for more than twenty years, which, I suppose, is the time in the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. JENKINS. Yes; twenty years. 

Mr. MOODY. The court hears all the evidence, and it appears 
that there has been such an adverse ion for more than 
twenty years. It is set forth that the heirs of the record owners 
are unknown; consequently there is mere service by publication. 
The court, of course, upon that evidence properly enters a decree 
= the title 7 adverse ee ee ee Now, 

en, su it ap ater urin twen 
the heir af the seuspeaiuan has been ina e. That wo white 
the whole state of facts. If that were so, by any per law, 
— — this bill, the insane person would be entitled to retain 

right. 

Mr. JENKINS. Well, the amendment that I have just offered 
oie MOODY I think it does, but I — of th vi- 

r. ° oes, but Iam © pro 


sions of the origi bill. By the original bill that insane person 
— Lo y 


Mr. JENKINS. Thatis the law in at least ten or fifteen States. 
They have had this same law in operation for many years, and 
the statute of Missouri seemed to us to be the fairest and the most 


ust. 
Mr. MOODY. I would like to ask if this is, word for word, the 
statute of Missouri? 
Mr. JENKINS. It is. 
Mr. KING. I would like to say to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts that these States having that te construe the "send 


cation of a summons as not operating against those who are 
or who are minors. 








1898. 


Mr. MOODY. Yes; but what surety have we that this court 


Mr. JENKINS. > Sa I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri . COWHERD].— 

Mr. COWHERD. r. Speaker, I think the meaning of this 
statute has been somewhat misunderstood. As I understand the 








proposition, it is to quiet the title to a class of holdings in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia that are almost impossible to transfer under the 


present conditions. Now, this statute has been in force in Mis- 
souri for a great many There has never been any trouble 
with the enforcement of its provisions. The facts are these: That 
a party who goes into court must first prove that he has a good 
title; then, having proved that, the court decrees and gives him a 
record title. The only difference between this proceeding and the 
ordinary proceeding in equity is that there is a provision here 
whereby an unknown heir may be reached. Other than that there 
is no use for this statute. : . 

Mr. HAMILTON. Is there in the Missouri law such a proviso 
as is embraced in this bill in lines 42 to 49, inclusive, on page 3, 
providing that the action must be taken within one year, or if 
not the parties shall be barred? 

Mr. COWHERD. There is a general provision in the statute 
of limitations of the State of Missouri providing that parties who 
would otherwise be by the statute shall, under certain cir- 
cumstances, bring their suit within three years after the disa- 
bility is removed. : ; 

Mr. HAMILTON, One year is a very short time. 

Mr. COWHERD. I have sent for the statute and will show it 
to the gentleman in a few moments. [A pause.] I am just in- 
formed that the statute is set out in the report. 


The point to which I call the attention of the House is this: 
That the only difference between the proceedings under this act 
and the ordinary proceeding in a court of equity is the provision 


allowing the proceeding against unknown heirs. But for that I 
do not believe the bill would be of any use, because you could at 
any rate, under the ordinary method of proceeding, go into a court 
of equity and bring suit to quiet title, thereby shutting out ad- 
verse interests. 

As has been already stated, there is in this District a great deal 
of land formerly held largely by colored people, who, when the 
land was of small value, drifted away or became scattered, so that 
it is im ible to find ont in many cases who the heirs are or 


where they are. That land now can not be conveyed because no | 


title can be made to it. The parties who at present hold it do so 
usually under a sort of paper title. Under this bill such a party, 
to take advantage of the bill, must have an absolute title under 
adverse possession. It is best for the interest of all parties that 
the title in these cases should be perfected, so that the land may 
be conveyed; it is best for the interest of the city, because no per- 
manent improvements can be put upon such land until the title 
is cleared up. 

The bill simply provides for a proceeding—that is all there is of 
this amendment of the law—to reach u wp heirs. Without 
this, the measure would simply confer a right which is now al- 
ready possessed. Under the existing law a man holding a good 
title by adverse possession can go into court and obtain judgment 
as anybody whose name he might be able to obtain; iu 
this way he can get judgment upon a bill in equity. This bill 
— allows the claimant in such a case to sue unknown heirs. 

- MOODY. In the opinion of the gentleman, would the effect 
of this bill be to conclude all persons who are made parties to the 
bill? The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. JENKINS] seemed to 
have a opinion on this question from the gentleman from 


Mr. COWHERD. I do not know that I fully agree with the 
gentleman from Wisconsin on that proposition. I am rather in- 
clined to think that any ey who was in a position to assert his 
title and did not do so would be cut out. I think such a party 
ought to be cut out, because the party in ion must show 
that he has a title by adverse possession; and if he has a 

legal title, it is proper that he should have a good record 
tle, so that the property may be in such a shape as to be used. 

Mr. MOODY, I think this bill in its general purpose meets 
the approval of every one; we are simply seeking to throw proper 
safeguards around its administration. 

Mr. JENKINS. I will now yield five minutes to the gentleman 


from Mich . Hammron]. 
Mr. HAMIL’ IN. Ido not ae to say anything further. 
Mr. JENKINS. Then I ask for a vote upon the amendment. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAYNE). 
the amendment come in? 
Mr. JENKINS. At the end of the bill; it is the same proviso 
which was attached to the original bill. 
Mr. CONNOLLY. The gentleman’s amendment does not meet 
one difficulty which has been suggested. It reads: 


Provided. That no such possession shall bar claiming an interest 
in such lan , being an infant or insane when sucl possession commenced. 


At what point does 
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Now, that amendment saves only the rightsof those persons who 
are infants or insane at the time that the adverse possession com- 
menced, but there may be infants or insane persons who may have 
come into existence or may have become insane during the pos- 
sessory period; and the rights of such persons ought to be saved 
by this amendment. If itis proposed tosave the rights of infants 
or insane persons or others under legal disability, an amendment 
something like this might be added: 

Provided, That the rights of infants or others under legal disability shall 

saved for a period of two years after the removal of their disabilities. 

Mr. JENKINS. We will accept that as an amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Why createa statute of limitations of two 
years when the present statute of limitations provides a period of 
twenty years? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. If you simply save the rights of infants and 
others under legal disability, in accordance with the statute of 
limitations now existing, then of ccurse this bill will effect noth- 
ing; it will leave the rights of all persons just as they are now. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I wish the gentleman from Wisconsin 
would take this bill back into committee and carefully consider 
the objections which have been raised here. 

Mr. JENKINS. If gentlemen want to defeat the bill, let them 
do so now. 

Mr. MOODY. I think nobody wants to defeat the bill. 

Mr. JENKINS. I ask for a vote on the amendment to the 
amendment, as suggested by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CONNOLLY]. 

. The SPEAKER pro tempore. TheClerk will report the amend- 
ment of the gentieman from Illinois. 
The Clerk read as follows: 





Strike out the proposed amendment and insert the niowing: 

“Provided, That the rightsof infants or others under legai disabiiity shall 
be saved for a period of two years after the removal of their disabilities.” 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I move that the bill and pending amend- 
ments be recommitted to the Committee on the District of Colum- 


bia. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR] moves that the bill with pending amendments be 
recommitted to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I think from the 
reading of the original bill, for which this is a substitute 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I should like to ask if this question is de- 
batable? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is in doubt. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the question is debatable, I want to 
debate it; but I do not think it is. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Let us concede that it is not de- 
batable, as far as I am concerned. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motionof 
the gentleman from Ohio | Mr. GrosvENoR] to recommit this bill 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
JENKINS) there were—ayes 18, noes 22. 

Accordingly the motion was rejected. 

Mr.MOODY. Mr. Speaker,I move that the bill be recommitted 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia with instructions 
to report it again with an amendment sufficiently guarding the 
rights of those under disabilities. 

Mr. JENKINS. I make the point of order that that is the 
same motion which has just been rejected. 

Several MempBers. Oh, no. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. They are wholly independent motions. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair thinks that that mo- 
tion is in order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly there is no necessity for great 
haste in the passage of such a bill. 

Mr. MOODY. The gentleman from Wisconsin is willing to 
accept an amendment. Why not have one properly drawn? It 
can be reported back to-day. 

Mr. JENKINS. Why, we can pass the bill, and if it is neces- 
sary, you can go into conference with it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, no; let us pass the bill in proper form. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Moopy] moves that the bill be recommitted to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia with instructions to re- 

rt an amendment properly guarding the rights of absentees, 
infants, and insane. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Persons under disability. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Issuch a motion a motion that would be 
entertained—a motion to recommit with instructions, when the 
instructions are not in exact terms? We do not know what we 
are voting for. Is it not simply a motion to recommit? 

The SPEAKER rotempore, The Chair thinks not. 
it might be more definite. 





He thinks 
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Mr. NORTHWAY. 
erly be entertained? 


Is it not so indefinite that it can not prop- 


Mr. MOODY. The purpose of it is known to those who have 
been taking part in the debate. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I heard the remarks of the gentleman. 

Mr. JENKINS. Let us have a vote. 

The question being taken on motion of Mr. Moopy, the Speaker 
pro tempore announced that the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. JENKINS. Let us have a division. 

The House proceeded to divide. 

Mr. MOODY. I do not think the question has been stated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question has been stated 
twice. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 23, noes 37. 

Accordingly the motion of Mr. Moopy was rejected. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is now on the 
amendment as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. JENKINS. Now I ask for a vote on the passage of the bill 
as amended. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the passage 
of the bill. As many as are in favor will say “ aye.” 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker-— 

The SPEAKER protempore. For what purpose does the gen- 
tleman rise? 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I rose for the purpose of asking that the 


engrossed bill as it is now amended be read for the information of 
the House. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
it is engrossed. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Before we give away $150,000 worth of 
land in one spot we should know what we are doing. 

BURIAL SITES IN THE CONGRESSIONAL CEMETERY. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 4101) 
granting the right to sell burial sites in parts of certain streets in 
Washington City to the vestry of Washington Parish, for the bene- 
fit of the Congressional Cemetery. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the right to sell for burial sites those parts of 
Eighteenth and Nineteenth streets east which lie between the north side 
of G street south and the north side of Water street, and also those parts of 
South G and South H streets which lie between Seventeenth and Twentieth 
streets east, being the same which have been inclosed and included within 
the limits of the Washington Cemetery, generally known as the Congres- 
sional Cemetery, under the provisions of the act of Congress approved day 
18, 1858, 11 Statutes at Large, page 289, be, and the same is hereby, granted 
by the United States to the vestry of Washington Parish, in the District 
of Columbia, such burial sites to be held, used, and disposed of by the 
said vestry for the purpose of caring for and improving the said cemetery, 
and for no other purpose; and the second proviso of the first section of said 
act, so far as it prohibits such sale, is hereby repealed: Provided, That no 

rt of the avenues now laid out and established upon the said streets within 

he boundaries of the said cemetery shall be included in such sales, but the 
same shall be preserved and maintained in good order for all time. 

Sec. 2, That the proceeds of such sales shall be devoted solely to the care, 
improvement, and adornment of the said cemetery; and the said vestry shall, 
in consideration of the grant hereby made, care for, protect, and preserve in 
good order that portion of the cemetery in which members of Congress and 
officers of the Government are buried, taking care also of the monuments, 
gravestones, and cenotaphs which have been or may hereafter be erected 
thereon, and protecting and preserving the samein good condition: Provided, 
That 10 per cent of said grave sites be reserved for the interment of officers, 
members, and employees of Congress. __ ( ; 

Sec. 3. That for the purposes and subject to the limitations prescribed in 
the preceding sections, the provisions of section 2 of the act of Congress ap- 
proved July 25, 1848 (9 Stat. L., 250), are extended and made to apply to all 
streets and parts of streets east of Nineteenth street and south of E street 
south passing between any whole squares owned or possessed by the said 
vestry: Provided, That said provision shall not apply to any part of the 
grounds attached to the Washington Asylum. 

Sec. 4. That before any provision of this act concerning any public street 
or part thereof shall go into effect the said vestry shall file in the office of the 
Commissioner of Public Buildings and Grounds a duly certified copy of its 
resolution or order accepting the provisions of this act, and agreeing to com- 

ly with the requirements of the second section; and also file in the office of the 
District Commissioners of the District of Columbia a grant to said Commis- 
sioners of the right to enter upon the grounds of said cemetery for the con- 
struction, maintenance, and repair of a sewer through said cemetery alon; 
the line along the southern borders of the same to Twentieth street, an 
thence northwardly along said street across said cemetery, said line being 
marked “center line of Anacostia River intercepting sewer, right bank,” in 
a tracing made and to be filed in the office of the surveyor of the District of 
Columbia by said Commissioners. 

Sec. 5. That on the abandonment of this cemetery for cemetery purposes 
all right to the use of the streets herein referred toshall revert, without cost, 
to the United States, anything in this act to the contrary notwithstanding. 


Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, this bill relates wholly to 
granting the right to the Washington vestry to sell certain parts 
of streets within the inclosure of the Congressional Cemetery for 
burial purposes. The bill has been twice reported from the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia and has once passed the House 
of Representatives. Ei 


The bill will be laid aside until 


This cemetery was established by the Washington vestry in 
1807. Shortly afterwards the vestry set apart or donated for the 
interment of members of Congress, free of charge, 100 lots. After- 
wards other lots were dedicated for the same purpose and for the 
interment of Government officials and their families. In this way 
this cemetery came to be known as the Congressional Cemetery, 
and I believe since the year 1822 it has been so known. 

All the streets within the inclosure of the cemetery were do- 
nated to the cemetery under certain restrictions, which were that 
the unoccupied portions of the streets should only be used for the 
burial of Government officials. Now, the burial of members of 
Congress and other Government officials having ceased many 
years ago, a hardship is entailed upon the vestry in maintaining 
the streets of this cemetery. The streets are 90 to 100 feet wide, 
while the driveways are only 16 feet wide. This bill simply pro- 
vides that the vestry shall sell the unoccupied portions of the 
streets for burial purposes, preserving a certain percentage of 
the streets for the interment of members of Congress and other 
Government officials. It further provides that the cemetery asso- 
ciation shall maintain the graves occupied by the officials hereto- 
fore buried there; shall care for the tombstones and cenotaphs 
erected there many years ago. So the bill seems to be in the inter- 
est not only of the cemetery association, but of the District of 
Columbia as well. If any gentleman desires to ask any questions, 
I shall be glad to answer them. Otherwise I ask for a vote. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and > 

On motion of Mr. CURTIS of Iowa, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


ADULTERATION OF CANDY. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up for consideration the 
bill (H. R. 409) to prevent the adulteration of candy in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That no person or corporation shall, by himself, hisserv- 
ant, or agent, or as the servant or agent of any other person or corporation 
manufacture for sale or knowingly sell or offer to sell any candy adultera 
by the admixture of terra alba, barytes, talc, or any other mineral substan 


ce, 
by poisonous colors or flavors, or other ingredients deleterious or detrimental 
to health 


Sec. 2. That any person or corporation convicted of violating any of the 
provunene, of this act shall be punished by a fine not exceeding $100 nor less 

han $50. The candy so adulterated shall be forfeited and destroyed under 
the direction of the court. 


Sxc. 3. That it is hereby made the duty of the prosecuting attorneys of the 
District of Columbia to appear for the people and to attend _to the prosecu- 
tion of all complaints under this act in all the courts of said District. 

Sec. 4. That this act shall take effect upon its passage. 


Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I move to amend by striking out, in lines 
8 and 4 of section 2, the words ‘‘ nor less than $50.” 

The SPEAKER protempore, The Clerk will report the amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In lines 3 and 4 of section 2 of the bill, strike out the words “nor less than 


So that it will read: 

Shall be punished by a fine not exceeding $100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, the reasons for the passage 
of this bill are stated in the following letter from the president of 
the Board of Commissioners of the District of Columbia, written 
to the chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia: 


Orrick COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, January 5, 1898. 
Dear Srr: The Commissioners recommend favorable action poe the bill 
(H. R. 409) “to prevent the adulteration of candy in the District of Columbia,” 
which was referred to them at your instance for their examination and 


report. 

Various laws and ordinances are in force at present in the District of Co- 
lumbia relative to the adulteration of food, but none — refer to the 
adulteration of candy. In view of the possibility of doubt whether the word 
‘food,’ where it appears in those laws, would be construed to include candy, 
the purpose of the bill appears to be meritorious, as it seeks to provid 


© posi- 
tive means for the prevention of fraud and to remove certain sources of 
danger to the public 


ealth. 
Very respectfully, JOHN W. ROSS, 


President Board of Commissioners District of Columbia. 
Hon. J. W. BABOooK, 


Chairman Committee on the District of Columbia. 
Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I call for a vote on the bill. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. CURTIS of Iowa, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


ECKINGTON AND SOLDIERS’ HOME RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 6148) to amend the charter of the Ecking- 
ton and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company, of the District of 
Columbia, the Maryland and Washington Railway Company, and 
the Belt Railway Company, and for other purposes. 






The bill was read, as follows: 
t the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Com- 

ete» of Columbia be, and it is hereby, authorized to Sasol. 
with or to aca 
and any railway company formed under 


i urpose of and opera 
to Saban to the town Laurel, in the State of land, or any one 


Com and the 
hereby Guthorized to consolidate with or se 
chises to the said Eckington 

District of Columbia: 
solidation shall be first 
rations so bu 


Yolum or any consolidated company which may be created 

thie District of Colaant, oe oriions of thin act, be and ts is berchy, author- 
to 

lease. solidation and for the purpose of constructing, reconstructing, 
se eae its own lines, or the railway lines of any of the railway 
tioned in this act, and to secure said bonds by a mortgage or 
trust of all of the property and franchises owned or controlled by 
said corporation to such an amount and upon such terms as may be agree 
upon by the majority of the stockholders of such companies; and that the 
sai 


> dated com which may be created and organized under the 
Srovisions of this oe bar and it is hereby, authorized to issue its capital 
stock, either for cash or in exchange for the stock or property and franchises 
of any of the above-mentioned companies, to such an amount and upon such 
mS as ma 
oe vided, however, t the total issue of said bonds and stock 
not in the aggregate exceed the amount necessary for effecting any 
such purchase, lease, or consolidation and for the construction, reconstruc- 
ment aforesaid. 
the said Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company, or 
consolidated c 
act, shall begin ) 
s lines and such lines as may be acquired by said company within 
its with an eepegrous’ electric system essentially r to the 
system now in use in said city, 
nine months from the passage 
to the Commissioners of the District of Columbia in the sum of $100,000, con- 
ditioned on the faithful performance of the work in this section uired: 
That before permits shall be issued to begin such work all taxes 
al assessments due and unpaid to the District of Columbia shall 


SEc. Pp That the power to institute condemnation proceedings conferred 
upon the Maryland and Washington Railway Company by section 24 of the 
oint resolution entitled “A joint resolution to extend the charter of the 
aryland and Washington enwee Company,” approved aa 23, 1894, be, 
and the same is hereby, continued in fo so i 
exercise of such right may be necessary. 
Sec. 5. That the name of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Com- 
ny of the District of Columbia be, and it is hereby, changed to City and 
burban Railway of Washington. 
Sec. 6. That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this 
act, and that all acts or parts of acts inconsistent with this act be, and the 
same are hereby, repealed. 


The Committee on the District of Columbia recommended the 
following substitute: 


That the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company of the District 
of Columbia be, and it is hereby. authorized to purchase or lease the prop- 
erty and franchises of the Belt Railway Company and the Maryland 
Washington Railwa 
more and Maryland 
of the purchase or lease to change its name by a vote of its board of directors 
to “ The City and Suburban Railway compen,” sae the said Belt Railway 
Company and the Maryland and Washington i 
authorized to sell or lease their property and franchises to the said Ecking- 
ton and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company. 

Sec. 2. That the said Eckington and Soldiers' Home Railway Company, 

rvision of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, shall 
fully equip its lines within the city of Washington with an underground 
electric system ny similar to the underground system now in use by 
the Metropolitan Railroac 
to and approved by the said Commissioners, and shall have its cars regularly 
tem within nine months from the passage of this act. and 
uip the lines of the Belt Railway Company within the city of Wash- 
th the same system in case the property and franchises of the Belt 
shall be Seaton leased by pihe Eckin : and oy mo 
mpany, and s ave cars running regularly on the lines 
of said Belt Railway Com y within nine months from the completion of 
such purchase or lease: ided. That before permits shall be issued to 
begin such work all taxes and special assessments due and unpaid to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia shall first be paid. 

Sec. 3. That the route of the ae and Soldiers’ Home Railway Com- 

shall be as at present, with the followin 
rsections of T and Third streets NE. and R and Second streets NE. one 
be abandoned, and in lieu thereof a single track shall be con- 


structed between the same poi 3 : 
intersections of Ec points on T and Second streets NE.; between the 


and First street NE. 
track shall be constructed between these two polets, crossing Florida 

avenue and on First street; between the intersections of 

— a = and Fifth 

ree creased to a width of 44 one t 

eae i. f 44 feet between curbs, one trac 

street NW., between 

First and C streets 


running by said s 


and Fourth and D streets NE. shall be abandoned, and in : Washington, February 12, 1898. 
a single track shall be constructed on D and First streets NE., DEAR Sir: The Commissioners have the honor to inclose herewith a bill 
ts: Provided, Thatif Fifth street be not widened as above | t0 amend _ the charter of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Com- 
tracks of the Belt Railway Com on Fourth street W., | Pany, and for other purposes, which has been gone over carefully, and in its 


stated the dou 
between G street and New York avenue N., shall be abandoned, and the Belt 
Company shail have the privilege of using the tracks of the Ecking- 

street, and New York avenue: Provided further, That the 
sary switches, turn 
the said Eckingtos ent Soldiers’ Home Railway Co is 

an Ts’ Home way Com y 
thorized to issue its capital stock and its bonds to an caureaste 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 









amount sufficient tocover the cost of the property and franchises whose pur- 
chase or lease is herein provided for, and the cost of the construction, equip- 
ment, and uipment of the railway lines now owned a said Eckington 
and Soldiers’ Home ey Company or hereafter to acquired by said 
comeeng, and to secure said bonds by mortgage or deed of trust of any part 
or all of its prepesy and franchises, as now owned or hereafter to be acquired 
under the provisions of this act, subject to any prior mortgaged indebtedness. 
Sec. 5. That within 5 days from the date of the approval of this act the 
Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company shall deposit $5,000 with 
the collector of taxesof the District of Columbia to guarantee the reconstruc- 
tion, equipment, and gy of its lines, as authorized and prescribed 
by this act. If said sum is not so deposited, then this act shall be void. If 
said sum is so deposited and the said lines are not reconstructed, equipped, 
and reequipped as herein provided for, then said sum of $5,000 shall be for- 
feited to the District of Columbia and this act shall be void. 
Sec. 6. That the power to institute condemnation proceedings conferred 
upon the Maryland and Washington Railway Company by section 24of the 
oint resolution entitled ““A joint resolution to extend the charter of the Mary- 
nd and Washington Railway Company,” approved August 23, 1894, be, and 
the same is hereby, continued in force one year from the passage of this act. 
Sec. 7. That the purchaser or purchasers of the property or franchises of 
the said Belt Railway Company at any sale thereof, under decree of court or 
otherwise, and the assigns of such purchaser or purchasers, shall possess and 
enjoy all the corporate rights, privileges, and franchises heretofore con- 
ferred upon the said Belt Railway Company, as well as the right to be a cor- 
ration under thisact. And any corporation socreated and organized under 
he provisions of this section is hereby authorized to issue its bonds and cap 
tal stock either for cash or in exchange for the stock, bonds, property, or 
franchises of the said Belt Railway Company: Provided, however, That the 
total issue of said bondsand stock shall not in the aggregate exceed the 
amount necessary for effecting any such purchase, and for the construction, 
reconstruction, and equipment of said Belt Railway; and within one year 
from the ratification by the court of such foreclesure sale the said corpora- 
tion operating under this section shall construct and put into full operation 
on its entire line an underground electric system similar to the one now in 
use by the Metropolitan Railroad Company. 
Szc. 8. That Congress reserves the right toalter, amend, or repeal this act, 
and all acts or parts of acts inconsistent with this act be, and the same are 
hereby, repeal 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I would like to have the report 
on this bill read. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I wish to state that I desire 
to be recognized in opposition to this bill. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the biil 
(H. R. 6148) to amend the charter of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Rail- 
wa Company of the District of Columbia, the Maryland and Washington 
Railway Company, and the Belt Railway Company, and for other purposes, 
beg leave to report the same to the House with the recommendation that it 
do pass with the following amendment: 

; Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing—— 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask to omit the reading of the 
proposed substitute, as it has just been read. That is merely a 
copy of the bill as it has been read. 


he SPEAKER protempore. Without objection, that will be 
omitted. 


There was no objection. 
' The Clerk proceeded to read the remainder of the report, as fol- 
ows: 







State of Mary- 
ting a way line from the D 







ire ington Railway Compaay, the bat Raites te 
tC) ae of the 


es; and the said land and W wa 
t Railway a aap either of fm yoteo 
li or lease its property and fran- 
and Soldiers’ Home Railway pany of the 
Provided, however, That ony such sale, lease, or con- 
approved by a majority of the stockholders of each of 


, selling, leasing, or consolidating. 
4 Evkingtom and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company of 













bonds for the purpose of effecting such purchase, 










ldiers’ Home Railway of the District of Columbia, or 









upon by the majority of the stockholders of such 











_— that meg 2° organized under the provisions of 
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and shall complete such equipment within 
of this act; and shall give a bond satisfactory 












ree ong and to such extent as the 























and 
c Somaeey of the District of Columbia, and the Balti- 


lway Company of Maryland, and upon the completion The committee has given careful consideration to the subject covered in 


this bill, which provides— 

First. That the necper ties of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway 
Company and the Belt Railway Company shall be equipped with an under- 
ground electric system, similar to that in use on the Metropolitan Railway, { 
within nine months from the passage of this act. : 

Second. It provides that the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Com- 

ny, corporation, may purchase or lease the properties of the Belt Railway 

Yompany, the Maryland and Washington Railway Company, and the Colum- 
bia and Maryland Railway Company, the latter being a suburban line. 

Third. That after completion of the purchase or lease the corporation is 
authorized to change its name, by a vote of its board of directors, to ** The 
City and Suburban Railway Company,” and that it may issue stock and bonds 
for the purchase of the other corporations and for the equipment of the va- 
rious lines not exceeding in amount the cost of such equipment or purchase. 

Fourth. Section oe that the purchaser or purchasers of the Belt 
Railway Company shall succeed to the corporate rights of that company 
when the same shall be sold by order of the court. Under the present law 
the Capital Traction Company is the only corporation authorized to purchase 
and succeed to the corporate rights of the Belt Railway Company. If pur- 
chased by any individual or any other company, they would be obliged to 
come to Congress for a new charter. 

Fifth. All of these lines are being and have been operated for some time 
at a loss and to the great disadvantage of the public, and your committee be- 
lieves that the only way they can be successfully operated is by an under- 

ound system of electricity, and tho sooner this is done and action taken by 
ongress the better it will be for the patrons and citizens living on these 
lines, as well as for the corporation itself. f 

The bill as amended has the approval of the Commissioners of the District : 
of —- pee and your committee incorporates their letter asa part of its 
repor 


lway Company are hereby 








Company in said city, upon plans to be submitted 














changes, to wit: Between the 
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place and Florida avenue and New York avenue 
tracks shall be abandoned, and in lieu thereof a 






ew York avenue 
and G streets NW., unless the ee of Fifth 

shall be 
thereof a single track shall be constructed on Fourth 
Now York avenue and Gstreet; a single track between 
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present form is believed to meet the needs of the District. I might add that 
oo ate been gone acer by the Commissioners, the attorney for the Dis- 
way © rict, an r. O. T. Crosby. 

Company between the points named on Very respectfully, yours, 
be removed, and the single tracks, with all the neces- 


JOHN B. WIGHT, 
outs, etc., shall be — subject to the approval of the 


Acting President Board of Commissioners, District of Columbia, 
Hon. J. W. Bascock, 
Chairman Committee on District of Columbia, 
House of Representatives, 
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Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I would like to ask the genile- 
man whether there is a minority report accompanying this bill? 

Mr. BABCOCK. There is no minority report. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I want the gentleman to yield to mea few 
moments of time. 

Mr. BABCOCK., How much time? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I should like fifteen minutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I supposed that I was to be recognized in 
my own right. 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin 
in charge of the bill is recognized, and unless the previous ques- 
tion is ordered the gentleman from Ohio, at the proper time, 
would be recognized by the Chair. 

Mr. GROSVENOR (to Mr. HEPBURN). 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do. 
the bill ought to pass. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I can hardly conceive of any amendment 
that would make it acceptable. How much time do you want? 
I will yield to yon. 

. Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman from Wisconsin has kindly 
offered me fifteen minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, I think that with a few amendments this bill might 
be made a very desirable one. This bill provides for the reorgani- 
zation of three or four independent lines of road, probably with 20 
miles of track in the District. This is a very favorable occasion 
for adopting a system of legislation that will permit the consoli- 
dation of the street railroads in this city under the direction of 
one or two or three of the stronger and better corporations that 
are now engaged in conducting that traffic. This particular com- 
pany, or two of these companies, the Eckington and the Belt Line 
Company, have been the subjects and objects of legisl&tion of this 
body on a number of occasions. 

The Congress has attempted year after year to compel these 
corporations to give to the people the improved facilities for travel 
that they ought to give. Their franchises have been a gift; their 
system of taxation has been exceedingly beneficial to the corpora- 
tions. They have paid much less, very much less, for the property 
that they own than their share of taxation as measured by that 
which others have to pay. Notwithstanding all these advantages, 
they have been for years and years in contempt of the commands 
of this body. They have attempted to avoid the most wholesome 
requirements under the grossest of subterfuges. They have pre- 
tended to make improvements when there was nothing but a pre- 
tense; and they are not, in my judgment, specially entitled to 
further benefits at the hands of Con t 

But I am perfectly willing that this act should pass if we can 
ingraft upon it such amendment as will make or will allow or 
will lead to or make possible the consolidation of these various 
interests. I would,if i had the power, amend the sixth section in 
the act, or the first section as amended, by striking out, on page 4, 
line 14: 

The said Belt Railway Company and the Maryland and Washington Rail- 
way Company are hereby authorized tosell or lease their property and fran- 
chises to the said Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company. 

Under that provision of the bill the Belt Line is given the power 
to sell, but to sell toasingle bidder. I see no reason why that 
should be, especially in this particular case. This Belt Line has 
the advantage. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The gentleman isin error. There is a pro- 
vision in the bill especially for all parties to be bidders, and that 
any purchaser will receive on his purchase the corporate right 
of the road. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I notice this language—— 

Mr. BABCOCK. Section 7—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. This is in the sixth section, that gives the 
power to sell: 

And the said Belt Railway Company and the Maryland and Washington 
Railway Company are hereby authorized to sell or lease their property and 
franchises to the said Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company. 

Now, if there is any provision in the bill that authorizes them 
to sell to any other bidder I could not findit. I have read the 
bill with care and have heard it read aloud. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would suggest in that connection it will 
be seen in section 3 of the amended bill that it proceeds to put cer- 
tain changes in the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway, but it 
does not leave it open for changes in any other railway, looking 
undoubtedly to the sole purpose of that one single railroad com- 


Do you want to speak? 
With some amendments, I think that 


any. 
Mr. HEPBURN. I was not sufficiently acquainted with the 


geography of the city and the names of streets to be certain about 
that; but I think there can be no contention, Mr. Speaker, but 
that the provisions of this bill limit the power of sale on the 
part of these three companies to this one purchaser. Now, why 
should that be? This Belt Railway Company has a large funded 
debt; it has a large floating debt; and if we are to be guided by 
the statements in the newspapers, they owe many thousands of 
dollars—forty thousand or more, I think—to their employees. 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. Idonot want tointerrupt the gentleman, 
and will not now if it interferes with hisargument; but I will state 
to the gentleman that the object of putting that provision there is 
to enable the Eckington as I understand it, to become a pur- 
chaser. The Belt road, as you well understand, is in the of 
a receiver, and is ordered sold by the court, or will be, and any- 
body can purchase it, and this only extends to that Eckington 
Railroad the power to become a purchaser. It has eee) 
now, and this is to give that road the right to become a purc ° 

Mr. HEPBURN. [If that is so, the gentlemen are very faulty 
in their language. Thisisa provision authorizing the sale or lease 
of their per franchises to the Eckington and Soldiers’ 
Home ore “ae 

Mr. RIC DSON. The court is going tosell and has already 
taken steps, and I believe has signed the order for sale. There- 
fore this bill is not giving any power to the Belt road to sell. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then the amendment striking out the words 
could do no harm. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The Eckington road could not be a pur- 
chaser without the enabling act. There is only one road in the 
District of Columbia that has the power, I think. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The amendments that I propose to offer 
would confer upon any street railway in the city the power of 
consolidation. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
tion is concerned. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes; but I would make it a general provision 
by which this consolidation could be pee any road. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. This bill confers this right alone on 
the Eckington Company, as I understand it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is all, and, as I read it, authorizes this 
company alone to sell now. Now, the court may go on and sell; 
but sup the Belt Line Company extricates itself from this dif- 
ficulty that they are now in and the receiver is discharged and 
they are no longer the ward of the court, then would they have 
any power to sell under the provisions of this act to any other cor- 
poration than the Eckington? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think so. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, that ought to be made clear. It will 
do no harm to nod this amendment. 

Mr. RICHAR N. No; but it is going a little beyond—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. | Then it can still sell to the a line if 
it is the highest bidder, and if it is not the highest bidder it can 


not. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, The gentleman understands that now, 
under the law, the Traction Company is the only incorporated rail- 
road company in the District that has the power to become the 
purchaser at this sale? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes; but I would give to every company the 
power of consolidation with any other company. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is a power that Congress has here- 
tofore refused. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I want to see a continuation of the admira- 
ble system of railways that has been inaugurated by tho two lines 
in this city. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ido not want to interrupt the gentleman, 
but in section 7 it provides: 

That the purchaser or a of the property or franchises of the said 
Belt Railway Company at any sale thereof, under decree of court or other- 


wise, and the assigns of such purchaser or purchasers, and enjoy 
all the corporate rights, pri 


That is in the bill, so far as this corpora- 


shall possess 
eges, and franchises heretofore conferred upon 
—_ Belt Railway Company, as well as the right to be a corporation under 


That is to say, if individuals come and purchase they can be- 
come a corporation for the purpose of running a street railway. 
Otherwise we thought individuals would be entirely excinded. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But here you have put in an express provi- 
sion limiting it. Would not that control the a au- 
thority that might be inferred from the language found in the 
seventh section? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. We will not object to the change if you 
allow the Ecki m to become a bidder. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would offer another amendment: 

After the yes “ ane. in = fourth line ot the a oepe 
section, insert the words ‘‘or any other corporation operating a 
street railroad in the District of Columbia.” r 

That is what the gentleman wants, and that would enable the 
Eckington road to become a bidder. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman misunderstands me. We 
have heretofore had such provisions in the street-railway bills, 
and Congress has stricken out because they did not want to 
give them the power of consolidation. 

Mr. HEPBURN. This House has time and again ressed 
itself in favor of that power, but in the other branch t has 
oe os i as on ae side ww 

uies in w ey regarded as better judgment o 
te; but if we can express ourselves by a formidable vote, 
probably the conferees would carry out the wishes of the House. 
































again amend the bill: bodies; and as I understand (if I am at fault, I lay it at the door 
{ would the word “ land,” tn the eighth line, where the word | of the committee), these four railroad corporations are all of them 
the somata. the words “or any r connecting or | insolvent. Am I right about that? 
Mr. BABCOCK. Three of them. 


intersecting line of railway.” 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Where do you propose to insert that 


amendment? 

Mr. HEPBURN. After the word “‘ Maryland” where it occurs 
the second time in line 8 on page 4. I would use the same words 
again after the word ‘“‘company” in the thirteenth line on the 
After the word “‘ act,” in line 8, section 7, I would 
insert ‘‘ under the name fixed by the board of directors.” And 
in line 8, I would insert the wo ‘‘or purchasing.” With these 
amendments the clause would read: “And any corporation so 
created and organized or purchasing under the provisions of this 


Mr. BABCOCK. Would not that limit the right to purchase 
to a corporation? The intention of the provision in the bill is to 
allow anybody to come in and bid on that property. We do not 


want to cut out the right of the general public to bid. have become insolvent. They have gone into the courts of the 
Mr. HEPBURN. It is not at all probable that any individual | United States, either upon their own motion as a voluntary act or 
is going to bid on this road. else they have been assailed by some creditor and have been put 
Nr. BABCOCK. It is not only probable, but certain. in the hands of the receiver of the United States court—for what 


Mr. HEPBURN. But the gentlemen will remember that in 
this very bill there is provision for the incorporation of those per- 
sons who may become bidders. Now, it is just as for such 

ms to become a corporate body an hour or two before the 
sale as it is for them to do so an hour or two afterwards. 
CHARDSON, But persons who desire to bid might not 
know in advance that they would become purchasers 

Mr. HEPBURN. 
would go in there and invest the $500,000 or more of bonded in- 
debtedness, the $100,000 or more of floating indebtedness, and the 
forty or fifty thousand dollars due to employees without having a 
corporate existence. That is not the way things are done nowa- 
days; and the certainty of that ws out of the fact that the 
power to issue bonds for the purc. money is limited to a cor- 


Mr. BABCOCK. Under the present law there is one corpora- 
tion, and only one, that is authorized to bid for and buy this prop- 
erty and to assume the corporate rights. That is the Capital 
Traction Company. Under the present law the Eckington road 
can not be a bidder. 
to bid. Now, the bondholders and other parties in interest come 
in and say, ‘“‘ We do not want this right limited to the Eckington 
Company and the Capital Traction Company, but we want to 
come in ourselves and bid on the property, and we want such leg- 
islation that when we buy the property we can take with it the 
ts of the Belt road.” That is what section 7 does. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I am perfectly willing that my amendment 
shall be modified so that the purchaser may be either a corpora- 
tion or an individual. 

Several MemBers. That is right. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 
to secure what the bill as framed undertakes to secure, but I want 
to secure it in a larger 

Mr. BABCOCK., Ifthe gentleman will submit his amendment 
in the form he has now stated it, I do not think there will be any 
a it on the part of the committee. 


to see adopted—to insert after the word ‘‘company,” in line 12, 
section 7, a power for the issuance of bonds to the limit fixed in 
ink it should come in there, so as to convey the right 
to any of the other parties I have referred to. 
Mr. BABCOCK. That is right. 
an morgage go _ — = I - with some eee 
oppose this ong the line. [am in entires t 
with the leading - uniedee 
[Mr. Hersury}. 
of this city and other cities are best subserved by few corpora- 
tions and a general system of combination, under such regula- 
tions and restrictions as will protect the interests of the public. 


Therefore I am in hearty sympathy with the suggestion he has 
made in favor of o 


to the fact that under this measure, if it should become a law, we 
are about to destroy the legal entity of three or four railroad cor- 
ations, and to create by act of Co a newcorporation, and 
i m this new corporation the broad power of eminent 
domain and various other necessary incidents to the exercise of 
wer. 
. G. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. inly. : 
ena oa a any rights conferred by this bill in ant 
those c corporation in question now possesses 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I presume he If the gentleman will lis- 
ten a few moments he will, I think, get the drift of my argument. 
By an act of legislation we are to put an end to four corporate 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. How many are in the hands of receivers? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I think all three. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, I am coming to the exact point—— 

Mr. BABCOCK. There are only three corporations in this Dis- 
trict, not four. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But there is one outside of the city that 
it is proposed we shall give some authority for these corporations 
to at themselves on to—something which, I affirm, it is abso- 
lutely out of the power of Congress to do—a clear invasion of the 
sovereignty of Maryland by street railway corporations of this 
District. But I do not care to dwell on that point. 

Now, presumably Congress has created three railroad corpora- 
tions within the District of Columbia and given to them certain 
franchises. They have proceeded to exercise those rights; they 


purpose? To settle and determine what these various corpora- 
tions owe; todecide to whom they owe money; to decide upon the 
nature of the claim. Now, as to the nature of this indebtedness, 
I speak, as I understand, from knowledge. First, perhaps—tirst 
in amount at least—is the bonded debt of these three corporations; 
then comes the floating debt, which is in a variety of forms with 
a variety of special characteristics—labor claims for the work of 
men who have carried on the business of these corporations—then, 
again, the claims of material men. 

One firm in this city, not able to stand a loss like that, have a 
claim against one of these corporations for $15,000 for feed fur- 
nished to their animals during the progress of their slipshod man- 
agement of these franchises. They are all in the hands of tho 
United States courts for the settlement and adjustment of this 
indebtedness. This indebtedness is to be sorted out and the re- 
spective rights and liens of all these people are to be adjusted and 
determined in the courts. What do we come hereand do? We 
come and take the most valuable property of these three corpora- 
tions right out of the hands of the courts of the United States and 
put an end to every dollar of their indebtedness. That may sound 
a@ little strange to some gentlemen who seem to think that the lia- 
bilities of these corporations will attach to the new corporation, 
I think they are entirely mistaken as to the law of the case. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Will the gentleman answer a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Will the gentleman kindly explain to me how 
these properties could be taken out of the hands of a receiver? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then if they can not be taken—— 

Mr. BABCOCK. How can they be? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Isay they can not lawfully be taken ont 
under any circumstances, and yet your bill provides no settlement 
in the courts, no adjustment of the liabilities of these corpora- 
tions. You proceed to act in presenti, and take these properties 
under an immediate purchase, and regardless of the character of 
these liens, regardless of all their obligations, vest the title of their 
property in the hands of a new corporation. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The committee do not say anything of that 
kind in the bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, it is exactly here—— 

Mr. BABCOCK. The gentleman does not answer my question, 
How could any corporation or any party take possession of the 
road without first letting the process of the court be exhausted or 
paying the debt? 

m GROSVENOR. Then you are doing an absolutely vain 
ing. 

Mr. BABCOCK. They could not buy without first doing that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Therefore you put up a lot of property 
here with a great franchise attached to it and couple it with a 
disability so that nobody can buy it except somebody who is on 
the inside of this combine. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Why, my dear sir, we are opening the door 
to hag Sor 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Youare opening the door to people to come 
in and bid upon a thing that they can get no title to according to 

our own statement. Who has this title? Why, the receivers 

ve this title. What right has Congress to undertake to pass a 
law that shall authorize the transfer of this title or the pretended 
transfer of this title? 

Mr. Speaker, I wish to read as a part of my remarks an argu- 
ment that has been presented to me by some persons in interest in 
this matter. I should be very glad if the House would permit the 
Clerk to read this document at the desk. Members will hear it 
better than if [readit. If there is no objection, I will send it to 
the Clerk's desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read. 






















It is scarcely supposable that an individual 


The purpose of this bill is to enable that road 























I am not tenacious about that point. I want 


degree. 


ere is another amendment which I desire 


















roposition made by thegentleman from Iowa 
believe that the interests of the street railroads 


ing the door in this case to all bidders. 
to this bill. I call the attention of the House 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


I herewith submit some matters in regard to bill (H. R. 6148) providing for 
consolidating the Eckington, Belt Line, Maryland and Washington, and the 
corporation owning the road from the District line to Laurel, Md., “and for 
other purposes.” ; 

First. [ hand you a brief statement of the facts surrounding the matter. 
We realize that this does not cover everything, but so far asit goes we believe 
it to be substantially accurate. 

Second. I also inclose some amendments which I think should be incorpo- 
rated in the measure if, by any chance, it is to become a law. 

I beg to say in advance of everything else that there should be no action 
of any kind on the lines proposed by the bill so long as the fact remains that 
every company mentioned is in the hands of a duly appointed receiver, and 
every question affecting their debts and liabilities, and practically their very 
existence, is in litigation in the equity courts. 

Under such circumstances any proposition for legislation should receive 
the most critical scrutiny. It is not uncommon practice to attempt to settle 
lawsuits by legislation, but it isalmost always a vicious practice. There should 
never be such an intermingling or overla aping of the jurisdictions of two 
great departments of the Government. The courts having taken jurisdic- 
tion, the Legislature should keep its hands off until all judicial questions are 
finally settled. This principle is laid down by all writers on constitutional 
limitations. 

But as the matter is already before your committee, you will properly 
want to hear all that may be said upon the merits. To speak intelligently of 
the proposed measure it will be well to make some analysis of its various 
sections. 

1. Under the first section the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Com- 

any may consolidate with either or all of the following companies: The 
Maryland and Washington, the Belt, and the company which is chartered by 
the State of Maryland to run a line from the District line to Laurel. Two of 
these are domestic companies and one a foreign corporation, whose line is out- 
side. Under this same section the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Company 
may purchase or lease the other three. 
in case the full privileges of this section should be carried into execution, 
the resulting corporation would be the owner of 36.30 miles of single track 
inside the District and, it is said, of nearly 80 miles of single track in Mary- 
land, in all over 100 miles. This might be supposed to bea valuable fran- 
chise. 

2. The second section grants the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Company, 
“or any consolidated company which may be created and organized under 
the provisions of this act,’’ the right to issue bonds for the purpose of buy- 
ing up or leasing the various lines mentioned, and for constructing or recon- 
structing or equipping the whole outfit; and the whole question of the amount 
of such bonds and of the amount of the stock the new concern may issue is 
left to the option of the majority of the stockholders, limited only by what 
they shall deem necessary ‘for effecting any such purchase, lease, or con- 
solidation, and for the construction, reconstruction, and equipment "—a limi- 
tation practically without limit. 

3. The third section is so ambiguous and uncertain in its anpeage that it 
is impossible to state exactly what it means. It declares that the Eckington 
and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company or any consolidated company that 
may be organized under the provisions of this act shall begin to equip the 
Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company’s lines and such lines as 
may be acquired by said company within the said limits with an underground 
electric system, etc., and shall complete such equipment within nine months 
from the passage of this act, giving a bond to the Commissioners for the 
faithful performance of this requirement, and closes with a proviso that be- 
fore permits shall be issued to begin work all taxes and special assessments 
due the District shall be paid. 

Now, the words “ within the said limits’ relate to nothing that has pre- 
ceded. No limits have been mentioned unless the whole of the lines men- 
tioned in the first and second sections shall be deemed such limits. But if 
the “consolidated company” or the new omnes “which may be created 
and organized under the provisions of this act’ shall have taken in all the 
lines the first and second sections seem to permit, the said “limits” would 
seem to extend at least 18 or 20 miles into Maryland, and we believe extend all 
the way to Baltimore, and into that city. And if the three District com- 
panies consolidate with the Maryland corporation, it would seem that the 
resulting company might be operated under a foreign charter as well as have 
most of its =nileoae exterior to the District. In such case, what are the “lim- 
its’ within which the underground system is to be constructed in nine 
months? And shall this foreign corporation give a bond to the District Com- 
missioners conditioned to build a road of a specified kind and within a speci- 
fied time over in Maryland? 

4. The fourth section continues the existing right to institute condemnation 
proceedings in the Maryland and Washington Railway Company. 

5. The fifth section momen the name of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home 
Company, which would seem a rather useless proceeding if the “compan 
which may be created and organized under the provisions of this act” should 
absorb, by consolidation or otherwise, all the lines mentioned. 

6. The sixth section simply reserves in Congress the right to amend, etc. 

The bill is evidently intended to permit some single corporation to acquire 
and run all four of the lines mentioned under one charter. Three of these 
lines are District corporations, the other a Maryland company. The new 
owuer may be the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company under 
its new name, or it may be “‘any consolidated company which may be created 
and organized under the provisions of the act,” etc. But there are none of 
the detail provisions mmnaliy considered necessary in acts granting charters. 
The attempt is made to put a vast interest affecting the residents of the Dis- 
trict into the hands of a corporation (possibly a foreign one) without decent 
checks and limitations. The loose machinery of the proposed act could be 
readily manipulated in such a way as to rob all the unsecured creditors of 
each of the consolidating or selling companies of their claims. The exception 
to this statement is found in the proviso to section 3. The municipality is to 
be paid all back taxes before permits for reconstruction will be issued. 

This proviso is significant. The parties hoping to profit by the proposed 
measure, and who, it is to be presumed, drew the bill, here admit thatit would 
be proper and just to pay the debts of the consolidating companies due the 
District before being allowed the fruits of the act. But if the new concern 
is to pay one class of the debts of the old companies, why not pay others? 
Are the taxes due this wealthy District any more sacred than the amount 
due the laborers for their services and their deposits, or the debts due citi- 
zens who furnished feed, supplies, coal, etc., to keep the horses alive for the 
companies and the bondholders, the men at work that they might support their 
families, and the roads running that the citizens might ride? 

If the committee will consider the vast property sought to be turned over 
to the ownership of some one company by this bill, they will not consider it 
a hardship to provide that the debts for labor and supplies, as well as for 
taxes, should be paid before permits are issued. . ; 

We recognize the reat need of better street-car facilities along these vari- 
ous lines, eapecielly those in the city,and we aver that wedo not desire to place 
a single obstacle in the way of the passage of some proper measure looking 
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to better service. But our le have endured this miserable condition for 
some time, and will cheerfully endure it longer rather than allow some 
wealthy men to acquire so valuable a franchise and property at the expense 
of injustice to laborers and = dealers. The whole aggregate oF this 
class of indebtedness of the Eck atom and Belt companies, we are told, does 
not exceed $30,000, geqnetty l per cent of the amount for which the new con- 


cern would be bon 
We explicitly charge that the bill is crude, obscure, and illogical. Wealso 
of the Ecki and Soldiers’ 


charge that under its provisions the propert 
Home Company and the Belt Company could be sold out to or co 
with some new company to be organized, leaving the old companies simply 
bare legal skeletons, without assets, thus robbing their creditors. 

The ks are full of the doctrine that a corporation which purchases of 
another corporation does not become responsible for the accrued liability of 
the latter corporation. The same is true of similar purchases made by nat- 


ural individuals, and the unsecured creditor is equally endangered by con- 
solidation. 


The language of the court in Donnally vs. Hearndon, 41 W. Va., 519, is: “A 
new corporation formed by consolidation of existing corporations is not 
liable for debts of a constituent corporation, in the absence of some special 


ground, such as the receipt of the assets of such constituent corporation 
without giving value therefor.” 


I have a large number of authorities to the same effect. The decisions 
have not been uniform, but the later ones are all in harmony with the prin- 
ciples here stated. (See Austin vs. Tecumseh National Bank, 35 L. R. A., 444; 
Pennison vs. Chicago, M. & St. P. R. R., 98 Wis., 344, etc.) 

It is thus clear that consolidation, or such a new organization as is con- 
templated by the measure, would, after securing the property and franchises 
of the various lines, be free from any of the old debts that were not secured 
by liens. - In any event. to prosecute such claims would beso hazardous an 
undertaking that no ordinary creditor would undertake it. 

And this is the position which the syndicate asks Congress to put the cred- 
itorsin. I remember you remarked to me that creditors should not ask Con- 
gress to actas a collection ae In this I entirely sympathize, but the con- 
verse of the proposition is equally well founded, to wit, Con should not 
furnish debtors the machinery wherewith to beat their tors. 

Either the bill should be wholly recast so that it may do justice to all par- 


ties and be a piece of safe public legislation, or it should be reported ad- 
verseiy. 


During the reading of the foregoing, 

Mr. RICHARDSON said: May I interrupt the reading? If the 
gentleman from Ohio will give me his attention, I call the tle- 
man’s attention to the fact that the argument which the Clerk is 
reading is not applicable to the pending bill at all. That relates 
to an old bill that we had before the committee, for which this 
bill is a substitute. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The objections made in that argument 
apply just as well to this bill as to the other. 

r. RICHARDSON. Well, if the gentleman thinks so—— 

Mr. BABCOCK. This is a different measure. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Let me call the gentleman’s attention to 
one single proposition. There is an argument, with the authori- 
ties attached, that this new corporation will take this property 
stripped of any liability. 

r. RICHARDSON. I wanted to call the gentleman’s atten- 
tion to the fact that this is not that bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is there any provision in the bill for the 
payment of the debts of these three corporations? 

r. RICHARDSON. We provided that they should pay the 
laborers before the bill was ever entertained, and the laborers’ 
claims have been paid and settled. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is not in this bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But we did not resolve ourselves into a 
collection agency. We did not interfere with the action of the 
courts, and this bill will not interfere with that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. While you may not establish a collection 
agency, you have no right to create barriers to the payment of 
honest debts to honest creditors, and that you clearly have done. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I did not want to enter into any argu- 
ment; but I wanted to call the gentleman’s attention to the fact 
that that refers to a different bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I wish to submit the matter to the House, 
because it refers just as much to this bill. 

The Clerk resumed and finished the reading. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, Mr. Speaker, this is the situation: 
Gentlemen come here now and say that they can not take this 
property out of the hands of the court without a decree of the 
court permitting it to be done. So they pro to sell this prop- 
erty, to sell these franchises, to authorize the creation of a new 
corporation, to transfer these rights of way and the material prop- 
erty of the companies into the hands of a new corporation, and 
let that new corporation take what it can get at the hands of the 
United States courts. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Will the gentleman name the new corpora- 
tion? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The new corporation is very manifestly 
exactly what the gentleman from Iowa nes HEPBURN] says it is. 
It is the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home lroad Company, after- 
wards to have a new name — to it. 

Mr. BABCOCK. After the purchase or lease of these other 
properties, then they are simply authorized to change the name of 
them all. There is no new corporation. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is a new corporation to all intents 
and purposes. If that is not so, then what is the necessity of a 
sale of the rights and franchises of the two or three co: 
to another corporation? 
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Mr. BABCOCK. Well, does the fact that one corporation buys 
or absorbs another make a new corporation? , 

Mr. GROSVENOR. When you take three or four corporations 
and provide first for the sale and then for the change of name, and 
create no liability to stand good for the obligations of the destroyed 
corporation, you have got a much more dangerous concern than 
if you created an absolutely new corporation. Now, it is entirely 
manifest, and I think wey member of the House who will take 
the pains to look into it will see that not only is it true, as stated 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ne , that this is intended 
to authorize a sale to the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railroad, 
and to nobody else, but that it is incurable by the amendment 
which the gentleman from Iowa says he is going to offer. Let us 
see, now. This railroad company that is to be the purchaser, or is 
to be the lessee, in the first place, has got to have certain rights, 
and those rights are sought to be conferred by this bill itself. 

Now, let us see what they are. ‘‘The Eckington and Soldiers’ 
Home Railway Company, of the District of Columbia, is hereby 
authorized to purchase or lease the property and franchises,” etc. 
Now, I understand the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HepsuRN] pro- 
poses to say in that connection that anybody else may buy the 
same thing; but there is no provision for the extinction of the cor- 

rate existence and rights of the a and Soldiers’ Home 
Ranway Company, so there can be no bidder and no buyer except 
this one com Let us see, now. Sup that the gentleman 
should get his provision into the bill. I should like to have his 
attention. 

Suppose in the first section of this bill his amendment should be 

ut in so that the provision should be ‘‘ that the Eckington and 
ldiers’ Home Railway Company, of the District of Columbia, or 
any other purchaser is authori to purchase.” As I understand 
it, that is the amendment p . Now, go to the second sec- 
tion and you will discover that all the limitations, all the restric- 
tions, all the provisions in re to the purchase apply solely to 
the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company and to no- 
body else. It says: 

The said Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company— 

That is, the one which is to be the purchaser— 

The said Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company, under the su- 

eve = the Commissioners, shall fully equip its lines within the city of 

No provision is made that somebody else may do the same thing. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I understand from the committee that there 
is no objection to inserting the necessary words, so that that obli- 
gation shall ar te the ss whoever the purchaser may be. 

Mr. GROS OR. Very well, then. The operation of the 
law will be this: If the purchaser is somebody else than one of 
these corporations, it will be an extinguishing, so far as franchises 
and property are concerned, of the corporations covered by this 
act. And then my position is unassailable that the new corpora- 
tion will take that Be nerd and take these franchises and take 
whatever is conferred and conveyed by this bill, absolutely stripped 
of every obligation to the floating-debt holders of these several 
corporations. 

r. BABCOCK. Willthe gentleman answer a question? 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Will the gentleman please explain to the 
House how this corporation, whether it is new or old, is going to 
get this property without giving an equivalent for it? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then the gentleman destroys the prop- 
erty by this legislation. What does this amount to, then? it 
amounts to this proposition: They have come in here with a dis- 
tinct proposition to sell nothing to agreat corporation, to cover all 
the franchises of these several corporations, but without any un- 
derstanding or provision that they are to get anything whatever 
except the franchises. 

That is the argument now of the gentleman. If that be true, if 
that is understood, what would bethe effect? Then the Committee 
on the District of Columbia should have brought here a state- 
ment of the condition of these several corporations, and let us 
understand what was to be wiped out and extinguished by the | 
operation of this bill. Either one or two things, Mr. Speaker, is 
correct in this regard. Either, in the first place, there is no at- 
tainable or reputable perpen to be achieved by the passage of 
this law, inasmuch as it confers nothing but an empty franchise; 
or, in the second place, they seek to evade remunerating the float- 
ing-debt holders of these several corporations. Now, the propo- 
sition is that under the admission that they are all insolvent they 
shall proceed to take possession of part of this road, in the hands 
of the court, and put it to sale, without giving the s‘ightest in- 
timation of what is to be done with the several lines of indebted- 
ness of the several corporations. 

Mr. BABCOCK,. e gentleman does not answer the question 





at all. By what proposition is this new corporation, or any other 
corporation, or any other purchaser, going to obtain possession 
unless the court accepts the bid? 

Mr. HEPBURN. 


idea of a gentleman at the head of a 
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committee passing a law giving this franchise, this right of cor- 
porate existence, to a single purchaser. It is his duty to sell so as 
to secure a purchaser; he would secure a purchaser of any other 
thing by sale to the highest bidder. 

Why not put in a limitation there giving the minimum for which 
the transfer may be made? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman is making a suggestion 
that is the practice in every kind of sale of property of this sort 
everywhere on the continent of America until Ps struck this bill. 
It is the duty of the party and authority that is ordering the sale 
to make what is called the upset price of the property, and in that 
protect as faras possible the lien holders holding the liens and the 
unsecured creditors. Here is this indebtedness; but here they 
come and propose to set up nothing, as the gentleman says, and 
thereby the sale is left in the rear of it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ido not want to interrupt the gentleman 
without his consent, but he well understands that the sale of the 
Belt road is not being ordered by us, but was ordered by the Dis- 
trict court, after proceedings in the District court, and the sale is 
made by an officer of that court, and we are simply letting a 
purchaser come in to bid. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then why shall Congress interfere with 
the action of the court? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Because the Eckington and Soldiers’ 
Home Railway Company has not power to bid unless we give 
them that power, nor has any other company the right to bid 
except the Capital Traction Company. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then, if that is so, why not insert a sim- 
ple provision—a simple section—granting the Eckington and Sol- 
diers’ Home Railway Company and other railroad companies the 
power to purchase other roads? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. We make that simply in this provision. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. My friend has great use of language in 
putting through a charter for a street railroad company. I have 
known that before this time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The only reason there is nothing else put 
into the billis because under the law now the Capital Traction Com- 
pany has the power, under its charter, to purchase other railroads. 
The Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Company has not that power, 
nor has any other street railroad company. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Why not then confer that simple 

ower—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is all we do. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. By inserting: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home 
Railway Company of the District of Columbia may bid and acquire the right 


and franchise of any other corporation of this character in the District of 
Columbia— 


and I will vote for that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Inwhat would that be different from this? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It would be different in many ways. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman mention one? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ihave mentioned them. I am not going 
to be taken off the floor or required to go back over my speech. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I wish to ask the gentleman from Ohio if this 
amendment in the bill would not cover all his objections? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Let us see. 

Mr. BABCOCK, Add to section 4: 

Provided, That nothing in this act contained shall affect or impair any of 
the valid obligations, if any, now existing against any of said corporations or 
the individual liability of the stockholders. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is just so much brown paper and no 
more. Does the gentleman suppose that I would accept such a 
proposition as that, providing that it shall not impair the validity 
of a debt? What does a valid obligation mean? Well, let me tell 
the gentleman that in this matter of the transfer of railroad fran- 
chises there is no better law upon that subject than the law of 
Ohio. ‘The law of Ohio provides for and authorizes the consolida- 
tion of railroad companies; it authorizes a change of the name; it 
authorizes a great many processes by which the transfer of the 
title of the property may be made; but it is under the general law 
of the State, and that is the place to put it, if you want to protect 
yourselves against the three-card monte performances of railroad 
corporations. 

There is a general provision in the law of the State that any 
railroad company taking the name, property, or franchise, or right 
of way, or anything else, the consolidation under the law shall be 
held obligated by all the debts and obligations of the former cor- 
poration. So that they hold in Ohio that a right of action for the 
wrongful killing of a man by one railroad company goes over as 
a complete lien upon the property of another railroad company 
that buys it at a judicial sale. That is the way to handle these 
corporations, and if you will put in an amendment here providing 
**that any purchaser of this franchise shall thereby incur the ob- 
ligation of these unsecured debts,” I have nothing further to say 
upon this subject; but until that is done, I protest that you are 
taking the real property, you are stripping these unsecured debt 
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holders, you are stripping these lien holders of all that is really 
valuable. 

You say they must go into the courts and get whatever redress 
there is there, but when they get there, you will find that your 
law, which has authorized the sale of all that is valuable, has cre- 
ated a complete barrier to any considerable value that the few 
assets left remaining in the hands of the court would give. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will it disturb the gentleman if I sub- 
mit one remark? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No, sir. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want tocall the gentleman's attention 
to this fact: That might be possible if Congress were making the 
sale. But here is the sale of the Belt road already ordered as an 
insolvent corporation by the decree of the District court. Now, 
all we ask is that at that sale the Eckington road may bid for the 
property —— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; you ask that and a great deal more. 
I will tell you what you undertake to do, and that is the milk in 
the cocoanut. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Allow me to finish—except we do require 
that the Eckington road should put down an underground system. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is right; but you are putting it out 
of the power of any other corporation to place itself—suppose, 
now, the Belt Line was to be sold; who could buy that? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. At present only the Traction Company. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. You doa vain thing wher you say that 
some other railroad company than the Eckington road can buy it. 
You know it is impossible for them to buy it in the first instance, 
and second, it would not be valuable unless they had the entire 
franchise. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Individuals could buy it, but under the 
law they could not get the franchise. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Let me state what is the true solution. 
This Belt Line property and other property would be vastly more 
valuable, I admit, under a consolidation such as, in a general way, 
is provided for in this bill than it would if each one of the prop- 
erties was sold to an independent purchaser—just the argument 
we heard about the Union Pacific Railroad the other day, and 
which was unanswerable. But you have put this matter in a 
shape so that if the Eckington road is not sold and the Belt road 
should be sold, it would be valueless because it could never be in- 
corporated with the Eckington road. There is the difficulty. 
Now, the courts of the United States that have possession of these 
three corporations can order a sale of all three of them at once, if 
they see fit to do so, with their properties, their rights, and their 
franchises, and the purchasers of these three roads can come to 
Congress and have an incorporation. 

If the Eckington road buys the other two, they are already an 
incorporation; if the Traction buys all three of them, the Trac- 
tion Railroad is a corporation, and you say has the power to pur- 
chase. The courts of the United States can fix the price, fix the 
terms, fix the lien, and provide just as well for consolidation of 
these three as forCongress todo it. I want to ask gentlemen who 
are lawyers, and those whoare not lawyers but have had experience, 
did youever hear before of the court taking possession of propert 
of a railroad corporation or any other corporation and then legisla- 
tion being enacted to change and affect the jurisdiction and power 
of the court over the very property and the vaiue of the property, 
the future of the oar, that the court has in hand? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There is nothing here that aifects the 
power of the court in that regard at all. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; there is, and I have pointed it out. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Point it out to us again. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. My proposition is that you take away from 
the court the power to sell under such conditions as the court may 
see fit to order. That is my —— It is bad legislation. 
It is legisiation unheard of. the courts have the power that 
you say they have, why add to it? If the courts have not the 

wer, why interfere with it? That is unanswerable, surely. 
Rhis has behind it something I can not see, or else it is pregnant 
with the greatest possible evils in its character and in its opera- 
tion and effect. 

Now let me refer to a single other matter to show the character 
of this resolution. It is proposed that the Eckington and Soldiers’ 
Home Railroad Company may buy these other two corporations. 
Assume, now, the attempt to invade Maryland would be as inef- 
fectual as some other attempts to invade it were in other days. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Oh, do not let us get onto that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, if i get onto it in a good-natured 
way, the gentleman from Tennessee ought not to be offended. 

ow, it is pro that this purchaser shall deposit $5,000 as a 
what? As a guaranty (assuming the gentleman's 
guage to be correct) that the purchaser will carry out the 
orders of the courts of the United States, whatever they may be; 
that he will uip this railroad with this very expensive system, 
and will equip entire line for operation within nine m 
and failing to do this that he forfeit $5,000, Five thousand dol- 
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lars! It does not amount to 1 per cent of the most moderate esti- 
mate of such a guaranty as ought to be made in a case like this, 
That very thing first attracted my attention to the character of 
this legislation. 

But gentlemen come here and say, ‘‘ Why, that bond is quite 
sufficient, because there is nothing in it.” ell, if there is noth- 
ing in it, then keep your hands off and let the courts of the coun- 
try dispose of this property of which they have taken possession, 
untrammeled, without restriction, and without any foreshadowing 
of the disposition or management of the property in time to come, 

Mr. RICHARDSON addressed the Chair. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. How much time? 

Mr. BABCOCK. As muchas the gentleman may desire. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I desire to reserve any remainder of time 
which I may have. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman has fifteen min- 
utes remaining. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia has been laboring with this question ever since 
the meeting of Congress in last December. In the first place, we 
found that there was about $5,000 of unsettled indebtedness due to 
the laborers, and by the laborers I mean those who had been car 
drivers and conductors. The committeesaid: ‘‘These debts must 
be settled before you can come and ask this committee to report 
any bill.” They settled those debts in some manner satisfactory 
to the laboring men; and therefore they cut no figure here. 

Now, the Eckington road comes and asks Congress to clothe 
them with the power to bid at the sale. What kind of a sale? 
Not a sale which Congress is making, but a sale that the District 
court of this District is making of an insolvent railroad in this 
city—the Belt Line. That r has been ordered sold. It has a 
floating indebtedness incurred before it went into the hands of 
the receiver. It has some debts incurred by the receiver—under 
the orders of the court, I assume—since he was agperntes. I 
think the very debt represented by the gentleman who prepared 
the argument which the gentleman from Ohio has read at 
the desk is a debt contracted by the receiver under the orders of 
the court. As I understand, it is the claim of Mr. Daish for feed 
of stock—a debt incurred, as I have said, since the Belt Line road 
went into the hands of the receiver. If that is the case, we have 
nothing to do with it. Let the court and the receiver settle that 
pation We are not a collecting agency to collect Mr. Daish’s 

ebts. 

But the court has decreed the sale of this insolvent road which 
is now in the hands of the receiver. This bill, in the section which 
has been referred to, simply authorizes the Eckington road to be- 
come a purchaser at the sale by the District court. That com- 
pany under existing law has no power to bid at the sale. It was 
not chartered to buy railroads; it was chartered to run the Eck- 
ington line over certain designated streets. Now, it appears that 
the Capital Traction eueny: under its charter has not only the 
power to run cars on its line, but it has the power to purchase 
other roads. We simply open the market at that sale by this sec- 
tion, which will authorize or enable the Eckington Company to be 
a bidder at the sale and to purchase the property of this insolvent 
corporation—the Belt Line Railroad. 

ow, there are sections in this bill which require this Ecking- 
ton Company, if it should become the purchaser of this Belt Line, 
to equip it with underground electric motive power, to equip its 
own line in the same way, and to equip in the same manner so 
much of the Maryland and Washington Railroad line as lies 
within the District of Columbia. That is all there is in this bill. 

Mr. GREENE. Is there any other street-railway company in 
this District that could purchase this road at the sale without 
this proposed legislation? 

Mr. RICHAR N. There is one other—the company known 
as the Capital Traction Company. 

Mr. GREENE. I mean is there any in addition to the Traction 
Company? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No other. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Why not extend this privilege 
to any corporation or ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
WILLIAMS] asks, Why not extend this privilege to any corpora- 
tion? The gentleman from Iowa | Mr. HEPBURN] has prepared an 
amendment, which we have agreed to accept, authorizing any 
corporation of the District of Columbia to be a bidder at this sale. 
And not only that, this amendment authorizes any individual to 
become a purchaser. And this is desirable, because this Belt Line 
road, which is insolvent, has $490,000 of bonds outstanding. This 
road has defaulted in some things, but I believe it has paid the 
interest on those bonds. Now, this bill authorizes any holder of 
these bonds or any individual or corporation of this District or 
any individual from any other place to become the r of 
this Belt Line road and to operate it under its charter. are 
no additional powers proposed to be conferred. We do not pro- 
pose to confer any powers that the Belt Line road has not now or 
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for many years. The will be authorized | ment, under existing law at the present time competitors at that 
ee areas the franchises of Belt Line as now clearly | judicial sale will be limited. : 
defined in its charter. Mr. RICHARDSON. There can be only one purchaser in this 
Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri, What is the length of this Belt | District under existing law. : 
Line? Mr. BRUCKER. But under this act the number of bidders is 


. RICHARDSON. Ten or eleven miles. 

Mr COCHRAN of Missouri. Then itis bonded for about $49,000 
a mile? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir. . 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. This is a horse railroad? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. It runs on streets paved at the 

ic expense? 
Pr RICHARDSON. No; not paved at the public expense. 
The gentleman will understand that the law of the District of 
Columbia requires the railroad to pave the streets between its 
rails and 2 feet each way outside of its rails. A * 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. But thestreet is improved in the 
first place by the District of Columbia? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No; mostof thestreets are first improved 
by the railroad company, and afterwards the city lays the balance 
of the pavement. . 

Mr. Bo LLIVAN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Do you simply seek the right to sell this 
road, and by the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HepsBurRn] to let others come in and bid, or are you asking addi- 
tional privileges? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. None whatever. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Are you asking additional rights, to go be- 
yond what are now erred? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. None whatever; nota foot nor an inch. 

Mr. SULLIVAN, What is the eastern terminus of this road 
now? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Which road? 

Mr. SULLIVAN. The Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The eastern terminus is on Fifteenth 
street east. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. And you do not propose to go beyond that? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Not an inch. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. And you give pet hae a right to bid? 

Mr, RICHARDSON. © give everybody a right to bid at the 
sale, and when they bid to acquire the franchise right under the 
old Belt Line charter, and that is all. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. And there is no provision except the general 
one for creditors? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Not at all. It does not at all affect the 
creditors. It does not interfere with the rights of anybody in 
that regard. AsI said in the ea Te, we required that the 
laborers for this road should be . ey had a claim which it 
is not necessary to go into because it has been taken care of, and 
there is no objection on account of labor money due to drivers 
and conductors. They have been settled with. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. How have they been settled with? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. By a certified check being placed to the 
ee cent. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Have you seen the check? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ihave not seen it, but the chairman of 
the committee [Mr. Bascocx] informs me that that is so. 

Mr. BA K. I will state to the gentleman that I have not 
seen the check personally, but itis in the hands of Mr. R. Ross Perry, 
of this city, a gentleman agreed upon by the trustees of the bond- 
holders and the laboring men themselves, through their attorneys. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then why did they not pay the floating 
debt of these material men in the same way? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think it is a very good answer to that 
to say that the Eckington Company has not yet become the pur- 

, and may not be the purchaser, and it would be very un- 
just for this Congress to — a that is not yet the 
purchaser, ‘“* You shall pay Mr. $10,000 or $15,000 for sup- 
plies which he has furn to the receiver of this insolvent cor- 
poration.” 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then this is what has happened: The 

and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company, or somebody 
for the company, has put up its certified check for $5,000 to pay 
these labor claims if it becomes the purchaser. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Notatall. They are to pay them abso- 
lntely, because the District Committee said, ‘We will not con- 
ae your legislation at all until these laboring men are settled 


Mr. GROSVENOR, You said so when you could not pass your 
without it. . t 


enlarged. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It is opened up so that anybody can bid, 
and the purchaser, whoever he may be, will acquire all the fran- 
chise rights of the old corporation. 

Mr. FOX. AsIunderstand—I was not in when the amendment 
of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] was presented—the 
scope of the amendment is to authorize any railroad corporation 
in the city to bid? 

Mr. KING. Or any private person. 

Mr. FOX. Anycorporation or private person may bid for the 
purchase of this road. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is correct. 

Mr. FOX. And these amendments have been accepted by the 
committee? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. They have. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. The gentleman spoke of the charter 
of the Belt Line Railroad. Has the gentleman any knowledge as 
to the amount of stock issued, in addition to the bonds issued by 
the company? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not know what the stockis. I know 
this, —_ that it is absolutely worthless, You can buy it for 
$5 on the hundred thousand. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I can answer that question. There was a 
million dollars of stock. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. A million dollars of stock in addi- 
tion to the bonds? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And it is worthless. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Is there any limitation of the char- 
ter, as to the length of time it shall run? 

Mr. KING. It can be repealed at any moment by Congress. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Allstreetrailroad charters in the District 
of Columbia are subject to be altered, amended, cr repealed at any 
time. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. There is no fixed time? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. By one of the provisions of this bill the 
purchaser is to have all the rights of the old companies. What 
are those rights? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Whatever may be in the charters. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What are they? Not “whatever,” but 
what are they? You are asking Congress now to confer upon a 
new Se or some other corporation, or some purchaser in 

oss, all the rights that inhered in some former corporations. 

Come does not tell me what they are. 

. RICHARDSON. I can not undertake to stand and quote 
the charter of the Belt Line Railway. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Would it not be a little better legislation 
for Congress, when creating one corporation to own the property 
of four corporations, to make a specific charter, than to go back 
and involve themselves in all there is in all the other charters of 
all the four railroads? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I will answer that question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And another thing now. Suppose one of 
these companies is limited in some branch of its charter and an- 
other railroad has a different condition inits charter. Which are 
to control in the new corporation, the limited powers or the en- 
larged pn re 

Mr. RICHARDSON, The road that is contemplated to be sold 
is the Belt Line road. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I am talking about the statute, not the 
gentleman's outside opinion. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, What statute? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The power that is given by this bill. The 
Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway may buy two corporations, 
with their franchises and all their rights. Now, suppose one of 
them is limited in its right as to the amount of fare it may charge 
or something of that kind, and the other is unlimited. Which 
one of these rights is to be extended to the new corporation? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. This law does not authorize the sale of 
any railroad. It is the District court that is to sell the Belt road, 
and it is simply provided that the purchaser of that road may 
succeed to the franchises or the powers owned by that road. The 
gentleman asks me what power they will have. They will have 
simply the power to operate the Belt Line road under its present 
charter and nothing else. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But it confers upon the new company all 
the rights that were conferred in the old charter. Very well. If 
80, they are clearly defined in the old charter that has been granted 
by Congress. I think if Congress has the power to recharter the 
railroads of the District of Columbia, that would be a very different 
condition. There was a bill considered some years ago, which 


bill 
Mr. RICHARDSON. But we did not interfere one way or the 
other with this claim which the gentleman from Ohio refers to. 
Let thein come in and li that claim. We do not propose to 
prohibit or to help the on of that. 
Mr. BRU As I understand, on the gentleman's state- 
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came very near carrying, to put up at public auction the franchises 
of these railroad corporations in this city, and if such a measure 
could gothrough I think it would come very near furnishing money 
to pay the expenditures of the entire District of Columbia. 

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman from Ohio permit me? He is 
trespassing upon the time of the gentleman from Tennessee. I 
wish to make an inquiry. How could you prepare a charter for 
two roads, for instance, when you do not know what road will 
purchase the Belt Line? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Thatis exactly the vice of this legislation. 
That would let the sale of this property take place. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. With one purchaser in the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well, let the purchaser come here 
and apply for a charter, and if he wants to get the power to run 
it we will give it to him. If you only want to give the Eckington 
and Soldiers’ Home road the right to bid, you can get it in fifteen 
minutes. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I would like to know how much time there 
is remaining to each side on this question? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio has 
fifteen minutes remaining and the gentleman from Wisconsin 
twenty minutes. 

Mr. BABCOCK, 
Kansas. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, at first I thought I 
was opposed to this bill, but after hearing the speeches on both 
sides, particularly the argument of the gentleman from Ohio 
{[Mr. GrosvENoR], I am convinced that this bill ought to pass 
now with the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEp- 
BURN] attached. 

It appears, Mr. Chairman, that we are in this condition—that 
under the present and existing law, if this bill is not passed, the 
Capital Traction Company will have the sole right, and a monopol 
at that, to bid in this road. If this bill passes with this amend- 
ment, it will let in other bidders and let in competition in bidding. 
The whole discussion discloses the fact that we had been bestowin 
these rights and franchises with a lavish hand. It has been told 
here that this Belt Line Company, which has been franchised, has 
issued bonds to the amount of over $40,000—$49,000, as was stated 
by my friend from Missouri [Mr. CocHran]—to facilitate the lay- 
ing of two tracks of rust along some parts of cur different streets, 
besides bonds of a million dollars. 

A MEMBER. Five hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Congress has placed no limit upon 
the issuance of stocks and bonds by thiscorporation. Itshows how 
careless Congress has been in granting these street railroad fran- 
chises. Now,I am opposed to the whole system. The District of 
Columbia, or Congress, should never have parted with these rights 
and given over to a private corporation the right to control the 
public highways. But here we find ourselves in this condition, 
that if we do not pass this bill the Capital Traction Company has 
the sole right to bid upon this property, and therefore it gives 
them a monopoly; and therefore [ can easily see why they should 
be opposed to this bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then let somebody else come in and bid. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Nobody can bid under the present 
conditions except a railroad company. 

Mr. RICHARDSON (to Mr. GROSVENOR). 
power to run the road if they purchase it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. How long does it take to secure a right to 
run the road if they do purchase it? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It takes a long time to get a charter 
through Congress. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I can not yield to the gentlemen, 
as I have only five minutes. It is not reasonable to suppose that 
private individuals are going to come in here and bid on this rail- 
road. They can not doit. They can not control the nee I 
am informed that the company which will bid on this road have 
a certified check deposited by which the laborers’ claims against 
the different corporations will be paid. It insures payment of 
their claims to the men of this road which is now in the hands of 
areceiver. Ihave no particular interest in any corporation as 
opposed to those of the people. Ido not think it is our business 
to protect them, as the courts will protect them; but I think we 
ought to protect the laborers, and, as I understand, a certified 
check, as I have stated before, has been deposited for a certain 
amount which will insure their payment. 

The fact is, we find ourselves between the devil and the deep 
blue sea in this matter, and I think we had better take our chances 
with his satanic majesty than to get in the deep blue sea. The 
bill protects the interests of these laboring men, and I think we 
ought to put a period to it; and I would favor an amendment tak- 
ing away the privilege, and I hope gentlemen will bring in a bill 
that will do so—i mean those gentlemen who are running the 
House; I am in the minority, and have nothing to do with it—so 
that you may take and give back to the people these franchises, 
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and take away from these railroad corporations the right and 
privilege to rob the people as they are doing. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Will you allow me a suggestion there? 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. There is nothing in my mind that 
leads me to believe that anything over 1 cent that they collect as 
fare from passengers is not a profit, and therefore a robbery of 
the prate. [ Applause. ] 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I only want to suggest to the gentleman 
that this Belt Railroad charter has been in existence thirty or forty 


years. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I understand that we are not to 
blame; but a wrong is no better by being an old wrong. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I will reserve the balance of my time. 

‘is Mr. NORTHWAY. I would like to ask the chairman a ques- 
ion. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. If this bill is defeated, the sale will pro- 
ceed under the order of the court? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Just the same. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. And there could be but one bidder. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Only one corporation could bid on it. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. And that would leave the creditors to take 
their rights under the law. How does this legislation make them 
any worse off? 

Mr. BABCOCK. The committee have been unable to see how 
it changes the status of these parties in the courts at all. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CocHran]. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I believe students 
and critics of our form of government concur in the opinion that 
the most difficult problem with which we haveto dealis municipal 
government. With the great opportunities presented to selfish 
interests to corrupt elections and obtain control, the difficulty 
of securing good government through the medium of universal 
suffrage in great cities has so strongly addressed itself to the Con- 
gress of the United States that to save this city from the evils suf- 
fered in other great centers oe we have deprived this 
city of autonomy, disfranchi its citizens, and this Congress, 
said to be the greatest legislative body in the world, sits one or 
two days out of every week as a board of aldermen for the pur- 
pose of regulating the affairs of the national capital. 

Now, if this Congress is in reality the greatest eave body 
in the world, the people of the country have a right to expect a 
model city government in Washington. They have the right to 
expect that those abuses and departures from correct principles 
most noticeable in the government of other great cities will be as 
aie as possible eliminated from the city government of this 
capital. 

What abuse in the government of American cities has been 
most severely and justly criticised? Why, every one of you will 
answer that franchises conferring upon corporations the supreme 
control of public utilities and eee re- Seaneens wo mil- 
lions—have been given away, and that failure to sell these fran- 
chises is the malfeasance which, more than any other, has made 
aldermanic bodies odious. The street railroads, waterworks, and 
lighting plants of the country have been loaded with debts and 
dividend-bearing paper, and the people have been taxed by the levy 
of excessive tolls to pay the bills. 

It has seldom happened that in bestowing these valuable fran- 
chises legislatures have imposed a fair share of the burden of tax- 
ation upon the beneficiaries. Notoriously Congress has not done 
so in granting franchises to street railroad companies. 

Gentlemen say this is not a perpetual charter—that it can be 
annulled at anytime. So it can under one sectionof the proposed 
statute; but the corporation receiving the benefits erred by 
the pending bill will go into the money market and borrow $50,000 
for each mile of road, like these defunct horse-car corporations did. 
When this shall have been done, will this body revoke the fran- 
chise and deprive the bondholders of their secarity? Hardly. 
But I say we would have no power to impair the security of the 
bondholders. The decisions of the United States courts—courts 
said by some to be above criticism—have said that it is beyond the 
power of the legislature toso reduce rates as to cut down the earn- 
ing power of railroads actually worth $8,000 to $12,000 a mile as 
to prevent them from earning interest and dividends on $60,000 a 
mile valuation. 

Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to this bill. I would oppose any 
bill aiming to confer — a corporation as a gift the renee 
of a public utility with the understanding that the gift will be 
forthwith capitalized for millions. ‘ 

Look at the history of the *‘ Belt Line.” Whata manifest trav- 
esty upon good business principles! A street railroad, operated 
with horses, mortgaged for $49,000 a mile and burdened with 
issues of stock for as much more! 

They say the Belt Line was chartered forty years ago. If s0, 
to grant the charter at so early a period was only a mistake. 
Forty years ago the evil of franchise grabbing was not as well 
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understood as itis now. The modern street railway came upon 






great and sudden development. At first in the street 
vation we saw only a desirable public utility. Franchises were 
granted seemingly without comprehension of the fact that the 
use of the streets thus transferred to corporations was worth 
millions. This is no longer the case. 

This Congress knows that when it grants a perpetual charter, 
such as is proposed by this bill, it conveys to private ownership, 
without consideration, a valuable public franchise. We are 
acting with full knowledge of what the grant means. The pro- 
posed railroad can be built for a few thousand dollars a mile. It 
will be capitalized for ten or twenty times its cost. The right of 

nothing. 
wal BABCOCE, Is the gentleman aware that the corporation 
that owned these lines, the road that sold them out for $450,000, 
sunk $1,800,000? ; . - 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I knownothing about the history 
of these corporations. They arenowaskinga new charterand lam 
opposed to granting it. The horse-carsystem has become obsolete 
on account of new inventions. Horse-car lines, for a long while 
enormously profitable, arenolonger valuable. Charters for horse- 
car lines are not charters for electrical lines. Legislatures arenot 
bound to save corporation shares from depreciation brought about 
by new inventions. Everywhere new appliances are superseding 
old ones and losses are thusentailed. When typesetting machines 
were invented, eve rinting office in this country lost from $500 
to $10,000 in discarded material. Carloads of type were sold at 6 
cents a pound. a 

Why did not Congress in that case make an appropriation to 
reimburse the printing establishments? Do gentlemen think that 
the value of corporation shares, especially those representing fla- 
grant overcapitalization of public utilities, must necessarily be 
maintained? 5 : 

This bill proposes to clothe this oneien with authority to 
consolidate the valueless franchises of four bankrupt horseé-car 
companies and to build an electric railroad. To give away the 
franchises so long enjoyed by the horse-car companies was wrong. 
Now that these franchises are no longer valuable, to renew them 
and make them valuable by the passage of this bill would be wrong. 
Mr. 8 er, I am in favor of selling this franchise. I am in 
favor of relieving the country of part of the burden imposed by 
the Government’s contribution to the expenses of the government 
of the city of Washington, and imposing a share of the public ex- 
nses where it belongs—on the revenues of these corporations. I 
= not believe there is in the world a great city where the public 
utilities, now held by private corporations, would not almost pay 
the gross expenses of the city government, thus largely relieving 
the citizens of taxation. 
Mr. Speaker, what will the people of the United States think of 
this grave and reverend board of aldermen if it goes on repeating 
the most flagrant of the mistakes made by American city govern- 
ments? How long will the Congress go on bestowing valuable 
public franchises upon corporations and diving into the Govern- 
ment Treasury to pay the expenses of this municipality? Sir, we 
should enact a general law providing that when a street railroad 
—— wants a franchise in this city that franchise shall be 
sold, not given away, with a stipulation that a considerable por- 
tion of the revenue derived from the exercise of the franchise be 
contributed to relieve the citizens from taxation. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. My friend from Missouri will understand 
that we are not granting a franchise to a new line; we are not 
ring any new railroad. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. But you authorize this road to 
change their obsolete horse-car system to the electric system, 
ae substituting a charter of great value for one that is worth- 

ess 


Mr. RICHARDSON. We require them to do so. 
_ Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. This horse-car system having out- 
lived its day of usefulness, having become practically worthless, 
you propose to reorganize this company under the new system 
ere oo saddle this corporation upon the people. 
rt. RICHARDSON. We do not propose to give them any 
additional power at all. 
Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Does not this bill allow this com- 
pany to build a modern transportation line? 
Mr. RICHARDSON. It requires them to relinquish the horse- 
car system and put down an underground electric system. 
Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Certainly; and makes the new 


charter tual. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Oh, no. 


Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Oh, yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will not this new legislation 
= a franchise which is now practically worthless worth a great 

Mr. RICHARDSON. When these improvements have been 
made the road will of course be worth a great deal more. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. The truth is, here are three or 
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four street railways which, on account of improved methods of 
transportation, have ceased to be suitable for 
have gone the way of the omnibus and other old-fashioned means 
of conveyance. This bill simply creates a corporation with the 
control of 40 miles of streets and highways in the District of Co- 
lumbia which can no longer be profitably used by horse-car com- 
panies, with incidental connections outside; and it gives away the 
privilege of building and operating electrical roads on these streets 
and highways. For that reason I am opposed to it. 






tions that are competing for this franchise. 
given away, I do not care to take part in the discussion as to how 
or to whom the gift shall be made. 
what I desire to impress upon this body. 
to private corporations the occupancy of the public streets without 
compensation and without imposing more than merely nominal 
— upon the corporations clothed with this privilege. 
plause 


of my time remaining. 


gratulate the country on the fact that the great champion of anti- 
monopoly from Kansas [Mr. Simpson] has now become the advo- 
cate of as far-reaching a bestowal of corporate power in the form 
of monopoly as has ever been proposed in this House since I have 
been a member of it. 











1699 




























































ublic use. They 


Ido not know anything about the bickerings of the rival corpora- 
If the franchise is to be 


The principle involved is 
Iam opposed to giving 


[Ap- 


Mr. dRosvENoR. Mr. Speaker, I believe I have five minutes 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has five minutes. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. During those five minutes I want to con- 


And I wish to suggest to the gentleman 
from Tennessee that as he has been driven from all of his positions 
except one, I now propose to relieve him from that. 

The gentleman from Tennessee says—and the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. NortHway] seems to have assumed that that is the 
real purpose of this bill—that the real trouble row is that there is 
no opportunity for a sufficient number of bidders to come in at 
the sale when this property is put up. Let it be distinctly under- 
stood my proposition is not to confer upon a new railroad corpora- 
tion or an existing one all the rights and franchises that have been 
conferred by Congress upon four broken-down roads during the 
last twenty-five years. But what I propose is that Congress shall 
exercise the right, when this property is put up for sale under the 
decree of the court, to say on what terms a new railroad corpora- 
tion shall be organized. And to get rid of the proposition of the 
gentleman from Tennessee, I shall at the proper time move to re- 
commit this bill to the Committee on the District of Columbia 
with instructions to amend the bill by striking out all after the 
word “that,” in the third line, and to bring in a section or sec- 
tions authorizing the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railroad 
Company, or any other corporation of the District of Columbia, 
or any person or persons, to become a bidder and purchaser of the 
property and franchises described in this act. 

By this amendment I meet every tangible reason that can be 
given for the passage of the pending bill. I open the doors to all 
the competition of all the world. I do not limit it to one or two 
corporations of the city of Washington; I give this privilege of 
bidding and purchasing to everybody; and when the proposition 
comes to be carried out, Congress will have something to say 
about the terms upon which the franchise shall be exercised. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman certainly does not mean 
to offer that 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I certainly do. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I had not finished my question. The 
gentleman does not propose to offer that, to come back from the 
committee in place of this entire bill, which provides that this 
road shall be equipped in accordance with the underground elec- 
tric system? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There will be time enough for everything 
of that kind-when we come to deal with any other corporation 
that may want to exercise its rights under this bill. Butif the 
gentleman wants to add to my amendment such a provision as he 
has just indicated, I have no objection. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ido not want your amendment in any 
shape, because it simply provides what is now embraced in the 
first section of this bill. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will allow me, I have not 
read this bill and do not know what is in it, but I have listened to 
the gentleman’s instruction that he proposes to move. Now, if 
there is a road to be sold, and the purchaser is to have no right to 
equip it with underground electricity, it seems to me that the 
road would not bring a very good price, unless there was such a 


ower. 
: Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well; I will offer my amendment so 
as to cover every possible phase of it, excepting that I will notcon- 
fer the rights of long-gone-by legislation of Congress and perpet- 
uate them here in the hands of a corporation that is crippled and 
limited by the terms of this bill. 

I have said now, Mr. Chairman, all that I care tosay. I want 
to see how many champions of opposition to monopoly we have 
on this floor. 
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Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Will the gentleman permit a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Will this amendment you suggest 
take away the rights of the Capital Traction Company to bid upon 
this property? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not at all. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. It leaves that company as the sole 
and single one that will bid upon it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam perfectly willing, so far as I am con- 
cerned, to say that that company shall not bid. The gentleman is 
always full of his insinuations. I do not know one man owning 
a dollar of stock in the Capital TractionCompany. Idonotknow 
one officer of it. I do not know anything about it. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I am not insinuating—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. You have been doing it. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. The gentleman was saying he was 
opposed to monopoly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, you have become the leader of mo- 
nopoly on this floor. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I am opposed to monopoly. So I 
am opposed to this measure, that leaves the Capital Traction Com- 
pany to be the sole bidder upon these railroads when they are 
offered for sale by the courts. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will give you an opportunity to let 
everybody bid. There shall be no doubt about that. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment. 
There are nine of these amendments, all looking in the same direc- 
tion. They are all for the same purpose, and, as I understand, 
the committee are willing to accept them all. They have been 
submitted—— 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, can we not have order? If this 
is worth hearing, we should have oo portunity of hearing it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ouse will please be in 
order. The gentleman from Iowa var. HEPBURN] asks leave to 
offer the nine amendments as one amendment, which the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “ Columbia,” in line 4, 


4, insert the words “ or any 
ae corporation operating a street railr within the District of Golem. 


Insert, in line 8, page 4,after the word “‘ Maryland,” ~ following: “orany 


other geanecing. or intersecting line of street railroa: 


Strike out, in lines 10 and 11, page 4, the following: “to the City and Subur- 
ban Railway Com 


Insert, in line yo 4, after the word company, the following: “‘and 
other connec or intersecting railroad co 
Strike out, in lines 14 and 15, 4, after the word “ franchises,” the fol- 
cee: “to the said — Soldiers’ Home Railway Compan 
Insert, in line 7, r the word * ‘act,”’ the following: Souieramane 
to be fixed by the = ‘of directors. 


pineal in line 8, page 8, after the word “ organized,” the following: “ or pur- 
chas 


Strike out, in line 9, page 8, the word “section” and insert oe word “act.” 
Insert, in line 12, page 8, after the word “com y,”’ the foll : “or for 
the purchase of any line connecting with or intersecting the line of the pur- 
chasing company.” 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HepsuRrN] 
asks unanimous consent that the nine amendments which have 
been reported to the House be acted upon together. Is there ob- 
jection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that the amend- 
ments are all agreeable to the committee and simply enlarge the 
provisions that we have been discussing. I desire at this time, Mr. 
Speaker, to move the previous question on the pending amend- 
ments and on the bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman must not do 
that, after the understanding we had and notice I gave that I 
would offer this amendment. The gentleman may imperil his 
property if he does that. 

r. RICHARDSON. I understand the gentleman from Ohio 
to with to move to recommit. The gentleman can do so as well 
after the previous question is ordered as before. 

o GROSVENOR. I should prefer to offer it as an amend- 
men 

Mr. BABCOCK. I withdraw the demand. 

— GROSVENOR. My proposition is to recommit at this 


— RICHARDSON. 
tion is ordered. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have no objection to these amendments, 
but I want to offer my motion to recommit with certain instruc- 
tions, for they reach everything that has been claimed. 

The SP R. The question is on the amendments offered by 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ee 

The amendments were 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. ees. I move to recommit the bill 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia with the instruc- 
tions which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 


It can be done after the previous ques- 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. That would be after the engross- 
ment and third ae. —s 
oon SPEAKER, The motion to recommit would come after 

a 

Mr. GROSVENOR. To recommit with instructions. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Iask for a vote on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Lhope thereis no mistake about my rights, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can move to recommit. The 
question is on the motion of the gentleman from Ohio that the 
bill be recommitted to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia with the following instructions, which the Clerk will report: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. GROSVENOR moves to recommit the bill to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia with instructions to amend the bill by striking — all 
after the word “that,’’in the third line, and bring in a section or sections au- 
a the Ec nand Soldiers’ Home Railroad Company and any other 

ration of the trict of Columbia or any person or persons to become a 
bid er and unenones of the property and franchises described in this bill 
and to fur rovide that said aon Bl shall also provie Specs 


tions and cations under and by which said property 
by any such purchaser. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion of 


the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, would it be in 
order now to move an amendment to the amendment now before 
the House? 

. The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the question of recommit- 
ing—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The motion now before the 
committee is that the bill be to the committee with 
instructions to bring in an amendment. Would it be in order to 
move an amendment to the amendment? 

Mr. GROSVENOR, An amendment to the instructions. 

Mr. DOCKERY. An amendment to the instructions. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Of course; an amendment to 
the instructions? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will look at it, because it is a little 
unusual to make a motion to recommit before the motion for the 
— question. The motion to recommit would have preced- 


OM. DOCKERY. Yes, but Mr. Speaker, as I understand the 
proposition of the tleman from Mississippi, it is this: The 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRosvENoR] has moved to recommit 
with es. Now the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
eae desires to amend the instructions 

TLLIAMS of Mississi To amend the instructions. 

The SPEAKER That would be in order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of ee Then I would like to move to 
amend the instructions by providing that the said committee be 
instructed to fix a perio of limitation of the operation of the 
franchises herein ae 

Mr. GROS OR. I think that is covered already, but I am 
ation: satisfied with it. I think it is covered by the word ‘‘lim- 
itation.” 

. RICHARDSON. Oh, unquestionably Congress has that 
ri << now. But it would require an act of tonmpets to do it. 
r. WILLIAMS of Missiaaippi. I do this to prevent the grant- 


operated 


as franchise in eS 
= ee The right to alter, amend, or repeal pre- 
vents that. 
Mr. MOODY. Ishould like to ask a question. Section 7 pro- 
vides as follows: 


That the purchaser or the prenerty or 
Belt anwey Company « at any prom ay he ecree of court or other- 
Jor all — of such purchaser 


or franchises of the said 


possess en- 


iia “or purchasers, shall and 
to eugene a Se cere franchises heretofore conferred 
= me said Belt Railway aes oe the — to bea corporation 
under this act. And any corporation under on 


Wick cliner for eushroe tn coehane aathortand ta iamue Sor 
er tor or or or 
chises of the said Belt Railway Company. . saa 

Now, will not the effect of that provision be that the overcap- 
italization which apparently exists in the case of the Belt Line 
Company will be ed in the eS 
Is it not a fact that you will find that the value ceo 
purchased will be one sum and the stock and bonds 
ment for it will be a very much greater sum? It seemstome That 
that is the effect of the provision. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No, I think not; because the sale, if it 
takes place place, will take place under. a decree of the court, and this 
authorizes the issue of bonds; and it ae not exceed in the aggre- 
gate the amount necessary for ae purchase, to which I 
do not see there could be much objection. 

Mr. MOODY. eee , prop- 

, and franchise of the Belt 
. RICHARDSON. Affecting the the Belt Railway. 

Mr. MOODY. That affords all the usual 
watering which exist when you 
company to another. You always find 


ties for stock 
a ise from one 
t you can take a road 
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Mr. MUDD. You can not make them pay it. 

Mr. COX. I do not think there will be any trouble in making 
them pay it. 

Mr. ODELL. If the committee finds that there are any such 
conditions, they will endeavor to cover it in their report. 

Mr. MUDD. The committee will report it if they find any legal 
way to do it. 

Mr. BRUMM. I want to suggest at this point that there is 
another idea which should be added to the amendment, and that 
is that the committee be empowered to inquire whether there is 
not another telephone system better than the one we now have 
and much cheaper, and if, in their judgment, they find there is 
such a one, to report that in addition to the matter of overcharging. 

Mr. MUDD. The amendment requires us to report all facts as 
to expenses and charges, etc., and under that requirement I think 
we can get at and report as to the matter of your suggestion if we 
find it expedient and desirable. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I am in hearty sympathy with 
the proposition offered by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
Mupp] to investigate the question of telephone charges in the 
District of Columbia. I have no expert knowledge on the ques- 
tion, but judging from the volume of complaints which comes 
up from all parts of this District, I think it is manifest that tele- 
phone charges are excessive. Now, then, the question, in my 
judgment, which this committee should first investigate is what 
would be reasonable and propercharges. These facts being ascer- 
= it becomes pertinent to know how we can enact them into 

ws. 

That brings me to this suggestion. If the special committee is 
to enter upon this work—and [ am in full sympathy with the reso- 
lution—it should do so promptly. If the investigation continues 
for two or three months it will result in nothing. We desire an 
accurate and prompt result, so that the committee in charge of the 
District of Columbia appropriation bill may have the benefit of the 
information and try tosecure the necessary legislationin conference 
on that bill. When the District of Columbia appropriation bill was 
before this body an amendment was agreed to fixing certain rates 
for telephone charges. I donot know what the temperof the Sen- 
ate may be in respect to that amendment, but whenever the con- 
ferees on that bill meet in conference we desire the report of this 
committee upon which to rest remedial legislation. 

I suggest promptness and expedition in this investigation, be- 
cause I very much doubt whether any relief will come to the 
people of this District in respect to telephone service unless it be 


as a result of the conference on the ae pee now pending be- 


— the two Houses upon the District o. 
ill, 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Speaker, my very object in offering this 
roposition as an amendment to the pending resolution, instead of 
ringing it up as an independent measure, was that we might, if 

possible, have a report on this subject by the time the District ap- 
een bill gets into conference. 

r. DOCKERY. Iam delighted to hear that statement of the 
gentleman, because I believe, if we have reliable information 
when we get into conference on the District bill, the Senate will ac- 
cede to the evident wishes of the House and to the demands of the 
—— of this District, so that reasonable charges may be estab- 


Columbia appropriation 


Mr. ODELL. I now ask for a vote on the amendment. 

The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. Mupp was 
agreed to. 

Mr. ODELL. I now move that the resolution as amended be 
laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ODELL. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. PAYNE reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under consid- 
eration House resolution No. 148, had direc him to report the 
same back with amendment. 

The question being taken, the amendment to the resoluti.n was 
agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment recom- 
mended by the Committee of the Whole to the preamble will be 
adopted. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered accordingly. 

On motion of Mr. BABCOCK a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution as amended was adopted was laid on the 
table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment the 


bill (H. R. 4581) tomake available $15,000 heretofore appropriated 
for the expenses of operating a dredge boat at Sabine Pass, Tex. 
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The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H.R. 7933) making appropriations for ex- 
penses of the United States courts, in which the concurrence of 
the House was requested. 


HOUSE BILL WITH SENATE AMENDMENTS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXTV, House bill 7933, making appropri- 
ations for expenses of the United States courts, with Senate amend- 
ments, was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The SPEAKER announced hissignature to enrolled bill and joint 
resolution of the following titles: 

8. 471. An act relating to the adulteration of foods and drugs 
in the District of Columbia; and 

8S. R. 53. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to deliver to the mayor of the city of Milwaukee, for use 
in ornamenting one of the parks of that city, the Parrott rifled 
i ae and carriage recently used on the revenue cutter Andrew 

onnson, ‘ 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled joint resolution 
of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. Res. 99. Joint resolution providing for a survey and report 
upon the practicability of securing a navigable channel of ade- 
quate width and of 35 feet depth at mean low water of the Gulf of 
Mexico throughout Southwest Pass of the Mississippi River. 


INTERNATIONAL FISHERIES EXPOSITION AT BERGEN, NORWAY. 


Mr. SIMPKINS of Massachusetts. I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of joint resointion (S. R. 98) accepting 
the invitation of the Government of Norway to take part in an 
International Fisheries Exposition to be held at the city of Bergen, 
Norway, from May to een A. D. 1898. 

The resolution was read, 

Mr. SIMPKINS of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I do not think 
that any extended explanation of this resolution is necessary. A 
resolution in similar form has already passed the House; but there 
was a mistake in engrossing it. This resolution simply corrects 
that mistake. It is identical in its wording with the resolution 
passed by the House two weeks ago. 

Mr. PAYNE. The mistake was in leaving out one of the 
amendments adopted by the House. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 
woe of the joint resolution, which was read three times and 

assed. 
. On motion of Mr. SIMPKINS of Massachusetts, a motion to 
reconsider the last vote was laid on the table. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Ruea of Kentucky, indefinitely, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. HeaTwo eg, for two weeks, on account of important 
business. 

And then, on motion of Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE (at 4 o’clock 
and 55 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commnu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as fol- 
lows: $ 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting an 
abstract of the militia forces of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Militia, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a communication from the Supervising Architect of the 
Treasury in relation to an additional appropriation for procuring 
a site in the city of New York for a new custom-house building— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, for 
the consideration of Congress, a copy of a communication from 
the Postmaster-General submitting an estimate of appropriation 
out of the postal revenues for the printing and binding of a revised 
edition of the Postal Laws and Regulations—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a copy of a communication from the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia submitting an estimate of appropriation for an 
additional clerk in the office of the sealer of weights and measures 
in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Quartermaster-General of the Army, recommenda- 
tions relating to the completion of the roadway from Pensacola, 








) 
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Fla., to the national cemetery near that city—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. ‘ ; 
A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a report from the Chief of Engineers, a report in reference to cer- 
improvements of the St. oseph and Benton Harbor, Michi- 
gan—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be 
prin 





ings at Fort Riley, Kans.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
y Mr. GAINES: A bill (H. R. 8054) authorizing the exten- 
sion of the lines of the Metropolitan Railroad Company north- 
ward—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BURTON: A bill (H. R. 8055) appropriating $100,000 
for the construction of a light-house tender for use on Lake Erie 
and Lake Ontario—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8056) appropriating $100,000 for the construc- 
tion of a light-house tender for use on the Great Lakes—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: A bill (H. R. 8057) to define ‘train 
wrecking with the intent to rob,” and to provide the penalty of 
death therefor—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KLEBERG: A bill (H. R. 8058) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to make surveys, plans, and estimates for the im- 
provement of the harbor at Alligator Head and Brazos Santiago, 
Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 8059) to fix times and places of 














TS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
i RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 
follows: 

Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6148) to 
amend the charter of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway 
Company, of the District of Columbia, the Maryland and Washing- 
ton Railway Company, and the Belt Railway Company, and for | nolding United States circuit and district courts in Colorado—to 
other purposes, reported the same with amendment, accompanied | +}, Committee on the Judi ciary. 
wy azepens Soe ot which said bill and report were referred to By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 8060) providing that the Secre- 

© x10us . ‘ : tary of War shall issue to the different States and Territories 

Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on the Library, to | riggs cannon, and other ordnance stores—to the Committee on 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7494) for the erec- | +), Militia. 
tion of a statue of Commodore John D. a in the city of ene | By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 8061) providing for the selection 
terey, Cal., aoe the same without amendment, accompanied | 4¢ jands in lieu of swamp lands included in forest reservations— 
by a report (No. 440); which said bill and report were referred to | +, the Committee on the Public Lands. 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. By Mr. DOLLIVER: A bill (H. R. 8062) to promote the effi- 

Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine and ciency of the Revenue-Cutter Service—to the Committee on Inter- 
Fisheries, to which was referred the bill-of the House (H. R. 7808) | tate and Foreign Commerce. 
to amend the laws relating to navigation, reported the same with By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 8063) to amend ‘‘An act for the 
amendment, pommupiones, Uy ® open’ — =) which said bill preservation of the public peace and protection of property in the 
and report were referred © SS0usS Valencee. . | District of Columbia,” approved July 29, 1892—to the Committee 

Mr. DE VRIES, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to | 5) the District of Columbia. 
which was referred the bill of. the House (H.R, 3655) to provide | Also, a bill (H. R. 8064) to amend the criminal laws of the Dis- 
for the examination and classification of certain lands in the State | ¢,i-+ of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
of California, reported the same with amendment, accompanied | “py Mr. GUNN: A bill (H. R. 8065) to amend ‘An act to pro- 
by a report (No. aan re bill rt eae the arcing to | vide the times and places for holding terms of the United States 
the Committee of the ole House on the state of the Union. courts in the States of Idaho and Wyoming,” approved July 5, 

Mr. HOOKER, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, to 


99 a ¢ ac » ‘ 
which was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 113) a. ee oe on ce Telicders aggroveds: November &, 


authorizing the Secretary of War to prepare and submit esti- B : : : ; 
; y Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 8066) to authorize and en- 
mates for the improvement of the harbor at Lynn, Mass., re- courage the holding of a national ponies of American products 
) 


ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report | 214 manufactures, especially suitable for export, at the city of 
; : oa Ath ; S$, espe y § yo 
ene tee bm om joint resolution and report were referred Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsylvania, in the year 1899—to 


? ; the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
_ He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | By Mr, SULZER: A bill (H. R. 8067) relating to public holi- 
—_ resolution of the House (H. Res. 90) for the improvement of days—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
ystic River, Massachusetts, reported the same without amend- | “Ry Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 8153) to provide 


ment, accompanied by a repprt (No. 444); which said joint reso- for refunding certain moneys—to the Committee on the Public 










| 
| 
| 





lution and report were referred to the House Calendar. Lends. 
ae | By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H.R. 8154) for the improve- 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND | mentof the Missouri River at and near Pelican Bend, in St. Charles 
RESOLUTIONS. . County, Mo.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the | By Mr. FISCHER: A joint resolution (H. Res. 145) extending 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- | thanks of Congress to officers and crew of the steamship St. Louis— 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole | to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

House, as follows: By Mr. LEWIS of Washington: A resolution (House Res. No. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which | 223) declining to recognize the resignation of Seflor Dupuy de 
‘was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4193) granting a pension | LOme—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
to Eliza Houghton, daughter of N. E. Houghton, a soldier of the By Mr. HILBORN: A resolution (House Res. No. 224) to in- 
Indian war, 1862, reported the same with amendment, accompa- | vestigate the facts in regard to the recent purchase of certain 
nied by a report (No. 445); which said bill and report were referred | shrapnel—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
to the Private Calendar. | By Mr. BAKER of Illinois: A memorial of the legislature of 

Mr. STURTEVANT, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, | the State of Illinois, favoring the annexation of the Hawaiian 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2377) granting a | Islands—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
pension to Rachel Kern, reported the same without amendment, By Mr. SULLIVAN: A memorial of the legislature of the State 
accompanied by a report (No. 446); which said bil) and report | of Mississippi, protesting against the abolishment of the Pearl 
were referred to the Private Calendar. — custom-house, in Mississippi—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

ADVERSE REPORT By Mr. HITT: A memorial of the legislature of the State of 


Illinois, favoring the « xati f the Hawaiian Islands—t 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. JENKINS, from the Commit- Fatenatiien, oo Tec Adee. ee ee ee 


tee on the District of Columbia, to which was referred the bill of | By Mr. FOSS: A memorial of the legislature of the State of 
the House (H. R. 6082) for the relief of Anna Merkel, reported | Illinois, favoring the annexation of the Hawaiian Islands—to the 
the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 436); which said | Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
bill and report were laid on the table. By Mr. BELKNAP: A memorial of the legislature of the State 
of Illinois, favoring the annexation of the Hawaiian Islands—to 
PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
INTRODUCED. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials| PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as| Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
follows: the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
By Mr. VINCENT: A bill (H. R. 8052) to modify and simplify } follows: 
Be puntion laws of the United States—to the Committee on Inva-| By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 8068) for the relief of the 
lid Pensions. estate of Daniel H. Avery, of Tuscaloosa, Ala.—to the Committee 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8053) to continue the construction of build- ! on War Claims. 
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By Mr. BARHAM: A bill (H. R. eo the relief of Mrs. 
Virginia L. Moore—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BELDEN: A bill (H. R. 8070) for the relief of Theodore 
H. Weed, late second lieutenant Company A, Tenth New York 
Cavalry, acting quartermaster and acting commissary of subsist- 
ence—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 8071) granting a pension 
to Emma 8. Schletzbaum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 8072) for the relief of Louis 
A a of St. Martin Parish, La.—to the Committee on War 

laims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8073) for the relief of Arvillien Broussard, of 
Vermilion Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8074) for the relief of Augustin Broussard, of 
Vermilion Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 8075) for the relief of 
Robert A. Ragan—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 8076) for the relief of J. R. 
McVay—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH (by request): A bill (H. R. 8077) for the 
relief of Robert D. White—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CALLAHAN: A bill (H. R. 8078) granting pension to 
Mary Dozha—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8079) for the relief of Roland Burnett—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 8080) for the relief of Benja- 
min F. Bayles—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CASTLE: A bill (H. R. 8081) for the relief of John X. 
Griffith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 8082) granting a pension to 
Mary Black, widow of Samuel C, Black—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8083) granting a pension to Malcolm A, Chis- 
holm—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8084) granting a pension to Dicey Woodall, 
widow of William W. Woodall—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CRUMP: A bill (H. R. 8085) to remove ch of de- 
sertion from the military record of John Leroy—to Com- 
mitte’ °n Military Affairs. 

Als bill (H. R. 8086) for the relief of William H. Hardy, 
who \ in Company A, First Regiment Michigan Cavalry 
Volu. to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, (H. R. 8087) to remove charge of desertion from the 
aeny “ 1 of John Wilson—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8088) removing the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Thomas J. Shaw—to the Committee on 
Militar airs. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 8089) granting a pension to Pres- 
ton W. Burford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 8090) for the relief of the widow 
of the late Henry W. Peter, late contract surgeon of the United 
States Army—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FENTON: A bill (H. R. 8091) granting a pension to 
Sarah J. Holland, of Ironton, Ohio—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK: A bill (H. R. oe) penaeaning Re- 
becca Harrison—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8093) for the relief of William Picklesimer— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 8094) to remove the charge 
of desertion against George W. Beach, of Nashville, Brown 
County, Ind.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8095) granting a pension to Daniel B. Sink, 
of Ohio County, Ind.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8096) to increase the pension of Charles 
O’Bryan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 8097) for the relief 
of A. J. and Martha 8S. Ward, of Hinds County, Miss.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: A bill (H. R. 8098) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary J. Chaffin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HILBORN: A bill (H. R. 8099) granting increase of 
pension to Emma Duncan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 8100) to increase the pension of 
John Landegan, Company O, Harris Light Cavalry—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8101) to correct the military record of Charles 
Root—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HULL (by request): A bill (H. R. 8102) for relief of 
Elizabeth B. Eddy—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LIN : A bill (H. R. 8103) to carry out the findings 
of the Court of Claims in the case of Thomas H. Brinegar—to the 
Committee on Claims. : 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H, R. 8104) for the relief of 
Mrs. M. A. Cook, widow of James 8. Cook, a soldier of the Indian 
wars of 1826 and 1827—to the Committee on Pensions. 
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By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H.R. 8105) for the relief of Wil- 
liam W. ss the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MEEKISON: A bill (H. R. 8106) granting increase of 
pension to Joseph Burger—to the Committee on In Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R.8107) to remove charge of desertion from 
record of William L. Wiler, Company K, Second t Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8108) to remove charge of desertion from the 
record of David F. Fortney, late of Company E, One hundred and 
nm Regiment of Ohio Volunteers—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8109) to remove charge of desertion from 
record of Levi Leveck, Company E, Forty-seventh Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military irs. 

By Mr, MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 8110) for the relief 
of W. G. Wheeler, of New Orleans, La.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8111) for the relief of William H. Wilder, 
testamentary executor of the su on of Myra Clark Gaines, 
deceased, of the parish of Orleans, La.—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. MOODY: A bill (H. R. 8112) for the relief of the owners 
of the schooner H. B. Diverty and the tug Clara E. Uhler—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MUDD (by request): A bill (H. R. 8113) for the relief 
of ae sae of John C. Thompson, deceased—to the Committee 

laims. 
by request), a bill (H. R. 8114) granting relief to Eliza- 
beth A. Mus —to the Committee on Beton . 

By Mr. OGDEN: A bill (H. R. 8115) for the relief of Edward J. 
ane, of Webster Parish, La.—to the Committee on War 

ims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8116) for the relief of the estate of Joseph 
oe, deceased, late of Natchitoches, La.—to the Committee on 


ar 

By Mr. PEARCE of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 8117) removing the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Adolph Berliner— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8118) for the relief of William G. Gallion— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. ae granting an honorable oe to 
John Dinsbeer, late second lieutenant in Company C, First Regi- 
ment of Missouri State Militia—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 
By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 8120) nting a pension to 
Mary P. Broughton—to the Committee on valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8121) for the relief of O. J. King—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 8122) for the relief of J. H. 
Blackburn, Dowelltown, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. RIXEY (by eee): A bill (H. R. 8123) for the relief 
of the heirs of Mrs. Agnes B, Jeter—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 8124) for the relief of Louis Weber—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill ‘ R. 8125) to correct the military rec- 
ord of William A. Giles, of Prince William County, Va.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8126) for the relief of Mrs. T. V, 
Grasty—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8127) for relief of the vestry of 
Aquia Protestant Church, of Stafford County, Va.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also » Se request), a bill (H. R. 8128) for the relief of John H. 
a ill, Prince William County, Va.—to the Committee on War 


laims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8129) for the relief of the trustees of Grove 
Presbyterian Church, of Fauquier County, Va.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill “ R. 8180) for the relief of the heirs 
of Samuel Craig, deceased, of Fauquier County, Va.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. . 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R, 8131) to refer the claim of the 
heirs of Mrs. Sarah E. Smith, deceased, late of Stafford County, 
Va., to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SETTLE: A bill (H. R. 8132) for the relief of Willis 
Price, of Fayette County, 7 % —to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHOWALTER: A bill (H. R. 8133) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Perry Childs, late of Company I, Fifty-seventh 
Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

B Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 8134) tomuster William H. Brown— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8135) to amend the military record of John 
H. Skinner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STARK: A bill (H. R. 8186) granting a pension to 
David Tolman, of Wymore, Gage County, Nebr.—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN: A bill (H. R, 8137) for the relief of Jordon 











Broadway, of Marshall County, Miss.—to the Committee on War 


‘Also, a bill (H. R. 8138) for the relief of Mrs. Martha T. Davis, 
of Marshall County, Miss.—to the Comuinittee on War Claims. 
Mr. BENTON: A bill oe for relief of Jacob Scott— 
Committee on Military Affairs. as 

an a bill (H. R. 8140) for the relief of William L. M. Patter- 
son—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 8141) for the benefit of Joseph 
Ww. Poustvey, of Covington, Ky.—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 8142) granting an in- 
crease of pension to N. F. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid 
‘ae bill (H. R. 8143) granting a pension to Flora A. Knight— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; b 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8144) granting a pension to Franklin Ban- 
non—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8145) for the relief of Burnett Leavitt—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. i 5 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8146) for the relief of Mrs. John D. Gibson— 
to the Committee on War Claims. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8147) granting a pension to J. M. Plunket— 
to the Committee on Pensions. , ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8148) for the relief of William H. Egolf—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8149) for the relief of W. H. Fisher—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 3 ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8150) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Kittrell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8151) ting a pension to Jacob Goehring— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8152) for the relief of Patrick H. Wheat—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


—_—_—_— 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARROWS: Petition of shi mters and joiners of 
Boston, Mass., favoring a dry dock in the Charlestown Navy- 
Yard—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of the Tenth Congressional district of 
Massachusetts, praying for the enactment of legislation excluding 
illiterate immigrants—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of certain citizens of Boston, Mass., against the 
further restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
the State of Massachusetts, asking for the passage of the bill to 
raise the age of protection of girls to 18 years in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

Also, petitions of Susan S. Fessenden and Ruth B. Baker, of 
the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of the State of Massa- 
chusetts, Young People’s Union of the Second Universalist Church 
of Cambridge, and of the Christian Endeavor Society of Beverly, 
Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the 
sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of the Carpenters’ District 
Council of St. Louis, Mo., in favor of the passage of certain bills 
in the interest of labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. BELFORD: Petitions of M. B. Vandusen, William C. 
Hall, Emil R. Meyer, T. F. Craven, William W. Howell, and many 
other citizens of the State of New York, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation which will more effectually restrict immigra- 
tion and prevent the admission of the illiterate, criminal, and pau- 
per classes to the United States—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BELL: Petitionsof E. L. Websterand citizens of Pueblo 
and Denver, Colo., praying for the enactment of legislation ex- 
cluding illiterate immigrants—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BENNER of Pennsylvania: Three petitions of numerous 
citizens of Carlisle, Pa., and one from York, Pa., praying ror the 
enactment of legislation which will more effectually restrict im- 
——— and prevent the admission of the illiterate, criminal, 
and pauper classes to the United States—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church, York, Pa., to 
appoint a commission to investigate the labor problem—to the 

Also, of the Methodist Episcopal Church, York, Pa., to 
substitute voluntary arbitration for railroad strikes—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church, York, Pa., to 
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—— the sale of intoxicating beverages in all Government 
uildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church, York, Pa., to 
prohibit the transmission by mail of newspaper descriptions of 
prize fights—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

‘Also, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church, York, Pa., to 
prohibit kinetoscope representations of prize fights in the District 
and Territories and prohibit interstate transportation of material 
for the same—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church, York, Pa., to 
prohibit the interstate transmission of lottery messages and other 
gambling matter by telegraph—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church, York, Pa., to 
raise the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the District of 
Columbia and the Territories—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church, York, Pa., to 
enact a Sabbath law for the national capital—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church, York, Pa., to 
limit absolute divorce in the District of Columbia and the Terri- 
tories—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Resolutions of the State board of health 
of Pennsylvania, protesting against the passage of Senate bill 1063, 
known as the anti-vivisection bill—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Also, resolutions of the Commercial Exchange of Philadelphia, 
Pa.,in favor of a monetary commission, as suggested by the busi- 
ness men’s convention at Indianapolis, Ind.—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

Also, six petitions of citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for 
the enactment of legislation which will more effectually restrict 
immigration and prevent the admission of the illiterate, criminal, 
and pauper classes to the United States—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of the synod of Pennsylvania of the Presbyte- 
rian Church, favoring an increase in the number of chaplains 
— to the number of army posts—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Petition of G. A. Nolte and 43 other citi- 
zens of Cincinnati, Ohio, in favor of the enactment of legislation to 
more effectually restrict immigration and prevent the admission 
of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United States—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 7351, for the relief of 
Elizabeth Siee~tn the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the Young Men’s Business Club of Cincin- 
nati, Ohio, concerning an appropriation for the enlargement of 
Fort Thomas, Ky.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), protests of the International Brotherhood of 
Bookbinders, No. 27; Stone Masons’ Association, No. 15; Coopers’ 
Union, No. 59; City Hall Mutual Aid Society; Typographical 
Union, No. 3; Association of Stationary Engineers, Fresco Paint- 
ers’ Union, Autna Mutual Aid Society, Dudley Aid Association, 
and Journeymen Plumbers and Steam Fitters’ Association, all of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, protesting against the passage of the so-called 
anti-scalping law—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: Paper to accompany House bill for the 
relief of J. R. McVay—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BULL: Petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union of Cumberland, R. I., for the enactment of legislation pro- 
hibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government build- 
ings—to the Commitieeon Public Buildings and Grounds. 

y Mr. BURLEIGH (by request): Paper to accompany House 
bill for the relief of Robert D. White—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. BUTLER: Seven petitions of numerous citizens of 
Pheenixville, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation which 
will more effectually restrict immigration and prevent the admis- 
sion of the illiterate, criminal, and pauper classes to the United 
States—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CASTLE: Petition of the Methodist Episcopal Quarterly 
Conference of Auburn, Placer County, Cal., in favor of legisla- 
tion to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that ciga- 
rettes imported in original packages on entering any State shall 
become subject to its laws—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Quarterly Conference 
of Auburn, Cal., in favor of a bill to prohibit the sale of liquor in 
Government buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri: Petition adopted at a mass meeting 
at Elsberry, Mo., in favor of legislation which will more effectually 
restrict immigration and prevent the admission of illiterate, 
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pauper, and criminal classes to the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, protest of the Trades Assembly of Kansas City, Kans., 
against the passage of the so-called anti-scalping bill or any simi- 
lar measure—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. CLARKE of New Hampshire: Petitions of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance unions of Webster, Epping, Ashland, 
Grantham, North Haverhill, Raymond, Sunapee, Peterboro, 
Farmington, Marlboro, Concord, and Jefferson, N. H., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette 
laws by providing that cigarettes imported in original packages 
on entering any State shall become subject to its laws—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Concord, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibit- 
ing the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petitions of the Woman's Christian Temperance urions of 
Sunapee and North Haverhill, N. H., praying for the enactment 
of legislation prohibiting interstate gambling by telegraph, tele- 
phone, or otherwise—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Farmington and North Haverhill, N. H., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation raising the age of protection for girls to18 years 
in the District of Columbia and the Territories—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
North Haverhill and Concord, N. H., praying for the enactment 
of legislation substituting voluntary arbitration for railway 
strikes—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance unions of 
North Haverhill, Farmington, Jefferson, and Concord, N.H., for 
the passage of a bill to further protect the first day of the week in 
the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
New Haverhill, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation 
prohibiting kinetoscope reproduction of prize fights in the District 
of Columbia and the Territories—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of 64 citizens of Marlboro, N. H., favoring the 
enactment of legislation which will more effectually restrict im- 
migration and prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and 
criminal classes to the United States—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Petition of William H. Howard and other 
citizens of Kenyon, R.1., favoring the enactment of legislation to 
more effectually restrict immigration and prevent the admission 
of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United States— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Cumberland, R. I., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
hibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government build- 
ings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. CLARDY: Memorial of members of the National Ameri- 
can Woman’s Suffrage Association, in relation to woman suffrage— 
to the Committee on Revision of the Laws. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 5380, for the relief of 
Robert 5. Hill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CODDING: Petition from numerous citizens of Wayne 
and Susquehanna counties, Pa., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation which will more effectually restrict immigration and pre- 
vent the admission of the illiterate, criminal, and pauper classes 
to the United States—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

Also, petition of the Young People’s Society of Christian En- 
deavor of Brooklyn, Pa., praying for the passage of a bill to pro- 
hibit the sale of liquors in Government buildings—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CONNELL: Petition of numerous citizens of Carbon- 
dale, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation which will 
more effectuaily restrict immigration and prevent the admission 
of the illiterate, criminal, and pauper classes to the United States— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of the Synod of the Presbyte- 
rian Church of Pennsylvania, in favor of an increase in the num- 
ber of Army chaplains—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, seven petitions of citizens of Pittsburg, Pa., and vicinity, 
in favor of legislation which will more effectually restrict immi- 
— and prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and crim- 

al classes to the United States—to the Committee an Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of United Italian Societies of Allegheny County, 
Pa., and the Italian colony of Allegheny, Pa., against the 
oo Lodge bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat i- 
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By Mr. DANFORD: Petitions of P. F. McLaughlin and many 
others, of Indian Territory; also petitions from various towns in 
Pennsylvania; also petitions of Theodore Ogle and many others, 
of Bellaire, Ohio; O. E. Miller and many others, of Toronto, Ohio, 
and B. Byers and 50 citizens of Thurlow, Pa., praying for the 
enactment of legislation which will more effectually restrict im- 
migration and prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and 
criminal classes to the United States—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DE VRIES: Petition of T. H. Fellows and 142 citizens 
of Placer County, Cal., in favor of the enactment of legislation 
which will more effectually restrict immigration and prevent the 
admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United 
States—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of A. D. Bird and 39 others and W. 
T. Cobb and 97 others, all citizens of Rockland, Me., remonstrating 
against the passage of the Loud postal bill—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Henry J. Goulding and 18 other citizens of 
Casinna, Me., in opposition to the so-called anti-scalping bill—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DORR: Petition of 207 citizens of Buckhannon and 
Upshur counties, W. Va., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion which will more effectually restrict immigration and prevent 
the admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the 
United States—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Charleston, S. C., in favor of a monetary commission as suggested 
by the business men’s convention at Indianapolis, Ind.—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Charleston, 
8. C., in favor of the present civil-service law and rules—to the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Petitions of Hamline’s Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union, of Washington, D. C.; Headquarters Staff of the 
Salvation Army of Washington, D. C., and the Fourth United 
Presbyterian Church, of Ainsworth, Iowa, for the passage of a bill 
to prohibit the sale of liquors in Government buildings—to the 
Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petitions of P. P. Mohr and other 
citizens of Lehigh County, Marcus R. Lengel and others, of Read- 
ing and Berks counties, Pa., in favor of legislation which will 
more effectually restrict immigration and prevent the admission 
of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United States— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, protest of District Assembly No. 49, K. of L., of New York 
City, against the curtailment of postal facilities of New York— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Vessel Owners and Captains’ Association of 
Philadelphia, Pa., favoring Senate bill No. 624, for the creation 
of a department of commerce and industry—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Thomas G. Orwig, of Des Moines, Iowa., for 
relief in the matter of his disbarment as a solicitor of patents— 
to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of the Greer County (Okla.) Teachers’ Commit- 
tee, asking the Government to pay backstanding salaries—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

= Mr. FENTON: Petition of G. R. Knapp and 100 citizens of 
Gallipolis, Ohio, asking for the enactment of legislation which 
will more effectually restrict immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Petition of P. C. Grow and 100 citizens of 
Batesville, Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation exclud- 
ing illiterate immigrants—to the Committee on tion and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition and papers in su 


rt of House bill for the relief 
of George W. Beach, of Nashville, Ind.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


Also, petition in support of House bill restoring Charles O’Bryan 
- Patriot, Ind., to the pension roll—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. HAGER: Petition of A. H. Telfar and other citizens of 
Council Bluffs, Iowa, in favor of a bill which will more effectually 
restrict immigration and prevent the admission of illiterate, pau- 
per, and criminal classes to the United States—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Pioneer Implement Company and citizens 
of Council Bluffs, Iowa, in opposition to the proposed bankruptcy 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENRY of Indiana: Protest of John Branstetter and 10 
citizens of Pennville, Jay County, Ind., against the passage of a 
general bankruptcy bill—to the ttee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

Also, resolution of the Board of Trade of Indianapolis, Ind., in 
favor of the passage of House bill No. 5359, known as the Loud 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
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Also tions of E. B. May, W.S. Smith, and other citizens of 
Adams Ser, Ind., and W. H. Hiser and others, of Jay County, 
Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation ee illiterate 
immigrants—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 


Mr. HILBORN: Petitions of the Merchants’ Association and 
the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, Cal., protesting 
against the curtailment of postal facilities—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. eee , 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance unions of 
Elmira. Clayton, and Boulder Creek, State of California, in favor 
of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing 
that cigarettes imported in ori packages on — any 
State shall become subject to its laws—to the Committee on Inter- 

d Foreign Commerce. 
wise, petition of J. J. Baum er and 18 other citizens of the 
State of California, and the Travelers’ Protective Association of 
San Francisco, Cal., protesting against the passage of the so-called 
anti-scalping ticket bill—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. . 

y Mr. HILL: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Bridgeport, 
Conn., favoring the completion and United States control of the 
Nicaragua Canal—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. oo te . 

Also, petitions of the Christian Endeavor societies of King Street 
district and Beaver Brook district, Danbury, Conn.; also petitions 
of the Baptist, Methodist, First Congregational, and Second Con- 

egational churches, and the Woman's Christian Temperance 
Gale: all of Winstead, Conn., praying for the passage of a bill 
prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol and all 
Government buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petitions of the a and Congre- 
gational churches and Society of Christian Endeavor of the Cen- 
tral Baptist Church, of Atlantic Highlands, N.J., for the passage 
of a bill to forbid interstate transmission of lottery and other gam- 
bling matter by telegraph—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of the Young People’s Society of Christian En- 
deavor of the Presbyterian and First Baptist churches and the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Atlantic Highlands, 
N. J., asking for the passage of a bill to forbid the sale of intoxi- 
cating beve in all Government buildings—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union and 
African Methodist Episcopal Church of Atlantic Highlands, N.J., 
asking for the passage of the bill to raise the age of protection of 
girls to 18 years in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Also, petitions of Tennent Council, Junior Order United Amer- 
ican Mechanics, and many citizens of Elizabethtown, the Hun- 

ian and Italian citizens of Raritan, Eugene T. Leach, Martin 

. Lohsen, Mortimer Wood, William G. Gray, Augustus W. 
Long, A. E. Curtis, Robert Stratton, F. P. Wyckoff, C. E. Martin, 
and many other citizens of the State of New Jersey, praying for 
the enactment of legislation which will more effectually restrict 
immigration and prevent the admission of the illiterate, criminal, 
and pauper classes to the United States—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HULL: Petitions of the Second United Presbyterian 
Church, First Baptist Church, Plymouth Congregational Church. 
of West Des Moines, and Asbury Methodist Episcopal Chapel, of 
East Des Moines, Iowa, in favor of legislation to protect State 
anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in orig- 
inal packages on entering any State shall become subject to its 
laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of the Plymouth Congregational Church, Second 


‘ United Presbyterian Church, and First Baptist Church, of West 


Des Moines, and Asbury Methodist Episcopal Chapel, of East 
Des Moines, Iowa, asking for the passage of the bill to raise the 
age of protection for girls to 18 years in the District of Columbia— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

_ Also, —_ of the First Baptist Church, Plymouth Congrega- 
tional Church, Second United byterian Church, of West Des 
Moines, and Asbury Methodist Episcopal Church, of East Des 
Moines, Iowa, for the of a bill to prohibit the sale of 
liquors in Government buildings—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, petition of the First Baptist Church of West Des Moines 
and Asbury Methodist Episcopal Church, of East Des Moines, Iowa, 
in favor of the enactment of legislation which will more effectu- 
ally restrict immigration and prevent the admission of illiterate, 

uper, and criminal classes to the United States—to the Commit- 

on — and Naturalization. 

By Mr. JETT: Petition of E. Marsh and 20 other citizens of 


Alton, Ill., asking for the of the Torrey bankruptcy bill— 
te the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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Presbyterian Church of Richmond, Ind., urging the passage of 
House bill No. 479, to prohibit the sale of liquor in ail Govern- 
ment buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 


Commerce of Spokane, Wash., with reference to the opening of 
the south half of the Colville Indian Reservation—to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands. 


of Carbon County, Easton, and Weissport and vicinity, State of 
Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation which will 
more effectually restrict immigration and prevent the admission 
of the illiterate, criminal, and pauper classes to the United States— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


zens of Hot Springs, Ark., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion which will 

the admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the 
United States—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 


others and J: E. Thompson and 15 others, all citizens of the State of 
Ohio, in opposition to the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill or any 
similar measure—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 


Commerce, praying for the enactment into law of the bill pro- 
posed by the monetary commission appointed by the business 
men’s convention at Indianapolis, Ind.—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 


of Allegany and Montgomery counties, Md., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation which will more effectually restrict immi- 
gration and prevent the admission of the illiterate, criminal, and 
pauper classes to the United States—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 


Prescott, Ark., praying for the enactment of legislation to protect 
State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in 
original packages on entering any State shall become subject to 
its laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


















By Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: Petition of the First United 





























By Mr. JONES of Washington: Resolution of the Chamber of 





























By Mr. KIRKPATRICK: Eight petitions of numerous citizens 












































By Mr. LITTLE: Petition of Hon. Frank C. Place and 264 citi- 














more effectually restrict immigration and prevent 


























By Mr. MARSHALL: Petitions of H. D. Campbell and 177 



































By Mr. McCALL: Petition of the Boston (Mass.) Chamber of 


























By Mr. McDONALD: Petitions of numerous prominent citizens 









































By Mr. McRAE: Petition of J. W. Brown and other citizens of 
































Also, petition of A. J. Price and other citizens of Arkansas, in 
favor of the passage of a bill prohibiting the issuance of liquor- 
dealer licenses in districts where the sale of liquor is prohibited 
by local option or by State statute—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. EKISON: Paper to accompany House bill granting 
a pension to Joseph Burger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLER: Petitions of M. A. Parsons, J. S. Coon, G.N. 
Biggs, H. A. Altizer, and 64 other citizens of Calhoun County, 
W. Va.; also, petition of Guyandotte Council, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Mechanicsburg, W. Va., and citizens of 
Huntington and Guyandotte, W. Va., praying for the enactment 
of legislation excluding illiterate immigrants—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MOODY: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance unions of Haverhill and Salem, Mass., in favor of legislation 
to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes 
imported in original packages on entering any State shall become 
subject to its laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. NORTON of Ohio: Petition of Edward McCurdy and 
121 citizens of Crestline, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legis 
lation excluding illiterate immigrants—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

nar 4m soy to accompany House bill No. 5765, relating to the 
case of Aaron Baughman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of J. W. Fike and 23 citizens of Attica, Ohio, in 
favor of the further restriction of immigration—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 7521, relating to the 
case of Charles F. Deitsch—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OTEY: Petition of Frank C. Chatham and 75 citizens of 
Roanoke, Va., protesting against the admission of illiterate, pauper, 
and criminal classes to the United States—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Resolutions of the Merchants and Manufactur- 
ers’ Association of Milwaukee and the National League of Com- 
mission Merchants, Milwaukee Branch, in favor of the Torrey 
bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce, Milwaukee, Wis., 
in favor of the Nicaraguan Canal—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Petitions of F. E. Kinsel, B. J. Loeb, 
C. B. Johnson, George M. Nichols, John Sullivan, S. Barnett. 
G. G. Cooper, G. Brown, H. Kiser, and many other citizens of the 
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State of Indiana, in opposition to the so-called anti-scalping bill 
or any similar measure—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. PRINCE: Papers to accompany House bill granting a 
pension to Mary P. Broughton—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, petition of wholesale and retail jewelers of Chicago, Ill, 
in favor of currency legislation—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

Also, petition of H. P. Wood and citizens of New Boston, IIl., 
against the passage of a general bankruptcy bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Kewanee, Ill., praying for the enactment of legislation to protect 
State anti- cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in 
original packages on entering any State shall become subject to 
its laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign , 

By Mr. PUGH: Petition of sundry citizens of Maysville, Ky., 
protesting against the passage of a general bankruptcy bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: Petition of the Society of Christian 
Endeavor of New Kingston, N. Y., urging the passage of House 
bill No. 479, to prohibit the sale of liquor in all Government build- 
ings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of citizens of Newfield, N. Y., for -the establish- 
ment of postal savings banks—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Papers relating to the case of William 
F. Cowan—to the Committes on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Sarah McCaleb, for correction of record and a 
pension—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of James E. Hagains, for the payment of a claim— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Petition of R. H. Briggs and other citizens of 
Culpeper, Va.; also petition of R. E. L. Tyler, J. R. Mansfield, 
M. F. Peyton, C. H. Picken, and 42 other citizens of Alexandria, 
Va., asking for the enactment of legislation which will more 
effectually restrict immigration—to the Committee on Immigra- 


tion and Naturalization. 

Also, paper to accompany bill to correct the military record of 
William W. Giles—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: Eight petitions of citizens of Mount Pleas- 
ant, Connellsville, Moyer, Stauffer, Delmont, Murrysville, Harri- 
son, Boyle, and Sardis, State of Pennsylvania, for the enactment 
of legislation which will more effectually restrict immigration and 
prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to 
the United States—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of the Whitley County 
(Ind.) Medical Society, protesting against the passage of the biil 
ne vivisection—to the Committee on t District of Co- 
umbia. 

By Mr. ROYSE: Petition of citizens of Newcastle, Ind., in favor 
of the ge of a general bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SAYERS: Protest of sundry citizens of Willison County, 
Tex., against the passage of a general bankruptcy bill—to the 
Committee on the udiciary. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Wray, Yuma County, Colo., in favor of legisla- 
tion to protect State anti- pe cee laws by providing thatci —— 
imported in original packages on entering any State shall 
subject to its lome—tn' the Committee on Interstate and ensign 
Commerce. 

Also, petitions of F. C. Nichols, J. Constantine, R. L. Meyers, 
Fred A. Jackson, George H. Monroe, M. L. Ruby, J. R. Thurston, 
W.T. Rogers, F.G. Moore, W. John Kelley, Charles Ottenheimer, 
Robert Morris, Albert S. Frost, W. H. Price, P. W. Doyle, D. K. 
McLean, A. W. Thompson, J. ‘A. Appel, C. A. Washborn, James 
W. Crozer, William olmes, George Vaught, John Corcoran, 
Charles R. Pierce, Isham R. Dodge, A. Boot Paddington, D.W. 

, jr., Lee Knapp, F. F. Parker, Henry Klausing, H. T. Bemis, 
J. McCarthy, H. Benton, A. Ross, W. Lee, C. H. Tilton, 
J. B. Porter, E. E. Johnson, M. Tracy, N. P. Burtschmer, a.% 
McDonald, J. T. Bene, M. Cassidy, D. Madison, I. G. a 
B. 0’ Brien, C. F. Rosenburg, W. Henrichs, F. H. en 
Blake, E. E. Parvand, J. M. Parpet, Rex Lemon, M. Me Hush, 
and many other citizens of the State of Colorado, in opposition to 
theso-called anti-scalping bill or any similar measure—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate — Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SHANNON: Petition of Edwin T. Rice and others, of 
New York City, urging the immediate passage of the Lodge immi- 
gration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

By Mr. SHOW ALTER: Petition of citizens of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Petrolia, Pa., praying for the enactment of 
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legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that 
cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any State 
shall become subject to its laws—to the Committee on Selaiote 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Petrolia, 
Pa., and the Y s Christian Union of the United 
Presbyterian Church of Beaver Palla, Pa., and United Presbyterian 
congregation of Ellwood City, Pa., praying for the enactment of 
legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Gov- 

buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 


nds. 

Also, petition of the Methodist E Church of Petrolia, 
Pa., praying for i enactment of tion prohibiting inter- 
state gam eraye vee <8 = S otherwise—to the 
Committee ¢ on ateeetate an Sry ene y 

Also, petition of the Methodist peistati Church of Petrolia, 
Pa., praying for the enactment of lation raising the age of 

n for girls to 18 years im the District of Columbia and 
the Territories—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the ee E pal Church of Petrolia, Pa., 
praying for the enactme’ substituti voluntary 
arbitration for railwa Sntbee the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the yay om Charch of Petrolia, Pa., 
for the passage of a bill to further —— the first day of the 
week in the District of Columbia—to Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Methodist E Church of Petrolia, Pa., 
praying for ee ae ere 
transmission of newspaper descriptions of P g etc.— 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Methodist pal Church of Petrolia, Pa., 
praying for the enactment of 1 ation prohibiting ki 
reproduction of fights in District of Columbia and the 
Territories—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Junior Order of United American Mechanics 
of Ellwood City and Newcastle, Pa., and James G. Reese and 24 
citizens of parson Co , Pa., in favor of legislation which will 
more effectually a mmigration and prevent the admission 

illi criminal classes to the — States— 


ouse bill to correct the ae 
Committee on Military Affa 
MAN: Petitions of the Merchants’ Association of 
Boston, Mass.; Board of Trade of Chambersburg, Pa.; the Phila- 
delphia Branch of the Woman’s Foreign Missionary Society of 
the Methodist Epi Church, and the Board of Trade of Way- 
cross, Ga., in favor of the passage of House bill No. 30 and Senate 
bill No. 1575, restricting the right to buy and sell railroad tickets— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 

By Mr. SHUFORD: Petition of numerous citizens of ‘Salisbury, 

nC. praying for the enactment of legislation which will more 
af ffectually restrict immigration and prevent the admission of illit- 
erate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United States—to the 
Committee on tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: Petition of the Alamo Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of San Antonio, Tex., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette ws by provid- 
ing that cigarettes im in original ae 
State shall become et to its laws—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and ne 

Also, petition of citizens of McCulloch County, Tex., agains: 
the assage of @ general bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on 


the Judici 
By Mr. $ AND: Papers in sw of House bill No. 
— for the relief of John Peterson—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 
By Mr. SPALDING: Protest of the German Workingmen’'s | 
Society of Monroe, Mich., Jacob , agaist the 
assage of the Lodge bill—to the Committee on and 
aturalization. 


By Mr. SPERRY: Resolution adopted picton- at taow Uneven 
No. *7, Order of United American Mechanics, of New Haven, 


Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperanco Union of 
Millville, N. Y., mock favor of oe to protect State anti- 
cigarette laws by p od tes im: in original 
packages on cnwing bp enw tate sha eae t to its laws— 
to the Committee on 


By Mr. STARE: Dapesedeen to bill No. 7313, t- 

nent ouse 0. gran 

ing an increase of pension to Charles C. Simmons, of Beatri ice, 

wai papers sooeuspeny Hones bill No. 7000, ting a pen- 
80, 0. gran a 
=a to ae awards, of Seward, Nebr.—to the Committee 


ee y Mr, STEPHENS of Texas: Petition of citizens of the State 
of exas, asking the Government to assume control and secure 
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deep water at Aransas Pass Harbor, Texas—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. ; ‘ 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Fourteen tions signed by 
numerous citizens of Allegheny, Pittsburg, vue, Sharpsburg, 
Hoboken, Montrose, t, Sewickley, Beaver 
Falls, Claremont, Avalon, Elliottboro, Crafton, Bridgeville, Leet 
Township, Sheridan, Osborn, Leetsdale, Glenfield, and Baden, all 
in the county of Allegheny, Pa., favoring the enactment of legis- 
lation to more effectually restrict immigration and prevent the 
admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United 
States—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. — 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Resolutions of the White Mountain 
Travelers’ Association, of Concord, N. H., protesting against the 
passage of the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. ; 

Also, petitions of the Woman's Christian Temperance unions of 
Marlboro, Farmington, Sanbornville, and Somersworth, N. H., 

ing for the enactment of legislation to protect State anti- 


praying th I : : a 
i laws vi that c es imported in original 
cigarette laws by pro ar dkate 2 eee Ro 

In 


Ving 





packages on entering an become subject to its laws— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance unions of 
Farmington, Plymouth, Haverhill, Kingston, Somersworth, San- 
bornville, and ester, N. H., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Govern- 
ment puildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian capers unions of 
Farmington, Somersworth, and Sanbornville, N. H., praying for 
the enactment of legislation prohibiting interstate gambling by 
telegraph, telephone, or otherwise—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. : 

Also, petitions of the Woman's Christian Temperance unions of 
Somersworth and Sanbornville, N. H., praying for the enactment 
of legislation raising the age of protection for girls to 18 years in 
the District of Columbia and the Territories—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem unions of 
Somersworth and Sanbornville, N. H., ae or the enactment 
of legislation substituting voluntary arbitration for railway 
strikes—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian T: 
Somersworth and Sanbornville, N. H., for the of a bill to 
further protect the first day of the week in the ct of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance unions of 
F and Sanbornville, N. H., praying for the enactment 
of legislation sear tog interstate of newspaper 
descriptions of prize fights, etc.—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce 


Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance unions of 
Haverhill and Sanbornville, N. H., praying for the enactment of 


legislation biting kinetoscope reproduction of prize fights in 
the District of Colane and the Territories—to the Committee 


ip Seuliineer csustiee, Cute, praying’ tor toe 
an . O, pra or the 
enactment of legislation which will more y restrict im- 
and prevent the admission of the illiterate, criminal, 
mper classes to the United States—to the Committee on 
immlgra on and Naturalization. 
By Mr. VINCENT: Petition of citizens of Tescott, Kans., urg- 
ing the passage of a bill to prohibit the sale of liquors in Govern- 
ment buildings—to the mittee on Public Buildings and 


By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of the Methodist eee 
Church of Nunda, N. Y., asking for the passage of a bill to forbid 


the sale of intoxicating es in all Government buildings— 
to the Committee om Puhiio Belidinns cmd Gnesnae 
Mr. WALKER of nanos Petitions of es 
Temperance unions uburn, Blackstone, Leicester, 
Ps ngpee Senavene eee, — —- bee rere 
. xbridge, > avor of legislation to protect Sta 
anti-cigarette laws by that in origi- 
on en any State shall become subject to its 
laws—to Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
Also, petitions of the Christian Endeavor Society of Plymouth 
Worcester i Tem 


Christian 
ance Union of Leicester, Mass., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation prohibiting the sale of intoxica liquors in all Gov- 
ernment buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 


Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
itine in See rece nees ot Mevctetion peshil> 
terstate gam ra ephone, or otherwise— 

to the Commitise on Interstate cod Geuign Oonmmanen. 
, Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 


unions of 
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Leicester, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation raising 

the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the District of Colum- 

_ _ the Territories—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
umbia. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Leicester, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation substi- 
tuting voluntary arbitration for railway strikes—to the Commit- 
tee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Leicester, Mass., for the passage of a bill to further protect the 
first day of the week in the District of Columbia—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Leicester, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation prohib- 
iting the interstate transmission of newspaper descriptions. of 
prize fights, etc.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Leicester, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation prohib- 
iting kinetoscope reproductions of prize fights in the District of 
Columbia and the Territories—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WEYMOUTH: Petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Natick, Mass., in favor of legislation to 
protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes im- 
ported in original packages on entering any State shall become 
subject to its laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Natick, Mass., for the passage of a bill to further protect the first 
day of the week in the District of Columbia—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Natick; Methodist Episcopal Church, Baptist Church, Bethany 
Universalist Church, First Presbyterian Church, and Woman's 
Club, all of South Framingham, Mass., praying for the enactment 
of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in all 
Government buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Natick, , praying for the enactment of legislation prohibit- 
ing interstate gambling by telegraph, telephone, or otherwise—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Natick, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation raising 
the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the District of Colum- 
bia and Territories—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Natick, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation to sub- 
stitute voluntary arbitration for railway strikes—to the Commit- 
tee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Natick, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibit- 
ing kinetoscope reproductions of prize fights in the District of 
Columbia and the Territories—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, 








SENATE. 
TuEsDAY, February 15, 1898. 


Prayer by Rev. H. N. CoupzEn, Chaplain of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. CHANDLER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

POSTAL TELEGRAPHS, TELEPHONES, AND SAVINGS BANKS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate: ; 

In connection with Senate Document No. 39, Fifty-fifth Congress, second ses- 
sion, I transmit herewith additional reports from diplomatic and consular 
officers of the United States in regard to the postal telegraphs, telephones, 
and postal savings banks of foreign countries. 

WILLIAM McKINLEY. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, February 14, 1898. 
EDUCATIONAL APPROPRIATIONS FOR ALASKA, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 19th ultimo, a letter from the Commissioner 
of Education relative to the appropriations for educational pur- 
poses in the Territory of Alaska, and the manner in which such 
appropriations have been expended, etc.; which, on motion of Mr. 

TER, was, with the accompanying papers, ordered to lie on the 
table and to be printed. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the joint resolution (S. R. 98) accepting the invitation of the Gov- 
ernment of Norway to take part in an International Fisheries 
Exposition to be held at the city of Bergen, Norway, from May to 
September, A. D. 1898. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 409) to prevent the adulteration of candy in the 
District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 2196) directing the issue of a duplicate lost check, 
drawn by Charles E. McChesney, United States Indian agent, in 
favor of C. J. Holman & Bro.; 

A bill (H. R, 4101) granting the right to sell burial sites in parts 
of certain streets in Washington City to the vestry of Washington 
parish for the benefit of the Congressional Cemetery; 

A bill (H. R. 7541) to require certain writs to be directed and 
executed by the marshal of the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (H. R. 7559) making Rockland, Me., a subport of entry. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolutions; and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 471) relating to the adulteration of foods and drugs in 
the District of Columbia; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 53) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to deliver to the mayor of the city of Milwaukee, for 
use in ornamenting one of the parks of that city, the Parrott 
rifled cannon and carriage recently used on the revenue cutter 
Andrew Johnson; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 99) providing for a survey and re- 
port upon the practicability of securing a navigable channel of 
adequate width and of 35 feet depth at mean low water of the 
Gulf of Mexico throughout the Southwest Pass of the Mississippi 
River. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. CHANDLER presented a petition of the Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Sunapee, N. H., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit interstate gambling by telegraph, 
telephone, or otherwise; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Jefferson, N. H., praying for the enactment of a 
Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Haverhill, N. H., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Govern- 
ment buildings; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Paes 
ance Union of Haverhill, N. H., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to prohibit reproductions of prize fights by the kineto- 
scope or kindred devices, and the interstate and mail circulation 
of extended newspaper descriptions of the same; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance unions of Jefferson, Marlboro, and Farmington, all in the 
State of New Hampshire, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes 
imported in ——s packages on entering any State shall become 
subject to its laws; which were referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the memorial of H. W. Peaks and 21 other 
citizens of Charleston, Me., remonstrating against the passage of 
the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill or any similar measure; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. McBRIDE presented a memorial of 82 citizens of Lagrande, 
Oreg., remonstrating against the enactment of a general bank- 
ruptcy law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

e also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Oakville, Oreg., 

praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of in- 

xicating liquors in all Government buildings; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. CLARK presented a petition of sundry citizens of Green 
River, Wyo., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit 
the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Lapeer, Mich., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquorsin all Gov- 
ernment buildings; which was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Lapeer, Mich., and a petition of the County Associ- 
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ation of Teachers of Lapeer eae A Mich., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by 
providing that cigarettes imported in original packages on enter- 
ing any State shall become subject to its laws; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. BAKER presented a petition of the Kansas Commandery, 
Military Order of the Loyal Legion of the United States of Amer- 
ica, praying for the enactment of legislation to establish a national 
military park to commemorate the campaign, siege, and defense 
oe which was referred to the Committee on Military 

airs, 

_Mr. DEBOE presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Mays- 
ville, at , remonstrating —- the enactment of a general bank- 
ruptcy law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

r. FAIRBANKS presented a memorial of the faculty of the 
Medical College of Indiana, Indianapolis, Ind., and a memorial 
of the Tipton County Medical Society, of Tipton, Ind., remonstrat- 
ing against the of Senate bill No. 1063, for the further 
prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of Columbia; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a memorial of Encampment No. 1, 
Union Veteran Legion, of Pittsburg, Pa., remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation to reimburse the Book Agents of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church South; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Oxford, Pa., and a petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of New London, Pa., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by pro- 
viding that ci ttes imported in original packages on enterin 
any State shall become subject to its laws; which were saherel 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. GEAR presented a memorial of 71 citizens of Iowa, re- 
monstrating inst the enactment of legislation permitting pool- 
ing between different railroad companies; which was referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the North 
Park Congregational Church, of West Des Moines, Iowa, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to exclude illiterate emniabante: 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the North 
Park Congregational Church of West Des Moines, Iowa, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicat- 
ing liquors in all Government buildings; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Nort 
Park Congregational Church of West Des. Moines, Iowa, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette 
laws by providing that ci ttes imported in original kages 
on entering any State s become subject to its laws; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. ALLEN presented sundry — in support of the bill 
(S. 3370) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Trapp, of South 
Omaha, in the State of Nebraska; which were referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Wyndham Center, Me., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in 
all Government buildings; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the congregation of the 
South Baptist Church of South Boston, Mass., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to prohibit te ere of 
pugilistic encounters in the District of Columbia and the Terri- 
tories and the interstate transportation of materials for the same; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the South 
Baptist Church of South Boston, Mass., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the interstate transmission of newspaper 
descriptions of prize fights; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the South 
Baptist Church of South Boston, Mass., praying for the enactment 
of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the South 
— Church of South Boston, Mass., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the interstate transmission of lottery 
messages and other bling matter by telegraph; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the ber of Commerce of 
Boston, Mass., praying for the —— the currency bill as pro- 
posed by the Indianapolis (Ind.) Monetary Commission; which 
was referred to the Committee on ance. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Haverhill, of the congregation of the South Baptist 
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South Boston, and of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
pre ia of Reading, all in the State of Massachusetts, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette 
laws by providing that cigarettes imported in original packages 
on entering any State shall become subject to its laws; which 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the con tion of the South 
Baptist Church of South Boston, of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Barnstable County, and of the Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Boston, all in the State of Massachu- 
setts, praying for the enactment of legislation to substitute 
voluntary arbitration for railway strikes; which were referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. ; 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Barnstable County, Mass., and a petition of the 
congregation of the South Baptist Church of South Boston, Mass., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to raise the age of pro- 
tection for girls to 18 years in the District of Columbia and the 
Territories; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the South 
Baptist Church of South Boston, of the Young People’s Christian 
Union of Tufts College, and of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Barnstable County, all in the State of Massachu- 
setts, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale 
of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings; which were 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a memorial of members of the fire 
department of Bismarck, N. Dak., remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of apenas to establish a division in the Treasury Depart- 
ment for the regulation of insurance among the several States, and 
for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. . ; 

He also presented a memorial of Typographical Union No. 311, 
of Grand Forks, N. Dak., remonstrating against the passage of the 
so-called anti-scalping ticket bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Baptist 
Church of Cavalier, N. Dak., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that ciga- 
rettes imported in original packages on entering any State shall 
become subject to its laws; which was referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of Diamond Lodge, No. 65, 
Knights of Pythias, of Slater, Mo., praying that the Government 
grant a lease right, with water privileges, to a piece of ground on 
the United States reservation at Hot Springs, for the purpose of 
establishing a national Pythian sanitarium; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Sixth 
and Prospect Christian Church of Kansas City, Mo., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in all Government buildings; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a memorial of the Central Council Irish-Amer- 
ican Societies of Kansas City, Mo., remonstrating against the rati- 
fication of the arbitration treaty between the United States and 
Great Britain; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Kansas City (Mo.) Branch of 
the National League of Commission Merchants, praying for the 
passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 160, Carpen- 
ters and Joiners of America; of Local Union No. 47, Steam Fitters’ 
Helpers, and of Local Union No. 6960, Iceworkers’ Union, all of 
Kansas City, Mo., remonstrating against the passage of the so- 
—— anti-scalping ticket bill; which were ordered to lie on the 

able. 

He also presented petitions of the Epworth League of Monett; 
of the official board of officers of the Christian Church of Pierce 
pes of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Monett, 
and of sundry citizens of Ellsberry, all in the State of Missouri, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to protect State anti- 
cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in original 
packages on entering any State shall become subject to its laws; 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

/ Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of the Everton Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union, of Dade County, Mo., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by 
providing that ep tae imported in original packages on enter- 
ang any State shall become subject to its laws; which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of sundry citizens of Madi- 
son County, Ill., praying that a part of the money appropriated 
for the distribution of seed be used to extend the market for 


American corn; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 


He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Lacon, [1l., praying for the enactment of a Sunday- 
rest law for the District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented » petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Lacon, Ill., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to prohibit interstate gambling by telegraph, telephone, or 
otherwise; which was referred to the Committeeon the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Lacon, Ill., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to substitute voluntary arbitration for railway strikes; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Lacon, Ill., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that ciga- 
rettes imported in original packages on entering any State shall 
become subject to its laws; which was referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a a of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Lacon, lil., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to raise the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the District 
of — and the Territories; which was ordered to lie on the 
tabie. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Lacon, I1l., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol and all 
Government buildings; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Lacon, Ill., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to prohibit the reproduction of prize fights in the District of Co- 
lumbia by the kinetoscope or other kindred devices; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Lacon, Ti., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to prohibit the interstate and mail circulation of extended 
newspaper descriptions of prize fights; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WHITE presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance unions of Tulare and Kings; of Lassen County; of 
Fresno County; of Yolo, Boulder Creek, Elmira, Santa Cruz, 
Monterey, and San Benito; of Berkeley, Placer County, and South- 
ern California; of the congregation of the Congregational Church 
of Auburn, and of the State organizers of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of California, al! in the State of California, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to protect State anti- 
cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in original 
packages on entering any State shall become subject to its laws; 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance unions of Placer County and Southern California, and of 
the congregation of the Congregational Church of Auburn, all in 
the State of California, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government 
buildings; which were referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Southern California, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the interstate and mail circulation of ex- 
tended newspaper descriptions of prize fights; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Southern California, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit interstate gambling by telegraph, telephone, 
or otherwise; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Southern California, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit, so far as the power of Congress extends, 
the reproduction of prize fights by the kinetoscope or other kin- 
dred devices; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Southern California, praying for the enactment of 
a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Southern California, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to raise the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the 
District of Columbia and the Territories; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of the Society of Colonial 
Wars of the State of Colorado, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to purchase and restore the ancient fortress of Ticonderoga 
Le the Government; which was referred to the Committee en 

ilitary Affairs. 
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He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Meth- 
odist Church of Fort Collins, Colo., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to raise the age of protection for girls to 18 yearsin the 
District of Columbia and the Territories; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Meth- 
odist Church of Fort Collins, Colo., and a = of the congre- 
gation of the Christian Church of Fort Collins, Colo., praying for 
the enactment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia 
and the Territories; which were referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Meth- 
odist Church of Fort Collins, Colo., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to substitute voluntary arbitration for railway strikes; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Colorado, of the congregation of the Methodist 
Church of Fort Collins, and of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Wray, all in the State of Colorado, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by 
providing that cigarettes imported in original packages on enter- 
ing any State shall become subject to its laws; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Metho- 
dist Church of FortCollins, Colo., and a petition of the congregation 
of the Christian Church of Fort Collins, Colo., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to prohibit interstate gambling by tele- 
graph, telephone, or otherwise; which were referrefi to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Meth- 
odist Church of Fort Collins, Colo., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to ere 4 the reproduction of prize fights by the 
kinetoscope or kindred devices and the interstate and mail circu- 
lation of extended descriptions of the same; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the Anaconda Colorado Miners’ 
Union, of the Telluride Miners’ Union, and of the Journeymen 
Cooks’ Union No. 18, of Denver, all in the State of Colorado, re- 
monstrating against the passage of the so-called anti-scalping 
ticket bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of the Colorado State Medical 
Society, of the National Live Stock Association, of the Denver 
and Arapahoe County Medical Society, and of the State board of 
health, all in the State of Colorado, remonstrating against the 
passage of Senate bill No. 1063, for the further prevention of 
cruelty to animals in the District of Columbia; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Christian Endeavor Society of 
the First Avenue Presbyterian Church, of Denver; of the congre- 

ation of the Methodist Church of Fort Collins; of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Colorado, and of the con tion 
of the Christian Church of Fort Collins, all in the State of Colo- 
rado, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale 
of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings; which were 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Denver, Colo., 
praying for the enactment of legislation restricting immigration; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Brotherhood of Locomotive 
Engineers of Denver, Colo., praying for the passage of the so-called 
labor arbitration bill, the contempt of court bill, and the non- 

artisan commission bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
jucation and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the reform department of the 
Woman's Club of Denver, Colo., praying for the maintenance of 
the present civil-service law; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

He also presented a memorial of the Civic Federation of Den- 
ver, Colo., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
which will curtail in any degree the reform of the present civil- 
service law; which was referred to the Committee on Civil Serv- 
ice and Retrenchment. 

He also presented a memorial of the Civil Service Reform Asso- 
ciation of Denver, Colo., remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation designed to abridge or retard the progress of civil-serv- 
ice reform, and praying that the classification of the Census Bu- 
reau be placed under the civil-service rules; which was referred 
to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Mrs. G. W. Yeaton, of All- 
ston, Mass., ying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
the desecration of the national flag; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PASCO presented a petition of the Federated Trades Coun- 
cil of Tampa, Fla., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for the protection of free labor and limiting the hours of 
daily service to eight hours a day; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor, 
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He also presented a memorial of the Duval County Medical So- 
ciety, of Florida, remonstrating inst the passage of Senate bill 
No. 1063, for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in the 
District of Columbia; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ELKINS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Saco, 
W. Va., praying for the enactment of ere restricting im- 
migration; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

e also presented a memorial of the congregation of the Uni- 
versalist Church of Fork Ridge, W. Va., and a memorial of the 
Christian Endeavor Society of the Methodist Protestant Church of 
Pruntytown, W. Va., remonstrating against the sale of intoxi- 
cating liquors in all Government buildings; which were referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry traveling salesmen of 
Boston, Portland, Bangor, and New York, remonstrating against 
the passage of the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. TILLMAN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 5457) for the relief of Robert Kennish, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Ir. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3308) to authorize the Shreveport Bridge and 
Terminal Company to construct and maintain a bridge across Red 
River at or near the city of Shreveport, La., reported it with 
amendments. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 6258) to authorize the redemption and to 
limit the right of conversion of refunding certificates issued under 
authority of the act of February 26, 1879, reported it with an 
amendment. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the amendments submitted by himself on the 26th ultimo 
and the 3ist ultimo, intended to be proposed to the naval appro- 
priation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that they be 
referred A the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 
was to. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill Ng 1807) granting an increase of pension to Abra- 
ham T. Casey, of Larned, Kans., reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2948) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Anna M. 
arene reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2573) granting an increase of pension to William Blades, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1070) granting a pension to Sarah R. Burrell, of Wichita, 
— reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2813) granting a pension to Barney Smith, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same c , to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1608) granting an increase of pension to Michael Lochard, 
of cies , reported it without amendment, and submitted 

. CHANDLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, re- 
ported two amendments intended to be pr to the naval 
appropriation bill; which were referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 3687) for the establishment of 
ordinary wagon roads and animal trails across In reserva- 
tions, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MONEY introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


6 A bill (S. 3688) for the relief of J. C. Fitzgerald, of Chickasaw 
ounty, is 
A ili (S. 3689) for the relief of the Protestant Orphan Asylum 
of Natchez, in the State of ; 

A bill (8. 3690) for the relief of estate of Alice Hardaway, 
deceased, late of Benton County, Miss.; and 
oc bill (S. 8601) for the relief of Adeline L. Herron, of Warren 

unty, Miss. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 3692) Rockland, Me., a 
subport of entry; which was read twice by its , and, with the 

, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GER introduced a bill (S. 3698) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Leah L. Price; which was read twice by its 





on Pensions. 


Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 3694) granting a pension to 
Hannah Dunlap, of Allentown, Pa.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3695) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion now “ae on the records of the War Department 
against James F. Ash, alias James Ashton; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill . 3696) to amend an act 


entitled ‘‘An act for the 


tection of property within the District of 
caly 99, 1892; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columb: 


Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 3697) granting an increase of 
pension to Mrs. Kate K. Michaelis; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 3698) for the restora- 
tion of annuities to the Sisseton and Wahpeton bands of Dakota 
or Sioux Indians; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3699) to restore the annuities of the 
oota (Santee) Sioux Indians and the 
Sisseton and Wahpeton Sioux Indians, declared forfeited by the act 
of February 16, 1863; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 3700) for the relief of 
the administrator of Edward Thieman; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 3701) authorizing the Presi- 
dent of the United States to nominate Lieut. Commander R. M. G. 
Brown, now on the retired list, to be a commander on the retired 
list; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 


Medawakanton and Wa 


mittee on Naval Affairs 


He also introduced a bill (S. 3702) for the relief of the board of 
education of Bolivar district, of Jefferson County, W. Va.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Claims. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 3703) for the relief of George W. 
Graham; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 


Committee on Claims. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 3704) granting a pension to Garrett 
W. Freeman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3705) granting a pension to Cath- 
erine Chalders; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also in uced a bill (S. 3706) granting a pension to Agnes 
Boone Otis; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 


Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. CHILTON introduced a bill (S. 3707) to amend an act en- 
titled “‘An act to amend an act to grant to the Gainesville, Mc- 
Alester and St. Louis Railway Company a right of way through 
the Indian Territory;* which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S. 3708) pases an honorable 
discharge to George Jacob Speicher; whic 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3709) referring the claim of Han- 
= — = vy 4 = Court of Claims; which oe ee 

wice by its title, and, with the accompanying rs, referred to 
the Committee on Claims. — 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 8710) referring to the Court 
of Claims the claim of the legal heirs of John Harper, deceased, 
to certain lands in the State of Virginia; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8711) for the relief of John H. Red- 
man, a citizen of King George County, Va.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


AMENDMENTS TO DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL, 
Mr. PENROSE. On the 1ith instant I submitted an amend- 


ment intended to be 
priation bill, the amen 


steel bridge across Rock Creek on the line of Massachusetts avenue 
extended, and it was inadvertently referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. It should have been referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. I ask unanimous consent to have 


th “As to the Kansas Pacific, the officials regard the outcome as eminent] 
© reference . satisfactory, inasmuch as the sum realized, when taken in connection wit 
The VICE-P ENT. Is there objection to the change of | the first liens, which the Government would have been compelled to bid in 


reference? The Chair hears 
Mr, PENROSE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 

posed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bint; 

which was referred to the Committee on the Distzict 

and ordered to be printed. 


XXXI——108 


title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
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KILLING OF SEGUNDO N. LOPEZ, 


Mr. PETTUS submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States is requested (if not in- 
compatible with the public service) to inform the Senate what action has 
been taken in reference to the murder of Segundo N. Lopez, a citizen of the 
United States, on the Lith day of April, 1896, in the district of San Diego del 
A sepenaenn, Cuba, by armed soldiers of Spain, commanded by Colonel 

ruch. 
















PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 14th instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 492) granting a pension to Ella D. Cross; 

An act (S. 1321) granting a pension to Emily E. Atherton; 

An act (S. 1581) granting a pension to Mary W. C. Burgess; 

An act (S. 1890) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
F. Tuck; and 

An act (S. 2858) authorizing the Muscogee Coal and Railway 
Company to construct and operate a railway through the Indian 
Territory and Oklahoma Territory, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the President had on this day 
approved and signed the act (S. 2553) to authorize the construction 
of a steel bridge over the Snake River, between the States of 
Washington and Idaho. 


KANSAS PACIFIC RAILWAY. 


Mr. ALLEN. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S, 
2495) for the relief of Margaret Kennedy. 

Mr. MORGAN. I shall have to object now, because I desire 
that the resolution which comes over from yesterday, offered by 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris], shall be taken up. 

Mr. ALLEN. Thisis merely a formal matter. A similar bill 
has passed the Senate several times. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is it in order to call up at this time the resolu- 
tion which went over yesterday? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theresolutionisin order. Does the 
Senator from Nebraska withdraw his request for the present? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
resolution No. 275, offered by the Senator from Kansas {Mr. Har- 
Ris} yesterday, and which was laid over. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution submitted yes- 
terday by Mr. Harris, as follows: 

Whereas the following statement appeared in the Washington Post of Feb- 
ruary 13, 1898: 

“KANSAS PACIFIC DEAL—THE REORGANIZATION COMMITTEE COMES TO 

TERMS—NO POSTPONEMENT OF THE SALUE—REPRESENTATIVESOF THE UNION 

PACIFIC HAVE GUARANTEED THAT THE GOVERNMENT SHALL RECEIVE NOT 


LESS THAN $6,303,000, THE AMOUNT OF THE PRINCIPAL OF ITS CLAIM—THE 
GOVERNMENT LOSES THE INTEREST, AMOUNTING IN ALL TO $6,624,107. 


“Sr. Louis, Mo., February 12. 

“ There will be no tponement of the sale of the Kansas Pacific Railway, 
set for February 16, 17, and 18. Ex-Governor George Hoadly, of New York, 
special counsel for the Government in the Union Pacific cases, arrived in St. 
Louis Friday for the purpose of asking the United States district court to 
postpone the sale and allow the Government the privilege of redeeming the 
claims of the first-mortgage bondholders of the Eastern and Middle divisions. 
He was also to ask for the appointment of a receiver. 

“ By this means it was expected that the Government would be able to 
obtain a better price than the reorganization committee had offered. 

“Mr. Hoadly was met here by attorneys representing the reorganization 
committee and the stockholders. Theyallheldaconference. The represent- 
ative of the reorganization committee offered to increase the committee's 
bid to an amount equal to the principal of the Government's indebtedness. 
The offer was accepted. 

“The gentlemen appeared before Judge Sanborn in chambers to-day and 
announced that they had reached an agreement. The sale will therefore go 
on. 


rvation of the —_— peace and the 


olumbia,” approved 














































was read twice by its 









“THE TERMS AGREED UPON. 


“Attorney-General Griggs received a dispatch from Judge Hoadly stating 
that an arrangement had m effected by which the Union Pacific reorgani- 
zation committee would pay the principal of the Government's lien in full. 

“The telegram from ex-Governor Hoadly said that the representatives of 
the Union Pacific reorganization committee had guaranteed that the Govern- 
ment should receive at the sale of its interest in the Kansas Pacific road, on 
February 16, not less than $6,303,000, the amount of the prixcipal of its claim. 
Thereupon the Attorney-General wired authority to accept the guaranty. 
The acceptance of the proposition does not, however, prevent the Government 
from accepting any bid in excess of the amount guaranteed. 

_ “In the two transactions by which the Government has disposed of its 
liens upon the Union Pacific and the Kansas Pacific roads it receives a total 
of $64,751,223. Of this sum $27,236,512 is the principal of the debt of the Union 
Pacific and $3),211.711 the full amount of the accrued and unpaid interest to 
the date of sale. From the Kansas Pacific the Government realizes $6,303,000, 
the principal, losing the balance of interest, amounting to $6,024,107. The 
amount realized from the two sales is about $20,000,000 in excess of the 
amount the Government offered to take during the last part of the last Ad- 
ministration. 
















to the District of Columbia appro- 
t relating to the construction of a 







“OUTCOME IS SATISFACTORY. 







in order to protect its own interests, represents, in their judgment, the fuil 

value of the road. Thissettlement of the matter releases and returns to the 

Treasury the ,000 deposited with the court in order that the Government 

might be qui ied as a bidder at the sale, $7,515,255 deposited some days ago 

for an ye of the first-mortgage bonds, and $6,303,000 which the reor- 

— ion committee has agreed to pay. The entire amount which thus will 
added to the Treasury's available cash is $14,718,255:" 


none, and the reference is changed. 
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Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Attorney-General is directed toinform the Senate 
if he has authorized the abandonment of his expressed intention to redeem 
the first-mortgage bonds issued by the Union Pacific Railroad Company, East- 
ern Division, now the Kansas Pacific Division of the Union Pacific Railway, 
and to ask a postponement of the sale thereof and for the appointment of a 
receiver therefor in the interest of the Government of the United States, and 
also if he has authorized an agreement by which said property is to be sold 
for the face value of the subsidy bonds, resulting ina loss to the Government 
of the amount of $6,624,107, and if the Government has agreed not to be a bid- 
der at said sale. 


Mr. CHANDLER. As far as I am concerned,I have no objec- 
tion to the resolution if the preamble is stricken out. Ido not 
think it a wise and judicious method in passing resolutions of in- 
quiry to put in such recitals. I move to strike out the preamble. 

Mr. HARRIS. Before that motion is put, I desire to say a few 
words upon the matter, and after that possibly I may be willing to 
yield to the Senator’s request. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas will pro 
ceed. 

Mr.HARRIS. Mr, President, I had hoped that it would not be 
necessary to inflict anything further upon the Senate concerning 
the Union Pacific settlement or the Kansas Pacific settlement as 
it now is, but in the situation it has now assumed it seems to me 
absolutely necessary that something should be said with regard to 
the past and with regard to the present condition of the affair. 

The Union Pacific Company for a number of years has attempted 
to influence both the Congress of the United States and the vari- 
ous Administrations of the United States to consent to some set- 
tlement which would scale down the amount due the Government 
to about 50 per cent of its value. The climax of their efforts in 
that direction was reached last January. They had failed in pass- 
ing the Reilly funding bill, they had failed in passing the Powers 
funding bill, and last January they seemed to have imbibed the 
idea that they could appeal to the Administration with more suc- 
cess than they had appealed to Congress. They succeeded in get- 
ting an agreement between Mr. Cleveland and his Attorney- 
General and what is known as the Fitzgerald committee by which 
the Government was to stand by and see the property sold at a 
loss of about $25,000,000. 

That matter went along quietly; no attention was paid to it. 
The new Administration came in on March 4, and there was 
apparently no attention given to itwhatever. The process seemed 
to be working, The courts were moving in the direction they de- 
sired. Last June I had the honor to introduce a resolution which 
was intended to call the attention of the President to the existing 
laws in regard to the matter and to obtain a postponement. That 
resolution, after reciting sections 4 and 5 of the act of March 3, 
1887, read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate of the United States, That it is the sense of the Sen- 
ate that the President should, in strict accordance with the above-quoted 
statute, direct the Secretary of the Treasury to carry out the provisions of 
said act by redeeming or otherwise clearing off the paramount liens, mort- 

s,and incumbrances on said railroad by paying the sums lawfully due 
e respect thereof out of the Treasury to the holders of prior liens, and that 
the President should direct the Attorney-General to take such steps and pro- 
ceedings in the courts and otherwise as shall be needful to redeem such prop- 
erty fromany prior mortgage, lien, or incumbrance, necessary and proper 
defend the interests of the United States in respect to the matters in said 
act of Congress mentioned, and to take steps to foreclose any mortgage or 
lien of the United States on any of said railroad property. _ 

And that the President is requested to suspend proceedings to carry into 
effect the agreement alleged to have been made to sell the interest of the 
United States in the Union Pacific Railroad and in the sinking fund, until the 
further action of Congress is had in reference thereto. 


In the discussion of that resolution the whole progress and the 
whole intention of the reorganization committee was thoroughly 
shown, and public sentiment responded to it. While the resolu- 
tion failed to pass, owing to the tactics of the friends of the reor- 
ganization committee in the Senate, yet public sentiment was 
aroused thoroughly, and a power was invoked which is greater 
than the President and greater than the Senate of the United 
States. That sentiment swept all over the country, from Maine 
to California, and the indignation expressed was so great that in 
response to that sentiment the President practically acted upon 
_ suggestion of the resolution, and a postponement was applied 

or. 

The moment that the postponement was applied for the railroad 
er came up and in order to save themselves on the main 
line of the Union Pacific paid the full amount, notwithstanding 
their assertions before for many years and notwithstanding the 
assertions of gentlemen on the floor of the Senate that it was an 
impossible proceeding, that the company never could pay the full 
amount of the debt, that the value of the property was not suf- 
ficient, and that it would result in taking the property by the 
Government. But the Government obtained every cent of the 
amount which was due on the main line of the Union Pacific. 

The subcommittee appointed by the Committee on Pacific Rail- 
roads met here in September and had no difficulty in showing the 
then Attorney-General that the sinking fund had been deprived of 
a large pte of the amount that should have gone to it. e made 
demand upon the reorganization committee to make that good. 
They immediately responded by raising their bid to some fifty-odd 
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million dollars. Then he insisted upon a postponement, and, as I 
have said, they responded by paying the full amount. 

We were all glad of that result. No one congratulated the 
present Administration more heartily than I when it had re- 
sponded to the demands of the people all over the country. It 
was simply a response to the honest sentiment of the country 
everywhere that the Government should receive the full amount 
of its debt from that great corporation. 

We had hoped that there would be no further difficulty in the 
settlement of the Kansas Pacific portion, which was postponed; 
and a short time ago we were given assurance by the Attorney- 
General that the Government would take up the first mortgage, 
assume the rights of the first-mortgage holders, and ask for a 

tponement of the sale and for the appointment of a receiver. 
hat was a settlement which was absolutely satisfactory to all of 
us. We believed that in that way undoubtedly the full amount 


of the debt would be obtained, either first by the refusal of the 
company to permit the postponement and their immediate pay- 
to do 


ment of the full amount of the debt, or, if they did decline 

so, the operation of the road by a receiver for the benefit of the 
two mortgages then in the hands of the Government would neces- 
a ee the value of the property, and the same end would be 
reached. 

But there seems to have been renewed pressure brought to bear 
on the part of the reorganization committee. They have succeeded 
in obtaining apparently a retraction by the Attorney-General of 
the position which he had assumed. e hear from St. Louis that 
instead of going on with the intention which was publicly and 
privately declared by the Attorney-General, there been an 
agreement reached by the attorneys of the Government and the 
attorneys and stockholders interested in the reorganization com- 
mittee, and that under the terms of that agreement the sale is 
to be made; that the Government is to stand idly by and this 
property is to be sold for something over $6,000,000, sacrificing 
entirely the interest, so called, amounting to nearly $6,700,000. 

It is assumed, I believe, by the Department of Justice, in mak- 
ing this negotiation, that the value of this property is equal onl 
to what is called the — of the Government debt—six mil- 
lien two hundred and odd thousand doilars, and the amount of 
the first mortgage, making all together about $13,000,000: that 
that is the maximum value of the 394 miles of road; and that 
therefore it must be allowed to go and thus sacrifice this immense 
amount of six million and nearly seven hundred thousand dollars. 

Now, I want to say a word or two with regard to the question 
of interest. There has, it seems to me, been a very great misap- 
prehension all over the country as to what this interest means as 
applied to the account of the Union Pacific Railroad Company. I 
see stated in a great many papers, and I hear even from Senators 
in this body, an expression that if the Government gets back the 
amount of the principal of its debt it can afford to forgive the in- 
terest due by these companies. I want to say that there is abso- 
lutely nothing in the s ~~ of interest ever demanded by the 
Government of the Uni States on the enormous amount of 
money which has been advanced, that there never has been any 
intention on the part of the companies to pay any interest, and 
that in all these accounts there is no claim for interest due to the 
Government for the enormous advances which have been made in 
the last thirty years on these various accounts. 

Up to 1880, in the financial reports of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, there was an item entitled ‘‘ balance of accrued interest 
due the United States on interest account.” The Government 
had put in the hands of those people these bonds, payable in thirty 
years, drawing 6 per cent, and the understanding was that the 
companies were to pay semiannually the interest as it accrued on 
the bonds. The fact was that they immediately began to default 
in the payment of interest on the bonds, and that the Government 
had to advance the interest on its own bonds for the companies. 
Up to 1880 there was in the accounts of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, as [have said, an item of ‘balance of accrued interest due 
the United States on interest account.” 

That was intended to be really interest to be = to the Gov- 
ernment on account of these enormous advances, both the interest 
which was being paid on the bonds by the Government and the 
principal of the bonds to be considered simply as the principal of 
the Government debt. The interest up to that time on this ad- 
vance of interest amounted, on the Central Pacific, to $4,998,311; 
on the Kansas Pacific to $872,589; on the Union Pacific to $4,072,- 
654; on the Central Branch of the Union Pacific to $405,347; on 
the Western Branch to $330,298, and on the Sioux City and Pacific 
to $326,013, making a total of $11,006,214 of interest due the Gov- 
ernment for the advances which had been made in this way. 

A short time ago I introduced a resolution directing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to inform us why that had been dropped. 
He replied in this way: 

The balance found due the United States thus stated— 

On the account which 1 have just read— 


represents the whole amount of bonds issued, interest at 6 per cent 
num on that amount. and interest on the accrued interest compound 
annually at 6 per cent, less the repayments, with interest thereon. 


r ar- 
sem 
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Section 15 provided that the door should be left open for all 
time to any new company to have a connection, with the excep- 
tion that companies not named in the act of July 1, 1862, should 
not have absolute equal privileges, but ‘‘such just and equitable 
terms as the President of the United States may prescribe.” Sec- 
tion 15 of the act of July 2, 1864, repeated the provision as to 
‘‘equal advantages, etc.,” to be enjoyed by the companies specif- 
ically named. The act of July 3, 1866, which provided for the 
change of location of the Kansas Pacific (or Union Pacific, Eastern 
Division) so as to enable it to extend westward, via Denver, and 
connect with the Union Pacific main line ‘‘ ata point not more than 
50 miles westwardly from the meridian of Denver, etc.” (which 
became Cheyenne), made no change in the right of the Kansas 
Pacific. 

True, the subsidy in bonds was limited to the aggregate to which 
the company would have been entitled if the connection had been 
made at the one hundredth meridian; but the land grant was ex- 
tended along the entire route to Cheyenne in lien thereof; so that 
the subsidy was in point of fact made over the whole line, subject, 
of course, to the actual bonded or money cost of that portion to 
which the subsidy bonds did not directly apply. 

Had the Government officials performed their duty hitherto, 
and especially the Commissioners of Railroads, the net earnings of 
the Kansas Pacific, so far as the sinking fund is concerned, would 
have been based at least on the whole line from Kansas City to 
Denver, instead of the exact mileage to which the United States 
bonds technically applied. 

It was the Kansas Pacific Company which received the United 
States bonds and which therefore became indebted to the Govern- 
ment, and the earnings of the whole property became subject to 
that lien, all of which was more fully set forth in the Thurman 
Act of May 7, 1878, in principle, although the Kansas Pacific 
Company was not specifically named in that act. 

In fine, the Kansas Pacific must be treated as an entirety. The 
trouble between the Union Pacific proper and the Kansas Pacific 
began immediately upon the completion of the Kansas Pacific and 
the Denver Pacific companies’ roads by the Union Pacific refusing 

“to prorate either nger or freight traffic, as provided in the 
section mentioned in the beginning of this letter. 

Every kind of effort was made to reach some friendly agree- 
ment. The Central Pacific from the first agreed to extend to the 
Kansas Pacific equal facilities to and from the junction point at 
Ogden, but the Union Pacific barréd the way from Cheyenne to 


en. 
When Col. Thomas A. Scott was president of the Union Pacific 


Railroad in or about 1871, he endeavored to influence the Union 
Pacific people to make a friendly arrangement, and he was author- 
ized by the Kansas Pacific people to accept less than an equal pro- 
rate, the Kansas Pacific people offering to subject to arbitration 
the question of what was fair, but nothing ever came of it, and 
Colonel Scott soon retired from the presidency. This injustice on 
the part of the Union Pacific people continued and was, in my 
judgment, the chief cause of the bankruptcy of the Kansas Pacific 
in 1873. 

The question was finally taken to Congress, resulting in the act 
of June 10, 1874, making it an offense punishable by fine and im- 
prisonment, with heavy damages against the offending party or 
company, to longer continue this discrimination. The bankrupt 
condition of the Kansas Pacific made it an easy prey to Jay Gould, 
who had in the meantime got control of the Union Pacific main 
line. 

The control of the securities of the Kansas Pacific and Denver 
Pacific was subsequently obtained, mainly by Jay Gould person- 
ally, so that it is fair to presume that for some time he was able 
to so influence the division as to traffic that the Kansas Pacific 
was more justly treated, as he was then preparing his scheme for 
the illegal consolidation of the companies, which he formally 
accomplished in January, 1880, at which time the Government 
directors of the Union Pacific were actually refused admission to 
the room, as will appear by the records of the Attorney-General’s 
Office, Charles Devens being Attorney-General at the time. 

That is a statement of exact facts with regard to the rights of 
the western end of this 394 miles. Practically it has the absolute 
right to carry its freight and passengers on a pro rata arrange- 
ment clear through to San Francisco. It is absolutely absurd to 
talk about its ‘‘ going nowhere” and out on the prairies 394 miles 
from Kansas City. It has, over the continuation called the Den- 
ver Extension and the Denver Pacific, a road to Cheyenne, and 
from there over the Union Pacific and the Central Pacific to San 
Francisco. It is an absolutely complete piece of property so far 
as its terminals and rights are concerned. 

Now, the question is, what do the earnings show, even confined, 
unjustly, I think, to the mere mileage of 394 miles covered by the 
subsidy bonds? I have examined the reports of the Commissioner 
of Rai s back for anumber of years. The reports therein are 
taken from statements and returns made by the companies them- 
selves. They are not my statements, they are not a mere guess as 
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to what the earning capacity of this 394 miles of road is, but the 
are furnished by the companies themselves, and they are verified, 
practically, by the Government directors. 

I have a table here, which I shall ask leave to have printed with 
my remarks, showing the aggregate earnings from 1885 to 1895, 
inclusive —— operating expenses, deducting maintenance, 
deducting taxes, deducting every possible charge, and perms | 
besides expenditures for new construction and equipment, amoun 
ing to $1,233,073.82), amount to $13,814,195.04; so that the average 
= oe for the years from 1885 to 1895, inclusive, are $1,255,- 

oD. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The table referred to by the Senator 
will be printed in the Recorp, in the absence of objection. 

The table referred to is as follows: 


Earnings of the 391, miles of the Kansas Pacific Railroad. 
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Average net earnings per year for eleven years from 1885 to 1895, inclusive, 
$1,255,835.91. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, those net earnings represent 4 
per cent on a little over $30,000,000. Of course I know the claim 
of the company is that that is not a fair estimate of the earnings, 
because, should an attempt be made to parallel this property, a 
large part of their trade would be diverted. I am absolutely 
familiar with every foot of ground covered by this line of road 
and its branches. It runs up the valley of the River, and 
has an average grade of 4 feet to the mile until it reaches Brook- 
ville, where it strikes the hills and goes up the divide for the rest 
of the way. 

It is a road of easy grade and the lightest possible curvature. It 
has one branch running up the valley of the Blue, another running 
up the valley of the Republican, then another branch running up 
the valley of the Saline, and another up the valley of the Solomon, 
and going then on the Denver Extension to Denver. On all that 
ey the action of gravitation will take the business and the pro- 

uce of those valleys down the Kansas Pacific. 

Mr. GEAR. Will the Senator allow me a question? 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly. 

Mr. GEAR. Does the Senator contend that the branches to 
which he refers are part and parcel of the Kansas Pacific Railway? 

Mr. HARRIS. I would say they are operated in connection 
with it. 

Mr. GEAR. That they are operated in connection with the 
Kansas Pacific? 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly. What I am endeavoring to do is to 
meet the claim that the trade of these branches can diverted 
from this subsidized portion, which is the main line to the Kan- 
sas Valley. What I claimis that the action of gravitation, to say 
nothing of the natural interests of all those people, takes that 
business to Kansas aa Kansas is the absolutely natural 
and inevitable market for all the ucts of that great count. 
to-day. The Denver business follows down the same line an 

a act te sasullal the ase by caine, aide have claimed, 

Any effor t li y using, as they i 
the old Kansas Central, which was a narrow road, 
structed west from Leavenworth, which runs across divides, 
would have to overcome an elevation of from 150 to 200 feet every 
8 or 10 miles. Such a scheme as that as a paying or 
competitor can not be seriously contemplated or consi hon- 
estly by any set of practical railroad men in the country. It is 
merely intended for moral effect; it is merely intended to shake 
the A istration in its position to obtain the largest amount 
possible from this property. There is no such thing le. 

They can not haul over the line of that road more about 15 
to 16 loaded cars to a train, while yp tae ag mcd dy cars 
are easily hauled toa train. It is absolutely impossible to divert 
that business. So that whatever may become of the main line, 
whoever may own it, they will unquestionably forever receive the 
traffic and the trade of those valleys and of those branches which 
dor thie property of sect mach greater value to the Usion Pact 

er thi very m value 
Eotivenll Canesng than to anybody else. It is worth to anybody 
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else as an investment, asI said before, about $30,000,000, for it 
will 4 per cent interest upon that amount. 

Besides the interest which these people have in the branches, 
they also have, under the Government lien, the ag ee 
eleven million seven hundred thousand and odd dollars. at 
covers the entire line from Denver to Kansas City, and of course 
that practically rests upon the 394 miles of subsidized line. So 
that not alone have we to consider the value of this property with 
reference to outside investors, or with reference to what the Gov- 
ernment would do with it if it was in their hands, but we have a 
right to consider the special value which it has to the Denver ex- 
tension. Therefore I say any departure from a position of firm 
compliance with the law is absolutely inexcusable, and I trust 
that we may succeed in peoreeans any such consummation. 

Mr. MORGAN. Do I understand the Senator to say that the 
mo would cover the lines to which he refers? 

Mr. HARRIS. The consolidated mortgage, the mortgage put 
on this property after the consolidation with the Union Pacific, is 
the third moxtenge. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator has spoken of his estimate of the 
value of this road at $30,000,000. The Senator also spoke about 
being familiar with the easy —— of the Kansas Pacific. May 
I oa the Senator whether acquired that knowledge in his 
capacity asa civil fe meg 

Ar. RRIS. I did. I was familiar, as a civil engineer, with 
the construction of the main line of the Kansas Pacific and the 
branches. 

Mr. MORGAN. You were a civil engineer on that road? 

Mr. HARRIS. I was, but I have also traveled over it time and 
time in, and thousands of times in the intervals which have 
ela since then. There can be no question as to the correctness 
of mystatement. There are no steep grades on the Kansas Pacific. 

Mr. GEAR. What was the elevation the Senator stated would 
have to be overcome in crossing the divide? 

Mr. HARRIS. From 150 to 200 feet. 

Mr. GEAR. Then, going up the valley of the Kansas River, for 
what distance would that elevation have to be continuously over- 
come so as to operate the road? 

Mr. HARRIS. In the Wyandotte and the Northwestern road, 
which was built some years ago, running diagonally from Kansas 
City, that road gets up the divide, as I said, about 150 to 200 feet; 
but in going wes y you have to cross over the tributaries of 
you down into the 
overcome that eleva- 


the Kansas River, which a 


valley, and you have to climb up again 
tion every 8 or 10 miles. 


Mr.GEAR, That has to be overcome by grading and elevating 


the road. 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly. It runs perpendicularly to the line 
of the divide, and the divides are perpendicular to the river. The 
line of the so-called parallel road would, as a matter of course, be 

dicular across the valley. 

. GEAR. How far would a line of road have to follow up 
this line out on the prairie to overcome and avoid this grade for 
the rest of the way? 

Mr. HARRIS. Those valleys extend clear into Nebraska, I will 
state to the Senator. 

Mr. GEAR. The grades are lessened as you get 30 or 40 miles 
farther on. 

Mr. HARRIS. Asa matter of course, the height of the valley 
somewhat decreases as you go up. 

Mr. GEAR, Yes, very much, I think. 

Mr. HARRIS. But the Kansas Central, which I spoke about, 
only lies from 20 to 40 miles north of the Kansas Pacific; so that 
we do not pene go benefit from the gradual rise in the val- 
= you the head of the stream. 

.G . The Kansas Central practically belongs to the 
same a it not? 

Mr. H IS. Itdoes. They acquired it not very long ago. 

Mr. GEAR. It runs about 150 miles, if I am not mistaken. 
Mr. yg go ltruns from Leavenworth to Miltonvale—about 


125 
Mr. G ity? 
Mr. HARRIS. It does not touch Kansas City. 
Mr. GEAR. Itcould be intersected by a line from Kansas City. 
Mr. HARRIS. They do talk about intersecting it in that way. 
Their plan is to acquire terminal facilities—connect it with Kan- 
sas City—and that will cost $3,000,000. That is the information, 
I believe, furnished by the Attorney-General. 
Mr. GEAR. What is the distance? 
-seven miles from Leavenworth to Kan- 
I _ to eoenrele, ane mamas bong it > 
running up Saline, un y connect wi 
Denver extension, making an exceedingly , crooked, 
road; but,as I have said before, that is not a proposition 
is worthy of serious consideration by anyone. Sen- 
from Iowa . GEAR] is a practical man about those things, 


and I think he is quite aware that such a project as that, even if 
it did succeed in attracting a little of the c, would be an ut- 
terly unprofitable and undesirable piece of property. 

rG . What is the distance from Kansas City to Denver? 

Mr. HARRIS. Six hundred and thirty-six miles. 

Of course, Mr. President, the argument is made, as I said some 
time ago, that they can divert these earnings; but even, as I say, 
if they were to divert a small part of the earnings, which can only 
be on the traffic originating at Denver, they might possibly take 
some of the earnings by getting a specially low rate and placing a 
burden on the main line to Omaha. But I do not think they con- 
trol any considerable portion of the business of this company. 

Mr. GEAR. What is the estimate of the cost both of the Kan- 
sas City line and the 394 miles? 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, the estimate of cost has no rela- 
tion whatever to the present value of the road. 

Mr. GEAR, I understand; but the Senator is a civil engineer, 
and his opinions are very valuable on these subjects, and so I 
should like to have them. 

Mr. HARRIS. ‘You mean what is my estimate of the cost? 

Mr. GEAR. Your estimate of the cost of construction. 

Mr. HARRIS. Of the main line? 

Mr. GEAR. Theline of the Kansas City Division, as well as the 
394 miles. 

Mr. HARRIS. The present line occupied by the Kansas Pacific 
could be Sees for twenty thousand or twenty-five thousand 
dollars a mile, but the cost of constructing it has absolutely no 
reference to its value. They havea right of way, and they occupy 
a line which can not be encroached upon and which can not be 
duplicated. The expenditure on that property a long time ago 
was about $20,000 a mile, as I remember it, but its value now has 
no relation whatever to the amount then expended upon it or the 
amount for which it could be duplicated to-day. 

Then we paid $100 a ton foriron and we paid extravagant prices 
for engines and forcars. All of those things can now be obtained 
for less than half their then price; but you can not build another 
road on this same line, for it has a monopoly. It is entitled to be 
considered to have advanced in value just as real estate in a city 
advances from the naked prairie up to a thousand dollars a foot 
or more. Its value now can not be reproduced by simply a dupli- 
cation of the line, if that were possible. 

Mr. ALLEN. What is the value of the line, estimated by its 
omg omens 

Mr. HARRIS. I have already given what 1 think is an esti- 
mate of the earnings for eleven years past, which represent 4 per 
cent on $30,000,000. That covered the most depressed period we 
have ever known in the history of the West. Ido not think any 
Western Senator will believe that the earning capacity of any of 
these railroads will ever again be reduced to so low a point as 
during the last eleven years. In spite of all the misfortunes and 
adverse circumstances which we have had, the West is growing; 
the West is improving; it has a magnificent future; and we have 
a right to consider that the low-water mark was touched in the 
earnings which I have given, and which are entitled to be consid- 
ered as almost entirely of this specific property of 394 miles, which 
can not be diverted from it in any way. 

Mr. President, 1 have endeavored to express my idea of the 
value of this property in the briefest possible manner. I do not 
wish to weary the Senate, but I wish now to state that a week 
ago last Saturday, on the 5th of February, the Attorney-General 
made a public announcement of his intention to redeem the first- 
mo’ ge bonds. That was strictly in compliance with the law 
and the resolution of June last. It was satisfactory to everyone 
on this side of the Chamber who has been endeavoring to obtain 
the full amount of the debt due to the Government of the United 
States. We did not make any effort, therefore, to bring this mat- 
ter before the Senate during the last week. 

Wer ded the matter as settled. We had no hesitation in 
cstimindnting the President and the Attorney-General and in 
felicitating ourselves upon this successful accomplishment. We 
believed it would absolutely result in the verification of everything 
we had said as to the value of the property, and yet the Attorney- 
General seems to have surrendered the rights of the Government 
by the agreement made in St. Louis with the representatives of 
the reo ization committee. It is absolutely appalling. Ido 
not speak of these things from any party point of view. I simply 
occupy the position of acitizen and a Senator sworn todo his duty 
and endeavoring to see that the just rights of the Government are 
obtained from people who for thirty years past have been willing 
to violate every one of their agreements and obligations with the 
Government. 

If at the beginning of this controversy—at the beginning of the 
Fifty-third Congress—Mr. Cleveland had simply in a few words 
said to these gentlemen, “‘The Government will insist on an ab- 
solute compliance with the law,” there never would have been any 
of this ceaseless turmoil and discussion in Congress. It simply 
required a firm stand to be taken; which would have resulted ina 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


compliance with the law by thesepeople. The property is of suf- 
ficient value and their interests are still greater than the mere 
value of the property to outsiders. 

There is complaint being made by the people abroad and else- 
where who are contributing money to carry out this financing 
process which has been going on, and they are entitled to some 
consideration, although we can not take direct action upon it. 
Their views, however, I think, shed some light on the matter. 
Here is a petition which has been received by the distinguished 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] from one of the leading 
attorneys in New York, Mr. L. J. Morrison, inclosing a petition 
from parties who have furnished $9,000,000 to carry out these 
projects; and I desire, Mr. President, that the Secretary read them, 
so that the Senate may see that there are other interests which 
are being jeopardized and sacrificed in this scheme. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

New YorkE, January 11, 1898. 

Srr: I herewith send you a petition addressed to the Senate and House of 
Representatives. The subscribers of the petition, Robinson & Leslie, a firm 
residing at London, England, are the representatives of a body of stockhold 
ers of the Union Pacific Railway Company. 

As you will observe on reading the petition, Congress is invoked to direct 
a resale, upon the ground that the purchasing committee has transcended its 
power, and Sener the Government has, with notice, received moneys 
partly contributed by the stockholders impressed with a trust. 

As the petition ful T. 
upon you herein ony ong statement. 

I have only to add that if the position of the petitioners is correct, the title 
of the Government to the money paid by the purchasing committee is assail- 
able in equity. And as the policy of the Government has always been to 
waive its sovereign rights in the interest of justice, I do not doubt there will 
be any exception in the present case. 

E A duplicate original petition will be forwarded for presentation to the 
ouse. 

Trusting that you will deem the matter of sufficient importance to be sub- 
mitted to the Senate, I remain, 

Yours, respectfully, 


sets forth the facts, it is unnecessary for me to impose 


L. MORRISON. 
Hon. Jonn T. MorRGAN, 


United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America; 

Your petitioners, Robinson & Leslie, respectfully represent to your hon- 
orable bodies— 

That the United States Government is interested in the subject-matter of 
this petition to the extent of $40,000,000, that being about the sum payable by 
the alleged purchasers of the Government's interest in the Union Pacific 
Railroad, and the title to which consideration money is involved in the facts 
and documents hereinafter set forth. 

Your petitioners are the representatives of hclders of certificates of trust 
for stock in the Union Pacific Railway Company. Those certificates were 
issued by certain trustees, known as a committee of reorganization of the 
Union Pacific Railway Company, and represent deposits of stock as well as 
a total contribution among all said certificate holders of about $9,000,000. The 
object of the formation of the said trusteeship was, inter alia, to obtain from 
the bond creditors and stockholders of the Union Pacific Railway Compan 
and the Kansas Pacific Railway Company certain authority to act on behalf 
of the said security holders, and,in the manner and extent authorized by 
them, for the purchase of the above-named properties. f 

For nearly one year past the Government has been dealing with the said 
trustees in their fiduciary capacity, and has throughout these transactions 
had full knowledge that the said committee of trustees was acting subject 
to certain limitations and restrictions upon their powers, as constituted by 
their principals, the stock owners and bond creditors of said corporation. 

But these trustees were led to, and did, without the consent of their prin- 
cipals, undertake to exceed their said powers in trust and to vary and de- 
part from the authorized terms of purchase of said railroads, as hereinafter 
set forth, and in a manner highly detrimental to the interest of your peti- 
tioners. They have undertaken to proceed with an alleged purchase thereof 
not in conformity with the provisions of their agency. 

The purchase consideration which these trustees are undertaking to pass, 
as of good title, to the Government, remains still impressed with the trust, 
in favor of the certificate holders, and can not, under the notice of equities 
with which it is charged, be incorporated among the assets of the Govern- 
ment. The interest of the Government, as well as of your petitioners, would 
therefore be subserved by securing a resale of said railroad, under which the 
purchase consideration would be free from trusts and equities in favor of its 
contributors. 

Your petitioners show that on the 83d day of December they submitted to 
the Attorney-General of the United States the following communication: 

‘For Union Pacific stockholders, we notify Government that committee's 
bid involves departure from terms of its trust. Under trust agreement de- 
clared January 26, pursuant to which stockholders have paid nearly $9,000,000, 
committee is not permitted to issue more than seventy-five millions bonds 
for purchase of both Union and Kansas. : 

‘Under bid for Union Pacific alone that purchasing issue is practically 
consumed, thus violating trust to stockholders. This substantial deviation 
from conditions of purchasing trust invalidates bid. Therefere Government 
is notified to hold moneys received or receivable as trustee under committee's 
trusts and not as propesty of Government. This notice, with accompanying 
documents, lodged with consul-general, London. 

“ROBINSON & LESLIE.” 

The trust referred to in the foregoing notice is declared in the following 
instrument: 

UNION PACIFIC REORGANIZATION. 


To bond and share holders of the Union Pacific Railway Company: | 

The undersigned reorganization committee announces that, havingreached 
an agreement with the United States Government (alike advantageous to 
the latter as well as to the interests the committee represents) steps have 
been taken to promptly proceed with the reorganization. 

No material modification of the plan appears to be necessary, except that 
the two classes of junior bonds, viz, Union Pacific sinking-fund bonds and 
Kansas Pacific consolidated bonds, upon final completion of the n 
arrangements, may have to be offered a somewhat smaller allotment in new 
first-mortgage bonds against an increased allotment of preferred stock, so as 
to enable the committee to limit the issue of new first-mo 4 per cent 
bonds (which under the plan was first tixed at $100,000,000) to $75, for 


FEBRUARY 15, 


reorganization pu . reserving the balance under careful restrictions, 
for the future n of the reorganized comenns, Dns materially enhanc- 
ing the standing and value of both the bonds and es of the new company. 
nion Pacific sinking-fund bonds and Kansas Pacific bonds not 
heretofore deposited may be deposited with the Mercantile Trust Compan . 
120 Broadway, New York, and Old Colony Trust Company, Boston, un Feb. 
ruary 2% next, subject to any modifications in the plan hereafter adopted b: 
the committee, and in exchange for negotiable certificates of deposit. No 
deposits of these bonds will be received after February 25. 
hile modifications in the other features of the plan appear not to be re- 
quired under present conditions, the committee deems it prudent to post- 
pene the formal declaration that the plan shall all become operative, until it 
eels assured that the carr into final effect of its arrangements with the 
United States Governmen will create no conditions other now prevail. 
LOUIS FITZGERALD, 
JACOB H. SCHIFF, 
T. JEFFERSON COOLIDGE, Jr., 
CHAUNCEY M. DEPEW, 
MARVIN HUGHITT, 
OLIVER AMES, 
Reorganization Committee, 
ALVIN W. KRECH, 
Secretary, 1290 Broadway. 


Subsequently, on or about the 25th day of June, 1897, the above-named 
trustees declared this plan of purchase “operative,” and for the first time 
under said declaration the plan of purchase became in any way effective. 

Pursuant thereto, the said trustees issued notices calling u the holders 
of their certificates of trust for stock to pay the sum of nearly nine millions 
of dollars. The greater part of the aforesaid sum has been paid to the said 
trustees or their agents. 

By the terms of the above trust, both the Kansas and the Union Pacific 
lines were to be acquired for the benefit, among others, of the shareholders 
contributing the above assessments, subject only to the payment or user on, 
or for, their purchase of $75,000,000 of 4 per cent acta ae. 

But so it is thatafter this plan of purchase was d ogeective, and the 
greater part of the above sum of money was obtained on the faith thereof, 
“the conditions which then prevailed, as represented in the aforesaid dec- 
laration of trust, were substantially altered,” and “the assurance which the 
trustees felt that they could carry into final effect their arrangements with 
the United States Government” was Senate. The trustees found that 
they could not purchase the Union Pacific alone for less than about $40,000,000, 
instead of acquiring both the Union and Kansas subsidy interests for about 
$23,000,000. oreover, such purchase of the Union Pacific alone would neces- 
aang oc ~~ use and application of substantially the entire issue of the purchas- 

n mds. 

Sn these circumstances, the trustees failed to apply to the holders of their 
certificates of trust for authority, upon equitable terms, to the condi- 
tions of their trust. But they attempted to make a purchase of the Union 
Pacific alone, by using such great pecans of the authorized purchasing 
issue of bonds as incapacitates them from also buying the Kansas Pacific 
with the limited assets of the trust for that purpose. 

By these assumptions of the trustees, seeking to the trust, the 
shareholders would be subjected to substantially the same mo: ahead 
of their stock under a purchase of one road as they would have m under 
the purchase of both, as determined in the trust. They are likewise called 
upon by these trustees to arme same sum of money, about $9,000,000 cash 
contribution, to carry out this emasculated trust. © additional allotment 
of the new securities is pro to be made to them to equalize the increased 
burden upon them created by this entirely new scheme of purchase. Some 
of the details of the above transaction are set forth in the following document: 


74 COLEMAN STREET, LONDON, E. C., November 20, 1897. 
To holders of committee's certificates re shares 
in the Union ific Railway Company: 

On January 26 last the committee made a proposition to “‘ bond and share 
holders,” in reference to the adoption of a plan of purchase of the Union and 
Kansas Pacific railroads. It pro that the amount of bonds to be issued 
for the purchase jof both roads should be limited to $75,000,000. _U the 
faith of these representations, the shareholders have paid about £1,000,000 
ne of cash assessments, and are called upon to pay £600,000 more. 

But it now appears that the committee proposes to make radical changes 
in the conditions of the reorganization under which the assessments were 
invoked. It proposes that practically the entire purchasing issue of first- 
mortg bonds should be applied to the acquisition of the Union Pacific 
alone. Such single purchase would reduce by at least £150,000 the annual 
net revenue available for the reor; tion as com with the net earn- 
ings derivable from both roads. ile the fund for the payment of divi- 
dends is thus diminished. the committee proposes that th pay 
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© shares 
the same cash assessments as were levied for the purchase of both the Union 
and Kansas Pacific railroads. 

If the purchase of the Kansas Pacific were effected by the committee, after 
the payment of the assessments, the value of the shares would be still fur- 
ther impaired. Such purchase would require the issue of about $100,000,000 
of first-mortgage bonds, contrary to the arrangements whereby $25,000,000 
thereof were agreed to be reserved “for the future needs of the reorganized 


com » ag 

All those proposed alterations vary the contract made with the share- 
holders and operate against their interest in the reorganized aes 
Their assents should be obtained and an increased distribution of preferred 
stock should be allotted to them. The fairness of this position is emphasized 
by the fact that the resources of the reorganization are am: to satisfy 
these just requirements and still provide abundant profits to all concerned. 

— receipt of full expression of views from the shareholders, measures 
will taken for proper representation and appropriate action. If you ap- 
prove the foregoing, you are requested to forward, signed, the inclosed 


proxy. 
ROBINSON & LESLIE, Accountants. 


Under the Secguine circumstances, for the common protection of the Gov- 
ernment and the beneficiaries of said trust, the shareholders and holders of 
trust certificates, represented by the ersigned, have notified, and do 
hereby notify, the United States of America, in its corporate capacity, as a 
recipient of trust funds, and as the constituents of the undersigned are, ac- 
oom ing to the course of equity, entitled so to notify the Government, as 

OMOWS: 

First. That the purchasing trustees above named and identified are lim- 
ited under their present trust to the user of $75,000,000 of bonds 
for the acquisition of both the Union and Kansas Pacific ra lines. 

Second. That the trustees have, without the consent of the holders of their 
certificates of t' assumed to issue the payer of the authorized amount 
———_ for the purchase of t nion Pacific main line alone, 

have thereby undertaken to place ahead of the stock nearly the entire 









thorized 
both roads, and also ted themselves from 
ation of Se ere ee nwead Limitations of their trast. 
vernment has dealt with the said trustees in their 
and is bound with kno and notice of the limitations 
Government can not equitably receive as its own money 


teres th properties and remain subject to claims in re- 
spect tot aeeaaes Saat received by it therefor. FvGoverumens holds 
said moneys subject to the same as bound them in the hands of the 


oresaid trust in favor of the subscribing shareholdersinasingleard 
on a tl all the parties interested in said plan for the purchase of 
id. 

have a resale of said railroad. At such resale Union 

be om Loonemrreney —_ the Kansas eyes aaerees 

the terms of the trust for their purchase may be so reconsti- 

tuted i aat ibe stockholaers who have contributed these large sums of money 

hase may receive an equitable allotment of preferred stock to 

d with the changes which have been introduced in the terms and 

plan of purchase. In any event, and even if such just and equitable reallot- 

upon with the trustees, the shareholders may have an op- 

id for said properties on their own account and on such a basis 

of purchase as will eliminate large amounts of the new pro preferred 
stock, and thus render some fair return for the 

shareholders make to’ 

As the Union Pac 

it under the purchase 


ific main line is worth far more than the amount bid for 
aforesaid made in violation of trust, the Government 
nm the concurrent sales of both properties realize the full amount 
of its claims on both the Union and Kansas Pacific railroads. 
Moreover, the Government would upon the resale acquire a good title to 
the purchase money received by it, and be relieved from all liabilities and 
lications arising from the purchasing trustees exceeding their powers 
d. 


Wherefore your 


itioners respectfully pray your honorable body to di- 
rect that action be 


en to secure the © of the Union Pacific main line, 
concurrently with the Kansas Pacific,and that upon such resale all pur- 
chasers acting as trustees be uired to submit sixty days before the sales 
to the Attorney-General the evidences of their = as trustees to bid, in 
order that the Government may obtain title to th 
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Mr. HARRIS. I have had the petition read because I think it 
is absolutely confirmatory of what I have said in regard to the 
value of the property, based upon the best opinions of men largely 
interested in the property, and because it also demonstrates that 
these people are absolutely obliged, in order to carry out their 
agreement with the 
both properties, an 
right and the power absolutely to require the last cent in the sale 
of the Kansas Pacific. 

I do not know that anything can be done to stop this matter, 
but I think these facts ought to go to the public; I think they 
ought to receive the consideration of the Attorney-General, and 
if there is any way by which the sale can be stopped upon this 
unexpected, unfair agreement which has been made in St. Louis, 
it ought to be done immediately. I trust that older Senators will 
bring their experience to bear in the effort to carry out that idea. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the petition which has been 
read was sent to me bya table attorney in New York, a 
gentleman I know very well. I did not offer it in the Senate, be- 
cause it is a petition emanating from a foreign citizen, but I 
placed it in the hands of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris]— 
and other Senators have looked at it also—for the purpose of 
showing just what he has stated here, that the trustees, the Fitz- 
gerald syndicate, have violated their contract with their constit- 
uents in the purchase of the Union Pacific Railroad, and that 
that purchase absorbed all the money that was to be raised by the 
sale of $75,000,000 of what they call purchasing bonds in order to 
obtain these two roads. 

Now, the holders of the $9,000,000 of trust certificates have 
served notice on the United States Government, a copy of which 
is found in the petition. Inasmuch as the Government knew the 

of the authority of the Fitzgerald syndicate or com- 
knew that that committee did not have the right to 
expend the proceeds of the $75,000,000 of bonds in the purchase of 
one road, but,were compelled to apply the m 
chase of two roads—that is to say, the Union acific and the Kan- 
sas Pacific—they have notified the Government that that fund was 
impressed with a trust in their behalf in virtue of the express 
terms of the contract they entered into with Fitzgerald & Co., and 
that it is not the property of the Government; that the $40,000,000 
ve received from the sale of the Union Pacific 
is not our money, not the Government's money, 
but the money of these men, so far as their $9,000,000 interest in 
it is concerned. 

Mr. President, that accounts, I suppose—I am afraid it does— 
for this very peculiar change in the programme which has occurred 
in regard to this road. The President or the Attorney-General 
sent a bill here asking us to confer upon him power to sell the 
Kansas Pacific Railroad, if he should me the purchaser of it, 
stating that the existing Revised Statutes were not broad enough 
authority. Thereupon the Pacific Railroads 


or whatever we 
Railroad proper 


to give him that 


diana (Mr. TuRPr£] offered an amendment to the effect that the 
property. when resold by the President, should not be sold for 
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issue of bonds intended for the acqui- | less than the amount of the principal debt and the interest, and 


that amendment is pending to the bill here now. 

Immediately there came out an official notice in the papers that 
the President of the United States had ordered the Attorney- 
General to pay off what is called the first mortgage, which he had 
the right to do, and by the mandatory terms of the statute called 
the Thurman Act, he was compelled to apply whatever money 
there was in the Treasury to the extinguishment of the first- 
mortgage lien upon both of these railroads at any time when in 
his opinion it might subserve the best interests of the United 
States, and clean off those mortgages. Thereupon he gave orders 
to the Attorney-General that the money should be applied in that 
way, to the extinguishment of the first-mortgage bonds. There- 
upon @ warrant was drawn upon the Treasury for the money and 
an agent of the Government, an attorney, was sent to St. Louis, 
where this cause was pending, toinform the court that the United 
States had become the owner of the first mortgage, and being the 
owner of the first and second mortgages, they desired the cause to 
remain upon the docket and the property in the hands of areceiver 
until the receiver could determine whether or not this was a prop- 
erty that would pay out the Government's claim; give us time to 
think it over. 

Of course that took the wind out of the sails of the bill we were 
trying to pass here and would have passed. it would have passed 
this body, to say the least of it. Whether it would have passed in 
the congestion that sometimes takes place in the other House, Ido 
not know. But we had hoped that there was enough moral power 
in the Government of the United States to get it through the 
House. At all events, when that arrangement was proclaimed, 
the newspapers officially published the fact that the warrant had 
been drawn, and gave a copy of the warrant itself. Those who 
were trying to press this bill to a conclusion in the Senate and in 
the House said, ‘‘ That isenough; we are now going to getan oppor- 
tunity at least to get the full amount of the a and interest 
on this debt, and perhaps we will get more than that,” because the 
Senator from Kansas and other men who are authorized to speak 
by the card in this matter say that that property is worth $30,- 
000,000, and these men show in the petition that that property and 
the property of the Union Pacific Railroad Company, which was 
bought the other day, were worth largely more than what they 
gave for them, with ample profits to accommodate and make every- 
body feel very comfortable. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Alabama that, 
according to the Financial News of New York, they have realized 
on the stocks and bonds a profit of about $20,000,000, and the 
syndicate have made from five to six million dollars profit. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; they have done that already. 

Mr. President, I do not intend to elaborate this matter. The 
holders of the nine millions of stock in London have informed 
the syndicate and the Government of the United States that they 
intend to make war upon this business, and they have already 
filed a claim with the consul of the United States in London 
against the Government for having put this money into the 
Treasury or to prevent it from doing so. We can stand here and 
be robbed at pleasure, if political parties will back up the rob- 
bers—there is no difficulty about that—and the country will 
smooth it over and swallow it all without any sort of strain or 
revulsion; but when matters take the shape where the Govern- 
ment of the United States is called in question by claims filed 
with a consul abroad, and they are filed by British subjects, per- 
haps we had better hesitate a little before we go too fast in vio- 
lating our own laws and the laws of equity in dealing with this 
subject. We had better hesitate. 

The bill which we have had here may yet pass. If the Senate 
of the United States has got it in mind and heart to do its duty to 
the people of the United States, it will take that bill up from the 
Calendar this morning and pass it and send it to the House, and 
then let us see whether or not a party in the House or any person 
in the House will a the passage of a measure that is to save 
the Government of the United States one-half of its debt, amount- 
ing to more than $7,000,000, from the Kansas Pacific sale. Sir, 
there seems to be jugglery about this matter. I am sorry to say 
it, but the papers that were read here this morning show that 
there is not fair dealing in respect to it. 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. President, I object to the preamble of the res- 
olution and I object to the resolution itself, because of the fact 
that it is discourteous to the Attorney-General, and I shail move 
before this discussion is over to refer it to the Committee on Pa- 
cific Railroads. 

A word in regard to the Union Pacific Railroad. I have here 
the statement of the Government debt, in which in a note at the 
bottom it says that the Government has been reimbursed for the 
total indebtedness of the Union Pacific Railroad, amounting to 
fifty-eight million and odd dollars. That isasettled fact; we have 
nothing more todo. And yet the gentlemen are complaining be- 
cause the Government did not act as a Shylock and collect interest 
on interest from the Pacific railroad. There was nothing due on 
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a bill to that effect. The Senator from In- 
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the Pacific road, by decree of the Supreme Court, until these bonds 
have matured. You could not coilect a dollar. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will say to theSenatorfrom Iowa that Ihave 
not complained of what the Government has done, but of whatit 
is evidently going to do. 

Mr. GEAR, I will come to that in a moment, 

A word in regard to the petition. The petition is from an Eng- 
lish banking house, I understand, who have had some little dis- 
agreement with the reorganization committee of the Union Pacific 
Railroad. It is an old saying that when rogues fall out honest 
men get their dues. I take it they have had a falling out. I do 
not know—— 

Mr. HARRIS. That is the only consummation I devoutly pray 
for, that honest men may get their dues when these thieves fall 
out. 

Mr. GEAR. I hope the Senator will be around to get his. 

In regard to the Kansas Pacific, it is true the original amount 
came to $6,300,000 and the interest paid by the Government 
amounted to $6,600,000. It is also true that there was a prior 
mortgage on that road amounting to six million three or four 
hundred thousand dollars, all of which aggregated $20,000,000, in 
round numbers, if the Government were to pay off the prior 
mortgage. That would be $52,000 a mile on that road, and every 
gentleman who is at all conversant with it, even the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. HARRIS], says that the cost of reproducing the road 
would be about $20,009 a mile. 

Mr. HARRIS. If it could be done. 

Mr. GEAR. If it could be done. The Senator is an engineer, 
but I have no doubt it could be done as well as any other road 
could be reconstructed. 

The gentlemen complain because it is said by the report of tele- 
grama and it is said in the press that the Attorney-General, who 
is charged with the duty of looking after the interests of the Gov- 
ernment in this matter, has violated not the law, perhaps, but 
constructively has violated the law; in other words, that has 
not done his duty. I am perfectly willing that we shall pass a 
resolution asking the President or the Attorney-General, in a 
respectful manner, to report about these things, but I am not in 
favor of the passage of a resolution which criticises the Attorney- 
General for action which I do not know, nor even does the Senator 
from Kansas, that he has yet taken. 

Mr. HARRIS. I must object to the construction which the 
Senator from Iowa puts upon the resolution as a criticism of the 
cee <oemenes There is not a word of criticism in the reso- 

ution. 

Mr. GEAR. Iam nota very good—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Ihave expressed my incredulity that the facts 
stated in the press are true, and I ask for information as to whether 
or not they are true. 

Mr. GEAR. Iam poms willing that the Senator from Kan- 
sas or any other gentleman shall have any information he wants 
from any Department of this Government, but I do object to 
language which may be construed into a criticism of that Depart- 
ment and of the ident of the United States. The test 

jume in the cap of the present Administration, in my ju mt, 
is that it settled and got 100 cents on the dollar for the debt of 
the Union Pacific, recently paid. 

Mr. MORGAN. Why is it willing to take 48 cents on the dol- 
lar in the case of the Kansas Pacific 

Mr. GEAR. He can answer the question in his own time. 
When a proper resolution is introduced, I will vote for it. I im- 
agine I could answer the question of the Senator from Alabama 
by saying that the Kansas Pacific road is not worth 48 cents on 
the dollar, I have that idea. I will not say it is not worth it. I 
do not live in that country —— 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator knows, I suppose, that the con- 
solidated bonds are worth in New York 114? 

Mr. GEAR. I know that; I read the quotations. I take it for 
granted there are other securities that are quoted at 140-—— 

Mr. MORGAN. And they area third mortgage on the p 


| roperty. 
Mr. GEAR. There are other securities quoted at 140 and 150° 


that are not intrinsically worth the money. That is a matter of 
stockjobbing, a common incident to market transactions. 

I give notice that at the proper time I shall move to refer the 
resolution. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, there is no mystery whatever 
about this matter, neither is there any violation of law, actual or 
contemplated, as I understand it. Ordinarily I am in entire ac- 
cord with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris] and the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. Morgan] in d to these Pacific railroad 

uestions, and I do not object to resolution of the Senator 
rom Kansas as now offered, except only as to the lan which 
he has employed. I see no objection to calling upon the Attorney- 
General, wi ee language, for any information which 
the Senate may desire to have in regard to the matter, but in 


order that the whole thing may be well understood and that | to 


everybody may be put in a correct light in respect to it, I desire 
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to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that the President 
in his message, after reciting what had been done as to the main 
line of the Union Pacific, t took up and discussed at some 
length the situation with respect to the Pacific Division of 
the Union Pacific Railroad. 

In that connection he stated the amounts of the first and second 
liens, and pointed out that it would be necessary for the road to 
sel. for a sum in the neighborhood of $20,000,000 in order that the 
Gosesaneey claim =e be realized as id in full. He 
pointed out the amoun e first-mortgage , something over 
$7,000,000, the amount of the Government lien, about $13,000,000 
inround numbers, making $20,000,000in all. The President went 
on to callattention to the fact that as he construed section 4 of the 
act of March 3, 1887, he had power, if necessary, to bidin the road 
when it was brought to sale under the foreclosure ings. 

Then the President stated, and I desire to call attention to his 
language, because he gave full and fair notice to everybody as to 
what he would do, that in the event of the road being brought to 
sale he would, unless other directions should be ——- the Con- 
gress, ‘‘bid at the sale a sum which will at least equal the prin- 
= of the debt due to the Government.” 

hen he proceeded to add this clause: 
in a [1] suggest in aptee to — = qinovensy that an = eb S 
™m 
inward 

That caused the members of the Pacific Railroads Committee to 
examine section 4 of the act of March 3, 1887; and I now desire 
to call attention to it in order that I may point out what occurred 
to us with res to the power conferred upon the Government to 
become a bidder or to take other action to protect the Govern- 
ment’s interest. The language of this section is as follows: 

That whenever, in the opinion of the President, it shall be deemed neces- 
sary to the proween. of the interests and the preservation of the security of 
the United States in respect of its lien, mortgage, or other interest in any of 
the property of any or all of the several com: “pce which a lien, mort- 
OSiv.T states for the susea thoneetes or suureéet of Woot sist and 
be then lawfully liable to be enforced, the of the r 
under the direction of the President, redeem or otherwise clear off su 
mount lien, mortgage, or other incumbrance by paying the sums la 
due in respect thereof out of the Treasury. 

Mr. President, anyone will see at a ce that that language 
might well be questioned as to its s cy to confer upon 
President a right to direct the purchaseof theroad. The lan 
of the section is that whenever, in the spies of the President, he 
deems such action necessary to theprotection and preservation of 

Secretary of the Treas- 
et | for it, but to direct the Secre- 
@ paramount liens, the claims 


the Government's lien he — direct 
ury, not to bid in the road 

tary of the Treasury to pay 
ahead of the Government's; and then the section goes on to pro- 
vide, what is confirmative of the idea that he is only to ae off,” 


that in the event of such payment the Government sha 
subrogated to the rights of the first- bondholders, and 
the Attorney-Ge shall, under the di nm of the President, 
foreclose or take such steps outside the court as may be necessary 
fully to protect the interest of the Government. 

ving some doubt as to whether or not the President had a 
right to direct the purchase of this road, as in his message he 

p 

expressed his intention to do, the Sn ees as a result of 
conferences which were had, prepared sent to the comunittee, 
as has been stated by the Senator from Alabama, a bill which was 
introduced by the shaban of the Pacific Railroads Committee, 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Gear], being Senate bill 2636, amend- 
ing section 4 of the act of March 3, 1887, so as explicitly to confer 
pee ore a right to direct road and 
exp y authorizing an ae 
road when this t to p 
framed and in uced, was 
all nny upon which the 


cone, Ss Oe ee oe i 

the whole subject, came to the concl that they were unwill- 
ing to confer so broad an authority, but that they were willing to 
meet the exigencies of this case. Thereu they di- 
pees Se eee vorable report of what is known as 
Senate bill , which provides that the President shall, if in his 
opinion he deems it necessary to the protection of the Govern- 
ment’s interest with respect to the Kansas Pacific Division alone, 
direct a purchase, and appropriates money to carry out the pur- 
chase when it is so made. 

This bill, when it was introduced, was called up and its con- 
sideration asked for. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Taurs- 
TON] thereupon presented an amendment, providing that in the 
event of a purchase the President should, in his discretion, have 
the right to sell the road at a sum not less than the amount ex- 

for its purchase. I believe that was the language. At 
ae Oe ee ee eee aies ns 
» by consen was 50 as 
fk rend that he should have the right to adll.ot hie Glecreten, “to 
the best interest” of the Government. We were about to put 


stand 











upon its passage when the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
that bill upowred onother amendment to the effect that in. the 
event of the purchase and sale the President should not sell ex- 
cept only for a sum not less than the aggregate of the principal 
and interest due to the Government on account of the road. 

That led toso much opposition that the bill was not for the 
time being pressed. Thingsranalong. It looked as though there 
could not be any legislation before the sale, which is set for to- 
morrow, and in that contingency, the Congress having failed to 
authorize the President explicitly to purchase, and there being a 
legitimate doubt as to the right of the President to purchase in 
the absence of further legislation, the President fell back upon 
his unquestioned right to direct the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay off the first-mortgage bonds, amounting to something more 
than $7,000,000. : 

Therefore the change of the President in the programme an- 
nounced by him in his message, which was that he would direct 
a bid if necessary not greater than a sum which he named, was 
made because there was a doubt as to the authority of the Presi- 
dent to direct a purchase, and no doubt whatever as to his author- 
ity to direct the payment and discharge of the first-mortgage 


bonds. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have such a high regard for the Senator from 
Ohio that I would not have him misconstrue anything I have said 
on any account, and I desire to ask him whether he understands 
that my remarks have been directed to any change in the Presi- 
dent's mind in regard to this matter? I tried to e my remarks 
clear that I had in view wholly the change in the opinion of the 
Attorney-General in receding from his announced intention to 
clear off and redeem the first mortgage as he had indicated. 

Mr. FORAKER. I did not have the good fortune to hear all 
that the Senator from Kansas said. I had in mind for the moment 
more particularly what the Senator from Alabama said. He used 
the term, I believe, that there seemed to besome ‘‘ jugglery ” about 
this matter, and I think at one point in his argument he spoke 
about there being a contemplated violation of the law. I started 
out merely to clear the matter up by showing that the present 
condition of things has come about naturally and legitimately, 
only such changes haying occurred in the minds of those connected 
with this transaction as were natural and as are entirely and 
easily accounted for. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think the Senator’s statement is absolutely 
correct as to how this came about, and I think he will bear me 
out in the statement that we all heartily concurred when the 
Attorney-General announced his intention of clearing away all 
doubt by redeeming the first m , and not buying, but ask- 
ing for a pos ement of the sale and the appointment of a re- 
ceiver; and that wou!d have left the matter in admirable shape. 

Mr. FORAKER,. I was coming to all that in a moment. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me? When 
the matter got in that shape, I understand, and I think the mem- 
bers of the committee on this side of the Chamber all understood, 
that that was satisfactory, but we were surprised to find that it 
was abandoned again. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am entirely in accord with the Senator from 
Alabama as to that. I was glad to see the Administration make 
that announcement. That is what I thought the Administration 
ought to do under the circumstances as they then existed. But 
what were they? It had been publicly announced, and had been 
announced in communications made directly to the Government 
officials charged with duty in respect to this matter, that the reor- 
ganizing committee would not bid, first, more than twoand a half 
millions, the upset price; next, not more than $4,000,000, or four 

a half million dollars, I believe it was, and that under no cir- 
cumstances would they bid as much as the principal of the debt. 

Mr. GEAR. Was not authority granted by Judge Sanborn in 
the decree that they might bid two and a half million dollars? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes; in the decree an upset price was made. 

Mr. MORGAN. When we were discussing here the question of 
the sale of the Union Pacific, it was announced that the reorgani- 
zation committee would never bid more than $25,000,000. But 


a $53,000,000. 
. FORAKER. I think we have all been educated somewhat 
in respect to this matter. 
Mr. MORGAN. They bid $53,000,000. I think, as a matter of 
course, we can ee any reliance in the assertion that they 
us. 


were not trying to bl 
Mr. FORAKER, At any rate, however all that may be, the 
President, after very full and thorough discussion and considera- 
tion of the whole matter, came to the conclusion before he wrote 
his message that the road was worth enough to justify him in 
ne the full amount of the principal of the inde 
to the Government being paid.. Therefore, when the subsequent 
matters arose and these occurred, it was the intention of 
President, they refusing to bid that amount, to exercise his 


the t, 
statutory —_ of pa off the first lien and then looking to 
. Congress, SEISINIINT Gitomer do sake anes puovisheas 
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that the Government could take further action to protect its inter- 
ests. But when it became known that the President had deter- 
mined upon that course and that the road would be lost to the 
reorganizing committee unless they bid the amount named by the 
President in his message, and which was insisted upon by him in 
all the subsequent discussions he had with them, they then raised 
the bid and announced their intention to bid the principal of the 
debt to the Government. 

Mr. MORGAN. About half the amount which the President 
would have given to the road if he had taken it by paying off the ~ 
first mene and for the satisfaction of the lien. 

Mr. FORAKER. Now,Icometothat. Assuming that $6,300,000 
is the correct amount of principal—it is something like that; those 
are the fi in round numbers—the President concluded that 
if he could get that amount he would not pay off the paramount 
lien or bid furtber or higher for the road; that he would be best 
subserving the interests of the Government by letting it go to 
those who would bid more than that for it. In other words, after 
all arrangements had been made to pay off the paramount lien, he 
changed his mind and neither paid off the paramount lien nor 
became a bidder, simply because the reorganizing syndicate came 
forward and agreed to make a bid that was satisfactory to the 
President—a bid such that when he received it he felt it to be his 
duty, looking to the best interests of the Government and the 
Government's interests in the property, to let the road sell to the 
party making the bid. Now, that is all there is of it. 

Senators may differ from the President as to the value of the 
road. Iam not sure that I agree with the President about it. I 
have received my impressions as to the value of the road more from 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris] than from anybody else. 
I have the very highest regard for his judgment about it and 
great confidence in his opinion as to the value of the road, and I 
think the President has the same. But the President has con- 
sulted others than the Senator from Kansas. While the President 
is told by some that the road may be as valuable as the Senator 
from Kansas claims, he is told by others that it is not worth any- 
thing like that sum, and that he is doing well to get the principal 
of the debt. At any rate, the President, using his best judgment, 
is of the opinion that the Government ought not to be a bidder 
and ought not to pay off this paramount lien if it can get the full 
rincipal of the debt that is owing to the Government. Now, it 
is the President’s opinion with which we are concerned, and not 
the opinion of individual Senators. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me -to ask 
him a question for information? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. I understand the decrees require that there 
shall be put up a sum of money into a certain custody where the 
courts can control it for the purpose of qualifying the bidder to 
bid at the sale. The President of the United States ordered that 
the Attorney-General should put up a large sum of money, seven 
or eight or nine hundred thousand dollars; I forget the exact 
amount. I want to knowif theSenator can inform me whether 
the money which was deposited in order to qualify the Govern- 
ment to be a bidder has been withdrawn? 

Mr. FORAKER. Ican not give any information about that. 
I know the money was deposi The President tells us soin his 


message. 

Mr. GEAR. It is $9,000,000 that the Senator from Alabama 
speaks about, seven and a half millions of which, the papers say, 
an order was drawn for and put in the hands of the Attorney- 
General. 

Mr. FORAKER. Of the $7,000,000, you mean? 
Mr. GEAR. Of the $7,000,000 to pay off the prior lien. 
Mr. FORAKER,. I do not know anything about what was 


one-— 
Mr. MORGAN. If that money has been withdrawn, then the 
sap eeEnen, according to the terms of the decree, can not bid at 


Mr. FORAKER. I suppose that if the representatives of the 
Government present at the sale should find that the reorgan- 
izing syndicate was not carrying out its agreement to bid a sum 
that was satisfactory to the Government, they could secure a con- 
tinuance of the sale, or at least prevent confirmation. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator makes a suggestion about pre- 
venting confirmation. I am not so certain, after all, that that is 
not within the power of Congress. 

Mr. FOR R. That may be. 

Mr. MORGAN. And later on in these proceedings, if the an- 
swer to this resolution is what I suppose it will necessarily be, I 
expect to try to ask the Senate to stop this sale and prevent the 
confirmation by some means or other that will bring to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States something like what it is entitled 
to out of the fund. 

Mr. GEAR. I will state about the money put up-— 


The PRESIDING OFFIUER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The Chair will remind Senators that the Senator from Ohio is 
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entitled to the floor and can not be interrupted without consent 
obtained through the Chair. 

Mr. GEAR. I am speaking by consent obtained from the Sena- 
tar from Ohio. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. FORAKER. With pleasure. 

Mr. GEAR. The $900,000 put up by the Government to enable 
it to qualify itself for a bidder was paid and was in the hands of 
the court, I presume. The amount of seven anda half million 
dollars was reported, for which an order was drawn on the Treas- 
ury and putin the hands of the Attorney-General to enable him 
to pay off this prior lien, provided it was found after examination 
that it was proper and right todo it. Ido not know, but I pre- 
sume he found that the road.in his judgment, was not worth that 
amount and that it wi3 10t for the benefit of the Government to 
put $20,000,000 (which :t would have to do by the payment of the 
seven and a half million) into this enterprise, and therefore, as it 
is held on a warrant, it goes back into the Treasury and the $900,- 
000 remains to perfect the sale if it is required. 

Mr. FORAKER. However that may be, there is one other point 
to which I wish to call attention, and which, it seems to me, some 
have lost sight of. Under the law as it stands the Government 
can not take any part whatever with respect to this transaction 
except only by direction of the President, and the President is not 
authorized to give any direction except only when, in his opinion, 
it is necessary that he should give the direction in order that the 
best interests of the Government may be protected. The Presi- 
dent was of opinion that he ought to take some action, or have 
the Government take some action, unless he could get the full 
amount of the principal. He so advised Congress, and asked Con- 
gress if it wanted to give him any more explicit power or legisla- 
tion to pass it. Congress has not done it; and the President now, 
under the law as it stands, which does not authorize him, as some 
= lawyers think, to purchase, but only to pay off the prior liens, 

nasmuch as the syndicate are coming forward and making a bid 

that is satisfactory to him, directed that that which he did have 
power under the law to do should not be done, and the property 
should be allowed to sell. 


Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. I believe the President in his message said that 
he himself believed he did have the power. 

Mr. FORAKER. He did so state. 

Mr. HARRIS. He was sustained, [I am told, by the Attorney- 
General at that time. 

Mr. FORAKER. He said that in his opinion—I will read his 
language: 

I believe that under the act of 1887 it— 

The Government— 
has the authority to do this 

That is, to bid in this property— 


and in absence of any action by Congress I shall direct the Secretary of the 
Treasury to make the necessary deposit as required by the court's decree to 
qualify as a bidder and to bid at the sale a sum which will at least equalthe 
principal of the debt due to the Government; but suggest in order to remove 
all controversy that an amendment of the law be immediately ex- 


passed 
plicitly giving such powers and appropriating in general terms whatever 
sum is sufficient therefor. 


Mr. GEAR. Will the Senator from Ohio permit me to make a 
statement? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. GEAR. The Senator from Kansas will recollect that he 
was called to the Attorney-General in connection with myself to 
discuss this very matter. It is true that the Attorney-General at 
that time thought that perhaps he had the power, but he thought 
it would be better for Congress to express its wish in this matter 
and pass the bill referred to by the honorable Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will say that I quite agree with the Senator 
from Iowa, and I have been anxious every moment since that 
time that the amendatory law should be ; 

Mr. FORAKER. But, Mr. President, the further point with 
which I want to conclude is that in all this proposed legislation, 
in that prepared by the Attorney-General as well as that prepared 
by the Committee on Pacific Railroads, the power which the Gov- 
ernment in a certain contingency is authorized to exercise is left 
to the discretion of the President. It is stated in all these pro- 
posed acts that ‘‘if, in the opinion of the President,” it is neces- 
sary to do any of these things, then they may be done. 

ow, the President gave us fair warning. He told as what, in 
his judgment, we ought to have, and he said unless we could get 
that amount he would authorize certain things to be done; and if 
we wanted anything else done, it was for us to take action. He 
has proceeded under the law as it is, the law as we have left it, 
notwithstanding his invitation to us to legislate further. There- 
fore, when we come now to consider this resolution, except as to 
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its language, it is unobjectionable. There can be no objection to 
@ properly expressed inquiry as to the facts. But thatis as far as 
we can now go. Wecan not restrain the President, or the Attor- 
ney-General, or the court. They have kept entirely within the 
law. There has been no violation of any statute; there has been 
no jugglery; there has been no mystery; there has been nothing 


that is not capable of the most satisfactory and conclusive expla- 
nation. 


Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. In addition to the amendment striking out 
the preamble, I now move to strike out the words “ Be it” before 
the word ‘‘ resolved,” and to strike out the words ‘‘ his expressed” 
in the third line and insert the word ‘‘any;” so as to : 


Resolved, That the Attorney-General is directed to inform the Senate if he 
has authorized the abandonment of any intention, etc. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will call the attention 
of the Senator from New Hampshire to the fact that under Rule 
XXIII no action can be taken upon the preamble until the resolu- 
tion itself has been disposed of. 

Mr. GEAR. I desire to make a motion to refer the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire has the floor. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I supposed the provision of the rule in re- 
grad to preambles had reference to legislation and not to a resolu- 
tion of inquiry; but whether I am wrong or not makes no differ- 
ence. I move to amend the resolution in these two points, to 
strike out “‘ Be it” and ‘‘ his expressed ” and insert “‘ any.” 

Now I will yield to the Senator from Iowa, although the Sena- 
tor from Indiana {Mr. TuRPI#] is on the floor, and has, I think, 
been recognized by the Chair. 

Mr. GEAR. I want to move to refer the whole matter to the 
Committee on Pacific Railroads for report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
ib = been recognized as entitled to the floor. 

Mr.TURPIE. Mr. President, theobjection taken to the reported 
proceedings by the pending resvlution is that it provides only for 
the payment of the principal by the Kansas and Pacific Division, 
abandoning the claim for interest. The claim for interest was 
finally allowed and paid on the main division. Are there any rea- 
sons why a firm statement and adherence to the statement on our 
part of claim of interest of the Kansas and Pacific Division would 
not be followed with the same result? 

I am very well aware of the quotation in the President’s mes- 
sage alluded to by the honorable Senator from Ohio, where the 
phrase is that he should bid so as to include principal, or at least 
the principal; but I think the action of the Senate, or at least the 
committee of the Senate in charge of this matter. is in very sharp 
contrast with the language of the President. The President speaks 
of the principal of the claim, the principal at least, the full amount 
of principal. The phrase, however, in Senate bill 3203, heretofore 
alluded to and now pending here, is this: 


The President shall bid to the full amount necessary for the protection of 
the Government's lien and claim. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana will 
suspend fora moment. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, it 
is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished 
business, which will be stated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Hon. Henry W. Corbett is not entitled to take his seat 
in this body as a Senator from the State of Oregon. 

Mr. MORGAN. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire will 
agree that the resolution may be informally laid aside until the 
Senator from Indiana finishes his remarks. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will consent to have the unfinished busi- 
ness laid aside until the Senator from Indiana finishes. Then I 
shall be very willing to have the resolution voted upon. 

Mr. MORGAN. Very well. 

Mr. CHANDLER. ButI shall object to further debate after 
the Senator from Indiana finishes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unanimous consent is given 
that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside. The Sen- 
ator from Indiana will proceed. 

Mr. TURPIE. By ae the language of the President 
and the language of the bill which has been favorably reported by 
the Pacific Railroads Committee, it will be seen that one alludes 
to the principal—the full amount of the principal. The language 
of the bill alludes to the full amount of the claim—the full amount’ 
of the lien. There is no construction of the clause used in the 
bill which will not include the interest, that will not comprise 
the interest as a part of the claim for the full amount of the claim. 
Where it consists both of principal and interest, it must include 
both —- and the annexed interest; and in this instance, Mr. 
President, the interest is what, in the language of the street, is a 
gilt-edged claim. 

It is not a case of accrued interest which we are trying to col- 
lect. It is a case of interest actually i and paid hereto- 
fore by the Government of the United States upon these bonds. 
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uage of the bill necessarily implies that this claim for 
iatorest noorwed and expended by the Government in formal be- 
half of the railroad and in payment of these bonds and the annual 
coupons ought to be counted in and added to, and can not possibly 
be vrclnded from, the full amount of the claim mentioned in the 
bill, though it is not included in the full amount of the principal 
mention in the m I take it, therefore, sir, that there 
ought to be, and I hope there will be, a full expression of opinion 
in the Senate upon the question as to whether the interest which 
was expended ought not to be recovered by the Government, and 
why it onght not to be paid by any bidder who takes the Kansas 
i ivision. 
Finn cecnpeutantion committee, no doubt, made a bargain, a ve 
profitable bargain, in the purchase of the main line, paying bot 
principal and interest therefor of the Government claim. Not- 
withstanding they paid more than they expected, they have yet 
made a very profitable investment, and it seems to me that the 
recent arrangement alluded to in this resolution, to speak of it in 
no harsher terms, is an effort by the ee committee to 
recoup a little of those millions which they paid above their ex- 
pectation of payment in purchasing the main line. 
I am not willing to assist the reorganization in this recoupment. 
I think it ought to pay the interest as well as the principal upon 
the Kansas and Pacific Division. I think, so far as the value of 
that division is concerned, it is a necessity for the successful 
operation of the main line, and it will be as important and, in 
fact, as indespensable that the committee should obtain possession 
and ownership of the Kansas and Pacific Division as that they 
should have possession and ownership of the main line. In fact, 
sir, their proprietorship of the main line will not be a profitable 
one unless they can also purchase, and purchase under the terms 
of the bill in payment of the principal and interest of the Govern- 
ment claim, the Kansas and Pacific Division. It is a line which 
can not be rebuilt, which can not be repeated, which can not be 
duplicated for any amount of money which is mentioned as in- 
cluding both the principal and interest of the Government claim. 
What would be the effect of two roads of 390 miles if they were 
forced to duplicate and to repeat? It would only spoil both as an 
investment. They are compelled to purchase the Kansas and 
Pacific Division, and mr are compelled, as they ought to be com- 
lied, if men will not do their duty except upon compulsion. 
Pet us use compulsion when compulsion is necessary. They 
ought to be compelled in their possession, getting possession of 
the Kansas and Pacific Division, to pay the interest and the prin- 
— of the Government debt. 
intended to call up the bill introduced by the committee and 
alluded to by the Senator from Ohio, but I do not think its pas- 
sage even at this time unobjected would produce the result which 
the opinion of the Senate might upon judicial proceedings now 
nding. I therefore offer the following resolution. I ask that 
it be read and printed and go over until to-morrow. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved (in the cxinion of the Senate), That the sale of the Kansas Pacific 
Division of the Pacific Railroad made to-day ought not to be confirmed ex- 
cept upon the terms that the original claim and the interest thereon due to 
the United States from said railroad company of the Kansas Pacific Division 
be paid in full by the bidders. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution just read will be 
printed and lie over. 

Mr. GEAR. I ask for a vote on my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
submitted by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. GEAR] to commit the 
resolution to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

Mr. MORGAN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from West Virginia {[Mr. ELK1Ns]}. 

Mr. KEN NEY (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. See. 
roe is not present, I withhold my vote. Were he here, I should 

nay. » 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [{Mr. wear); 

Mr. PETTUS (when his name was called). I have a general 
= with the senior Senator from Massachusetts |Mr. Hoar]. If 

© were here, I should vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Florida [Mr. MALLorRy]. 

- SPOONER (when his name was called). ‘I am paired gen- 
erally with the Senator from Mississippi (Mr. WALTHALL]. If he 
were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.” I am informed by the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] that if the Senator from Mississippi 
were present he would vote ‘‘nay.” I therefore vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina {Mr. 
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ButTLER]}. In his absence I will withhold my vote. If he were 
present, I should vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). I desire to know 
whether the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHoup] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that he 
has not voted. 

Mr. WHITE. I am paired with that Senator. Were he pres- 
ent, I should vote “ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have a general pair with the senior Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. I do not observe him in his seat, and 
I will withhold my vote. 

Mr. GEAR. - I have a general pair with the senior Senator from 
New Jersey {Mr. SmirH}. If he were present, 1 should vote 
ee ea ” 





Mr. PLATT of New York (after having voted in the affirma- 
tive). Ihave a general pair with my colleague, the senior Sena- 
tor from New York [Mr. MurpHy]. Not knowing how he would 
vote on this subject, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BURROWS. I am paired with the senior Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. CAFFrERY]. 

Mr. SBROUGH. I am paired with the senior Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. DaNiEL], and withhold my vote in his ab- 
sence. 

Mr. PASCO. My colleague [Mr. MALLORY] is absent on duty 
with a committee of the Senate. As has already been announced, 
he is paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. 

Mr. MONEY. My colleague [Mr. WALTHALL] is absent, sick, 
and is paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 
If my colleague were present, he would vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (after having voted in the negative). 
I have a general pair with the Senator from Maine {Mr. Har}. 
I see that he is not present and has not voted, and I withdraw my 
vote. 

Mr. TILLMAN. My colleague [Mr. McLaurin], I see, is ab- 
sent. He is paired with the Senator from North Carolina [ Mr. 
PRITCHARD]. Both Senators being absent, I announce the pair. 

Mr. COCKRELL (after having voted in the negative). [am 
come with the senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson], who 

as been called away on important business. The Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. CuLLoM] is paired with the senior Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. Gray]. I propose that we exchange and let the 
Senator from Iowa {[Mr. ALLISON] stand paired with the Senator 
from Delaware . Gray]. Iwill let my vote ‘‘nay” remain, 

Mr. CULLOM. And I myself will vote “nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 34; as follows: 

YEAS—19. 


Carter, Hawley, Morrill, Warren, 
Fairbanks, Lodge, Platt, Conn. Wetmore, 
Foraker, McBride, Sewell, Wilson, 
Frye, McMillan, Stewart, Wolcott. 
Gallinger, Mason, Thurston, 
NAYS—H. 
Allen, Cockrell, Mills, Spooner, 
Bacon, Cullom, Mitchell, Teller, 
Bate, Davis, Money, Tillman, 
Berry, Gorman, Nelson, Turley, 
Cannon, Harris, Pasco, Turner, 
Chandler, Heitfeld, Perkins, Turpie, 
Chilton, Lindsay, Pettigrew, Vest. 
Clark, Mantle, Rawlins, 
Clay, Martin, Roach, 
NOT VOTING—3. 
Aldrich, Faulkner, Kenney, Platt, N. Y. 
Allison, Gear, Kyle, Pritchard, 
Baker, Gray, McEnery, Proctor, 
Burrows, Hale, McLaurin, * Quay, 
Butler, Hanna, Mallory, Shoup, 
Caffery, Hansbrough, Morgan, Smith, 
Daniel, Hoar, Murphy, Walthall, 
bs Jones, Ark. Penrose, Wellington, 
Elkins, Jones, Ney. Pettus, White. 


So the Senate refused to refer the resolution to the Committee 
on Pacific Railroads. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from New Hampshire [{ Mr. Cuanp- 
LER], which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed in the resolving clause to strike 
out the words ‘Be it,” before the word “ resolved;” and at the 
beginning of line 3, before the word “intention,” to strike out 
the words ‘‘ his expressed ” and insert ‘‘ any.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on agree- 
ing to the resolution as amended. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Now, Mr. President, I hope the preamble 
will be disagreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 
of the preamble. 

The preamble was rejected. 
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SENATOR FROM OREGON, 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iask that the unfinished business may be 
again laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the unfinished business, being the resolution reported from the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections by the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY] on the 26 ultimo, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Hon. Henry W. Corbett is not entitled to take his seat 
in this body as a Senator from the State of Oregon. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I hope the Senator from Minnesota will 
withdraw his motion in order that the resolution may be consid- 
ered. 

Mr. DAVIS. 
this time. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will call the attention of the Senator from 
Minnesota to the fact that the junior Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
Pettus] was on the floor when this case was last considered. He 
has made two or three efforts to conclude his remarks, or, rather, 
I have made two or three efforts to get the resolution before the 
Senate, so that the Senator could conclude his remarks, but have 
yielded to the Senator’s motion for an executive session. 

Mr, DAVIS. If the Senator from Alabama desires to proceed 
this afternoon, I shall, of course, withdraw the motion for an ex- 
ecutive session. 

Mr. PETTUS. Unless the debate on the Oregon election case 
is to continue, I see no propriety in finishing at this time the re- 

marks I have to make. If, however, the debate is to continue, I 
am read roceed, 

Mr. CHANDLER. There are Senators who are prepared to 
speak upon the election case, and by every rule it ought to have 
priority over a different subject. 

Mr. DAVIS. I think I shall insist on my motion. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pending the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota, the Chair will lay before the Senate bills 
from the House of Representatives for reference. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (H. R. 409) to prevent the adulteration of candy in the 
District of Columbia; 

A bill (H.R. 4101) granting the right to sell burial sites in parts 
of aaa streets in Washington City to the vestry of Washington 
parish for the benefit of the Congressional Cemetery; and 

A bill (H. R. 7541) to require certain writs to be directed and 
executed by the marshal of the District of Columbia. 

The bill (H. R. 2196) directing the issue of aduplicate lost check 
drawn by Charles E. McChesney, United States Indian agent, in 
favor of C. J. Holman & Bro., was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

SUBPORT OF ENTRY AT ROCKLAND, ME. 

The bill (H. R. 7559)) making Rockland, Me., a subport of en- 
try, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. FRYE. I am instructed by the Committee on Commerce 
to ask that that bill may be immediately considered and put upon 
its passage. It will not take a minute. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed 


HEIRS OF MARGARET KENNEDY, 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— 
Mr. CHANDLER, I call for the 


ge order, Mr. President. 
Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator will allow me to have a small 
bill considered. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire calls for the regular order, which is the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire will 
withdraw his call fora moment. I want to put a little bill onits 
passage which will not lead to discussion. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Then I ask the Senator from Nebraska 
what I shall do when the next Senator with a little bill rises here 
and makes a similar request? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yield to him with grace. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And s0 on. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not think it will last over ten minutes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I yield to the Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minne- 
sota ae. D rn _ to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]? 


I do not feel that I can withdraw the motion at 


[Laughter. ]} 


DAVI 


a ALLEN. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 15, 


af. sete time of the bill (S. 2495) for the relief of Margaret Ken- 


as being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. I propose the amendment which I have written 
in the body of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Nebraska will be stated. 

The SEcrETARY. In line 4, before the name ‘“‘ Margaret Ken- 
mony 9 we is proposed to insert “the heirs of;” so as to make the 

iL 


Be it enacted, etc., That, out of any money in the bg ay &. fs United 
States not other wise appropriated, there be paid to the he ret 
Kennedy, the wid executrix of John Kennedy, manade the sum 
of $10.4 6. less any sum heretofore paid her in pursuance of the provisions of 
an ons entitled ‘ act for the relief of Meransat Kennedy,” eres Octo- 
ber 19, 1888: Provided, That the amount herein provided to be so paid to said 

ret Kennedy is to be in full compensation for all claim or demand of 

rgaret Kennedy as the executrix of John Kennedy, deceased, or of 
the claim or demand of the heirs or representatives of d John Kenned 
by reason of timber, fences, fruit trees, and other property taken and use 
by the Army of the United States during the late war of the rebellion from 
the farm of said John Kennedy, in the District of Columbia, being the farm 
on which Fort Sedgwick was erected. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. ALLEN, the title was amended so as to read: 

‘A bill for the relief of the heirs of Margaret Kennedy.” 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. DAVIS. I renew my motion that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After we hours and twenty- 
three minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 

FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PERKINS. With my colleague's permission,I simply de- 
sire to give notice that to-morrow, immediately after the senior 
Senator from Vermont at MoRRILL] has spoken, I will ask the 


Senate to consider the bill making appropriations for fortifications 
and eoast defenses. 


KANSAS PACIFIC RAILWAY. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GaLiinGer in the chair) laid 
before the Senate a communication from the Attorney-General 
transmitting, in se to a resolution of the 15th instant, cer- 
tain information relative to the abandonment of any intention to 
redeem the vay Easton bonds issued by the Union Pacific Rail- 
road Company, Eastern Division, now the Kansas Pacific Division 
of the Union Pacific Railway, and the postponement of the sale 
thereof, the appointment of a receiver therefor in the interests of 
the Government of the United States, and also as to whether the 
property is to be sold for the face value of the subsidy bonds, re- 
sulting in a loss to the Government of a 107, etc.; which was 
ordered to lie on the table and to be printed. 


DEEP CREEK, VIRGINIA, IMPROVEMENT. 
Mr. MARTIN. Isubmita concurrent resolution, and ask for 
its present consideration. 
e concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved aby the Senate of ee Dotted States its House of Representatives con- 
curring), t the War be, and wa hee directed to peepare 
and su Wine of ant thea d deepening Creek 
Virginia, from the South Branch of the Elizabeth River to the new lockat the 
Dismal Swamp Canal. 


Pa —— The resolution had better go to the Committee on 
mmerc 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, the 
resolution will be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
INSPECTORS OF VESSELS IN ALASKA, 


Mr. WHITE. I ask unanimous consent to place upon its pas- 
sage the bill (S. 3627) to create a board of local inspectors of steam 
vessels for the customs district of Alaska. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from California 
asks unanimous consent for the consideration of a bill which will 
be read for the information of the Senate. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 4414 of the Revised Btatutes oe the United 
Sta as amended “py the act of ree tee 
146, t session mee ates Congas 
Statutes at 
line of the t 
ceding the word “and. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not ob: to the consideration of the 
bill. Itis understood that it is not to displace the unfinished busi- 
ness, which is the Oregon election case, and I give notice that I 
shall call up the Oregon election case at the earliest hour practi- 
cable to-morrow. 











; 
; 
: 
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There being objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 

Whole proceeded to consider the bill (8. 3627) to create a board 

of 1 : inspectors of steam vessels fo: the customs district of 
to the 


bill Senate without amendment, ordered 

engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
GREAT FALLS OF THE POTOMAC. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask unanimous consent for the considera- 


Alaska. 
The was reported 
to be 


f the bill (S. 1754) to acquire by purchase or condemnation 
fond wa water ¢ hts at the Great Falls of the Potomac. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from New 
Hampshire if the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] is aware 
of the fact that the bill is to be taken up? 

Mr. CHANDLER. There is nothing in the bill to which he ob- 
jects. The bill passed the Senate a year ago. Itis in the same 
form now. It has been carefully considered by the committee 
and by every Senator who takes any interest in it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I knew that the Senator from Maryland did 
take an interest in the matter. ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. The exception which the Senator from 
Maryland desires to have made has been made in the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. ; ; 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill, and continued the 
reading to the end of section 4. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that there should be added to the pro- 
vision for notice to unknown owners the words ‘‘and by such 
further notice as the court in its discretion shall direct.” Itis 
pretty hard to limit such a notice to one single paper. The court 
may be informed of the heirs of some deceased owner living in a 
distant part of the country, or a nonresident here, without know- 
ing who they are. Itisusual, I know, in similar legislation to give, 
in addition to the bed notice to unknown parties in inter- 
est, such further notice as the court in its discretion shall direct. 

Mr.CHANDLER. In deference to the suggestion of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts, I will venture to move—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will suggest that the 
reading of the bill has not been concluded. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought it better to make the suggestion at this 
point rather than go back to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be 


continued. 
The Secretary resumed and concluded the ing of the bill. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on District of 


Columbia with amendments. The first amendment was to strike 
out section 3, as follows: 


Sec. 3. That the Secretary of War, under the advice of the Attorney-Gen- 
eral, may agree with the owners of lands and water rights taken, or with any 
owners of any lands by said taking or by maintaining the Govern- 
ment dam at Great Falls at its present height, as to the compensation to be 
paid therefor; and upon such owner or owners executing and delivering to 
the of War proper deedsand releases, to be comrerel the Attor- 
ae Cee. converse a good title to the lands and water rights described, 
and rel all claims for damages to which they are found entitled, the 
Secre of War shall give such owner orowners a certificate specifying the 
sum to he is en’ therefor: Provided, That the total sum which 
Secretary may agree to for all the lands, ts,and water rights taken 
or damaged hereunder not exceed $500,000: And provided, That the cer- 
tificates issued by the Secretary hereunder shall be paid, 50 per cent by the 
District of Columbia and 50 per cent by the United States, and shall draw 
interest until paid. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, on 5, line 39, after 
the word “ aforesaid,” to strike out ‘‘ but, as said lands and water 
rights are taken for the use of the District of Columbia, said judg- 
ments shall be paid as judgments against the District of Colum- 
bia, 50 per cent thereof by the United States and 50 per cent by 
said District;” and in line 43, after the word ‘‘and,” to insert 


‘said judgments;” so as to make the section read: 

Src. 4. That to further carry out the purposes of this act and obtain the 
lands, grants, and water rights, the title to which is not in the United 
States, the Attorney-General within three months after the filing of 
said and cause proceedings to be commenced by tition, in 


rested therein, but not known to the Attorney-General, may be made 


ties defendant under the title “unknown owners.” Notice to the fears 
° shall be by personal service of summons with a copy of the petition, 








= 


applied under the provisions of this act shall not be considered. The Attorney- 
neral may appoint special counsel for the United States familiar with the 


laws relating to iy re 7 and hydraulics. Said court shall enter judg- 
ment against the United States for the amount or amounts ascertained as 
aforesaid, and said judgments shall draw interest until paid. Appeals may 
be taken from said judgments as in other cases. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move to amend, on page 5, line 39, after 
the words “‘ as aforesaid,” by inserting ‘‘and for the cost of the 
proceeding.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendmeut proposed by the 
Senator from New Hampshire will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 4, line 39, after the word ‘‘afore- 
said,” it is proposed to insert “and for the cost of the proceeding;” 
so as to read: 

Said court shall enter judgment against the United States for the amount 
or amounts ascertained as aforesaid and for the cost of the proceeding. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. In section 4, on page 4, line 21, after the 
word ‘*‘ counties,” I move to insert ‘“‘ and such other notice as the 
court may order.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

TheSEecrRETARY. Insection4,line21, after the word ‘‘ counties,” 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘and such other notice as the court may 
order;” so as to read: 

Such notice to be published for thirty consecutive days in the District of 
Columbia and once a week for four consecutive weeks in said counties, and 
such other notice as the court may order. 

Mr. HOAR. I donot know what is the practical condition of 
this case, but it seems to me that a perfect arrangement for such 
condemnation should also have a power in the court to appoint 
guardians ad litem, or eee in some way of contingent 
or unknown interests. know in the jurisdiction with which I 
am most familiar that that has been the practice. In a case 
now before the Judiciary Committee the absence cf such a pro- 
vision has madea good deal of difficulty. There is an application 
now for the enactment of a special law in regard to condemnation 
proceedings in the District of Columbia to pay over damages to 
certain parties without complying with the terms of the original 
statute. The court has made a decree, not as it should be, to pay 
certain sums to persons named, but has made a decree in the case 
of heirs of so-and-so, without mentioning who are the heirs. It 
seems to me that a provision that the court might appoint guar- 
dians ad litem for persons under disability or persons unknown 
ought to be also inserted. For instance, suppose the heirs of a 
clearly ascertained person do not appear and are not known, being in 
a distant part of the country, and there is nobody to represent them, 
the court ought to have some power to act in a case of that kind. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator how a guardian could be 
appointed for an unknown person? 

r. HOAR. A rdian or a trustee. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to get language to suit the 
Senator from Massachusetts. I move, after the words already in- 
serted on page 4, to insert: 


The court may in its discretion appoint guardians ad litem of minors or 
other persons under disability, or suitable representatives of unknown 
owners. 


I think that will cover the case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to acquire, by con- 
demnation, land and water rights at the Great Falls of the 
Potomac.” 

CAPITAL TRACTION COMPANY. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I should like to cali up at this time a bill 
which ought to be acted upon immediately, and I have been try- 
ing all day to secure an opportunity for its consideration. It is 
Senate bill 3202; it is very short. Its purpose is to allow the 
Capital Traction Company to make certain alterations in their 
lines. It provides: 

First. A loop ming at the corner diagonally across from the Balti- 
more and Ohio ion; thence along New Jersey avenue, around the Maltby 
Building, and down B street to join the tracks of the company on First street. 

Second. A loop on F and G streets, beginning at the corner of the State, 
War and Navy building, and going as far west as sente sixth street 

Third. A short extension up Fourteenth street, from Park street to How- 
ard avenue. 

Fourth. An extension asked for by the people of East Washington, from 
Eighth street SE., on Pennsylvania avenue, to the bridge across the Eastern 


Fifth. Three loops: One at the Navy-Yard; a second at the Arsenal, and a 
third at the end of Seventh street NW. These loops are simply to prevent 
switching in the streets. 

The bill has been examined very carefully by the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, unanimously agreed upon, and the par- 
ties who are doing the work are now ready to put in the loops. 
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By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 3202) authorizing and 
requiring certain extensions to be made to the lines of the Capital 
Traction Company in the District of Columbia, which had been 
reported from the Committee on the District of Columbia with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, page 1, line 10, after the 
words ‘‘track on,” to insert ‘‘the south side of;” and in line 11, 
after the word ‘‘and,” to insert ‘‘on;” soas to make the clause 
read: 

First. A loop beginning at the main tracks of the said Capital Traction 
Company at or near the corner of B and First streets NW.; thence by single 
track on the south side of B street and on New Jersey avenue to join_the 
existing line at the corner of C street and New Jersey avenue: Provided, That 
but one set of tracks shall be maintained on C street. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Where will that extension begin? 

Mr. McMILLAN. At the Baltimore and Ohio depot by a single 
track along New Jersey avenue in front of the Maltby Building; 
then down the south side of B street to the company’s tracks on 
First street below. There is to be just one track running around 
and going on the south side of B street, so as to get it as far away 
from the houses as possible and away from carriages—to go close 
to the Capitol Grounds. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Instead of turning the cars on C street near 
the depot, a loop is to be made around New Jersey avenue and 
down b street? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes; it does away with the switching where 
Mrs. Ferguson was killed and where several other accidents have 
occurred. The place is now very dangerous, and this will prevent 
such accidents. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the first 
amendment reported by the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia. which has been stated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia was, on page 2, line 19, after the words ‘‘E street,” to 
strike out ‘‘ Virginia avenue” and insert ‘‘ Nineteenth street;” so 
as to make the clause read: 

Second. A loop beginning at the main tracks of the said company at or 
near the corner of Pennsylvania avenue and Seventeenth street NW.; 
then by double track along Seventeenth street to G street, and by single 
track along Seventeenth street, New York avenue, E street, Nineteenth 
street, IF street, Twenty-sixth street, and G street to Seventeenth street; also 
on Twenty-tifth street from F street to the main lines of the said company on 
Pennsy!vania avenue: Provided, That on G street the cars shall be run from 
west to east. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 25, after the word 
“third,” to strike out ‘‘a loop;” in line 27, after the word ‘‘ex- 
tended,” to insert the word ‘‘to;” in line 28, after the word ‘‘ave- 
nue,” to strike out ‘‘ Seventeenth street extended (as laid down in 
Chapin Brown’s subdivision), and Park street to Fourteenth 
street;” and in line 32, after the word ‘‘thereof,” to strike out 
‘‘nor until Park street, beginning at a point 170 feet from the west 
building line of Fourteenth street and extending to Seventeenth 
street, shall have been widened to a width of 42 feet from curb to 
curb;” so as to make the clause read: 

Third. Beginning at the present terminus of the said company’s lines on 
Fourteenth street NW.; thence by single track along Fourteenth street ex- 
tended to Howard avenue: Provided, That the lines authorized in this — 


graph shall not be constructed until Fourteenth street extended shall have 
en widened 10 feet on the east side thereof. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PETTUS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 27 minutes p. m.) 
the Senats adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, February 16, 
1898, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 15, 1898. 
ASSISTANT PAYMASTERS IN THE NAVY. 


Walter B. Izard, a citizen of South Carolina, and David Potter, 
a citizen of New Jersey, to be assistant paymasters in the Navy, 
to fill vacancies existing in the Pay Corps. 


POSTMASTERS, 


Ferdinand Havis, to be postmaster at Pine Bluff, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Arkansas, in place of James H. Hudson, 
removed. 

I. N. Hoag, to be postmaster at Redlands, in the county of San 
Bernardino and State of California, in the place of William C. 
Philips, whose commission expires March 7, 1898. 

Lewis A. Castle, to be postmaster at Wyoming, in the county of 
Stark and State of Illinois, in the place of J. M. Thomas, jr., whose 
commission expires March 9, 1898, 
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E. C. Kreider, to be postmaster at Jacksonville, in the county of 
Morgan and State of Illinois, in the place of L. W. Chambers, 
whose commission expired January 12, 1898. 

John W. Maginnis, to be postmaster at Abingdon, in the county 
of Knox and State of Illinois, in the p!ace of Seymour McMillan, 
whose commission expires March 19, 1898. 

John R. Marshall, to be postmaster at Yorkville, in the county 
of Kendall and State of Illinois, in the place of William Crimmin, 
whose commission expires March 6, 1898. 

James R. Morgan, to be postmaster at Maroa, in the county of 
Macon and State of Illinois, in the place of B. F. Shipley, whose 
comission expires February 16, 1898. 

Philip Rodenberg, to be postmaster at Mount Olive, in the 
county of Macoupin and State of Dlinois, in the place of Frank 
Friede, removed. 

_ Mr. Rodenberg is now serving under a temporary commission 
issued during the recess of the Senate. 

2 Frank W. Carver, to be postmaster at Angola, in the county of 
Steuben and State of Indiana, in the place of George E. Young, 
whose commission expires March 5, 1898. 

_Morton Kilgore, to be postmaster at Goodland, in the county of 
Newton and State of Indiana, in the place of Charles Spinney, 
whose commission expired January 8, 1598. 

Harry A. Strohm, to be tmaster at Kentland, in the county 
of Newton and State of Indiana, in the place of Warren T. Drake, 
whose commission expires February 16, 1898, 

Alfred Welshans, to be tmaster at Danville, in the county 
of Hendricks and State of Indiana, in the place of Robert W. 
Wade, whose commission expires March 5, 1898. 

J. B. Biake, to be postmaster at Avoca, in the county of Pot- 
tawattamie and State of Iowa, in the place of W. W. Gardner, 
whose commission expired December 19, 1897. 

Seymour L. Billings, to be postmaster at Marion, in the county 
of Marion and State of Kansas, in the place of Henderson S. 
Martin, resigned. 

Zenas R. Detwiler, to be postmaster at Wamego, in the county 
of Pottawatomie and State of Kansas, in the place of Albert Mor- 
rall, whose commission expires March 6, 1898, 

Ernest P. Karr, to be postmaster at Valley Falls, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Kansas, in the place of William C. Butts, 
whose commission expires March 19, 1898. 

N. B. Needham, to be | secon at Clifton, in the county of 
Washington and State of Kansas, in the place of Charles N. Ber- 
ner, whose commission expired January 12, 1898. 

William C. Perdue, to be postmaster at Beloit, in the county of 
Mitchell and State of Kansas, in the place of Fred Lutz, whose 
commission expires March 6, 1898. 

Samuel F. Davis, to be postmaster at South Paris, in the county 
of Oxford and State of ine, in the place of Wilber L. Farrar, 
whose commission expired January 17, 1898. 

Stephen R. Allen, to be postmaster at Homer, in the county of 
Calhoun and State of Mic ,in the place of George A. Aldrich, 
whose commission expires ch 1, 1898. 

Hugh B. Laing. to be postmaster at Gladstone, in the county of 
Delta and State of Michigan, in the place of Richard Mertz, whose 
commission expires February 21, 1898. 

William McCloy, to be postmaster at Bay City, in the county of 
Bay and State of Michigan, in the place of William J. Daunt, 
whose commission expires February 21, 1898. 

Willard H. Pike, to be postmaster at Calais, in the county of 
Washington and State of Maine, in the place of Herbert M. Bates, 
removed. 

. oo error Mr. Pike was nominated and confirmed as Willard 

; e. 

George E. Voos, to be postmaster at Crystal Falls, in the county 
of Iron and State of Michigan, in the place of William J. Tully, 
removed. 

Edwin 8. Williams. to be postmaster at Niles, in the county of 
Berrien and State of Michigan, in the place of James M. Babcock, 
whose commission expires March 1, 1898, 

Edgar B. Shanks, to be postmaster at Fairmont, in the county 
of Martin and State of Minnesota, in the place of Richard 8. Jack- 
son, whose commission expires February 16, 1898. 

Charles C. Storer, to be postmaster at Shak , in the county 
of Scott and State of Minnesota, in the place of Reuben J. Chew- 
ning, whose commission expired February 5, 1898. 

Annette Simpson, to be postmaster at Pass Christian, in the 
county of Harrison and State of Mississippi, in the place of Guy 
Northrop, removed. 

John M. Glenn, to be postmaster at Sedalia, in the county of 
Pettis and State of Missouri, in the place of Volney P. Hart, whose 
commission expires March 8, 1898. 

Alden Lyle, to be postmaster at Golden City, in the county of 
noe and State of Missouri, in the place of David E. Pence, re- 
mov 

Reuben N. Shanks, to be postmaster at Clarence, in the county 








. 
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of Shelby and State of Missouri, in the place of William D. Crow, 
removed. oe 
n Whiteman, to be r at Marceline, in the county 
wines and State of Missouri, in the place of Drury N. Wheeler, 
whose commission —_— September 28, 1897. 
Through error Mr. Whiteman was nominated and confirmed as 
iteman. 
ie ook mom to be postmaster at Vineland, in the county of 
Cumberland and State of New Jersey, in the place of J. M. Sim- 
kins, whose commission expires February 26, 1898. 

Jairus S. Chase, to be postmaster at Windsor, in the county of 
Broome and State of New York, in the place of Charles E. Van- 
orsdale, removed. —— 

Edwin B. Hard, to be postmaster at Cobleskill, in the county of 
Schoharie and State of New York, in the place of Lewis C. Holmes, 
whose commission expires February 28, 1898. ; 

Edmund 8S. Hollands, to be tmaster at West Troy, in the 
county of Albany and State of New York, in the place of Patrick 
Reiley, whose commission expired January 31, 1898. 

Robert W. Warner, to be postmaster at Ilion, in the county of 
Herkimer and State of New York, in the place of John A. Ras- 
bach, whose commission expired ee 12, 1898. 

John L. Matheson, to be postmaster at Wadesboro, in the county 
of Anson and State of North Carolina, in the place of Julius A. 
Little, removed. 

W.S. Hissem, to be postmaster at Loudonville, in the county of 
Ashland and State of Ohio, in the place of Carl F. Stoelzel, whose 
commission expires March 6, 1898. 

Festus Lloyd, to be tmaster at Ebensburg, in the county of 
Cambria and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Philip G. 
Fenlow, whose commission expired September 28, 1897. 

T. A. Stevens, to be postmaster at Chamberlain, in the county 
of Brule and State of Sonth Dakota, in the place of John Stolte, 
whose commission expires February 16, 1898. 

Andrew W. Wills, to be postmaster at Nashville,in the count 
of Davidson and State of Tennessee, in the place of Hampton J. 
Cheney, whose commission expired January 30, 1898. 

A. P. Funkhouser, to be aster at Servise mburg, in the 
county of Rockingham and State of Virginia, in the place of Giles 
Devier. whose commission expired December 20, 1897. 

J. W. McBroom, to be postmaster at Abingdon, in the county 
of Washington and State of Virginia, in the place of John G. 
White, whose commission expired January 12, 1898. 

Ferdinand A. Davis. to be aster at Oakesdale, in the 
county of Whitman and State of Washington, in the place of Ed- 
ward J. Doneen, whose commission expired December 21, 1897. 

Elisha W. Keyes, to be postmaster at Madison, in the Soa of 
Dane and State of Wisconsin, in the place of James Conklin 
whose commission expired February 7, 1898. 

Ole Oleson, to be postmaster at Oshkosh, in the county of 
Winnebago and State of Wisconsin, in the a of Joseph Kloeck- 
ner, whose commission expired February 14, 1898, 





WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn February 15, 1898. 
Edwin V. Hard, to be postmaster at Cobleskill, in the State of 


New York. Through error, Mr. Hard was nominated as Edwin V. 
His correct name is Edwin B. Hard. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 15, 1898. 
DISTRICT JUDGE. 
_ Edward B. Thomas, of New York, to be United States district 
judge for the eastern district of New York. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 
George G. Covell, of Michigan, to be attorney of the United 
States for the western district of Michigan. 
Robert E. Morrison, of Arizona, to be attorney of the United 
States for the Territory of Arizona. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 
Joseph W. Burke, of Alabama, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Mobile, in the State of Alabama. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


John H. Bauman, of Holbrook, Ariz., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Tucson, Ariz. 
MARSHALS. 
Edward Knott, of Iowa, to be marshal of the United States for 
the northern district of Iowa. 
rge M. Christian, of Iowa, to be marshal of the United 
States for the southern district of Iowa 


Morgan Treat, of Virginia, to be marshal of the United States 
for the eastern district of Virginia. 


REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

Alfred H. Boles, of Perry, Okla., to be register of the land office 
at Perry, Okla. 

George W. Stewart, of Visalia, Cal., to be register of the land 
office at Visalia, Cal. 

Joseph W. Johnson, of Lincoln, Nebr., to be register of the land 
office at Lincoln, Nebr. 

POSTMASTERS. 

William F. Gruetzmacher, to be postmaster at Watertown, in 
the county of Jefferson and State of Wisconsin. 

Albert L. Fontaine, to be postmaster at Grand Rapids, in the 
county of Wood and State of Wisconsin. 

Frank T. Brunk, to be postmaster at Ellsworth, in the county 
of Pierce and State of Wisconsin. 

James P. Baker, to be postmaster at Shell Lake, in the county 
of Washburn and State of Wisconsin. 

G. 8. Turrill, to be postmaster at Jefferson, in the county of 
Greene and State of Iowa. 

John C. Williams, to be postmaster at South Milwaukee, in the 
county of Milwaukee and State of Wisconsin. 

John M. Reese, to be postmaster at Dodgeville, in the county of 
Iowa and State of Wisconsin. 

Artie E. Galloway, to be postmaster at Silver City, in the county 
of Grant and Territory of New Mexico. 

E. H. Salazar, to be postmaster at Las Vegas, in the county of 
San Miguel and Territory of New Mexico. 

Elisha W. Keyes, to be postmaster at Madison, in the county of 
Dane and State of Wisconsin. 

Charles 8. Robinson, to be postmaster at Princeton, in the 
county of Mercer and State of New Jersey. 








HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TuESDAY, February 15, 1898. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. W. H. Mit- 
BURN, D. D., Chaplain of the Senate. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. LACEY. House bill No. 2592, which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, should have gone to the Committee 
on Military Affairs; and I now report it back that the reference 
may be changed. This bill proposes to donate a military reserva- 
tion which has been abandoned, but has not yet been transferred 
to the Interior Department; and therefore the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands has no jurisdiction of the matter. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the change of reference 
will be made. 

There was no objection. 


FIRST NATIONAL BANK OF SEDALIA, MO. 


Mr. COONEY. Irise toa question of privilege. On the 14th 
of December last House resolution No. 113 was introduced and 
referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency. There it 
has slept ever since. The object of that resolution is to obtain 
certain information from the Secretary of the Treasury concern- 
ing the receivership of the First National Bank of Sedalia, Mo. 
A month has now passed and there has been no report from the 
committee upon that resolution. For the purpose of bringing it 
before the House for action I move that the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency be discharged from the further consideration 
of House resolution No. 113; and on that motion I ask the previ- 
ous question. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I hope the gentleman will not ask 
the previous question until some member of the Committee on 
Banking and Currency familiar with the facts has had an oppor- 
tunity to be heard. 

Mr. COONEY. Very well; I withdraw the motion for the pre- 
vious question. What time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Only a few minutes. 

Mr. COONEY. Very well; I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Irisetoa questionof order. We were unable 
to hear what the resolution is. Is it a resolution of inquiry? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands it is a resolution of 
inquiry. If the gentleman will send the resolution up, so that it 
can be read, perhaps we can understand it better. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Weshould ascertain first whether it is a reso- 
lution of inquiry. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, requested to 
tramsit for the information of this House, as soon as may be, if not incompati- 
ble with public interests, a full statement and accounting of the receivership 
of the First National Bank of Sedalia, Mo., specifying particularly— 

First. The kind and value of all the assets of every description, and the 
debts, dues, and claims belonging to said bank that have been taken charge 
of, brought to the notice of, or collected by, the receiver during his siecle 
tration of the affairs of said bank, with the source and names of persons from 
whom said assets have been derived. 
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Second. The suits at law instituted for the recovery of assets, debts, and 
liabilities due on any account to said defunct bank, with the names of parties 
gued and the result of such suits. 

Third. The compounding, if any, of bad or doubtful debts and claims, and 
the sale and transfer of real and personal property, with the names of per- 
sons dealt with and the terms of such comnpounens. transfers, and sales. 

Fourth. Thesums paid and disbursed by the receiver, showing to whom 
and on what account. 

Fifth. The names of creditors and other claimants. with the nature of the 
claim and the amount thereof, that have been proved and allowed by the re- 
ceiver against the assets of said bank, or who on any claim or account are to 
share in or be paid out of the remaining assets of said bank. 

Sixth. The amount, value, and character of assets still remaining in the 
—e the receiver, or at the time said receivership closed, if the same is 
closed. 

Seventh. The amounts paid, and incurred but unpaid, with the names of 
the parties, for clerical, legal, and all other expenses attending the adminis- 
tration of the affairs of said bank under the receivership. Also what, ifany, 
relation, either of business or kinship, these persons have or have had with 
gaid bank or its former officials; and whether any of the former officials of 
said bank or their relatives have been permitted to retain control, care, or 
charge of any of the assets, real or personal, of said bank. 

Eigath. Whether the receiver was directed and took charge of said bank 
while in operation, or after it had been voluntarily closed and abandoned by 
its officers. 

Ninth. What, if any, knowledge or apprehension had the Treasury Depart- 
ment, the Comptroller of the Currency, or other officials of the insolvency or 
strained financial condition of said bank before the receiver took char; 
thereof, and for how long a period before. What,if any,examination of the 
affairs of the bank was made during a period of one year prior to its failure, 
and the results and reports of such examinations; and give in full all the 
reports made (written, verbal, or otherwise) to any officer on the condition 
of said bank by all the examiners thereof during the years 1891, 1892, and 1893. 

Tenth. Whether the present receiver or other person went or was sent to 
Sedalia before the bank collapsed for the pone of examination, and at a 
time when its examination would have disclosed its insolvency; and when he 
arrived at Sedalia whether he was interrupted in, or caused to abandon, such 
examination by reason of an order or direction dispatched by telegraph to 
him or some officer of said bank from the Comptroller of the Currency or 
other official of the Department, and whether several days intervened be- 
tween such interrupted examination and the closing of said bank, and what 
knowledge or facts the Department has of fraudulent transfers and dis- 
position of the assets of the bank made by its officers during said interval, 
and if any action has been taken to recover such property, if fraudulently 
dis ad of. 

jleventh. Whether the cashier or any of the officers of said bank have 
been prosecuted for violation of the national banking law, and with what re- 
sult. Whether the cashier fled to Mexico, and what, if any, action has been 
taken for his extradition, and what obstacles, if any, either of law treaty, or 
fact, have obstructed such extradition; and the reasons why said receiver- 
ship should not be immediately closed and a distribution of the assets made 
to those entitled. : 

Twelfth. If any of the officers of said bank were indebted to the same by 
loans, overdrafts, or otherwise, with names of such officers given and the 
amounts of the indebtedness of each at the tin:es of the respective examina- 
tions of said bank during the years of 1891, 189%, and 1893, and at the time of 
the failure of said bank. : 

Thirteenth. In what way, if any, did certain lands in the State of Califor- 
nia become part of the assets of said bank. What, if any, prior claim existed 
on said lands, with the names of such prior claimants, and in what manner, 
if any, such prior claiin was liquidated by the receiver, and the names of the 

rties dealt with by the receiver and who received the proceeds resultin 

rom the said liquidation of such claim by the receiver; also the final - 
tion, if any, made of said lands by said receiver. 


Mr. COONEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Indiana {|Mr. JoHNsON] five minutes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to raise the point of order that there 
are many of the inquiries, so called, in that resolution that are not 
of a character contemplated by the rule, and certainly not within 
the knowledge of the Treasury Department. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman upon that 


int. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Reserving the point of order, I should like to 


know what the Banking and Currency Committee have to say 
about it. I think it is proper that we should hear from that com- 
mittee to see what may be the situation of the matter. Reserv- 
ing the right to object, I should like to hear a statement from the 
Banking and Currency Committee. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I do not care per- 
sonally, and I imagine the members of the Banking and Currency 
Committee do not care much, whether the motion of the gentle- 
men from Missouri [Mr. Coongy] to discharge that committee 
from the further consideration of this resolution prevails or not; 
but the statement that the gentleman from Missouri has made, 
although very brief, would seem to imply some dereliction of duty 
upon the part of the committee, and for that reason I am not 
willing to have the House pass on the motion without avery brief 
statement. 

Very soon after this resolution came to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency it was referred to a subcommittee, of which I 
have the honor to be chairman. It is well known that the com- 
mittee has been exceedingly busy in dealing with general banking 
and currency revision bills now before it, and therefore it has not 
been able to give attention to what were considered minor ques- 
tions as fully as it would like; but, nevertheless, there has been, 
I think, no real delay in respect to this resolution. 

Very soon after the resolution was referred to the subcommit- 
tee the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Coonry] called upon me 
and urged that it be taken up, and shortly thereafter I made an 
appointment for him to be present at a meeting of the subcom- 
mittee. I think the seem ben of that subcommittee were all 
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ape that meeting, except the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
ADDOX]. 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Coonzy] was heard upon 
the subject, and thereupon I submitted the resolution to the - 
retary of the Treasury, asking his opinion as to the propriety of 
its passage. In the course of two or three days I received from 
him in reply a communication, and also one from the Comptroller 
of the Currency, to which was subjoined a lengthy communica- 
tion upon the very subject involved in the resolution, addressed 
by the ny eye some time ago to the gentleman from Missouri. 

It was the intention of the subcommittee to report back its 
action to the full committee at the last regular meeting, on 
Wednesday, but immediately on the assembling of the committee, 
and without any member of the subcommittee having knowledge 
that such was the intention, a motion to adjourn was made and 
carried, so that the matter went over. 

I think the subcommittee is now about ready to report, and, 
unless this motion prevails, will report to the full committee at 
the next meeting, which will be held to-morrow at 10.30 o’clock. 
I think, Mr. Speaker, that the House will readily perceive that 
the question involved in the resolution is one which is a little 
embarrassing. I have no doubt that there are instances in which 
it is entirely proper that information of this general character 
should be furnished to the House in response to a resolution, but 
the precedent sought to be set is one which it is well worth while 
to guard. The resolution calls for a tremendous amount of in- 
formation, and might, if , set a precedent which would 
result in consequences which would not be of a very desirable 
character. That, however, I do not care to go into now. It is 
rather a matter for the subcommittee to discuss in its report to 
the full committee. It is sufficient to say that the subcommittee 
has not, in my opinion, been derelict in its duty, and if the gen- 
tleman desires it, there will be a report upon resolution on 
to-morrow to the full committee. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I sages the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Coonry] that he withdraw the motion, in view of 
the statement of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. COONEY. Does the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Jonn- 
SON] state that there will be a report on this resolution from the 
committee to-morrow? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Isaid that the subcommittee would 
report to the full committee on this resolution to-morrow. 

r. COONEY. Then has the tleman any idea when the 
full committee will report this resolution? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Well, I can not say as to that, but 
I presume it will proceed promptly. Every gentleman knows 
that the Committee on ing and Currency has been unusually 
a during this session. 

r. COONEY. Iam very well aware of that. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. It has been sitting during the ses- 
sions of the House, and has been considering several general bills 
for the revision of banking and currency and has been giving ex- 
tended hearings. This resolution can reported promptly by 
the full committee, and I will say to the gentleman that I will 
eo to get a report promptly from that committee if he 

esires it. 

Mr. COONEY. In view of what the gentleman states, and 
with the expectation of an immediate report, I do not care to 
press my motion any further. 

Mr. COX. Mr.Speaker, as a member of that committee, I wish 
to say that Iam aware that the matter spoken of <o gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. vos ae been in the ds of the 
subcommittee. No doubt they will report it; but I desire gentle- 
men and the House to know that for the last two weeks, yes, 
nearly three weeks, there has been no responsibility upon the mi- 
nority of that committee, for we have not been permitted to know 
what has been going on in the committee room. _[. hter. } 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman has 
been permitted to know everything that has been going on in the 
full committee. 


Mr. COX. There has not been anything going on in the full 
comunittee. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana (continuing). But I know the gen- 
tleman would not wish to intrude himself upon any conferences 
of the majority members of the committee. 


The SPEA The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Cooney] 
withdraws his motion. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—THORP VS. EPES, FOURTH DISTRICT, 
VIRGINIA. 


Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, I desire to ask unanimous consent that 
the time given to the minority in the contested-election case of 
Thorp vs. be extended until Friday. Time was given until 
Wednesday, but I find it impossible to make a report by that time, 
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,in view of the fact that we have a order for that day, 
—_ to me that there should be no jection to an extension. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the Po aga had better 
be submit*ed in the presence of the go eman from Virginia 
[Mr, WALKER], who is chairman of committee having the 
matter 


in charge. 
Mr. arin Indiana. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
LKER] is ° 
Wrne SPEAKER. The Chair asks the attention of the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. WALKER). The gentleman from aia {[Mr. 
Miers] asks unanimous consent that the time in which to file the 
views of the minority in the contested-election case of Thorp vs. 
be extended until Friday. 
. WALKER of aoe Friday of this week? 
The SPEAKER. Friday of this week. 
Mr. WALKER of Virginia. I have no objection, sir. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
JUDSON JONES, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 4847) for 
the relief of Judson Jones, with Senate amendments thereto. 

The bill and Senate amendments were read. 

The Senate amendments were agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed a bill of the following title; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

S. 3645. An act to amend “An act providing for the public print- 
ing and binding and the distribution of public documents,” ap- 
proved January 12, 1895. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the bill (H. R. 7559) making Rockland, Me., a 
subport of entry. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to its appropriate 
committee, as indicated below: 

S, 3645. An act to amend “An act providing for the public print- 
ing and binding and the distribution of public documents,” ap- 
proved January 12, 1895—to the Committee on Printing. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The call of the committees rests with the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I want to call up a Senate bill on 
the Speaker's table. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The Committee on Ways and Means have 
— further to present. 

Mr. PAYNE (continuing). Senate bill 8580. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman calls up for consideration a 
bill which has priority. 

Mr. PAYNE. It is a Senate bill identical with a bill of the 
House reported by the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries, and I have also the authorization of the committee to call 
it up. 

r. BAILEY. It is impossible to hear what the gentleman 
from New York says. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman desires to call up a bill the 
like of which has been reported by a committee of the House, and 
does so at the direction of the Committee on Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

Mr. BAILEY. I believe, Mr. Speaker, it would hardly be in 
order to interrupt the call of committees for that purpose. 

The SP The Chair had not called the committees, but 
had spoken of it. 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman from Maine had announced that 
pn on Ways and Means had nothing further to pre- 
sent. 

The SPEAKER. That is quite correct; but no action had been 
taken, and the gentleman from New York called up this bill. 

Mr. . If the call had not been commenced—— 

Mr. PAYNE. “The gentleman from New York” was on his 
ee request when the gentleman from Maine made 

statemen 


Mr. . Mr, er, is that a privileged motion, or 
does it ae iti , ged 
The 8 . Itis privileged; the regular order of business. 


AMENDING LAWS RELATING TO NAVIGATION, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


onal A bill (S. 8580) to amend the laws relating to navigation. 
Ee Fe at te archeatine shall bo trensperted water 
under penalty of forfeiture thereof port of the United — 
or for 

ted States. 

t the sailing of any foreign 

ited States: Provided, That no 

such vessel from some foreign port 
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which shall not have been unladen shall be carried from one port or place in 
the United States to another. 

Szc. 2. That section 8 of *‘An act toabolish certain fees for official services 
to American vessels, and to amend the laws relating to shipping commission- 
ers, seamen, owners of vessels, and for other purposes,” approved June !9, 
1886, is hereby amended to read: 

“Szc. 8 No foreign vessel shall transport passengers between ports or 
places in the United States, either directly or by way of a foreign port, under 
a penalty of $100 for each eee so transported and landed.” 

Sec. 3. Whenever merchandise is imported into the United States by sea 
for immediate exportation toa foreign port by sea,or by a river, the right 
to ascend or descend which for the purposes of commerce is secured by treaty 
to the citizens of the United States and the subjects of a foreign power, the 
Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to prescribe regulations for 
the transshipment and transportation of such merchandise. 

Re 4. That section 3109 of the Revised Statutes is hereby amended to 
read: 

“Sec. 8108. The master of any foreign vessel, laden or in ballast, arriving 
whether by sea or otherwise, in the waters of the United States from any 
foreign territory adjacent to the northern, northeastern, or northwestern 
frontiers of the United States, shall report at the office of any collector or 
deputy collector of the customs which shall be nearest to the point at which 
such vessel may enter such waters; and such vessel shall not transfer her 
cargo or passengers to another vessel or proceed farther inland, either to 
unlade or take in , Without a special permit from such collector or 
deputy collector, issued under and in accordance with such general or special 
regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may, in his discretion, from 
timetotime prescribe. Thissection shallalso apply to trade with or through 
— For any violation of this section such vessel shall be seized and far- 

eited.”” 

Sxc. 5. This act shall take effect one month after its passage. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I would like to have that bill explained. 

Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman will wait a moment—— 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. you ask unanimous consent to con- 
sider that? 

Mr. PAYNE. Notatall. It comes up in the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Itisa Senate bill, the like of which has been 
reported by a House committee, and that report is on the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, this bill was introduced in the Sen- 
ate, and also in the House, on the 7th day of this month, at the 
request of the Treasury Department, having been prepared in that 
De ent. The object of the bill is to protect our seacoast 
trade along the Pacific coast with Alaska. That is the sole and 
only object of the bill. It happens, now, under existing law that 
a cargo of goods may be shipped from some port like Seattle to 
Victoria or Vancouver, for 90 miles, in an American vessel and 
then the cargo taken some 900 or 1,000 miles in a foreign vessel to 
Alaska. The object of the bill is to prevent that sort of thing, 
and to follow those cargoes shipped from the Pacific Slope, in the 
United States, to Alaska, whether stopping at Vancouver and 
Victoria or not, and require that they shall be shipped in an Amer-- 
can vessel. Thatis the prime object of the bill. Now, I will ask 
to have the report read, or, rather,a letter from the Secretary of 
the , explaining the bill and the object of it, after which 
I shall note to the House the exact changes made in each section 
of the bill from existing law. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries report back the 
bill (H. R. 7808) to amend the laws relating to navigation, and recommend 
that the same do pass. 

The inclosed copy of the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, addressed 
to Senate Committee on Commerce, explains the bill. 

The committee recommend amendment in line 8, page 2, by striking out 


the word “ one” before“ hundred ” and inserting “‘two;*’ so that it shall read 
“two hundred.” 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 9, 1898. 

Sir: Replying to your indorsement of Senate bill 3580, entitled “A bill to 
amend the laws rela’ to navigation,” in which you request a report from 
this Department, I have to state: 

New and conditions, created by the discovery of gold on the Yukon 
River, render desirable the enactment of the inclosed bill: 

First. In order to strengthen and render more explicit the laws declaring 
our general policy that the coasting trade (including trade between the rest 
of the Uni States and Alaska) 

v 


be reserved exclusively to American 


essels. 
Second. In order to cover more explicitly this situation, seagoing vessels 
can proceed to St. Michael, near the mouth of the Yukon. The Yukonis very 


ow, in some places only 4 feet deep. 
from deep-draft seagoing vessels to river vessels drawing little water are 
therefore ar it. Michael. Substantially the same is true of tho 
Stikine River, and Wrangel, near its mouth. 

Section 1 is a ee and more explicit statement of certain provisions 
of section 4347 of the Revised Statutes. It is not put in theform of an amend- 
ment to that section, as the revisers of the statutes saw fit to incorporate in 
that section certain legislation based on the Treaty of Washington of 1871, 
The present validity of that legislation has for some years been disputed, and 
to avoid any legislative declaration on that dispute as a part of this measure, 
where it is not involved, the first section is drawn independently, though in 
effect it amends indirectly the other portions of section 4347. 

The essential amendment is in the words “or for any part of the voyage.” 
The question has recently been put to the Treasury whether American 

to Alaskan ports from Seattle can be carried in American 
vessels to Victoria, a distance of only 72 miles, and at Victoria be put on 
British vessels to be carried to Dyea, a distance of about 900 miles, or to St. 
Michael, a distance of about 2,000 miles. The Treasury Department has ruled 
that this is a violation of the laws reserving the coasting trade to American 
vessels. lt is a palpable evasion of those laws, but in some quarters doubt is 
expressed r the courts will not decide, as they did in the case of a 

tofa of nails from New York to Antw , 

thence to San Francisco by another foreign \ 


Transfers of cargo and passengers 


rp by a foreign vessel, 


an sel, that the law had been 
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successfully evaded, not violated. That decision led to the amendment of 
Revised Statutes, section 4347, 4, the act of February 15, 1893, prohibiting 
shipment “via a foreign port.” hat amendment, however, does not, per- 
baps, fully cover the transaction here referred to. The polic 
States is to confine carrying by water for the whole voyage between Amer- 
ican ports to American vessels. Itis believed that section 1 explicitly affirms 
that policy and removes all doubt. , 

Section 2: Section 8 of the act of June 19, 1886, imposes a penalty of only $2 
on foreign vessels soap ae passengers from one to another American port. 
This small penalty is wholly inadequate to preserve the coastwise carrying 


of the United 


of passengers to American vessels on the long and expensive voyages from 
the Pacific coast of the United States to Alaska, up the Yukon, etc. The 
nalty is increased to $200. The penalty for the like offense im by the 
anadian laws is $400, and I respectfully suggest that the penalty proposed 
by this section may be increased to that maximum. In cases where this may 
geem excessive the Secretary of the Treasury has the power to mitigate it. 

Section 3 is designed to give the Secretary of the Treasury full powers to 
regulate the transfer of cargoes and yo g from deep-sea vessels to shal- 
low river vessels, bound up the Yukon and Stikine. The conditions under 
which such transfers will occur can not now be fully foreseen, so the bestowal 
of discretionary power in the Secretary of the Treasury seems the only way 
to meet the situation. After one season's experience it will probably be pos- 
sible, if desirable, to offer for consideration more precise legislation. 

Section 4: Section 3109 of the Revised Statutes is part of an act passed in 
1866. The treaty for the purchase of Alaska was made in 1867. There is some 
doubt, therefore, whether section 3109 is applicable to Alaska. This bill 
makes it specifically applicable. The insertion of the words “transfer her 
cargo or passengers to another vessel’ is necessary, as seagoing vessels at 
St Wichasl do not “ proceed farther inland.” There is not enough water. 
Accordingly they transfer. The section is a necessary supplement to section 
8 of the bill, as it fixes the penalty on the vessel for violation of the regula- 


tions. 
Respectfully, yours, L. J. GAGE, 
Secretary. 


Hon. WILLIAM P. FRYE, 
Chairman Committee on Commerce, United States Senate. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that any further 
explanation of the bill is necessary after hearing the letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury. The first section of the bill is 
recisely identical with the present law, except the words “or 
for any part of the voyage,” which are in line 6; so that it reads 
now: 


That no merchandise shall be eecnorted by water from one port of the 
United States to another port of the United States, either directly or by a 
foreign port, or for any part of the voyage, in any other vessel than a vessel 
of the United States. 

This, Mr. Speaker, is to overcome those difficulties that I spoke 
of in what I said in the opening in reference to this bill. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, does the gentleman think 
that we have American bottoms sufficient to do this business? 

Mr. PAYNE. We have, without any question. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Are you satisfied of that? 

Mr. PAYNE. I am satisfied of that fact. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. This is practically a foreign country to us, 
while we own Alaska. 

Mr. PAYNE. Alaska isa part of the United States, and has 
been since 1867. Wecan not repeal that part of it. The second 
section, which amends section 8 of the act approved in 1886, sim- 
ply changes the penalty: 

No foreign vessel shall transport passengers between ports or places in 


the United States, either directly or by way of a foreign port, under a pen- 
alty of $200 for each passenger so transported and landed. 


Now the penalty is $2. 

Mr. LI GSTON. What section is that? 

Mr. PAYNE. *t is the second section of this bill, on page 2, 
line 8. The penalty under the present law is $2, but under the 
Canadian law the penalty is $400. We make it in this bill a pen- 
alty of $200; and the House will bear in mind, in the discretion 
of the Secretary of the Treasury he can mitigate this penalty or 
relieve the vessel entirely from it if the case warrants it. We 
simply put that penalty at half what it is in the Canadian law. 

The third section is a new section, and is as follows: 

Sec. 3. Whenever merchandise is imported into the United States by sea 
for immediate exportation to a foreign port by sea, or by a river, the right 
to ascend or descend which for the purposes of commerce is secured by treaty 
to the citizens of the United States and the subjects of a foreign power, the 
Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to prescribe regulations for 
the transshipment and transportation of such merchandise. 

This is made to apply to the new situation in Alaska in the nav- 
igation of the Yukon and Stikine rivers. The Secretary says it 
is impossible to frame a statute which might not do great injus- 
tice, and so it is left in the discretion of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to make such laws and regulations as the commerce on this 
river requires, 

Section 4 amends section 3109 of the Revised Statutes. That 
section was passed in 1866. The treaty by which we purchased 
Alaska was made in 1867. Some question has been raised as to 
whether this law passed before the treaty could be made to appl 
to the navigation of the waters of Alaska. For my own act 
think the law as it stands now applies to the navigation of skan 
waters, but the question having been raised, the Secretary of the 
———e has suggested this amendment to that section in these 
words: 

This section shall apply to trade with or through Alaska. 

So there will be no doubt that this section of the law of 1866 will 


apply to Alaskan waters as well as the other navigable waters of 
United States. 
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There is another provision, in line 10, at the bottom of the page, 
which is new, in these words: 


Not transfer her cargo or passengers to another vessel or. 
The paragraph as amended reads: 


Such vessel shall not transfer her cargo or passengers to another vessel or 
proceed farther inland, either to unlade or take in cargo, without a special 
permit from such collector or deputy collector, issued under and in accord- 
ance with such general or ial regulations as the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury may, in his Sieoretion, from time to time prescribe. 

The only objection I have heard to the bill was by a gentleman 
representing Canadian interests, who said that this section of the 
bill conflicted with the treaty of Washington, which gives to tha 
Canadian authorities the privilege of navigation of the river, sub- 
ject to the regulations ofthe Treasury. Heclaimed that the owner 
of a vessel might be compelled to travel 200 miles to find the United 
States official and secure the permit. I have looked at the treaty, 
and in the light of the statute passed in the last Congress allowing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to appoint an official who may be at 
the mouth of these rivers to issue a special permit provided for in 
this last section, I can not see any hindrance to the navigation of 
these rivers freely by the British subject or anything in the bill 
which will conflict in the slightest degree with the treaty of Wash- 
ington. This regulation is meant to secure the proper collection 
of revenue from goods entering these waters. 

If they are intended to go through these waters to British posts, 
we do not need to collect the revenue, but we want that fact as- 
certained and have a special permit from this collector or other 
officer stationed at the mouth of these rivers in order to give those 
permits, when the goods shall be transferred from a seagoing 
vessel to one that navigates the river where the water is not more 
than 3 or 4 feet deep. That is the whole object and scope of the 
bill. It is in furtherance of the idea that the coasting trade should 
be committed to vessels of the United States, and in order to se- 
cure that coasting trade, not only along the Atlantic coast, but 
the Pacific coast of the United States, and also to secure the 
coasting trade of the United States proper with Alaska, which 
has become important. It is to secure this that this bill, asked 
for by the Secre of the Treasury, is framed. 

Mr. MOODY. ill the gentleman from New York allow me a 
question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 


Mr. MOODY. Does this billin any way affect the bonding privi- 


lege? 

itr. PAYNE. You mean with reference to the railroad carry- 
ing trade? No; it refers entirely to goods brought in vessels and 
transferred to other vessels. 

Mr. MOODY. Would it indirectly affect the bonding privilege? 

Mr. PAYNE. I can not see how it would affect it in any ar 

Mr. SIMPKINS of Massachusetts. As I understand, this bill 
simply secures to American vessels the American coastwise trade 
of Alaska? 

Mr. PAYNE. That is the purpose of it, and that is all there is 
in it, as I understand it. 

Mr. TERRY. Will the gentleman from New York yield to 
me? 

Mr. PAYNE. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. TERRY. I should like fifteen or twenty minutes. 

ala: I will yield the gentleman from Arkansas ten 
minutes. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, this is a very important bill, and 
it isa great deal broader than would be imagined at first glance, 
or from the statements made by the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Payne]. It does not simply relate to Alaska. It relates to 
the entire coastwise trade of the United States. I believe in the 
ee that all this coastwise trade and all other sort of trade 
of the United States ought to be carried by our own citizens. 

It was carried by our own citizens in former days. We had 
over 80 per cent of the carrying trade of American goods in the 
days of wooden vessels and sailing vessels, when every American 
citizen could go and get him a vessel, when we made the best 
vessels in the world, when our flag was on the high seas carrying 
not only our commerce, but the commerce of other nations. hen 
England discovered that we were making better ships than she 
could make, she repealed her own antiquated navigation laws and 
allowed British citizens to get ships wherever they could. We 
have the old, antiquated navigation and shipping laws applicable 
to the times when we had wooden sailing vessels, but they do not 
apply to these times. 

e ought to change those laws so that American citizens may 
be able to get vessels to engage in this ing trade without be- 
ing compelled to go to a ere eae . Unless = amend your 
navigation laws, all bills of this kind, instead of being in favor of 
American shipowners, are simply in favor of the ship trust. 
That is all it amounts to. If you will allow an American citizen 
to get the best vessel that he can anywhere on the best possible 
terms, and then admit that vessel to registry under the American 
flag, I shall be in favor of a law like this, But as long as you 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1 American citizens who want to carry the of their 
country upon the high seas to go to a ship trust in o 
their vessels, all laws of this kind, instead of bei 
of American citizens, are simply in favor of the shipping trust. 

Upon that fundamental prin ae I am opposed to measure, 
unless you will amend your antiquated shipping and navigation 
laws. You have had those laws on your statute books nearly a 
century. They applied to the time o: wooden vessels and sailing 
vessels. An American citizen might go to England or some other 
place and get a ship at one-half the price which he would have to 
pay the ship trust; but when he has obtained the best vessel he 
can get anywhere he can not under our present navigation laws 
float the flag of his country on his vessel; he can not obtain an 
American registry. As long as this state of affairs continues, I 
am op to measures of this sort. 

What did England do when we could make better ships than 
she did? England, under conditions similar to those prevailing 
to-day in the United States, repealed, modified, or amended her 
antiquated shipping and navigation laws. Her citizens then 
came to the United States where they could get the best vessels— 
the Baltimore clippers and vessels made up in the State of the 
honorable Speaker of this House. When England found that 
Americans were — and cheaper vessels than could be 
made in England, she allowed her citizens to come here and buy 
vessels and register them under the British flag. And that is the 
way in which she took the carrying trade away from us. Now, 
while we are pretending to favor commerce under the American 
flag, we are simply favoring commerce under the flag of the ship- 
ping trust. That is what it amounts to. 

r. DINGLEY. I desire to call the gentleman’s attention to 
the fact that this bill does not refer to the foreign carrying trade 
at all—— 

Mr. TERRY. I understand that. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But simply to the domestic and coastwise 
trade. 

Mr. TERRY. Iunderstand that the bill refers to the American 
coastwise trade. But where are you going to get your vessels— 
where are American citizens going to get vessels to compete with 
foreigners? 

Mr. DINGLEY. The same as they have always done. 

Mr. TERRY. Yes, the same as they have always done. The 
American citizen now is — to go to a shipping trust be- 
fore he can get a vessel. In old times—the times of wooden ves- 
sels and sailing vessels—any man could go into the forests of 
Maine or elsewhere and hew him out aship. Now he must go to 
one of the iron-ship trusts in order to obtain a vessel, unless he 
wants merely a sailing vessel. He can still go to Maine or else- 
where in the United States and get a sailing vessel; he can still 
get there a wooden vessel. But if he wants one of the swift 
coasters, cruisers, or greyhounds that can compete with the ships 
of other nations, he can not obtain one unless he goes to the ship- 
ping trust and pays a much larger price than he would if per- 
mitted to buy wherever he could the cheapest. 

This is my fundamental objection to this bill. I say again, 
amend your antiquated navigation and shipping laws as England 
did hers under like circumstances, and then you will give Ameri- 
can citizens achance. Let them get their vessels where they can 
get them best and cheapest, just as England permitted her citi- 
zens to do under a wise public policy. In that way you will 
restore your flag to the seas. But until you do that I say to you 
gentlemen that when you go to the bottom of this bill it is simply 
a bill in favor of the ship trusts, or, at least, it seems that way to 
me, and so I enter my protest against it. 

Mr. PAYNE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
me DINGLEY]. 


INGLEY. r. Speaker, the gentleman who has just ad- 


dressed the House has evidently conceived the erroneous opinion 
bee es refers to the foreign carrying trade, which it does 
not at all. 

Now, the coastwise trade of the United States employs three 
times as much tonnage as the coastwise trade of any other nation 


It refers simply to the coastwise and domestic trade. 


on the face of the earth. There is no difficulty about our coast- 
wise trade under the policy that has prevailed from the founda- 
tion of the Government—the policy of restricting participation in 
that trade to American renee, 

_This bill, as I understand from the explanation which has been 
given, is designed simply to thwart an attempt that has been made 
to overturn our laws relating to participation in the coastwise 
trade. This was done first, I think, by shipping goods to Ant- 
werp and from there to San Francisco, thus evading all laws re- 
stricting participation in this trade to American vessels. The 
same thing is now done as to Alaska, I understand, by shipping 

ods from this country to Victoria and then reshipping them in 
tish vessels to Alaska. 

Mr. TERRY. Iam in favor of Americans having the coast- 
wise trade; but I want them to have an opportunity to go into it 
without paying tribute to any ship trust. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, so far as that is concerned, there are of 
course in this country a large number of shipbuilding concerns, 
and a large proportion of these vessels employed in our coastwise 
trade are still wooden vessels, sailing vessels. I see no objection ~ 
to the bill as explained by the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr.8 er, I think that if the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. Terry] understood this question correctly he 
would be in favor of this bill. He seems to be in favor of giving 
our coastwise trade to American citizens and American vessels. 
What he has said about foreign trade and foreign vessels, and 
about free ships, which he seems to think existed at some time in 
the United States, and about the question of building up the mer- 
chant marine of the United States, which was built up under a 
different law, a law which, as I have been informed historically, 
made a discriminating duty, has no application at all to this case. 

I move the previous question on the bill to its passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAK The question is on ordering the bill toa third 
reading. 

The question being taken, 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, the ayes have it. 

Mr. TERRY demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 87, noes 3. 

Accordingly the bill was ordered to athird reading; and it was 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman any other bill to present? 

Mr. PAYNE. No other bill. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The next committee is the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and the chairman of that committee reports 
that it has nothing to present. 

Mr. GIBSON. r. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to call 


up a bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes the gentleman will not ask 
unanimous consent until we get through with this call of com- 
mittees. Almost all the bills are of that character that unanimous 
consent is asked for, and if we can clear them off it will relieve 
the business of the House just so much. 

The Committee on the Judiciary was called. 


FEES OF CERTAIN OFFICERS. 


Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 5879) to re- 
peal section 2 of the act of March 3, 1887, and to amend section 1 
of the same act. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 1 of the act of March 3, 1887, chapter 359, 
second session of the Forty-ninth Congress (Supplement to Revised Statutes, 
volume 1, page 559), bo amended by adding thereto the following proviso, to 
wit: Provided further, That no suit against the Government of the United 
Sta ine by any officer of the United States to recover fees for serv- 
ices alleged have been performed for the United States, shall be allowed 
under this act unless an account for said fees shall have been rendered and 
finally acted upon according to the provisions of the act of July 31, 1804 
(chapter 174, 28 Statutes at Large, page 162). 

Sec. 2. That section 2 of the act of March 3, 1887, chapter 359, second ses- 
sion of the Forty-ninth Congress (Supplement to Revised Statutes, volume 1, 
page 559), be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Mr. Speaker, the passage of this bill is 
asked by the Treasury Department to cure some peculiarities in 
the statutes and decisions relating to officers’ fees. Under the 
present condition of the law various circuit and district courts 
throughout the United States are constantly making conflicting 
rulings in regard to officers’ fees, some of the courts allowing $1 
for a given service, some $2. and some allowing nothing. I will 
not take up the time of the House by referring to each particular 
trouble and question of difference of opinion between the courts, 

Under the law of July 31, 1894, it is provided that no person who 
holds a $2,500 office can hold another compensated office under the 
United States. Now, in a district, I think in Michigan—it makes 
no difference, however, where the district is—one person holds the 
office of clerk of the court of appeals and the same person holds 
the office of clerk of the circuit court of the United States, each 
of them paying a salary amounting to or exceeding $2,500. This 
person draws, in the regular way, his salary of $2,500 for one of 
the offices. Then he brings a suit against the United States every 
quarter for a sum less than $1,000. Sometimes the cases are not 

roperly defended, the Department here having no notice of them. 

his man obtains a judgment for less than a thousand dollars 
every three months, from which judgment there is no appeal to 
the Supreme Court. 

Thus he violates the law of 1894 and draws the pay of two offi- 
cers, each of them exceeding $2,500. The same difficulty exists in 
other places in the United States. There is a contrariety of rul- 
ings, so that the auditing officers of the Department here are kept 
in constant confusion. 


Another thing. Under the present law the United States may 
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be sued in some remote district on a small account or on a large 
account for fees. The office here having no notice of it, there be- 
ing no presentation of the account in the accounting department, 
the first thing the Department knows there is a judgment ren- 
dered against the United States. 

Now, this bill provides that no suit shall be brought against the 
United States in the circuit court or any other court until a state- 
ment of the account is rendered to the proper accounting officer 
of the Treasury, and by him acted upon, and he is given, under 
this bill, six months after the account is rendered in which to act 
upon it. After that, if no action is taken, the party may sue, so 
that no hardship can come to anybody. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Did the committee take into account the fact 
that accounts are carried from the accounting offices of the 
Treasury to the legal department on legal points, and that some- 
times there might be more than six months elapse before the 
Treasury Department would give a final decision? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Iwill say to the gentleman from Maine 
that that was considered in the committee, and the bill requires 
the accounts to be rendered tothe proper accounting officer of the 
Treasury. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is the ordinary procedure. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF (continuing). So that if the claimant files 
his account with some law officer to be adjusted, the time does not 
begin to run until the account is rendered to the proper account- 
iug officer of the Treasury, as defined by the act of 1894. Thecom- 
nittee thought that six months was long enough after that. 

Mr. DINGLEY. In the case that I have suggested, where a 
question of law arises, and the accounting officer, who is the Audi- 
tor, sends it to the Comptroller for the determination of the ques- 
tion of law, more than six months might elapse before the final 
decision of the matter. I question whether you have given time 
enough in order to accom the thing which you have in view. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Well, it was thought that six months was 
sufficient time. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask my friend 
whether upon examination he is still satisfied as to the correct- 
ness of the phraseology of the section? I understand that the 
Committee on the Judiciary desire to give the Treasury Depart- 
ment six months after the account is received? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Yes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But it occurs to me, and I suggest to the gen- 
tleman, that the language is not as clear as it might be, because it 
Bays: 

Unless the proper accounting officer fails to finally act thereon within six 
months after account rendered. 

Now, as I understand it, the account is rendered, say, for in- 
stance, by the United States marshal for the western district of 
Missouri, at the time he makes it out and forwards it to the 
Attorney-General. Then the Attorney-General, under the law, 
has two months in which to examine the account. At the expira- 
tion of that time it must go to the Auditor's office for final audit, 
subject to appeal to the Comptroller of the Treasury. I under- 
stand the gentleman in charge of the bill is of the opinion that the 
six mcnths begin to run, under the langu of this bill, not when 
the account is made out by the officer at sas City, but when it 
reaches the Auditor's office. Now, we both seek to accomplish 
exactly the same purpose. Both desire to give this officer and to 
give the Government the benefit of six months from the time the 
account is received by the Auditor. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. That was the object of the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Now, I hope that the gentleman, in view of 
the fact that we both seek to accomplish exactly the same purpose, 
will offer an amendment striking out the word ‘‘ rendered” and 
inserting the words ‘is received in said office;” so that as amended 
the amendment will read: 

Unless the proper accounting officer of the Treasury fails to finally act 
thereon within six months after the account is received in said office. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think that would cure the difficulty. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That would make it clear. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That would accomplish just what the com- 
mittee had in view. 

Mr. DOCKERY. We are both seeking to accomplish the same 


object. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I think the bill is clear on that subject, 
for the language on the first page, in line 12, is: 

Unless an account for said fees shall have been rendered and finally acted 
upon according to the provisions of the act of July 31, 1894. 

And so on. So the word “rendered.” following, will be con- 
strued according to the text, and it would mean ‘‘ rendered in the 
Treasury Department.” 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think, probably, that would be the con- 
struction; but inasmuch as i is confusion in the minds of 
some gentlemen as to what it really does mean, it seems that the 
amendment which I suggest is proper. I will not offer it unless 
the gentleman consents toit; but I think it would make it clearer. 
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Mr. UPDEGRAFF, I think there is no objection to the pro- 
posed amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ithink that would carry out just what you 
have in view. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then, Mr. Speaker, I desire to amend the 
amendment of the committee, 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. There are some amendments which I wish 
to propose. I hope the gentleman will wait until lgetthrough. I 
am instructed by the committee to move to strike out, in lines 5 
and 6, on page 1, the words “‘ Supplement to Revised Statutes, vol- 
ume 1, page 559,” 

_The reason for this is that there are two supplements to the Re- 
vised Statutes numbered 1, and this might create confusion. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 1, lines 5 and 6, strike out the words “Supplement to Revised 
Statutes, volume 1, page 559.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Now, there are some amendments in the 
bill which are referred to in the report. I should like to have 
them submitted to the House. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Before that is done I desire to amend by add- 
ing, after the word “ officer,” in line 16, page 2, the words ‘‘ of the 
bas ae? 

The SPEAKER. Is that an amendment to the amendment or 
an amendment to the original bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Itis an amendment to the amendment. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri offers an amend- 
ment to the amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 2, line 16, after the word “ officer,” insert the words “ of the Treas- 
ury.” 


So that it will read: 

Unless the proper accounting officer of the Treasury fails to finally act 
thereon within six months after account rendered. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit another 
amendment to the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri moves another 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Following the word “after,” in line-17, page 
2, insert the word ‘‘ the;” and strike out the word ‘‘rendered,” in 
line 18, and insert the words ‘‘is received in said office.” 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 2, line 17, after the word “after,” insert the word “the;” and in line 
18, strike out the word “rendered ” and insert in lieu thereof the words “ia 
received in said office.” 

The amendments to the amendment were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is upon agreeing to the 
amendment as amended, 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. There is still another amendment, to 
strike out section 2 and insert in lieu thereof a new section. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is that in lieu of the committee amendment? 

Mr. LANHAM. No; that is a committee amendment. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. That has nothing to do with what we 


have been Bd about. 
The SP ‘Rk. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 2 strike out all of section 2 and insert in lieu thereof the following, 

to be section 2: ed March 8, 1987, be, and 
approv , be, an 
“the 


“Sno. 2. That section 2 of the act aforesaid, 

the same is hereby, amended by adding thereto at the end thereof the follow- 
ing: ‘The jurisdiction hereby conferred upon said circuit and district 
courts not extend to cases t to recover fees, salary, or compen- 
sation for official services of officers of the United States or a ae such 
pu by persons claiming as such officers or as assignees or repre- 
ventatives thereof.’”’ 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I should like to ask the gentleman in 
charge of the bill whether this affects the salaries of officers where 
the law fixes the salary and the Committee on Appropriations 
ee epunqertans the amount which the law says the officers 

ve 


Mr. UPDEGRAFF., I think it has no reference whatever to 


4. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. It does not affect that at all? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, no. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended wasordered to be e and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. UPDEGRAFTF, the title was amended so as 
to read: “‘A bill to amend sections 1 and 2 of the act of March 3, 
1887, 24 Statutes at Large, chapter 359.” 

On motion of Mr. UPDEGRAFF, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table, 


a 2) 
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AMENDING SECTION 819 OF THE REVISED STATUTES, 


_ JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee 
oaltes Fetidats to call up the bill H. R. 2480, and to ask for 
favorable action. 

The bill is as follows: - 
A bill (1. R. 2480) to amend section 819 of the Revised Statu 
orize United States marshals, under the direction of the court, to provide 
et tt eet ftor a case is finally submitted, and to authorize courts of 
the Unite ae — ee at to an 
executive or judicial authorities 
evidence 


ex tion treaty. 
to a stay of execution after 


The Clerk 

Mr. JEN S (interrupting the ae. Mr. , lam 
asked by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Terry], a member 
of the Committee on the Judiciary, to ask the House to allow this 
bill to be laid aside until the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dz 
ARMOND] shall be present. I was not aware that he had an ob- 
jection to the passage of the bill, and in deference to the request 
of the gentleman from Arkansas, my colleague on the ttee, 
I ask that it be laid aside without Tea wees 

Mr. TERRY. I will state that the clause of the bill as reported 
referring to letters rogatory has already been stricken out; but 
there were some other objections in the minds of some members 
of the committee, and I have asked the gentleman to withdraw the 
bill from consideration. 

The SPEAKER. Has the Committee on the Judiciary any 
other bills to present? 

Mr. JEN S. None that I am aware of. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the bill will be 
withdrawn, and the committee without — to their 
rights. [After a pause.] The Chair hears no objection, 

SAFETY OF NATIONAL BANKS, 


Mr. COX (when the Committee on Banking and Currency was 
called). Mr. § er, I desire to call up for consideration the 
bill (H. R. 506) for the better control and to promote the safety of 
national banks. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That no national banking association shall make any 
loan to its president, its vice-president, its cashier, directors, or any of its 
clerks, tellers, bookkeepers, agents, servants, or other persons in its emplo 
until the proposition to make such a a ns the amount, terms, an 

ered therefor, shall have been su in writing Wy the person 
desiring the same toa meeting of the board of directors of such banking asso- 
ciation, or of the executive committee of such board, if any, and accepted and 
approved by a majority of those present constituting a quorum; and then not 
in excess of the amount now allowed by law. At such mee the person 
making such application shall not be Po. The said acce ad 
proval shall be made by a resolution, which resolution shall be voted upon by 
all present at such mee answering to their names as called, and a record of 
such vote shall be k 
in favor of such 


read 
next meeting of the board of directors and entered at length in the minutes of 
h di 1 . Nosuch association shall permit its dent, its 
book agents, servante. 2 aie piste cuneate became 
rs, servants, or other ns em e 
liable tolt by reason of overdrawn accoun mew 
Sxc. 2. That every president, vice-president, director, cashier, teller, clerk, 
or t of any such association who knowingly violates section 1 of this ac 
officer, clerk, or agent in any such violation, 
wo, of be eeeenes one shali ne pun ed by a fine of not 
or ent not more than five years, or by both. 
t — report of every national eaneviation an 


and shall also 
ciation which are past due 

vided, That nothing 
quire or peranit the 
ue to such associa‘ 
any statement published in a newspaper as now required by law. 


Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, there is no kind of legislation in this 


soquire or 
blication of such schedule of the debts due or to become 
from each of its directors or officers or employees in 


bill as to any system whatever. The reports of the 
Comptroller of the show that of the failures of national 
banks about 90 per cent is caused by officers connected with the 
banks appropriating the funds and investing them in speculation. 
The object of this bill is to prevent ihah eo tar en we oom. It has 
had the recommendation and indorsement of three Comptrollers 
of the Currency; and, in addition to that, it has passed this House 
twice and passed the Senate once with an amendment and was 
hung up with an amendment not e to the main of the 
bill and died in that condition. That is the object of this bill. 
The process proposed by which we prevent them, as acting 
officers or em of the bank, from absorbing and taking the 
funds of the in ion or illegally, is to provide that 
whenever one of the individuals, or employees of the 
bank, directors (and I will refer to that later), shall 
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make application for a loan of the money of the bank, if the 
bank has an executive committee, they shall file their application 
for a loan before the executive committee, and that executive com- 
mittee shall take a record vote as to whether the loan shall be 
made, and then submit that fact to the directors at the directors’ 
meeting. If the application is made to the board of directors, 
then the vote shall e taken there, and in either instance, whether 
made to the executive board or to the directors, a record of the 
vote shall be kept in the minutes of the bank. 

Now, that is the process by which it is attempted to prevent the 
officers and employees of the bank from absorbing and wasting the 
funds of the bank and bringing innumerable hardships upon the 
stockholders as well as upon the depositors. The bill goes a step 
further, with the same idea in view, and that is to prevent these 
officers and employees of a bank, by any sort of combination what- 
ever, from overdrawing their accounts in the banks. And while 
I do not desire to go into the details of these failures, much of the 
wrong and injury that have been inflicted has been in that line. 
You gentlemen readily comprehend that by a combination of cer- 
tain officers of a bank and certain men acting in the bank, as has 
been done in almost all banks that have failed, this combination 
goes on so perfectly that the bank really knows nothing about it 
until it wakes up and finds itself insolvent and ruined by its officers. 

Now, it is very hard to draw the line. This bill as introduced 
and as it went to the committee included the directors as well as 
the officers and employees or agents, but the committee eliminated 
the word ‘‘ directors” from the bill, and made it apply to all the 
other officers and employees of the bank. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I desire to ask the gentleman a 
question right there. The statistics show, do they not, that a large 
percentage of the failures of national banks has been due to the 
careless and even fraudulent loaning of money to the officers of 
the bank. I will ask youif itis not a fact that a large propor- 
tion of this kind of losses are cases where the loans are made to 
the directors? 

Mr. COX. I answer the gentleman this way: So far as the 
losses of the banks are concerned, about 90 per cent has been 
caused by the misconduct of its officers in handling the funds, and 
in quite a number of instances the directors have been involved 
in that matter. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Then I want to suggest to the 
gentleman that if this bill is intended to be broad enough to reach 
the evil in this matter, the word “‘ directors” should remain in the 
bill, and not be stricken out, as provided in the recommendation 
of the committee. 

Mr. COX. I agree thoroughly with the gentleman that the 
word ‘‘ directors,” in the application of the restriction of the bill, 
a” them as well as to anybody else; but—— 

Mr. OX. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 


Mr. COX. Letme finish this sentence just here. The objection 
that is presented, such as you can decide for yourselves, is in the 
fact that in the country banks the directors and officers all serve 
without compensation, and if that clause were in would deter di- 
— of the first class from being elected. That is all there is 

it. 

I agree with the gentleman thoroughly that the directors of the 
bank ought to be under the very same restrictions and under the 
very same limitations as the president, vice-president, cashier, or 
any other employee of the bank. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Does the gentleman think that 
gentlemen of character would be discouraged from becoming di- 
— if this provision of the bill were extended to them? I do 
no 

Mr. COX. I donot; but gentlemen of the committee did not 
agree with me. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I suggest tothe gentleman from 
Tennessee that it is very easy to make the bill as broad as the evil 
sought to be cured by voting down the amendments and voting 
for the bill as it was originally introduced. 

Mr. COX. In the original bill we passed through the Fifty- 
second Congress, and which went tothe Senate,the word ‘‘direct- 
ors” was included. In the Fifty-third Congress—I am speaking 
from memory—the word “directors” was stricken out on the 
floor of the House and it went to the Senate. I do not hesitate a 
moment about it, and I have some limited knowledge as to coun: 
try banks. I would put the directors under the same restraint 
that I did the others. 

There is a clause in this bill which, when you come to examine 
it, you will see puts quite a restriction upon the directors. In the 
first place, when this application for a loan is put in, a record is 
made of how the directors vote, which is kept in the minutes of 
the bank. In the next place, there is a separate report required 
to be made by the officers of the bank to the Comptroller of the 
Currency in the ordinary reports, which reports show the liability 
of ogg, ee peers or employee or any officer connected with the 
bank, t puts the Comptroller on his guard. He has a rule 
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of that sort at present, but there is no penalty affixed to it to en- 
force it. This bill puts a very heavy penalty upon any false return 
in regard to that matter. : : 

Mr. KNOX. AsI understood from the reading of the bill, sec- 
tion 2 provides: 

Sxc. 2. That every president, vice-president, director, cashier, teller, clerk, 
or agent of any such association who knowingly violates section 1 of this 
act, or who aids or abets any officer, clerk, or agent in any such violation, 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and shall be punished by a fine of 
oe snare than $5,000, or by imprisonment not more than five years, or by 

th. 


Now, section 1 provides: 

No such association shall permit its president, its vice-president, its cash- 
ier, or any of its clerks, tellers, ee aER agents, servants, or other per- 
sons in its employ to become liable to it by reason of overdrawn account. 

The question I ask is this: If it is the intention of the committee 
to provide that the officers of a bank shall be liable to that very 
heavy penalty of five years in the State prison, or a fine of $5,000, 
or both, for overdrawing his account whether he does it inten- 
tionally or not? 

Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. COX. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. Was not there a distinct agreement that the word 
“directors” should be stricken out all through the bill? 

Mr. COX. Yes. : 

Mr. HILL. Then why was not it done in section 2, line 1? 

Mr. COX. It is. 

Mr. KNOX. No; it is still in line 1, section 2. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Let me say to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Knox] that thisis a criminal statute, and gen- 
tlemen will agree with me that a criminal prosecution would 
hardly lie successfully against one without proof of the existence 
of a wrongful intent. 

Mr. KNOX. The intent to what? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. The intent to violate the law. 

Mr. KNOX. But there may be no intention to defraud at all; 
the officer may not intend to defraud anybody; he may unwit- 
tingly overdraw his account, and under this bill he is liable to go 
to prison for five years, 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I think the construction by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Knox] is erroneous. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman let me respond to his question? 
The point of the question lies in this fact: If a director overdraws 
his account, then he is subject to this penalty. That is the point 
of your question, is it not? 

Mr. KNOX. It is. 

Mr. COX. The very reason of this section lies in this fact, that 
while the director may borrow money, as anybody else not a di- 
rector may, he may engage in this fraud as well as anybody else. 
One of the most fruitful sources of destroying banks has been by 
officers overdrawing their accounts. This bill can not do the 
bank any harm, and it will do an immense amount of good. It 
is not legal now for an officer to overdraw his account, and if you 
permit the officers of the bank, including the directors, to over- 
draw their accounts, the whole object of this bill will be destroyed. 
Because a combination with the cashier and a director permits 
him to overdraw his account and the board of directors has no 
knowledge of it until it is brought to their knowledge; and the 
whole injury may be inflicted in the course of twenty or thirty 


days. 

Ar. WALKER of Massachusetts. Could not the difficulty be 
obviated by striking out, in line 1, section 2, the word “‘ director,” 
the same as it was stricken out in the fourth line of section 1? 

Mr. COX. Well, I do not want any quibbling or misunder- 


standing as to the effect of this bill. If gentlemen desire to strike 
out the word ‘‘ director,” and if that meets the approbation—— 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. It has been struck out in all 
other places. 

Mr. COX. Of course I would not quibble about anything of 
that kind. 

Mr. KNOX. In the copy which I have the word ‘“‘ director ” is 
not stricken out in section 2. 

Mr. COX. Nor is it in my copy. Probably there was an over- 
sight in not striking it out. But it ought not to be stricken out. 
Mr. KNOX. It is stricken out in all places except section 2. 

Mr. HILL. If there is no objection, I move to strike out the 
word ‘‘ directcr” in line 1 of section 2. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. If the gentleman in charge 
of this bill will ask unanimous consent that the word “director” 
be stricken out in line 1 of section 2, the bill will be satisfactory. 

Mr. COX. In order to arrange this matter satisfactorily, I will 
ask unanimous consent that that word be stricken out, but it does 
not meet my approbation. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I object, and I should like to be 
heard just a moment on that proposition. 

Mr. COX. Very well; I shall be glad to hear the gentleman's 
suggestion. 
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Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I ask the gentleman from Tennes- 
see this question: Did he not say afew moments ago that directors 
had frequently contributed to the losses of banks by committing 
the very evil which this bill is designed to rectify? 

Mr. COX. That is my understanding. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Now, I should like to know wh 
the directors should be exempted from the operations of this bill. 
If it is a good thing as against the cashier, why should it not bea 
good thing as against a director? That is my question. 

Mr. COX. I will answer that question in this way: I was or- 
dered to report this bill; it is suggested that there has been a 
mistake in incorporating into the bill the amendment agreed upon 
by the committee. Now, I will not stand here upon a question 
of that kind and defend a provision which has been reported by 
mistake. I want to put myself right about any such matter. I 
do not hesitate to say that directors ought to be included in the 
provisions of this bill. A motion is made to include them, and 
that will settle the question. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is it understood that there is now pend- 
ing a motion to include the word “directors” wherever it has been 
stricken out in the bill? 

Mr. KNOX. No; there is a request for unanimous consent to 
strike out the word “director” in line 1 of section 2. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman from Indiana, a member of the com- 
mittee, objects to that. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I understood the gentleman from Tennes- 
see to state just now that there had been presented an amendment 
to insert the word ‘‘ director” in the different sections of the bill. 
If such an amendment has not been offered, I desire to offer it. 

Mr. JONHSON of Indiana. I understand the situation to be 
simply this: The bill as originally introduced by the gentleman 
from Tennessee contained the word ‘‘ director,” so that the pro- 
visions of the bill were applicable to directors of a bank as well 
as to the president, cashier, and other officers. But the commit- 
tee, in reporting the bill back to the House, suggested, by way of 
amendment, that the word “director ” be stricken out, so that the 
directors of a bank shall not be subject to the provisions of the 
bill if it should pass. That, it seems to me, brings up the whole 
question, which is simply whether or not we shall vote down the 
amendments and preserve the bill in its original purity, so as to 
apply,as it ought, to directors as well as other officers, or whether, 
on the other hand, we shall vote to sustain the amendment, in 
which case the bill is to that extent emasculated, and the cashier 
and president of a bank are subjected to one ruleand the directors 
to another. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I ask the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Cox] to yield me a little time. 

Mr. COX. With pleasure. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, the same diffi- 
culty arises here that arises in our committee and arises every- 
where when we undertake to legislate on a question of banking or 
bank officers. This House should remember that the service per- 
formed in a bank by its directors is, except in the large city 
banks, entirely voluntary—absolutely without compensation, 
directly or indirectly. In other words, the service of a bank 
director is performed as a public duty. Now, it is impossible for 
the directors of a bank to know when a check comes in calling for 
funds whether there are funds there to meet that check or not. 

It is not impossible for one of the executive officers or employees 
vf the bank to know that. Therefore, when we are about to in- 
sert in a bill a penal provision with reference to the managers 
of a bank, we should be very careful that we do not kill the bank 
by preventing public-spirited men, benevolent, patriotic men who 
have at heart the interests of the community, from serving as 
bank directors, from accepting such service, lest they should be 
punished for offenses which they have not committed and of 
which they had no Lig one and no means of having cogni- 
zance. On the other hand, the executive officers of the bank to 
whom this bill is intended to apply do know about these matters, 
or if they do not they ought to be punished for not knowing. If 
we put into this bill a provision subjecting the directors to this 
penalty, proof should be required that the director acted with the 
special purpose of robbing the bank. Otherwise we destroy the 
whole efficiency of the bank in depriving it of proper manage- 
ment. 

Mr. GREENE. Does not this bill simply provide that a director 
shall be liable for his own overdraft? 

Mr. KNOX. No; he is liable if he aids or abets or permits any 
such overdraft. 

Mr. GREENE. Does not the bill provide that he must ‘“ know- 
ingly” do this? I think it ought to. 

Mr. COX. If gentlemen will give me their attention, I think 
there need be no trouble about this matter. This whole trouble 
has arisen in regard to the second section, and there is noneed for 
any trouble in that respect if the provisions of the bill are prop- 
erly understood. That section provides ‘‘ that every a 
vice-president, director, cashier, teller, clerk, or agent of any such 
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association who knowingly violates section 1 of this act” shall be 
subjected to a certain penalty. ; 

Mr. GREENE. What does section 1 provide? : 

Mr. COX. It directs how the banks shall make their loans. 
Under this provision a director can act upon the question of a loan 
‘ust as he does now, but if he assists the other officers of the bank 

making a loan in violation of the act then the penalty attaches 
to him, and it ought to do so by all means. : 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. NowI have done when I say 
I hope the House will vote upon this proposition with the distinct 
understanding that the committee, in reporting this bill, proposed 
only to include the officers of the bank who should overdraw, be- 
cause they should know whether their accounts are overdrawn or 
not, and they ought to be punished for overdrawing, because they 
have the means of knowing, while the directors have not; but if 
the directors aid and abet them in so doing, then the directors ought 
to be punished. I think it is a mistake to say that the committee 
amendments should be voteddown. I think they should be agreed 
to. It is only as the directors come in as second parties and assist 
the first party in committing a fraud that they ought to be pun- 
ished 


ished. 

Mr. GREENE. Does the bill make a director liable for over- 
drawing? > : 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. If he knowingly aids and 
abets the others, but does not himself commit fraud. 

Mr. GREENE. I think it ought to make him liable himself. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Let me explain, I beg of 

ou. In doing the immense business that we have to do, in sign- 
ing the checks that are put before us by the scores and hundreds 
at a time, we can not know the state of the account. Our clerks 
may deceive us or may make a mistake. 
r. GREENE. Then you could not be punished. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Yes; I beg _— pardon. If 
this passes including directors, we are presumed to know, if we 
sign a check, whether we have the money there or not. Now, I 
say that if a director knowingly does so—— 

Mr. GREENE. That is right. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. A director does not know, 
but a bank officer must be presumed to know, for he has access 
to the books of the bank, which are under his eye. 

Mr. COX. That is right. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. So does the director. 

Mr. COX. Lyield to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Jonn- 
son] such time as he desires. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I am told that the sta- 
tistics show that an overwhelming proportion of the failures of 
national banks have grown out of the careless and fraudulent 
methods in which the money of the bank has been loaned to the 
officers of the bank and to the directors of the bank, and to over- 
a permitted by officers of the bank to other officers of the in- 
stitution. 

Now, this bill is designed to remedy that wrong by providing 
that where loans are made to the officers of the bank it shall be 
done in a vey careful manner, under certain restraints, which are 
set forth in the bill; and for the pu of enforcing the provi- 
sions of the bill this penalty set forth in section 2 is attached. 

Now, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox] who has this 
bill in charge admits thatthe defalcations that have occurred have 
not simply been by loans to the president, vice-president, and 
cashier, but that they have also extended loans to the directors of 
the bank as well. Now, with the knowledge of those facts before 
it, the committee has emasculated this bill by striking out the 
word “directors” wherever they were sought to be covered by its 

rovisions, leaving these officers entirely exempt, and simply in- 

icting penalties where the president, vice-president, and cashier 
are concerned. Now, this is wrong. 

If this bill has merit in it, and 1 think it has, the full measure 
of its merit can only be achieved by making it broad enough to 
cover the whole evil that exists. The question can be very easily 
raised and decided here in a parliamentary way. All you have to 
do is to vote down the amendments suggested by the committee; 
and when you do that, then you insist that the directors shall be 
made amenable to the provisions of the bill. Then if you supple- 
ment this action by passing the bill, the remedy is as broad as the 
wrong you seek to reach. 

I should like a omen man on this floor to tell me why the 
directors shonld permitted to plunder and pilfer a bank and 
let it go to default, whereby people suffer loss, and yet a bar be 
erected against permitting the president, vice-president, and 
cashier to do the same thing. I think this is the most vital ques- 
tion involved in the bill, and we ought to meet it right at the 
very threshold. The way to do it, nah, is to vote down the 
amendments that the committee suggest, and then vote for the 
bill as it was originally introduced by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Cox}. 

Mr. COX. One word. It is very well known to the gentleman 
that I most heartily indorse his views upon this question, but I 
reported the bill as directed by the committee. 


Mr. JOHNSON ot Indiana. I understand that, but lam not 
under bonds to keep quiet on this subject. I have not made any 
agreement with the committee, and therefore I have the right to 
insist on what I believe to be right without any gentleman saying 
1 have violated any agreement, express or implied. I am a little 
more fortunate in that respect than is the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Cox]. 

Now, it has been suggested here that the penalty provided by 
section 2 is a harsh one. If gentlemen will read it, they will 
observe that simply a maximum penalty is set forth in this sec- 
tion and that there is no minimum penalty, so that while there 
might be a very heavy fine or a very extended term of imprison- 
ment inflicted if a court saw fit to inflict it, still a mere nominal 
fine of a dollar or an imprisonment for only one day might also be 
inflicted, in the discretion of the court. 

Now, anyone who will read the provisions of this bill will see 
that an officer of the bank violating its provisions can not be held 
liable to punishment unless he does it with a guilty intent and 
with full knowledge. Even in the absence of the word “ know- 
ingly,” any man accustomed to the construction of criminal stat- 
utes will admit that one could not be held responsible for a crime 
unless a guilty intent concurred with the act; but the question is 
placed beyond all possibility of cavil by the very language of the 
section itself, which says: 

Szc. 2. That every president, vice-president, director, cashier, teller, clerk, 
or agent of any such association who knowingly violates section 1 of this act, 
or who aids or abets any officer, clerk, or agent in any such violation— 

Shall be subject to the penalties provided in the act. 

I believe, Mr. Speaker, this is ali I care to say upon this subject. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me this is another one of 
these bills, of which we have so many, intended to make people 


‘| honest by means of legislation. Every pce of this bill is now 


carried out substantially in every well-organized and well-man- 
aged bank, and the bill is simply an embarrassment and a restric- 
tion placed upon the orderly and proper transaction of business in 
a well-managed institution. I know of no way by which you can 
make a man honest who wants to steal a hundred thousand dol- 
lars by putting a penalty of $5,000 on him. Now, the distinct 
agreement in this committee, as I asked the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee (Mr. Cox], and as he acknowledged, was that the word 
** director” should be stricken out of the bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I want to say to the gentleman 
from Connecticut—— 

Mr. HILL. And the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Jonnson] 
voted for that proposition himself. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I have no recollection as to how I 
voted, but if I did vote as the gentleman says, I am not one who 
is so anxious to preserve his consistency that he will not right 
his wrong when he is convinced that he is mistaken. 

Mr. HILL. Ido not think the gentleman is in any danger of 
preserving his consistency, and he does not need to apologize on 
that question. Pages. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. And I want to say to the gentle- 
man—- 

Mr. HILL. Let me finish, and then you can go on. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. The directors of banks in New England, at least— 
I am not familiar with their duties in other sections of the 
country—act purely in a voluntary capacity. Gentlemen are 
standing all around me who occupy these positions, who receive 
no pay for their services, and who act, as they believe, for the good 
of the institutions which they represent and the stockholders for 
whose money they are practically trustees. 

I do not believe it is right, Mr. Speaker, to put a man in the 
position in which section 2 puts him, as it seems to me, in view of 
the other fact that he is already held by the law and by his oath 


for any negligence in the performance of his duty. Why pile on . 


the agony? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. What is the harm? 

Mr. HILL. Why pile on the agony by saying that he shall be 
held criminally responsible for what he knows nothing about? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. The gentleman’s argument that 
men can not be made honest by inflicting penalties upon them, if 
carried out to its logical conclusion, would repeal every penalty 
oy by the criminal statutes of every State in the American 

nion. 

Mr. HILL. I simply stand by the agreement that was made in 
the committee, that the word “‘ directors” should be stricken out. 
I believe that the bill is useless and simply an annoyance; but 
being one of the persons to whom it refers, I can not consistently 
oppose it, although, as I said in the beginning, I think itis another 
a of those mischievous attempts to make people honest by legis- 

ation. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PERKINS. Has this bill been reported from the Banking 
and Currency Committee? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 
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Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I will answer that. Yes; 
the committee is now performing on this floor. [anae. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I have nothing to add except that I 
believe religiously in carrying out an agreement, and the agree- 
ment was made asI have stated. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Oh, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman 
believes it religiously, that settles the question. There was no 
agreement entered into by me. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say only a few words in 
addition to what I have said. I do not hesitate to denounce this 
bill as unsafe, improperly drawn, and one that does not meet the 
trouble that the Committee on Banking and Currency intended 
to meet. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox] said, as I un- 
derstood him, supplemented by the remarks of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Jonson], that it was to prevent a conspiracy of 
bank officials—directors, cashiers, president, teller—from plun- 
dering the bank by making loans to themselves and permitting 
some of their officers to overdraw their accounts. Well, now, 
there is no such provision in this bill. 

How easy it would have been, Mr. Speaker, to provide that if 
any officer of the bank, director, cashier, president, or other offi- 
cers, shall conspire to defraud the bank by loans to themselves or 
overdraft of money committed to their trust, they should be thus 
subject to this very severe penalty. But there is no provision 
whatever in the bill as to the punishment of the offense they 
intend topunish. They do not intend to punish mere casual acts, 
which now are entirely unknown to the criminal law and which 
are made by this bill subject to some of the most severe penalties 
that we can provide for any offense. Now, in addition to those 
subject to these penalties are directors of banks; whether the 
Committee on Banking and Currency intended to have them so 
or not I can not determine from what the committee say; but 
certainly they are a part of this bill. 

Now, it has been suggested, here are directors of banks, espe- 
cially smaller banks, who serve without any pay, who know noth- 
ing about the daily transactions of the bank, who meet but once a 
week to pass upon paper presented, who are supposed to be the 
best business men in the community, men of property and stand- 
ing; yet it is said that if any one of these men shall knowingly 
overdraw his account at the bank, he is liable to be sent to the 
penitentiary for five years and to suffer a fine of $5,000. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. The gentleman does not state that 
that provision is offered now in the bill? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Why should he not? 
does it, why should he not? 

Mr. KNOX. Let me answer that. An overdrawn account in 
a bank to a small amount is something that is almost an every- 
day occurrence by men who are in business. A man sits down 
and writes a number of checks which he sends off in remittance 
for bills which have come in. He knows, perhaps, that one of 
those checks can not get back to the bank, and to a small amount 
his account isoverdrawn. You will see in the report of any bank, 
I venture tosay,in the United States, made to the Comptroller of 
the Currency, three or four times in a year that some amount of 
the assets of the bank are reported to be in overdrafts. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. KNOX. There is no—— 

Mr. COX. I think you ought to get the facts. 

Mr. HILL. And nine times out of ten they are covered by 
collateral. 

Mr. KNOX. That was what I was about to say. And I say 
that secured overdrafts in the banks are legitimate and proper busi- 
ness. A man comes into a bank at 2 o’clock in the afternoon or 
at half past 1 in the afternoon. A bill has just come to him to be 
paid; he has not the cash on hand, but he has Government bonds 
in his pocket or in his safe. He takes the Government bonds, 
steps into the bank, and says: ‘‘I wish to overdraw my account 
to aey $500. Here is $1,000 in Government bonds.” 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Would you call that an overdraft? 

Mr. KNOX. Of course it is. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. He borrows a certain amount 
of money on collateral. 

Mr. COX. He is allowed a certain amount of security. 

Mr. KNOX. And yet, Mr. Speaker, that very act of drawing 
that $500, so secured by United States bonds, will make that man 
subject to be sent to the penitentiary for five years and to pay a 
fine of $5,000. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman allow me one word there? 

Mr. KNOX. Why, certainly. 

Mr, COX. We are trying to work out what is right in this, 
and get down to what is the fact. Do you mean to say that when 
a man steps into a bank and pulls out United States bonds and 
asks the officer for $500 and leaves the bonds there, and he gives 
the money to this man, or that he draws on it, that is an over- 
draft? Now, do you mean that? 

Mr. KNOX. I do not. : 

Mr. COX, Then take back a part of what you said, 


If he knowingly 
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Mr. KNOX. I mean to say that what you have stated is not 
done one time ont of ten. I mean to say that the man who steps 
in and leaves security and asks to overdraw his account is subject 
to the penalty provided for in this bill, because he knowingly 
overdraws his account. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Suppose the president of a bank 
were arraigned in court for the violation of the provisions of this 
bill and he should plead guilty. Would not the court have au- 
thority to simply inflict a small fine upon him under the provi- 
sions of section 2? 

Mr. KNOX. That is richness, Mr. Speaker. A man serving as 
a director of a national bank without pay is brought into court 
and disgraced by a plea toan infamous offense and is punished by 
a fine of 1 cent. Some of us would not like to plead guilty to an 
infamous offense, even if we could be discharged without the pay- 
ment of anything. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, in his plea in behalf of bank directors—— 

Mr. KNOX. One moment. I am not in favor of bank direct- 
ors; I can not allow that. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Well, if that is objectionable, I 
will state it in more pleasant language. In his remarks to the 
House the gentleman has constantly represented this bill as im- 
peratively and without discretion imposing the maximum penalty 
therein stated, and I simply want to call the attention of the House 
to the fact that the range of punishment is from the maximum 
named clean down to the imposition of 1 cent fine—all in the dis- 
cretion of the court. 

Mr. KNOX. You are entirely right about that, but I do not 
think a man would like to be punished for an infamous crime, 
even if it is the smallest sum. I directed the attention of the 
House to the severe punishment provided for the offense, and I 
say we have a bill here that would punish a director if he over- 
— his account in any bank, whether it is secured or unse- 
cured, 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. Cox] one question. 

Mr. COX. All right; I am here. 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to ask the gentleman if this is a 
unanimous report from the Committee on Banking and Currency? 

Mr. COX. I will say to the gentleman from New York that all 
the Democrats were unanimous, and when I left the room I thought 
the Republicans were. I can not help what they are doing here. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I think there 
was one gentleman who voted against this in the committee, but 
all the rest voted for it. I am very glad the House has seen the 
unanimity of the committee. [Laughter.] I hope we may vote 
on this bill. The word ‘‘directors” is kept in the second section 
as it appears. 

Let me say to the House a last word. There are probably half 
of the banks in this country in their management that if this bill 
only reached them it would be safe to put in the word “‘ directors,” 
but to the other half of the banks in this country it would doa 
very great injustice. The banks and directors to whom it would 
be a very great injustice are those banks who serve the plain peo- 
ple of the country. Now, I do hope that we shall not make this 
bill so drastic that it will overreach its object and be defeated in 
the other branch, or be defeated in the House. Let us adopt it 
exactly as it carhe from the committee, striking out the word 
‘* directors” in all except line 1, in section 2. 

Mr. COX. Mr.S er, I move the eg question. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, 1 wish to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. If the previous question is ordered, how will 
the question stand? - 

The SPEAKER. If the previous question is ordered, the vote 
will be on the committee amendments first and then upon the en- 
grossment of the bill. The first question is on the committee 
amendments. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were dis- 

eed to. 
“The bill was ordered to be engrossed; and being engrossed, it 
was read a third time. 

The SPEAKER. Thequestion nowis on the pessoas of the bill. 

The question was taken; and there were on a division (demanded 
by Mr. HiL.)—ayes 65, noes 28, 

So the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON of In a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE (when the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures was ed). I ask unanimous consent 
that our committee be passed without prejudice. 

There being no objection, it was called accordingly, 

BRIDGE ACROSS ST. LAWRENCE RIVER. 

Mr. ae the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 

Commerce was called). I call up the bill (H. R, 4929) extending 








1898. 





the time for the completion of a bridge across St. Lawrence River. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


it enacted, ete., That section 4 of the act ved 
qulhesiom the St. Lawrence Railway Commns 7 w the State of New York, 
to build om maintain a bri 


February 9, 1893, 


ee teieat Now Yerkes ameched ty tes wok eaptowed 

c ew York, as amen e a vi 
Ree — 16, ana iss hereby, further amended by extending time 
for the completion of said bridge to February 9, 1900. 

Mr. BENNETT. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. BENNETT) was , as follows: 

Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, having under con- 
aieoie the bill (H. R. 4929) extending the time for the completion of a 

across 2S pate ver, respectfully return the same with the 

report: 

ae aah of money had been expended on the piers and approaches 
of the bridge, to extend from Morristown, St. Lawrence County, N. Y., 
to Brockville, Canada, when, because of hard times and failure to make 
proper traffic arrangements with connect railroads, work had to be 
stopped. Moreover,a road was planned to connect the bridge with other 
Canadian lines, which was found to be gy erreret. and to make proper 
changes required the consent of the Ca jament. This has now 
been obtained, andall arrangements madefor the construction of the bridge 
during this year. Your committee therefore requests favorable action by 
the House and its enactment. 

Mr. BENNETT. Asacommittee amendment I move to strike 
out the words ‘‘ nineteen hundred,” at the end of line 11, and in- 
sert in lieu thereof ‘‘ 1899.” 

The amendment was to. ‘ 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was goomediogy read the third time, and ; 

On motion of Mr. BENNETT, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS MONONGAHELA RIVER, 


Mr. BENNETT. I desire tocall up another bill from the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, House bill No. 7203, 
extending the time in which the Pittsburg and Mansfield Rail- 
road Company is authorized to construct a bridge across the Mo- 
nongahela River. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the time within which the Pittsburg and Mansfield 
Railroad Company, a ane existing under the laws of the State of 
Pennsylvania, Swtertned yy the act ~ on the 2d day of March, 1895, 
entitled ‘‘An act toauthorize the Pittsburg and Mansfie\d Railroad Company 
toconstruct and maintain a bridge across the Monongahela River,” to con- 
struct its said bridge, is —— extended so that the said corporation may 
continue and complete the construction within two years from the pas- 
sage act: ti That said construction and maintenance thereof 
shall in all other respects be in com with the terms of the said act 
approved on the 2d day of March, I 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 

In line 11 substitute the words “ one year” for the words “ two years.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER. Has the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce i further business to call up? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Nothing further. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HOOKER (when the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
was called). desire to call up joint resolution (H. Res. 101) 
directing the Secretary of War to prepare and submit plans and 
estimates for dredging Patchogue River, Long Island, and the 
approach thereto. 

e SPEAKER. This bill is on the Union Calendar. The 
present call is only for bills on the House Calendar. 

Mr. HOOKER. Then I call up Senate resolution No. 38. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that that resolution 
also is on the Union Calendar. 


IMPROVEMENT OF DOUBLE BAYOU AND GALVESTON BAY. 


Mr. BALL. On behalf of the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, I desire to call up the joint resolution (H. Res. 120) provid- 
ing for estimate of cost of certain improvements at the mouth of 
Double Bayou and Galveston Bay, Texas. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved the Senat d Hi Re tatives, etc., That the Secre- 
tary of War bora be to hereby nctineheed nnd dicted Uy subat oc 
mates of the cost of ope a nel through the bar at the mouth of 
Double Bayou, on the east side of Galveston Bay, in the county of Chambers 
and State of Texas, such channel to be 6 feet deep and 100 feet wide, begin- 

t in Trinity or Galveston Bay where the depth shoals to 6 feet, 
crea’ a channel of this depth to a point of 6 feet depth in Double 
Bayou, the entire distance not to exceed 1,200 yards, all as shown by maps 
surveys made in compliance with the provisions of the river and harbor 
act of August 17, 1894, and submitted to Congress under date of November 
29, 1895; and in making the f. ing estimate the cost shall be estimated for 
a channel created by permanen walls, also by the process of dredging alone. 

Mr. PAYNE. Upon what Calendar is this bill? It seems to 
me it should be on the Union Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. It is on the House Calendar. 

Mr. PAYNE. It appears to involve a hare on the Govern- 
ment, and ought to be on the Union Calendar. I make that point. 

Mr. BALL. This bill has been — unanimously by the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. It involves no appropriation. 
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Mr. PAYNE. But it involves an expense or charge upon the 
Treasury. 

Mr. BALL. I ask that the report of the committee be read. [ 
will say to the gentleman from New York [Mr. PayNe] that the 
bill does not require any appropriation. 

Mr. PAYNE. It may not include any appropriation, but still 
it involves expense to the Government; and shouid therefore be 
on the Union Calendar. 

Mr. BALL. This work will not cost $50. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman’s admission is enough. 
the point of order. 

Mr. BALL. The work is to be done by the regular Corps of 
Engineers. 

The SPEAKER (after examining the joint resolution). It is 
not apparent on the face of this joint resolution that it makes any 
appropriation or will require any to be made. If a question of 
this kind is merely a matter of argument-—— 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman says himself that it will not cost 
over $50. 

The SPEAKER. What complicates the question is the gentle- 
man’s admission. 

Mr. PAYNE. The idea of the gentleman who called up the bill 
seems to be different from that of the Chair. 

Mr. BALL. 1 did not say that the work would not cost over 
$50. I said that it would not cost $50. I did not say that it would 
cost anything. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks he will have to overrule 
the point of order. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to ask my friend from Texas [Mr. 
BAtL] whether the work referred to here has been approved by 
the Chief of Engineers. 

Mr. BALL. A survey and plan have been made. The work 
contemplated is the removal of a shoal of not over 1,200 yards, in 
accordance with the survey. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But the gentleman will recollect that a few 
days since I made the point that under.resolutions similar to this 
the last river and harbor bill carried $10.696,000 for work not 
recommended by the Chief of Engineers. Would the gentleman 
have any objection to adding to the resolution a provision like 
this: ‘‘ And that the Chief of Engineers be requested to give his 
opinion as to the propriety of the work?” 

Mr. BALL. This resolution does not provide that the work 
shall be done; it provides only for a preparatory survey and 
report as to what the cost will be. And it does not involve an 
appropriation. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the joint resolu- 
tion to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BALL, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 

The Committeeon the Merchant Marineand Fisheries was called. 


LICENSING OF MATES ON STEAMERS. 


Mr. PAYNE. By direction of the committee, I desire to call up 
the bill (S. 2781) to amend section 4440 of the Revised Statutes, 
authorizing the licensing of mates on river and ocean steamers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 4440 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be amended to read as follows: 

“Smo. 4440. henever any person applies for authority to be employed as 
chief mate of ocean or coastwise steam vessels, or whenever any persen a] 
plies for authority to be employed yf river steamers, the insp 
shall require satisfactory evidence of the knowledg ; 
the applicant in lading cargo and in handl 
for license as chief mate on ocean or coast c 
him as to his knowledge and ability in navi on and managing such vy : 
and all other duties pertaining to his station, and if satisfied of his qualifiea- 
tions and good character they shall grant him a license authorizing him to 

verform such duties for the term of five years upon the waters upon which 


I make 







as mate « 






e is found qualified to act; but such license shall be suspended or ked 
upon satisfactory proof of bad conduct, intemperate habits, unskillfulness, 
or want of knowledge of the duties of his station or the willful violation of 


any provision of this title.” 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, the only change proposed from the 

resent law is that mates on river steamers are required to be 
icensed under this section of the statute as we propose to amend 
it. It was supposed up to two years ago that they were required 
to be licensed, and it had been the practice of the Department to 
require licenses for mates on river steamers, but the question was 
raised under the law about two years ago, and the Attorney- 
General delivered an opinion deciding that they were not included, 
and hence were not required to be licensed. This is to remedy 
that defect in the law. 

I will say, ineddition to that, that this is not only recommended 
by the Treasury Department, but I am informed by the officials 
therethatit is asked for by the pilots and mates themselves. They 
all want it. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. 
ers which carry pilots? 

Mr. PAYNE. As I understand, they all carry pilots, 


I want to ask if this applies to steam- 








’ licensed, the fact of being so licensed gave those officers 
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Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Not all. 

Mr. PAYNE. This does not require any examination except 
in the handling of freight, as the gentleman from Kansas will see 
by reading the bill. So far as river-steamer mates are concerned, 
it does not require that they shall be proficient in navigation. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I know thaton the Great Lakes and 
the rivers connecting the lakes the mates of steamers have always 
been required to have licenses. Very often on a lake steamer the 
mate has to act as a pilot and has the ship under his charge. It 
has not been the practice, unless very recently, to carry pilots on 
lake steamers, so I think there ought to be some exception made 
astothem. I think that mates on lake steamers all have to take 
out licenses and have been in the habit of doing so. 

Mr. PAYNE. They had to do so on river steamers up to a year 
or two ago. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Of course, on the Mississippi and 
rivers of that class the steamers all carry pilots, and the mate 
never has the boat under his charge. As the gentleman from 
New York says, his business is to see to the handling of the 
— I do not think it would be wise to apply that to the Great 

es. 

Mr. PAYNE. I have a copy of a letter here from General Du- 
mont, Supervising Inspector-General, who says: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., December 17, 1897. 

S1r: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt, by reference, of a copy 
of Senate bill 2781, second session Fifty-fifth Congress, ** To amend section 
4440 of the Revised Statutes, authorizing the licensing of mates on river and 
ocean steamers,"’ submitted to the Department by the Committee on Com- 


merce of the United States Senate, with on for “such suggestionsas you 
may deem proper touching the merits of the bill and the propriety of its 
ssage."’ 


I have to report thereon that under existing law section 4440, Revised Stat- 
utes, authorizing the licensing of ‘“‘chief mates,’’ the requirements therein 
have been interpreted by the Department as applying only to chief mate or 
executive officer of an ocean-going steam vessel. 

Previous to such decision, under a misinterpretation of the law for many 

ears by the local and supervising inspectors of the Mississippi River and 
Tributaries, licenses were issued to many hundred ‘*mates” of river steam- 


ers, until the practice was stopped by the decision of the Department herein 
referred to. 


At the present time there is a universal demand from Western river own- 
ers of steamers and from the mates of such vessels for a law compelling 
mates to be legally licensed, it being claimed that, during the time they were 
tter control of the 
men under them, resulting —* ina better discipline in the management 
of the vessels upon which they were employed. 

The prory bill makes no —- in the requirements of chief mates of 
ocean steam vessels, but simply provides for aclass of mates specially adapted 
to river steamers only, the navigation of which is, by law, placed wholly in 
the pane of the pilots of the steamer. 


It is the opinion of this office that the merits of the bill entitle it to the 
favorable consideration of Congress. 
JAS. A. DUMONT, 


Respectfully, yours, 
Supervising Inspector-General. 

The honorable the SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. That covers the ground. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman if he will 
yield to allow me to offer the amendments which we discussed? 

Mr. PAYNE, The gentleman from California has an amend- 
ment which he desires to offer, one not recommended by the com- 
mittee, but I have no objection to giving way to him for the pur- 

of offering that amendment if he desires to do so. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I move to insert in line 6, after the 
word ‘‘chief,” the words ‘‘and second or third;” and if I may be 
permitted, at the same time I will move to offer the same amend- 
ment in line 11, after the word “chief.” 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will allow me just 
a@ moment, the amendment would include the second and third 
mates not only of ocean steamers, but of coastwise steamers. I 
would suggest to him that he modify the amendment so that it 
will apply only to the second and third mates of ocean steamers. 
If that is done, I can see no objection to it, but 1 think it will not 
be well to apply it to coastwise steamers, because they are steamers 
of varying sizes, and some hardship might be created. 

Mr. LOUD. I will say to the gentleman that of course that 
Was my original view of this question, but I discussed this with 
the gentleman and acceded to his suggestion. This is simply in- 
corporating into this bill the intent of a bill that has already 
passed this House twice since I have been a member. I have 
offered the very amendment that the gentleman suggested. 

Mr. PAYNE. That is true; but at the same time we were talk- 
ing about it hurriedly, and I did not notice the effect on coast- 
wise steamers. 

Mr. LOUD. The difficulty in my mind is whether we can so 
arrange the amendment in the short time we have as to cover the 

int. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not think there is any difficulty about that. 
Instead of the language proposed by the gentleman, I would sug- 
gest that after the word “ vessels,” in line.7, he insert the words, 
‘‘and second or third mate of ocean steamers,” and the same 
amendment after the word “‘ steamers,” in line 12. That would 
cover only ocean steamers. 

Mr. LOUD. Then I will offer the amendment as suggested by 










the chairman of the committee, and I suggest that the Clerk read 
this section as it would be if amended. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert, in line 7, after the word “ vessels,”’ the words ‘‘and second or third 
mate of ocean steamers.” Also in line 12, after the word “steamers,” insert 
the words ‘‘and second or third mate of ocean steamers.” 


So that it will read: 


Sec. 4440. Whenever any person applies for authority to be employed as 
chief mate of ocean or coastwise steam vessels and second or third mate of 
ocean steamers, or whenever any person applies for pethorte to be employed 
as mate of river steamers, the inspector shall require satisfactory evidence 
of the knowledge, experience, and skill of the applicant in lading cargo and 
in handling and stowage of freight, and if for license as chief mate on ocean 
or coastwise steamers and second or third mate of ocean steamers, shall also 
examine him as to his knowledge and ability in navigation and managing 
such vessels and all other duties pertaining to his station, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


On motion of Mr. PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads was called. 
POSTAL CARDS. 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 1596) to 
amend the postal laws relating to the use of postal cards. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the Ist day of July, 1897, it shall be 
lawful to transmit 4 mail, at the postage rate of a cent apiece, payable by 
stamps to be affixed by the sender, and under such regulations as the Post- 
master-General may prescribe, written messages on private mailing cards. 
such cards to be sent openly in the mails, to be no larger than the size fixed 
by the convention of the Universal Postal Union, and to be approximately of 
the same form, quality, and weight as the stamped postal ca: 
use in the United States. 


The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads recommended 
the following amendment: 


In line 4 strike out the word “seven” and insert the word “eight.” 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, if the House desires any information 
on this subject perhaps it would be as well to read the report. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, let us have some explanation of 
the bill or the reading of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 

The report (by Mr. Loup) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 1596) to amend the postal laws relating to the use of postal 
cards, beg leave to report that they have carefully considered the subject 
and recommend that the bill do pass with the following amendment: 

In line 4, strike out the word “seven” and insert the word “ eight.” 

Your committee adopt the report of this committee made in the Fifty- 
fourth Congress upon the same measure, which is as follows: 

“The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 4157) to amend the postal laws relating to use of postal cards, 
submit the following report: 

‘** Your committee present this bill upon the recommendation of the Post- 
Office Department and such careful investigation as we have been able to 
give the subject with the means at our command. We are satisfied at least 
that no possible harm can result from its passage, and from the best infor- 
mation in our possession it will tend to increase the use of the card system, 
and the Government will save the difference in cost between the postage 
“<> be used and the postal card. 

“This system has been very successfully tried in England and resulted in 
a very large increase of, business. 

- ile, of course, we recognize the fact that conditions may be different 
here, still, in view of the certainty that no harm can result from its enact- 
ment, and that it may tend to popsinssee the Post-Office Department, which 
should always be our aim within the lines of safety, we earnestly recommend 
its passage. 

“Your committee respectfully submit the views of the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, expressed in his annual report, together with his letter recommending 
the passage of this bill.” 


now in general 


Post-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., January 14, 1896. 

Srr: I have the honor to inclose bill submitted to me by yourself a few 
days ago authorizing the use of private postal cards in the mails, and te say 
that IL approve this bill with the limitations contained in it. 

On page 32 of my annual report for the year 1895 I called attention to the 
great success of the experiment in Great tain and Ireland of the use of 
private postal cards, and suggested their adoption in this country as possibly 
meeting a public need and as relieving the Department itself of some of the 
expense of printing, storing, and handling of the present official cards. In 
the last report of the postmaster-general of Great Britain and Ireland it is 
stated that seven months after the adoption of the private post card the 
— —— increased from 248,500,000 to 312,750,000, being an increase of 

r cent. 
hese cards should be issued under regulations prescribed by this Depart- 
ment, and should be of the same size and weight as the card issued by the 
Government, to facilitate their handling and transmission in the mails 
I have the honor to be, very respectfully, 
WM. L. WILSON, 


Postmaster-General. 
Hon. E. F. Loup, 


Chairman Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
House of Representatives, City. 
{Extract from annual report 1895.) 
PRIVATE POSTAL CARDS. 
The great success of the adoption of private post cards recited in the last 


report of the postmaster-general of Great Britain and Ireland leads me to 
suggest their adoption in fh 


his country,as meeting a possible public need, and 





———— itself from some expense in the printing, stor- 
in Sa ing dling the present official cards. According to the report’ above 
‘orred to, in seven months after the - of the private post card the 
number mailed in Great Britain and Ireland increased from 248,500,000 to 
$12,750,000, being a difference of 26 per cent. The experiment would, there- 
fore, seem to be well worth trying in our own country, and I recommend that 
authority for the use of private post in our mails be granted by Con- 
- co 


course, these cards should be of the same size and weight as the 


cards issued by the Government, and postage at the rate of 1 cent per card 
should be prepaid upon them. : i 
Mr. TERRY. I should like to inquire of the gentleman as to 
one matter. I see the gentleman has official figures to show that 
under legislation of this kind elsewhere there was an increase of 
revenue from the matter that went on postal cards. Now, was 
there a decrease of letter matter? I apprehend that the effect of 
this will be that, while it will increase the revenues derived from 
tal-card matter, it will be used to a large extent in place of 
etter postage. That is the dangerous point about it. Of course 
you say in the law that these cards must be of the same size as the 
postal card now in official use, but I should like to ask, Who is 
going to measure the cards every time? You give these parties 
the right to use other cards, but you do not provide for determin- 
ing the size, and you will find that they will fudge, so to speak, 
on the Government. They will be getting these cards a little 
larger and larger, and they will take the place of your letter 


e. 
soy SWANSON. If the cards are larger than the standard 
size, they can not get admission to the mails. 

Mr. TERRY. ho is going to measure them? 

Mr. SWANSON. The postmaster. 

Mr. TERRY. But every postmaster in the country is not go- 
ing to apply his measurement every day to these cards. 

Mr. SWAN SON. If the card is larger than the size provided 
by law, this law does not give it admission to the mails, 

Mr. TERRY. I understand all that, but in order to prevent 
violation of this law you will have to have the postmaster meas- 
ure every card that comes in. If you do not there will be grad- 
ual encroachments and co Mee finally take the place of letter 

tage. Possibly that can be guarded against, but it occurs to 
me that that is a matter worthy of some consideration. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I wish it understood that I retain 
the floor. If the gentleman from Arkansas will allow me fora 
moment, I will say that he is unnecessarily alarmed about the 
intent of this law. As to whether it reduced the revenues in Eng- 
land from letter matter, of course I do not know. 

Mr. TERRY. I think that is a very legitimate subject of in- 

niry. 
. Mr. LOUD. But permit me to say that that is wholly irrelevant 
to the question before the House. 

Mr. TERRY. I do not think it is. 

Mr. LOUD. And I should like to say a word in explanation, if 
I have the floor. 

Mr. TERRY. You said you wanted to ask me something. If 
you have the floor, go ahead. 

Mr. LOUD. Let me say to the gentleman that he was talking 
in my time and by my courtesy. 

Mr. TERRY. Well, I appreciate that. 

Mr. LOUD. Now, if the gentleman is through, I want to re- 
sume the floor. 

Mr. TERRY. I asked the gentleman a question, and then he 
wanted to fe ahead. I have no objection. 

Mr. LOUD. Ican explain the object of this. A sealed envelope, 
of course, is used for the purpose of covering up what is con- 
tained in a letter. People will continue to use postal cards for 
such matter as is not of a secret nature or character. Now, to- 
day no individual can take a card of the exact size, form, and 
<a of the postal card, and write upon it, and place thereon a 

-cent stamp and send it over the country. 
Mr. TERRY. I understand that perfectly. 
Mr. LOUD. One moment. If any person wants to write a 
1 card, he will have that ee e, and he can get them from 

e Government at 1 cent, and the vernment will not have to 

pag oe this card. 
- TERRY. I understand that perfectly; but there are cer- 


tain business interests in the United States that are clamorous for 
a 1-cent rate, 


Mr. LOUD. Yes. 

Mr. TERRY. _Now, I apprehend that if you open the door in 
this way they will continually increase the size of private cards, 
unless you cut them off, and in so doing they will gradually en- 
large the size of the card. That, in a nutshell, is the danger I 
apprehend. 

t. LOUD, Iwill say tothe gentleman that he can mail a card 
of any size, even 10 feet square, if he desires. 

Mr. TERRY. I understand all that. But they can get a great 
big card, and there will be nothing to restrict them unless the 
should measure the cards. 
Mr. LOUD, Lhope the gentleman will get through with his 
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s h, and then I will endeavor to explain what little I know 
about the bill. 


probably 4 feet square, which the gentleman says will be one of 




















Mr. TERRY. 





I was explaining my objection, under your cour- 














Sy. 
Mr. LOUD. Now, what the gentleman says about the objec- 
tion he has to the increase in the size of the card until one shall be 

















the effects 

Mr. TERRY. Oh, no; not 4 feet. 
blanket” somewhat. 

Mr. LOUD (continuing). Is a perfectly absurd proposition. 
This requires cards of the form of the present postal cards, and 
while the postal authorities might possibly not be able to deter- 
mine whether the card was exactly that size, or a sixteenth of an 
inch longer or wider—but if it came to half an inch wider or 
longer, then it would require no great discernment upon the part 
of a postal clerk to ascertain whether the card was of proper size, 
nor would it be very difficult for him under the system inangu- 
rated in the Postal Department to determine whether it was regu- 
lar size, because with cards routed in the post-office or placed in 
the hand or on a desk you can easily tell whether they are of the 
same size, and whether they would conform to the regular size, as 
you can whether fifty-two cards in a deck conform to a pack, 
fn 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman is illustrating. 

Mr. TERRY. The gentleman is using an illustration that he is 
most familiar with, Isuppose. [Laughter. } 

Mr. LOUD. Well, perhaps so. You have many illustrations 
of the necessity for the use of a private postal card. Many people 
send cards of this form out to-day, leaving blanks to be filled out, 
for ordering a certain characterof goods. Now, writing one single 
word upon a card of that form prevents it from being returned, 
unless you put upon it a 2-cent stamp. The bill has passed the © 
House twice since I have been a member. I did not anticipate 
that there was a single individual in the country that could pos- 
sibly object to it, because it can not possibly do any harm, and 
may do some good. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LOUD, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


SECOND-CLASS MAIL MATTER. 


Mr. LOUD. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire the attention of the 
House a moment. If there was sufficient time before the House, 
I would say the committee would call up the bill H. R. 5359; and 
unless some arrangement can be made in the House fixing the 
time—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. What is the title of the bill? 

Mr. LOUD. The title of the bill is, ‘‘ To amend the postal laws 
relating to second-class mail matter.” I say that if we can not 
arrange some time with the consent of the House at which this 
measure may come up, so that we may consider it, we will feel 
compelled to take advantage of such conditions as are presented 
tous. Now, I would ask that this bill H. R. 5359—and it is a bill 
of considerable importance—may have a time fixed for its consid- 
eration. I would say that, pending upon this bill, the Committee 
on Post-Office and Post-Roads feel that the appropriations that 
we are about to fix for the coming fiscal year depend toa great 
extent upon whether this bill should pass the House or not; and 
the Post-Office appropriation bill is being held back with a view 
of getting this bill out of the way. 

If this bill is defeated by the House, then we shall immediately 
report the appropriation bill. I will ask the House to set aside 
Tuesday, the ist day of March, immediately after the reading of 
the Journal, for the consideration of this bill, and that the dis- 
cussion may continue on the bill until 4 o'clock on Wednesday, 
the 2d, at which time a vote shall be taken upon the bill without 
any intervening motion, unless the House shall desire to come to 
a vote before that time. 

Mr. TERRY. Is that what is known as the Loud bill? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unani- 5 
mous consent that the bill H. R. 5359 be set down for March 1 
as a special order after the reading of the Journal, and that de- 
bate thereon shall continue until—what time? 














You are *‘stretching the 





























































Mr. LOUD. Until 4 o’clock on Wednesday. i 
Mr. BAILEY. May I ask the gentleman from California what $ 
day the ist of March is? " 


Mr. LOUD. Tuesday. 

The SPEAKER (continuing). Until Wednesday at 4 o'clock, 
when the vote shall be taken without intervening motion. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, before that re- 
quest is put, I do not think—and a great many gentlemen around 
me agree with me about it—that that is long enough time for the 


ren meprveae  t ae 
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discussion of this bill. 1t is a very important bill, very much 
misunderstood, and affecting a good many interests; and I think 
there ought to be at least one additional legislative day tothe time 
asked by the gentleman from California. I will ask the gentle- 
man if he could not modify his request and allow the debate, in- 
stead of closing on Wednesday at 4 o'clock, to close on Thursday 
at 4 o'clock? 

Mr. LOUD. I will say to the gentleman that I am —— 
willing, as far as I am concerned, to allow the bill to be discussed 
as long as members of the House please; but, if the gentleman will 
remember, this bill was before the House two days last winter, 
and it got to be flat and stale before half of one day had passed 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. There are a number of new 
members in this House, and they little understand the bill and its 
bearings and the extent of it. 

i LOUD. Nomore new members than there were in the last 
ouse. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Iask the gentleman to mod- 
ify his request and make it Thursday for closing the debate at 4 
o'clock instead of Wednesday. 

Mr. BLAND. I would like to ask the gentleman if this is to be 
debated in Committee of the Whole to be amended by sections, 
or whether it is to be debated in the House. 

Mr. LOUD. It is on the House Calendar. : 

Mr. BLAND. What opportunity will there be for amendment? 

Mr. LOUD. The same opportunity as there is to amend any 
bill in the House, When a member obtains the floor, he can offer 
an amendment. 

Mr. BLAND. I do not understand that is so. Getting the 
floor to debate a bill does not imply that the member has a right 
to move an amendment. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The gentleman from Missouri wili under- 
stand that this is a very short bill, and you will get no time to 
talk on it by reading it by sections. 

Mr. McRAE. What would be the objection to a request thatit 
may be made a special order on the day suggested, and debate to 
be continued from day to day until completed? If it is in the 
House, the House can control it. 

Mr. LOUD. Iam perfectly willing to consent to that. 

Mr. BLAND. I think the bill ought to be read by 
with an opportunity to amend it. I shall object unless ‘ean 


some understanding that opportunity for amendments will be 
iven. 
Mr.PAYNE. I donot think the gentleman from Missouri Mr. 


BLAND] heard the remark of the gentleman from California [Mr. 
Loup], that he was willing to accept the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRak], which was that the bill be 
taken up on Tuesday, the ist of March, and beconsidered asa special 
order from day today until completed by the House. That would 
leave it, under the rules of the oan: open to amendment, and it 
could not be shut off except by the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that an arrangement 
could be made like this: The discussion to commence on Tuesday, 
the ist day of March, after the reading of the Journal, and that 
the consideration be had under the rules of the House, and that 
the previous question shall not be ordered until after two days’ 
discussion. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Until Thursday. 

The SPEAKER. If there are two days’ discussion, and it is 
then thought that more time is needed for discussion, there can 
be no objection to it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understood the gentleman 
from California [Mr. Loup] not to object to the suggestion that 
the bill be discussed for three days, which would amount to this: 
That the previous question would not be called for until Thurs- 
day at 4 o'clock. 

The SPEAKER. The only objection to that is that the House 
might find it had more time for debate than was desired, and with 
other business sereing upon it, it would render it difficult to 
have the other da 

Mr. W ‘TLLIAMS of Mississippi. It is not probable that other 
business would be crowding upon us at that time. 

The SPEAKER. There are several appropriation bills—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes; but we have ample time 
for them. This is a very important measure, and I think we 
should have at least three days’ discussion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no objection to the three days. 

Mr. BLAND. Iwould like tomake an inquiry in regard tohow 
many amendments would be in order. 

The SPEAKER. An amendment and an amendment to the 
amendment and a substitute pending at onetime. That would 
have to be dis of before another amendment could be offered. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Itseems to me, Mr. Speaker, that in a matter 
of this great importance, a bill of this character, in which im- 
portant amendments are likely to be offered, there onght to be 
cape of opportunity for amendment. The discussion may not 

so important as the amendment. If the debate should run for 
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two days and then the previous question should be ordered, it 
would cut off amendment. A great ees desire to 
offer amendments, and, as I said, the amendments are perhaps of 
more consequence than the debate. 

Mr. BLAND. I think the amendments are of more importance 
than the debate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would su t that there might be 
an ne that the last day should be devoted to amend- 
men 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. If you make it three da 
stead of am. — make the last day for amendments, I thin shes 
will be per satisfactory 

The SoRAKER The Chair will put this question: Is there 
unanimous consent that discussion of bill 5359 commence on 
Tuesday, the ist of March, after the reading of the Journal, and 
continue two days; that on the next day, Thursday, the bill shall 
be read through for amendment, and a vote be taken not later 
than 5 o’clock in the afternoon? 

Mr. LOUD. Make it 4 o’clock in the afternoon on Thursday. 

The SPEAKER. That the vote shall be taken not later than 4 

o'clock in the afternoon of Thursday. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, I would suggest that when the 
bill is read through for amendment it be read under the five-min- 
ute rule; otherwise somebody might get the floor and occupy the 
whole of the time. 

The SPEAKER. Is there ai ee to the 


the gentleman from Virginia [ Swanson]? The 
none. 


ion of 
hears 


PREPAYMENT ON FIRST-CLASS MAIL MATTER. 


Mr. LOUD. Iam directed by the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads to call up the bill (H. R, 4772) to require prepay- 
ment on all first-class mail matter. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That from a ene date of the approval hereof 
the posta me) all first-class mail matter shal! be eS in full before the 
tran: on of the same from the office where the same shail be mailed; and 
all laws in confiict herewith are hereby repealed. 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 

In line 3 strike out the words “date of the approval hereof” and insert 
“Ist day of July, 1898.” 

Mr. BAILEY. I wish to ask the 
[Mr. Loup] whether the effect of this bill would be to prevent the 
carrying of a letter which had been deposited bearing only a 2-cent 
stamp when the full postage vould ete be 4 cents? 

Mr. LOUD. It would. 

Mr. BAILEY. I should like toknow some good reason for such 
a provision, because it seems to me that under such a requirement 
a man would have to carry about with him a pair of scales in order 
7 oo certain of placing on his letter a sufficient number of postage 


ee from California 


ae PLOUD. I yield to the gentleman from fowa tie CLARK] 
such time as he may desire, in order that he may exp the pro- 
visions of the bill. 

Mr. CLARK of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill favored by tho 
Post-Office Department, and a very brief one. It provides: 

That from and after the Ist iS don ot oe July, 1898, the pee on all first-class 
mail matter be prepaid in re the transmission of the same from 
the office where the same shall be m 

There are four classes of mail matter—first second class, 
third class, and fourth class. Letters as well as all other sealed 
mail matter fall within the first class and are carried at the rate 
of 2 centsan ounce. Prior to 1885 the rate on letters and other 
sealed matter was 2 cents a half ounce. In 1885 there was a re- 
duction in the rate of postage so as to allow a ans 1 
ounce to be carried for 2 cents. Soca, third, and fourth class 
mail matter are all required by law to First-class 
mail matter is also required to be prepaid to extent of one 
rate. If one rate u letter be paid, it can be mailed, and the 


It is su 


The Post-Office De sor poor: ns —— 
iety arising es at pres- 
ostmaster-General Gary, in his last annual 
report, said: 
Under exi 
lect the de For 
are eutly not made, and 
reasons now remain why letter mae should a 
Postmaster-General, 
port, makes a somewhat extended argument in favor of 
this bill. He says: 


pon a 
Government for that rate carries it perhaps all over the country 
and delivers it again and again. 
ent has called 
revenue and the i 
ent in operation. 
law all matter is required to be eee Lay og alee ay poodle’ 
let ch ao net ne if 
of past . ape be oun postmaster at the Sulisering ofthe bein cae 
on the sane footing as all other Kinds Ride at nal et tat 
2 required in ad I therefore recommend seceiensaael Shglinsiees ce t 
Mr. Merritt, in his 
fun Geta ene SP Somy bronety tos attenti 
and from my own experience in the postal service, I am ty think thas 
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and for years has been suff. heavy loss of rev- | P Ivania that th ittee and th ¢ considered 
te Dera plem frst mtoapand soc yodags on nt | Ur uhte arlene ‘nad re easel hat the divantage wil 


The Third Assistant eee eee states eS. —_ 
eads the ills arising un present system. First, e 
: ter where the letter is mailed in ie 
which properly requires more than 2 cents postage; second, 
that the ack no ! r fails sometimes to collect the defi- 
cient postage; and in the third place, the Post-Office Department 
finds that in some cases—I do not care to make the imputation of 
saying how many, although the Post-Office Department says 
many cases—the postmaster himself is the addressee; he may 
in business; he may be selling goods sent by another party; and 
he may have sealed mail sent to him upon p: ent of 
one rate; and however much the sealed parcel ma ie , theone 
letter rate of 2 cents carries it to him, and thus he is enabled in 
the transaction of his business to receive and sell under the 
guise and protection of this 2-cent letter rate. use (stating 
the matter briefly) of the loss from the failure of the sending post- 
master to rate up; because of the loss from the failure of the re- 
ceiving postmaster to collect the deficient postage; because of the 
loss from these transactions wherever by arrangement this third 
condition exists, the Post-Office ent has recommended 
the of this bill, and the committee shared his view. 
Except by reason of this public loss, permit me to say this is 
not a question of any public convenience or inconvenience. 
Mr. DALZELL. ill the gentleman allow me a moment? As 
I understand, this bill relates to all first-class matter? 
Mr. CLARK of Iowa. Yes. 
Mr. DALZELL. Now, this co 


dence sent out by officers 


of the Government relating to official business is all first-class | paid 


matter, is it not? 
Mr. CLARK of Iowa. If it goes from the office sealed. 
Mr. DALZELL. And the letters of members of Congress which 
out sealed addressed to the heads of ts on official 
usiness are all first-class matter, are they not? 
Mr. CLARK of Iowa. I will say to the gentleman that an 
amendment is being prepared which will obviate the objection he 


is making. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Will the gentleman allow me a 

uestion? 

: Mr. CLARK of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. As I understand the present law, 
a letteror any other first-class matter which may be ited at 
a post-office, and which is prepaid to the extent of one letter rate, 
may be sent out at the discretion of the postmaster, whether the 
postage stamps on it are sufficient or not. 

Mr. CLARK of Iowa. That is a fact. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. But the post-office to which that 
matter goes does not deliver it to the m to whom it was sent 
until the balance of the postage is paid. 

Mr. CLARK of Iowa. That is the regulation. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Now, how does the Government 
lose any revenue by that transaction, if the letter is not delivered 
until the full amount of the due has been paid? 

Mr. CLARK of Iowa. Thestatement of the officials is that fre- 
quently such letters are delivered without collecting the deficient 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I know that that is not done in my 
case. I can never get such a letter unless I pay the amount of 


the unpaid . Lask the gentleman whether it is not the 
law or at least the ordinary practice that when a letter upon 
which insufficient has Coun prepaid comes to a post-ofiice, 


the postmaster sends out a notice to the addressee that such a let- 
ter Insufficien tly stamped is awaiting delivery? And in sucha 
case does not the addressee have to pay the balance of the postage 
before he can get the letter? If the postal authorities do not obey 
the law that now exists, why does the gentleman expect them to 
obey any other law that we may pass? As I understand him, it 
is simply the fault of the Officials that the amount of 
postage unpaid — these letters is not collected? 

Mr. om can No; it isa eatinte resulting from the 
sending of a letter prepayment of part . e en- 
tire postage rate is required to be prepaid, there is no possible loss 


of revenue. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I can not see how there can be any 
ble loss, fae ene copein the bill. I want to get at the 
The difficulty with is that if a man is required to 
put on sufficient stamps to 7 the a cron ote it will re- 
quire everybody to keep a pair scales and h every letter, in 
that he may stamp it sufficiently. Then letters which are 
tly stamped and which have not the card of the sender 
upon them would go to the Dead-Letter Office, and it would cost 
the Government more money to carry th and for- 


em backward 
ward to and from the Dead-Letter Office than it costs the Govern- 
ment —_) would it not? 


of Iowa, Well, I will say to the gentleman from 





be less than the advantage gained by requiring the prepayment 
of mail matter. Nearly everybody prepays letter a as it is. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. They intend to, and I know I 
eee do, but sometimes a person underestimates the weight of 
a letter. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, we can not hear anything on this 
side of the House, and I should like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Let us have better order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HEPBURN). The House will 
be in order. Gentlemen will please take their seats. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I only want to get at the facts. 

Mr. KELLEY. Does the gentleman from lowa [Mr. CLaRrK] 
yield for a question? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The gentleman from Iowa has 
yielded to me. 

Mr. CLARK of Iowa. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsy!l- 
vania [Mr. WILLiAM A. STONE]. 

Mr. QUIGG. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
talk loud, so that we can hear him. He is getting right at the 
kernel of this question, and we should like to hear him. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I will talk loud, but I can not 
talk against twenty other people. The point in this case is simply 
this: The purpose of it is wholly to save revenue. The present 
system that we have now of putting a stamp upon a letter and 
sending it out is very convenient. When it reaches the person to 
whom it is edison, if it is not sufficiently stamped it causes a 
delay, but it is not delivered until the balance of the postage is 

ai 


Now, to change that system and require everybody to stamp 
his letter sufficiently would require everybody who writes letters 
to keep a pair of scales and accurately weigh each letter and as- 
certain the amount of postage required. A letter insufficiently 
stamped and not having the address of the writer upon it would 
go to the Dead-Letter Office, because the postal authorities would 
not know to whom to return it. The Dead-Letter Office there- 
fore would get a great many letters, especially the letters of those 
who do not stamp their letters sufficiently and who do not keep 
a pair of scales to weigh the letters. Would it not cost the Gov- 
ernment more money than it costs it now to collect the unpaid 
postage? 

Mr. LACEY. The Government would lose the postage, because 
it would be sent back to the writer without prepayment. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes. Well, L include that in my 
question as to the cost to the Government of transmitting the let- 
ter backward and forward, to and from the Dead-Letter Office. 

Mr. QUIGG. Without any postage upon it? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Without any postage upon it. 
Now, I can not see how it provides more revenue. I can not see 
why it would not be more inconvenient than it is now. Another 
question. I can not see how the Government or anybody else 
would be benefited by the bill, and that is what I want light 
upon. 

Mr. CLARK of Iowa. If the assumption of the gentleman is 
correct, that there would be more letters ge to the Dead-Letter 
Office to be transmitted back to the sender with part postage 
~~ than the Government now, by the report of its officials, 
oses under existing conditions, then there would be no benefit in 
the chante Pacpcees, I concede very readily. 

a WILLIAM A. STONE. We want to get at the fact about 

Mr. CLARK of Iowa. I know, and I have no interest in this 
except that. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Take the question of business let- 
ters. Business letters, you know, are written by everybody who 
is in business; and everybody is in business. Even tramps are in 
business; and people do not always know how much postage to 
put on their letters. They do not take the pains to do so always, 
and they do not put their names on the envelopes. Very few 
people do that. y, Congressmen do not do that except when 
they frank their letters. A great many people are a little modest 
about the matter and do not like to publish to the world who has 
written the letter. I never saw a lady’s name on an envelope, to 
show who wrote the letter. Of course, I get very few of those, 
[Laughter. ] 

I think the system you have now is better than the ono you pro- 
pose. Then, another suggestion: The Dead-Letter Office has now 
practically caught up with its work. 

Mr, GROSVENOK. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 
I should like toask—and it may be a parliamentary inquiry—who 


is making this h? 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. If the Chair will permit me to 


answer that, it is not the gentleman from Ohio. [Laughter.] 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I should like to know who it is? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair understands that the 
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gentleman from Iowa yielded to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Mr. CLARK of Iowa. 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. And I want the gentleman to an- 
swer these suggestions. The Dead-Letter Office has now caught 
up with its work. You send a letter out to-day, and inside of 
three weeks you will get it back from the Dead-Letter Office. 
Five years ago, under the old system of prepaid postage, it 
would take nearer five years to get the letter back. The Dead- 
Letter Office has now caught up, and I submit that the system 
we have now is a pretty,good one. In the attempt to get a bet- 
tering of things you must not forget that you may make them 
worse. 

Mr, CLARK of Iowa. Now, Mr. Speaker, of course there was 
a large burden put upon the Dead-Letter Office in the old times, 
when the letter rate was 2 cents per half ounce, but the Dead- 
Letter Office has caught up, as the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{Mr WILLIAM A. STONE] says, under present conditions, because 
the letter rate is 1 ounce. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, Is it not because of this system 
that if you do not sufficiently stamp a letter, the remainder of the 
postage is collected at the other end? Is not that the reason why 
the Dead-Letter Office has caught up? 

Mr. CLARK of Iowa. It may be within the limits I have 
stated already. I am not prepared to say. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. CLARK of Iowa. Yes. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. It isarule of law now that if a man writes 
a letter and deposits it in the post-office, the presumption is that 
the person to whom it is written has received it. Now, theaction 
of the Government at this time is in conformity with therule. A 

erson writes a letter and deposits it in the pee and if he 

s failed to put on sufficient stamps, nevertheless the letter goes 
forward to the person to whom it is addressed. Now, if this bill 

revails, the writer may fail to put on sufficient postage and the 
etter will fail to reach the person to whom it is addressed, and 
yet the presumption falls upon that person that he has received 
the letter, and the burden is upon him to disprove it. Ought we 
to do that? 

Mr. CLARK of Iowa. That is a question of law. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. It is a very serious question for litigants, 
let me tell you. 

Mr. CLARK of Iowa. 
to give an answer. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Ihave stated the rule of law. 

Mr. GREENE. Let me ask a question. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Let the gentleman first answer 
those that he has undertaken to answer. 

Mr. GREENE. If a letter is put in without sufficient postage 
it goes to the Dead-Letter Office, and then it is returned to the 
writer. Now, how would the Government get the extra postage 
, on that letter in that event? 

Mr. CLARK of Iowa. That question has already been asked by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. Of course the Government 
does not get it under the existing law, but under the proposed 
change the rate will be the full prepaid rate as to most letters. 
Now the Government carries all letters back from the Dead-Letter 
Office to the writer, while the Government would henceforth re- 
turn a fully prepaid letter, one upon which it has received its 
revenue as to most letters. 

Mr. GREENF. But you do not catch my point. If this bill 
should become a law, and by inadvertence one should fail to put 
enough postage on a letter, and the envelope contained no return 
card, that letter would have to go to the Dead-Letter Office. 

Mr. CLARK of Iowa. Many letters go to the Dead-Letter 
Office now. 

Mr. GREENE. Now, how would the Government get the 
postage on that letter if it went to the Dead-Letter Office? 

Mr. CLARK of Iowa. I will say to the gentleman that I can 
not make it clearer than it already is. It would not get any in- 
crease of postage for the transmission of the letter from the Dead- 
Letter Office to the sender; but most letters would have been pre- 
paid in full in advance. 

Mr. GREENE. But suppose it had not been prepaid. The 
question is, Would the Government get any postage whatever by 
sending it to the Dead-Letter Office? 

Mr. CLARK of Iowa. Of course not. 

Mr. GREENE. Then where is the advantage to the Govern- 
ment under this bill? 

Mr. CLARK of Iowa. Of course the Government may make 
its regulations as to the rate of postage that a person must pay 
when the letter is sent from the Dead-Letter Office. But the gain 
of increased postage by universal preeaent will offset the in- 
crease in dead letters under this bill. 

Mr. QUIGG. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. CLARK of Iowa. 1 will. 


I have yielded to the gentleman from 


Not being a lawyer, Iam not prepared 
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Mr. QUIGG. Has the gentleman any statistics from the De- 
partment as to the number of letters annually which, being insuffi- 
ciently prepaid, are not finally delivered and the balance paid at 
the other end? 

Mr. CLARK of Iowa. I have no statistics here. 

Mr. QUIGG., The Government claims a considerable loss, as I 
understand? 

Mr. CLARK of Iowa. Yes. 

Mr. QUIGG. Does the Department inform the committee as to 
how much loss it supposes it sustains? 

Mr. CLARK of Iowa. No; it just makes the general statement 
I have read. 

From facts that have from time to time been brought to my attention, and 
from my own experience in the postal service, I am inclined to think that the 
Department is, and for years past has been, suffering a heavy loss of revenue 
from the failure of postmasters to rate up and collect postage on 
mail matter not fully prepaid. 

That is the statement of General Merritt; and the Postmaster- 
General says: 

For various reasons these collections are frequently not made and consid- 
erable loss of revenue occurs. 

That is all the information I have. 

Mr. QUIGG. It is now, under the law, the duty of the Depart- 
ment officials throughout the country to check, as it were, upon 
the sender of the letter by weighing the letter and ascertain the 
fact that it has been fully prepaid, is it not? That is now the 
duty of the office. 

Mr. CLARK of Iowa. Yes. 

Mr. QUIGG. Now, then, if it does its duty there is no possi- 
bility of loss anywhere. The duty of the Department will be pre- 
cisely the same under the new law as under the old law. It must 
ascertain the facts, and it must do something under the law. 
Why is there any less possibility of personal dereliction of duty 
by the Department officials under that act than there is under the 
present act? 

Mr. CLARK of Iowa. Well, Mr. Speaker, without answering 
my friend from New York, whose questions are very pertinent, 
I will say that neither I nor the committee had any thought that 
so much of the time of the House would be consumed on this bill; 
and as the House does not seem to be ready to vote upon this 
question of requiring the full prepayment of letter postage, I shall 
ask that the bill be recommitted to the committee. 

“Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the 
gentleman a question, for information. I see here in line 5 that 
**all first-class matter shall be prepaid in full before transmission 
of the same from the office where the same shall be mailed.” That 
relates to all first-class matter; and then I see here at the last line 
‘*that all laws in conflict herewith are hereby repealed.” Now, I 
want to know, is a Government official writing a letter that is 
now under the franking privilege deprived of the privilege of the 
franking law by this provision ‘‘all laws in conflict herewith are 
hereby repealed ”? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 
Speaker. I understood the gentleman in charge of the bill to ask 
permission to withdraw the bill. 

Mr. DALZELL. He moved to recommit the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. That is not debatable, is it? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did not hear that 
motion. 

Mr. CLARK of Iowa. As I made the motion that the bill be 
recommitted to the committee, that obviates any further discus- 
sion, 1 take it. Neither I nor the committee have any interest in 
this bill whatever. We merely wanted to serve the interests of 
the country and promote the efficiency of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Iowa moves 
that the bill be recommitted to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ayes seem to have it; the 
ayes have it, and the bill is recommitted to the committee. 

A MEMBER. Division! 

Mr. DAVIS. Before the proposition is taken on the division, I 
ask that the Chair explain what the House is to vote on. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did not hear any gen- 
tleman demand a division. 

Mr. DAVIS. It was asked upon the proposition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did not hear any — 
— or see any gentleman rising in his place and asking for a 

ivision. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. We did not hear that, either. 

BETTER GOVERNMENT OF HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION, 


Mr. LACEY (when the Committee on the Public Lands was 
called). Mr.Speaker,I call up the bill (H. R. 4385) for the better 
government of Hot Sprin servation, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior, in addition to his 
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who has controlled it for years. Greatcare has always been exer- 
cised in the making of leases; and I think this discretion can with 
entire confidence be left with him. At the same time I would not 
care if those words were stricken out; and I do not think perhaps 
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Lirrie] would care. 

Mr. LITTLE. I do not regard those words as important, ex- 
cept in this view: In pleasant weather—in the spring and fall— 
pecple sometimes walk to the top of this mountain; and there 
should be some means of getting lunch or refreshments, if they 
desire it—a glass of ice water or lemonade, or anything of that 


kind. 

es LACEY. The words ‘refreshment stands” will be re- 
tained. 

Mr. LITTLE. Iam quite willing that the words “‘and other 
places of resort” be stricken out. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I move to amend by striking out, in lines 
6 and 7, the words “and other places of resort.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HANDY. I should like to ask the gentleman from Iowa a 
uestion. I understood him tosay that under the present law the 
uration of these leases was limited. As I understood the read- 

ing of the bill, it gives the Secretary of the Interior additional 
powers beyond those exercised by him under the present law. In 
other words, he will be limited onl 4 provisions of this bill. 

Mr. LACEY. The Secretary of terior regulates the terms 
of the different leases, in nian with the situation and cir- 
cumstances of each locality. It has been found entirely safe to 
lodge this discretion with him. There is no trouble about the 
matter. 

Mr. HANDY. But this bill gives the Secretary of the Interior 
unlimited discretion. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. That may be; but he will act in the interest 
of the Government. He is not going to make any lease against 
the interest of the Government. 

r. HANDY. I would prefer there should be some limitation 
inserted as to the authority of the Secretary of the Interior. Un- 
der the broad language of the bill, he might grant a lease for a 
thousand years, 

Mr. LITTLE. He never has done anything of that kind. 

Mr. HANDY. But let us not give him the power to do so, 

Mr. LITTLE, There is y @ limitation as to the lease of 
bath houses. 

Mr. HANDY. [If there is a limitation in that respect, why not 
impose a limitation in others? 

Mr. LITTLE. I do not think thereis the slightest danger from 
the source which my friend from Delaware indicates. 

Mr. LACEY. I move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the bill was a to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and it was acco ly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LACEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. LACEY. I ask unanimous consent that the title of the 
bill just passed be amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill relating | to leases 
on the Hot Springs Reservation, and for other purposes.” 

The The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the title will be 
amended as indicated by the gentleman from Iowa, 

There was no objection. 


LANDS FOR SCHOOL PURPOSES IN ARKANSAS, 


Mr. LACEY. On behalf of the Committee on Public Lands, I 
call up the bill (H. R. 2484) giving the assent of Congress to a 
change of the compact entered into between the United States 
and the State of Sian on her admission into the Union, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas the Congress of the United Peates, by 2 an act supplementary toan 
act for the admission of the State of Arkansas into the Union, and to provide 
for the due execution of the laws of the gy States within th and 
for other purposes, approved June 23, aie A. o first 
the State of Ar and which was subseq 
assembly of the State of Arkansas, provided tenet 
the sale of section numbered 16 in very, township, 
ec tn shall be for the use of the inhabitants of such township for pe 


and 

Pu hereas t the general assem of the State of Arkansas have, by their 
resolution approved March 26; asked for a modification of said compact, 
so that the said lands, or 3 8 ave oe hand derived from the sale or 
lease of said section numbered 16in every township, or other lands equiva- 

sepevened © thes State to common-school purposes 

for the promotion of cation in State: Therefore, 

Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives —— the — 
States of America in Con assembled, That the assent of Co: 
is hereby, given to the in_ said compact cu for bythe Roms 
sembly, so as to allow the State of Arkansas to apportion the aaneaeiion 
from the sale of said lands to common-school purposes for the 
education in said State. 


Mr, LACEY. I yield whatever time may be necessary to the 
gentleman from Ashonees (tt McRag]. 


Mr. DINGLEY. T desis to ank the gentleman if this bill is on 
the House Calendar? 


Mr, LACEY. It is on the House Calendar. 
Mr. DINGLEY, Is there anything in the bill making an addi- 
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tional charge on the Treasury or enlarging the obligations of the 
Government? 


Mr. LACEY. Nothing whatever. 
a point of order. 

r. DINGLEY. I reserve the point of order until we hear an 
explanation of the bill. 

Mr. LACEY, I yield to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
McRa£] such time as he desires to explain this bill. I am sureit 
is not =n to the point of order, 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, there is but a single point involved 
in this little bill, When the State of Arkansas was admitted to 
the Union, there was granted to her the sixteenth section in every 
township in the State f for school pu . At that time the grant 
was e, as was usual, ‘‘for the use of the inhabitants of such 
township.” That has not been satisfactory, and has been the 
cause of a great deal of loss to the sixteenth-section school fund, 
because, being scattered all over the State, it has been difficult to 
carefully protectit. The legislature has memorialized Congress to 
consent to the change of this grant so as to make the whole fund 
a@ common-school fund. 

In other words, all the money will be gathered into the State 
treasury and the interest of it used for the benefit-of all the chil- 
dren of the State as a common-school fund, without regard to sex 
or color, and apportioned in proportion to number of persons of 
school age in the State; that is, between the ages of 6 and 21. 
That is all there is init. It does ~ a any additional grant, 
and simply consents to a change nage I have men- 
tioned. ne has been found to = copenclies ble to distribute the 
proceeds — from this fund in the sownshies in which it 
originated, for the reason that the school districts are not located 
or bounded with any reference to the land townshi 


The act of the Arkansas general assembly asking for this change 
is as follows: 


Resolved by the senate and Renton Of Tapreeeen sti Of te State of Arkansas, 

That our Senators in Congress be tructed and our tatives re- 

quested to use all their influence bere the Congress of f the nited States so as 

to change and modify the compact entered into between the United States 

and the State of sas with regard to the “sections of land No. 16 in 
orere township,” ae when such section —_ been sold or otherwise 

other lands to, and as contiguous as may be “and granted 

he 80 of the inhabitants of such township for the use rot the 

ae —_ or re now on hand derived from the 

eee by the State to common-school pur- 

se for he qromnotien of cation < ie State; and that the governor 

to our Senators and Representatives, respectively, a copy of this 


oa 
Approved, March 26, 1895. 


Mr. RIDGELY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. McRAE, "oan oF 

Mr. RIDGELY. Does contemplated law require that this 
fund — be kept sacred and only the interest used for school 
pu 


vested in some productive bill does not interfere 
Mr. RIDGELY. But the original grant apportioned it to town- 


Z McRAE. For the use of the inhabitants of the townships. 

Mr. RIDGELY. And controlled by them. 

Mr. McRAE. The school-district lines are not the same as 
township lines. There may be, and generally are, two or threo 
school cts in a land township and a school district may run 
into two or three townships. Under our public-school system it 
is utterly impracticable to administer this fund with our popula- 
tion nt our school districts as oa are now, and it is becoming 
more troublesome * lon y. 

Mr. RIDGELY Docomes law, will this fund bo ap 

oned a ee according to the receipis from the 
- —— the township, or will it t be agpenitensdaccoring to popu- 
tion 

Mr. McRAE. It will be apportioned to the counties according 
to the school — Each child in the State will get his or 
her p: st 5 apm of the fund. There may besome inequalities which 

be evened up, because some townshi os y have received 

ane _ sap See no oe be avoi = under oe a -_ 

tem, and I think a u necessary in order to properly 

rotect and administer the fund that has been or may be gathered 

m the grant. The desire is to have it used as a common-school 

a and the ss wreseote arising from it apportioned as other school 
collected by the State. 


ae RIDGELY. All over the State? 
Mr. a In proportion to the number of school children 


The gentleman may reserve 


MCRAE, The original a _— the fund to be in- 
, an 


Mr. RIDGELY. Thatisa good law, and it ought to pass. 

Mr. McRAE. In order that this may be clearly understood, I 
offer this amendment, I have stated what I think the bill means 
under the constitution and the statutes of our State, and perhaps 
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er tae owed ‘usion of the bill, the words: 


In proportion to the number of persons therein between the ages of 6 and 


21 years. 


So that there can be no question about the point brought out by 


eman from . RIDGELY]. 
tn eOTTACEY. Would it not be safer to aes that to the legis- 
lature of Arkansas 


? 
Mr. McRAE. This is substantially the language of our consti- 
E — and we can ae put it 
that is the way in which the apportionments are now 
ws bs: at inorder thet {here may be no question about it, I think 


tution and statutes upon that 


pene hould be amended. 
tnt NORTHWAY. How is the money disposed of now from 
the sale of these school lands? : 
Mr. McRAE. A considerable of it has been gathered into 
the treasury and is held there, to be accounted for by the State. 
Mr. NORTHWAY. So the land has not been used for schools 
in the vicinity, but the money has been put into the treasury. 
Mr. McRAE. A good deal of it has lost because of mis- 
t of this fund, but such of it as has been preserved 
can now be invested and the proceeds used if this bill becomes 


law. 
: Mr. NORTHWAY. Suppose the land has been sold in certain 
townships. Has that money been heretofore used for the schools 


of that ion? 

Mr. McRAB. For several years past the State superintendent 
of public instruction and other officials have been ponent up 
this money, and all that could be collected under the act of the 
legislature has been covered into the State treasury, and is either 
there now or has been used by the State and will be made 
There is an earnest desire throughout the State to get such legis- 
lation here and there as will secure and protect the common- 
school funds, and this bill is a oe that direction. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. And now bill will provide for the sale 
of these lands and the distribution of the money throughout the 
State equally? 

Mr.McRAE. Yes. I move, Mr. 
“‘ State” the words “‘in proportion to 
between the ages of 6 and 21 years.” 

Mr, LACEY. I call for a vote. 

The amendment offered by Mr. McRak was read by the Clerk, 
as follows: 

Insert at the end of the bill the words ‘‘in roportion to the number of - 
sons th hebpuen dp ages of ¢ and 2 youre: - y 

So that it will read: 

That the wsent of Congress and is hereby, the chan, 
compact asked for by the Lceneb ee wy soenteaeeten State SB cee 

rtion the fands derived from the sale of said lands to common- 


sas to appo: 
school purposes for the ey of education in said State in on to 
the number of persons in between the ages of 6 and 21 years. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr, McRAE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 
Mr. LITTLE. I ask the gentleman to also make a motion to 
reconsider and table the vote by which the reservation bill passed. 
Mr. LACEY. That was done. Now, I understand that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania {Mr. DaLzELL] wishes to makesome 
arrangement with regard to the bankruptcy bill. 


THE BANKRUPTCY BILL. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. er, some days ago, at the instance of 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON], the House, by unani- 
mous consent, made an order fixing Wednesday, Th y, and 
Saturday of this week and Monday of next week for the consider- 
ation of the bankruptcy bill. Reasons have transpired that make 
it desirable that a vote should be taken on Saturday, instead of 
on Monday, and I now ak unanimous consent that the order be 
80 my bill have consideration on Wednes- 
Saturday of this week, the vote to be 
on Saturday, and that Senter of next week be substi- 
tuted for F under the rule. I will say that I have consulted 
ey eee the House, and I think that there will be no 


Mr. TERRY. And Saturday for the five-minute debate? 
Mr. DALZELL. Yes. y 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania asks unanimous consent that the order heretofore made 

so modified that Wednesday, Thursday, Friday, and Saturday bé 

devoted to the consideration of the nkruptcy bill, and that 

of next week be substituted for Friday under the rules, 

Mr. RY. And that the five-minute debate go on on Satar- 

da: mane of Monday? 

- DALZELL. that was the agreement as to Monday. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. As I understand, Monday is s 


XXXI——110 


ker, to add after the word 
number of persons therein 


but. I ask to insert after the word “State,” in 





day, under the rules, and it is understood that they will not take 
advantage of that fact for suspension of the rules. 

Mr. DALZELL. Notatall. Monday will be the same as Fri- 
day of this week. 

e SPEAKER = tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I have just come in. I understand 
that next Monday will be taken up and considered as Friday; 
ae unanimous consent there will be no recistance to taking 
up oe 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh,I can not bind anybody but myself. I 
will make no resistance. The proposition is to treat Monday just 
as if it was Friday. 

Mr. TERRY. Just to swap days. 

Mr. DALZELL. Just to swap days, as the gentleman from 
Arkansas su, ts. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. You will make no opposition at all? 

Mr. DALZELL. Not at all. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The understanding is that they will not 
take advan of Monday to move suspension. 

Mr. DAL Yes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. RIDGELY. Before I consent, I should like to ask, for what 
reason does the _, ask this change? 

Mr. DALZELL. Because there are a number of gentlemen 
who desire to vote on the bankruptcy bill who can not be here on 


wr. 
Mr. RIDGELY. You are asking that Friday shall be con- 
sumed in the consideration of this bill, instead of Monday? 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes; and Monday substituted for it. 

Mr. LATIMER. I want to ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. RIDGELY. The question I asked, Mr. Speaker, is, if this 
arrangement is made by unanimous consent, will that give us 
Monday for Friday’s business on, the Calendar? 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly; that is the arrangement. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Beyond any question of objection? 

Mr. DALZELL. It gives the status of Friday under the rule. 

Mr. TERRY. It substitutes Monday for Friday. 

Mr. LACEY. That will not interfere with the Friday night 


session? 

Mr. DALZELL. I haveno intention of superseding the Friday 
night session for pension business. 

r. GROS OR: It will not do it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. CLAYTON. DoI understand that the gentleman wants to 
reserve Friday night for pension business? 
Mr. DALZELL. I do not propose to interfere with the pension 
business. 
Mr. TERRY. Let Monday night be Friday night. 
Mr. CLAYTON. You do not propose to use Friday night for 
pension business? 
ALZELL. I have no objection to it, so far as I am con- 
cerned. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 
Mr. MIERS of Indiana. r. Speaker, I would like to know, if 
this arrangement is made, whether it will interfere with the Fri- 
day night session? 

Mr. ULZER (to Mr. DALZELL). At what hour are you going 
to vote on the bankruptcy bill? 
Mr. DALZELL. On Saturday, at 4 o’clock. 
a SPEAKER pro tempore. Monday will be, under the rule; 

y. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. And the ordinary Friday night ses- 
sion will be held on Monday. 
The SPEAKER protempore. That is the way the Chair un- 
derstands it. Is there objection to the order heretofore made? 
Mr. TERRY. It is understood that Monday night is pension 
night, instead of Friday night. 
és - SPEAKER pro tempore. That is the understanding of the 

air. 
Mr. DALZELL. Thatis all right. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


COMPULSORY ATTENDANCE OF WITNESSES BEFORE REGISTERS AND 
RECEIVERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I call up for consideration the bill 


(H. R. 5496) providing for the compulsory attendance of witnesses 
bef isters and receivers of the land office. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That registers and receivers of the land office, or either 
of them, in all matters requiring a hearing before them, are authorized 4nd 
empowered to issue su directing © attendance of witnesses, which 
subpoenas may be served by any person, and when served, witnesses shall be 
required to attend in obedience thereto: Provided, That if any subpa@na be 
served under the provisions of this act a oe person other than an officer 
authorized by the laws of the United States, or of the State or Territory in 
which the are taken, the service thereof shall be proved by the 
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affidavit of the person serving the same: Provided further, That said sub- 
poenas shall be served within the county in which attendance is required, 
and at least five days before attendance is required. 

Src. 2. That witnesses shall have the right to receive their fee for one day's 
attendance and mileage in advance. The fees of witnesses for attendance 
before such officers shall be the same as that provided by law in the district 
deourts of the United States in the district in which such land offices are sit- 
uated; and the witness shall be entitled to receive his fee for attendance in 
advance from day to day during the hearing. 

Sxc. 3. That any person neglecting or refusing obedience tosuch subpoena, 
or neglecting or refusing to appear and testify when subpcenaed, his fees 
having been paid if demanded, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, for 
which he shall be punished by information or indictment in the district court 
of the United States. The punishment for such offense, upon conviction, shall 
be a fine of not more than , or imprisonment not to exceed ninety days, or 
both, at the discretion of the court: Provided, That if such witness has been 
prevented from obeying such subpoena, without fault upon his part, he shall 
not be punished under the provision of this act: Provided further, That in 
case any party to a contest shall be unable to pay witness fees, and shall make 
and file with the register or receiver an affidavit that he is unable to pay said 
fees and that he has a meritorious cause, and set forth in said affidavit what 
he can prove by said witnesses, if the register or receiver shall believe and so 
certify that the testimony so set forth is material to the issue, said witnesses 
shall be subpoenaed and attend without first having their pay, and in such 
case the subpoena issued shall state that the witness is required to attend 
without prepayment of fees or mileage, and all the provisions of this act for 
the attendance of witnesses shall apply to said witnesses, and they shall 
receive certificate of attendance from the officer before whom he is sub- 
— which certificate shall be a liability of the person at whose instance 

hey were subpoenaed. 

Suc. 4. That whenever the witness resides outside the county in which the 

ring occurs any party to the p may e the testimony of such 
itness in the county of such witness's residence, in the form of depositions, 
by wiving ten days’ written notice of the time and piece of taking such depo- 
sitions to the sores party or parties. The depositions may be taken before 
any United States commissioner or clerk of a court of record. Subpoenas 
for witnesses before the officer taking depositions may issue from the office 
of the none or receiver, or may be issued by the officer taking the deposi- 
ms, and disubedience thereof, as defined in this act, shall also be p ; 
and the witness shall receive the same fees and be subject to the same penal- 
ties in all respects as in case of violation of a subpoena to appear before the 
register or receiver, and subject to the same limitations. The fees of the 
officer taking the depositions shall be the same as those allowed in the State 
or Territo courts, and shall be paid py Ste party taking the de tion, 

d an itemized account of the fees shall made by the officer the 

mpositions and attached to the depositions. 
ec. 56. That whenever the taking of any depositions taken in pursuance 
of the foregoing provisions of this act is concluded, the ——— party — 
Pp at once to take depositions in his own behalf, at the same time an 
and before the same officer: Provided, That he shall, before taking of 
he depositions in the first instance is entered upon, give notice to the pee: 
party, or ony qeent or attorney representing him in the taking of said 
epositions, of his intention to do so. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask to have the report read. It 
is very brief. 


The report (by Mr. SHELDEN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
) entitled “A bill providing for the compulsory attendance of witnesses 
fore registers and receivers of the Land Office,” beg leave to submit the 
following report, and recommend that said bill do pass. 
At the p nt time there is no provision of law by which the attendance 
of witnesses before registers and receivers can be obtained. uentl 
a oe of great value are involved in controversies before these of- 
cers. ey are not judicial officers, although their functions are of the 
greatest importance, and the power to punish witnesses for contempt of 
court in disobeying subpoenas can not be conferred upon them. This bill 
authorizes the issuance of subpoenas in such matters and the ——- of depo- 
sitions, and provides that the disobedience to such subpoenas shall be pun- 
ed as a criminal offense. 


The necessity for such a law has been frequently urged by the Commis- 
sioner of the Land Office, and in the omen of the committee the necessity 
should be supplied by the enactment of this bill into law. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the 
in charge of the bill whether it makes any change w 
the fees now authorized under the existing law? 

Mr. LACEY. No; the bill is an adaptation of the same system 
as that used in getting witnesses before committees of Congress. 
Of course we could not confer upon registers and receivers the 
power to commit for contempt, and therefore it became necessary 
to adopt a similar system to that which is used in the Senate and 
House of Representatives. The fees are the same asin courts, and 
the method of service of witnesses by subpoena is the same. The 
bill has the House heretofore, but failed in the Senate. 

Mr. KING. I would like to ask the gentleman whether the 
various litigants pay the fees or the Government is responsible 
for them? 

Mr. LACEY. If they are witnesses of the Government, they 
will be paid by the Government, and if they are witnesses of the 
party itigant, they would be paid by that party. The party sub- 

naing the witness must pay him; and if the witness fails to at- 

nd he can not be commi for contempt, but will be liable for 

a violation of the statute and punished for a misdemeanor. If 

Bae 2 no further question, I will yield to the gentleman from 
olorado. 

Mr. SHAFROTH, Mr, Speaker, I hope there will be no objec- 
tion to the passage of this bill. This was an omission in the 
statute that should have been corrected long ago, providing for 
the as of witnesses and for having hearings in these 
‘cases. There are a number of cases affected by it, and it is a mat- 
ter of expediency, and for this reason this bill ought to pass. It 
—— the unanimous re of the Committes on Public 


entleman 
tever in 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
Sn ARETENES, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. LACEY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Mr. LACEY. I now call up the bill which [ have sent to the 
Clerk’s desk. 


AMENDING SECTION 3480 OF THE REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. LACEY. I call up the bill H. R. 54384. 

Mr. SULZER. Iask the gentleman from Iowa to give way in 
order that I may call up a certain resolution. Iask tocall up this 
resolution. ee and cry of ‘‘ Regular order!”’} 

Mr. LACEY. This bill—— 

Mr. SULZER. I would like to call up this resolution now, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Itis not in order. 

Mr. LACEY. I can not yield. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5484) to re in part and to limit section 3489 of the Revised 
tatutes of the United States. 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 3480 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be, and the same is hereby, so far, and no further, modified and re- 

ed as to dispense with proof of, loyalty during the late war of the rebel- 
ion as a prerequisite in any application for bounty land where the proof 
otherwise shows that the applicant is entitled thereto. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will reserve a point of order on that. 

Mr. LACEY. Lyield to the gentleman from Oregon [Mr, ELLis}. 

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, the section of the statute that this 
bill amends is the one requiring proof of overt acts or affirmative 
declarations of loyalty of those residing in the seceding States 
during the war of the rebellion in order to avail themselves of the 
right of pension or bounty land warrants. Congress, on July 27, 
1892, repealed the séction referring to the restrictions so far as 
pensioners were concerned. Those who will be benefited by the 
provisions of this act are those who were engaged in the Indian 
wars from 1832 to 1842 andin the Mexicanwar. The rights sought 
to be restored to them by this act were given in 1850 and 1855. 
This section of the Revised Statutes requires that they should give 

roof of their Po pen | during the war. By the act of Congress on 

uly 27, 1892, all restrictions were removed from this class of in- 
dividuals so far as pensions were concerned, and they were per- 
mitted to draw a pension at the rate of $8 a month without the 
necessity of making this proof. 

Now, there is a very limited number of persons who could avail 
themselves of the privileges of this 1] ation (their ages range 
from 70 to90 years) who did not avail themselves of the provisions 
of the actin regard to the bounty land warrants, and by their 
failure so to do, there being no amendment to co md to the 
amendment relative to the pensions, they are cut off from this 
privilege. There are comparatively few of them; the minimum 
age is 70 and the maximum age 90 years. These bounty land 
warrants, under the law as it is now construed, can not be used 
exceptin a very limited way, making proof on commuted home- 
steads. I am satisfied the value of the warrant would not exceed 
75 cents per acre. 

Our investigation shows that the maximum value of a land 
warrant is 75 cents per acre, so that the maximum amount of 
which they could avail themselves under the warrant is 160 acres, 
worth, at a maximum value, 75 cents per acre. This bill seeks to 
remove those restrictions and give these men in their old age the 
same advantage that accrued to their more fortunate brethren in 
relation to pensions. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. What are these bounty land warrants? 
What sort of a warrant is it? Where could he put it, and where 
can it be placed? Can it be divided? 

Mr. ELLIS. No, it is no divisible; and under the law it is 
practically of no value except with reference to commuted home- 
steads. As the preemption law has been repealed and no longer 
exists, it is not a scrip that can be placed on valuable land; it can 
only be placed on a commuted homestead entry. 

. SMITH of Arizona. Are these beneficiaries for whom you 
seek this privilege accessible to the pension rolls? 

Mr. ELLIS. They are, under the act of July, 1892. They were 
restored to the pension rolls, but were not given the privilege of 
the bounty land warrants. 

Mr. DINSMORE. What war did you say these people were in? 

Mr. ELLIS. The Indian war, from 1832 to 1842, and the Mexi- 
can war. By reason of living in the Confederate States during 
the war, they were cut off from this right by an act of Congress. 
Subsequent legislation has restored the pensioners to the roll, but 
makes no provision for the limited number entitled to bounty land 


warrants. 

Mr. LACEY, I now yield to the gentleman from Alabama 
{Mr. Cavroel. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I had the honor to introduce 
this bill, and I do not desire to take up the time of the House in 
discussing it, becatise the matter is fully presented in the able re- 
port drawn by the distinguished gentleman who just preceded me, 
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and it was the unanimous report of the committee. I may sa: 
here b was the | precisely similar in to this has 
the House of Re tatives once, but ed of action in the 
Senate, I do not know for what reason. The gentleman is en- 
tirely correct in his statement that there are very few beneficia- 
ries that will take under this bill. Many of those who were entitled 
to bounty lands under provisions of law of 1855 took under 
that law before the late war between the States. Many of those 
who failed to get the land bounty but who are entitled were too 
old to engage in the late war. This is simply an act of justice to 
put those entitled to bounty land warrants upon the same footing 
as those who now draw pensions on account of the Mexican war, 
and I hope it will pass the House. 

Mr. LACEY. I wish to add one word of explanation. Those 
soldiers of the Creek and other Indian wars and soldiers of the 
war of 1846-47 who received their land warrants and levied them 
upon lands held those lands exempt from any possibility of con- 
fiscation. An act of Congress co ted or attempted to confis- 
cate the land warrants in the hands of the holders. Now, by this 
act the men who were slow about getting their land warrants and 
making the levy will be omer the same position as the men 
who actually received their lands forty or fifty years ago. 

Mr. CLA N. That states the case exactly. 

Mr. PAYNE. I reserved a point of order t this bill. I 
think it is clearly obnoxious to such a point. It proposes to a 
mit a class of people to get these lands who could not get them 
except for the of this bill, and therefore the effect is to 
part with property of the United States. But, after the explana- 
tion of the gentleman from Oregon - E..Is}, I will not insist 
on the point of order, but withdraw it. gat 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was acco ly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion 0 . LACEY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

SETTLEMENT BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND ARKANSAS, 

Mr. LACEY. On behalf of the Committee on Public Lands, I 
now call up Senate bill No. 38. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the following: 


bill (8. 3) to appro compromise and settlement between the United 
. er “States and the State of — = aot 

it enacted, etc., That the compromise settlement e pated ruary 

s,s between ee Cee States and the State of Arkansas 7 coup G. Car- 





fe : Se Fee, agt Robe =. Secretary o' =! Interior, 
half and James P. Clarke, governor r 
S behalf ot that 8 aaa made underand by etme of the authority 


erred by an act of Co approved A it 4, 1 entitled “An act to 

Soierien olanauie ont settlement with the State of Arkansas," and the 
th . ved April 8, 1889, auth 

be, and same is hereby, approved 


The amendment reported by the Committee on Public Lands 
was to add to the bill three new sections, so that the bill would 
read as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in ah is assembled, That the oa and settlement ef- 
fected Feb 1895, between the United States and the State of Arkan- 

John G. Car ie 


sas by h . fomretery of the Treasury, and Hoke Smith, Secre- 
tary of the Interior, on behalf of the ae Btates and James P. vlarke, 
governor of Ar on behalf of that State, which was made under and b 

virtue of the authority conferred by an ngress aor A t 4, 
1894, entitled “An act to auth & compro: and settlement with the 
State of Ar "and the act of the general assembly of Ar , ap- 


kansas 

ess April 8, , authorizing the governor to act for that State, be, and 

he same is hereby, approved and given the full force and effect of law upon 
the declarations and conditions hereinafter provided. 

Sec. 2. t the amount 971.35, with which the State is credited in 

said compromise and settlement for 132,504.27 acres of indemnity land, at the 

rice of $5 an acre, be, and the same is hereby, redu to the amount of 

Prot iss the value of said indemnity land at $2.50 an acre, the double mini- 


um price of Government land; and the State of Arkansas is hereby cred- 
ited with the sum of $331,485.68 for 265,188.54 acres of additional selected unad- 
usted swamp land, at $1.25 peracre, the minimum price of Government land, 


eaving the balance to d by the State of Arkansas to the United States 

under said compromise and settlement $160,572. 

Sec. 3. That the title of all persons who have purchased from the State of 

Arkansas any unconfirmed syeny land and hold deeds for the same be, and 
m: 


the same is hereby, confirmed an e valid as t any claim or right 
of the United Sindee and without 3 : 


e ent of said persons, their heirs or 
United States & to the State of Ar- 


relinquish and quitclaim to 


assigns, of any sum whatever to 


Bre. 4. t the State of Arkansas does here 
the Tilted 8 tates all lands he tea certified, or patented to the 
which have been en 


State under the public-land laws; and does hereby 
cede, relinquish, and quitclaim to the United States all right, title, and interest 
under the acts of September 28, 1850, March 2, 1855, and March 8, 1857, in and 
tice, or patantea by the United Stages under any other nets and tho fe to 
under any other acts, and the title 
such Vande is hevety confirmed in the grantees. their heirs, successors, or 


assigns, an in this act or gay other act to the contrary Ae holy roe oye 
ing: Pro this act shall be of no force or effect until the State o 
Ar ve accepted and approved the conditions, limitations, an 


herein contained by an act of the general assembly or by an instru- 

ment in writing dul qzecu by the Nerner under the authority con- 
ferred Thon him by the aginiatere of State, and filed with the Secretary 
of the and the of the Interior within one year from the 
a) val of thisact: Provided . t whereas the general assembly of 
ae et Arimnme did, on he loth day of March, 1807, aoce t and approve 

and provisions herein contain ore the pas- 

this making act 


the ae ere and conclusive, therefore 
effect and after its passage. 
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Mr. LACEY (interrupting the a the bill). Mr, Speaker, 
I believe the Clerk has the wrong bill. There are two prints of 
the bill on this subject, and I believe I sent up the one I did not 
intend to send. 

Mr. EVANS. As the gentleman has sent up the wrong bill, I 
rise to a privileged motion, and move that the House go into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union to consider 
House bill No. 6462. 

Mr. COX. I wish to inquire what has become of the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacry]? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa sent up the wrong 
bill, and, as the Chairs understands, has withdrawn it. 

Mr. LACEY. I had two bills here; and as the Clerk was read- 
ing I thought I had sent up the wrong one, but I find I was in 
error and that he was reading the correct bill. I do not desire 
to withdraw the bill. Let the reading proceed. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Let it be understood that points of order are 
reserved. 

Mr. EVANS. Iinsist on my motion. 

Mr. LACEY. I can not be taken off the floor in this way. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
Evans] had no right to the floor to make his motion pending the 
reading of the bill called up by the gentleman from Iowa. There 
was a mistake on the part of the gentleman from Iowain announc- 
ing that the Clerk had the wrong print of the bill, when in fact he 
had the correct bill—the one that the committee intended to call 
up—and it is now before the House. 

Mr. EVANS. If the gentleman from Iowa, the chairman of the 
Committee on Public Lands, had not announced that the Clerk 
was reading the wrong bill, I should not have attempted to make 
this privileged motion which I have been for some time waiting 
an sere to make. The bill which I desire to have consid- 
ered has been delayed all day by these other measures; and although 
I have no doubt I should have at an early day the privilege of 
calling it up, I have waited until nearly the usual hour of adjourn- 
ment before undertaking to do what the Committee on Waysand 
Means have directed me to do. But now I can not delay ary 
longer; and I hope the gentleman from Lowa will be content to 
allow his bill to wait until his committee is called again. 

Mr. LACEY. There ought to be no difficulty in arranging this 
























































matter. 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on Public Lands will be called 
again on the next call of committees. 

Mr. McRAE. I then ask consent that this bill be passed over 
till some particular day. 

Mr. LACEY. And made a special order. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I wish it understood I desire to make a point 
of order against this bill. I do not think it is in order on this call. 
na go to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 

nion. 

Mr. McRAE. Then let it go over to a day certain as a special 
order, subject to the point of order made by the gentleman from 
Iowa ee HepsurN}. Iam very anxious for an early considera- 
tion of the bill, for it is very important to our State and many 
settlers under the State and Government. 

Mr. LACEY. Thecall rests, I understand, with our committee? 

The SPEAKER. The call rests with the Committee on Public 
Lands; and this bill can be brought up the next time that com- 
mittee is called. 

Mr. LACEY. I ask that the bill be printed in the Recorp. 

TheSPEAKER. If there be no objection, the bill will be printed 
in the REcorD. 
There was no objection. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ido not want this bill to have any different 
status from what belongs to it. 
The SPEAKER. All points of order are reserved. 


TRANSPORTATION OF DISTILLED SPIRITS, 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. Evans], that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole for the consideration of House 
bill 6462. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. Lacry in the chair) and 
proceeded to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6462) to authorize 
he transportation of distilled spirits to general bonded ware- 

ouses and the removal therefrom. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That any distilled spirits in any distillery warehouse or 
in any special or general bonded warehouse may be reentered for deposit 


and-rebonded, may be regauged on request, and may be withdrawn or re- 
moved therefrom, according to law. on application of the distiller or owner 


thereof, or by the legal representative of either; but no person other than 
the distiller or his legal representative shall, for the purpose of this act, be 
pagpeean as the owner of the spirits unless he shall have made proof of own- 
ership satisfactory to the collector: Provided, however, That on application of 
the distiller or owner for the withdrawal of any distilled spirits from a dis- 
pilery warehouse for deposit in a general bonded warehouse, the transpor- 








tion and warehousing bond required by law or regulations to be given 
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for such spirits may be given by an approved trust or surety company as 
principal, with another approved trust or surety company as surety, where 
each of said companies has duly qualified under the act of Congress wgreres 
August 13, 1894. And it shall be a condition of the bond that the cipal 
named therein shall assume, and shall pay, within the time and in the man- 
ner required by law, all taxes and penalties due or assessed, or which may 
thereafter become due or assessed, on or against said spirits, and will satisfy 
and pay any and all claims of the United States to or against said spirits un- 
der the internal-revente laws. 

That on the acceptance of said bond and on the removal of the spirits 
from the distillery premises the liability of the distiller for the tax dne on 
the spirits shall thereupon cease, and, except as hereinafter provided, all 
liens upon the distillery property for such tax shall be discharged. But 
nothing herein contained shall be held or construed as exempting the dis- 
tiller of said spirits from any fine or penalty incurred by him in connection 
with the manufacture or storage of the spirits, or as exempting the spirits 
from any existing lien for the tax due thereon, or from forfeiture to the 
United States where such forfeiture was incurred before the removal of the 
spirits from the distillery premises for deposit in a general bonded ware- 
nouse. 

Sec. 2. That all spirits intended to be removed froma distillery warehouse 
to a general bonded warehouse, or to be transferred from one general bonded 
warehouse to another general bonded warehouse, shall, before such removal 
or transfer, have affixed to each package an engraved stamp indicative of 
such intention, to be provided and furnished to the several collectors as in 
the case of other stamps, and to be charged to them and accounted for in _ 
same manner. And for the expense attending the providing and £ 
such stamps and the warehousing of such spirits a c e of 10 cents for eac 
of such stamps shall be made; but if, upon the expiration of one year from 
the passage of this act, it shall appear that such expense shall be in excess of 
the amount obtained by such charge, a charge of 15 cents, and no more, shall 
be made for each such stamp thereafter affixed. 

Sec. 3. That.where spirits are withdrawn froma distillery warehouse, for 
transportation toa general bonded warehouse, or withdrawn from one gen- 
eral bonded warehouse for transportation to another general bonded ware- 
house according to law, it shall be lawful, under such rules and regulations 
and limitations as shall be prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
enue, with the approval of the Secre of the Treasury, for an allowance 
to be made for loss by unavoidable accident or accidental fire, and without 
any fraud or negligence of the distiller, owner, carrier, or their agents or 
employees, occurring during such t rtation. 

ec. 4. That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall, before # iv: 
ing any es for the establishment of a general bonded w: 
inquire and ascertain whether the building offered for approval is 
within 600 feet of a distillery or of a rectifying house, or within 50 feet 
any premises on which tax-paid spirits are stored, and if he discovers that 
such building is within 600 feet of any distillery or rectifying house, or 
within 50 feet of any premises on which tax-paid spirits are stored, he will 
refuse to approve such building or premises as a general bonded warehouse. 

Sec. 5. at the notice of any person engaged in or inte to be en- 
geet in the business of a distiller or rectifier required by section of the 

evised Statutes of the United States shall, in addition to the statements 
required by that section, contain a statement that the distillery premises or 
rectifying establishment, as the case may be, is not within 600 feet in a direct 
line of any premises authorized to be used asa general bonded warehouse. 
The Collector of Internal Revenue will refuse to approve the bond of a dis- 
tiller or to collect a tax from a rectifier, whale liquor dealer, or retail 
liquor dealer, whose premises are within 600 feet of a general bonded ware- 
house. Every officer who collects any special tax in violation of this act 
shall be liable to a penalty of not exceeding $5,000 for each offense. 

a ¢ That all laws or parts of laws in conflict herewith are hereby 
repealed. 


The Committee on Ways and Means recommended the follow- 
ing amendments: 


On page 1, line 3, after the word “‘spirits,”’ insert “made from materials 
other than fruit deposited.” 

In line 4, after the word “any,” strike out the words “special or.” 

In line 15, after the word “bond,” insert “now.” 

On 3, in tine 11, after the word “made,” strike ont the semicolon and 
all that follows in that section and insert the following: “ until and including 
the 30th day of June, 1899; and thereafter a charge for each stamp be 
for a sufficient sum to cover the expense attending the providing and 
such stamps and the warehousing of such spirits the preceding fiscal year: 
Provided, any fraction of a cent shall be considered as a cent in fix- 


ing the price of such 4 
m page 3, in line 11, strike out ail after the semicolon down to and inchad- 
ing the word “affixed,” in line 15. 

For section 4 insert the following: 

“Suc. 4. That tie Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall, before approv- 
ing the establishment of a general bonded warehouse, inquire and ascertain 
whether the building offered for approval assuch warehouse is located within 
600 feet of a distillery, and whether such building is located near a rectif: 
house or other premises on which tax-paid spirits are stored, and w er 
the same is separated from such rectifying house or other premises by a public 
street or alley, or by a space or building not less than 20 feet wide; and if he 
discovers that the buil eng offered for ap 


proval is within 600 feet of any dis- 
tillery, or is not separa’ 


from a rectifying establishment or any premises 
on which tax-paid spirits are stored, as herein provided, he will refuse to 

rove such or premises as a general bond: 

‘or section 5 insert the following: 

“Src. 5. That the notice of anyone e in or intending to be 
in the business of a distiller orrectifier, red by section of the Re 
Statutes of the United States, shall, in addition to the statements roumeee oy 
that section, contain a statement as to the distillery that it is not within 
feet in a direct line of any premises authorized to be used asa eral bonded 
warehouse, or, as to the rect! house, that it is not wi 20 feet in a 
direct line of of any general ed warehouse, or is separated from 
soleus te aabeiea tir tent ofl aig Sidiler ana dagiay seein 
refuse approve the of any tiller whose di are 
within 600 feet in a direct line of a eral bonded warchouse; and such col- 
lector shall refuse to issue a special-tax stamp to any wholesale 
liquor dealer, or retail liquor dealer whose premises are within 20 feet in a 
direct = of any general oats pela, or =e not ted 

a c street or alley; every collector who a: 
Gletilie , or who issues any -tax in viol 
liable to a penalty not exceeding $5,000 for each such 
pealea” 6. That all laws or parts of laws in conflict 


ed warehouse.” 


separa therefrom 
ae Fain a 
on of this act, shall 
offense 


herewith are hereby re- 
Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Ways and 


Means have considered this bill, and it is their unanimous opinion 
that it should pass. Possibly one member of the committee may 
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raise a question as to one amendment, but I do not know that hé 
will even care to press that. 

The purpose of the billis very simple. The act of 1894, com- 
monly known as the Wilson bill, authorized the creation, subject 
to the regulations of the Internal-Revenue Office, of what we call 
general bonded warehouses, to which authority was given to 
remove the spirits from distillery warehouses; but the act, by some 
omission, authorized only the distiller todothat. Itisa perfectly 
well-known fact that most of the spirits in distillery warchouses 
in this country are owned by persons other than the distiller, and 
those owners are now somewhat at the mercy of the distiller. 

If he does not choose to the papers, the owner, although he 
may have — for the ts, can not remove them from a dis- 
tillery bonded warehouse to a general bonded warehouse. The 
main purpose of this bill is to remedy that error, to correct what 
was possibly an unintentional omission, but certainly an error. 
The amendments that have been peepee by the committee are 
all in the line of correcting certain defects in the original draft of 
the bill, and I ask unanimous consent that all of the amendments 
which have been by the Committee on Ways and Means, 
unanimously I believe, and which merely perfect the details of 
the bill, be considered as agreed to, so that we can consider the 
bill as thus amended in lien of the original draft of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman Kentucky [Mr. Evans] 
asks unanimous consent that all of the committee amendments be 
deemed agreed to, and that the bill as with those amend- 
ments be then read by sections. Is there objection? 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HANDY. I object to the unanimous consent. 

Mr. EVANS. Then, if rey is made, we will 
ularly; but I had supposed t there would be no objection 
any of these amendments, unless my friend the eman from 
— [Mr. Swanson] wished to make an objection to one of 

em. 


Mr.SWANSON. Therewas only one that I wished to object to, 

Mr. EVANS. I will cheerfully yield to the gentleman from 
Virginia to make a on with reference to 

r. SWANSON. I want to say that this bill has been con- 
sidered by the Committee on We and Means, and they are unan- 
imously for it except one provision init. I believe four or five 
members of the committee wanted to give the same right to fruit 
brandy that is given to whisky, of to a eral bonded 
warehouse. That is the only amendment I to. have a 
vote taken on. I refer to the amendment on 1, line 3, which 
excludes fruit brandy, and the one in line 4, the word “ any,” 
striking out the words “‘ special or.” 

Mr. EVANS. Unless the gentleman from Delaware [Mr, 
Hanpy] or the gentleman from Virginia . SWANSON] hassome 
objection other than that, suppose we the unanimous con- 
sent cover all the amendments except that? 

Mr. SWANSON. I have no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked, as already 
stated by the Chair, as to all of the amendments except the first 
one. Is there objection? 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, before that consent 
is given I wish to ask whether this would prevent the reading of 
the bill by sections for amendment? 

The . The Chair thinks not. 


Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. 
The . The Chair understood the gentleman from 
. Evans] to suggest that the bill should be read as 


Te, 


Kentucky 
amended; it be treated as the original bill, and read by sec- 


tions. Is that correct? 
Oe ost uadectond the question of the Chair. 


egret ete 
The CHAIRMAN. was 


eo 


The CHAIRMAN 


. Is 
stated b 2 oo 
Mr. . Mr. Chairman, it me that this is a very 
im measure to be considered in so thin a House as this. 


ill which relates to spirits, I think the 
t to be fuller than it nowis. [Laughter.] I think 
better go over. 


Mr. HANDY. Ona 
House 
the bill 
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Mr. EVANS. Let me ask, then, whether there is objection to 
amendments now the one to the 
—— = has referred? If there 


vain tid iste denn and Békinh, wo cameune te 
tion to tha one, we come tc 
Tne a ee eben te thee . I think the gen 
from. Virginis [Mr. Swanson} will agree with me that these 
amendments ought to be a to. 

Mr. SWANSON. I the amendments, with the exception 
which I have stated, should be agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Delaware [Mr. 
Hanpy] object to ae to the amendments as s ? 

Mr. DY. Idonotdesire to object to agreeing to the amend- 
ments. Iwas ing that the House is very short of a quorum. 

The coli, Is there objection? 

no 0 on. 

Mn EVANS. en, Mr. Chairman, in view of the suggestion 
made, the obvious importance of which I can myself see, that 
there are so few members of the House now in attendance, prob- 
ably the bill ought not to be further considered at this time; and 
I move that the meunemitoe s- 

he motion was * 

ihe eetieonsntednabroree: and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Lacey reported that the Committee of the Whole 
had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 6462) to authorize the 
romgetaien of distilled spirits to general bonded warehouses, 
and the removal therefrom, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

SENATE QILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 0f Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the S: er’s table and referred to their 
appropriate committees as indicated below: 

cf 3426, An act for the relief of Edward H. Murrell—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

§. 958. An act for the relief of the legal representatives of John 
Roach, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

CHANGES OF REFERENCE, 

By unanimous consent, the following changes of reference were 
made: 

The bill Lo 2681) to confer additional jurisdiction upon the 

Court of Claims for pro of residents of the United States 

taken or destroyed by Indians, and for services rendered and 
roperty used in defending such residents against Indian depre- 

daton—from the Committee on Claims to the Committee on the 
u ‘ 

The bili (S. 1704) to increase the pension of Mrs. Helen A, De 
oe the Committee on Pensions to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. Bisuop, for six days, on account of important ess. 
To Mr. Huu, for ten days, on account of important business, 


DIRECTORS OF COLUMBIA INSTITUTION FOR THE DEAF AND DUMB, 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. Paynz and 
Mr. Sayers as directors of the Columbia Institution for the Deaf 
and Dumb. 

HOUSE BILL 7908. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. 8S , this morning the House passed a 
Senate bill in reference to the coasting trade of Alaska. House 
bill 7808, which is identical in form, has been reported from the 
committee, and is now on the Calendar. I ask that that bill do 
lie upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Paynt 
asks that House bill 7808 do lie upon the table. Without obj 
tion, it will be so ordered. 

There was no objection, 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled 
a title; when the Speaker signed the same: 


ill ne ebe toe 


- 4581. An act to make available $15,000 heretofore appro- 


we for the expense of operating a dredge boat at Sabine Pass, 


The pee announced his signature to enrolled joint resolu- 


tion of the following title: 
8. R. 98. Joint resolution 9s pars Som invitation of the Govern- 
tion to bm held fhe Sy at Berger Netw far 
of Bergen, Norway, from Ma 
September, A. D, 1898. ” . 5 
REPRINT OF THE BANKRUPTCY BILL. 


Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for a 

t of the bill (S. 1035) to establish a uniform system of 

! ae hout the United States and also of the rex 
ports. 6 ty report is very brief. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent for a reprint of the bankruptcy bill, including the 
rts. Is there objection? 
ere Was no objection. 
And then, on motion of Mr. Diva.ey at 5 o’clock p. m. the 
House adjourned, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Acting Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate, as submitted b 
the Supervising Architect, for immediate repair of the mint build- 
ing at San Francisco, Cal., was taken from the Speaker's table, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars: 

Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R, 
6249) authorizing the Shreveport and Red River Valley Railway 
Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the Loggy 
Bayou, in Louisiana, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 448); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BENNETT, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
7203) extending the time within which the Pittsburg and Mans- 
field Railroad Company is authorized to construct a bridge across 
the Monongahela River, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 453); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. GARDNER, from the Committee on Labor, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4372) concerning carriers 
engaged in interstate commerce and their employees, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 454); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whoie House, 
as follows: 

Mr. COLSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2924) granting an increase 
of pension to R. A. Browning, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 449); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1614) grant- 
ing a pension to John Amrein, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 450); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BARBER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7449) granting a 

nsion to William S. Adams, late acting assistant surgeon, 

nited States Volunteers, wr. the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 451); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 
tr. DRIGGS, from the Committee on Invalid Pengions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7355) granting an increase 
of — to Elizabeth Connelly, widow of John H. Connelly, late 
of Company F, Eighty-fourth New York Volunteers, reported the - 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 452); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLIVAN, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3548) for the relief of Wil- 
liam M. Lindsay, reported the same without amendment, accom- 

anied by a report (No. 455); which said bill and report were 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 


—_——- 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
thé consideration of bills of the following titles; which weté 
thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7884) granting a pension to Annie E. Joseph— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7885) to place the name of John Roop, late first 
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assistant engineer, United States Navy, on the pension roll of the Also, a bill (H. R. 8174) for the'relief of P. Emile Arceneaux, of 


United States—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bili (H. R. 5232) granting a pension to John J. Osborn— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6818) to grant a pension to Andrew McMorrow, of 
Morley, Braxton County, W. Va.—Committee on Pensions dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 8155) extending the benefits of 
the act of June 27, 1890, to certain persons—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BAILEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 8156) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to amend an act to grant to the Gainesville, 
McAlester and St. Louis Railway Company a right of way through 
the Indian Territory ”*—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SNOVER: A bill (H. R. 8157) for the holding of terms 
of United States courts for eastern district of Michigan at Port 
Huron—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 8158) regulating 
pensions to widows of a certain class—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALDRICH: A bill (H. R. 8159) to require contestees in 
contested-election cases to give bond to the United States—to the 
Committee on Elections No. 1. 

By Mr. KELLEY: A bill (H. R. 8160) for the restoration of 
annuities to the Sisseton and Wahpeton bands of Dakota or Sioux 
Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CASTLE: A bill (H. R. 8161) authorizing and direct- 
ing the Secretary of War to make preliminary surveys for wagon 
roads in the Sequoia National Park—to the Committee on the 
Pablic Lands. 

By Mr. TONGUE: A bill (H: R. 8162) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to rent or lease certain portions of forest re- 
serve—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 8223) making an ap- 

ropriation to improve the harbor at Hermann, on the Missouri 
River, in Gasconade County, Mo.—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. HURLEY: A bill (H. R. 8224) to amend section 4488, 
Title LI, of the Revised Statutes, requiring life-saving appliances 
on steamers—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 8225) to increase 
the compensation of fourth-class postmasters—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JONES of Virginia: A concurrent resolution (House 
Con. Res. No. 18) directing the Secretary of War to prepare an 
estimate of the cost of widening and deepening Deep Creek, Vir- 
ginia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
ae following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BARLOW: A bill (H. R. 8163) granting a pension to 
Mary O. H. Stoneman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARNEY: A bill (H. R. 8164) to remove the charge of 
on against Johial W. Boyd—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BENTON: A bill (H. R. 8165) for the relief of Alfred 
Pitts—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOTKIN: A bill (H. R. 8166) granting a pension to 
George Mansfield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 8167) granting a pension to Elizabeth Neal— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8168) granting a pension to Edgar C. Wil- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8169) to increase the pension of Gilbert J. 
Counterman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8170) granting a pension to Michael M. 
Noughton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8171) granting a pension to J. A. Dunning— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRENNER of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8172) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the record of George W. Purcell, late 
first lieutenant Company B, Forty-third Ohio Volunteer Infan- 
=. the Committee on Military Affairs. 

y Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 8173) for the relief of 
William Gucherean, of Lafayette Parish, La.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 


Lafayette Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.8175) for the relief of Bennett Lilly, of Lafay- 
ette Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8176) for the relief of the estate of Charles 
Armelin, deceased, late of St. Mary Parish, La.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8177) for the relief of the estate of Charles 
H. Slack, deceased, late of Iberville Parish, La.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8178) for the relief of Louis Broussard, of 
Lafayette, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 8179) for the relief of 
Levi M. Truitt—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 8180) granting a pen- 
sion to Isabella Cross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DANFORD: A bill (H. R. 8181) for relief of John A. 
Bingham, major and judge-advocate of volunteers—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 8182) granting a pension to 
Hannah Miller, of Greensburg, Ind.—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill ¢ . R. 8183) granting a pension to William Murphy, 
of Osgood, Ind.—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8184) granting a pension to Indiana Poling, 
of Nashville, Ind.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8185) for the relief of Allen W. Philips—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 8186) granting a pension 
to Joshua R. a the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8187) pe @ pension to Anna Donald- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8188) for the relief of Robert C. Day—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 8189) for the relief of War- 
ren Wright—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8190) for the relief of Charles Geisler—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HENRY of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 8191) amending the 
record of and granting honorable discharges to James Wilkin- 
son—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 8192) granting an increase 
of pension to Creed Bobbitt, late of Company C, Fifth Kansas 
Regiment Volunteer Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 81938) to pension David Veals— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 8194) to remove the char 
sertion against Cyrus A. Tuttle—to the Committee on 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8195) to increase the pension to Marion 
Barnes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LENTZ: A bill (H, R. 8196) granting an increase of 

a to Benjamin E. Styles—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. McDONALD: A bill (H. R. 8197) for the relief of Mrs. 
Mary B. Hulings—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 8198) for the relief of George T. 
a the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

y Mr. PEARCE of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 8199) 
pension to Mrs. Mary L. Purington, widow of the late Lieut. Col. 
George A. Purington—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8200) to authorize the payment of prize money 
to the captors of the steamboat New Era No. 5 and cargo—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 8201) ae 
interest of the United States in partof alley in square 491 in 
ings City—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

y Mr. SETTLE: A bill (H. R. 8202) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Henry Cohen, deceased, of Lexington, Ky.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

ef Mr. SHOWALTER: A bill (H. R. 8203) 
to David Potts, late of Company G, Forty- 
Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMPKINS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 8204) to 
amend the record of William Befuhs—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. SNOVER: A bill (H. R. 8205) to correct the military 
record of Enoch Vandecar—to the ittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STARK: A bill (H. R. nting an increase of 
pension to Carah N. Van Mater, of City, Nebr.—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 8207) ers a 
pension to Ab Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TONGUE: A bill (H. R. 8208) to pension James H. 
Rhodes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8209) to remove the charge of desertion 


of de- 
ilitary 


anting a 


the 
ash- 


ting a pension 
Pennsylvania 
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ard Hughes and place his name on the pension roll at 

the — se r atte the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. W ER of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 8210) for the 
relief of B. F. Smith—to the Co ttee on Mili Affairs. — 

By Mr. BROMWELL: A bill (H. R. 8211) ting a pension 
to Minnie Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER: A bill (H. R. 8212) for the relief of the 
owners of the schooner Twilight—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8213) for the relief of Charles Haltenhof—to 
the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 8214) to increase 








f Francis Scott, late a private of Company B, 
the Deminird Regiment of Wisconsin Infantry Volunteers—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. HURLEY: A bill (H. R. 8215) for the relief of Barney 
McKay—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MUDD (by request): A bill (H. R. 8216) for the relief of 
Ann R. Cheseldine—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 8217) for the relief of D. W. 
Hatch, of San Antonio, Tex.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 8218) for the 
relief of D, L. Carmicheal—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8219) for the relief of Susan K. Bennett (for- 
merly Phipps), of Madison County, Ala.—to the Committee on 
War Clai 


ar ms. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8220) granting an honorable discharge to 
N. B. Grayson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8221) to refer the claim against the United 
States of J. M. Huston to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 


on War Claims. 
H. R. 8222) granting a pension to Walker L. Will- 


Also, a bill 
more—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following —- and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Petition of the Grocers and Importers’ Ex- 
change of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring a department of commerce 
and industry—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Commercial Exchange of Philadelphia, in 
favor of a sound currency based on a gold standard—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of the State board of health of Philadelphia, Pa., 
protesting against the passage of the bill restricting vivisection— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BARBER: Three petitions of Rev. Frank Fletcher, 
oo Thornley, and 57 citizensof Galena; J. V. Dobbs, George 
T. Wrie, and 44 others, of Rockhall; Frank J. Vaughan, Oscar 
Wheatley, and 45 others, of Reliance and vicinity, in the State of 
Maryland, braving for the enactment of legislation which will 
more effec y restrict immigration and prevent the admission of 
the illiterate, criminal, and pauper classes to the United States— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Baltimore, Md., in favor of legislation to protect State anti- 
cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in original 
packages on entering any State shall become subject to its laws— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Baltimore, Md., for the passage of a bill to further protect the 
first day of the week in the District of Columbia—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Baltimore, Md., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibit- 
ing the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Baltimore, Md., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibit- 
ing interstate gambling by a. telephone, or otherwise—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Baltimore, Md., praying for the enactment of legislation raising 
the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the District of Colum- 
or the Territories—to the Committee on the District of Co- 

ia. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Baltimore, Md., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibit- 
ing the interstate transmission of newspaper a of prize 
ne ae etc.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Baltimore, Md., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibit- 
ing ki reproduction of prize fights in the District of Co- 
lumbia and the Territories—to the Committee on Interstate and 


—— Commerce. 
By Mr. BARNEY: Petition of Bernard Stern & Sons, of Mil- 
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waukee, Wis., for legislation preventing the adulteration of flour— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 








1751 








Also, petition of the National Guard Association of the State of 


Wisconsin, indorsing House bill No. 4886—to the Committee on 
the Judiciar 


By Mr. BELDEN: Petition of merchants and laboring men of 


Oneida, N. Y., favoring the enactment of legislation which will 
more effectually restrict immigration and prevent the admission 


of the illiterate, criminal, and pauper classes to the United 
States—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Deutsche Wacht Lodge, D. O. H., of Syra- 
cuse, N. Y., against the passage of the Lodge bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
ae County, Methodist preachers’ meeting of Syracuse, and 
Mrs. A. E, Oberlander and 26 other women of Syracuse, all in the 
State of New York, urging the ae of House bill No. 479, to 
prohibit the sale of liquor in all Government buildings—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BENTON: Papers to accompany House bill for the 
relief of Alfred Pitts—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOOZE: Petitions of Robert J. Beacham, W. 8. Shel- 
lingberg, and many other citizens of the city of Baltimore, Md., 
praying for the enactment of legislation which will more effectu- 
ally restrict a and prevent the admission of the illiter- 
ate, criminal, and pauper classes to the United States—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BOTKIN: Petition of the Retail Clerks’ Union No. 148, 
also resolutions of the Trades Assembly, Lone Star Federal Labor 
Union, and the Musicians’ Protective Union, of Kansas City, 
Kans., and the Transportation Bureau of Kansas City, Mo., re- 
la to the anti-scalping bill—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Commercial Club of Wichita, Kans., re- 
lating to the railroad pooling bill—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

, memorial of the city counci! and Commercial League of 
Fort Smith, Ark., relating to a donation of land for public hos- 
pital—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BRUMM: Petitions of James H. Morgan, Charles Ebert, 
George W. Long, George E. Peiger, W. S. Fisher, William E, 
ree Charles 8. Shappell, J. C. Davenport, George Osborne, 
I. H. Bright, Charles A. Adams, and many other citizens of the 
State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation 
which will more effectually restrict immigration and prevent the 

mission of the illiterate, criminal, and pauper classes to the 

nited States—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

Also, petition of Samuel P. Wagner and 182 others, citizens of 
Schuylkill County, Pa., in favor of the passage of the Lodge im- 
migration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of citizens of Scarsmont, Me., 
in favor of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of citizens of Scarsmont, Me., praying for the 
enactment of legislation raising the age of protection for girls to 
18 years in the District of Columbia and the Territories—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petitions of the Presbyterian Church of 
Frazer, Pa.,and the Quarterly Conference of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church of Lansdowne, Pa., asking for the passage of a bili 

forbid the sale of intoxicating beverages in all Government 
uildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petitions of the Woman's Christian Temperance unions of 
New London and Oxford, Pa., in favor of legislation to protect 
State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in 
original packages on entering any State shall become subject to 
its laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of J. C. Vansant and other citizens of Strikersville, 
Pa., and vicinity, praying for the enactment of legislation exclud- 
ing illiterate immigrants—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Petition of the Ballou Universalist Church 
and Young People’s Union Christian Endeavor, Providence, R. L., 
asking for the passage of a bill to forbid the sale of intoxicating 
beverages in all Government buildings—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CLARK of Iowa: Petition of citizens of Louisa County, 
Iowa, for the improvement of Muscatine Island—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petitions of the Methodist Episcopal and First Congrega- 
tional churches of Mount Pleasant, lowa, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by pro- 
viding that cigarettes imported in original packages on entering 
any State shall become subject to its laws—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
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Also, petition of the First Congregational Church, of Mount 
Pleasant, lowa, asking for the passage of a bill to forbid the sale 
of intoxicating beverages in all Government buildings—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

3y Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Petition of W. W. Lenker and 88 
citizens of Williamsburg, lowa, against railroad pooling—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Muscatine Commercial Club, of Musca- 
tine, lowa, praying for the establishment of a department of com- 
merce and industries—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Muscatine Commercial Club in favor of 
the passage of House bill No. 5359, known as the Loud bill—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Three petitions of citizens of Pittsburg and 
Braddock, Pa., and victhity, in favor of the enactment of legisla- 
tion which will more effectually restrict immigration and prevent 
the admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the 
United States—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. DANFORD: Petition of C. H. Miller and 48 citizens of 
St. Louis. Mo., praying forthe enactment of legislation which will 
more effectually restrict immigration and prevent the admission 
of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United States—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. . 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of the Amalgamated Coun- 
cil of Building Trades of Philadelphia, Pa., asking for the passage 
of the Gardner eight-hour law—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, ee of tee oo of the Army of Prey ae 
asking Co or a liberal appropriation for the Gettysburg 
National Military Park—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Synod of Pennsylvania of the Presbyte- 
rian Church, favoring an increase in the number of Army chap- 
lains—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Boston Chamber of Commerce, in favor 
of the gold standard—to the Committee on ing and Currency. 

Also, resolution of the Pennsylvania State board of health, pro- 
testing against the passage of the bill restricting vivisection—to 
ee al 4 Freak. . edi Pa., ind 

Also, memorial of Fr 3 = ing, Pa., indorsing 
the Loud postal-reform bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, protest of the Pennsylvania State Editorial Association, 
remonstrating against the of the Loud postal bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

r- Mr. FERGUSSON: Petition of the Society of the Daughters 
of the American Revolution of Santa Fe, N. Mex., asking for the 
publication in permanent form, the name, age, occupation, resi- 
dence, and nativity of each head of a family contained in the 
census of 1790—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. GRAFF: Petition of the Young People’s Christian En- 
deavor Society of Table Grove, Ill., favoring legislation providing 
that cigarettes imported in original packages on eee 
State shall become subject to its laws—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Young People’s Christian Endeavor Society 
of Table Grove, Ill., for the passage ofa bill to forbid interstate 
transmission of lot and other gambling matter by telegraph— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Protest of the German American Demo- 
cratic clubs of Indianapolis, Ind., a further restriction of 
immigration—to the Committee on gration and Naturaliza- 
tion 


Also, paper in support of House bill granting a pension to Han- 
nah Mi = of Greensburg, Ind.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of eee W. Allison, Thomas J. Taggart, and 
others, of Nashville, Ind., to accompany bill granting a pension 
to Indiana Poling—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, es to accompany House bill granting an increase of 
— to William Murphy, of Osgood, Ind.—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 


By Mr. Se ee Ha oe a the = 
Congressio trict o rgia, pra: or the r or - 
fication of the civil-service ia the ittee on Reform in 
the Civil Service. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petitions of M. H. Barrett, H. E. Fre 
Henry W. Chase, and other citizens of the State of Vermont, i 
favor of legislation to more effectually restrict immigration and 

reyent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and ¢ Lc 
the United States—to the Commi on Immigration 
Nataralization. 

Also, petition of H. Waldron, ent of the V. 
Humane Society; Mrs, C. P, De Witt, of Newfane; Birchard Ri 
Corps No. 29, of Newfane, Vt. i mg tej ome eet 
forbid the sale of intoxicating be in ernment build- 
ings—to the Commi on Alcoho, uor C, 

, petition of the J, CO. Lutz Lithograph Oompany, of Spring 
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field, Mass., remonstrating against the of the Loud postal 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Mrs. Hattie Clark, of Cambridgeport, Vt. 
favoring a bill a that Fa penne i reed in original 
packages on entering any State become sakiont to its laws— 
to . Ce on ee ae Commerce. 

so, paper to accompany House bi 0. 7356, ing a - 
sion to Hisrriet E. Pope, of West Brookfield, Vite tho Comes. 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HANDY: Five petitions of A. 8. Milli Thomas 
Schart, James H. Hanna, others, of Wi ; N. W. Moth- 
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ilmington; 
erall and others, of Newark, and Ebe T. Lynch and others, of 
Lewes, all in the State of Delaware, favoring the enactment of 
legislation to more effectually restrict immigration and prevent 
the admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the 
United States—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 


tion. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of citizens of Ocean Grove, 
for the 
intoxica’ 
Trafii 


N. J. 
assage of a bill to prohibit the sale and manufacture of 
ing liquors—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 


Cc. 

Also, petitions of Fidelity Council, No. 22, of Fairhaven; citizens 
of Asbury Park, New Brunswick, and East Brunswick, and citi- 
zens of Somerset County, all in the Stateof New Jersey, favoring 
the enactment of ee more effectually restrict immigra- 
tion and prevent the ission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal 
classes to the United States—to the Committee on Lmmigration 


*TGy Mr. JONES of Washington: Petiti F 

ss o i : ition of F. R. Bingham, 
Arthur B. Clark, and 82 citizens of Spokane, Wash., favoring the 
passage of a bill that will more effectually restrict immigration 
and prevent the admission of the illiterate, criminal, and pauper 
classes—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. JOY: Petition of certain citizens of St. Louis, Mo., 
ee a pote ne rs oop effectually ae 

i ion and prevent the ission of illiterate, pauper, an 
criminal classes to the United States—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. KERR: Resolutions of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 86, of 
Mansfield, Ohio, in support of certain bills now pending in the 
an as bills relating to labor, etc.—to the Committee 
on r. 

Also, petition of citizens of North Amherst, Ohio, asking for 
the enactment of legi which will more effectually restrict 
oe the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

a petition - W. G. mer od and Albert ae ee 

g passage Loud postal bill—to om- 
mi on Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

, petition of the Methodist and Cumberland Presbyterian 
churches, of Centerburg, Ohio, urging the passage of a bill to pro- 
hibit the sale of liquors in Government buildings—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK: Petitions of Bethlehem Council, No. 
508, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Bethlehem, Pa., 
favoring the enactment of legislation to more effectually restrict 
immigration and prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and 
criminal to the United States—to the Commi: i 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolution of the vania board of health, protesting 
egnines the passage 1552, known as the anti-vivisection 

—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, resolutions of the Grocers and > Ex of 
Philadelphia, Pa., favoring Senate bill No. 624, for the creation of 
a department of commerce and industry—tv the Committee on 
“ent rulionet Synod of Pennaylvaniaof the Presb i 

so, resolu e 
Church, cenashag antepiodetes tpaaniine of Anaay-ciegiatn 
to the Co Military Affairs. 

By Mr. : Five petitions of citizens of the State of 
Texas, asking the Government to assume control and secure deep 
water at Aransas Pass Harbor, Texas—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, petition of citizens of Floresville, Tex., against 
= of a general bankruptcy law—to the on the 
u 


. LENTZ: Papers to oe een 
sign tg Benjamin Stes —to the Comin on Invalid Pensions, 
By Mr. LESTER: s of Ga., 
peapeng tee Rome nee ae eae 
t immigration and t the admission of illiterate, 
eacee eeeeeeetieoie 
on an 
 Figrelion apa of Paul Fowler and 116 other citizens 
in favor of 


of Hartshorne, Ind. T., the enactment of legislation 
which will more effectually restrict immigration and prevent the 


admission of illiterate, and criminal classes to the United 
States—to the Committee on I Immigration and Naturalization. 
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DENG AGED: ht petitions of citizensof Pauls- 
pnt Minsiand, and Di aGine Cook ot and vicinity, in the oe 
for ae enactment of legislation which 

and prevent the admission 


immigration 
wm illiterate, claieal. and classes to the United States—to | of illiterate 
of Saal Naturali 


Committee on Immigration zation. 
. Mr. MARSHALL: Petition of Web Bland and 173 citizens 
of Sidney, § Shelby County, Ohio, in favor of the enactment of leg- 
islation which h will more effectually restrict immigration and pre- 
vent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to 
Committee on Immigration and Nat- 


tion of W. W. ae and 8 prominent citizens of 

ee , Ohio, in support of House bill for the relief of 
Wie —to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

RMICK: Protests of the Trades Assembly; the 

Star BY Meier Labor Union, No. 6685; the Journeymen Barbers’ In- 

ternational Union nion of America, Local No. 185; the Retail Clerks’ 

Union No. 148, and the Musicians’ Protective Union, Local Union 

No. 52, all of Kansas City, Mo.,.agi — ‘the passage of the so-called 

anti- scalpers bill—to the Commi and Foreign 

Commerce 


Also, protest of the city council of Leavenworth, Kans., against 
“An act toestablish division in the Treasury Department for 
lating insurance in the various States ”—to the Committee on 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. a Petition of the Friends’ Temperance Union 


of New York as Ah. in favor of on protect — 
anti-cigarette laws that cigarettes imported in o: 
inal on teicing any State shall become subject to i 


laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MOODY: Petition of 200 ne of the shoe 
of y H. Winchell, of Haverhill, also petitions of EB. A. 
Lewis, E. S. Stanley, H. L. Grant, w Pred S. Cook, and numerons 
other citizens of the State of Massachusetts, = favor of legislation 
which will more icon es 


Soeaetinnanion 
By Mr. ODELL: Petition of C. A. Andrews and 42 other citi- 
zens of Hillburn, N. Y., ee. the enactment of legislation 
which will more effectually snore heme 6 wh and prevent the 
admission of — , pauper, and a Se to the United 

So the Commi and Naturalization. 
papees to to eecapenierliioate bill No. 6988—to the Com- 

altar on 


By Mr. RIXEY: Petitions of Council No. 69, Junior Order 
American of 


United Mechanics, , Va., and citizens of 
Fairfax and Prince William counties, a., in favor of the enact- 


ment of legislation which will sftectually restrict 

tion and prevent the siudanrel per, and 1 
classes to the U United Seema te nittee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 


By Mr. ROBBINS: Petition of citizens of Target and Cribbs, 
Westmoreland 


County, Pa., favoring the enactment of legislation 
to more amt admis- 


pamper and cthninal 
Commi on ———s and Naturalization. 
By Mr. SHERMAN: Petitions of the Trunk oe Seen, 
paw nt; New York Board of Trade and Tra 
mo New ork City, and the Board of Trade of Jackson le, 
Sit ion ent See pemnge of House Mil Ho. 7130 and Senate 
till Mo. 1006, sevirteting the right to buy and sell railroad tickets— 
the Committee on Interstate and F Foreign Commerce. 
petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
ai ty providing that cigaretiee nnprted in ovisinal 
garette laws aero that cigarettes i original 
packages on te shall become subject to its laws— 


to the ym fw Ae word and Foreign Commerce, 
a Mr. fr. SHOW ALTER: Petition of D, H. May and 24 citizens 


for the enactment of legislation 
seodamniielie tain restrict immigration and prevent 
of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the Uni 
States—to the on Immigration and Naturalization 
By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Paper to accompany House bill 
= 96%, for the relief of Zadock C. Andrews—to the Committee 


“o Mr STURTEVANT: Petitions of the Woman's mg 


unions of Titusville, Meadville, and ett ws Of Dro 
to epee State anti-cigarette laws b 
hn 
i. Wits: 


eee ras Se enter 


Comer 


1 ,N. Y., in favor of legislati ae 
restrict tion and prevent the 

’ ot, classes to the United States—ta 
Naturalization, 


ttee on Immigration and Na 
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By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Petition of D. H. Morrison, 
J. D. Black, J. A. Hilliard, G. W. Miller, and other citizens of 


Vv 
more eff 


County, Pa., favoring the enactment of legislation to 
ectually restrict immigration and prevent the admission 
, pauper, and criminal classes to the United States—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Kushequa, Pa., asking for the ae of a bill to forbid the sale 
of intoxicating bev: in all Government buildings, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, protest of the Northwestern Pennsy!vania Volunteer Fire- 
men’s Association, against the bill establishing @ division in the 
ee ent. for the regulation of insurance among tho 
— tates, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 
By Mr. STEELE: Petitions of J. W. Pettenger, Harry T. Con- 
y, Benjamin F. Bish, William T. Smith, and other citizens of 
Upland, Grant County, Ind., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation which will more effectually restrict immigration and pre- 
vent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to 
the United States—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 

ralization. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Petition of E. N. Saunders, 
E. W. Peet & Sons, and Charles P. Noyes, of St. Paul, Minn., in 
favor of a monetary commission—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN: Petition of citizens of Fort Smith, Ark., 
- — for a public hospital—to the Committee on the Pub- 

c 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition of the North Park Congrega- 
tional Church, of West Des Moines, Iowa, in favor of the enact- 
ment of legislation which will more effectually restrict immigra- 
tion and prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal 
classes to the United States—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the North Park Congregational Church, of 
West Des Moines, Iowa, in favor of legislation to protect State 
anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in orig- 
inal packages on entering any State shall become subject to its 
laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the North Park Congregational Church, of West 
Des Moines, Iowa, urging the passage of a bill to prohibit the sale 
of liquors in Government buildings—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the North Park Congregational Church, of 
West Des Moines, lowa, praying for the enactment of legislation 
raising the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the District 
of Columbia and Territories—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia 

By Mr. VINCENT: Petition of 110 citizens of Marshall C ounty, 
Kans., protesting against unreasonable restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill No. 2672, to remove the 
charge of desertion against Francis A. Goodens—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WEYMOUTH: Petition of the Woman Suffrage League 
of Natick, Mass., in favor of legislation to protect State anti-ciga- 
rette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in original pack- 
ages on entering any State shall become subject to its laws—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman Suffrage League of Natick, Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Worcester County. and Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Clinton, all in the State of Massachusetts, 

raying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of 
ntoxica me in all Government buildings—to the Commit- 
tee on Publ uildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the Woman Suffrage League of Natick, Mass., 
praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting interstate 

bling by telegraph, telepkone, or otherwise—to the Commit- 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, peti of the Woman Suffrage League of Natick, Mass., 

ying for the enactment of } ation raising the age of pr otec- 
tion for girls to 18 years in the District of Columbia and Territo- 
ries—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Woman Suffrage League of Natick, Mass., 

for the enactment of legislation to substitute v oluntary 
tration for railway strikes—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Woman Suffrage League of Natick, Mass., 

praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting kinetose ope 
ng | Herritoriest of prize fights in the District of Columbia and the 
eee te the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


~~ 


7" Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Synod of 
ee gar of the Presbyterian Church, for an increase of 
chaplains at military posts—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Commercial Exchange of Philadelphia, 
ps asking for legislation in favor of a sound currency on a gold 

to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 
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SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 16, 1898. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miusury, D. D. 

The Vice-President being absent, the President pro tempore took 
the chair. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ccedings, when, on motion of Mr. PETTIGREW, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal stands approved. 

CAPITAL TRACTION COMPANY. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to enter a motion before the morn- 
ing business begins, to reconsider the vote by which the Senate 
passed the bill (S. 3202) authorizing and —- certain exten- 
sions to be made to the lines of the Capital Traction Company in 
the District of Columbia and to ask that the bill be not certified 
to the House until the determination of thismotion. It was taken 
up late last night—I think about the last thing—when I supposed 
the Senate hat practically adjourned and I left. Itis a very im- 
portant measure, and I desire to contest its passage. I want to 
enter the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion will be regarded 
as entered. 


EDUCATION IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, calling attention to 
the condition relative to the education of white and colored resi- 
dents of the Indian Territory, and also to the necessity of some 
provision for the blind of all races within the Territory; which, 
on motion of Mr. BaTE, was, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GOVERNMENT ARMOR FACTORY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Navy, stating that a bid by the 
Sheffield Business Men’s Association of Sheffield, Ala., for a com- 
plete armor plant, supplemental to its bid previously submitted 
and forwarded to the Congress for a site for an armor factory, had 
been transmitted to the Speaker of the House of Representatives; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
with amendments the bill (S. 2781) to amend section 4440 of the 
Revised Statutes, authorizing the licensing of mates on river and 
ocean steamers, in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 506) for the better control of and to promote the 
safety of national banks; 

A bill (H. R. 2484) giving the assent of Congress to a change of 
the compact entered into between the United States and the State 
of Arkansas on her admission intotthe Union; 

A bill (H. R. 4885) relating to leases on the Hot Springs Reser- 
vation, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 4929) extending the time for the completion of a 
bridge across the St. Lawrence River; 

A bill (H. R. 5434) to repeal in part and to limit section 8480 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 5496) providing for the compulsory attendance of 
witnesses before registers and receivers of the land offices; 

A bill (H. R. 5879) toamend sections 1 and 2 of the actof March 
8, 1887, 24 Statutes at Large, chapter 359; 

A bill (H. R. 7203) extending the time within which the Pitts- 
burg and Mansfield Railroad Company is authorized to construct 
a bridge across the Monongahela River; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 120) providing for estimate of cost 
of certain improvements at the mouth of Double Bayou and Gal- 
veston Bay, Texas. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolution; and 
they were subsequently signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 4581) to make available $15,000 heretofore appro- 
_— = the expense of operating a dredge boat at Sabine Pass, 

ex.; an 

A joint resolution (S. R. 98) accepting the invitation of the Gov- 
ernment of Norway to take part in an International Fisheries Ex- 

ition to be held at the city of Bergen, Norway, from May to 

ptember, A. D, 1898. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the board 
of directors of the Central Union Mission of the city of Washing- 
ton, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale 
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of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings; which wags 
referred to the Committee on Public Buil and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the board of directors of the Cen- 
tral Union Mission of the city of Washington, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to raise the age of protection for girls to 
18 years in the District of Columbia; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr, HOAR presented a petition of the Boston Merchants’ Asso- 
ciation, of Boston, Mass., praying for the passage of the so-called 
anti-scalping ticket bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Congre- 
gational Church of Clinton, Mass., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to — the sale of intoxicating liquors in all 
Government buildings; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Armory Hill Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, of Springfield, lee praying for the 
enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by 
providing that ci ttes imported in original pac on enter- 
ing any State shall become subject to its laws; which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Baldwin aan, No. 273, Inter- 
national Association of Machinists, of Boone, lowa, praying for 
the enactment of the so-called eight-hour bill, the prison-labor bill, 
the bill to prevent the abuse of writs of injunction, and the bill to 
amend the laws relating to American seamen; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. NELSON presented the petition of George H. Hazzard, of 
St. Paul, Minn., praying for the improvement of the harbor of the 
Interstate Park, Dalles of the St. Croix, and the channel of the St. 
Croix River, in that State; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Kirkhaven, Minn., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to protect State anti-cigare aws by providing that 
cigarettes imported in original pack on entering any State 
shall become subject to its laws; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. SEWELL. For my colleague [Mr. SmrrH], who is absent 
sick, I present a petition of sundry citizens of ison, N. J., and 
a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of New 
J scaer, praying for the enactment of a Sunday-rest law for the 
District of Columbia. I move that the petition be referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL (for Mr. SmirH) presented petitions of the con- 
gregation of the Cross Street Methodist Episcopal Church, of Pat- 
erson; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Paterson 
and of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Little Falls, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to raise the age of protection for girls to 
18 years in the District of Columbia and the Territories; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also (for Mr. Smita) presented a petition of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of New Jersey, and a petition of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Paterson, N. J., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette 
laws by providing that cigarettes imported in original packages 
on entering any State shall become subject to its laws; which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 

He also (for Mr. SmirH) presented petitions of the congregation 
of the Cross Street Methodist Episcopal Church of Paterson; of 
the congregation of the First Methodist roy ae Church of 
Westfield; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Little Falls; of the Woman's Christian Temperance ‘Jnion of 
Paterson; of the congregation of the Prospect Street Methodist 
ae Church; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of New Jersey; of the congregation of the First Methodist Episco- 

al Church of Montclair, and of the C tion of the Grace 
byterian Church of Montclair, all in the State of New Jersey, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings; which were re- 
— A we Commins o caeeeial coll and ernie. 

e also (for Mr. SMITH) presen ons of the congrega- 
tion of io Henieerh Methodist Episcopal Church of Paterson; of 
the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Little 
Falls; of the Woman's Christian Tem: ce Union of Paterson, 
and of the congregation of the Cross Street Methodist maeeecpe! 
Church of Paterson, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to prohibit the interstate transmis- 
sion of lottery me and other a matter by telegraph; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judi ; 

He also (for Mr. Smit) presented the memorial of B, H. Ladd 
and 19 other citizens of , Me., remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill, or any similar 
measure; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SEWELL presented a petition of the Reform Legislation 
Committee of the National Young People’s Christian Union of the 
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rsalist Church of New Jersey, praying for the enactment of 
Peeistion to prohibit the transmission by mail or interstate com- 
merce of pictures or descriptions of — fights; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. Bd 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Bakersville, N. J., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to exclude illiterate immigrants; which was ordered to 
i he table. 

Note a presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance unions of Moorestown and Salem; of the Epworth League 
of Clarksboro, and of the Baptist Sunday School of Mount Royal, 
all in the State of New Jersey, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that ciga- 
rettes imported in os packages on entering and State shall 
become subject to its laws; which were refe to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate Commerce. B : 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the African 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Atlantic Highlands; of the Wo- 
man’s Christian Temperance Union of Clarksboro; of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Daretown, and of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Atlantic Highlands, all in the 
State of New Jersey, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
raise the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the District of 
Columbia and the Territories; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented petitions of the Christian Endeavor Society of 
Shirley; of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Atlan- 
tic Highlands; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Burlington; of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of 
Elmer; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Bakers- 
ville; of 42 citizens of Ocean Grove; of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Woodstown; of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Moorestown; of the Young People’s Society 
of Christian Endeavor of the First Baptist Church of Atlantic 
Highlands; of the Epworth League of Clarksboro; of sundry citi- 
zens of Ocean Grove; of the Baptist Sunday School of Mount 
Royal; of the congregation of the First Baptist Church of Atlan- 
tic Highlands; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Daretown, and of the Young People’s Society of Christian En- 
deavor of the Presbyterian Church of Atlantic Highlands, all in 
the State of New Jersey, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government 
buildings; which were referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

e also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Bakersville; of the National Young People’s Chris- 
tian Union of the Universalist Church; of the Woman’s Temper- 
ance Union of Daretown; of the Young People’s Society of Chris- 
tian Endeavor of the Central Baptist Church of Atlantic High- 
lands; of the congregation of the Peuhy terion Church of Atlantic 
Highlands; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Clarksboro; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Woodstown, and of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Moorestown, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to probibit the interstate transmission of lot- 
tery messages and other gambling matter by telegraph; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a memorial of the Voluntary Fire- 
man’s Association of Northwestern Pennsylvania, remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation to establish a division in the 
Treasury Department for the regulation of insurance among the 
several States, and for other purposes; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of 1,555 citizens of Oil City, Pa., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to protect State anti- 
cigarette laws by providing that genie imported in original 
packages on entering any State shall become subject to its laws; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the committee on philanthropic 
labor of the Philadelphia Yearly Meeting of Friends, of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings, and also 
to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes 
imported in o packages on entering any State shall become 
subject to its laws; which was referred to the Committee on In- 
terstate Commerce. 

Mr. WELLINGTON presented a petition of 73 citizens of Mary- 
land, praying that an appropriation be made to pay the depositors 
of the failed s Savings Bank; which was referred tothe 
Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a petition of the —— Society of Friends 
representing 3,000 persons residing in Maryland, Virginia, an 
Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit 
the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. PASCO presented a petition of Loval Union No. 65, United 
Brotherhood o: nters and Joiners of America, of Jac n- 
Fla., praying for the enactment of legislation for the pro- 
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tection of free labor and to regulate the hours of daily service to 
eight hours a day; which was referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 


Christian Church, all of Manhattan, in the State of Kansas, pray- 
ing for the enactment of le 
cating liquors in the Capitol and all Government buildings; which 
were referred tothe Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 


Tem 
legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Gov- 
ernment buildin 
lic Buildings an 


ligious Society of Friends of Baltimore, Md., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to raise the age of protection for girls to 18 


ordered to lie on the table. 


| Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent the dese- 
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Mr. BAKER presented petitions from the congregation of the 
First Presbyterian Church, the First Methodist Church, the First’. 
Congregational Church, the First Baptist Church, and the First 


slation to prohibit the sale of intoxi- 


Mr. GORMAN presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
rance Union of Maryland, praying for the enactment of 


; which was referred tothe Committee on Pub- 
Grounds. 
He also presented a petition of the Yearly Meeting of the Re- 


years in the District of Columbia and the Territories; which was 


Mr. GEAR presented a petition of Hyde Clark Post, No. 78, 
Department of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, of Dubuque, 


cration of the national flag; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Second 
United Presbyterian Church of West Des Moines, Iowa, praying 
for the enactment of oe to raise the age of protection for 
girls to 18 years in the District of Columbia and the Territories; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Second 
United Presbyterian Church of West Des Moines, Iowa, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicat- 
ing liquors in all Government buildings; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. CULLOM presented the memorial of Dr. T. J. Whitten, of 
Nokomis, I1l., remonstrating against the passage of Senate bill 
No. 1063, for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in the 
District of Columbia; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also:presented the petition of Rev. Paul Griffith, of Wash- 
aehe D. C., and a petition of the Merchants’ Exchange of Buf- 
falo, N. Y., praying for the passage of the so-called anti-scalping 
ticket bill: which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance unions of New Hampton, Hampton Falls, and New- 
port, all in the State of New Hampshire, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by provid- 
ing that cigarettees imported in original packages on entering any 
State shall become subject to its laws; which were referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Newport, N. H., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol 
and all Government buildings; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Hampton Falls, N. H., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the sale of Tolcatontine liquors in the 
Capitol and all Government buildings; to prohibit interstate 
gambling by telegraph, telephone, or otherwise; to raise the age 
of protection for girls to 18 years in the District of Columbia and 
the Territories; for the enactmert of a Sunday-rest law for the 
District of Columbia; to prohibit, as far as the power of Congress 
extends, the reproduction of prize fights by the kinetoscope or 
other kindred devices; to prohibit the interstate and mail circula- 
tion of extended newspaper descriptions of prize fights, and to 
substitute voluntary arbitration for railway strikes; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Haverhill, N. H., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit interstate gambling by telegraph, telephone, 
or otherwise; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Haverhill, N. H., praying for the enactment of a 
Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MILLS presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
eo Union of Marshall, Tex., praying for the enactment of 

en to substitute voluntary arbitration for railway strikes; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of Local Branch No. 62, Ci- 
gar Makers’ Union, of Richmond, Ind., praying for the passage of 
the so-called eight-hour bill, the aeietn tahun bill, the anti-injunc- 
tion bill, and the seamen’s bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of the Tipton ney Ind., Med- 
ical Society, of Tipton, Ind., remonstrating against the passage of 
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Senate bill No. 1063, for the further prevention of cruelty to ani- 
mals in the District of Columbia; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. PETTIGREW presented sundry papers to accompany the 
ill (S. 1793) to correct the military record of Harry G. Dow; 
which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER presented the memorials of J. M. Riley and 20 
other citizens of Colorado Springs; of 8. Dutch and 50 other citi- 
zens, of Fred J. Frost and 51 other citizens, of W.S. Atkins and 50 
other citizens of Denver; of Ellison Wilcox and 18 other citizens 
of Denver; of H. M. Teller and 16 other citizens of Denver; of G. C. 
Moore and 20 other citizens of Denver; of J. Hill and 18 other citi- 
zens of Denver; of L. C. De Morse and 50 other citizens of Denver; 
of R.S. Clark and 51 othercitizens of Denver; of Henry Groves and 
51 other citizens of Denver; of J. Hornbein and 50 other citizens of 
Denver; of Henry Suess, jr., and 51 other citizens of Denver; of 
C. C. Power and 51 other citizens of Denver; of J. U. Harris and 
17 other citizens of Columbine; of F. A. Kaitner and 18 other citi- 
zens of Cripple Creek; of the Moore Boot and Shoe Company and 51 
citizens of Denver; of A. Mauroand 50 other citizens of Denver; of 
M. Newman and 52 other citizens of Denver; of John Tobin and 19 
other citizens of Baldwin; of Dr. J. W. Wilson and 19 other citizens 
of Denver; of W. E. Carter and 19 other citizens of Central City; of 
R. A. Jeffrey and 19 other citizens of Denver; of F. V. Wasserman 
and 19 other citizens of Denver; of C.J. Ramsteat and 19.other citi- 
zens of Leadville; of S. Frost and 19 other citizens of CrippleCreek; 
of W. Frecker and 19 other citizensof Denver; of Richmond Finch 
and 19 other citizens of Colorado Springs; of Reuben Berry and 
19 other citizens of Colorado Springs; of R. L. Chambers and 19 
other citizens of Colorado Springs; of W. H. Rice and 19 other 
citizens of Denver; of F, T. Todd and 19 other citizens of Denver; 
of J. A. Weiner and 19 other citizens of Denver; of J. F. Morris 
and 19 other citizens of Denver; of C. Hime and 19 other citizens 
of Denver; of J. S. McCarthy and 19 other citizens of Alamosa; 
of H. A. Schell and 19 other citizens of Denver; of G. N. Stark 
and 19 other citizens of Apex; of Melville Glenn and 19 other cit- 
izens of Boulder; of O. E. Hegan and 19 other citizens of Denver; 
of J. E. Dunseath and 19 other citizens of Denver; of H. L. Clot- 
wonchy and 19 other citizens of Denver; of H. H. Minor and 19 
other citizens of Denver; of E. L. Templin and 19 other citizens 
. of Cripple Creek, and of N. 8. Gaudy and 19 other citizens of 
Colorado Springs, all in the State of Colorado, remonstrating 
against the passage of the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a memorial of sundry citizens 
of Casselton, N. Dak., remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation to establish a division in the Treasury Department for 
the regulation of insurance among the several States, and for other 
purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Maza, N. Dak., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to protect State anti- 
cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in original 
packages on entering any State shall become subject to its laws; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented —— of the Epworth League, the congre- 
gation of the Methodist Church, and the Young Woman’s Chris 
tian Temperance Union, all of Casselton, in the State of North 
Dakota, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings; the in- 
terstate gambling by telegraph or telephone; to raise the age of 
protection for girls to 18 years in the District of Columbia and 
the Territories; for a Sunday-rest law for the District of Colum- 
bia; to prohibit, so far as the power of Congress extends, the 
reproduction of prize fights by the kinetoscope or kindred devices, 
and the interstate and mail circulation of extended newspaper 
descriptions of the same; to substitute voluntary arbitration for 
railway strikes, and to protect State anti-cigarette laws by pro- 
viding that cigarettes imported in original packages on enterin 
any State shall become subject to its laws; which were referr 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2678) for the relief of Lizzie Hagny, as 
administratrix of the estate of Frank B. Smith, deceased, asked 
to be discharged from its further consideration, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 8226) for the relief of Albert C. Brown; 

A bill (S. 2179) for the relief of Mrs. Ellen Sexton; 

A bill (S. 2698) for the relief of the estate of George W. Law- 
rence, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 2474) for the relief of Thomas F, Rowland. 

Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to 
whom was referred the bill (S, 8662) concerning carriers engaged 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


FEBRUARY 16, 


in interstate commerce, and their employees, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report iene. 

Mr. RAWLINS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1982) for the relief of David H. Lewis, of 
Lawrence, Kans., asked to be discharged from its further consid- 
eration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads; which was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Approjiriations, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 7555) making appropriations for the 
support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 
oo, 1899, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 

1ereon, 

Mr. FORAKER, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3414) to carry into effect the 
recommendations of the International American Conference by 
the incorporation of the International American Bank, reported 
it with amendments. 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, submitted a report to accompany the bill (S. 460) to 
extend the uses of the mail service, repor by him from that 
committee July 22, 1897. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, from the Committee on Patents, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 435) for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of John C. Howe, deceased, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, re- 
ported an amendment intended to be proposed to the diplomatic 
and consular appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was 
referred, reported a bill (S. 3712) to authorize John R. Williams, 
first lieutenant, Third Artillery, United States Army, to accept the 
decoration of Chevalier of the Legion of Honor from the President 
of the French Republic; which was read twice by its title. 

HUGO O. LOEWI. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, reported 
the following resolution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President le, and he is hereby, uested to communi- 
cate to the Senate, if not in his opinion incompatible with the interest of the 


public service, the papers and correspondence with the Haitian Government 
relating to the claim of Hugo O. Loewi. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 3713) for the re- 
lief of Gattleib Schlecht and Maurice D. Higgins, and for the relief 
of the heirs and legal representatives of William Bindhammer and 
Valentine Brasch; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WELLINGTON introduced a bill (8. 3714) to place the 
name of William Turner upon the minor pension roll at the rate 
of $10 per month from August 9, 1865; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3715) a $740 for the 
relief of N. F. Edmonds, assignee of Henry Shaw,of Washington 
County, Md.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3716) to authorize the Au- 
tomatic Telephone Exchange Company (Limited) to construct, 
operate, and maintain a telephone exchange in the District of Co- 
lumbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3717) granting a pension to Florence 
Tate; which was read twice by its title. 

= ts ange — ask that the bill contpeiaehiiieh teotees 
on Pensions. is an accompan by) reare 
some pa which I[ hope will go with the case, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred, with 
the accompanying papers, to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. Mc LAN introduced a bill (S. 3718) appropriating $100,- 
000 for the construction of a light-house tender for use on Lake 
Erie and Lake Ontario; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 3719) appropriating $100,000 for the 
construction of a light-house tender for use on Lakes Huron, Su- 

rior, and Michigan; which was read twice by its title, and re- 

erred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S. 8720) authorizing cities and 
towns in the Indian Territory to secure, by tion or other- 


wise, lands for public im ts; which was read 
twice by its title, aol referred to the Gommittee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3721) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Burrel G. Hart, of Hutchinson, Kans.; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KENNEY introduced a bill (S. 3722) granting a pension to 
William J. Williams, of Kent County, Del.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. _ 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 8723) for the relief of 





us 


illiam B. Reaney, pemtuce of the Sava 8 RaswensGes 
vee which was ar wice by its title, and referred to 


the Committee on 


Claims. 
. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S, 3724) granting a pension 
to eviitiem P. Arble; which was read twice by its title, aa with 


the accom: 


Mr. GORMAN introduced the following bills, which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


“A bill (S 3725) to increase the pension of Richard Jones (with 
ponying paper); ; 

A bill (5. 3726) to ae ap a Leonard Parsons (with 
acco’ in per); an » : ‘ 
a fait (3727) to increase the pension of Annie H. Evans (with 
accompanying pape 

Mr. introd 


P 


an accom 


vision for a civil 


mittee on Claims. 


Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 3782) for the relief of Wil- 


j > - . ard silver dollars have been coined between the Ist day of November, 1893, 
liam Lloyd; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the | and the ist day of February 1808; and of the number o standard silver dol- 
Committee on Military Affairs. lars so coined between dates, what amount in said silver dollars was ac- 


He also introduced a bill (S. 3733) for the relief of Joseph E. 
Insco; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3734) for the relief of Allen Green- 
leaf; which was read — by its title, and referred to the Com- 


mittee on Mili 


tary 
He also introduced a bill (S. 3735) for the relief of Preston H. 
Turly; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 


mittee on Pensions. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 3736) for the relief of Mrs. Eliza- 
beth Nelson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3737) for the relief of Capt. A. H. 
Chevalier; which was read 


Committee on 


Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3738) for the relief of Capt. C. Ful- 
ler’s Company of West Virginia Militia; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 3739) for the relief of Adolphus P. 
Clark; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 


mittee on Pensions. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 3740) for the relief of John H. 
Gardner; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3741) for the relief of William H. 
Jordan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 


Committee on 


Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 8742) for the relief of 
William Hommelsberg; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with Sa g paper, referred to the Committee on Mili- 


- HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 3743) granting a pension to 
Jane E. A ; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

H (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3744) 
for the relief of Marie P. Evans; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

AMENDMENTS TO DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PENROSE submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the District of ae ropriation bill; which 


Mr. HANSBROUG 


. GO 


Mr submi 
posed by him tothe District of Columbia appropriation bill; w 
np aaa to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 


urvivi 


uced a bill (S. 3728) to remove the change of 
desertion from the military record of John W. Alloway; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 


Affairs. 
1 CARTER introduced a bill (S, 3729) making further pro- 
overnment for Alaska; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S.3730) for the relief of Claude 
H. Mastin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3731) for the relief of Margaret J. 
Parks, of Jackson County, Ala.; which was read twice 7 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 


submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 3546) for the reference of certain 
Cleimay ne, Government of the United States to the Coart 

; which was referred to the Committee on Claims, and or- 


THE RAMIE INDUSTRY. 


Mr. PENROSE. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee 
Agriculture and Forestry be discharged from the further con- 
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sideration of the bill (S. 3497) for the development and encourage- 
ment of ramie, silk, and flax preparation and manufacture, and 
their production and profitable home market in the United States 
under the supervision of the Secretary of the Treasury, and that 
it be referred to the Committee on Manufactures. A bill of like 
character is pending in the House before the Committee on Manu- 
factures of that body. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry will be discharged from 
the further consideration of the bill, and it will be referred to the 
Committee on Manufactures. The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 

CHARLES OBERLANDER AND BARBARA M, MESSENGER. 

Mr. PERKINS submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolwed, That the President be requested, if, in his opinion, it is not in- 
compatible with the public interest, to forward to the Senate a copy of the 
— and decision of the arbitrator in the matter of the claims of Charles 


landerand Barbara M. Messenger against the Government of Mexico, to- 
gether with the correspondence which resulted in such arbitration. 
SILVER BULLION, 

Mr. BACON submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to report 
to the Senate the following information: 

First. Of the silver bullion purchased under the provisions of the act of 
July 14, 1890, how many standard silver dollars have been coined between 
the date of said act and the lst day of November, 1893; and of the number of 
stan —_ —— os = oe. what ~~ in said silver dollars Me ac- 
coun or and n Treasury as the gain or seigniorage arising from 
said coinage, oe in said act. 

— Of said silver bullion so purchased under said act, how many stand- 













, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 




























counted for and paid into the Treasury as the gain or seigniorage arising from 
said , a3 provided in said act. 

the said silver bullion so purchased and yet remaining uncoined 
in the Treasury, how many standard siiver dollars would be the product of 
the coinage thereof; and in case of the coinage into standard silver dollars of 
the said remain uncoined silver bullion, what would be theamount in said 
silver dollars of t —_= or seigniorage arising from such coinage to be ac 
counted for and paid into the Treasury, as provided in said act. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands: 

A bill (H. R. 2484) giving the assent of Congress to a change of 
the compact entered into between the United States and the State 
of Arkansas on her admission into the Union; 

A bill (H. R. 4385) relating to leases on the Hot Springs Reser- 
vation, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 5434) to repeal in part and to limit section 3480 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States; and 

A bill (H. R. 5496) providing for the compulsory attendance of 
witnesses before registers and receivers of the land offices. 

The following bills and joint resolution were read twice by their 
titles, and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

A bill (H. R. 4929) extending the time for the completion of a 
bridge across the St. Lawrence River; 

A bill (H. R. 7203) extending the time within which the Pitts- 
burg and Mansfield Railroad Company is authorized to construct 
a bridge across the Monongahela River; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 120) providing for estimate of cost 
of certain improvements at the mouth of Double Bayou and Gal- 
veston Bay, Texas. 

The bill (H. R. 506) for the better control of and to promote the 
safety of national banks was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

The bill (H. R. 5879) to amend sections 1 and 2 of the act of 
March 8, 1887, 24 Statutes at Large, chapter 359, was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

KANSAS PACIFIC RAILWAY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
resolution No. 277, submitted by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
TURPIE], which comes over from a preceding day. 

Mr. RPIE. I ask to have the resolution read. 

The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. TuRPrz was read, as 
follows: 

Resolved (in the opinion of the Senate), That the sale of the Kansas Pacific 
Division of Paciie Rail made to-day ought not to be confirmed ex- 


road 
cept wu terms that the original claim and the interest thereon due to 
tho United States f 


rom said railroad company of the Kansas Pacific Division 
be paid in full by the bidders. 


Mr.TURPIE. Mr. President, I move the adoption of this reso- 
lution. I think if there be any legal or moral obligation on the 
a who are interested, it is as binding in respect to the 

of this claim asthe principal. It was by a similar advi- 

sory action that we saved for the Government the interest upon 
the claim of the main line of the road, and I think this resolution, 
orp h it will be simply advisory, is in all respects opportune. 
e to-day will not be a finality; it will have to be reported; 

it will have to be confirmed. The questions raised by the resolu- 
Gun with eeference to calvage of ths interent of the claim may be 
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ict of Columbia, and 
tted an amendment intended to be pro- 
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taken advantage of in any steps which succeed the sale in the reg- 
ular judicial action of the court, or they might be initiated by the 
affirmative action of the Attorney-General or those representing 
the interests of the United States, so as to prevent a confirmation 
of the sale and passage of the title before the interest is in some 
way adjusted. 

Mr. GEAR. 
catch its tenor. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. President, it seems to me that the resolution 
is inopportune. We have no advice thatthe sale wasmade. The 
matter is in the hands of the President and the law officers of the 
Government for decision. Under their advice the court has been 
petitioned to make sale, and a sale has been ordered. I presume 
the sale will be made to-day or to-morrow or next day, as I under- 
stand there are three days of latitude in which the sale can be 
made. Now, to come in here and interfere with the decision of 
the law officers of the Government it seems to me is not exactly 
the way to get atthis thing. I suggest that the resolution goover 
under the rules. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It was offered yesterday. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution is in order, having 
been offered yesterday. 

Mr. GEAR. Oh, it was offered yesterday. I beg pardon. 

Mr. TURPIE. The resolution is no interference with judicial 
proceedings. 

Mr. GEAR. I was not aware that the resolution had been 
offered yesterday. I withdraw the objection I made. 

Mr. TURPIE, The resolution was offered yesterday. 

rinted under the order of yesterday. It is no interference with 
judicial proceedings. It is simply advisory to those in charge of 
the interests of the United States to see that some arrangement 
can be made to save interest upon the claim on the Kansas and 
Pacific branch in some manner, as it has already been saved upon 
the main line. 

As 1 before remarked, there are a good man 
to the sale which are not yet taken, and which can not possibly 
have been the subject of action by the court. There has to be 
confirmation of the sale; there has to be a conveyance, and with 
respect to these steps the resolution is just as effective as if it 
oe been offered earlier. With respect to all the su uent 
steps, after the actual sale, the resolution advises those in charge 
of the interests of the United States to make some adjustment, 
either out of court or in court, which shall provide for the pay- 
ment of the interest upon the principal 

Mr. GEAR. This is a Senate resolution, I understand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Itis. 

Mr. GEAR, It seems to me that the passage of the resolution 
can not be of any benefitin thisarrangement. The law officers of 
the Government have supervised the matter. I presume they are 
better aware than any meen here possibly can be as to the 
value of theproperty. The President authorized a certain amount 
to be bid, and I presume the road will be sold and that amount 
will be bid; and in the event of its not being bid, the sale will be 
changed. If that amount, the principal of the debt, has been paid 
and this arrangement is made, it seems to me that it would be sur- 
plusage to attempt an interference of this kind whea we all know 
practically that the road is hardly worth as much as the Govern- 
ment’s claim on it, the principal withoutinterest. I would be very 
glad to cooperate in any system by which the Government could 
get 100 cents on the dollar of the claim, but the Attorney-General, 
who has investigated this case with great care, the highest law 
officer of the nation, has come to the conclusion, and the President, 
after consultation with him, has come to the conclusion, that this 
amount of six million and some odd thousand dollars is all the 
Government can get out of the enterprise. If the Government 
can get any more, [ shall be glad to get it, but the passage of the 
resolution may delay matters so that the Government will not be 
able to get as much. . 

Mr. HALE. I move to refer the resolution to the Committee on 
Pacific Railroads. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desireto be heard. 
to be adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska will 

roceed., 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, there can be no doubt of the 
duty of the President under the act of 1887. It is apparent thatif 
the sale that has been made, or is to be made to-day, shall be con- 
firmed, the Government of the United States will lose $6,700,000. 
The showing made by the Senator from Kansas [Mr, Harris], 
who certainly is in a position to know what he is talking abou 
shows conclusively that this property is worth $30,000,000, an 
that it will carn 4 per cent on that sum; and here we are to sell 
the Government lien for something like $6,000,000, I think. 

Mr. GEAR. Six million and a half. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes; and by that means lose $6,700,000. Ido not 
suppose there is a railroad company in the United States that 
would not be satisfied with a net earning of 4 per cent on its capi- 


I ask to have the resolution read again. I did not 


It was 


steps subsequent 


I think the resolution ought 
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talization. Many of them do not get it in consequence of water- 
ing their stock too much; but under the financial conditions that 
have prevailed for the last three or four years this road has earned 
4 = cent upon a capitalization of $30,000,000. Mr. President, 
why sell the property for the sum the Attorney-General or the 
Government has agreed to? Why not have the Government—— 

Mr. GEAR. May I interrupt the Senator for a moment? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. GEAR. I will state that we have no knowledge that any 
specific sum is agreed to. We understand that through the press. 

e have no knowledge from the President, as I understand. He 
was called on yesterday, and we have not a got the reply. 

Mr, ALLEN. Yes; hereis the reply. It is on your dak. 

Mr. GEAR. All right. 

Mr, ALLEN. Why sell this property for a less sum than the 
entire amount due the Government? The Senator from Iowa 
says we have no information as to what is being done. 

Mr. GEAR. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. ALLEN. If I were thechairman of the Committee on Pa- 
cific Railroads, I would know. 

Mr. GEAR. I just came into the Senate. I did not know that 
the report from the Attorney-General was here. It has 
shown me since I came in the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN. But the Senator from Iowa is chairman of the 
Committee on Pacific Railroads. He is interested in the matter 
and is the agent of the Government so far as this branch of the 
Government is concerned. 

Mr. GEAR. Yes. 

Mr. ALLEN. He ought to know, and if the Attorney-General 
does not keep him informed, he ought to go to the latter’s office 
and learn from time to time what is being done. 

Mr. GEAR, The Senator from Nebraska can lecture me on my 
duties as chairman of the committee or on my duties as Senator. 
I beg to state to him that this communication was not addressed 
to me as chairman of the committee and it was not addressed to 
me as an individual, but it was addressed to the Senate of the 
United States. I have just comeinto the Senate, and I have found 
it within two minutes on my desk. It has nothing to do with the 
committee, 

Mr. ALLEN. It was read here yesterday. 

Mr. GEAR. It was not read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, yes; it was read. 

Mr. ALLEN. It was read here. 

Mr. GEAR. Then it was read when I was out of the Chamber. 
I did not hear it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Both the car facilities and the walking are good 
from here to the Attorney-General’s Office, and the distance is not 
very far, and there is no reason why the Senator from Iowa should 
not kee sted on this matter that is intrusted to the committee 
of which he is chairman. 

Now, Mr. President, what is the duty of the President under the 
act of March 8, 1887? I will read it: 


That whenever, in the opinion of the President, it shall be deemed neces- 
sary to the protection of the interests and the preservation of the security of 
the United States in respect of its lien, mortgage, or other interest in any of 
the property of any or all of the several companies u which a lien, mort- 
Fae , or other incumbrance paramount to the right, title, or interest of the 

Jnited States for the ae ey or any part of the same, may exist and 
be then lawfully liable to be enforced, the Secretary of the shall, 
under the direction of the President, redeem or otherwise clear off such par- 
amount lien, mortenge. or other incumbrance by pa 
due in respect thereof out of the Treasury; and the 
upon become and be subrogated to all rights and securi 
taining to the debt, mortgage, lien, or other incumbrance in 
such payment shall have been made. It hall be the duty of Attorney- 
General, under the direction of the President, to take all such steps and pro- 
ceedings in the courts and otherwise as shall be needful to redeem such lien 
mortgage, or other incumbrance, and to protect and defend the rights and 
iuterests of the United States in aoe of the matters in this on men- 

ose 


tioned, and to take steps to forec any mortgages or liens of the United 
States on any such railroad property. 


There is not a letter or syllable in the act of 1887 or the act of 1863 
or 1864 that authorizes the President of the United States or the 
Attorney-General to consent to a sale of this property or of any 
bond-aided railroad for less than the Government lien, and such 
consent, whether e ly given or given in the way of acquies- 
cence, is a direct violation of the positive language and policy of 
the statutes. 

Mr. President, when we had under discussion a few months ago 
the disposition of the main line of the Union Pacific Railroad I[ 
thought it would be strange if we should get through with this 
entire subject without there being a leakage at some point. When 
it was announced that the main line was to be sold for the amount 
due the Government I was among those who were suspicious 
enough to believe that the reorganization committee e to 
make its profits out of this branch, and sure enough the suspicion 
has turned into a reality. Here are $6,700,000 to be thrown away 
without any excuse or shadow of an excuse. 

. Mr. 8 NER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
on? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 
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Mr. SPOONER. What course does the Senator think ought to| Mr.SPOONER. The Senator would not proceed to foreclose 


by the Administration about this matter? 

= a TLEN. Pursue the course pointed out in the statute. 

Mr. SPOONER. What course? 

Mr. ALLEN. I will read. ; 

Mr. SPOONER. Redeem the prior mortgage? 

a Treasury shall, under the direction of the Presid 

, under the tion of the en’ 

haa or eT ea off each paramount lien, mortgage, etc. , 

Mr. SPOONER. That would make an investment of about 
$20,000,000 in the property by the Government, would it not? 

Mr. ALLEN. — it did. 

Mr. SPOONER. en what would the Senator propose should 

? 

a ALLEN. I would let the Government own the property 
until it could dispose of it properly, or, if I had my way about it, 
speaking for myself, I would make it the stem of a great trans- 
continental line to be owned and seem by the Government. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then the Senator’s proposition would be that 
the Government should redeem this mo: by adding about 
$7,000,000 of cash investment to what it has ady invested in it, 
making about $20,000,000 altogether. And would he have the 
mortgage then foreclosed? 

Mr. ALLEN. Would I have what mortgage foreclosed? 

Mr. SPOONER. Both mortgages. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator mean the mortgage of the 
Government? 

Mr. SPOONER. I mean the mortgage to which the Govern- 
ment had become subrogated and the other mortgage—the Gov- 


ernment one. : : 

Mr. ALLEN. It is not nec to foreclose it under this act. 

Mr. SPOONER. What would the Senator do, then? 

Mr. ALLEN. I would redeem it, being subrogated by the lan- 
guage of the act to the right of the lien holder. 

Mr. SPOONER. After the Government had redeemed it and it 
had become subrogated, what would the Senator do with the 


property? 7 
Mr. ALLEN. I would hold the property covered by it. 

Mr. SPOONER. How would you hold it? 

Mr. ALLEN. I would hold it by virtue of the first mortgage 
and by virtue of the title given by the acts of 1862, 1864, and 1887, 

Mr. SPOONER. Would you hold it in receivership? 

Mr. ALLEN. I would hold it in receivership. 

Mr. SPOONER. How could you? 

Mr. ALLEN. Through the instrumentality of the courts. 

aa SPOONER. Do you think the court for any indefinite pe- 
n —_— 

Mr. ALLEN. Or legislation could hold it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator think any court worthy the 
name of a court would hold indefinitely in receivership a railroad 
being operated under its orders with no intention to foreclose the 


en: 

Mr. ALLEN. That could be done, but it would not be politic 
to doit. It would not be businesslike to do it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator think any court would do it? 

Mr. ALLEN. I would do it under the provisions of this act. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, but the Senator is—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Now, let me finish. 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. The law declares expressly that— 

The Secretary of the Treasury shall, under the direction of the President, 
redeem or otherwise clear off such paramount lien, mortgage, or other in- 
cumbrance by paying the sums lawful due in respect thereof out of the 

; Treasury; and the United States shall thereupon become and be subrogated 
| to all rights and securities theretofore pertaining to the debt, mortgage, lien, 
or other incumbrance in of which such payment shall have been made. 
tshall be the duty of the Attorney-General, under the direction of the Presi- 
ent, to take all such steps and proceedings in the courts and otherwise as 
shall be needful to redeem such lien, mor e, or other incumbrance, and to 
rotect and defend the rights and interests of the United States in respect of 
he matters in this section mentioned. 

Mr. SPOONER. Goon. Read on. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes. 

And to take ste 
on eaty- stich e steps oe so any mortgages or liens of the United States 

But, Mr. President, this is simply supplementary to the acts of 
1862 and 1864; and those acts expressly provide that, under the 


‘direction of the President, the Secretary of the Treasury shall 


© possession of the property. If he takes possession he must 
hold possession until Congress authorizes him to dispose of the 
property he has seized. 

_Mr. SPOONER. Then, as I understand the Senator, his propo- 
sition is that the Government shall invest $7,000,000 or more in 
this property, making $20,000,000 or more all together, and that 
then the Secretary of the Treasury shall take possession of the 
Behec ki and that the Government shall operate it indefinitely. 


8 proposition? 
Mr. ALLEN. That is my proposition. 








the mortgage and endeavor to sell it, then? 

Mr. LEN. Not necessarily, unless the conditions were such 
as to make it advisable. 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, suppose the Government should file a 
bill to foreclose the mortgages and the courts should enter a de- 
cree of sale,if the whole amount of this mortgage debt, with in- 
terest, was not bid by an outside interest, would the Senator have 
this bid off by the Government and permanently operated by the 
Government? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir; I would. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator is generally in favor of the gov- 
ernmental ownership and operation of railroads? 

Mr. ALLEN. I am, where it is wise to do so. Now, let me 
turn interrogator and ask, what would the Senator from Wis- 
consin do? 

Mr. SPOONER. I will tell you what the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin would do. He would make the best of a bad bargain just as 
quickly as he could. The relation of the Government to the Pa- 
cific railroads and its indebtedness to the Government has been 
a running sore in the history of this country for a great many 
years. e Government has recovered its debt from the Union 
Pacific Company. 

Congress has demonstrated since this question arose its utter 
incapacity, in my judgment, to deal with it; and the alternative 
which to-day threatens the Administration, and which it has been 
obliged to deal with, is one of which it gave abundant notice to 


bet oe 

ithout the slightest hesitation—although I wish the Govern- 
mentcould get all of its claims—in the present situation of legisla- 
tion I would consider the country to be felicitated if the Admin- 
istration could promptly secure the collection, bid at the sale, of 
the principal due this Government, and let the | geomet organ- 
ize their railroad company and go on with the transportation 
business. 

Mr. MORGAN. How would they organize—under what law? 

Mr. SPOONER. They would organize under the law of the 
State, just as other purchasers have done all the time in the re- 
organization of railroads under foreclosure. 
an = — What becomes of the statutes of the United 

Mr. SPOONER. What statutes? 

Mr. MORGAN. Thestatute passed three years ago, and others. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not know what the Senator from Ala- 
bama means. 

Mr. ALLEN. The statute of March 3, 1887, and the acts of 
1862 and 1864. 

Mr. MORGAN. The acts of 1862 and 1864 and other statutes 
passed since that time. 

Mr. SPOONER. I suppose, if the mortgage is foreclosed and 
the property is bid off, the man who bids it off takes it. 

Mr. MORGAN. He does not get a charter right. 

Mr. SPOONER. He does not need a charter right from the 
United States. If the purchaser lawfully acquires the property 
at a judicial sale, under judicial proceedings, he can convey the 
paw to a corporation, which can organize under the laws of 

ansas and operate the road, I suppose. 

Mr. MORGAN. I doubt very much, Mr. President, whether he 
could do that or not; but certainly a railroad can not run in this 
country without a charter. A corporation must have a legal ex- 


tence. 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. But if the property is bid off ata 
foreclosure sale by the Senator from Alabama, he can convey 
that property to a corporation organized under the laws of Kan- 
sas, and that corporation can operate the property. 

Mr. ALLEN. I want to ask the Senator another question. 
Does he justify the law officers of this Government in losing to 
the United States the sum of $6,700,000 when it can be saved? 

Mr. SPOONER. The President of the United States sent a 
message to Congress at the beginning of this session, stating the 
situation and saying that he believed himself authorized under 
the act of 1887—though I think he was not authorized—to bid off 
this property for the Government at the foreclosure sale. He 
intimated a doubt—and very wisely intimated a doubt—about 
his power to bid off and operate by the Government a railroad 
and asked the intervention of Congress in the matter, but Con- 
gress has been able to enact no legislation upon the subject, and 
the sale is to take place to-day. 

I believe that the Attorney-General is absolutely correct in his 
statement that a court would not continue indefinitely the opera- 
tion of this property under a receiver when there was no purpose 
to foreclose the mortgage, and is generally correct in his view of 
the situation. 

Mr. ALLEN. That does not answer my question. 

Mr. SPOONER. I believe that there is no statutory authority, 
Mr. President, to-day which would warrant an executive officer 
of the United States in bidding off a railroad. 

Mr. ALLEN. What do you say to the statute of 1887? 
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Mr. MORGAN. Let me ask the Senator from Wisconsin a 
question for information, if he will permit me? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator remember how long this 
property has been in the hands of receivers? 

Mr. SPOONER. I care nothing about that. I am not sure 
when it went into the hands of receivers, but a considerable time 
ago. 

Mr. MORGAN. How long ago? 

Mr. SPOONER. Three or four years ago, perhaps five. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; five. 

Mr. THURSTON. Since the 13th of October, 1893. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is nearly five years. During that period 
of time has not the Union Pacific and has not also the sas 
Pacific earned a very large surplus over current expenses, includ- 
ing expenditures for betterments? 

Mr. SPOONER. I know nothing about that. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator does not know, but I do. 

Mr. SPOONER. Have they paid the interest on their bonds? 

Mr. MORGAN. They have had the money to do it, but they 
have not done it, in order to get us into a hole. 

Mr. SPOONER. I suppose they paid a large amount of prefer- 
ential indebtedness, as is usual in such cases. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ihave been waiting to hear the Senator from 
Wisconsin say whether he justifies or does not justify this loss to 
the Government of $6,700,000? 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not see any way to prevent it. Ido not 
think the Government of the United States has any power to bid 
off and operate this railroad. Congress has supplied no such au- 
thority, and for one I never would vote to give any such authority. 

Mr. ALLEN. I donot doubt that. 

Mr. SPOONER. I would rather the Government should lose 
the interest involved here than to own and operate a railroad one 
day without a certain purchaser in sight and establish such a 
precedent. In that respect I am not a Populist. 

Mr, ALLEN. Iam giad to know that. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam giad to know it,too, Does that answer 
my friend's question? 

r. ALLEN. That answers the question. The Senator, as I 
understand, then, wants the Government to lose $6,700,000? 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator is mistaken. I do not want the 
Government tolose six cents. .I want the Government to make the 
best it can out of a bad situation. 

Mr. ALLEN, Let me put the Senator another question: If the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris] is right, that this property 
will earn 4 per cent on $30,000,000, and we suffer it to go on the 
bid that is now made, would we not lose $6,700,000? 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the alternative? The Senator from 
Kansas is undoubtedly a distinguished civil engineer, but I have 
known some distinguished engineers who were not distinguished 
as experts in the value of railroad property. He may be entirely 
right that this property can, handled as railroad property should 
be handled, earn 4 per cent. But whois to handle it forthe Gov- 
ernment of the United States? It would take a long time to repay 
this $30,000,000. The Senator’s proposition is that the Govern- 
ment of the United States shall acquire the railroad and operate it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Thatis not mine. I am opposed to that. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Governmentof the United States owns and 
is operating property to-day. It owns a ship canal in Oregon; it 
has put millions of dollars into canals and millions into a national 
highway a few years ago that runs from this city to East St. 
Louis. There is instance after instance of what 1 suppose my 
friend would call paternalism on the part of the Government. 
Paternalism does not excite in my breast any fear. If I under- 
stand paternalism aright—which seems to frighten my friend 
from ened and Senators upon that side of the Chamber,and 
I do not know but some on this—you must have a patriarch be- 
fore you can have paternalism. 

I understand that it is the duty of the Government to legislate 
in the interests of its people, so that they may make advancement 
intellectually and morally; that they may have security in 
and property; that they may have opportunities to enjoy life and 
to acquire property; and if the Government has it in its power to 
bring about these desirable ends and fails or refuses to do so, it is 
not a Government which can commend itself to intelligent and 
just men. 

Mr. President, 75 per cent of the nations of the globe own in 
whole or in part their railways, and they have always owned and 
operated them. Some of the greatest nations in the known world 
own and operate every foot of their railways, and they own and 
operate them much more cheaply than wedo. Now, whatis there, 
under such circumstances, to excite so much indignation and so 
much suspicion on the part of Senators when we talk of Govern- 
ment ownership of we : 

Mr. GALLINGER. ill the Senator permit me? 

Mr. ALLEN. I will : 

Mr. GALLINGER. Has the Senator read the communication 
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sent, I think about a year ago, to the Senate from the Interstate 

Commerce Commission, covering the matter of the cost of operat- 

ing railroads and the cost of passenger and freight traffic? 
fr. ALLEN. Yes; I have read it all. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator did not that report 
show that where governments are ing rai they are 
more expensive to the people than are the railroads in this country? 

Mr. ALLEN. The Interstate Commerce Commission tried to 
make that appear, but I will say to the Senator frankly that I do 
not believe the report. Let mo say in this connection that the 
Interstate Commerce Commission are not going to do anything or 
say anything that will destroy their occupation. 

r. GALLINGER. Of course, if the Senator wishes to take 
that position toward the Interstate Commerce Commission, I haye 
nothing to say about it; but I should like to ask the Senator one 
other question. He says that some of the railroads in the greatest 
countries in the world are entirely operated by governments. I 
should like the Senator to state to me for information what goy- 
ernments thus operate railroads. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator can get the itiformation. He isa 
well-informed man, and he can turn to the report of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, to which he has just referred, and 
there he can find it. I will not engage in any technicalities nor 
in chopping logic with the Senator from New Hampshire, or any 
other man, and I am not —* occupy the floor, either, so 
long that the resolution can not be passed before 2 o’clock. 

r. GALLINGER. Just one word more, if the Senator will 
permit me. 


Mr. ALLEN. Certainl . 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not understand that it is chopping 
logic when I ask for facts. The Senator makes a statement, and 
Task him to cite me an illustration, so that I may have the know!l- 
edge as well as he, and he refers me toa report which does not 
contain any such information as that at all. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam afraid my kind of education would not suit 
the Senator from New i He is given over wholly to 
political idols. I would not undertake the impossible task of giv- 
ing him an education such as,in my j nt, if imparted, would 
better qualify him to discharge the duties of a Senator in the in- 
terest of this country. He must care for himself in that respect. 
But I do not propose to be led off from the subject of discussion 
by aor interruptions. 

As I understand it, Mr. President, the Senator from Wisconsin 
Mr. SPOONER], now voicing the sentiment of his party in this 
hamber—because I have heard no Senator on that side protest 

against what he has stated—is wi that this Government shall 
lose $6,700,000. Why, Mr. President, we can get this money if 
the law officers will do their duty; but, sir, I suppose it is ed 
upon as a little flurry, whi pass away pretty soon and the 
people will forget it. Gentlemen engaged in this questionable 
transaction are ing the American people to look over this 
affair of the loss of $6,700,000 of the people’s money. 

Under the act of March 3, 1887, no lawyer w opinion is 
worth having can doubt not only the power but the duty of the 
President, through the Secretary of Treasury, to take posses- 
sion of this railroad. The authority is y conferred, and 
it isconferred by two prior acts, the act of 1862 and the act of 1864, 
and the power to take possession of the railroad in the interest of 
the Government carries with it the power to hold that possession 
until the amount due the Government shall be 


Who doubts that a ao in possession of the mortgaged 
property always holds until a redemption? Let a mortgagee en- 


ter into the possession of the ae erty, and an action 
of ejectment will not lie against . The Senator from Wis- 
censin is a lawyer and knows, and so do other Senators know, 
that to be true. When this Government by its Secretary of the 
shall enter into the possession of this property under 
that property smavane waneun envlieg-atdiiemaee en if thero 
until some a ere 

be any such—may redeem from it. 
In what language would a statute have to be written to confer 
rw ref upon the President to direct the Secretary of the Treas- 
e possession of this pro’ ? Why, Mr. President, when 
authority is conferred in velengungsanty. it the discharge 
of the duty imposed is public in its character, the courts hold, and 
all lawyers w, it becomes on the officer charged 
with theduty. The word * ” under such circumstances means 
Pre ey tent coe on and ere —_ 
ent may direc Secretary o: Treasury to take possession 0 
Siapupety & Gare es — Se, 

retary 0 so, and that the Secretary 0: 

saraaitanmbadten There can be no dispute 


construed to 
there can be no dispute about it. 

Mr. President, I can see, as every Senator 
$6,700,000 is to pass into the pockets of private 





aa 





enact a statute here this morning taking $6,700,000 
ca S tresenry and make an absolute donation of it to some 
private individual as to throw away the same sum in the disposi- 
tion of this property. It would be no more criminal, no more in 
violation of the statutory rights of the people, than in the case at 
bar. Six million seven hundred thousand dollars absolutel 
burned up under our order would be no more criminal than woul 
be the act of throwing it away under this statute. The man who 
says the Attorney-General has not the power under this and pre- 
ceding statutes to protect the interests of the Government either 
does not know what he is talking of or he has no disposition to 


protect those interests. 


Now, Mr. President, in view of the fact that I suppose the ma- 
jority are willing this tremendous sum of ay shall be trans- 
ferred to the kets of private individuals, all I can 
man entertai the views I docan do, is to enter vigorous protest 

President, it would be stealing from the Govern- 
ment of ‘the United States to permit this money to be lost under 


against it. Mr. 


the circumstances. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the resolution now before the 
Senate, as I understand it, is a resolution an the opinion 
of this body upon the subject of a confirmation of the sale of the 
Kansas Pacific Division of the Union Pacific Railroad, and the 
terms which at last have been agreed upon between the Attorney- 
General and the President on the one side and the Fitzgerald 
organization committee on theother. The Senate has a right, and 
it is its duty under the circumstances which have been ae 
in debate and by report yesterday and to-day, to express a decided 
and firm opinion on this subject, which we ho whether we 
believe it will have that effect or not—we hope will have the effect 
of an instruction to the Department of Justice that this sale shall 
be inquired into by the counsel of the United States in open court, 
and that no private agreement between the President or the 
Attorney-General on the one side and the Fitzgerald combine on 
the other shall go into judgment without a protest, at least, on 
the part of the Senate of the United States, which in this respect 
represents the people of this country. 

e are about to have a sale of a Bam of eee which the 
court in its decree making the sale 
of the United States. The sale is not necessary to-day to clear the 
title of the United States—it is convenient, but not necessary. 
Under the acts of 1862 and 1864 the forfeiture, which took place 
by the nonpayment of these bonds, vested the property of the 
entire Union Pacific and the Kansas Pacific railroads in the United 
States absolutely, without ony = and nothing remains but 

on of that 


simply to acquire the 


en we speak about the United Sta 
we had better go back and investigate what our statutes have en- 
acted, and what the yee Court has affirmed upon this sub- 
ject, and see whether the Government of the United States has 
not since 1862 ee for the ownership of this railroad prop- 
ted States Government, in the event of a forfeit- 

ure for the — ent of these bonds. 

e Union Pacific Railroad to-day five Government 
directors. What are they doing there? We have got no stock 
there. How, then, do we happen to have five directors? What are 
their powers? They are just as broad as the powers of any other 


erty by the U 
We have int 


directors. Suppose the 


off this property, as it was intended to do by the President a few 
days ago, then the United States would be holding this property 


just as it is now. 


Mr. THURSTON. May I make a suggestion to the Senator? 
Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 


Mr. THURSTON. Therenever were any Government directors 


. upon it no corporate powers, but it authorized the issuance of 
authorized for this piece of property—the Kansas Pacific. It was | bonds to aid in its construction to the amount of $16,000 per mile. 
operated by a State corporation up to 1879 or 1880. Government | It afterwards authorized the company to put a first mortgage 
directors were never authorized on account of the Kansas Pacific, | upon the property for the same sum. That was $32,000 of bonds 


nor have they ever participated in its management. 
Mr. MORGAN, Mr. President, the Kansas Pacific Railroad, 
under the acts en of by the Senator, became partof the Union 


Pacific Rail plan or —— The Union Pacific Railroad sys- 


tem was entitled and the 
and all of its belongings to five directors, and we have got them 


now. That can not be disputed. So if we had bid off the prop- | formation as to the cost of that road. From his statement upon 
erty, as I said before, under the regulation that the President of | the floor it would appear that even at that time, when railway 
the United States made and. held onto until the Fitzgerald com- | construction cost almost if not quite twice as much as it does at 
pany saw that they could not complete their contract with the present, that particular portion of the railroad was eonstructed 


have 


the managemen 
had never done an 


| [Mr. ALLEN] poin 
‘agency we hive i 


XXXI——111 


uropean bondholders without raising eight or nine millions of 

have tae we had done so, the coennet , when bid off, would 

v m left in the hands of these five Government directors, 

quite eno to manage that road under the law as it now exists. 

Mr. den we ageak aboat the ownership of railroads and 
0 


fut Bae Wises maa 
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banks founded upon? The bonded debts of the United States, 
Who creates the corporations? The laws of the United States. 
Who inspects them? The executive department of the Govern- 
ment of the United States. Who antchen them for their delin- 
quencies? The judiciary of the United States. What are they 
but corporations organized under the laws of the United States. 
Who comprise these corporations? Not Government directors, 
but private individuals. Here we are running the entire fiscal 
establishment of the Government of the United States by the aid 
of corporations, which we own to all intents and purposes, except 
we owe the debt upon which they are predicated; and Senators 
rise here in holy horror and express their surprise and astonish- 
ment and apprehension that we are about to involve ourselves in 
the control of corporations composed of private people. 

Mr. ELKINS. If the Senator will allow me, in the case of na- 
tional banks the Government has not one dollar invested in them. 

Mr. MORGAN. Nota dollar, nor has it any in the Union Pa- 
cific, and yet we have five directors in that company. 

Mr. ELKIN S. I understand the proposition is to allow the 
Government to become the owner of the property. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Government is to-day the owner under 
the law. 

Mr. ELKINS. The proposition of the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. ALLEN] is—and he argued it vigorously—that the Govern- 
ment should own and operate the road. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am not speaking about the Senator from 
Nebraska. He has good views upon almost every question, or a 
great many questions, but I am not in theslightest degree respon- 
sible for them, nor is he responsible for my opinions. lam stating 
my opinions, and they are opinions which have been affirmed by 
the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. ELKINS. But if your proposition be true, would not that 
involve the ownership of the railroad property by the Govern- 
ment, which is very different from the case of national banks, 
where the Government has not a dollar or a cent invested? Pri- 
vate individuals own the national banks. 

Mr. MORGAN. That was exactly the provision which was 
made in the charter of these companies when they were first or- 
ganized, that if they did not pay these bonds at maturity the prop- 
erty should pass and be forfeited ipso facto into the ownership of 
‘the United States; and there it is to-day. That is the law. So 
the President of the United States was merely affirming in all of his 
previousaction not simply the provision in the charters, but also 
the express terms of the Thurman Act, also the act of 1887 and 
the act of 1891, merely following along in the channel which is 
— to him by thelaw. He now chooses not to follow it; 

e chooses to violate his duty as President of the United States 
and abnegate it. Mr. President, I am sorry to say it, but within 
the last five or six days the President has been forced to his knees 
on this subject by the compulsion of this New York company— 
the Fitzgerald company. lam sorry tosay it, butthat is howitis, 

I do not expect to get anything done here of a legislative char- 
acter which will be imperative upon the President of the United 
States. Let him take his course, but let him understand and let 
his party understand, too, that they are responsible to the people 
of this country for the course they are taking. 

Iam willing now to take my seat upon this proposition in order 
to get a vote, but I should like another opportunity to explain 
this matter still more fully. 

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, the Kansas Pacific Katiway 
was not organized under an act of Congress. It was originally 
the Leavenworth, Pawnee and Western Railroad Company of 
Kansas; so stated in the act of July 1, 1862. Congress conferred 
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r mile—the Nore ge ty first mortgage and the Government 

nds—out of which the road was constructed. Three hundred 
and ninety-four miles were built westward from Kansas City, 
upon which the Government issued its bonds. 

The junior Senator from Kansas {[Mr. Harris], in speaking to 
the Senate at the lust session, gave us some very interesting in- 


ernment is entitled in all that system 


and equipped, if I remember the Senator's statement, for less than 
$20,000 i mile. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me for 
just a moment? 

Mr. THURSTON. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think I clearly made myself understood as 
expressing a difference between the character of the road as it was 
constructed at that cost by the contractors and turned over to the 
ane wey and the amount which was necessary afterwards to make 
it a Drst-class road. 










through railroad companies as if we 
that kind. The Senator from Ne- 
out many instances in which we have 
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Mr. THURSTON. I understand. 

Mr. HARRIS. I claim that it was dishonestly and improperly 
constructed, insufficiently provided in every respect, and that since 
that time a large amount of money has been expended upon it out 
of the earnings of the road. 

Mr. THURSTON. I understood the Senator fully, and his 
statement was—I think perhaps I have put the figures too high— 
that it was originally constructed and equipped for less than 
$20,000 per mile. 
twice, if my memory serves me right, what steel isto-day. Labor 


in that new country was much higher than it is to-day. All ele- | 


ments of the cost of a road were in excess, and greatly in excess, of 
what they are to-day, and it goes without saying that that rail- 
road could be duplicated to-day as it is, with equipment as it is, 
with the comparatively limited terminal facilities at Kansas Cit 
as they are, for not exceeding $25,000 per mile. I donot thin 
the Senator from Kansas will take issue with me on that state- 
ment, 

Mr. GEAR. I beg to state that the Senator from Kansas is 
quoted in the RecorD as stating the same thing the Senator from 
Nebraska does, $25,000 per mile. 

Mr. HARRIS. I fully agree with that as being a fair estimate 
of what the road could be built for if you could find a similar line 
on which to build it. Let that distinction be fully understood. 

Mr. THURSTON. 
the Senator from Kansas, and I agree with him and concede that 
a@ constructed road, occupying a section of country, is worth 
more, will sell for more, than a parallel road thereafter constructed 
alongside of it. It ought to be worth more. Yet, Mr. President, 
in every inquiry that has ever been conducted by the Interstate 
Commerce Commission or by State commissions in this country 
with a view of arriving at what is a proper charge for railway 
rates the contention has always been that the company should 
have a right to charge only what would bring it a reasonable re- 
turn upon the value of the road, either measured by its original 
cost or measured by its present worth, fixed by the amount of 
money it would take to reproduce it. 

Mr. President, the Government has a claim against this piece of 
road of about $13,000,000. That of itself is $35,000 per mile—the 
Government's claim—and if the United States made no further 
investment in that property, if it took it on its present claim, it 
would be its purchaser at $35,000 per mile, $10,000 per mile more 
than it could be reproduced for to-day as it is, terminals, equip- 
ment, and all. 

There are only two propositions which it is possible to consider, 
One is tolet this property be sold, giving the Government what it 
can get from it as purchased by the highest bidder, and the other 
is to invest additional moneys by the Government to the amount 
of the first-mortgage lien. The United States can redeem from 
that first-mortgage lien. The figures as given by the Attorney- 
General are $7,250,000. I stand here to make the assertion, and it 
will never be successfully denied in this Chamber or anywhere 
else, that if the United States did not have a cent of investment in 
the property now it could not afford, as a Government business 
transaction, to buy the road for the seven and a quarter million 
dollars. It would be a foolish piece of business for the United 
States, if it had no claim against this road and had a chance to 
purchase it for seven million anda quarter dollars, to take chances 
on that transaction. 

But the proposition is nowto put seven and a quarter million 
dollars out of the Treasury into it in addition to what is init now, 
making in round numbers $21,000,000 of investment in 394 miles 
of road, which the Senator from Kansas says “ould be reproduced 
for $10,000,000. That is the figure. The Senator from Kansas 
says it can be reproduced to-day for $10,000,000. 

Mr. HARRIS. I must enter a disclaimer against having said 
anything which will bear that construction. I repeat, that it is 
impossible to build another road in the same position; that you 
can not duplicate that road for any such money; that you can not 
possibly construct another road immediately alongside of this in 
the Kansas River Valley. The Senator from Nebraska is quite 
familiar with that situation, and he knows that it is impossible to 
duplicate, as he puts it, this road. ‘ 

Mr. THURSTON. What I mean by duplication, and let us 
have no misunderstanding about it, is that if the road were not 
there to-day it could be put there as it is, equipment and all—— 

Mr. HARRIS. But it is there. 

Mr. THURSTON. I understand that perfectly. 

Mr. HARRIS. It has exclusive rights there. 

Mr. THURSTON, I understand that perfectly; but if it were 
not there it could be put there to-day as it is, equipment, ter- 
minal, and all, for $10,000,000. Senators say as a business oer 
oo it is a good thing for the United States to buy it for 

1,000,000. 
| Mr, President, many plans have been proposed for the relief of 
‘the United States from its complications with the Pacific roads. 
|For many sessions of Con e committees of the two Houses 
‘have proposed, time and time, funding bills granting an extension 


At that time railroad iron was worth at least | 
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of the debt of the Government over a period of fifty years, some 
bills a period of a hundred years, at a low rate of interest; and 
every one of those bills has been based upon the absolute demon- 
stration that the past history of the property showed that its earn- 
ing powers were great enough to pay that rate of interest and 
more, and thereby perfectly secure the Government in the exten- 
sion of the debt. 

For my part, from first to last, publicly and privately, I have 
always opposed the idea of the extension of the Government's 
debt on any of these roads for a day, and for this reason: No man 
can tell what will be the earning capacity of any piece of railroad in 
the Western country ten years from now. e fact that it can 
earn 4 per cent on its funded debt to-day is no safeguard to an 
investor or to a creditor or to the Government that it can earn 2 


| per cent on the same capitalization ten years from now, much less 


twenty-five years from now or fifty years from now. The ques- 
tion of rates depends entirely upon circumstances that are merely 
matters of guesswork and surmise. 

‘When the Union Pacific was constructed from the Missouri 
River to San Francisco, furnishing what was supposed would be 
the only line across the continental divide for a century to come, 
having the grasp of the whole situation, it could make rates as it 

leased. The entire traffic, present and prospective, was its. 
iverybody thought there would never come a time when that 


I appreciate also the distinction made by | great railroad could not earn much in excess of all its requirements 


and obligations. But when the Southern Pacific was put through, 
when the Santa Fe went through to California and the coast, 
when the Northern Pacific was built, when the Great Northern 
was constructed, when across the border, untrammeled by our 
own regulations and limitations, the Canadian Pacific also went 
through. there were six great transcontinental lines; and already 
the Northwestern has built one-third of the way from the Mis- 
souri River to the Pacific coast. 

Already the Rio Grande and Burlington are half way and more 
from the Missouri River to the Pacific coast. Already the Mil- 
waukee, Rock Island, and other roads are stretching across that 
vast distance. Every year they are building additional miles, 
and the time is coming, and coming quickly, when there will not 
only be six transcontinental lines, but ten. What will be the 
earning capacity of any mile of the present roads when there are 
ten transcontinental lines? 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. THURSTON. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. What induces the continued building of trans- 
continental roads if it is not the profit involved in their operation? 

Mr. THURSTON, It is the hope of profit involved in their op- 
eration. The construction of svery railroad line in this country 
has been because of the hope of an earning capacity for the future. 
pe eas hope is failing in a great many instances and will fail still 

urther. 

Not only that, but every State in the West is ex its legis- 
lative power to reduce rates on all these lines, as I thin moony 
so. Beyond that is the yet unexecuted power of the United States 
of America, vested in Congress, to regulate the rates of the rail- 
roads in the United States; and I say again, as I said at the last 
session of Congress, 1 hope the day is coming quickly when the 
Congress of the United States will make the rates for the railroads 
of the United States. 

Mr. DAVIS. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me to ask 
him if he will consent to an executive session for a short time 
and continue his remarks on another occasion? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from Minnesota to make that motion? 

Mr. THURSTON. Sone 

Mr. TURPIE. I shall not object to the motion of the Senator 
from Minnesota to proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness, but I give notice that to-morrow I shall call up the resolu- 
tion for further consideration and ask a vote upon it. It is not 
absolutely necessary that the resolution shall be passed y; 
because the steps su ing the sale will not be taken for some 
time. To-morrow I will the further consideration of the reso- 
lution and a vote upon it. 

Mr. THURSTON. I will state that it is not my purpose to 
delay the consideration of the resolution at all, and when I resume 
my remarks I expect to occupy but very little time. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of ex ve business. After one hour and forty min- 
utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 

SAFETY APPLIANCES ON RAILROADS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Interstate Commerce ission, transmitting, 
in to a resolution of December 7, 1897, a list of the rail- 

companies of the United States that have complied with the 
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e act of Congress approved March 2, 1893, re- 
os 2 safety appliances on cars and engines, also of 
the companies which have partially complied with the require- 
ments of the act and of the companies that have taken no steps to 
comply with the same, etc.; which, on motion of Mr. CHANDLER, 
was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed. 

GOLD STANDARD IN JAPAN. 


.PETTIGREW. Ipresenta r by Garrett Dropper, pro- 
oust of political economy of the bn vornty of Japan, in regard 
to the effect of the adoption of the gold standard upon the indus- 
tries of Japan. I ask unanimous consent to have the paper printed 
ment. 
8 OORESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Da- 
kota asks unanimous consent that the paper presented by him 
may be printed as a document. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 
SENATOR FROM OREGON. 


r. CHANDLER. I call for the regular order. 

Tho PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the unfinished business, being the resolution reported from the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections by the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY] on the 26th ultimo, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

‘on. Henry W. Corbett is not entitled to take his seat 
in rag he from the State of Oregon. 

Mr. PERKINS, Yesterday I gave notice that I would this 
afternoon, immediately after we came from executive to legisla- 
tive business, ask unanimous consent to call up House bill 7441, 
making appropriations for fortifications and other works of de- 
fense. I suggest to the Senator from New Hampshire that the 
regular order be a aside that the appropriation bill 
may be considered at this time. 

r. CHANDLER. Ihave no greater interest than any other 
Senator in disposing of this Se of high privilege, whether a 
vacant seat in the Senate shall be filled. eappointment of Mr. 
Corbett was made on the 25th day of March last year, and it is 
my duty to press the case as one that is entitled to precedence 
over every other. When the resolution was last before the Senate 
the junior Senator from Alabama [Mr. Petrus] was interrupted 
in the middle of a speech. He has ready to go on every day 
for three or four days since, and is now ready to goon, and I must 
insist that this case shall take precedence over the ordinary busi- 
ness of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator feels, as all of us do, of course, that 
this is a question of the highest privilege; but everybody wants to 
get ee bills out of the way. Here is one that will not 
take much time. I understand the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
PEtTTUs] is willing that the pending resolution shall be laid aside, 
not caring to goon to-night. If thatisthecase, we will dispose of 
the appropriation bill in a very short time. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have no information as to the desires of 
the Senator from Alabama in response to uests from other 
Senators. I have myself asked him once or twice to delay finish- 
ing his remarks. I can not ask him in. It is not courteous to 
him to continue to ask him to stop in the middle of a speech while 
all the business of the Senate is transacted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California 
— Sees consent that the pending resolution be informally 

aid aside, 

Mr. HALE. Let us see whether the Senator from Alabama is 
“ane the appropriation bill shall be taken up now. 

Mr. HOAR. I shall withhold unanimous consent for one. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from California of course can make 
a motion to proceed to the consideration of the appropriation bill 
if the Senator from Alabama does not care to go on. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Of course, 

Mr. PERKINS. I will ary seats that I have no desire not to 
extend to wz friend from Ala a or any other Senator every 
conte, e fortification ea bill has been before the 
Senate for several days, and ve been urged by members of the 
Committee on Appropriations to ask the Senate to consider it. I 
deem it my duty to do so. In view of the importance of the 
carta it seems tome that it should be considered at a very 

y. 
_ Mr. HALE. I do not think there can be any difficulty in arriv- 
ing at an agreement. If the Senator from Alabama desires to go 
on, of course nobody wants to interfere with that; but if he does 
not, as it is a late hour, wecan dispose of the appropriation billand 
then be out of the way of the committee that has the high question 
ot privilege in charge. Ithinkit would be better foritand for every- 

y else to get the appropriation bill out of the way. The appro- 
priation is not pressed with any desire to postponethe resolu- 
tion. It is simply in the interest of the business of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me that it is trifling with this t 
matter of the right of a sovereign State to representation 
As has been ee syecinunas to a seat in this Chamber took 
Place on the 25th of March; and the title of the Senator from 
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Oregon, whether a strong title or otherwise, was made known to 
the Senate in the last session. The case has stood over and stood 
over, and it is asked to give away every time. The fortification 
appropriation bill is one which will go through at anytime. It is 
a matter of importance, but very much less important, certainly, 
than the question whether the State of Oregon shall be heard, 
For one, although the matter is in the power of the Senate, I must 
enter my protest. 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator from Massachusetts permit 
me to interrupt him for a second? 

Mr. HOAR. In a moment. I understand that the Senator 
from Alabama is ready to goon. If he requests that he may goon 
at another time, it is owing to some application made to him, and I 
predict that the same application would come to-morrow morning. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. ident—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. HOAR. I _e the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama, 

Mr. PETTUS. I was requested by a member of the Committee 
on Appropriations to give way to one of the a bills. 
I tol him I was not only willing to do so, but that I have no de- 
sire to speak at this time in the evening. The Senator from New 
Hampshire [ Mr. ange has been particularly courteous to 
me about this matter, and I appreciate it. At the same time, I 
think, as the question of seating the Senator appointed from Ore- 
gon is the first order of business on the Calendar, it ought to be 
taken up atthe usual hour in the morning. Butif the Senator 
from Massachusetts desires to proceed with that matter, I will 
give the floor to him. 

Mr. HOAR. I certainly do not wish to interpose even a very 
earnest and emphatic opinion of my own to the desire of a major- 
ity of the Senate; but perhaps we can have an understanding, at 
any rate, that this matter shall be proceeded with to-morrow 
morning after the routine morning business is over. If that can 
be had, I will not press the Senate now. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from Maryland will allow 
me to saya word first, I would inquire whether there is any objec- 
tion now to agreeing to a time to vote upon this case, say, on 
Monday next? I will not ask that unanimous consent to that 
effect be given now if any Senator prefers I should not, but it 
does seem to methat within a week we ought to vote upon the case, 
say,on Mondaynext. I shall ask to-morrow, when the case next 
comes up, that a time may be fixed for voting, and I shall suggest 
next Monday. 1 hope the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], 
whom I see rising while the colloquy is going on between me and 
the Senator from Maryland, will not object. 

Mr. ALLEN. I simply rise, with the consent of the Senator 
from Maryland, to say that as a member of the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections I am desirous of having this case brought 
to a vote as speedily as possible, but there are several Senators 
who wish to speak before the vote is taken. The Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. Burrows] desires to speak; the Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Pettus] wishes to conclude his remarks; the Senator 
from Tennessee who sits at my left [Mr. TurLey] I think will 
want to be heard, and I myself want to submit a few humble re- 
marks. The Senator from Wisconsin - SPOONER] also desires 
to speak, and possibly the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Now, I myself do not want to speak until I hear what cam be 
said, if anything, on the other side. I take it for granted that it 
will be somewhat difficult to present a very strong argument on 
the other side of this case, and I want to hear all that can be said 
before I say anything myself. 

In addition to that, the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CArrERY] 
is absent. He will probably be absent for a week or more, I do 
not think it would be doing justice to him, and it would not be an 
act of courtesy, to take up this case for a final vote until he re- 
turns. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire will not press it 
until after the Senator from Louisiana gets back. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished business is be- 
fore the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the unfinished business be laid aside in- 
formally and that the Senate proceed with the fortification appro- 
priation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be inform- 
ally laid aside in order that the fortification appropriation bill may 
be considered. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J, 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
@ bill (H. R. 1596) to amend the postal laws relating to the use of 
postal cards; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R, 7441) making appropriations for fortifications 
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and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 
procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for 
other purposes; which had been reported from the Committee on 
Appropriations with amendments. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask that the formal reading of the bill be 
dispensed with and that the amendments proposed by the com- 
mittee be considered as they are reached in the reading of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California 
asks unanimous consent that the formal reading of the bill may 
be dispensed with and that the amendments of the committee 
may be acted upon as they are reached. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and the bill will be read for action upon the 
amendments of the committee. 

Mr. PERKINS. I also ask that the report of the committee be 
printed in the Recorp. The bill as reported nearly doubles the 
amount appropriated by the House. The report designates the 
items, and I ask that it be printed without being read, so that 
Senators may be furnished with information upon the amend- 
ments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The report is as follows: 

The Committee on Appropriations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
7441) making appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense 
for the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for tr rial 
and service, and for other purposes, report the same to the Senate with 
amendments, and present herewith statements showing the amounts esti- 
mated for these purposes in the Book of Estimates for the fiscal year 1899, 
the amounts provided by the bill as passed by the House of Representatives, 
the amounts recommended by the committee, with the items in detail of 


increase to the House bill, and the amounts appropriated by the fortification 
appropriation act for 1898. 


FORTIFICATIONS, 1899. 
Amount of estimates for 1899 --..............--..- 


Is there objection? The Chair 


--. $13,378, 571 


~ , 144, 912 
--- $,907,582 


9, 052, 404 


~ 9,517, 141 


The bill as reported is less than the estimates -..-. a Soae 4, 326, 077 

The bill as re ported is less than the ap propriations for 1898. 464, 647 
The items of increase recommended by the committee are as follows: 

INCREASE. 

Construction of gun and mortar batteries 

Protection, preservation, and repair of fortifications. -- 

Finishing and assembling coast-defense guns of 8, 10, and 12 inch 
caliber and one type 16-inch gun 

Oil tempered and annealed steel for coast-defense guns of 8,10,and 
12 inch caliber 

Carriages for coast-defense guns of 8, 10, and 12 inch caliber 

Steel breech-loading inortars of 12-inch caliber Pe 

Carriages for steel ea sech-loading mortars of 12- inch caliber. 

Powders and projectiles for reserve supply --..... ...--- ---..- 

Rapid-fire guns, including their mounts 

Coast-defense guns of 8, 10,and 12 inch caliber, manufac tured by 
contract . 163, 419 

Armor pl ates and deck pli utes for test 6,000 

Metallic carriages for machine guns.......................-.-. Satidtend 96, 980 

GS TAG SIGS x deck on nn Wide bbe ceh wee . 60, 000 


Amount of House bill. .-. - 
Increase recommended by the Senate committe e. 


Amount as reported to the Senate 


Amount of appropriation for 1898... ..........-...... 


$2, 000, 000 
25, 000 


22, 500 


121, 40 
343, 500 
, 004, 860 
466, 400 
259, 618 
337, 665 


Total increase 


. 582 
Amount of House bill 


O12 


Amount as reported to the Senate 9, G2, 


Comparative statement showing the onpreee iations for 1898, the estimates jus 
1899, the amounts provided by the House bill, and the amo unts recommended 
by the Senate Committee on Appropriations for 1899. 


Esti- 
mates, 
1899. 


Appro- | 
pria- 
tions, | 
1898. | 


Senate 
ih ae | commit- 
mu | tee, 1899. 


Object. 


For cons struc tion of gun ‘and ‘mortar 
batteries. ... - $1,341,333 '$5,000,000 $1,000,000 |$3, 000, 000 
For mater a and work for construc- | | | 


tion of fortifications, to meet con- 
tracts sito by the fortification 
appropriation act approved June 6, 
1806 } 


| 
2, 500, 000 
800,000 | 500,000 


800, 000 300, 000 


75, 000 100,000 
5,000 5, 000 


30, 000 30, 000 


Do 6 eee 660 SSS8 6006 550 F SO SSSE8 COCCRS SEES 
Bites for fortifications and seacoast de- 
fenses ..... ; 
Preservation and repair of fortifica- 
tions .... 
Plans for fortifications-. ; 
Construction of sea walls and embank- 
+ ments. 83, 000 55, 000 | 
Ogewec tion of sea wallat Sandy Hook, i 


100, 000 | 
5,000 


100, 000 | 
5, 000 


150, 000 | 150,000 | 150,000 |” 150,600 


4, 504, 338 | 


Armament of fortifications, namely: 


5, 810, 000 1B 560, 000 | 3, 585, 000 


For finishing and assembling coast- 
defense guns of 8-inch, 10-inch, 
and 12-inch caliber, and one ty pe 
16-inch gun, at the Army Gun 
Factory . 

For oil-tempered and annealed 
steel for high-power coast-de- 
fense guns of &-inch, 10-inch, and 
12-ine 

For payments for same under 
CRRATRGOD s o wiido ninnsds sacwncceund 


204,092 | 839,500 | 289,000} 311,500 





558,663 | 962,000 | 247,960 369, 500 
555, 088 |. .n00 nnnelecccoe sencfeneone see 


Comparative statement showing the appropriations for 1898, elc.—Continued. 


Object. 


Armament of fortifications, namely— 
Continued. 
Carriages for mounting seacoast 
guns of 8, 10, and 12 inch caliber - 
For payments for same under 
CUR n cannvinnes tetnaentie 
Breech-loading mortars of 12-inch 
GREG ok cnctcldinnbandinicabi ees: 
For payments for same under 
contracts ...... 

Carriages for breech- -loading. mor- 

tars of 12-inch caliber 
For payments for same under 


Steel deck-piercing shell for 12- 
inch breech-loading mortars, un- 
der contracts .. 

Steel armor- iercing shot for sea- 
coast breech-loading guns, under 
contracts 

Powders and projectiles for a re- 
serve supply for armament of 
fortifications 


$446, 000 ($1,132,000 | $424, 000 


768,000 |1,328,000 | 182,720 


For 8-inch, 10-inch, and 12-inch guns 
manufactured under contract... 

Steel field 

Carriages fur steel field guns--..... 

Breech- ~g rifles, siege, of 5- 
inch calibe 

Breech- loading “Tifled “howitzer, 
siege, of 7-inch caliber-........... 

Carriages for breech-loading ri- 
fles, siege, of 5-inch caliber, in- 
cluding implements and equip- 
ments ... ncate 

Carriages ‘for breech-loading how- 
itzers, siege, of 7-inch caliber, in- 
as * implements and equip- 

Inents 

Breech- loading mortars, siege, ‘of 

7-inch caliber - aids 

Carriages and platforms for 7-inch 
breech-loading mortars, siege, 
including mene andequip- 
ments . « 

Sights for cannon. 

Fuses and primers for cannon 

Inspecting instruments, anufae- 
and templets for the manufac- 
ture of cannon and projectiles. . 

Powder for issue to the service... . 

Projectiles, including shrapnel, for 
issue to the service - 

Powders and projectiles for the 
proof of 8-inch, 10-inch, and 12- 
See SUNG oc oi cdsaatpods coudas see% 

Powder and projectiles for the 
proof of 12-inch breech-loading 
mortars . 

Armor plates ‘and deck plates ‘for 
test of armor-piercing and deck- 
piercing projectiles. ...........-.. 

Armament chests for seacoast 
guns and mortars 

Purchase of machine guns of ap- 

roved musket caliber, of Amer- 
can manufacture 

Metallic carriages for machine 
guns, calibers .30 and .45, model 
1890, with limbers and Siete) 
shields complete. 

Services of a chemist in investi- 
gating properties of smokeless 
powders and high explosives -... 


53 
= 8 


= 
Sogo 


Be 
#3 888 


— 


. 
. 


Total 


| Proving ground, Sandy Hook, N. J., 
namely: 
Current expenses. - wipe 
Expenses of ordnance officers, tem- 
porarily employed there, and 
compensation of draftsmen 
Repairs of railroad tracks 


Watertown Arsenal, Watertown, 
Mass., namely: 
Enlargement and improvement of 
gun-carriage plant, etc . 
Extension of brick foundry ‘shed 
and storehouse .......... 


Brick Sone for storage ‘of 


Watervliet Arsenal, Watervliet, N.Y., 
namely: 

New machinery, tools, and fix- 

tures (including alteration and 


improvement of same for 1898)...| 46,500! 26,000! 26,000 26,000 
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tive statement showing the appropriations for 1398, etc.—Continued 
ae amendments not yet reached. 
Mr. STEWART. I wish to make an inquiry. 
Mr. PERKINS. I suggest to the Senator from Nevada to per- 
mit the bill to be read through. 
Mr. STEWART. Very well; and then I wish to ask some 
questions. 






Object. 














——— 


rsenal, Watervliet, N. Y., : : 
ee ae u Vs al The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
Fil » and improving the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 4, line 3, to in- 
Repairs Of Gh Wall..--..--<cccorcece| 9,000 |.........-|---200 renefoneereres crease the appropriation for coast-defense guns of 8, 10, and 13 


inch caliber, manufactured 7 contract under the provisions of 

the fortification acts approved August 18, 1890, and February 24, 
100,000 | 100,000} 100,000 
13,378,671 I 144, 912 | 9,052, 404 


































1891, from $61,237 to $224,656. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 12, to increase the ap- 
propriation for armor plates and deck plates for the test of armor- 
piercing and deck-piercing projectiles from $18,000 to $24,000. 

* The amendment was agreed to. 


expenses 









































I8TT .....-.---csereses soos cneses 000 | 1888......-......--.---------- The next amendment was, on page 4, line 18, to increase the ap- 
1878 ..cnsncoscncccscascsenesssss EER EEE | Soa nnestee -wecennacocnnccnsese — for metallic carriages for machine guns, calibers .30 
ee ee TTT. a gaa’ eas | and .45, model 1890, with limbers and protective shields complete, 
TOON cacccsecccaceusocectee poets 550, 000 from $35,000 to $131,980. 

1888 ...-----0+--- eas aise 2, 734,276 | The amendment was agreed to. 

ov FERN RRR Ba 870,000 veeseeseereesosreresee""r" 3427 004 | ‘The next amendment was, on page 4, line 22, under the head of 
TODD 55.5 causdledia Cou ccddoeaes SENET EiiEbosbsscenccccousstusece~te ‘Miscellaneous items,” to increase the appropriation for steel 
$i) <—connscneendnshaiainnn owe 725, 000 | 1807 ......--.------------+ 02-0 8,877, 888 | field guns from $30,000 to $90 





000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President—— 

Pn STEWART. Now, I should like to ask one or two ques- 
tions. 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. Is the amount appropriated according to the 
amendments of the Senate committee the same as the estimates 
of the De ent? 

Mr. PERKINS. I was about to state, and I will do so if it will 
lease the Senator from Nevada, what influenced the committee 
n re the different amendments which they have recom- 

mended. 

Mr. STEWART. I had rather have the statement in bulk, 
What I wish to know is the aggregate. Ido not care about de 





The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
under the head of “ Fortifications and other works of defense,” 
on page 1, line 8, to increase the SN owe for construction of 
gun and mortar batteries from $1,000,000 to $3,000,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 3, to increase the ap- 

riation for the protection, preservation, and repair of forti- 
cations for which there may be no special appropriation avail- 
able from $75,000 to $100,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘Armament of 
fortifications,” on page 2, line 16, to increase the appropriation 
for finishing and assembling coast-defense guns of 8-inch, 10-inch, 
and 12-inch caliber, and one type 16-inch gun, at the Army Gun 
Factory, from $289,000 to $311,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on p 2, line 21, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out ‘‘two hundred and forty-seven thousand 
nine hundred and sixty ” and insert “three hundred and sixty- 
nine thousand five hundred;” and in line 25, before the word 
‘‘cents,” to strike out ‘* twenty-three” and insert ‘‘twenty-one;” 
80 as to make the clause read: 

For oil-tempered and annealed steel for ampewer coast-defense guns of 
8-inch, 10-inch, and 12-inch caliber, 500: ided, That no contract for 
oil-tempered and annealed steel for high-power coast-defense guns and mor- 
tars shall be made at a price exceeding 21 cents per pound: Provided, Thatin 
the discretion of the Becretary = is 2 see of this money may be 

or - 


































































































s. 

Mr. PERKINS. The amount of increase recommended by the 
Senate committee over the bill as it came from the House of Rep- 
resentatives is $4,907,582. That amount is $4,326,077 less than the 
estimates made by the Department and is $464,647 less than the 
amount a) ioe last year. 

Mr. STEWART. Then I should like the Senator to state why 
the amount is cut down. 

Mr. PERKINS. I was about to say, Mr. President, that your 
committee in considering this bill believed the plan adopted by 
the so-called Endicott board in 1885 should be carried out and the 
work continued from year to year, as was proposed by the Board 
of Ordnance and Fortification and its successor. As is well 

















































































used for the purchase of material acoast guns. known, the board of 1885 was composed of the then Secretary of 
The amendment was agreed to. War, Mr. Endicott, two ordnance officers of the United States 
The next amendment was, on 8, line 6, to increase the ap- | Army, two engineer officers, two distinguished officers of the 





ropriation for purchase or manufacture of carriages for coast- 
efense guns of 8, 10, and 12 inch calibers from $424,000 to $767,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 9, to increase the ap- 
propriation for purchase or manufacture of steel breech-loading 
mortars of 12-inch caliber from $182,720 to $1,187,680. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 8, line 14, to increase the 
oa for purchase or manufacture of carriages for steel 

Sa coast-defense mortars of 12-inch caliber from 
800 to $551,200. 


$84, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 17, before the word 
“‘ dollars,” tostrike out ‘‘ three hundred and ninety-one thousand ” 
and insert ‘‘six hundred and fifty thousand hundred and 

hteen;” and in line 19, after the word “dollars,” to insert ‘of 

Wi ch amount not exceeding $150,000 may be expended for pow- 
der;” so as to make the clause read: 


For powders and f reserv for armament of - 
—. $650,618, of which amount not acceding gutb,000 may be Soke for 


Navy, and two distinguished private citizens—Erastus Corning, of 
New York, and Mr. John Morgan, of Pennsylvania, well-known 
citizens of our country, experts in steel and metal. This board 
went into an exhaustive examination of the whole subject-matter. 
They devoted nearly one year to their labor, personally examining 
many of the sites where fortifications were proposed to be erected, 
and taking testimony and collating evidence bearing upon the 
subject. The report of that board was presented to and met the 
approval of the ident of the United States, and also of Army 
and Navy officers generally throughout the country, both those 
who were in active service and those who were upon the retired 
list, and those who had been educated by the Government and who 
had given the subject-matter their thought and study and consid- 
eration. I believe that report has withstood any adverse criti- 
cism, and has been accepted as authority second to none upon this 
subject-matter. 
t board recommended that about $100,000,000 should be ap- 
—_ upon twenty-six designated seaports, and since that 
e, under act approved February 24, 1891, the Board of Ord- 
nance and Fortification has carried out the provisions of the act of 















































Con as outlined generally in that report. Since then allot- 

The amendment was agreed to. ments have been made from appropriations and work has been con- 

The next amendment was, o 8, line 21, to increase the ap- | tinued upon the fortifications as well as upon guns for twenty-two 

Eton for rapid-fire guns, ading their mounts, from | seaports, divided among the Atlantic coast, the Gulf of Mexico, and 

,060 to $545,725. the Pacific coast. Nine million dollars and more were appropri- 
The amendment was 





ated last year for this purpose. The expenditure of that amount 
has been contracted for, and it will all be expended before the end 
of the present fiscal npn 

Your committee, in considering how they should expend this 





to. 
Mr. STEWART. I — that we have now considered all 
the amendments of the committee, The rest of the bill is text, I 
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amount, were unanimous in believing it wise policy on the part 
of our Government to continue the general | and policy of 
fortifying our seaports, believing, as was said by the Father of 
his Country, that the best way to insure peace was to be prepared 
for war. Weare all peace men; but not at the sacrifice of the 
honor of our country. Therefore the committee were unanimous 
in the belief that we should at least appropriate as much this year 
as we cid last year, so that this general plan of fortification might 
be carried out and completed within the next eight or ten years. 

That there might be some plan to build upon, some logical rea- 
son for increasing the amount appropriated in a proper ratio, the 
comm ttee sent first for the engineer in charge of that department, 
whose duty, as you know, is to prepare the foundations, to pre- 
pare the fortifications, and build the emplacements or foundations 
upon which the guns are to be erected and from which they are 
to be operated. These emplacements in some instances embrace 
a large area of concrete work, which must be of the most substan- 
tial character. They also embrace the magazines in which the 
projecti‘es and ammunition are to be stored. Therefore that was 
the foundation upon which we must build our house. It was the 
departure, so to speak, of a vessel leaving port fora voyage. Every 
other movement must be calculated upon the line of departure. 

We therefore called in the Chief of Engineers and asked him to 
make his estimate of what would be required if we should report 
only $1,000,000, as was provided by the bill as it came from the 
House of Representatives, or two million, or three million, or four 
million, or five million dollars, whichever the committee should 
believe was expedient and politic for us to adopt. After carefully 
reviewing his figures we agreed upon a basis of $3,000,000; and, as 
will be noted by our report, we took that as a basis, and all of 
these amendments are made to apply for 8, 10. and 12 inch guns, 
for their manufacture, for their assembling, and for gun carriages 
on which to mount them. So that this full amount of money has 
been so adjusted that it will all be properly used during the com- 
ing year and each branch of the Government has been provided 
for in these respective amendments. 

Of course in that connection we alsoconsidered the question of 
ammunition. We believed it was good policy for the Government 
to have a large reserve of metal projectiles, which, as you are 
aware, it takes several months to manufacture and prepare for 
use. Much of our ammunition is manufactured by private com- 
panies, and yet our Government is in such a position that in 
twenty-one days we can in our own works manufacture 5,000 
pounds of powder daily, and in a few weeks later can increase 
that amouut to 10,000 pounds if it be necessary, and with our 
great railroad facilities, having a central depot, we can transport 
it from one port to another, so that we should have sufficient am- 
munition for any point that might be made an object of attack by 
a foreign enemy. 

I believe, Mr. President, 1 shall not weary the Senate by going 
into details in this matter, but we have made such an adjustment 
of the different amounts appropriated that our Government works 
at Watertown, Mass., at Watervliet, N. Y., at the navy-yard here 
in Washington, and at other places, as well as at the works of 
the Bethlehem Company, under our contracts with them, that the 
work can be vigorously prosecuted, and we can use every dollar 
of this money, which can be used advantageously and wisely, ’ 

We were not unmindful that the revenues of the country at this 
time are not more, perhaps, than we require for the general expend- 
itures of the Government; but we believe this is the wrong place 
to commence such a picayunish policy as would leave our ports so 
that we can not protect them against the combined nations of the 
world, if they should see proper toattackthem. Weare invincible 
as a people against an invading army; no damage can be done to 
us as a country except by attacking our seaports, such as New 
York, Boston, Philadelphia, Baltimore——- 

Mr. PETTUS. And Washington. 

Mr. PERKINS, And Savannah or some others of our South- 
ern ports; but by the wise policy laid down by the Board of Ord- 
nance and Fortification, composed of the Commanding General of 
the Army, the colonel of the First Artillery, the colonel of engi- 
neers, the major of the Ordnance Department, and one civilian— 
Hon. Joseph Outhwaite, of Ohio—these oxperiments have taken 
place, and on the whole I assert that they have been most satis- 
factory. I believe that of the money expended during the past 
year—aye, since this general plan has been commenced—every 
dollar has been wisely and judiciously expended under the super- 
vision and direction of the officers of our Government, who have 
made requisitions from time to time as Congress has made the 
appropriations. 

there is any particular question my friend from Nevada de- 
sires to ask, I will answer it, if I am able to do so. 

Mr. STEWART. As I understand. it, this bill as reported by 
the committee is some millions below the estimates of the Depart- 
‘ment. I inquire of the Senator from California if that is not so? 

Mr. PERKINS. Over $4,000,000 for this year. 

Mr. STEWART. Then I ask the Senator, Do the committee re- 
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gard the estimates of the Department as being excessive for this 
very important object? 

Mr. PERKINS. They do not; and if it had been left to the 
committee they have such confidence in the judgment of Senators 
here that they would have at once acquiesced in the full estimates 
made by the Department; but we had to recognize the fact that 
our action would not be final, and that the other branch of Con- 
gress would not acquiesce, they having deemed it proper to cut 
down the amount of the appropriations as low as they have. We 
could not, therefore, consis palty lace the maximum at a higher 
araount, and so we agreed upon this as a compromise measure. 

Mr. STEWART. I understood the Senator to say that our rev- 
enues had been taken into consideration in this matter. Did I 
understand the Senator to say that that had any bearing in fixing 
the amount to be qe 

Mr. PERKINS. en our bank accountis largely in our favor, 
we are apt to be more liberal in our personal expenditures and in 
our investments than at a time when such is not the case. 

Mr. STEWART. That is not ne ee question. 

Mr. PERKINS. It is, by implication. The inferencecertainly 
is that we had to take into account the fact that silver is very low, 
that it is worth only about 45 cents an ounce. These things have 
to be considered by any proper financier who has the interest of 
the country at heart. 

Mr. STEWART. Does the Senator from California decline to 
state whether or not the condition of the revenues of the country 
had any influence upon the committee? That is what I asked. 

Mr. PERKINS. No one knows better than the diatinguiahed 
Senator from Nevada that it was certainly proper for us to have 
considered that matter. 

Mr. STEWART. What hassilver at 45 cents an ounce to do 
with the question? Why is that in? 

Mr. PERKINS. Iwas simply quoting the facts which exist 
to-day; that is all. I wish that silver was worth more. 

Mr. HALE. There is another consideration, if the Senator will 
allow me. When this plan was originally started it was then 
suggested and brought out in discussion that about $10,000,000 a 
year would be a fair appropriation, and the committee has at- 
tempted to follow that plan. 

Mr. PERKINS. I so stated. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not see why the appropriation does not 
come fully up to the estimates of the Department at this time. 
Times have changed since the estimates were originally made; 
and I think if there is any de ent of the Government in which 
there should be energy displayed, it should be in fortifying our 
ports. I think that is important. We have had our defenseless 
condition discussed sufficiently to alarm the country at the least 
thing, even regarding ordinary negotiations with foreign coun- 
tries. We hear it all the time, it interferes with business, and the 
country is alarmed for fear something will happen to us in our 
defenseless condition. 

There is no doubt that this work should be prosecuted with 
vigor. It was stated by the Senator having the bill in charge 
that he does not think the estimates of the nt are exces- 
sive, and the only reason for cutting down the estimates which I 
have heard suggested is the condition of our revenue. I beg leave 
to state that there was os in the Treasury $219,000,000 of idle 
money, and probably there is about the same amount to-day. To 
oe that amount, to keep it from circulation, and refrain from 
making reasonable and necessary appropriations for coast defense, 
it seems to me, is inexcusable, It is to say that we will not 
make the necessary ap tions for objects like this on account 
of our want of revenue, w we are hoarding money—borrowed 
money—on which we are perng ee. 

Mr. PERKINS. I call the attention of my friend, to the fact 
that we have doubled the amount appropriated by the Mouse of 
Representatives. 

Mr. STEWART. I know you have; but what sort of econom 
could have induced anybody to cut down these necessary esti- 
mates in these times I can not understand. I should like, with 
regard to our coast defenses, if we do not do anything else, to see 
the work kept up with the reasonable estimates of the Depart- 
ment, and I believe that is the sentiment of the country. I do 
not believe the country will indorse economy in that particular 
while there is idle money in the , and it will remain idle 
for many years to come with the present revenue law. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Favu._kner in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Nevada yield tothe Senator from New 
Hampshire? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like, by way of givi 

int to the Senator’s remarks, to ask the 

lh as to the a iations 
House appropriated $391, 


additional 

for S d ’ sojeetiine ofthe 
— and p ‘ 

000, and te committee have re- 

ported to raise the amount to $650,618. What was the amount 

éstimated by the Department? 
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INS. The amount estimated for was $943,691. 
Mr. CHANDLER, Will it be in order, Mr. President, for the 
Senator from Nevada or myself to move to increase the amount 
to $943,691, which is the amount of the estimate? : 

Mr. HALE. We give the amount that the Department esti- 
mates on the basis of $3,000,000 for fortifications. : 

Mr. CHANDLER. Nevertheless, if this particular item was 
estimated at over $900,000, could not the Senator from Nevada or 
myself move to increase it, and would not the amendment be in 

2 

Mr. PERKINS. I will state, for the information of the Senator 
from New Hampshire and the Senator from Nevada, that our in- 
crease was on the basisof $3,000,000 for theemplacements. If the 
full amount was appropriated of $13,378,571, as suggested by the 
Senator from Nevada, then of course it would be very proper 
that the amount for projectiles and powder should be increased. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I tive of that general idea of the com- 
mittee—to increase upon the basis of $3,000,000—if there is any 
one particular item here where the appropriation ought to be 
larger, it is competent for a Senator to move to make an increase 
within the limits of the estimate of the Department. 

Mr. STEWART. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I suggest to the Senator from Nevada 
to make that motion on this icular item and I shall cheerfully 
give it my support. Before this bill passes I shall have something 
to say on the — ett 

Mr. STEWART. I understand the amounts were distributed 
so as to fix the aggregate in the first place, and then they are dis- 
tributed according to the advice of the officers within that aggre- 


. That is correct. 

Mr. STEWART. That is the way it was done, and that is prob- 
ably a very rational way to do it, but I have heard no rea- 
son yet given for making a less appropriation than was estimated 
for by the Department. There may be some political reason—I 
do not know anything about politics—but I do not know what 
that reason may be. It ma that you will want to exhibit 

at economy in appropriations. That has occurred heretofore. 
There are honest dala amounting to $15,000,000, I suppose, which 
you do not pay for that reason. You do many things of that kind 
so as to make an exhibit of small appropriations, and Congress 
does not make the necessary a with a view of mak- 
ing them up after the elections by a deficiency bill. Various de- 
vices have resorted to, but I do not believe there will be any 
political gain in showing economy in the appropriations for your 
coast defenses and appropriating smaller amounts than are named 
in the estimates with such an enormous balance in the Treasury. 
I do not believe there will be any political gain in pursuing such 
& course. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I continue my practical suggestion. Let 
us move, as we have a right to do, to increase these amounts up 
to the limit of the estimates, which we can do according to the 
rules of the Senate, and let us give our votes for that increase, 
whether we do it irrespective of the condition of the Treasury or 
prow s m we do it because we think the condition of the Treasury 
justifies it. 

Mr. STEWART. I should prefer to take the sense of the Sen- 
ate as to amending this bill up to the amount estimated by the 
Department. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let us move to increase the one item. 

Mr. STEWART. But it will be impossible in the Senate for 
us to distribute and increase the different items properly. We 
can not do it here without aid from the Department. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There is one simple thing before us, and 
that is as to powder and projectiles. We can not have too many 
of those. e have not enough of them. 

Mr. STEWART. We might take that item, but I prefer that 
we should follow the order we did before and make the proper 
proportions. That eould be very well done. 

om ake. That can be done right here. We have the esti- 
ma 


Mr. STEWART. I want to take the senso of the Senate as to 


whether the a tion is to be increased or not. 
Mr. CHAN . Let us try it on this very item. 
Mr. PERKINS. If the Senator from Nevada will permit me to 


answer his question as to whether politics had anything to do 
with the amount of the appropriation, I am glad to say, Mr. 
President, that_your committee rose above any partisan politics. 

Mr. STEWART. I hope so. 

Mr. PERKINS. It was patriotism—patriotism for our whole 
country—which animated the committee in their deliberation and 

question. 

I am inclined to agree with the Senator from Nevada that, 
with the wisdom and talent we have in the Board of Ordnance 
and Fortification, whose recommendations were corroborated and 
Confirmed by the Secretary of War, if we had supposed it was 
possible for us to carry through both Houses the fall 
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amount of the estimates, such an appropriation would have had 
the vote, I believe, of your committee; but believing that to be 
impossible, we took the prudential course, as we understood it to 
be, and appropriated about the same amount this year as we did 
last year for fortifications and coast defenses, which include the 
building of the guns and the carriages, as well as supplying them 
with ammunition. The question of ammunition had the consid- 
eration of your committee, : 

I will state to my friend from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] 
a fact of which he is already advised, that there has been within 
er year or two a great transition in the quality of powder 

. Formerly it was brown powder, which cost very much 
less than our present powder, which is a smokeless powder, and 
has an effective energy of from 25 to 75 per cent more than the 
ordinary brown powder. While the testimony before your com- 
mittee led them to the conclusion that it did not deteriorate by 
age, that it was not affected by temperature or by moisture or dry- 
ness, yet the committee were satisfied, in view of the evidence be- 
fore them, that the Government could, of its own motion, in its 
own works, in twenty-one days, turn out powder sufficient to give 
us fifty rounds for every gun belonging to the United States; and 
so we did not believe it good policy to appropriate a larger sum. 
About 80 per cent of the projectile is neta only 20 per cent bein 
powder. Your committee carefully considered the question; aol 
while the Senator from New Hampshire is right, of course, in the 
abstract, yet, unless all the appropriations in the bill are raised to 
the amount of the estimates recommended by the Department, I 
do not think it expedient or wise for us to increase this particular 
appropriation. 

. STEWART and Mr. Pettus addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada a 
STEWART} has the floor, he having yielded to the Senator from 
California [Mr. Lng eo! - 

Mr. STEWART. I will proceed to move to insert in the bill the 
amount estimated by the Department. The bill, as I understand, 

8 made Le the three-million-dollar schedule. 

Mr. PERKINS. The estimates of the Department for 1899 
amount to $13,378,571. 

Mr. HALE. Why does not the Senator from Nevada, if he 
wants to test the sense of the Senate upon the question, go 
first to the foundation, which is on page 1 of the bill? If the Sen- 
ator will turn to that page, he will see that the initial point, upon 
which everything is reckoned, is the construction of guns and 
mortar batteries, which the House had put in at $1,000,000. The 
Department has made an estimate in this table on the basis of 
two, three, four, or five million dollars, and the $5,000,000 basis 
for fortifications and batteries is the largest estimate. If the Sen- 
ator wants to test the sense of the Senate and wants to give tha 
entire appropriation as estimated by the Department, let him 
begin with the largest initial item, which is on page 1, for the con- 
struction of guns and mortar batteries. The House appropriated 
$1,000,000, the Committee on Appropriations reported in favor of 
appropriating $3,000,000, and now the Senator, as I understand, 
wants to make the amount $5,000,000. 

Now, if that is done, if the Senate votes that, then the other 
items distributed by the two departments are found in the column 
below, and will take the place of the amendments reported by the 
committee. But the Senator will bear in mind that that will 
make the bill about $14,000,000. 

Mr. PERKINS. Thirteen million dollars. 

Mr. STEWART. Only $11,000,000. 

Mr. GORMAN. Eleven million dollars. 

Mr. HALE. No. 

Mr. STEWART. In order to have the question before the Sen- 
7 I now move to strike out ‘‘ three,” in line 8, page 1, and insert 
“ five.” 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to have the Senator hear me 
@ moment on that proposition. There is a very large increase 
made by the Senate from one million to three million dollars for the 
construction of gun and mortar batteries, which is a work of con- 
siderable time. I have a general sympathy in favor of increasing 
the amount expended for fortifications (I desire to say a few words 
more on this subject before the bill is disposed of), but I am not 
certain that I care to increase this particular appropriation any 
more than the committee propose to increase it. I am certain 
that I want to vote for the largest possible sum for projectiles and 
powder which, as has been shown by the Senator from California, 
can be created within a very short space of time. I want to vote, 
in other words, for increases which will be immediately available 
for the national defense and for offensive warfare, if such becomes 
necessary. I would therefore prefer, if the Senator will allow me 
to say it, to test the sense of the Senate upon this matter, not ac- 
cording to the suggestion of the Senator from Maine, on the ques- 
tion whether we will put in three millions or five millions, but on 
the question whether we will appropriate in the vicinity of a mil- 
lion dollars for powder and projectiles. 

. HALE, was getting at what is evidently the intention 
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of the Senator from Nevada, to bring the whole bill up to the 
largest sum. 

Mr. STEWART. That is my purpose. 

Mr. HALE. And if that is the Senator’s intention, he can get 
at it more readily by moving to increase the initial appropriation 
for fortifications and guns. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is a very shrewd suggestion on the 
art of the Senator from Maine: I would feel better about it if I 
new how the Senator from Maine is going to vote on the amend- 

ment. 

Mr. HALE. I will tell the Senator-very plainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam willing to vote large increases here; I 
am willing myself to vote with the Senator from Nevada on all 
the propositions, but if Ican not get all I desire I am willing to 
take part; and I would rather test the sense of the Senate in the 
manner [ have indicated, if there is to be a difference of opinion 
here, and the Committee on Appropriations, powerful as it is 
and on proper occasions ought to be, is against these increases. 
lf the Senator will accept this increase, then I shall be very well 
satisfied. 

Mr. HALE. The attitude of the Committee on Appropriations 
is simply this: It has been trying to do business. It has made 
what it believes to be a good bill. It has gone beyond the bill as 
framed by the House, on the $1,000,000 basis. It has made a bill 
almost as large as last year’s bill. It is about thé same as was 
originaliy contemplated to be spent here year by year, about 
$10,000,000. If the Senate believes, in consideration of the fact 
that we are dealing with another branch of the Government which 
originates these appropriations, that we had better go into the 
largest estimate of the Department and give the whole of it, that 
we will stand better in the House than if we take the moderate but 
still large bill reported by the committee, of course the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations will accept it. 

I merely made the suggestion to the Senator. It was not with 
the idea of getting any advantage. I do not know but that I 
would vote to increase the appropriation for powder and projec- 
tiles. Butthatdoes not cover the object of the Senator who started 
this movement, not the Senator from New Hampshire, who did 
not start it, but the Senator from Nevada. who started this move- 
ment, to put the bill up to the original estimate, the largest esti- 
mate of the Department. If he seeks to get at that his initial 


point is to put up the battery and fortifications appropriations 
fi 


rst. 
Mr. STEWART. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Maine 


now the same question I asked the Senator from Calfornia. Does 
the Senator from Maine think that the estimates of the Depart- 
ment are excessive or would be in any way wasteful? Will he 
state whether or not the amount could be well expended without 
waste to hurry on the fortifications? 

Mr. HALE. I should doubt whether the Department can to ad- 
vantage in the next year spend more than about the $10,000,000 
we give in the bill. The committee considered that with the other 
things. The Senator knows bow itis. Itis just like a river and 
harbor bill. The Departments estimate very largely. Nobody 
ever framed a river and harbor bill in accordance with the esti- 
mates. It is not believed we can — the money. The Gom- 
mittee on Appropriations looked at this matter in a business way. 
There was no politics in it, as the Senator from California has 
stated. The report submitted is the result of deliberation, and I 
think is accepted, perhaps with a single exception, by every mem- 
ber of the committee as a good, round, generous, reasonable bill, 
carrying as much money as the Department can expend to ad- 
vantage. I think the Democratic members of the committee will 
bear me out that that is the way we looked at it. 

Now, of course, if the Senate chooses to go way beyond and to 
do what has never been done as to any of these bills—give the 
still larger sum—it can do so. We will be confronted with 
the battle in the House. We shall have battle enough with 
the House with the bill we have reported. I think we will be 
stronger in getting what is desirable by going to them with the 
bill as it is now than to makeit larger. But that the Senator and 
the Senate must decide. The committee have taken a liberal 
course in the matter. They have taken it unitedly, and they 
hoped that the Senate would stand by them and send us to the 
House with a solid Senate behind us in favor of the bill as we 
have reported it, so that we could say. ‘‘It is not only the Commit- 
tee on Appro riations of this body, but we have a solid Senate 
behind us.” f think we will be better able in conference to stand 
up for this bill if the Senate stands by the bill as reported than if 
we increase it to any great degree. 

There may be some instances, like powder and projectiles, in 
which it can be done, where the scheme is not so much involved; 
but generally my judgment is, and I should be glad to hear from 
members of the committee and Senators on the other side as to 
whether they with me, that we will be stronger if the Sen- 
ate stands by the $10,000,000 scheme than if we make it thirteen 
er fourteen or fifteen million dollars, 
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Mr. STEWART. If, unfortunately, we should get into trouble 
with the weakest power on earth, having one gun, we would be 
liable to have more property destroyed in a single day than the 
whole of this appropriation. I think if there is any one thing 
neglected by this Government it is coast defenses. In every ne- 
gotiation foreign Governments take advantage of us on account 
of their knowledge of our defenseless condition, and you hear 
from the press and from business everywhere a protest against 
the Government of the United States standing up for our rights, 
often because they say, in the event of a foreign war, we are un- 
protected. That is the feeling all over the United States. 

Now, there may be a difference of opinion as to the Navy. 
There is a great difference of opinion. I am in favor of a strong 
Navy, for [ believe that where the flag goes there commerce goes, 
and all that. However, there is room for discussion as to that 
point. But I have heard but one expression of opinion, and that 
of approval, of this scheme which was got up a few years ago, and 
the only criticism I have heard of it goes to the point that it is 
too slow and we are left in danger too long. It seems to me that 
if the Department estimate that they can use $11,000,000, we 
ought to trust them with that much, particularly in emergencies. 
I regard fortifying our coasts as an emergency, and now, in view 
of the complications that exist all over the world, I think we 
ought to go ahead with this if we neglect many other things. 

iver and harbor bills, of course, can wait, and no great calam- 
ity can happen to the country, but waiting on coast defenses may 
bring on calamities which will destroy vast amounts of property 
and bring shame and disgrace upon the country. I should like to 
test the sense of the Senate upon granting the appropriation which 
the Department estimated for—the largest appropriation. Of 
course, if the House cuts it down we have to yield to the 
House. We know we will. If it does not do anything more, it 
will accentuate the declaration that the House appropriation is 
too small. I think itis more likely to bring the appropriations 
up nearer to what we want than if we go only part way. The 
Senate committee have been very conservative. ey have given 
only about two-thirds of the increase aaenere to bring the sum 
up to the estimates of the Department. Now, I say bring it up to 
the estimates of the ent and let the House take the n- 
sibility of saying that this very important business shall drag 
along and that the people have to submit to the danger and un- 
easiness which prevail every time there is the slightest rumor of 
disagreement between this country and any other. 

I think nowisthetime. We should goto work and be prepared 
for war. That is the way to secure If the sum co to be 
cut down, let it be cut down from the original estimates of the 
Department and not from a compromise made by the committee. 
I would not compromise at all on this matter, because I do not 
believe it is one of the subjects where we should delay or compro- 
mise. I — wish to take the sense of the Senate, and I ask 
that my amendment striking out “three” and inserting “five” 
may be voted upon. I should like to have the yeas and nays, in 
order to take the sense of the Senate on the amendment. Ido not 
propose to push this matter or to annoy the Senate or to occupy 
time, but I should like to have an earnest ression of the Senate 
in favor of speeding the completion of fortifications. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Will the Senator from Nevada 
restate his motion? 

Mr. STEWART. In line 8, page 1,I move tostrike out “‘three” 
and insert ‘* five.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That can not be done without 
first reconsidering the amendment which has already been adopted. 

Mr. STEWART. I move, then—— 

Mr. FAULKNER. By unanimous consent it was agreed that 
when the bill was read the first time the amendments of the com- 
mittee should be acted a but it was really with the under- 
standing that when ac upon it should be considered as the 
original bill. 

r.GORMAN. And be open to amendment. 

Mr. FAULKNER. And the whole of it be open to amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is right. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Of course, that isnot technically correct, as 
the President pro res son has ruled, but that has been the general 
— with appropriation bills here, when such an agreement has 

D 


e. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Consent would not have been given to the 
adoption of those amendments if it had not been —— that 
after the bill was read other Senators could offer amendments. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I was in the chair when the Senator from 
Nevada stopped the reading of the bill at a point and was about 
to make the suggestions which he made su uently, and the 
Senator in charge of the bill requested him not tv make any sug- 

tions until under the unanimous-consent agreement the 
ing of the bill had been concluded—— 
r. HALE. Reconsider that vote. 
Mr. FAULKNER. And the committeeamendments acted upon 
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Mr. PERKINS. That was my understanding. 


Mr. GORMAN. common consent. 

Mr. PERKINS. { was my understanding when I made the 
request. I hope unanimous consent will be given, and that no 
further point will be raised against the Senator from Nevada, and 
that his amendment may be considered. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The present occupant of the 
chair was in the chair when the agreement was made, and it was 


simply the ordin consent that the committee amendments 
should be first acted upon. Now they have all been acted upon 
and ad 


opted. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will state that while they were being con- 
sidered, I requested the Senator from Nevada to suspend making 
his motion until the bill was read through. Therefore I think it 
is proper that his motion should be entertained by the Chair. 

tr. HALE. Reconsider the vote by which the amendment was 


ted. 
aie. GORMAN. The Senator from Nevada will have an oppor- 
tunity to offer the amendment when the bill reaches the Senate, 
but as we are considering it now in this form, I hope, by unani- 
mous consent, he may have an opportunity to present the amend- 


ment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Maryland, that the amendments adopted as in 
Committee of the Whole, may be considered reconsidered? 

Mr. GORMAN. en to amendment. 

Mr. FAULKNER. they may be considered open to amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HALE. That is better. ' 

Mr. FAULKNER. By unanimous consent, open to amend- 


ment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ido not want to be pertinacious about a 
question of this kind. Such matters are always adjusted by 
unanimous consent; but does the Chair hold that after a commit- 
tee amendment adopting a particular sum is agreed to, thereafter 
no Senator can move to change the sum? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Certainly, the Chair so holds, 
without reconsidering the amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then where are the rights of Senators, 
unless they a object to the consideration of the committee 
amendments as the bill is read? 

Mr. HALE. Thereis never any practical trouble about that. In 
any case, when a Senator wants to test a questicn, he can wait 
unti) we get into the Senate, or he can ask that it be considered 
open by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CHANDLER. We do not want to go into the Senate when 
—— a right to move amendments as in Committee of the 


e. 

Mr. HALE. I was going on further to say that if it is now by 
unanimous consent considered that these amendments are open, 
then any Senator can offer an amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is better. 

Mr. HALE. I ask unanimous consent to that effect. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr.STEWART. I move, inline8, page 1, tostrike out ‘‘ three ” 
and insert “‘ five.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Nevada will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 8, page 1, it is proposed to strike out 
“‘three” and insert “‘ five;” so as to make the clause read: 

For construction of gun and mortar batteries, $5,000,000. 

Mr.GORMAN. Mr. President, I sympathize very much with 
the idea that the Senator from Nevada has in increasing this 7 
propriation, but I can not agree for one that it is — to do it 
under the present conditions. It is perfectly well known to the 
Senate that an effort, I may say it is an organized effort, to 
reduce appropriations at this session has been inaugurated, and 
so far the greatest reduction has been made in the pending bill as 
it comes to us from the House. At a time when the Treasury is 
not in the best condition, or, in other words, when the revenue 
derived daily and monthly from our revenue laws is not quite 
equal to the expenditures of the Government, the Senate is placed 
before the country and will be before the country as in the atti- 
tude of advocating extravagant appropriations. 

But, Mr. President, I submit that this is one of the cases—it is 
probably the principal case—where the Senate ought to take the 

ity of meeting that question as becomes American Sen- 

ators and without regard to mere desire of a few people for 
economy in expenditures. This is one of the places where, in my 
judgment, economy can not be practiced with safety to the Amer- 
sonstediae The proposition as it stands before us is that we are 
y to leave this country without defense in all its t 

ports at a time when there 


are rumors of war and threate war 


all over the world and in all civilized nations. Another is that for | the Senator from Washington. 
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weare to neglect the rivers and harbors at the same time and not 
offer additional facilities to commerce at a time when trade and 
commerce are most vital to the success of the American people. 
Those are two propositions to which 1 will never agree. 

Iam perfectly willing to assume my full share of the responsi- 
bility of making a sufficient appropriation on this bill that this 
great work for defense may go on, but I must use my judgment as 
to the amount, and I say to the Senator from Nevada, having 
given great attention to this particular question for the last eight 
or ten years, that I do not believe the conditions in our organiza- 
tion at the War Department, both as to the personnel and as to 
material, will warrant a greater amount than $10,000,000 per 
annum on this account. That was the amount fixed by the board 
of officers whose judgment has been accepted by everybody in 
Congress and out of it. We were to expend $100,000,000 on ac- 
count of this work, to be expended at the rate of about $10,000,006 
per annum. 

I believe that that is all that can be wisely expended under the 
present conditions, and I am not carried away even by the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from New Hampshire that we want powder and 
that $1,000,000 shall be expended for powder at thistime. I believe 
the appropriations should be made so as to cover the entire work 
and in entire harmony, precisely as the bill carries as reported 
from our committee, $3,000,000 for the emplacements, preparation 
for receiving the guns, and the other sums contained in the amend- 
ments reported from the Committee on Appropriations are in 
exact accord with the estimates. 

I do not think it is wise at this time to go into a detailed discus- 
sion of where these appropriations are to be used and how they 
are to be used. That, necessarily, is to a great extent a matter 
which should be confined within the precincts of the War Depart- 
ment and to the officers in charge of it. All great Governments, 
all the Governments which are arming their ports, refuse to let 
anybody outside discuss the details; and we are therefore pre- 
cluded here from going into that full discussion. I can only say 
to the Senator from Nevada that as the bill is framed every item 
of Ss is based on $3,000,000 for the emplacements, the 
balance being in exact accord with that appropriation, and it 
gives, in the opinion of the Department, all the money that they 
can properly expend during the coming year. 

If I believed that our great foundries and those of private enter- 
prise which are engaged in furnishing this material were in such 
a condition as to enable us to spend $5,000,000 on the engineer work, 
I would not then be in favor of that-entire amount being appro- 
priated in the present condition of the Treasury. Idonot believe it 
1s wise, now that war is not threatened, to do more than we have 
done. We are enabled, as we are informed, with the appropria- 
tions heretofore made to manufacture guns as fast as they can be 
placed upon the carriages. We can get ammunition as fast as we 
shall want it. We are no longer in the condition we were five 
years ago. We were comparatively helpless. We had not the 
facilities to manufacture guns, projectiles, or powder. Now we 
have them all within our confines, and at any time, on three weeks’ 
notice, we can manufacture at the rate of 5,000 pounds of powder 
for these great guns in every twenty-four hours, and with our rail- 
road facilities it can be moved to nearly any point in the country. 
The Pacific Coast has manufactures which can produce it as well 
as any other in the world, and so it is on the Atlantic Coast. 

I am satisfied that the wise thing to do, the strong thing to do 
in the Senate of the United States, is to go back to the House and 
say: ‘‘ This bill which we have received from you we have amended 
so as to make it the exact amount, within a few hundred thousand 
dollars, of the scheme that was proposed and was agreed to b 
both Houses of Congress, about $9,000,000;” and on that aboot 
tion stand. I know that, as a rule, when you get into committees 
of conference there is a compromise, the amounts are divided, the 
differences between the two Houses of Congress are arranged. 
That is the rule. I do not believe, however, with the present con- 
dition, that if we were to double this amount we would be enabled 
to get from the House more than we will under the bill as reported 
by the committee. 

Mr. WILSON. May I ask the Senator from Maryland, before 
he takes his seat, whether he thinks he will be able in conference 
to retain this amount or anything like it? That is the question 
which seems to be atissue. Thesubcommittee upon fortifications 
in another place was composed of Representatives of three interior 
States, which had no seacoast whatever to guard. They were not 
very enthusiastic over fortifications, because theirs were not sea- 
coast States. When you go into conference, will you be able to 
retain in the bill anything like the appropriation proposed by the 
committee? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Notif we give it upin advance. I believe we 
can get it. I certainly would not intimate in advance that we did 
not mean what we said. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ican not, of course, answer the question of 
I do not know the temper of the 





purposes, as the Senator from Nevada suggests, if it be so, | bodies with which we are to deal hereafter, when this bill goes 





































































































































































































































































into conference, except the general fact that there has been, as I 
have heretofore stated, a mistaken idea that these bills must be 
cut down in amount so as to make a fictitious balancein the 
Treasury at the end of the next fiscal year. How deep that has 
been rooted I do not know. But I do say to the Senator from 
Washington that I want to go before that body, when we meet, 
and tell them this case as I now state it on the floor of the Senate; 
that while I am in favor of economy as much as any man on the 
floor of the Senate, I will not agree toabandona scheme that both 
Houses of Congress entered upon without regard to party division. 
When we were in power in the Government, we insisted on having 
$10,000,000 a year for fortifications,and now that you are in 
power, with conditions which I think are more threatening than 
they were when we began, we adhere to this amount which we 
regard almost as an obligation of Congress; and I think we will 
stand stronger before the committee than we would if we went 
there with an amount which we knew beforehand would never 
be granted and probably ought not to be granted. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mary- 
land yield to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON. I donot understand that this question of forti- 
fications is a party question at all. 

Mr. GORMAN. No. 

Mr. WILSON. But the question I asked the Senator was 
drawn out by the remark made by himself, that after we reach a 
conference upon these bills it is largely an element of compromise, 
a divide. If a division takes place in this bill along the line of the 
argument of the Senator, as we have increased the appropriation 
about $4,000,000, it will be reduced about $2,000,000. In his judg- 
ment will that leave an amount sufficient, along the line of the 
argument he has been making? 

Mr. GORMAN. No, Mr. President, 1 did not intend to convey 
that idea, 

Mr. WILSON. I —— may have misunderstood the Senator. 

Mr. GORMAN. obably 1 was unfortunate in the expression 
I used. I said, as a rule, when there is a great division as to 
amounts between the Houses there is usually a compromise; but 
I believe that our position will be stronger in this case if we go 
befere the House with a bill which carries the amount that has 
heretofore been agreed upon by all parties and by both Houses 
and stand on it as long as we can; and 1 am pnaset to stand 
there, Mr. President, until the matter goes before the country, if 
it is necessary todoso. I do not believe that we would strengthen 
our case if the suggestion of my distinguished friend from Nevada 
was adopted, making the bill carry $3,000,000 more than it car- 
ried last year. 

Mr. WILSON. May I ask the Senator another question? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON. The amount appropriated last year was a little 
over $9,000,000. 

Mr.GORMAN. Yes. 

Mr. WILSON. Has that been found sufficient for all purposes 
intended? Has the Department been able to use that entire 
amount? 

Mr. GORMAN. As I stated, from the best examination I have: 
made, and it has been rather a close one, I think it was all the 
Department could use properly. They have consumed nearly the 
whole of it. 

Mr. HALE. Was it not rather the opinion of the committee, 
looking at this matter carefully, that the amount in this bill is as 
much as, under present conditions, the Department could profitably 
expend the next year? 

r.GORMAN. That was my distinct judgment, and I think 
it is the judgment of all the committee who examined it. 

Mr. WILSON. That is what I was trying to get. 

Mr. STEWART. I understand that the Department havin 
these matters in charge say they can spend $13,000,000. They,o 
course, have not made this estimate without very careful consid- 
eration. I understood the Senator to state that no government is 
in the habit of going into details: that they all have to trust the 
respective departments for estimates and the relative amount to 
be expended in different branches of the service; that the appro- 
priations have to be made on the departments’ estimates. I have 
no doubt that the De ment have in this case estimated no more 
than they can profitably spend, because this is an emergency; and 
if we knew that war was going to occur in the next year they 
would spend probably $50,000,000, and there would be a great 
waste. If they spent $9,000,000 last year and say they can spend 
$13,000,000 this year, I do not see why the pending bill should not 
carry about $3,000,000 in excess of what the committee reported. 

I do not propose to go into details here. I propose to follow the 
estimate of t the Department in making amendments to the differ- 
ent items, so that the bill shall appropriate all the Department 
needs, aud we will not take any responsibility in regard to the 
details. If this were a river and harbor bill, or if it were any 
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other bill that I can conceive of, I would not be urgent about it, 
because I do not want to see large expenditure any more than 


anyone else. I would not urge it in that case, but I wish to call 
the attention of the Senate to the feeling in the country in view 
of the lamentable condition of our coast defenses. It can not be 
a party question, and it is not a party question. 
All parties and all people are equally interested in the subject; 
but if it were made a party question,no party could get any ad- 
vantage for economy in this particular. The Government can 
economize in other particulars; it can cut down expenditures and 
perhaps can leave unpaid bills that ought to be paid that are not 
important enough to the country at large to be brought to the at- 
tention of the country generally; but here is a subject that every 
citizen is interested in, and he views with alarm the slightest 
breeze of discontent among the nations. When the whole world 
is arming and threatening war and when we are threatened with 
war ([ do not apprehend any danger of war, but an accident may 
bring it about at — time), it is economy to push the coast de- 
fenses as fast as possible. 
I should like to have an expression of the Senate. If weare not 
to give way to the House, let it be emphasized that the Senate be- 
lieves in following the estimates of the Department. Let the 
Senate do that, and if the House then cut it down we can not help 
it, but they will hear from it, and in the next election, and they 
will get no credit for cutting itdown. They might get credit for 
economy in almost everything else, but not in this case. Here is 
a demand that comes from the whole country that our seaboard 
cities shall be put in a state of defense. We are pointed to it in 
every casualconversation. When youspeakof trouble with Spain 
or any other country, they point to New York and the damage 
that would be done in a single day. They point to the defense- 
less condition of other cities, and say we must not assert ourselves; 
that we must submit; that we can not negotiate with foreign 
countries on equal terms; that we are unarmed and they are armed. 
The inequality of negotiation leads us to occupy apa fre- 
quently which they charge as cowardice upon us. e areaccus- 
ing the Administration of a cowardly policy with regard to Cuba 
and acowardly policy with regard to this country and that coun- 
try: When we do that we do not take into account the fact that 
we have not taken the necessary means for defense and for the 
safety of our own country. We do not want a bullying y; 
we do not want a threatening policy; we do not want a policy of 
war; we want a policy of e; but we do not want to be ina 
peeiee where it can be intimated every day that we are unarmed. 
have seen in the papers, I have seen it quoted from the Spanish 
wees within a few days, what they could do in New 

ork and other places on account of the defenseless condition of 
those cities. They are discussing that question; and it annoys 
and alarms our people. 

I think we ought to go forward in this matter with all conven- 
ient dispatch and put our country in a position of defense. With 
regard to a navy, that is another matter. I believe in a navy, as I 
said before, but everyone believes in coast defenses and their pros 
ecution with all possible speed. I think that we will stand ina 
better position if we had an emphatic vote of the Senate showing 
that we are willing to come up to the estimates of the Depart- 
ment; that we feel the necessity in this particular matter, and 
that we feel our action to be in harmony with the country. I 
think our appropriation would be shaved down less with an em- 
phatic vote as to what the country requires, what we know the 


country uires, and what the De ent estimate as being 
required. I believe with an emphatic vote of that kind the sub- 
ject will be brought to the attention of the House, and that body 


will be more likely to consider it in a sensible way. 

They do not want to go before the country with a proposition 
that is wrong. They have not, probably, considered it as they 
would consider it if we em i the position as we ought to 
emphasize it here. Then it would attract the attention of the 
whole House. The subcommittee there pre the bill, and it 
passed through without any excitement. tus emphasize our 
view. Let us show what we think the country requires. Let it 
be discussed for a day or two, and let the House consider it. It 
would be fair to them to put the proposition in its strongest and 
boldest way, because if we pass the bill appropriating just a little 
more than the House and letting it go into conference as a matter 
of compromise, the attention of the House will not be called to it 
and the attention of the country will not be called to it. 

Let us vote the full amount of the estimate and say that we are 
going to put this country in acondition of defense before we com- 
tn of the Administration for its weak policy. Let us say that 

fore we talk about war with any country we are going to be in 
a position of defense at once. Let that be distinctly stated by the 
Senate, and I think the country will nd to it in a way that 
will enable us to go forward and do nece: work, about 
which there is no diversity of opinion among the whole people of 
the ew 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I do not quite agree with those 
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ho think there could be no profitable and economic 
gentlomie of the whole $13,000,000. I think, however, that the 


staff officers would see that amount profitably employed. It is 
ite possible that some of the contracts to be made under that 
sum of money would not be fulfilled in the next fiscal year, 
the fiscal year 1899; but it so happens that in the work we are now 
carrying on toward successful completion many of the contracts 
were made a year and a half or two years before they expected 
letion. 
We have a process now of mounting. I should state that the 
emplacements are in process, and many of them are completed. 
In many cases the guns are mounted. ecarriages are expected, 
ete., in about wa and there is due under contracts 
to be up and ready for g on the ist of — next 139 of the 
1 r guns, 19 small guns, and 232 mortars, some 390 guns 
and mortars that are due —— on the next Fourth of July. 
Then General Wilson, the Chief of Engineers, says: 
The funds appropriated for the construction of gun and mortar batteries 
either allotted or , and it is expected that by the end 
of the fiscal on 1897-98 these funds wit be practically expended. 
Of course the work is not stopped, but he says: 
To continue the work now so favorably progressing at all points an appro- 
priation of $5,000,000 is requested. 
That is for gun and mortar batteries. 
I will read a portion of the detailed statements of the progress 


of the work corrected up to December 1, 1897. In the report of 
the Chief of Engineers it is brought up properly enough to June 
30, 1897. This is brought up to ber 1, 1897: 
12-inch guns on lifts (number, 2): 

2 ns moun 
12-inch guns on disappearing carriages (number, 12): 

6 ready for t, 

4 to be completed June 30, 1898. 


2 to be completed July 30, 1898— 
That is the only case in which they run over into the subsequent 
fiscal year— 
2-inch guns on nondisappearing carriages (number, 10): 


§ guns mounted. 
2 to be completed June 30, 1898. 
10-inch guns on disappearing carriages (number, 78)— 
A very formidable gun, indeed. Of these— 
81 guns mounted. 
37 ready for armament. 
2 to be completed Fe’ 28, 1898. 
8 to be completed June 898, 
10-inch guns on nondisap ng corringns (number, 4): 


es (number, 33): 


4 to be completed June 30, 
8inch guns on diaappearing carriag 
6 guns moun’ 
y ent. 


. 232)— 
That is a formidable weapon in its way— 

73 mortars mounted. 

39 ca: mounted. 

54 ready for armament. 

16 to be completed ery 28, 1898. 
veh cies ese 

5 nd for armament. re 
epauaeg oat aha at 4): 

4 ready for enmennena 7 3 

Mr. President, these 390 large guns, including 19 small ones, 

however, and 232 12-inch mortars, are to be ready for the gunners 
on the ist of July next, to contract. They will bea 
little behind time in quite a number of cases, but as you have 
heard me state, all these are there now. There are no artillery- 
men even to keep the sand out of their muzzles. There are no 
men trained to work them. We shall call up now in a few days 
a bill to give two additional regiments of artillery, 1,610 men. 
That will be a very moderate force, but with the assistance of the 
existing artillery it will perhaps answer to keep a good team upon 
each one of the guns. ere is no use in spending even $9,000,000 
a year h up the completion of emplacements and puttin 
the guns up un See eee Jere abe aren te werk ens, ond 
can not imagine that there will be the slightest opposition to that 
bill when it does come up. 
I ought to have said that as they are completed in some cases and 
the engineers have no men to leave there to care for them, General 

es has sent small detachments to some places to care for them 


for the time being, ing to have a artillery force, for 
you can not convert the citizen into ar. e at amoment’s 
notice nor the Army infantryman into one. These guns 
eee , those upon costly carriages, such as to re- 


sufficient to run a locomotive or to run a river 
steamer, and the men must be put there and diligently trained. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I should hesitate very much, as 

& rule, Seiertabe te Seomoen app ition Dil, Sat Being © 

Commi on ons, w how 

much time and care it takes to perfect all the details of those great 


bills. But this bill is not merely or chiefly an appropriation bill. 
It involves a great national policy, and on that I think we all 
ought to have, and I am sure that I have for one, very deep and 
strong convictions. 

We agreed some years ago, without distinction of party, to pur- 
sue a steady policy which should result in the fortification of our 
seacoast cities. Last year we made what seemed an adequate ap- 
propriation toward carrying out that policy. This year a bill has 
come to us from the House in my judgment utterly inadequate— 
@ bill illustrating what I think is a narrow and a false economy, an 
economy more wasteful, more disastrous than any extravagance 
could possibly be. 

T am no friend to excessive appropriations. There are many di- 
rections in the Government expenditures where savings can be 
made, but the national defense is not one of those directions. It 
would be exactly as if a town which required to save money 
should begin by cutting off its water supply, suppressing its fire 

artment, and abolishing its police. 

t was to me, Mr. President, a great source of satisfaction when 
the committee broughtim thisincreased bill. They haveimproved 
it immensely, and none too much. [ should be very glad to see 
the Senate vote the full amount of the estimate. But my one de- 
sire is to get as much as possible for coast defenses, and if the 
committee think it best to adhere to their report I shall not object. 

We need also, in my opinion, a better organization for the ex- 
penditure of the money. I think the powers of the board consti- 
tuted under the act of September 22, 1888, should be renewed in 
this act. If I am correctly informed, we have spent a great deal 
of money in one direction and not enough in others. 

We have a large number of guns all made; only 98, I think, are 
mounted. On the 1st of January we had, I believe, 109 guns on 
skids at Sandy Hook absolutely useless, merely a prey to an enemy 
in case of attack. Those guns — to be mounted and the proper 
emplacements made for them. For that reason we need the large 
ge proposed by the committee in the first item of the 
till. In order to make what we have got effective we need the 
appropriations, we need them now, and there never was a time 
when we needed them more than at this moment. 

Tam quite aware, Mr. President, that this matter must be set- 
tled between the Houses, and I have no doubt that in the confer- 
ence a hard struggle will come; but I do not believe that the 
House of Representatives at large, in all its membership, is one 
whit less foresighted and less patriotic than the Senate. i believe 
that they are as anxious as we are for proper appropriations for 
the seacoast defenses. I do not believe that the bill as it came 
from the House was a creditable bill for this Congress to pass. 
I do not want for one to have any share in cutting down to that 
point the appropriations which make for national defense. 

I am asanxious, as I have already said, as anyone can be for rea- 
sonable a riations. I shall be glad to see a short session. 
But, Mr. President, there is sueh a thing as too much economy 
and economy in the wrong direction. There is such a thing as too 
much speed, and when the defenses of the nation are threatened 
by an inadequate bill, such as this was when it came to us, I am 
very ready to stay here and make the session as long as they please 
in order to secure a proper bill. 

I want tosee suitable and sufficient appropriations for the great 
defenseless cities on both our coasts; and I trust that the con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate will feel that they should not 

ield on this great matter of national policy, but that they have 

hind them, without distinction of party, the entire Senate of the 
United States. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, as a member of the Committee 
on Appropriations I merely want to state in a few words why I 
was induced to give my consent to the report as made by the com- 
mittee. I have voted since I have been a member of this body for 
everything in the shape of coast defenses and harbor defenses and 
shipping, I think, that has ever been presented, with one excep- 
tion. I believe I once voted to reduce the ships proposed from 
three to two. 

I believe the committee were not disposed to indulge in that 
sort of economy the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] 
complains of, but the subcommittee, which I was not on, after an 
examination came to the conclusion that practically this was all 
that could be profitably expended, I need not say anything about 
what conclusion they came to as to the difficulties we would en- 
counter somewhere else. I doubt myself very mueh whether we 
should give much attention to those questions. I think it is our 
duty to make such appropriations as we see fit and proper and 
then take the chances of securing them. 

Mr. President, I believe that if we want to deal with this thing 
in a practical way, as the Senator from Maine and the Senator 
from Maryland have said, we are in better shape by accepting 
what we have than by attempting to load up the bill with more. 
I do not know whether we have adopted a wise plan in taking 
these twenty-two places for fortifications. I donot know whether 
we have been wise in the character of the fortifications proposed. 
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1 have some ideas upon that subject, and I have sometimes 
doubted whether we were making the wisest preparations for 
coast defenses. But we have entered upon the scheme and it is 
not very likely that we can change that scheme. We must goon 
and complete it. If we find then that we have not done the proper 
thing, we shall have to add to it. : 

I have heard recently a good deal said about the absolute absurd- 
ity of expecting a war. Of course those things are said some- 
times where the public do not get them. I think Senators are a 
little more apt to speak in that way when the doors are closed 
than when they are open. Ido not believe we are going to have 
any war. Ido not see, wher I look over the world, any immedi- 
ate ogo ofawar. But I do not think that is a question which 
should determine us or which we should consider when we are 
going to make this appropriation, whether there is a war cloud in 
the heavens or not. Every country which is worthy of bein 
called a country must make appropriations to defend itself, =a 
those appropriations must be made in time of peace, for they can 
not be made in time of war. Iam willing to vote for any appro- 
priation which may seem to be necessary, which can be econom- 
ically expended; but I do not want to vote for more than can be 
economically expended nor for more than is absolutely necessary 
for our defense. 

I have not any idea that the twenty-two places which have been 
selected for fortification are all that ought to be selected. There 
are other places which must be fortified. 

Mr. HAWLEY. May I say, Mr. President, that there are, I 
think, something like 40 different places which the engineers have 
in mind, but they made a selection of 22 which they considered of 
immediate importance? 

Mr. TELLER. That is true, and I think the wise policy on our 
— would have been to have selected the entire forty places and 

nave started the work upon all of them. However, that seems 
not to have been the policy of the Executive Department of the 
Government which has this matter in control. 

For myself, Mr. President, as I have said, I look for no war, and 
yet I am prepared to vote on every occasion for all proper expend- 
itures. p have weakened a little, I confess, recently, for I believe 
I have said once or twice in anger that I should not vote for the 
construction of any more fortifications or any more ships; but ill- 
considered promises and pledges are frequently better broken than 
kept. I have felt, and I think a great many others have felt, that 
it was not of much use to build battle ships and to go to great ex- 
pense unless we were in a condition to do those things which a 
great nation ought to do. There are some things which a great 
nation must do. <A great nation must be ready to fight whenever 
there is occasion to fight. I know that this is an age of peace. 
mentioned here once before that I heard a sermon delivered in 
which it was declared that there was no prospect of war anywhere 
except in two places. One was in the United States Senate and 
the other in Turkey. ann 

Mr. President, there never has nm a time in the history of the 
world when there was more prospect of great wars than there is 
to-day; and if the world escapes a great war for ten years, I shall 
bevery much mistaken. Itseemstomethat theconditionsthrough- 
out the world strongly indicate a probability of great wars. e 
may escape, Mr. President. We may escape by crawling into our 
shell; we may escape by doing what the turtle does, pull his head 
in when there is danger. I got that suggestion from a Senator 
who sits beside me. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I suggested to the Senator that it should be 
called hy go statesmanship. 

Mr. TELLER. I think that is a pretty good illustration of some 
kinds of statesmanship we have had. I would not myself encour- 
age war, but I would have our Government stand up and do what 
every great nation has a right todo. If we found a nation con- 
Seiten a wur on our borders con to the rules of civilization 
and the laws of war, we should have the force and the independ- 
ence to say to that nation: ‘‘We do not intend to interfere with 
= improperly; but by the laws of nations and by the rights of 

umanity we have a right to say to you that you must conduct 
that war in accordance with civi and internatio 
law; and, when you do not, we have the right to interfere, an 
we mean to interfere.” That is the way to make some nations, at 
least, respect international law and the rights of humanity; and 
that is the only way that some nations can be made to respect the 
ights of humanity and the principles of international law. 

r. President, as I have said before, if there was a great out- 
rage about to be perpetrated upon any nation—I mean, now, where 
we are interested, and I would not always confine a question of 
that kind to our financial interests—if there was an attempt upon 
the part of one nation to take undue advan of and to oppress 
another, I would say: ‘‘ The interests of mankind and the interests 
of the American le require that you shall not do that; and, 
if you do, we 8 not be unconcerned observers of that perform- 
ance.” I would not have the United States engage in 


n thelr 
errantry; I would not have them go out with a chip on tack 
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shoulder to find occasion for war; but I would have the American 
nation, with its 75,000,000 of population. performing the duty in 
the affairs of the world which is incumbent upon a great nation, 
That is what I would have them todo. You despise the man who 
stands by and sees a strong man afflicting a child; and a nation 
which is able and strong enough to see that the laws of nations 
are observed in the intercourse between them and does not do it 
is equally cowardly with the man who stands by and sees a child 
abused by one who is stronger and more erful. 

I believe that when war comes, if we have any trouble at all 
it will not be on land; but if it should be on land, if there should 
be an invasion of this country, I want to call the attention of Sen- 
ators who think we ought to make provision for war, that we are 
making none with reference to our small arms. We could not 
arm with modern appliances any considerable portion of our 
pees which would rise up, if there was a war, and be read 

follow the flag. That is one of the things we ought to look 
into. But ifa t war comes, it will be on the ocean, in my 
judgment. I would not abandon the coast defenses. I believe 
after all, the sea is the place where the battles will be fought; and 
that is where we are not as strong to-day as we ought to be. 

Mr. President, there has been some interest manifested through- 
out the world over the question whether this Government was 
about to take the Hawaiian or Sandwich Islands and make them 
a part of the United States. I am not going to discuss that sub- 
ject in the open Senate; but the people of all the worid have been 
looking to see what-we are about to do. I picked up the other 
day a copy of the London Globe of last June. I desire to read a 
very brief portion of it. The article was commenting upon our 
desire to annex the Hawaiian Islands, and it was very apparent 
that the Globe was not friendly to that movement on our part, 
This is what the Globe said, and it is so truthful that I think it 
may be worth while to read it: 

The American Navy is absolutely unfit to protect the islands, which lie at 
the mercy of any Spanish ships ap ng at Honolulu, while Japan's sea 
power is so immeasurably superior to that of the United States that a Japa- 
nese naval demonstration would place President McKinley in a difficult and 
perilous position. 

That statement would not have amounted to anything had it 
not been true; but I suppose everybody will admit that it is pretty 
nearly true that we are not in a condition to protect our coasts, 
nor are we in a condition to protect the Hawaiian Islands if they 
should become ours; and, although it isnot particularly pertinent 
to this discussion, I want to read the concluding words of the 
Globe upon this subject. It proceeds to say: 

Viewing the great strategic value of the group to England— 

This refers to the Hawaiian group, which I believe some of our 
people think is not of any value— 

Viewin: strategic value of the group to 


the gat 
of regret that the islands were not added to the 


land, it is a matter 

Empire long ago. 

jere Salisbury should stiffen his back and tell McKinley plainly that Great 
tain c 


the right to be consulted before the matter of annexation is 
decided. 


Mr. President, Japan is a small power. I mean small when 
compared with the United States, small in resources, though it is 
strong in its navy when you consider the results it might accom- 
plish as a nation. Yet, when there was a protest from Japan 
against the annexation of Hawaii, it was urged by a great many 
— in this country as a bar to annexation that we were not 

to exercise our own ju ent because it would not do to get 
into a quarrel with Japan. 
such a condition that whenever their rights are invaded they can 
stand up for them, and if war grows out of it, that they can go to 
war 


he American people ae td be in 


I remember some years ago when a foreign power treated one 
of our ministers with extreme discourtesy. I was not then 4 
member of the Senate, but a member of the executive branch of 
the Government. I recall the feeling of indignation Ihad. When 
I suggested that the proper thing to do was to ask our minister to 
return and leave our Government unrepresented at thac¢ court, I 
was told by those high in authority that that would be equivalent 
to a declaration, or ht be dered a declaration, of war, not 
according to interna law, I know, but that it might give 
offense; that there might be trouble; that we could not afford to 
do that; that it would be better for us to allow our minister to be 
discourteously and improperly treated than to go to war, because 
we were not p for war. 

Mr. President, if I had had my way I would have called the 
minister home, and if war grew out of that action I would have 
got ready for war as soon as possible, and fought. That is the 
way I want to see this Government conducted, and so long as I 
entertain that opinion I am not to belong to that class of 
men who want to be ready to fight and are never ready to put up 
the money to make the t. If, however, we are only to have 
ships and other great of war for the ——— of one 
to the world we are ready to fight, but we never intend to pu 
ourselves in a position where anybody can complain of us or at- 
us, if we are always to show the white f rand the white 
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it would not be worth while for us to go on with that 
> We can escape war whenever we are willing to submit to 
all sorts of insults, whenever we are willing to withdraw ourselves 
in a hermit-like way, as somebody said here within a day or two, 
and Lecome a hermit nation; when we take no part in the world’s 
affairs and keepour hands off of everything which is goingon. We 
shall then be in very little danger of war until the world shall be 
impressed with our imbecility to such an extent that they will 
invade us for the purpose of plunderor rapine. I believe the time 
may come in the history of the world when wars of that kind will 
“ie we are very apt to say in this age of Christianity and 
good feeling that there is not going to be anything of the kind, 
and yet Senators are talking about the bombardment of our cities. 
Mr. President, what would be more wicked, we will say, if we 
were at war with Great Britain, and Great Britain should run her 
ships up and bombard New York or Baltimore or any of the sea- 
coast cities? Yet we know that if there was war, there would be 
very great danger that that would be done. Talk as much as you 
please about the change which has come over the people of the 
world, and the wickedness of a hundred years ago respecting war 
having disappeared, yet everybody is afraid that some power 
some oo will come here, and, disregarding what is now the best 
sentiment of the nations of the world, that there should be no 
bombardment of cities merely for the purpose of destruction—for 
that is the professed feeling of the nations of the world or 
we know very well that a bitter war between us and any other 
nation would almost certainly bring about the bombardment of 
any city of ours that was not properly defended either by ships or 
by coast defenses. , 

I believe it is now recognized among those who have given the 
most attention to this subject that the best way to defend a sea- 
coast town after all is with battle ships or with ships of some 
kind, a boats and other classes of cruisers. 

I would not have said this were it not for the fact that the Sen- 
ator from Washington [Mr. Witson] referred to a committee 
somewhere else as composed of inland people, and therefore they 
had no interest in coast defenses, I represent in part a State 
which sits on the very crown of the continent and looks in every 
direction; the waters from which run into the Pacific Ocean, 
toward the Atlantic Ocean, and into the Gulf of Mexico. No 
hostile shot could ever reach that State; no hostile foot could ever 
touch it; yet, Mr. President, since Colorado has had~her repre- 
sentatives on this floor there has been no Atlantic Coast man and 
no Pacific Coast man more energetic in voting appropriations for 
the defense of those great coasts than have her representatives 
been in this body and in the other. The people of the interior do 
not stand back when it becomes a question of expenditure, simply 
because they are not to participate in its benefits. We understand 
that our duty is to protect the Atlantic and the Pacific coasts just 
as much as it is the duty of the people who live on those coasts, 
and that a damage to those people is a damage to us. 

For that reason I wanted to say here what I have said. Iam 
for coast defenses and I am for the appropriation of a reasonable 
amount for ships, and then I am in favor of using the ships in 
such a way as will comport with the dignity of this great nation. 
Iam not for. keeping them out of sight for fear some one-horse 
ro will be offended because they are in their neighborhood. 

am for sending them where the commerce and the interests of 
the people of the United States require they should be sent. I 
would send them sometimes, although that may be a matter of 
sentiment, where the interests of the human race require they 
should be. I would send them where they would be notice to 
those who do not observe the decencies of ordinary life, toa nation 
which would starve its own people so that they would see that 
there might come a time when the great power of the United 
States would be used as it ought to be used, to compel them to 
conduct war humanely and according to the laws of nations. 
They should be informed that they have no right to take their in- 
surgents and drive them from the country to which they belong, 
unless they are prepared to feed and clothe and protect them. 


Mr. President, if we had said one word two years ago to the | 


Spanish Government, as I then begged the Senate to do on this 
floor—if we had said then, “‘ Conduct this war according to civil- 
ized usages,” there would have been alive now more than a quar- 
ter of a million men who are now in their graves, and hundreds 
of thousands of men who are now going to their graves would 
have been well and safe. 

I do not intend, on this bill, to discuss the Cuban question, but I 


think when we are ring these at agencies of war it is 
pertinent to say that ba are not only agencies of war but they 


are agencies of ey are to keep the peace, and they are 
= preserve the ty and the glory of the people who maintain 
em. 
Mr. CHAND Mr. President, | shall vote for the amend- 
ment which the from Nev: Mr. StEwaRrtT] has said he 
would propose, if he upon a vote thereon. I find, 
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however, by examining the report of the Committee on Appro- 
priations and the action which they have proposed in the amend- 
ments of the bill as it came from the House of Representatives, 
that the course which they have pursued is on the whole, in my 
opinion, almost exactly right. I have no desire to change the 
amendments which the committee have proposed to the bill ex- 
cept in the one particular which I have indicated, I think the 
appropriation for powder and projectiles should be increased from 
$550,000) to $950,000, which is the amount of the estimate. 

The attention of the Senate has been already called to the fact 
that while the appropriation for fortifications last year was nine 
and a half million dollars, the bill as it came to us from the 
House of Representatives was only $4,144,912; that is to say, the 
House of Representatives reduced the appropriation bill this year 
below that of last year by more than one-half. Under these con- 
ditions the Committee on Appropriations did not feel willing to 
undertake to carry through the Senate and to present to the House 
of Representatives ee amounting to $13,378,571, bein 
the utmost estimates of the War Department upon the whole fiel 
covered by the fortifications bill. The committee did, however, 
enlarge the various appropriations from point to point until they 
brought them all up to nine and a half million dollars, almost 
precisely the amount appropriated last year. 

I think that the action of the committee as a whole, with the 
one exception I have indicated, ought tobe adopted by the Senate, 
although, as I have said, to emphasize my own opinion in favor 
of cares appropriations for fortifications, I will cast a vote for the 
amendment of the Senator from Nevada if he insists upon it. 

Mr. President, I am impressed with the fact that there ought to 
be liberal appropriations at this time for coast defense. I shall 
not follow the Senator from Cvlorado [Mr. ee) a member 
of the Committee on Appropriations, into the vast field which he 
has covered by his recent remarks. He has shown many indica- 
tions of many exigencies which may arise, in which this country 
may need not only a large navy but adequate coast defenses, 
That goes without saying. It is, I think, almost the unanimous 
peep of the country, without distinction of party, that we 
should enlarge our appropriations for coast defense. 

There is this to be said with reference to economy, that a great 
2 a can do its necessary work under more favorable con- 

itions than can anyindividual. If anindividual finds his income 
cut off, he economizes his expenses, because generally under such 
conditions his borrowing power is limited; either he can not bor- 
row or he is obliged to pay large interest for what he borrows. 
That is not the case with thisGovernment. If it is best for us to- 
day to increase our expenditures upon fortifications, and if we 
had not, as we have, sufficient means in the Treasury, our bor- 
rowing power at a low rate of interest is unlimited, and we should 
not be governed by any consideration of the condition of the 
Treasury at this time in reference to the overpowering question 
of the increase of the Navy and of expenditures for coast defense, 

Mr. President, about fifteen years ago the subject of an in- 
creased Navy and enlarged expenditures for coast defense came 
prominently before the public. There was a thorough investiga- 
tion of the two military questions in the War Department, in the 
Navy Department, and in both Houses of Congress, and the Sen- 
tor from Connecticut [Mr. HawLrey] who has addressed the 
Senate this afternoon took a very conspicuous part in the inves- 
tigations which were made at that time, which led this country 
to believe that we must begin the construction of a steel Navy, 
and must alsocommence a system of fortifications in this country 
which would give adequate protection and defense to our harbors 
and our seacoast. There was the Fortifications Board, to which 
allusion has been made, which made a very careful and elaborate 
investigation of the subject of coast defense, and, as the Senator 
from California has stated, reported a scheme of expenditures in- 
tended to extend over fifteen or twenty years, which should 
involve, including certain floating defenses in our harbors, $138,- 
000,000; to be accurate, for coast tates by permanent fortifica- 
tions—if am wrong the Senator will correct me—amounting to 
$100,000,000. 

After these inquiries were made the expenditures began for the 
Navy, and there seemed to be no difficulty in dispensing with the 
old wooden Navy, reforming the old and vicious navy-yard sys- 
tem, and commencing the construction of steel ships of war and 
modern guns for naval warfare. I say, and I say it with pride, 
that all the appropriations for the Navy during the last fifteen 
years have been given ungrudgingly. They have been given lib- 
erally to as full an extent almost as has been requested by the 
estimates of the Navy Department. The appropriations for forti- 
fications have not come so easily. In the report which the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations has made and which has been presented 

in this debate, Senate Report No. 568 of the present session, there 
is given at the close a statement of the apprupriations for fortifi- 
cations from 1877 to 1898, 

The appropriations for 1887 and 1888 are omitted, I suggest 
the Senator from California. I do not know the reason for t 
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omission. In 1882 we appropriated only $575,000 for fortifica- 
tions; in 1888, $375,000; in 1884, $670,000, in 1885, $700,000; in 1886, 
$725,000, and Senators are well aware that during that period we 
expended millions for a Navy and succeeded in constructing some 
of the very best naval ships in the world. 

Passing by 1887 and 1888, when the appropriations were small, 
we find that the first large appropriation for fortifications was in 
1889, $3,972,000, a very large appropriation; but in 1890 the appro- 
priation dropped again to $1,233,594. Next year it began togou 
again, but even in 1896 the appropriation was only $1,904,557, an 
it was not until 1898 that adequate appropriation was made for 
carrying out the recommendations of the Fortifications Board, and 
we appropriated $9,500,000, which sum the House of Representa- 
tives this year has cnt down to $4,500,000 and the Committee on 
Appropriations of the Senate has wisely raised again to $9,500,000. 

am gratified at the action of the committee, and I am content 
to take it substantially as a whole as it has been reported by the 
committee. I was gratified at the remarks made by the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN]. He said that his judgment went 
with him in raising the House appropriation from $4,400,000 to 
$9,500,000, and he said that he had always been ready to vote lib- 
eral appropriations for the Army and Navy of the United States. 
Mr. President, I bear testimony to the Senator’s constant willing- 
ness in all the years when he has been in the Senate to vote suc 
appropriations as were needed to maintain the country’s honor by 
sea and by land. The Senator from Maryland has made many 
artisan speeches since he has been in this Chamber, but I never 
laow him to utter an illiberal or unpatriotic sentiment upon the 
floor of the Senate. 

When the Senator from Maryland says he believes the true 
— is not to raise these amounts to $13,000,000, but to be con- 

t with the amendments which have raised the appropriation 
from $4,400,000 to $9,500,000, I think that opinion of his, repre- 
senting the minority of the committee, coinciding with that of 
the majority of the committee, ought to govern the Senate. I 
think we ought to present such a united front here and now upon 
the demand on an appropriation bill for the fortifications of the 
United States, the permanent works and the ordnance to put into 
those permanent works, for the sum of $9,500,000, that the House 
of Representatives will be convinced, upon a consideration of the 
whole question, that at this time, in the present condition of the 
world, in which we do take an interest outside our own borders, 
that it would be a most unwise and injurious and unpatriotic 
policy to cut down the ——— of last year one-half this 
year and present to the world the singular condition of affairs 
that at the very time when there are suggestions of war all over 
the world and close at our own doors we reduce our appropria- 
tion for fortifications one-half. 

Mr. President, I only wish to repeat one idea, which I have al- 
ready developed, and that is the differenve between the ease with 
which the appropriations for the Navy have been obtained and 
the appropriations for the Army. Of course I have always been 
a zealous and earnest advocate for an increase of the Navy. I 
am in favor of an increase of the Navy to-day, but we have now 
a very excellent Navy, while we are not sufficiently advanced in 
our fortifications. It was five or six long years, I think, andif Iam 
wrong the Senator from California or the Senator from Connecti- 
cut will correct me, after the Navy had steel ships and modern 
guns before the War Department was enabled to construct as 
many as a half dozen modern guns to put into fortifications. 

Mr. STEWART. I will reply to the suggestion of the Senator. 
On consultation with members of the committee, and with Sena- 
tors generally, I believe it is the consensus of opinion that we 
should accept the report of the Committee on Appropriations. I 
am very much gratified, however, at the unanimous feeling on 
the part of the Senate in favor of ——— the fortifications of 
our harbors and putting the country in a condition of self-defense. 
But inasmuch as it is the general opinion that we will probably 
get as large a bill and as much money by following the commit- 
tee, I oe to withdraw my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Mason in the chair). The 
Senator from Nevada withdraws his amendment. The bill is 
still in Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I had not finished my remarks, but I will 
not make any more remarks simply because I had not finished. 
Canaetee.) 

Mr. PETTUS. In line 6, page 2, I move to strike out “thirty” 
and insert ‘‘ fifty-five.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Tho amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 6, page 2, it is proposed to strike out 
“thirty” and insert “ fifty-five;” so as to read: 


For construction of sea walls and embankments, $55,000. 


Mr. PERKINS. The distinguished Senator from Alabama un- 
doubtedly has satisfactory reasons for the amendment, and there- 
fore, on behalf of the committee, I accept it, 

The amendment was agreed to, 
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Mr. GORMAN. 
line 5, page 1. 

The Secretary. At theend of line 5,on page 1, after the word 
**expended,” it is proposed to insert: 

Under the direct supervision of the Board of Ordnance and Fortification 
created by the act approved September 22, 1888, and in the manner prescribed 
by said act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. I desire to offer an amendment, to be inserted 
after line 16,on page8. I understand the committee has no objec- 
tion to the amendment. 

The Secretary. After line 16, on page 8, it is proposed to 
insert: 

That whenever, in the judgment of the Secretary of War, the po aeeae in- 
terests require the use in the military service of any invention or discove 
covered by letters patent issued to any officer of the Army, whether retain 
in his ownership or assigned to others, said Secretary s. proceed to use 
said invention or discovery in the manner and to the extent required by such 
military service, and such royalties and compensation as may be ney 
due such officer, considering all the circumstances connected with mak- 
ing of the invention or discovery, and especially all facilities in originatin, 
working out, or perf the invention which the officer may have enjoy 
Oy soaea of his official jon, may be recovered by suit Ly by said 

cer in the Court of s. Said court shall make rules for trial of 

such cases, conforming as far as may be with the rules established the 
Supreme Court for the practice in courts of equity, and all cases be 
determined within one year from the filing of the petition therein unless, in 
the discretion of the court, upon sufficient cause shown, the time is extended. 
The way oy by War is hereby — from making any contract or 

yment for use of any patent taken out by any officer of the Army of 


he United States. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let the amendment be again reported. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; let it be read again. I did not catch 
the first part of it. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think the amendment needs some explanation 
before it is agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will say to the Senator from Nebraska 
that this amendment, applicable to the officers of the Navy, has 
been very carefully prepared. It is intended to secure to the Gov- 
ernment the free use of any inventions made by its military or 
naval officers, and at the same time to protect the officers to a 
reasonable extent in some rights to their invention. The rule is 
the same as has been adopted by the British Admiralty in cases of 
that sort. The whole subject was carefully considered by the 
Naval Committee last winter, and the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, I am very glad, has offered it as applicable to inventions 
made by Army officers. If the Senator from Nebraska will allow 
it to go upon the bill, he can look at it with care, before the con- 
ference is ended, in connection with the bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam not much of amariner. I have rowed a 
canoe and a flatboat on ariver, but I do not know much about 
naval affairs or coast defenses. I have been of the impression all 
the way through thatif aman is in the service of the Government 
as an officer in the Army or Navy, and he takes a portion of the 
time which he has dedicated to the Government to invent things 
that will be of service in advancing the branch of the force to 
which he belongs, the invention ought to belong to the Govern- 
ment. I think we had this matter up here at one time, and I had 
the impression that we had settled it by an insertion of some kind 
in a bill a year or two ago. 

Mr. DLER. o; I will say to the Senator it was not 
done. The subject was discussed. It was a difficult one, and 
this is the outcome of it, carefully prepared by a committee of the 
Senate, which I am quite sure is a just measure. If the Senator 
will allow me still further, I will state that the committee did not 
think it wise to oe the broad rules which the Senator states, 
that no Army or Navy officer shall ever receive any personal ben- 
efit from any invention which he makes; but this clause provides 
that in his suit in the Court of Claims there shall be taken into 
account all the facilities and opportunities which his official posi- 
tion may have given him in working out the invention, and he 
shall only recover such sum as may be found by the court to be 
due under all these conditions. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not at this late hour intend to detain the 
Senate by any lengthy remarks, but I think when this Govern- 
ment takes a boy 15 or 16 years of age and educates him, feeds 
him, clothes him, pays him wages from that time on until he is 
65 or 70 years of age, and by that means cares for his family, if 
he has one, that any invention he may discover or make which 
advances a particular branch of the service to which he belongs 
in equity and justice belongs to the Government and he ought not 
to be compensated for it. 

For instance, take a man in the infantry line of the service. 
The education he has received from the Government and the r- 

ty he may have to examine different guns to an 
invention. It is patented, the Government him all the 
while for his time and his services, and having educated him. 
What kind of sense, or equity, or justice is there in giving that 
tion for the invention? 
8. If the Senator from Nebraska will permit, I 


I offer an amendment to come in at the end of 
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state t the Committee on Naval Affairs considered this 
ie = it was before them and believed that an amend- 
ment of this character would cure an abuse which now exists and 
which has existed since the organization of the Navy and also in 
the Army. If the Senator from Nebraska objects to the amend- 
ment, I 1 be obliged to raise the point of order. It can only be 
considered by unanimous consent. ; 

Mr. ALLEN. I was endeavoring to get the wisdom of the com- 
mittee in charge of the bill. I want to know upon what reason a 
measure of this kind is based. Thereare some things of casuistry 
to the human race that one man understands as much about as 

r. 
— Let me say to the Senator that the committee 
thought that this was better than the present condition. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not doubt that. 

Mr. HALE. And therefore that it was desirable to get this. 
There is a grievance now which is at the foundation of the amend- 
ment. Officers have been found to be giving almost their entire 
time and all the appliances and all the Samaieaie and all the con- 
veniences of the Teoartments to patents; and they get them. 
They get them expedited. They get large sums, and the advan- 
tages they have enjoyed in the Department in making their inven- 
tions are never considered. Now, we thought that better than 
that condition would be to oblige these officers to go to court and 
compel the court to consider how much the officers have been 
aided and stimulated in their inventions by the very conveniences 
which the Government affords them, and that that shall be taken 
into account in getting at a fair basis of their claim, whatever it 
may be. But of course it is subject to a point of order. Itis 
legislation; and I should think that rather than perhaps consume 
more time upon it the Senator in charge of the bill is correct in 
saying that unless it is generally consented to by the Senate it 
will go out on a point of order. However, I will say to the Sen- 
ator that I think the Government will be in better shape if the 
amendment passes than it is at present. It may not be all that 
he wants, but it is something. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have no respect for the rule that permits the 
raising of a point of order against this or any other pro 1 
amendment, and therefore I would not employ it myself if [ had 
the opportunity to do so. What I was driving at is this: If this 
system is wrong, cut it off. Do not encourage it and make it per- 
manent by a measure of this kind, saying that the question shall 
go into court and the court shall determine the amount of dam- 
ages to be awarded, and by that means recognize it. Here is a 
direct recognition and legalization of such an act. Now, why not 
offer an amendment stating in terms that all such inventions shall 
ipso facto be the property of the Government, and settle it. That 
reaches and remedies the difficulty. 

Mr. LODGE. As I introduced the amendment and hope it may 
be adopted, I only want to say to the Senator from Nebraska that 
as it now stands the Secretaries in the different Departments can 
pay anything they please to an officer making an invention. 

nder the existing system I think there have been ve abuses. 
I do not know that the amendment goes as far as is desirable, but 
it certainly does check and limit existing abuses; and I was in 
hopes that it might be adopted for the Army, as I suppose un- 
doubtedly it will Seadanted in the naval appropriation bill for the 


avy. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to make one observation upon this 
matter. I had occasion to investigate it very thoroughly when I 
was a member of the Committee on Patents years ago, and there 
was an interesting and important debate in re to an inven- 
tion in relation to some army wagon. Perhaps the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. CockrELL] remembers it. 

Mr. ELL. I remember it very well. 

Mr. HOAR. In that debate Senator Conkling, Senator Logan, 
and others took a very earnest part. Now, if the officer has used 
the Government's time, or if there is any condition which makes, 
as a matter of law, the doing of this invention a part of his em- 
ployer’s work, then he is subject to the ordinary rule of law by 
which a servant making an invention in the course of his master’s 
work makes it on his master’s account and not on his own; and 
that principle of law still stands. So, if an Army officer, under 
circumstances which render it reasonable or equitable, make the 
work he is doing work done in the Government's time and in the 

vernment’s service, and of matters which are for the per- 
formance of the Government’s duties in that particular, it belongs 
to the Government, and his patent, if he gets it out, is void. That 
is left so now, as at present the law exists; but in spite of all that 
the head of the Navy Department or the head of the War Dasest. 
ment makes these contracts, which he is now to be on _ 
e of the 


from doing, So far this amendment is entirely in the 
views of Senator from Nebraska. 

But suppose an engineer officer makes in his leisure hours an 
invention which is in the interest of another de t 
of the Government which he has nothing to do with? It seems 


to me that it is t to say that in no case shall the officer 


get a patent. The result of that would be that you give no stim- 
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ulant whatever of interest or motive for a man who has a great 
inventive faculty to use it. 

Our great advantage over other countries who are otherwise 
equal to us in war, botlf in the Navy and in the Army, is in the 
possession of great inventive skill which is peculiar to the people 
of the United States. It is peculiar to them among all the na- 
tions of the world. It is peculiar to this century as compared 
with all time from the beginning. Therefore it seems to me that 
we ought not to go further and provide that in no case should a 
man get a benefit. If you have said that in a case where he has 
not been using the Government's time, where he has not been 
making an invention in the course of his own duties to the Gov- 
ernment, then he shall only get what a court thinks equitable, 
and in no case shall have a bargain with the officer, it seems to 
me that we have left it exactly right. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator from Massachusetts yield 
for a question? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam very glad that the Senator has called 
to mind that case. I believe it was in regard to the linchpin of a 
wagon that we had so much controversy over. 

‘Mr. HOAR. Yes; it was a linchpin. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Is it not the law now, or has not the law 
existed, that where an officer made an invention in the line of 
duty or anything of that kind he was not entitled to a patent? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly; that is what I said. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There is no such law now. 

Mr. HOAR. There is no such statute, but that is the law. It 
is the law as applied to all masters and servants, as I understand. 
I should like the Senator to correct me if I am wrong. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The junior Senator from Massachusetts 
{Mr. Lopa@E] stated the practice. Asa matter of practice, when 
the headsof Departments, the Secretary of War and the Secretary 
of the Navy, use a patented invention, they, upon their own re- 
sponsibility, pay a royalty to the inventor. 

Mr. HOAR. Now, to answer the question of the Senator from 
Missouri more fully, suppose a man is engaged in a machine shop. 
He is a foreman, an overseer, or a common workman. His mas- 
ter says, Go to work and get a better improvement for that part 
of a machine; improve that loom or that which we are making, 
or that spindle. I myself had exactly a case of that kind between 
the employee and the master when I was in practice at the bar, 
where 2 map. made a very ingenious improvement for winding the 
threads on a spindle and taking them off, what he called a cop. 
In all those cases the law is that where the inventive faculty is 
used in the master’s time and about the master’s work, it is just 
as much a part of his service as the product of the muscular power 
of the workman. It does not need any change in the law on that 
point; it applies to Army officers and naval officers already. 

Mr. PETTUS. The Senator is speaking of the common law. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes; it is the common law, if you can apply the 
common law to a patent. At any rate, it is the universal prin- 
ciple of law. Therefore, this amendment does not affect that, ex- 
cept it says in that case, and in no other case, shall a contract to 
pay him be made at the discretion of the head of the Department. 

Then it further goes on and says that in those cases where, accord- 
ing to law or equity, the invention is not in the Government's time 
or the Government’s service, the head of the Department is not to 
be the judge, but the court shall give the man only what it finds 
equitable, considering all the circumstances and all the advan- 
tages that the Government service gave the inventor. I say it is 
reasonable that so much should be left, because we do not want 
to leave this great class of public officers, who possess the ordinary 
inventivefaculty of Americans, without any stimulant whatever or 
without the stimulant which every other workman in the world 
has to use his inventive faculties for the service of mankind. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts {Mr. Lopes]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. On page 3, line 18, I move to strike out 


, 


‘**six ” and insert “‘ nine;” so as to read: 

For powders and projectiles for a reserve supply for armament of fortifl- 
cations, $950,618, of which amount not exceeding $150,000 may be expended 
for powder. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have an amendment which I desire to offer. 
It was approved by the Secretary of War, and cordially indorsed 
by General Flagler, Chief of Ordnance, as a necessity, On page 
6, after line 3, I move to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of War, in his discretion, to purchase the patent 
of Gregory Gerdom for a gas check for breech-loading guns, for not exceed- 
ing $22,000: Provided, That said patent covers the same 

Mr. PERKINS. I will state that the distinguished Senator 
from Connecticut, the chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs, has given the subject of fortifications great consideration, 
and I am directed by the committes to accept his amendmentas a 
committee amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I want to say one word before 
the bill is placed on its passage. I voice the sentiment of the 
committee when I say that they feel greatly encouraged that 
there is such unanimity of feeling in the Senate. I assure you 
that your conferees will stand firm in the conference committee 
and insist upon the full amount appropriated in the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 7 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, February 
17, 1898, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 16, 1898. 
: JUSTICES OF THE PEACE, 

Francis Carroll en of the District of Columbia, to be 
justice of the peace in the District of Columbia (assigned to the 
city of Washington), vice Charles F’. Scott, resigned. 

Conrad H. Weiss, of the District of Columbia, to be justice of 
the peace in the District of Columbia (assigned to the city of 
Anacostia), vice Carroll W. Smith, deceased. 

SUPERVISING INSPECTOR OF STEAM VESSELS. 

Eugene L. Dorsey, of Indiana, to be supervising inspector of 
steam vessels for the Sixth district, vice James N. Thompson, to 
be removed, 

SURVEYOR-GENERAL. 


James M. Gleaves, of Redding, Cal., to be surveyor-general of 
California, vice William S. Green, whose term will expire March 
23, 1898. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 16, 1898. 
CONSUL. 
Edwin S. Cunningham, of Tennessee, to be consul of the United 
States at Aden, Arabia. 
TERRITORIAL CHIEF JUSTICE. 
John H. Burford, of Oklahoma Territory, to be chief justice of 
the supreme court of the Territory of Oklahoma. 
TERRITORIAL ASSOCIATE JUSTICE. 


Bayard T. Hainer, of Oklahoma Territory, to be associate jus- 

tice of the supreme court of the Territory of Oklahoma. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Artillery arm. 

Capt. Elias Van Arsdale Andruss, First Artillery, to be major. 

Capt. Frank Watson Hess, Third Artillery, to be major. 

First Lieut. Arthur Murray, First Artillery, to be captain. 

First Lieut, William Edward Birkhimer, Third Artillery, to be 
captain. 

Second Lieut. Henry Davis Todd, jr., Third Artillery, to be first 
lieutenant. : 

Second Lieut. Thomas Winfield Winston, Fifth Artillery, to be 
first lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. Maurice Gesten Krayenbuhl, Second Artillery, to 
be first lieutenant. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Rufus N. Elwell, of New Hampshire, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Portsmouth, in the State of New Hampshire. 


SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS, 


Cicero M. Barnett, of Kentucky, to be surveyor of customs for 

the port of Louisville, in the State of Kentucky. 
POSTMASTERS. 

William D. F. Mann, to be postmaster at Tallapoosa, in the 
county of Haralson and State of Georgia. 

Benjamin J. Clevenger, to be postmaster at Red Key, in the 
county of Jay and State of Indiana. 

John D. Chambers, to be postmaster at Williamsport, in the 
county of Warren and State of Indiana. 

Charles Strobach, to be postmaster at Rolla, in the county of 
Phelps and State of Missouri. 

Elbert Hays, to be postmaster at Cullman, in the county of 
Cullman and State of Alabama. 

Samuel D. Clark, to be postmaster at Ozark, in the county of 
Dale and State of Alabama. 

Adam V. Spivey, to be postmaster at Rushville, in the county 
of Rush and State of Indiana. 

Stephen A. Piiley, to be postmaster at Troy, in the county of 
Pike and State of Alabama. 
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Blevins 8. Perdue, to be postmaster at Greenville, in the county 
of Butler and State of Alabama. 

John B. Lollar, to be postmaster at Jasper, in the county of 
Walker and State of Alabama. 

Sanford B. Strout, to be ee at Evergreen, in the county 
of Conecuh and State of Alabama. 

Nicholas G. Schad, to be postmaster at Brewton, in the county 
of Escambia and State of Alabama. 

Andrew J. Prince, to be postmaster at Pratt City, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Alabama. 

John W. Presson, to be postmaster at Doniphan, in the county 
of Ripley and State of Missouri. 

William H. Garanfio, to be postmaster at New Madrid, in the 
county of New Madrid and State of Missouri. 

Robert Cloud, to be postmaster at Tuscumbia, in the county of 
Colbert and State of Alabama. 

Joseph B. Upton, to be postmaster at Bolivar, in the county of 
Polk and State of Missouri. 

William C. Gaston, to be postmaster at Keytesville, in the county 
of Chariton and State of Missouri. 

John H. Jacobs, to be postmaster at Norborne, in the county of 
Carroll and State of Missouri. 

Henry H. Houghton, to be postimaster at Jonesboro, in the county 
of Craighead and State of Arkansas. 

Milton A. Elliott, to be postmaster at Camden, in the county of 
Ouachita and State of Arkansas. 

J. P. Cox, to be postmaster at Fordyce, in the county of Dallas 
and State of Arkansas. 

Alvin Goodson, to be postmaster at Carrollton, in the county of 
Carroll and State of Missouri. 

Edwin F. Tomlinson, to be —_ at Plainville, in the 
county of Hartford and State of Connecticut. 

Thomas J. Hunt, to be postmaster at Fayetteville, in the county 
of Mdm gem and State of Arkansas. 

Frank M. Fisher, to be * searee ang at Paducah, in the county of 
McCracken and State of Kentucky. 

James A. Deboe, to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county of 
Hickman and State of Kentucky. 

William Stevenson Boggess, to be postmaster at Ashland, in 
the county of Boyd and State of Kentucky. 

Ludlow F. Petty, to be postmaster at Shelbyville, in the county 
of oe eee State of Kentucky. 

S. T. Moore, to be a at Princeton,-in the county of 
Caldwell and State of Kentucky. 

Clarence Mathews, to be postmaster at Maysville, in the county 
of Mason and State of Kentucky. 

George W. Jones, to be postmaster at Imlay City, in the county 
of Lapeer and State of Michigan. 

George W. Emery, to be postmaster at Hancock, in the county 
of Houghton and State of Michigan. 

Sherod Stanfill, to be postmaster at Williamsburg, in the county 
of Whitley and State of Kentucky. 

Samuel Y. Gordon, jr., to be postmaster at Brown Valley, in 
the county of Traverse and State of Minnesota. 

Andrew Eiken, to be postmaster at Crookston, in the county of 
Polk and State of Minnesota. 

Stuart Bates, to be postmaster at Virginia, in the county of St. 
Louis and State of Minnesota. 

Fred A. Hutty, to be postmaster at Grand Haven, in the county 

| of Ottawa and State of Michigan. 

William T. West, to be postmaster at Lancaster, in the county 
of Garrard and State of Kentucky. 

George B. Hughes, to be postmaster at Redwood Falls, in the 
county of Redwood and State of Minnesota. 

John L. Sullivan, to be postmaster at St. Mary, in the county of 
Auglaize and State of Ohio. 

Fred W. McCoy, to be postmaster at Carrollton, in the county of 
Carroll and State of Ohio. 

K. R. Smith, to be postmaster at Ionia, in the county of Ionia 
and State of Michigan. 

William L. Mustard, to be postmaster at Pocahontas, in the 
county of Tazewell and State of Virginia. 

Charles T. Holtzman, to be postmaster at Luray, in the county 
of Page and State of Virginia. 

©. L. Dillon, to be postmaster at Pulaski City, in the county of 
Pulaski and State of Virginia. 

Robert R. Perry, to be postmaster at Winchester, in the county 
of Clark and State of Kentucky. ‘ 

Luther Swensson, to be tmaster at Lindsborg, in the county 
of McPherson and State of Kansas. 

John W. Cupp, to be postmaster at Galion, in the county of 

| Crawford and State of Ohio. 

George R. Palmer, to be postmaster at Onarga, in the county 
of Iroquois and State of Illinois. 

Samuel Andrews, to be postmaster at Wadsworth, in the county 
of Medina and State of Ohio. 

Frank W. Wake, to be postmaster at Genoa, in the county of 
Nance and State of Mebraann, 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, February 16, 1898. 


The House met at 12 0’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
y N, CoupDEN. : 
athe Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


ADULTERATION OF FLOUR. 


. TAWNEY. Mr. 58 er, I ask unanimous consent for the 
ae consideration of the following resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


of the Secretary of Agriculture on the adultera’ 
Pe Ss itted to the Committee on Ways and Means be 
printed for the use of mem of the House, the number thereof not to ex- 
pm in cost the sum of $500. 


. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I do not know but that this may 
oder up time, and we have very little time for the consideration 
of the kru 7 bill. 

Mr. TAW . Will the gentleman allow me to make a state- 
ment before he entersan objection? The Committee on Ways and 
Means are about to hear the representatives of the millers of the 
United States on Saturday of week. This report covers an 
investigation which the — has made during the past 
year as to the adulteration of flour. 

Mr. TERRY. Allright. Go ahead. 

Mr. TAWNEY. We desire to have the report printed for the 
use of the committee on the hearing. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. What committee, may I ask? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The Ways and Means Committee have 
wer to have printed all matter they desire on questions 
nding before that committee. That authority was given and 
Phat committee has that power now. 

Mr. TAWNEY. To the extent of only $500. 

Mr. a This House can not give authority to go 
beyond $500. 

r. TAWNEY. We do not ask that the committee shall have 
more than that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. ‘Then you have that authority now. 

Mr. TAWNEY. But we have other matters to print besides 
this. This is a report of the Secretary of Agriculture, and it is a 
matter of vast im ce to every member of the House. 

Mr. RICHAR IN. The only thing about it is, it is puttin 
it within the power of the commi to print to an extent ex - 


i 
r. TAWNEY. No, it is not. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then you have that power. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Weask that the House have the printing done. 

——— . But the Housecan not authorize printing 
ex ‘ 

Mr. TAWNEY. We do not ask the House todo so. We ask 
the House to print a number of copies of this report costing not 
to exceed the sum of . 

Mr. RICHARDSON. A question comes up in which the com- 
mittee want to have printing done, and they ask the House to 
print it in order that the committee may be able to have other 
rinting done, thereby giving the committee still larger oppor- 

nities of having printing done. That is not right. 

_Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman from Tennessee will con- 
sider for a moment, this is i? matter that is of very great interest 
to all the members of the House. The gentleman will hardly in- 
sist that we should use the fund allowed under a previous order 
of the House for the publication of a report in which the whole 
House can get light on this subject; and while the House is inter- 
ested in those matters that the committee consider, the House is 
ness interested in this, as much so as the Committee on 

a and Means. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not see the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Printing. I shall not object; but it is irregular. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will state to the gentleman from Tennessee 

{ this investigation that has been made by the Secretary of 
culture is an exceedingly important one, and the whole House 
ould have it as adooument for information. It was sent to the 
committee. If ithad been sent to the House directly, it would have 
been published as a document; but to avoid delay the committee 
have made this 


scan RICHAR . I would like to have the resolution read 


TERRY. If you use further time, I shall have to call for 

“eee order. 
. TAWNEY. 

simply delays the 


e resol 


I h the tleman will not object. It 
Santina of os commnitte that we are consid- 


was read, 
. RI a it ted as a document. 
4 SAY BY. titasa ae San. 
b GLEY. That is what it be. 


XXX1-—112. 






Mr. TAWNEY. Let it be modified, so that it shall be printed 
as a House document. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And then it goes to the proper files; as 
it is now it would not go to the files. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the proposition as 
amended? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. ees I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the following—— 

Mr. TERRY. Regular order! 

Mr. BERRY (continuing). Joint resolution 115. 

Mr. TERRY. I will have to ask for the regular order. There 
are a number of gentlemen asking the same thing, and I can not 
discriminate. 

The SPEAKER. There 
ate bill 1035. The Clerk wi 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ordered, That the bill of the Senate 8. 1035, an act to establish a uniform 
system of bankruptcy throughout the United States, be taken up for consid+ 
eration on Wednesday next immediately after the approval of the Journ 
and that general debate thereon continue during Wednesday, Thursday, and 
Friday, and that said bill be considered in the House as in Committee of th 
Whole under the five-minute rule on Saturday, the yote to be taken at 
o'clock Saterday’; that Monday be substituted for Friday and Monday night 
for Friday night for the consideration of business under the rule. 

Mr.HENDERSON. Mr.Speaker, the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. UNDERWOOD] desires to say a word. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous 
consent to have an amendment printed in the Recorp which I 
shall offer and which will be called up later on, so that everybody 
will understand what it is. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama desires unani- 
mous consent that there may be printed in the Recorp an aime 
ment which may be considered at a subsequent period. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The amendment pro 
UNDERWOOD] is as follows: 

Amend the bill (S. 1085) by striking out the following: 

& Lines 18 and 19, on page 17. ; = 

2 a words “an involuntary petition or’ where they occur on line 3, 
a) aepeee the word “ bankruptcy,” on line 7, page 18, to “court,” on line 

\ e 18. 
8 he word “corporations” where it occurs on line 16, page 19. 


— after the word “acts,” on line 19, page 19, down to“'(21),”’ on line 22, 
'e 19. 
6) an after the word “‘act,”’ on line 24, page 19, down to ‘‘(22),”’ on Jine 1, 


ar order is demanded, which is Sen- 
read the special order. 


by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr, 


7) The word “corporations” where it occurs in lines 21 and 22, on page 20. 
8) All of section 2, on pages 21, 22, 23, and 24. 
0) Lines 15, 16, 17, is, and 19, on page 24. 
10) All after the word “court,” on line 6, page 27, down to the word 
“with,” on line 8, page 27. 

(11) All after the word “ petition,” on line 8, page 27, to the words “ asched- 
ule,” on line 9, 27. 

(12) The words “ or against a person,” on line 19, page 28. 

(13) The words “against him,” on line 17, page 29. 
(14) All after the word “persons,” on line 24, page 35, down to the word 
“for ” on line 1 


b 36. 
(15) All after f word —acinaieedins,” where it occurs on line 14, page 37, 
down to and inclu 4 line 21, p ; 
tr The words “The bankrupt, or,"’ on line 22, page 37. 
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The words “the bankrupt, or,”’ on line 3, page 38. 

All after the word “ trials,” on line 24, page 38, down to and including 
e 13, pase 89. 
19) All of “ section 32,” on page 47. 
20) Lines 8 to 25, inclusive, on 67, and lines 1 to 12, inclusive, on page 68. 
21) The words “other than o nal titioners,” an line 13, page 68. 
22) The words “voluntary or involuntary,” on line 17, page 68. 


23) The wo ‘or against,”’ on line 19, page 69. 
” All — © word ‘petition,’ on line 6, page 72, down to “(3),” on 
(35) Tike words “or inst,” on line 13, page 75. 

(26) All of “section 69," on pages 76 and 77. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent to dispense with the first reading of the bill. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Of course the bill should be printed in the 
Recorp for the information of the House, 

Mr. RIOHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, how long is the bill? 

The SPEAKER. It is a bill of 80 pages. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Itstrikes me that it is a very unusual 
thing to print a bill in the REcorpD under these circumstances. 

Mr. DERSON. The object is to have it in the Recorp for 
the information of the Heuse. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The bill is liable to be changed in many 
——. and I never have known of a bill of that length, 

pages, being printed in the Recorp under these circumstances, 
The Recorp is - 80 or 40 pages usually, and now you are going 
to load it down with 80 pages of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. It requires unanimous consent to have 

mted in the Recorp. Is there objection? [After a pause, 
Chair hears none. 
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The bill is as follows: 


[Omit the parts in brackets [].] 


An act (S. 1035) to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the 
United States. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, [That any debtor, other than a corpora- 
tion, owing $200 or more, who is unable to pay his debts, may file his petition 
in the district court of the United States for the district or division thereof 
in which he resides, or if he be a resident of the District of Columbia, then in 
the supreme court of said District, or if he be a resident of a Territory, then 
in the district court of such Territory in the district in which he resides, 
asking fora discharge from his debts, and offering to surrender all his propert 
for the payment of his debts, except such as isexempt by the law of his domi- 
cile from execution and liability for debts; but the petition shall not be filed in 
such court unless the petitioner has resided in said district or division at least 
six calendar months immediately preceding the filing of the petition. The pe- 
titioner shall attach to his petition as a part thereof a schedule and list of all 
his property, exempt and unexempt, and a schedule and list of all his cred- 
itors and the amount and nature of the debts due each, with the residence 
and post-ofiice address of each, if known, and shall in his petition state his 
inability to pay his debts, and that the list and schedule of property and 
creditors is true and correct, and shall offer to surrender all his unexempt 
property for the payment of his debts, and shall conclude with a we for 
a full discharge from his debts and liabilities. Said petition shall be duly 
verified by the oath of the petitioner, and he shall deposit with the clerk of 
the court at the time of filing the petition the sum of $20 to pay the cost of 
the proceedings. 

(Sec. 2. That when said petition has been filed as aforesaid the court shall 
be deemed to have acquired jurisdiction of the subject-matter of said pro- 
ceedings, and all the creditors of the petitioner shall be made party de- 
fendants, and the court shall immediately proceed to make an order fixing a 
time and place for the hearing and consideration of said petition, which time 
of hearing shall be not less than thirty nor more than ninety days subsequent 
tothe date of such order. Such order shall be served by the clerk of the 
court on the creditors by mailing a copy thereof, at least twenty-five days 
before the day of said hearing, to each creditor in a proper envelope, wi 
pommee oo addressed to the creditor at the post-office address specified 

n the schedule of creditors attached to the petition, and said order shall in 
the meantime be published once a week for four successive weeks prior to 
said hearing in a weekly or daily newspaper of general circulation in the 
vicinity of where the petitioner resides, to be designated by the court in the 
order aforesaid. When said order has been served and published as afore- 
said the court shall be deemed to haveacquired jurisdiction of the m of 
the creditors, and they shall be deemed to be parties to the gros J 

(Sec. 3. That the court in which said petition is filed shall be deemed to be 
always open and in session for the hearing, trial, and determination of any 
and all matters pertaining to or connected with the matter of said petition or 
the proceedings arising therefrom; and material issues of fact at any 
stage of the proceedings shall, on the demand of the petitioner or a creditor, 
be tried by a jury, and if a jury is not then in attendance the court may 
specially summon a jury for such trial, or the trial may be postponed until a 
regular petit-jury panel isin attendance. Except in the cases where a jury 
trial is demanded as aforesaid, all issues of fact shall be tried by the court 
without a jury.) 

[Sec. 4. That at the time and place fixed in said order for the hearing and 
consideration of said petition the creditors, or any of them, may appear and 
answer said petition and take issue with any of the matters and factstherein 
alleged, and may contest the “— of the petitioner to a discharge from the 
payment of his debts upon the following grounds, to wit:] 

First. That the petitioner has knowingly omitted or withheld some part 
of his property from the schedule and — to the petition, or that 
he has in any other manner concealed or withheld any of his property from 
the knowl ie of the court or his creditors. } 

{Second. at the petitioner, being insolvent, has, at any time within four 
months prior to the filing of said petition, conveyed, assigned, bs 
concealed, or in any manner encumbered his property, or some thereof, 
with intent to hinder, delay, or defraud his creditors, or any of them. 

(Third. When the petitioner, being a banker, broker, merchant, trader, 
manufacturer, or miner, and being insolvent, shall have given at any time 
within the four months aforesaid a preference toany of his creditors, or shall 
within the same period have suffered any of his itors oa any such 
—— by legal proceedings or otherwise. If upon due the fading 

against the petitioner upon either of said grounds, he shall not be dis- 
charged. Shoulda discharge be refused by the court upon any of the grounds 
specified aforesaid, the same —_ shall be had in the administration 
and distribution of the tioner’s as if he were discharged. 

(Suc. 5. That at the time and place set for said hearing the court shall pro- 
ceed to hear, consider, and try the matter embraced in said petition and any 
issue made by any answer thereto; and if the court finds that the facts 
alleged in the petition are true, it shall adjudge a a bankrupt 
and shall make an order omens and ene | his property not ex- 
empt by the law of his domicile from execution and liability for debts tosome 
suitable and competent person termed “‘ assignee,’’ with powerand authority 
in such assignee to sell and dispose of such property and to convert thesame 
into money, under the direction and subject to the approval of the court, and 
to distribute the proceeds thereof among the creditors of the bankrupt in 
the manner hereinafter spot) 

(Sec. 6. That said assignee shall, before entering u the discharge of his 
duties, give a bond in such sum as the court in the order of ment may 
direct. with satisfactory sureties, subject to the approval of court, for 

rformance of the trust thus conferred upon him. He shall 


the faithful 
also take and file an oath that he will honestly and di tly, and without 
harge the duties of his 


fear or favor, duly ae and faithfully @ 
trust. As soon as assignee has q as aforesaid he shall proceed, 
under the direction of the court, to convert all the property of the a 
into money and distribute the proceeds thereof among the creditors of the 
aire ‘i under the direction of the court, in the manner hereinafter 
spec ed. 

(Sec. 7. That all preferences given or suffered by any merchant, broker, 
banker, trader, manufacturer, or miner who is insolvent within four months 
prior to the filing of the said —- are hereby declared illegal, null, and 
void as against the creditors of the petitioner; and all money or other prop- 
erty which has been given, transferred, or assigned by the petitioner for the 
purposes of making such illegal and void preference as aforesaid shall, if not 
exempt from execution and liability for debts, be and remain a of the 
assets and estate of the said petitioner, and shall pass to the ete 
whose duty it shall be to reclaim and recover the same by legal ings 
or otherwise for the benefit of the creditors. And all conveyances or trans- 
fers of prooery made by the petitioner at any time within six months prior 
to the filing of said petition which, by the laws of the State or Territory 
or District in which the erty is situate, are illegal, void, or voidable as 
against the creditors of the petitioner are hereby declared null and void; 
and ali liens or incumbrances upon the property of the petitioner initiated 
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within the six months aforesaid which are void or voidable as to his cred- 
itors, by the laws of the State, Territory, or District where the property 
is situate, shall, for the yerpene of this act, be deemed null and void as 
against the creditors of the petitioner; and all of the property aforesaid, 
unless exempt from execution or liability for debts, be deemed a part 
of the estate and assets of the petitioner, and shall pass to the assignee for 
the benefit of the creditors of the petitioner; and the assignee shall have full 
authority to institute and prosecute the necessary legal proceedings to re- 
cover and reclaim any perty so transferred, assi , Or encumbered in 
fraud of the rights of the creditors as aforesaid. } 

(Sec. 8. That as soon as the petitioner has been otpntns a bankrupt as 
hereinbefore specified, all creditors shall, without any other or further no- 
tice, be required within thirty days thereafter to e and file, in writin 
and under oath, due proof of their claims, accom: with a statement o 
any and all securities held for such claims, w proofs shall be filed with 
the clerk of the court. Creditors holding securities shall only be entitled to 
ies behd ty them, walem, ah tor time of making tawir presl, tap Bie a 

es em, unless, a e ey file a 
due and proper assignment of their aoa duly surrender the sama 
to the assignee. No claim shall be paid until it has been passed upon and 
allowed by the court or under its direction. The claims of creditors who 
have obtained undue aa within the provisions of this act shall not 
be allowed unless such creditors shall first voluntarily surrender to the court 
and the assignee, without any sent Eeomteaings, all property acquired by 
them by way of preference as afo: d. 

[Sne. 9. That the following debts s have preference, in the order 
ate over other debts in the distribution of the estate of the pt, 

oO wit: 

{¥irst. Debts due to the servants and laborers employed by the bankrupt 
oy ae — or services rendered within six months prior to the filing 
of said petition. 

feeccne, Taxes or revenues duc the United Cee) 

Third. Taxes due any State or ene the District of Columbia.] 
wogrth. Taxes due any county, parish, town, city, or village, in the order 
named. 

{But none of such debts shall be recognized or a unless duly proved and 
owes, a prescribed in reference to other debts and claims against the 

nkrupt. 

{Sec. 10. That it shall be the duty of the assignee, after he has reduced and 
converted the estate of the bankrupt into money, to pay the expenses and 
costs of the proceedings, and to distribute the ins, Ser the tion of 
the court, among the creditors whose claims have been proved and allowed as 
aforesaid, in the following manner: First, a creditors, in the 
order named; second, the other cr in equal pro rata shares. } 

{Sec. 11. That after the estate of the ages, J has been converted into 
money and distributed omens the creditors, as hereinbefore provided, the 


court shall, wpon the Ay on of the assignee or a. 
hearing for Meogersqee finally closing the proceeding and finally determin- 
ing the status of the bankrupt. The court , by its order, fix the time and 
place for such final hearing, which time shall be not less t thirt 
than ninety Sage, sybeomanet to the date of such order, and 
final hearing 1 be given to the creditors by serving m them the said 
order and publishing same, in the manner prescribed for the service and 
publication of the order provided for in section 2 of this act. ] 
(Sue. 12. That at the time and place fixed for said final hearing the court 
shall proceed toa final di on and final determination of the proceedings; 
and if the court shall tind that all the estate of the bankrupt not exempt from 
execution or liability for debts a converted into money and distributed 
among the creditors of the bankrupt as herein prescribed, and shall find that 
all the costs and expenses of the proceed have been duly Reid. and shall 
also find that the bankrupt is not subject tohave his right toadischarge from 
his debts denied upon any of the grounds upon which his right to such dis- 
charge may be contested, as prescribed in secti of this act, then, and in 
i" court shall enter a final ju t and » ocineing and 
acquitting the bankrupt from all his de and liabilities due any of the 
creditors d~ scribed in the schedule attached to his petition, or to any of the 
creditors wao may, at time subsequent thereto, become a party to the 
proceedings. But such di ree shall not aaa Ty debts or obliga 
which 


tions 
have been ted in consequence tion as a public 


officer, or as an executor, administrator, guardian, or trustee, or w act- 
ing in any other fiduciary ca: ty; nor any debt or obligation toany surety 
treed wpm a fiduciary debt or any part 
aa bt or o created by ees ewe Fer 
erty under false pretenses: Provided, however, That if it shall a; to the 
court, at the time of the first hearing upon the tion d in the 
first section of this act, that the petitioner does possess or own rty 
of any kind except that which is exempt by the law of his domicile exe- 
cution or liability for debts, and that he is not amenable to have his dis- 
a any of pol ne ah ang fd TA At To no 
: tor shall appear to con , then, and in 
final judgment and Siities 
a 
in like manner and to the same exten 


and liabilities 
as Paw aa upon the final hearing h 


order a final 


nor more 
of such 


and su to the same exceptions 
before bed 


Sc. 13. That an attorney's fee may be taxed ya bankrupt or 
his a' not exceeding $100 in any case. The assignee shall be entitled 
toa fee exceeding $3 a day for every full day fer nog employed in the 
eee of his duty, and in no case shall he receive in the aggregate a 
ee in excess of $60. Incase the clerk of the court is paid by a salary instead 
of fees he shall receive no compensation, but only his actual disbursements, 
for oy the work done 1 bey in the matter of the proceedings under this 
act. case he is not paid by a salary, then he shall receive the like fees for 
his services under this act t he would be entitled to receive for similar 
services in other — that for mailing to creditors the copies of the 
orders herein provided for shall receive for each copy mailed a fee of 10 
cents and no more. For publishing the orders Sean peeneeee a like fee 
shall be allowed the pu eoepess Sve and 
i Senn incurred call eee in reclaiming. a at tn 
See y , Teco , and in 
taking care of the estate of the bankrupt, and in converting the same into 
money and distributing the same among the creditors, as provided, 
shall be taxed and allowed by the court, but no other costs, a or expenses 
than those aforesaid shall be incurred or allowed in the p: .] 

[Sxc. 14. That a firm or par p, where all the = concur and 
ifn, or in case of dissolution for any cause on the app cation of any one of 

he firm, may, in like manner and under like conditions and limita in- 
stitute and carry on to a final determination Lega 4 one in the 
same manner and to the same extent, and subject to same conditions and 
_—, as is hereinbefore provided and prescribed in the case of an indi- 
vidual. 

(Sec. 15. That the district courts of the United States in the several States, 
the supreme evurt of the District of Columbia, and the district courts of the 
several Territories are hereby made courts of bankruptcy, with full juris- 
diction, both at common law and in equity, to carry out this act and to try 
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States and of the Territories, the supreme court of the District of Colum- 
bia, and the United States court of the Indian Territory,and of Alaska; 
{®) ‘creditor’ shall include anyone whoowns a demand or claim provable in 
ptcy and his duly authorized agent, attorney, or proxy; (10) “dateof 

y. ” 


d 
bankru ,” or “time of bankru ,” or “commencement of p 
or“ bonieetes “ with yO shall mean the date when the peti- 





courts, ercise of © ction con- ref 
by this a Se eae open, of the | tion was filed; (11) “debt” shall include any debt, demand, or claim provable 
ferred va rts may exercise in chambers any conferred on | in bankru toys 2) “ defeat" shall include defraud or delay, evade, hinder, 
— by this act. That the said courts of bankeraptcy shal have power | and capeda, with intent todefraud; (13) “ discharge shall mean the release 
to = all proper rules not inconsistent with this act for exercise of a bankrupt from all of his debts which are provable in bankruptcy except 
‘vested in them by this act. 


such as are excepted by this act; (14) “document” shall include k, deed, 
and instrument in writing; (15) ‘holiday ” shall include Christmas, the Fourth 
of July, the Twenty-second of February, and any day sqpetated by the Presi- 


dent of the United States as a holiday or as a day of public fasting or thanks- 






broker. merchan’ - manufacturer, who $500 = d who 

. who owes or over, and who 
ot Sis debts, shall at any time within four months of the time 
‘of the filing PP the petition hereinafter mentioned assign, teneater convey 
















=e, ving; 16) —— - vent,” -- —— =e yopeen, © > eat — property 
oluntarily encum any of his e not su mn amount, ata valuation, to pay his debts, and when in- 
or eh on his = fe to a or & any of his creditors, he | solvency is to be inguired nto with reference to an act of bankruptcy it shall 
ait bs Geen a bankrupt and meg by proceeded in a courtof bank- | be determined as of the date of the filing of the petition; (17) “judge ” shall 
'puptcy,as hereinafter provided. A tor or having debts against | mean a judge of acourt of ree, not including the referee; (18) “‘ oath" 


shall include affirmation; (19) “o 


t to the amount of $500 or more may, within four months after cer” shall include clerk, marshal, receiver. 
.such a bankrup jams ; 














tted, file in the court of bankru in | referee, and trustee, and the imposing of a duty upon or the forbidding of 
f district in whick the bankru a petition, under oath, Bete an act by any officer shall include his successor and any person cotnartoed 
f other things, the acts of aforesaid, and pra: for | by law to perform the duties of such officer; (20) persons” shall include 
r vajadication of bankruptcy the and the distribution of | corporations, officers, partnerships, and women, and when used with refer- 
aatate his creditors. such a peti has been filed the court | ence to the commission of acts which are herein forbidden shall include per- 
‘8 immediately, by its order, fix a time and for a hearing and adjudi- | sons whoare preoes in the forbidden acts, and the agents, officers, and 
cation of the same, W shall be not than twenty-one nor more | members of the board of directors or trustees, or other similar controlling 
than thirty days su uent to the date of such order, and such order shall | bodies of corporations; (21) “ petition” shall mean a Raper filed in a court of 
be served by ae or his deputy upon the at least twenty | bankru or with a clerk or deputy clerk by a debtor praying for the 
before the said day of hearing helfvering a copy of the same tothe | benefits of act, or by creditors alleging the commission of an act of bank- 
pt y, or to some person of suitable age and discretion re ruptey by a debtor therein named; (22) “referee” shall mean the referee 

at place of his usual abode. In case service of said order can not | who 


jurisdiction of the case or to whom the case has been referred, or 
anyone acting in his stead; (23) “secrete” shall include conceal, falsify, mu- 
tilate, ree and suppress; (24) “secured creditor” shall include a creditor 


| ao 
Bo otfected as aforesaid then the order shall be served upon the 














lishing same once a week for four successive weeks to the 
e Lae ina ee or daily ~~ of circulation in the vicinity | who has ty for his debt upon the property of the bankrupt of a nature 
of where the bankrupt resides, w newspaper shall in he vik by | to be assignable under this act, or who owns sucha debt for which some 
the court. the said order has been served as af. the court shail indorser, surety, or other person secondarily liable for the bankrupt has 
deemed to have acquired full jurisdiction over the and the estate | such securit; pce the bankrupt’s assets; (25) ‘States’ shall include the 
of the bankrupt. If, at the time and place fixed for the Territories, the Indian Territory, Alaska, and the District of Columbia; (26) 
rupt fail to a , or fail to take issue with the —~ _ - pe ay il ae the ante and omey other. and sarees mene oe 
pavedige bine 8 pankrept, on esta’ posing of or parting property, or the possession of property, a utely 
not am —— execution eh ny A for ae creditors law of domicile, | or conaitionsik ally. asa payment, pledge, aeatnae : , Sift, or aoe and the 
. " among creation of a on property by y means other iy compuisor rocess 
oad ; prosecuted in faith; (27) “trustee” shall include all of the teasbees of 


nder oath, take issue with the petition and facts there 

loee, unless a jury trial is expressly waived by the t, shall be 

byaj . Am th 

ved, favor of 
cred 


the peti i shall 
ingen but if the finding of the jury 
he shall a 


tion or 
which _ 


” for 
or issue joined on the part of the 


an estate; (28) “ wage earner” shall mean an individual who works for wages, 
salary, or hire, at a rate of compensation not exceeding $1,500 per year; (20) 
words importing the masculine gender may be applied to and include cor- 
erships, and women; (30) words importing the peel num- 

may be applied to and mean only a single person or thing; (31) words im- 
porting the singular number may be applied to and mean several persons or 
g3. 


Sxo. 2. Acts of bankruptcy.—a Acts of bankruptcy by a person shall con- 
sist of his having (1) concealed himself, departed or remained away from his 
place of business, residence, or domicile with intent to avoid the service of 
a process and to defeat his creditors, and shall not have returned at least 


. ee” for tors, as pro- 
said hi and by answer, 
vided. If atthetimeof the bankrupt oTeaed suc 




















, have the like power and authority overthe estate of the bankrupt, and ht hours before the filing of a petition in bankruptcy, and before 
Bi sonvuel tr te rales $. om Cope tp psy e Sapp aye pp ep dR DH Be ee 
into money an: ting the same creditors, as is prescribed | (2) for thirty days and untila petition is filed while insolvent to secure 
in the provisions of this ect, relating to voluntary Erocoodings the release of any property levied upon under process of law for $500 or over, 
; and the provisions of section 7 of this act shall appl or if such property is to sold within such time under such process then 
esta’ bankrupt and govern in proceedings under this Scction. until three days before the time fixed for such sale; (3) made a transfer of 
the bankrupt been toan assignee, as afore- | any of his apoueety with intent to defeat his creditors and has not regained 
d, the creditors shall receive notice of that from the served | the ownershi: yoann of such property before the rights of creditors 
upon them in the same manner as is in section 2 of 24 have been altered, , or changed y reason of such transfer and at 
for the service of the order therein to; and on being so no’ least ten days before the commencement of a proceeding in bankruptcy; (4) 
the creditors without any further notice, file proofs of their claims in | made an ment for the benefit of his creditors or filed in court a written 
the er the same period as is ibed in section 8 of | statement tting his inability to ——_ debts; (5) made, while insolvent 
this act. said bankrupt shall be entitled to a discharge from his | a transfer of any of property or suffered any of it to be taken or levied 
di in © manner, same extent, and subject to the same excep- | upon by process of law or otherwise for the purpose of giving a preference, 
tions before prescribed in the case of voluntary | and has not regained the ownership of such property or released same from 
under this the petiti such levy before the rights of tors shall have been altered, changed, or 
shall to have taxed allowed an attor- impaired by reason of such transfer, taking, or levy,and at least ten days 
ney fee we mere Os any case, and shall titled lore the commencement of a proceeding in bankru tey; (6 } peqoures or 
toa fee exceeding $5 per day fo full day actually — ed. | suffered a judgment to be entered nst bineels with inten defeat his 
o Sic akne as in case of v: Lolery creditors, and suffered same to remain unpaid unt a days before the filin 
of a petition Saeneney rovided that a payment or satisfaction of suc 
[Sxo, 1 t the Court of the United States, the circuit courts | a judgment by a sale of any of the debtor's property or from the proceeds of 
rs such a _ not be deemed a payment of such judgment under the pro- 





section; (7) secrete any of his property to avoid its being 
levied upon under legal process against himself and to defeat his creditors, 
and has not surrendered such property to such legal process at least ten days 
before the filing of a petition in Lor fa (8) suffered while insolvent 














an execution from a court of record for or over, or a number of execu- 


Sions eusrogating such amount, inst himself to be returned no “ prop- 
erty found,” unless aponnt own to be due by such executions Mshail 


= before a peti . 
A petition may be filed against a person who has committed an act of 
bankruptcy within four months after the commission of such act. Such 
time shall not expire until four months after (1) the date of the recording or 
ring of the transfer or assignment when the act consists in having 
a transfer of any of his property with intent to defeat his credit- 
ors or for the purpose ee a preference as hereinbefore provided, oran 
mt for the benefit of his creditors, if by Jaw such recording or reg- 
is required or permitted, or, if it is not, from the date when the 
takes notorious, exclusive,or continuous possession of the prop- 
erty, unless the petitioning creditors have received actual notice of such 
transfer or assignment; or (2) the date of the return of legal process when 
the act consists in having secreted any of his property to avoid its being 
levied upon under | against himself amd to defeat his creditors, 


When a petition is filed by any person for the pu e of having another 
oradju a bankrupt, the petitioner shall file therewith, or within 
five days thereafter, before any action is taken thereon, and in the samé 
court, a bond, with at least two good and sufficient sureties who shall residé 
the jurisdiction of said court, to be approved by the court ora judge 
thereof, in = sum as the court shall direct, conditioned for the payment to 
the responden i 
ex: 































































t, his or her heirs, executors, administrators, or assigns, all 

ioned by the wrongful institution of such proceed- 

ings, and counsel fees to be allowed by the court. If such petition be 

dismissed the court, or withdrawn by the petitioner with leave of the 
m 


court, the dent or respondents shall be allowed all damages occasioned 
by the wrongful institution of such proceedings, counsel fees, and costs in- 
efe 


in defending against said proceedings, and the same shall be paid b: 
fs princioal and sureties on said bond. ee 
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And for the purpose of ascertaining the damages, costs, and counsel fees 
sustained by the spears the courtshall have jurisdiction of the principal 
and sureties on said bond without issue of further yeas against them, upon 
the respondent filing in the court a statement of the amount of d 
costs, and counsel fees claimed by him; and the amount shall be ascertaine 
by a jury in said court, or by the court, with the consent of the parties 

ereto. 

Szc. 3. Who may become bankrupts.—a Any person who owes debts, ex- 
cont: a = atm shall be entitled to the benefits of this act as a voluntary 
pankrupt. 

b Any person owing debts to the amount of $1,000 or over, if adjudged an 
involuntary bankrupt upon an impartial trial, shall be subject to the pro- 
visions of this act except (1) a national bank; (2) a person engaged chiefly in 
farming or the tillage of the soil; or (3) a wage earner. 

Suc. 4. Partners.—a A es during the continuation of the part- 
nership business, or after its dissolution and before the final settlement 
thereof, may be adjudged a bankrupt. 

b The creditors of the partnership shall appoint the trustee; in other re- 
spects so far as possible the estate shall be administered as herein provided 
for other estates. 

e The court of bankruptcy which has jurisdiction of one of the partners 
may have jurisdiction of all the partners and of the administration of the 
partnership and individual property. 

d The trustee shall keep separate accounts of the partnership property and 
of the property belonging to the individual partners. 

e The expenses shail be paid from the partnership property and the indi- 
vidual property in such ——— as the court shall determine. 

J The net proceeds of the partnership property shall be appropriated to 
the payment of the partnership debts and the net proceeds of the individual 
estate of each partner to the payment of his individual debts. Should an 
surplus remain of the property of any partner after paying his individu 
debts, such surplus shall be added to the partnership assets and be applied to 
the payment of the partnership debts. Should any surplus of the partner- 
ship property remain after paying the partnership debts, such surplus shall 
be added to the assets of the individual partners in the proportion of their 
respective interests in the ge haem 

g The court may permit the proof of the claim of the partnership estate 
against the individual estates, and vice versa, and may marshal the assets of 
the partnership estate and individual estates so as to prevent preferences 
and secure the equitable distribution of the property of the several estates. 

h In the event of one or more but not all of the members of a ———. 
being adjudged bankrupt, the partnership property shall not be administer 
in bankruptcy, unless by consent of the partner = not ares 
mess but such partner or partners not adjudged bankrupt shall settle 
the partnership business as expeditiously as its nature will permit and ac- 
count for the interest of the partner or partners adjudged bankrupt. 

Sec. 5. Exemptions of bankrupts—.a This act shall not affect the allow- 
ance to bankrupts of the exemptions which are prescribed by the State 
laws in force at the time of the filing of the petition in the State wherein they 
have had their domicile for the six months or the greater portion thereof im- 
mediately preceding the filing of the petition. 

Sec. 6. Duties of bankrupts.—a The bankrupt shall (1) attend the first 
meeting of his creditors, if notified by any of them to do so, and the hearing 
upon his application for a discharge, if filed; (2) oury with all lawful or- 
ders of the court; (3) examine the correctness of all proofs of claims filed 

nst his estate; (4) execute and deliver such papers as shall be ordered by 
the court; (5) execute to his trustee transfers of all his property in forei 
countries; (6) immediately inform his trustee of any attempt, by his credit- 
ors or other persons, to evade the provisions of this act coming to his knowl- 
edge; (7) in case of any person having to his knowledge proved a false claim 
against his estate, disclose that fact immediately to his trustee; (8) prepare, 
make oath to, and file in court within ten days, unless further time is granted 
after the udication, if an involuntary bankrupt, and with the petition if 
a voluntary bankrupt, a schedule of his property, showing the amount and 
kind of property, the location thereof, its money value in detail, and a list 
of his creditors, showing their residences, if known, if unknown, that fact to 
be stated, the amounts due each of them, the consideratiun thereof, the se- 
curity held by them, if any, anda claim for such exemptions as he may be 
entitled to, all in triplicate, one copy of each for the clerk, one for the ref- 
eree, and one for the trustee; and (9) when present at the first meeting of 
his creditors, and at such other times as the court shall order, submit to an 
examination concerning the conducting of his business, the cause of his bank- 
ruptcy, his dealings with his creditors and other persons, the amount, kind, 
oa whereabouts of his property, and, in addition, all matters which may 
affect the administration and settlement of his estate; but no testimony 
given by him shall be offered in evidence against him in any criminal pro- 


ing. 

Seco. 7. Death or insanity of bankrupts.—a The death or poe of a 
bankrupt shall not abate the proceedings, but the same shall be conducted 
and concluded in the same manner, as far as possible, as though he had not 
died or become insane: Provided, That in case of death the widow and chil- 
dren shall be entitled to all rights of dower and allowance fixed by the laws 
of the State of the bankrupt's residence. 

Sec. 8. Protection and detention of bankrupts.—a A bankrupt shall be ex- 
empt from apprehension —— civil process, except upon a warrant from a 
court of bankruptcy, (1) unless the same is founded upon some debt or claim 
from which his discharge in bankruptcy would not be a release; and (2) when 
in attendance upon such a court, or at the first meeting of his creditors, or 
when actually engaged in the performance of a duty enjoined by this act or 
prescribed by order of court. 

b The judge may, at any time After the filing of a petition by or inst a 
person, and before the expiration of four months after he has been adjud 
a bankrupt, upon affidavit of — party in interest that such bankrupt is 
about to leave the district to avoid examination, and that his de ure will 
defeat the proceedings therein, issue a warrant to the marshal directing him 
to bring such bankrupt forthwith before the court. If upon hearing the evi- 
dence it shall 8p r to the judge that the allegations of such affidavit are 
true and that i necessary, he shall order such marshal to keep such bank- 
rupt in custody, but not imprison him, until he shall be released or give bail 
conditioned for his appearance, from time to time, as required by the court, 
and for his obedience to all lawful orders. 

Sxc. 9. Extradition of bankrupts.—a Whenever a warrant for the appre- 
hension of a bankrupt shall have been issued, and he shall have been found 
within the jurisdiction of a court other than the one issuing the warrant, he 
may be extradited in the same manner in which persons under indictment 
are now extradited from one district within which a district court has juris- 
diction to another. t 

Suc. 10. Suits by and against bankrupts.—a A suit which ie Sonpees ee 
a claim from which a discharge would be a release, and which is pending 
against a person at the time of the filing of a petition against him, shall be 
stayed until after an adjudication or the dismissal of the petition; if such 

rson is adjudged a bankrupt, such action may be further stayed until 

welve mon after the date of such adjudication, or, if within t time 


such person applies for a discharge, then until the question of such 
is determined. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 16, 


b The court may order the trustee to enter his appearance and defond any 
pending suit against the bankrupt. 

c A trustee may, with the approval of the court, be permitted to prosecute 
as trustee any suit commen by the bankrupt prior to the adjudication, 
with like force and effect as though it had been commenced by him. 

d Suits shall not be brought by or against a trustee of a bankrupt estate 
subsequent to two years after the estate has been closed. 

Sxc. 11. Com tions, when confirmed.—a A aeEPOeA See offer terms of 
composition to creditors after, but not before, he been examined i 
open court or at a meeting of his creditors and filed in the schedule of 
his property and list of his creditors, required to be filed by benhraate, 

b An application for the confirmation of a com tion may be filed in the 
court of bankruptcy after, but not before, it has been accepted in ro Py 
a majority in number of all creditors whose claims have been allowed, whic 
number must represent a majority in amount of such and the con- 
sideration to be paid by the bankrupt to his creditors, and the money neces- 
sary to pay all debts which have priority and the cost of the proceedin 
have been deposited in such place as shall be designated by and subject 
the order of the judge. 

cA date and Bm , with reference to the convenience of the parties in in, 
terest, shall be fixed for the hearing upon each rs for the confirma- 
tion of a composition and such objections as ma made toits confirmation, 

d The judge shall confirm a com tion if satisfied that (1) it is for the best 
interests of the creditors; (2) the t has not been of any of the 
acts or failed to perform any of the du which would be a to dis- 
charge; and (3) the offer and its acceptance are in good faith and have not 
been made or procured except as herein provided or by any means, prom- 
ises, or acts herein forbidden. . 

e Upon the confirmation of a com tion, the consideration shall be dis- 
tributed as the judge shall direct, and the case dismissed. Whenever a com- 

bankruptcy as 


—- is not con: the estate shall be 
udge may, upon the appli- 


erein provided. 
Sxzo. 12. Compositions, when set aside.—a The 
six months after a com 
aside and reinstate the case if it 


cation of ties in interest filed at any time wi 
ud was practiced in the procur- 


position has been confirmed, set the 
shall be made to ap upon a trial that 
ing of such com tion, and that the knowledge thereof has come to the pe- 
titioners since the confirmation of such composition. 

Sxo. 13. Disch when granted.—a Any person may, after the expira- 
tion of two months and within the next four months subsequent to being 


adju a krupt, file an application for a ceeneree the court 
ruptcy in which the proceedings are pe: ; if it be made 


to the sate. Ss the bankrupt was unavo dably prevented 


by 
appear 
from ailing it 
within such time, it may be filed within but not after the expiration of the 
next six months. 


b The ju shall hear the ene for a d , and such pleas as 
may be made in opposition thereto by ies in inte at such time as his 
convenience will permit and as will give parties in interest a reasonable op- 
portunity to be ,~and disc applicant ess he has (1) been 
convicted of paying committed an offense punishable by imprisonment as 
herein provided; (2) given a preference as herein defined, and wi six 
months prior to the of petition against him, which has not 
surrendered to the trustee; (3) obtained rty upon 
been paid for or restored at the time the pe tion is against him upon a 
materially false statement in writing made ly him to any person for the pur- 
of obtaining credit or of being communicated to the trade or to the person 
rom whom he obtained such meh Be oe 4) made a transfer of an 
of his property which any creditor w vi claim in the p: - 
ings might at the time of the filing of the petition have impeached as fraud- 


ulent if he had then been a judgment creditor, 
have been surrendered to beeen or, (5) with Prendalent folonts in 
to keep books of ac- 


contemplation of pasremer. destroyed or neglected 
count or records from which his true condition might be asce ed; or 
(6) made a substantially false =. as a bankrupt, of any of the prop- 
erty of his estate in le 


schedu P rty, or intentionally omitted 
therefrom any of the property of te. or from the list of his cred- 
itors ony person to whom he is inde in a substantial ount, or in- 
cluded therein any person to whom he is not indebted, or included therein 
a creditor for an amount substantially more than the © indebtedness, 
or (7) secreted or conveyed any of his property to av ts being admin- 
istered in bankruptcy, or — document relating to rty in contem- 
plation of bankruptcy, or (8) transferred any property otherwise than in 
the ordinary course of his ess, in contemplation of ptcy OF (9) in 
case of any person having, to s knowledge r he has become a krupt, 
proved a false claim against his estate, failed to disclose that fact, within one 
month after co: to a knowl , to his trustee. 

e The confirmation of a com tion discharge the bankrupt from his 
debts, other than those to be paid by the terms of the composition 
and those not affected by a Sonera. 

Seo. 14. Discharges, when revoked.—a The judge may, upon the applica- 
tion of parties in interest who have not been guilty of analus laches, filed a 
any time within one year after a di shall hav n ates, revoke 
it u a trial if it shall be made to appear that wy A: buting to the 


e 

discharge was practiced in its ment, ard that the knowledge thereof 

has come to the peiuaere sine the grant of the discharge, 4 

‘ pao a eg tors Se The liability a $ person who MY @ CO- 
ebtor with, or guarantor or er a surety for,a bankrupt shall 

not be altered by the a of each bankrupt. , . 

a 


Sexo. 16. Debts not aff a .—a A discharge in bankruptc 
by provable debts, except such - a 


shall release a bankrupt from all of 

are due as a tax levied by the Uni States, the State, county, district, or 
municipality in which he resides; (2) are judgments in actions for frauds or 
willful and malicious injuries to the person or of another; (3) have 
not been ie scheduled in time for an owance, with the name of 
the creditor if known tothe bankrupt, unless such creditor had notice or 
actual knowledge of the a bankruptcy; or (4) were created by his 
fraud, embezzlement, or defalcation while acting as an officer or serving in 
any fiduciary capacity. 

CHAPTER II. 


COURTS. 

Src. 17. Jurisdiction of courts of bankruptcy.—a 
hereby invested, within their ve territorial 
or as they may be hereafter with such 
equi will enable them to exercise original Je 
P ings, in vacation in chambers and 

hey are now or may be hereafter to) 


have done business, resided, or had 
six months, or 
6, or have their 


at law and in 
their ae te’ cs 

ve terms, 

thei cones 

r ve 

territorial jurisdictions for the ter ‘portion 

thereof, or who do not do business, cile wi the 

United States, but have property wi their jurisdictions, or who have 

been ote bankrupts by courts of competent gorptioticn without the 
nited States and have rty within their j : ’ allow clati 

ow claims, reconsider allowed oF disallowed claims, and allow or 
them against pt ; (8) appoint receivers or the 
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in interest, to take charge of the property of 
upon applications of ng of the petition nd until it is dismissed or ¢ ote 


a 
ualified; arraign, try, and punish officers, and other per- 
=e S ottcers, niembers of ine teaell af dieinse os treniaen. 
similar controlling of or violations of this 
in accordance with the laws of procedure of the United States now in force, 
or such as may be hereafter enacted, s for the all viola- 
tion of laws of the United States; (5) au — of pts to 


conducted limited 8 the marshals, or trustees, if 
Recennaey te the best interests of the estates; (6) b in and substitute par- 
ties when necessary to final and conclusive determination of proceedings and 
matters in controversy; (7) cause the estates of bankrupts to be collected, 
reduced to money, ‘and ted, and determine controversies in relation 
thereto; (8) confirm or reject compositions between debtors and their cred- 
itors and set aside-compositions and reinstate the cases; (9) consider and 
confirm, modify or overrule, or return with instructions for further proceed- 
ings, records and findings certified to them by referees; (10) determine all 
claims of bankrupts to their exemptions; (11) discharge or refuse to dis- 
charge bankrupts and set aside discharges and reinstate the cases; (12) en- 
force obedience by bankrupts and other persons to all lawful orders, by 
fine or imprisonment, or tine and imprisonment; (13) extradite bankrupts 
from their respective to other districts; (14) make such orders, issue 
such process, and enter such “eae as ma necessary for the enforce- 
ment of the provisions of act; (15) pe persons for contempts com- 
mitted before referees; (16) pursuant complaints of creditors, remove 
trustees for cause upon and after notices to them; (17) tax costsand 
render judgments — t the saapeneene party. or the —— 

cause, or in part against each of the parties, and against es 
Rt deed in bankruptcy; and (18) transfer cases to other courts of bank- 
ruptey. No in this ion con shall be construed to deprive a 
court of bankruptcy of an wer it would possess were certain specific 
powers not herein enumerated. 

Ec. 18. Process, pleadings, and adjudications.—a Upon the filing of a peti- 
tion for involuntary bankreptcy. service thereof, with a writ of subpona, 
shall be made upon rson therein named as defendant in the same man- 
ner t service of such process is now had upon the commencement of a 
=—— uity in the courts of the United States, except that it shall be 
returna fifteen days, unless the judge shall for cause fix a longer 
time; but in case service can not be made, then notice shall be given 

y publication in same manner and for the same time as provided by law 


or by publication in suits in equity in courts of the United States. 
b The bankrupt, or any creditor, may appear and plead to the petition 
within ten days the return day, or within such further time as the 


court Ww. 
ce ‘All ane setting up matters of fact shall be verified under oath. 
alt the bankrupt, or any of his eomiene, mad appear, within the time 
limited, and controvert the facts alleged in the petition, the judge shall de- 
termine, as soon as may be, the issues presen by the pleadings, with or 
a the intervention of a jury,and make the adjudication or Genie the 
tition. 
~ If on the last day within which pleadings may be filed none are filed by 
the bankrupt or any of his creditors, the ju shall on the next day, if pres- 
ont, on soon thereafter as practicable, e the adjudication or dismiss 
the on. 
f f the judge is absent from the district, or the division of the district in 
a the petition t pending. on = next re 3 last a. on eS 
eadings ma , and none heve e bankrupt or any o: 
bis creditors, the —_ shall forthwith rover the case to the referee. ae 
a volun ion the ju shall hear the on 
Law n ae dleinien the ition. If the ju ib abeont 
division of the district in which the 


district on is filed 
at the timeof the , the clerk shall forthwith refer the eanate the referee. 


Sxo. 19. J eed rson against whom an involuntary petition has 
been filed shail entitled to have a trial by jury, in to any act of 
bankruptcy in such petition to have been commi upon filing a 
written a tion therefor at or before the time within which an answer 

FEO sepeeaticn is not filed within such time, a trial by jury 
ve waived. 


attendance upon the court, one wey, be y sum- 
© trial, or the case may be ed, or, if the case is pending 
Pte district courts within the jurisdiction of a circuit court of the 
United States, it may be certified for to the circuit court sitting at - 
same or by consent of parties when sitting at any other place in the 
same rict, if such circuit court has or is to have a jury first in attendance. 
cThe right to submit matters in controversy, or an alleged offense under 
this act, toa jury shall be dete: ed and loyed, except as provided by 
this the United States laws now in force or such as may 







to trials by jury. 
Sz. 20. affirmations.—a Oaths _— by this except u 
in court, may be administered by referees; (2) officers author- 
oaths in ore the courts of the United 
States, or u the laws of the State where the same are to be taken; and 
(8) or officers of the United States in any foreign country. 
b Any conscientiously op to an oath may, in lieu 
fpereet, Any peqecn who affirm falsely shall be p ed as for 
e a oa 
Szc. 21. —a A court of bankru may, upon application of any 
officer, pt, or aon , by order requize om a a person, who 
is a com) t the laws of the State in w the proceedin 
are re tee trees canner or we sudge of any Sta : 
court, concerning the acts, conduct, or pro y of a bankrup 
"ithe ate is in edministration under this act. 


in roceedings under this act shall be deter- 

according to Gaited laws now in force, or such 

ter enacted rela’ to the of depositions, except as 
ng of d shall be filed with the referee inevery 
ms are to be taken in tion Se allowance of a 


a the c t,and when in opposition 
corved upon the bankru 


be pt. 
before a ref: or of when issu 
be mdmitted as ortbenes wien Tike force an 
of SRE ae een evares of he United States 
be as yo 
ord approving the. md of a trustee shall con- 
co of te shall fin mat tapapae qetee take aoe 
the trustec recorded would have oa had not 
f confirming aside a composition 
a not evened i be vera of the 
the of the proceedings, of the f. 


was 
i copy of an order confirming a composition shall constitute 


evidence of the revesting of the title of his property in the bankrupt, and if 
recorded shall impart the same notice that a ceed from the trustee to the 
bankrupt if recorded would impart. 

Sec. 22. Reference of cases after adjudication.—a After a person has been 
adjudged a a the judge may cause the trustee to proceed with the 
administration of the estate, or refer it (1) generally to the referee or 
specially with only limited authority to act in the premises or to consider 
and report upon specified issues; or (2) to any referee within the territorial 
jurisdiction of the court, if the convenience of parties in interest will be 
served thereby, or for cause, or if the bankrupt does not do business, reside, 
or have his domicile in the district. 

b The judge may at any time, for the convenience of parties or for cause, 
transfer a case from one referee to another. 

Sec. 23. Jurisdiction of United States and State courts.—a The United 
States circuit courts shall have jurisdiction of all controversies at law and 
in equity, as distinguished from proceedings in bankruptcy, between trustees 
as such and adverse claimants concerning the property acquired or claimed 
by the trustees, in the same manner and to the same extent only as though 
bankruptcy proceedings had not been instituted and such controversies had 
been between the bankrupts and such adverse claimants. 

b Suits by the trustee shall only be brought or prosecuted in the courts 
where the bankrupt, whose estate is os administered by such trustee 
might have brought or prosecuted them if proceedings in bankruptcy ha 
not been instituted, unless by consent of the proposed defendant. 

ce The United States circuit courts shall have concurrent jurisdiction with 
the courts of bankruptcy, within their respective territorial limits, of the 
offenses enumerated in this act. 

Sec. 24. Jurisdiction of appellate courts.—aThe Supreme Court of the 
United States, the circuit courts of appeals of the United States, and the 
supreme courts of the Territories, in vacation in chambers and during their 
res tive terms, as now or as they may be hereafter held, are hereby in- 
ves with appellate jurisdiction of controversies arising in bankruptcy 

roceedings from the courts of bankruptcy from which they have eqpelate 
Jarisdiction in other cases. The Supreme Court of the United States shall 
exercise a like jurisdiction from courts of bankruptcy not within any organ- 
ized circuit of the United States and from the supreme court of the District 
of Columbia. 

Sec. 25. Appeals and writs of error.—a Controversies involving in amount 
$500 and over, adjudications upon petitions, the granting or refusal of appli 
cations for the removal of cases, and the granting and dismissals of petitions 
for discharges may be taken from courts of bankruptcy, within ten days 
after the granting of the order or the entry of the jalquena complained of, 
unless further time be granted by the judge, to their respective appellate 
tribunals, by appeal or writ of error, pursuant to the provisions of the United 
States laws now in force or such as may be hereafter enacted relating to ap- 

or writs of error, except that the same shall be returnable within ten 

“ve, unless further time be granted by the appellate court. 

Trustees shall not be required to give bonds when they take appeals or 
sue out writs of error. 

e Controversies may be certified to the Supreme Court of the United States 
from other courts of the United States, and the former court may exercise 
jurisdiction thereof and issue writs of certiorari pursuant to the provisions 
of the United States laws now in force or such as may be hereafter enacted. 

Sec. 26. Arbitration of controversies.—a The trustee may, pursuant to the 
direction of the court, submit to arbitration any controversy arising in the 
settlement of the estate. 

6 Three arbitrators shall be chosen by mutual consent or one by the trus- 
tee, one by the other party to the controversy, and the third by the two so 
chosen, or if they fail to agree in five days after their appointment the court 
shall appoint the third arbitrator. 

e The written yong Sy the arbitrators, or a majority of them, as to the 
issues presented, may be filed in court and shall have like force and effect as 
the verdict of a jury. 

Seo. 77. Compromises.—a The trustee may, with the approval of the court, 

compromise any controversy arising in the administration of the estate upon 
such terms as he may deem for the best interests cf the estate. 
Sec. 28. Designation of newspapers.—a Courts of bankruptcy shall by order 
desi te a ante gl published within their respective territorial districts, 
and in the coun mn which the bankrupt resides or the major part of his 
property is situated, in which notices required to be published xy this act 
and orders which the court may direct to be published shall be inserted. 
any court may ina particular case, for the convenience of parties in interest, 
designate some additional newspaper in which notices and orders in such 
case shall be as 

SEc. 29. Offenses.—a A person shall be punished, by imprisonment for a 

riod not to exceed five years, upon conviction of the offense of having 

nowmey and fraudulently appropriated to his own use, embezzled, spent 
or unlawfully transferred any property or secreted or destroyed any docu- 
ment belon toa ——- estate which came into his charge as trustee. 
dA person 1 be punished by imprisonment for a period not to exceed 
two — upon conviction of the offense of having knowingly and fraudu- 
lently (1) falsely accounted for or failed to account for any of his property, 
after petition filed and before adjudication, or falsely coonmntedl while a 
bankrupt for any of the property belonging to his estate by fictitious losses 
or expenses; {?) concealed while a bankrupt, or after his discharge, from his 
trustee “7 of the property belonging to his estate in bankruptcy; (3) mad 
a false oath in, or in relation to, any proceeding in bankruptcy; (4) obtaine 
in ae of bankruptcy any property with intent not to pay for the 
same or with intent to use the same to prefer a creditor or increase his estate 
in bankruptcy; (5) presented any false or substantially exaggerated claim 
for proof against the estate of a bankrupt, or used or offered to use any such 
claim in composition personally or by agent, proxy, or attorney, or as agent, 
pe , or attorney; (6) received -y. property from a bankrupt after the fil- 
ng of the petition and before the adjudication, with intent to defeat this act; 
(7) received any property or the promise of the same, or paid or promised to 
pay any property as a consideration unlawfully to act or forbear to act in 
any proceed: n abreowy, 

c A person ll be punished by fine, not to exceed $500, and forfeit his 
office, and the same shall thereupon become vacant, upon conviction of the 
offense of having knowingly (1) acted as a referee in a case in which he is 

y or indirectly interested; (2) purchased, while a referee, directly or 
ay property of the estate in bankruptcy of which he is referee; 


or Ch se . while a referee or trustee, to permit a reasonable opp rtunit 
for the tion of the accounts relating to the affairs of, and the pape 
and reco of, estates in his charge by parties in interest. 

d A person shall not be prosecu for any offense arising under this act 
unless the indictment is found or the information is filed in court within one 
year after the commission of the offense. 

Sec. 30. Rules, forms, and orders.—a All necessary rules, forms, and orders 
as to procedure and for carrying this act into force and effect shall Sora 
ee and may be amended from time to time, by the Supreme Court of the 

n 


ited States. 
Ec. 31. Computation of time.—a Whenever time is enumerated by daysiu 
act, or in any proceeding in bankruptcy, the number of days sha 
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computed by excluding the first and including the last, unless the last fall 
on a Sunday or holiday, in which event the = last included shall be the 
next day thereafter which is not a Sunday ora opal holiday. 

Sxc. 82. Transfer of cases.—a In the event petitions are filed against the 
same person, or against different members of a partnership, in different 
courts of bankruptcy each of which has jurisdiction, the cases shall be trans- 
ferred, by order of the courts relinquishing jurisdiction, to and be consoli- 
dated by the one of such courts which can proceed with the same for the 
greatest convenience of parties in interest. 

CHAPTER IIL. 
OFFICERS. 

Sec. 33. Creation of two offices.—a@ The offices of referee and trustee are 
hereby created. 

Szo. 34. Appointment, removal, and districts of referees.—a Courts of 
bankruptcy shall, within the territorial limits of which they respectivel 
have jurisdiction, (1) appoint referees, each for a term of two years, an 
may, in their discretion, remove them because their services are not needed 
or for other cause; and (2) designate, and from time to time change, the 
limits of the districts of referees, so that each county, where the services of 
areferee are needed, may constitute at least one district. 

Sec. 35. Qualifications of referees.—a Individuals shall not be eligible to 
appointment as referees unless they are respectively (1) competent to per- 
form the duties of that office; (2) not holding any office of profit or emolu- 
ment under the laws of the United States or of any State other than com- 
missioners of deeds, justices of the peace, masters in chancery, or notaries 
public; (8) not related by consanguinity or affinity, within the third degree 
as determined by the common law, to any of the judges of the courts of 
bankruptcy or circuit courts of the United States, or of the justices or 
judges of the appellate courts of the districts wherein they may be appointed; 
and (4) residents of, or have their offices in, the territorial districts for which 
they are to be appointed. 

Sec. 36. Oaths of office of referees.—a Referees shall take the same oath of 
office as that prescribed for judges of United States courts. 

Sxc. 37. Number of referees.—a Such number of referees shall be appointed 
as may be necessary to assist in expeditiously transacting the bankruptcy 
business pending in the various courts of bankruptcy. 

Sxc. 38. Jurisdiction of referees.—a Referees respectively are hereby in- 
vested, subject always toa review by the sudan thin the limits of their 
districts as established from time to time, with jurisdiction to (1) consider 
all petitions referred to them by the clerks and make the adjudications or 
dismiss the petitions; (2) exercise the pone vested in courts of bankruptcy 
for the administering of oaths to and the examination of persons as witnesses 
and for requiring the production of documents in proceedings before them, 
except the power of commitment; (3) exercise the powers of the judge for 
the taking possession and releasing of the property of the bankrupt the 
event of the issuance by the clerk of a certificate ye the absence of the 
judge from the judicial district, or the division of the district, or his sick- 
ness, or inability to act; (4) perform such yo of the duties, except as to 

uestions arising out of the applications of bankrupts for compositions or 

ischarges, as are by this act conferred on courts of bankruptcy, and as shall 
be prescribed by rules or orders of the courts of bankruptcy of their ae 
tive districts, except as herein otherwise provided; and (5) upon the applica- 
tion of the trustee during the examination of the bankrupts, or other pro- 
ceedings, authorize the employment of stenographers at the expense of the 
estates at a compensation not to exceed 10 cents per folio for reporting and 
transcribing the proceedings. 

Sgc. 39. Duties of referees.—a Referees shall tively (1) declare divi- 
dends and prepare and deliver to trustees dividend sheets showing the 
dividends déclared and to whom payable; (2) examine all schedules of prop- 
erty and lists of creditors filed by bankrupts and cause such as are incom- 

lete or defective to be amended; (3) fu such information conce: 
the estates in pe of administration before them as may be requ y 
the parties in interest; (4) give notices to creditors as herein provided; (5) 
make up records embodying the evidence, or the substance thereof, as 
upon by the parties in all contested matters arising before them, whenever 
requested to do so by either of the parties thereto, together with their find- 
ings therein, and transmit them to the sadaee; (6) pre re and file the sched- 
ules of property and lists of creditors ed to led by the ee 
or cause the same to be done, when the ts fail, refuse, or neglect to 
do so; (7) —vT aoa perfect, and transmit to the clerks the records, herein 
required to be kept by them, when the cases are concluded; (8) transmit to 
the clerks such papers as may be on file before them whenever the same aye 
needed in a7 pono in courts, and in like manner secure the return of 
such papers after they have been used, or, if it be impracticable to transmit 
the onlginal papers, transmit certified copies thereof by mail; (9) upon appli- 
cation of any party in interest, preserve evidence taken or the substance 
thereof as a upon by the parties before them when a stenographer is 
in attendance; and pe) whenever their respective offices are in the same 
cities or towns where the courts of bankruptcy convene, call upon and re- 
eeive from the clerks all papers filed in courts of bankruptcy which have 
been referred to them. 

b Referees shall not respectively (1) act in cases in which the 
or indirectly interested; (2) practice as attorneys and counselors at law in 
any ba ptcy proceed ; or (8) purchase, directly or indirectly, any 
at ay & an estate in ptcy 


Seo. 40. Compensation of referees.—a Referees shall 
ble after they are rendered, a fee of 


full com for their services, pa 

sipde with the clerk at the time the petition is filed in each case, except 

Ww afeeis not required from a voluntary bankrupt, and from estates which 

have been administered before them 1 per cent commissions on sums to be 

pe: as ee —— cunennens, or ——— of 1 per — on the amount 
credi u e of a composition. 

b enever & case en one referee to another the ju 
shall d © the jon in which the fee and commissions therefor 
shall be ed between the referees. 

¢In the event of the reference of a case bei 


are directly 


respectively receive as 


cluded hen the is specially ref eo iclos sal anaumaiie 
\ en case y re’ eo ju e e 
= ont of t the fee commissions shall be paid to ip referee. 
Suc. 41. tempts before referees.—a A — shall not, in 
before a referee, (1) diso or resist —s order, process, or wets © 
behave during a g or so near the place thereof as to obstruct the 
e, or in any oilicial transaction; (3) neglect to produce, after ha been 
nt document; or (4 


fig boon gubpernnc ieee tena 
» OF, n @ 6 Of 
HE or. atk havi > tales thes ons ee tie akedand etkatioe te 
low? Propided, ‘Tha =e oe req to ens ane wen 
15 ovine Seoateaiiadies f ——- oe in case se ewdnl aailenne 
be ‘Pala cr tendered to him. 
pee at ae ae ee 


ce 

e meee oe the facts to 

——— orbidden in this section. oe ju 8 ereupon, in os 
r, hear the evidence as to the com: of, and, if itis 

person in the same 


and foe for one day’ 
6 The ref hall 

of the 

uch as to warrant him in so doing, punish su 


_of the desi, 
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and to the same extent as for acontempt committed before the court of bank- 
ruptcy, or commit such person upon the same conditions as if the doing of 
the forbidden act had occurred with reference to the process of, or in the 
presence of, the court. 

Sec. 42, Records of referees.—a The records of all proceedings in each case 
before a referee shall be kept as nearly as may be in the same manner as rec- 
ordsare now kept in equity cases in circuit courts of the United States. 

b A record of the proceedings in each case shall be kept in a separate book 
2 books, and shall, together with the papers on file, constitute the records of 

e case. 

c The book or books containinga record of the npcocetinas shall, when the 
case is concluded before the referee, be certified a m, and, together 
with such papers as are on file before him, be transmitted to the court of 
bankruptcy and shall there remain as a of the records of the court. 

Suro. 43. feree’s absence or disability.—a Whenever the office of a ref- 
eree is vacant, or its occupant is absent or disqualified to act, the judge may 
act, or may appoint another referee, or another referee holding an appoint- 
ment under the same court may, by order of the judge, temporarily ail the 
vacancy. 

Sxc. 44. Appointment of trustees.—a The creditors of a bankrupt estate. 
at their first meeting after the adjudication or after a vacancy has occu 
in the office of trustee, or after an estate has been reopened, or after a com- 

sition has been set aside or a discharge revoked, if there is a vacancy in 

he office of trustee, shall appoint one trustee or three trustees of such es- 
tate. If the creditors do not appoint a trustee or trustees as herein pro- 
vided, the court shall do so. 

Sec. 45. Qualifications of trustees.—a Trustees may be (1) individuals who 
are respectively competent to perform the duties of that o: and reside or 
have an office in the judicial district within which they are appointed, or (2) 
corporations authorized by their charters or by law to act in such t 
and having an office in the judicial district within which they are a 5 
tes suail uct abate aay suitor groseeling wiiich Betepeespentingres Gnaund. 

ee shall not abate any suit or gw prosecu or defend- 
ing at the time of his death or removal, but the same may be proceeded with 
or defended — joint trustee or successor in the same manner as though 
the same had m commenced or was being defended by such joint trustee 
alone or by such successor. 

Sxc. 47. Duties of trustees.—a Trustees shall os tee (1) account for 
and pay over to the estates under their control all interest received by them 
upes property of such estates; (2) collect and reduce to money the ony 
of the estates for which they are trustees, under the direction of court, 
and close up the estate as ex tiously as is compatible with the best inter- 
ests of the parties in interest; (3) d tall money received by them in one 

ted depositories; (t) disburse mouer only by check or draft on 
the deposi in which it has deposited; (5) fu such information 
concerning the estates of which they are trustees and their administration 
as may be requested by es in in ; (6) keep accounts show- 
ing, amounts received and from what sources and amounts expended 
and on what accounts; (7) lay before the final meeting of the creditors de- 
tailed statements of the administration of the estates; (8) make final rts 
and file final accounts with the courts fifteen he before the days fixed for 
the final meetings of the creditors; (9) pay dividends within ten days after 
they are decla by the referees; (10) report to the courts, in writing, the 
condition of the estates and the amounts of money on hand, and such other 
details as may be required by the courts, within the first month after their 
—— and every two months thereafter, unless otherwise ordered by 
the courts; and (11) set apart the bankrupt’s exemptions and report the 
items and estimated value thereof to the court as soon as practicable after 
their appointment. ; 

b Whenever three trustees have been appointed for one estate, the concur- 
rence of at least two of them shall be necessary to the validity of their every 
act concerning the administration of the estate. 

Sec. 48. Compensation of trustees.—a Trustees shall respectively receive, 
as full compensation for their services, pa after they are rendered, a fee 
of $ de ted with the clerk at the time petition is filed in each case, ex- 
cept when a fee is not uired from a voluntary be ag ag from estates 
which they have administered, such commissions on sums to be paid as divi- 
dends and commissions as may be allowed ue cow not to exceed 8 per 
cent on the first $5,000 or less, 2 per cent: on second $5,000 or part thereof, 
and 1 per cent on such sums in excess of $10,000. 

b In the event of an estate 


three trustees 
one trustee or by successi 


ve trustees, the we apportion the fees 
and commissions between them according to the services — 
so that there shall not be paid to trustees for the administering of any estate 
a greater amount than herein prescribed. 

¢ The court may, in its discretion, withhold all compensation from any 
trustee who has been removed for cause. 

Suc. 49. Accounts and geseeast trustees.—a The 


havin prescribe, shall respectively 
i totems the United Statesin such sumasshall be fixed 
not to exceed $5,000, with such sureties as shail be 
tin duties 


©" eesteen, eleva subeet the peckecnmmaner Cicieeanl 
ore ng upon the performance 
atter their appointment. or within such further time, 
as the court may permit, 


and within ten days de 
to the United States, with such sureties as shail be 


not to exceed five da: 
by entering into bon 
roved by the courts, conditioned for the faithful of their 
official duties. 
ce The creditors of a bankrupt estate, at their first meeting after the adju- 
dication, or after a vacancy has occurred in the office of or after an 
estate has been reopened, or after a composition has been set aside or a dis- 
charge revoked, if there is a vacancy in the office of trustee, shall fix the 
amount of the bond of the trustee; they may at any time increase the amount 
of the bond. If the ¢ tors do not fix the amount of the bond of the trus- 
tee as herein provided, the court shall do so. 
an The court shall require evidence as to the actual value of the property 
sureties. 
e There shall be at least two sureties u each bond. 
The actual value of the propert over and above their 


of 
liabilities and exemptions, on each Yona ts least the amount of 
such bond. 


g Corporations organized for the purpose of sureties upon 
or authorized by law to do so, ma‘ ee 
referees and trustees whenever courts are satisfied 
parties in interest will be thereby amply protected. 
h Bonds of referees, and 
office of the of the court and 4 
t 2 nited States for the use of any person inj 
ons. 
Trustees shall not be liable, personally or on their bonds, to the United 
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ties or forfeitures incurred by the bankrupts under this 


States, for any respectively 
are 
act, of whoe secs may give joint or several bonds. 


. ve bond, as herein provided and 
writen, Tees temaibed he shall be d to have declined his appointment, 
and such failure shall create a vacancy in his office. 
I Suits referees’ bonds = — be brought subsequent to two years 
the bond. 
m Suits meget Cree bonds shall not be brought subsequent to two years 
ia date. Clerks shall respectively (1) account for, as 
sa » 
oor , ious sectved by them, the clerk's fee paid in each case and such 
other fees as may be ved for certified copies of records which may be 
repared for persons other than officers; (2) collect the fees of the clerk, ref- 
tres. t and trustee in each case instituted before filing the petition, except 
tion of a proposed voluntary bankrupt which is accom ed by an affi- 
vit that the petitioner is without, and can not obtain, the mone 
which to pay such fees; » deliver to the referees u application 
rs which may be ref to them, or, if the offices of such referees are 
not in the same cities or towns as the of such clerks, transmit such 
papers by mail, and in like manner return Sasa which were received fro; 
such referees after they have been used; (4) and within ten days after eac 


case been closed to the referee, if the case was refe the fee col- 
fected for him, and > The trustee the fee collected for him, at the time of 
filing the petition. 


Sec. 52. Compensation of clerks and marshals.—a Clerks shall respectively 


receive, as full co: m for their services to each estate, a filing fee of 


a fee isnot uired from a voluntary bankrupt. 
“ Mia Ye ahall rely. receive from the estate where an adjudication 
in bankruptcy is made, except as herein otherwise vided, for the perform- 
ance of their services in roceedings in bankru , the same fees, and ac- 


Pp 
in the same way, as th are entitled to receive f the S 
count for them y ey ote oan 


rmance of the same or similar se in other cases in acco: 
ie now in force, or such as may be hereafter enacted, fixing the compen- 
sation of 


Sc. 53. Duties of Attorney eral.—a The Attorney-General shall annnu- 
ally lay before Congress statistical tables showing for the whole country, 
an by States, the number of cases during the year of voluntary and invol- 


tary ; the amount of the rty of the estates; the divi- 
donds paid and the expenses 0 adeataigbicins wack estates; and such other 

information as he may deem important. 

Suc. 54. Sta of ptcy proceedings.—a Officers shall furnish in 
writing and transmit by mail such information as is within their nowledpe 
and as may be shown the reco and papers in their possession to the 
sae _ ene tistical purposes, within ten days after being re- 

uested by him io 
. CuarprTer IV. 
CREDITORS. 


Sec. 55. Meetings of creditors.—a The court shall cause the first meeting 
2S creditors wh eaters to aes, =~ less on = fay sewe bx 
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the baakeape done business, cile; or if that me 
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enfo t of this act. 
aA of creditors, su uent to the first one, may be held at any 
time and when all of the tors who have secured the allowance of 


sign a written consent to hold a mee’ at such time and place. 
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7 Whenever the affairs of the estate are ready to be closed a final meeting 
of creditors shall be ordered. 
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gThe claims of creditors who have received preferences shall not be 
allowed unless such creditors shall surrender their preferences. 

h The value of securities held by secured creditors shall be determined by 
converting the same into money according to the terms of the agreement 
pursuant to which such securities were delivered to such creditors or by such 
creditors and the trustee, by agreement, arbitration, compromise, or litiga- 
tion, as the court may direct, and the amount of such value shall be credited 
upon such claims, and a dividend shall be paid only on the unpaid balance. 

¢ Whenever a creditor whose claim against a bankrupt estate is secured b 
the individual undertaking of any person fails to prove such claim, ue 

may do so in the itor’s name, and if he discharge such undertak- 
on in whole or in part he shall be subrogated to that extent to the rights of 
the creditor. 

j Debts owing to the United States, a State, a county, a district, or a mu- 
nicipality as a penalty or forfeiture shall not be allowed, except for the 
amount of pecuniary loss sustained by the act, transaction, or proceeding 
out of which the —, or forfeiture arose, with reasonable and actual costs 
ees thereby and such interest as may have accrued thereon according 

Ww. 

k Claims which have been allowed may be reconsidered for cause and 
reallowed or rejected in whole or in part, according to the equities of the 
case, before but not after the estate has been closed. 

l Whenever a claim shall have been reconsidered and rejected, in whole or 
in part, upon which a dividend has been paid, the trustee may recover from 
the creditor the amount of the dividend received upon the claim if rejected 
in whole, or the proportional part thereof if rejected only in part. 

m The claim of ong estate which is being administered in bankruptcy 
against any like estate may be proved by the trustee and allowed by the 
court in the same manner and upon like termsasthe claims of other creditors. 

n Claims shall not be proved against a “arege estate subsequent to one 
xear after the adjudication; or if they are liquidated by litigation and the 

nal judgment therein is rendered within thirty days before or after tho 
expiration of such time, then within sixty days after the rendition of such 
judgment: Provided, That the right of infants and insane persons without 
guardians, without notice of the proceedings, may continue six months longer. 

Src. 58. Notices to creditors.—a Creditors shall have at least ten days’ no- 
tice by mail, to their respective addresses as they appear in the list of cred- 
itozs of the bankrupt, or as afterwards filed with the papers in the case by 
the creditors, unless they waive notice in writing, of (1) all examinations of 
the bankrupt; (2) all aecatngs upon applications for the confirmation of com- 
positions or the discharge of bankrupts; (3) all meetings of creditors; (4) all 

a) d sales of property; (5) the declaration and time of a of divi- 
ends; (6) the filing of the final accounts of the trustee, and the time when 
and the place where they will be examined and passed upon; (7) the proposed 
compromise of any controversy, and (8) the proposed dismissal of the pro- 


ngs. 

b Notice to creditors of the first meeting shall be published at least once 
and may be published such number of additional times as the court may dil- 
rect; the last publication shall be at least one week prior tothe date fixed for 
the meeting. Other notices may be published as the court shall dirsct. 

j Pr notices shall be given by the referee, unless otherwise ordered by the 
udge. 

Sc. 50. Whomay fileand dismiss petitions.—a Any qualified person may file 
a petition to be adjudged a voluntary bankrupt. 

6 Three or more creditors who have provable claims against any person 
which amount in the aggregate, in excess of the value of securities held by 
them, if any, to $500 or oyer, or if all of the creditors of such rson are less 
than twelve i number, then one of such creditors whose claim equals such 
amount may file a petition to have him adjudged a bankrupt. 

ce Petitions shall filed in duplicate, one copy for the clerk and one for 
service on the bankrupt. 

d If it be averred in the petition that the creditors of the bankrupt are less 
than twelve in number, and less than three creditors have joined as petition- 
ers therein, and the answer avers the existence of a larger number of cred- 
itors, there shall be filed with the answer a list under oath of all the cred- 
itors, with their addresses, and thereupon the court shall cause all such 
creditors to be notified of the pendency of such petition and shall delay the 

earing upon such petition for a reasonable time, to the end that parties in 

terest shall have an opportunity to be heard; if upon such hearing it shall 
appear that a sufficient number have aes in such petition or if prior to or 
during such hearing a sufficient number shall join therein, the case may be 
proceeded with, but otherwise it shall be dismissed. 

e In computing the number of creditors of a bankrupt for the purpose of 
determining how many creditors must join in the petition, such creditors as 
were employed by him at the time of the filing of the petition or are related 
to him by consanguinity or affinity within the third degree, as determined 
by the common law, and have not joined in the petition, shall not be counted. 

f Creditors other than original petitioners may at any time enter their 
appearance and join in the petition, or file an answer and be heard in opposi- 
tion to the prayer of the pe ition. 

_gA voluntary or involuntary petition shall not be dismissed by the peti- 
tioner or petitioners or for want of prosecution or by consent of parties until 
after notice to the creditors. 

Szc. 60. Preferred creditors.—a A person shall be deemed to have give 
a preference if, being fusolvent or in contemplation of insolvency or bank- 
ruptey. he has procured or suffered a judgment to be entered against him- 
self in favor of any person, or made a transfer of ~ of his property with 
intent to (1) defeat the operation of this act, or (2) enable any one of his cred- 
mae to obtain a greater percentage of his debt than any other of such cred- 

tors of the same class. 

off a bankrupt shall have givena preference within four months before 
the filing of ape, or after the filing of the petition and before the ad- 
judication, and the person receiving it, or to be benefited thereby, or his 
agent acting therein, shall have bad reasonable cause to believe that it was 
intended menene to givea preference, it shall be voidable by the trustee, and 
he may recover the property or its value from such person. 

elf a creditor has referred, and afterwards in good faith gives the 
debtor further credit without security of any kind for property which be- 
comes a part of the debtor's estate, the amount of such new credit remainin 
unpaid at the time of the adjudication in bankruptcy may bo set off agains 
the amount which would otherwise be recoverable from him. 

a If a debtor shall, directly or indirectly, in contemplation of the filing of 
@ petition by or a inst him, pay money or transfer properiy to an attorney 
and counselor at law, solicitor in equity, or proctor in admiralty for services 
rendered or to be rendered in excess of a reasonable amount, such excess 
may be recovered by the trustee in the event of such debtor being adjudged 
a bankrupt. 

CHAPTER V. 


ESTATES. 


Sxc. 61. Depositories for money.—a Courts of bankruptcy shall designate, 
by order, banking institutions as depositories for the money of bankrupts 
estates, as convenient as may bo to the residences of trustees, and shall 
tes, subject to their approval, to be given by 


fequire bonds to thé United S 
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such banking institutions, and may from time to time as occasion may re- 
quire, by like order, increase the number of depositories or the amount of 
any bond or change such depositories. 

Src. 62. Expenses of administering estates.—a The actual and nece 
expenses incurred by officers in the administration of estates shall, except 
where other provisions are made for their payment, be reported in detail 
under oath, and examined and approved or disapproved by the court. 1? 
approved, they shall be paid or allowed out of the estates in which they were 
incurred. 

Sxc.03. Debts which may be proved.—aDebts of the bankrupt may be 
roved and allowed against his estate which are (1) a fixed liability, as evi- 
enced by a judgment or an instrument in writing, absolutely owing at the 

time of the filing of the petition against him, whether then payable or not, 
with any interest thereon which would have been recoverable at that date or 
with a rebate of interest upon such as were not then payable and did not 
bear interest; (2) due as costs taxable against an involuntary bankrupt who 
was at the time of the filing of the petition against him plaintiff in a cause of 
action which would pass to the trustee and which the trustee declines to 
rosecute after notice; (3) founded upon a claim for taxable costs incurred 
n good faith by a creditor before the filing of the petition in an action to re- 
cover a provable debt; (4) founded upon an open account, or upon a contract 
express or implied; and (5) founded upon_provable debts reduced to judg- 
ments after the filing of the petition and before the consideration of the 
bankrupt’s application for a discharge, less costs incurred and interest ac- 
crued after the filing of the petition and up to the time of the entry of such 
judgments. 
b Unliquidated claims against the bankrupt may, pursuant to application 
to the court, be liquidated in such manner asit shall direct, and may there- 
after be proved and allowed against his estate. 

Sxc. 64. Debts which have priority.—a The court shall order the trustee to 
ay all taxes legally due and owing by the bathkrupt to the, United States, 

Btate, county, district, or municipality in advance of the payment of divi- 
dends to creditors, and upon filing the receipts of the proper public officers 
for such payment he s te credited with the amount thereof, and in case 
any question arises as to the amount or legality of any such tax the same shall 
be heard and determined by the court. : ; ene 

b The debts to have priority, except as herein provided, and to be paid in 
full out of bankrupt estates, and the order of payment, shall be (1) the actual 
and necessary cost of preserving the estate subsequent to filing the petition; 
(2) the filing fees paid by creditors in involuntary cases; (3) the cost of ad- 
iiametion. including the fees and mileage payable to witnesses as now or 
hereafter provided by the laws of the United States, and one reasonable at- 
torney’s fee, for the professional services actual rendered, irrespective of 
the number of attorneys employed, to the petitioning creditors in involun- 
tary cases, to the bankrupt in involuntary cases while performing the duties 
herein prescribed, and to the bankrupt in voluntary cases, as the court ma 
allow; (4) wages due to workmen, clerks, or servants which haye been earne 
within three months before the date of the commencement of proceedings, 
not to exceed $300 to each claimant; and (5) debts owing to any person who 
by the laws of the States or the United States is entitled to priority. 

cIn the event of the confirmation of the composition being set aside, or a 
discharge revoked, the property acquired by the bankrupt in addition to his 
estate at the time the composition was confirmed or the adjudication was 
made shall be applied to the payment in full of the claims of creditors for 
property sold to cies on credit, in good faith, while such composition or dis- 
charge was in force, and the residue, if any, shall be applied to the payment 
of the debts which were owing at the time of the adjudication. 

Ssc. 65. Declaration and payment of dividends.—a Dividends of an equal 
per cent shall be declared and paid on all allowed claims, except such as have 
priority or are secured. : 

b The first dividend shall be declared within thirty days after the adjudi- 
cation, if the money of the estate in excess of the amount necessary to pay 
the debts which have priority and such claims as have not been, but prob- 
ably will be, allowed equais 5 per cent or more of such allowed claims. Divi- 
dends subsequent to the first shall be declared upon like terms as the first 
and as often as the amount shall equal 10 pe cent or more and upon comms 
the estate. Dividends may be declared oftener and in smaller proportions 
the judge shall so order. : : 

ec The rights of creditors who have received dividends, or in whose favor 
final dividends have been declared, shall not be affected by the proof and al- 
lowance of claims subsequent to the date of such payment or declarations 
of dividends; but the creditors proving and securing the allowance of such 
claims shall be paid dividends equal in amount to those already received by 
the other creditors if the estate equals so much before such other creditors 
are paid any further dividends. 

d Whenever a person shall have beenadjudged a bankrupt by acourt with- 
out the United States and also by a court of bankruptcy, creditors residin: 
within the United States shall first be paid a dividend equal to that receiv 
in the court without the United States by other creditors before creditors 
who have received a dividend in such court shall be paid any amounts. 

eA claimant shall not be entitled to collect from a are estate any 
greater amount than shall accrue pursuant to the provisions of this act. 

Suc. 66. Unclaimed dividends.—a Dividends which remain unclaimed for six 
months after the final dividend has been declared shall be paid by the trustee 
into court. 

b Dividends remaining unclaimed for one year shall, under the direction of 
the court, be distributed to the creditors whose claims have been allowed but 
not paid in full,and after such claims have been paid in full the balance shall 
be paid tothe bankrupt: Provided, That in case unclaimed dividends belong to 
minors such minors may have one year after arriving at majority to claim 
such dividends. 

Seo. 67. Liens.—a Claims which for want of record or for other reasons 
would not have been valid liens as st the claims of the creditors of the 
bankrupt shall not be liens against his estate. 

b Whenever a creditor is prevented from enforcing his rights as against a 
lien created, or attempted to be created, by his debtor, who afterwards be- 
comes a bankrupt, the trustee of the estate of such bankrupt shall be subro- 
gated to and may enforce such rights of such creditor for the benefit of the 
estate. 

cA lien created by or obtained in or pursuant to any suit or proceeding at 
law or in equity, including an attachment upon mesne process or a jodement 
by confession, which was begun against a person within four months before 
the filing of a petition in bankruptcy by or ae such person shall be dis- 
solved by the adjudication of such person to a saernnt if (1) it ap 
that said lien was obtained and permitted while the defendant was insolvent 
and in contemplation of bankruptcy and with a view to work a preference, 
or (2) the pert? or parties to be benefited thereby had reasonable cause to 
believe the defendant was insolvent and in contemplation of bankruptcy. 
or (3) that such lien was sought and permitted in fraud of the provisions o 
this act; or if the dissolution of such lien would militate against the best in- 
terests of the estate of such person the same shall not be dissolved, but the 
trustee of the estate of such person, for the benefit of the estate, shall be sub- 
sees to the rights of the holder of such lien and empowered to perfect and 
enforce the same in his name as trustee with like force and effect as such 
holder might have done had not bankruptcy proceedings intervened. 
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d Liens given or accepted in good faith and not in contemplation of or in 
fraud upon this aes, one for a present consideration, which have been re- 
corded according to law, if record thereof was necessary in order to impart 
notice, shall not be affected by this act. 

Sec. 68. Set-offs.and counterclaims.—alIn all cases of mutual debts or 
mutual credits between the estate of a bankrupt and a creditor the account 
shall be stated and one debt shall be set off t the other, and the balance 


only shall be allowed or paid. 

bA set-off or counterc shall not be allowed in favor of any debtor of 
the bankrupt which (1) is not provable _—— the estate, or (2) was —_ 
chased by or transferred tohim after the filing of the pas. or within four 
months before such filing, with a view to such use and with knowledge or no- 
tice — such bankrupt was insolvent, or had committed an act of bank 
ruptcy. 

Sxc. 69. Possession of pee 28. judge may, upon satisfactory proof, 
or affidavit, that a bankrup st whom an involuntary petition has been 
filed and is pending has committed an act of bankruptcy, or has neglected or 
is neglecting, or is about to so neglect his property that it has thereby de- 
teriorated, or is thereby doteriorating, or is about thereby to deteriorate in 
value, issue a warrant to the marshal to seize and hold it subject to further 
orders. Before such warrantisissued the petitioners spplyin therefor shall 
enter into a bond in such an amount as the judge shall fix, with such sureties 
as he shall approve, conditioned toindemnify sach bankrupt for such damages 
as he shal] sustain in the event such seizure shall prove to have been wrong- 
fully obtained. Such property shall be released, if such bankrupt shall give 
bond in a sum which shall be fixed by the judge, with such sureties as he 
shall approve, conditioned to turn over such property, or pay the value 
thereof in money to the trustee, in the event he is adjudged a bankrupt 
pursuant to such petition. 

Sec. 70. Title to property.—a The trustee of the estate of a sane upon 
his appointment and qualification, and his successor or successors, if he 
have one or more, upon his or their appointment and qualification, shall in 
turn be vested by operation of law with the title of the bankrupt, as of the date 
he was ar a rupt, exceptin so far as it is to property which is ex- 
empt, to all (1) documents relat to his progeetr; (2) inte: in patents, 
patent rights, copyrights, and trade-marks; (3) powers which he might have 
exercised for his own benefit, but not those which he might have exercised 
for some other person; (4) seceerty eaeeres by him in fraud of his cred- 
itors; (5) property which prior to the ——o the petition he could - an 
means have transferred or which might have been levied upon an sold 
under judicial process sans him: Provided, That when any bankrupt 
have any insurance policy which has a cash surrender value Razeble to 
himself, his estate, or personal representatives, he may, within thirty days 
after the cash surrender value has been ascertained and stated to the trustee 
by the company issuing the same, pay or secure to the trustee the sum so as- 
certained and stated, and continue to hold, own, and carry such icy free 
from the claims of the creditors participating in the distribution of his estate 
under the bankruptcy proc oO seube the policy shall pass to the 
trustee as assets; and (6) rights of action upon contracts or from the 
unlawful tak or detention of, or injury to, property. 

b All real and personal property belhneing to bee om a estates shall be ap- 
praised by three disinterested appraisers; they shall appointed by, and 
report to,the court. Real and personal prope 7 shall, when practica be 
sold subject to the approval of the court; it shall not be sold otherwise than 
ag to the approval of the court for less than 75 per cent of its appraised 
value. 

c The title to pow of a bankrupt estate which has been sold, as herein 
provided, shall be conveyed to the purchaser by the trustee. 

d Whenever a com tion be set aside, or discharge revoked, the 
trustee shall — appointment and qualification, vested as herein 
provided with the title to all of the propert of the bankrupt as of the date 
of the final decree setting aside the composition or rev the discharge. 

e The trustee may avoid any transfer by the bankru 

, and may recover 


which any creditor of such rupt might have avoid: 
the property so t rred, or its value, from the person to whom it was 


transferred. unless he was a bona fide holder for value prior to the date of 
the adjudication. Such fame me | may be recovered or its value collected 
from whoever may have received it, except a bona fide holder for value. 

JS Upon the confirmation of a composition offered by a pt, the title 
to his property shall thereupon revest in him. 


THE TIME WHEN THIS ACT SHALL GO INTO EFFECT. 


This act shall go into effect upon (1) its passage, as to the promulgation 
of rules, forms, and orders and the appointment of referees, and the desig- 
nation of the districts in which they respectively have jurisdiction; and 
(2) the expiration of six months after its passage, as to all its other provisions, 
except that no cognizance shall be taken, pursuant to its provisions. of the 
acts of eee so far as they constitute acts of bankruptey or offenses as 
a efined, prior to the date when the act shall go into full force and 
effect. 


h Proceedings commenced under State insolvency laws before this act 
shall go into full force and effect shall not be aff. by it. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, in ng the debate on the 
bankruptcy bill, it is prooe to say that there are many members 
who desire to be heard, and being permitted to control the time 
in favor of the bill, I do not wish to be unreasonable in the con- 
sumption of time in presenting my views. I therefore request 
members not to interrupt me during my remarks, It may be that 
questions will arise in the minds of gentlemen that will be fully 
considered by me before I close, so that their questions may not be 
necessary. 

After I conclude my observations, I shall be very glad to enter- 
— any questions, and will frankly answer them, so far as I am 
able. 

THE PROVISIONS OF THE BILL. 

Mr. Speaker, my first aim will be to give attention to the pro- 
visions of the bill recommended by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, so that the House may know what is proposed by the bill 
before we enter into the general treatment of a national bank- 
ruptcy law. 

BANKRUPT LAW NOT COMPLICATED. 

To those of you who may consider this subject of bankruptcy 
legislation as complicated, I wish to say that it is not only not com- 
plicated, but that it is in fact very simple. 

Let me illustrate, in brief, the simplicity of the subject as I 
shall treat it. 


Bankruptcy legislation is part of the history of every civilized 
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country. It is provided for in express terms in our Federal Con- 
ie. It is the embodiment of the rules of equity as applied 
to the affairs of dishonest and financially unfortunate men and 
their creditors. Our bill in the shortest ble way defines the 
duties and makes secure the rights of parties to bankruptcy 
proceedin Men fail just as certainly as men die, and in conse- 
quence a fankruptoy law is just as necessary as probate laws. 

There has been avery general demand for action by Congress, and 
the protests against su action have, for the most part, emanated 
from one source. I anticipate with confidence that as the result 
of the of our bill hundreds of thousands of men who are 
now ab serv. beneath burdens which they can not themselves 
remove will be rescued without practical detriment to their cred- 
itors; that hereafter untold sums will be annually saved to credit- 
ors of bankrupt estates which are now oer spent in useless 
strife to determine which of them shall be paid in full and which 
shall receive nothing; and that will prevent large numbers of 
men from committing frauds, as they now do, because such frauds 
seem to them proper in the performance of their sacred duties to 
their dependents. : s 7 

I will now enter upon the consideration of the pending bill, and 
will first consider 





PROCEEDINGS IN BANKRUPTCY. 

The in bankruptcy are simple, easily understood, 
and the costs in connection therewith will be very small. In 
brief, they are as follows: 

COURTS OF BANKRUPTCY. 


Courtsof bankruptcy are the district courts of the United States 
and of the Territories, the supreme court of the District of Colum- 
bia, and the United States court of the Indian Territory and of 
Alaska. 

Original jurisdiction at law and in oir is to be exercised by 
courts of bankruptcy in the administration of the bankruptcy act. 

Bankruptcy proceedings will be conducted in term time and 
during vacation; that is, such courts will always be for the 
dispatch of bankruptcy business. This provision of the law will 


prevent the long delays between terms of court which are now 
experienced under the provision of the State insolvency laws. 

Appeals may be taken from final decisions of co of bank- 
ruptcy to the appellate courts. 


JURISDICTION AND DUTIES OF REFEREES. 


Referees shall be poyenees by courts of bankruptcy, each for a 
term of two years, an ~~ removed. 

The boundaries of their districts will be designated and may be 
changed Lene oe of bankruptcy. 

It is contemplated that there will be at least one referee’s dis- 
trict in each county. 

The qualifications of referees are that they shall be competent 
to act in that capacity; that they are persons who are not holdin 
any office of profit or emolument other than commissioner o 
deeds, — of the peace, master in chancery, or notary pub- 
lic, and who are not related by consanguinity or affinity within 
the third degree to any of the judges of the courts of Renmananey 
or circuit courts of the Uni States or judges of the appellate 
courts. They must be residents of or have their offices in the 
district for which Se 

The oath of office taken by judges of United States courts must 
be taken by referees before they enter upon the performance of 
their duties. 

A bond in such sum as shall be fixed by the court, not to exceed 
$5,000, with good surety, shall be given by referees before assum- 

the duties of office. 
its upon referees’ bonds shall not be brought subsequent to two 
years after the alleged breach of the bond. 

——_ is no limit tothe number of referees which may be ap- 
pointed. The number will be such as shall prove necessary in 
order to expeditiously transact the bankruptcy business. It is 
al er i that the number will be very large in the be- 

and that as the accumulation of bankruptcy business is 
of the number will be gradually reduced. 
e on of referees is to be exercised, subject always 
to a review by the judge. Such reviews can be secured upon a 
plication of the aggrieved party and without the giving of a bond. 

Uncontested involuntary petitions and voluntary 
be acted upon by them ia the absence of the judge 
ch the proceedings are pending. 
of contested petitions in involuntary cases, and of 

harges, and questions relating to the confirmation 
settlements between the bankrupt and his creditors can not be 
heard before a referee, but must be considered in court. In gen- 
eral ll other matters relating to the administration of the 
estate may be conducted before the referee. 

Cases may be referred from one referee to another by order of 
when the convenience of parties will be best served 


is Waal thin éteiddbichen ot referees will not be paid to them 


aH 


titions may 
om the dis- 
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until the cases in which earned have been closed and the records 
have been properly returned to court. 

The commissions payable to referees will be computed not upon 
the income or outgo of the estates administered before them, but 
upon the money actually paid to creditors in dividends. 

t is thought that the above provisions as to the payment of the 
compensation of referees will interest them in the prompt admin- 
istration of bankruptcy estates. 

Contempts committed before referees shall be reported to the 
court, and the offender shall be treated in like manner as though 
such contempts had been committed before the court. 

In the absence of a referee another referee may be appointed to 
perform his duties. 

Referees shall be fined not to exceed $500 and forfeit their office 
if convicted of having knowingly acted as referees in any case in 
which they were interested, or purchased while acting as referees, 
directly or indirectly, any property of estates being administered 
before them. 





STATE COURTS. 


The jurisdiction of State courts to try controversies between 
the trustees of bankrupt estates and parties claiming adverse in- 
terest is not in any way interfered with. 

Suits by the trustee shall only be brought in the courts where 
the bankrupt might have brought them except for the misfortune 
of his bankruptcy, unless by theconsent of the proposed defendant. 

Under the last bankruptcy law the litigation incident to the 
settlement of estates was conducted almost wholly in United States 
courts. The result was great inconvenience and much expense to 
a majority of the people interested in such litigation as principals, 
witnesses, and attorneys. Such will not be the effect under this 
bill. It is proper that such should not be the case, speaking gen- 
erally, in behalf of the administration of justice. Let me illus- 
trate: 

If A and B live in different counties of the same State, and have 
a transaction or. credit, and A desires to sue B in relation thereto, 
he must, speaking in general terms, go to the home county of B 
and bring suit in the court there or secure personal service on him 
in some other county. If it happens that B lives at a distance 
from the meeting place of a United States court and A should be- 
come a bankrupt, it might prove a great hardship upon B to be 
sued by A’s trustee in such court. 

It is not thought that A’s misfortune in becoming a bankrupt 
should be visited upon B, who is blameless in the matter. Hence 
it is provided that the courts, which otherwise would have juris- 
diction of the controversy had not bankruptcy proceedings inter+ 
vened, shall not be ousted of their jurisdiction. 

UNITED STATES CIRCUIT COURTS. 

Whenever a debtor against whom an involuntary petition has 
been filed demands that the question as to whether or not he has 
committed an act of bankruptcy shall be tried by a jury, such 
trial may be had in a United States circuit court, if such case is 
pending in any one of the district courts of the United States 
within the jurisdiction of the circuit court of the United States 
and such a case may be certified for trial to the circuit court 
sitting at the same place as the district court, or by the consent 
of parties while sitting at any other place in the same district, in 
the event such circuit court has, or is to have, a jury first in at- 
tendance. 

The United States circuit courts shall have jurisdiction of all 
controversies at law and in equity, as distinguished from proceed- 
ings in bankruptcy, between trustees as such, and adverse claim- 
ants concerning property rights, in the same manner and to the 
same extent only as though bankruptcy proceedings had not been 
instituted, but such controversies cot ioe between such bank- 
rupts before the adjudication and such adverse claimants. 

Persons accused of having committed offenses under the banke 
ruptcy act may be tried in the United States circuit courts. 


VOLUNTARY BANKRUPTCY. 


If a debtor, not a corporation, who owes debts desires the benefit 
of the act, he may file his petition under oath voluntarily. 

The payment of any fees can be avoided by a proposed voluntar 
bankrupt, provided he accompanies his petition by an affidavit 
stating that he is without and can not obtain the money with 
which to pay such fees. 

A schedule of the petitioner's property shall be filed with the 
petition under oath by him, showing the amount and kind of prop- 
erty, the location thereof, its money value in detail, and a hst of 
his creditors, the amounts due each of them, the consideration 
therefor, and the security held by them, if any, and a claim for 
his exemptions. Such schedule shall be filed in triplicate, one 


copy for the clerk, one for the referee, and one for the trustee. 
@ judge, if present, shall consider the petition of a volunt: 
bankrupt and make the adjudication or dismiss the petition. 
he is absent from the district or the division of the district i 
which the petition is filed at the time it is filed, the clerk s 
forthwith refer it to the referee. 





aga 


Re 2 RAIS INN mL IDET S 


1786 


Referees shall consider the petitions referred to them and make 
adjudications or dismiss the petitions. 

It has been suggested that debtors may unnecessarily become vol- 
untary bankrupts. It is not reasonable to believe that they will 
doso. Thevoluntary petitioner must surrender all of his property 
over and above the amount of exemptions allowed by the laws of 
the State in which he lives. His creditors will select the trustee 
to represent them in the marshaling and distribution of such 
property as the debtor may have. 

If any fraudulent conveyances have been made, the trustee will 
be empowered to secure the cancellation of such conveyances and, 
upon recovering the property, to distribute it to the creditors. If 
such debtor has been guilty of wrongdoing of any kind, the 
trustee will in all probability unearth it and secure to the cred- 
itors their rights, whatever they may be. 

Tf it should come to the knowledge of the trustee that the bank- 
rupt had been guilty of any frauds or wrongdoing punishable by 
the act, no doubt the bankrupt would in due course be charged 
and tried. In view of all which it seems extremely improbable 
that any debtor who can possibly avoid it will become a volun- 
tary bankrupt. 

After the entry of the adjudication that the petitioner is a bank- 
rupt, there is no distinction as between bankrupts—that is, it is 
immaterial to the bankrupt and to the creditors whether the peti- 
tion was filed by the bankrupt or by his creditors, as the rights of 
both voluntary and involuntary bankrupts are identical and their 
estates are administered under the same provisions of the bill. 


INVOLUNTARY BANKRUPTCY. 


A debtor (not a national bank, a person engaged chiefly in farm- 
ing or the tilling of the soil, or a wage earner) who owes more 
than $1,000 may be proceeded against in involuntary bankruptcy. 

Petitions by creditors in involuntary bankruptcy shall be filed 
in duplicate, one copy for the clerk and one for service on the 
bankrupt. 

The petition must allege the commission of one or more acts of 
bankruptcy on the part of the defendant. 

Speaking generally, it may be said that acts of bankruptcy 
mean acts on the part of a debtor which are dishonest or show an 
inability or unwillingness to pay matured obligations or to pro- 
tect his property from being carried away by creditors in prefer- 
ences. 

To those who believe in the enactment of a comprehensive bank- 
ruptcy law it seems reasonable that if a debtor acts dishonestly, 
or becomes hopelessly insolvent, his creditors ought to collectively 
have an opportunity to at least secure a percentage of their claims, 
either as the result of an administration under the provisions of a 
bankruptcy law or as a matter of settlement. They point out that 
it would be no greater hardship on the debtor to have his creditors 
proceed against him collectively in bankruptcy than to have them 
proceed individually against him in suits at law or in equity. 

With reference to the rights of the creditor, speaking in a finan- 
cial sense, it is immaterial whether the debtor has acted dishon- 
estly or become insolvent and defaulted on payment due, as the 


robable result to him in either case will be the loss of a part of 
his claim. 
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In order that the debtor of be placed at no greater disadvan- 
i 


tage in a bankruptcy proceeding than in an ordinary suit, very 
careful restrictions have been placed upon the institution of bank- 
= proceedings. 

Under the last bankruptcy law the institution of proceedings 
in bankruptcy frequently proved a very great detriment to the 
defendant when he was finally adjud a bankrupt. That is to 
say, the title of the trustee related back to the time of the com- 
mencement of the proceedings. The result of this provision was 
that the trustee might recover property which was sold during 
the pendency of the proceedings and before the defendant was 
declared by the bankruptcy court to bea bankrupt. The same is 
true of the present British bankruptcy law. 

This possible hardship has been avoided under the provisions 
of our bill by providing that the title of the bankrupt shall vest 
in the trustee not as of the date of the filing of the proceedings, 
but as of the date of the adjudication. The result of all which is 
that the defendant in a bankruptcy proceeding is in no worse 
sition than the defendant in any proceeding at law or in equity. 

The petition, with a writ of subpoena, will be served on the de- 
fendant in the same manner that service of petitions is now had 
upon the commencement of suits in equity in courts of the United 
States, except that it shall be returne thin fifteen days, unless 
the judge extends the time. 

The defendant or any creditor may appear in the bankrup 
court and plead to the petition within ten days after the return 
day, or within such additional time as may be allowed by the 
judge. 


If the answer sets up matters of fact, it must be verified. 
There shall be filed with the answer a list of creditors, under 
oath, whenever the petition is filed by less than three creditors 
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and it alleges that there are not more than twelve creditors, and 
the answer alleges that there are more than twelve creditors. 

The defendant in bankruptcy proceedings shall be entitled, upon 
application, to have a trial by jury. 

Appeals may be taken by involuntary bankrupts from the ad- 
judication against them within ten days after the entry of the 
judgment, or within such further time as may be granted by the 
judge. Such appeals will be taken in accordance with the pro- 
visions of law now in force upon that subject, or such as may be 
hereafter enacted. 

The involuntary bankrupt, after having been finally adjudged 
such, must, within ten days thereafter, unless further time is 
granted, prepare, make oath to, and file in court a schedule of his 
property in detail and a list of his creditors, with their addresses, 
and claim such exemptions as he considers himself entitled to, all 
in triplicate, so that there may be one copy for the clerk, one for 
the referee, and one for the trustee. 

After the adjudication there are no distinctions between bank- 
rupts. That is, a —— is a bankrupt without distinction 
growing out of the initiative proceedings. So, too, with regard 
to the administrations of the estate and the rights of creditors. 

* THE BANKRUPT. 

After the final adjudication the bankrupt must attend the first 
meeting of his creditors, if notified by any of them to do so. 

When present at the first meeting of his creditors, and at such 
other times as the court shall order, the bankrupt must submit to 
an examination concerning the conduct of his business, the cause 
of his bankruptcy, his dealings with his creditors and other per- 
sons, the amount and whereabouts of his pro , and, in widi- 
ee to all matters which may affect the istration of his 
estate. 

In general terms, the bankrupt must, with reference to the 
estate, give such assistance as he can in its administration, to the 
end that it may be marshaled and distributed among his creditors 
on am will not oe itted to for a discharge until 

will no permi y fora 2 unti 
the expiration of two months after the Bets when he was finally 
adjudged a bankrupt. 

The reason for not ee the application to be filed earlier 
is that it is thought t tors ought to have at least that time 
in which to causé an investigation of his affairs to be made and to 
determine whether or not they ought to spam his application 
for a discharge and have grounds for so doing. The petition for 
a discharge may be filed after the expiration of two months sub- 
sequent to the adjudication, a any time du the next four 
months; that is to say, during the last four of the six months 
immediately subsequent to the date of the final adjudication. 

If it transpires that the application for a not made 
within such time by the bankrupt, and he prove to the satis- 
faction of the judge that he was unavoidably prevented from 
making the application during such time, then such application 
may be made within the next six months; that is, the last 
six of the first twelve months subsequent to the date of the 
adjudication, But an application for a discharge can not be filed 
after the expiration of twelve months subsequent to the date of 
Ten days’ notice of the filing of lication for a discharge 

en days’ notice of the filing of an application for a 
shall be given by mail to the creditors, so that they may, if they 
desire, be present either to oppose or support such application. 

The application for a discharge and such pleas as may be made 
in opposition thereto by parties in interest will be heard by the 
judge at such time as may be most convenient for all parties. 

A discharge will be granted unless it shall be made to pee 
speaking in general terms, that the defendant has been guilty of 
some act of dishonesty or has been guilty of the perpetration of 
frauds with reference to his merry, 

Although a discharge in bankruptcy may be ted, still it 
will not operate as nst taxes or judgments w have been 
rendered in actions for the commission of frauds or the willful 


or malicious injury to persons or pro , or as agaist 
unless the 


debts as have not been os sched spy 
as were crea 
tly 


was known to the creditor, or such 
wrongdoing while acting as an officer or in a nanny c : 
Discharges may be revoked which have been fraudul ° 


ee applications made within one year after they were 
nted. 
Codebtors of a bankrupt are not affected by his di ; 


A debtor shall be deemed to have given a ears 
lvent or in contemplation of Susehvenny he Latleret'S 
mens to be entered agpiest himself in favor of my of 
made a transfer of any of his property with an inte t to defen 
the operation of this act or enable one of his to obtain 
a greater percentage of his claim than any other of such creditors 
of the same class. 
Claims that arise out of a contract, for which a oe 
spo at om time it was made, in good faith, shall not be 
y ac 
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adjudication. It shall be held at the county seat of the county in 
which the bankrupt has done business, resided, or had his domi- 
cile, or, for the convenience of parties, a more convenient place 
may be fixed by the court. If it happens that such meeting is not 
held within that time, it shall be held at an early date thereafter. 

The creditors shall have at least ten days’ notice by mail of all 
meetings of creditors. 

The notice to creditors of the first meeting shall be published at 
least once, and may be published such ee of additional times 
as the court may direct. The last publication shall be at least one 
week prior to the date fixed for the meeting. 

The judge or referee shall preside at the first meeting of cred- 
itors. 

The trustee shall be elected at the first meeting of the creditors. 
One or three trustees, as the creditors may prefer, shall be elected 
for each estate. The creditors will in like manner fill the office 
of trustee whenever it is vacant from any cause. 

The creditors shall at each meeting take such steps as may be 
pertinent and necessary for the promotion of the best interests of 
the estate. 

If it is believed by the petitioning creditors at the time of the 
filing of the petition that the defendant has committed an act of 
bankruptcy and that he is neglecting his property so that it is be- 
coming deteriorated or that the defendant is about to make away 
with his property to their detriment, they may apply to the court 
for a writ of seizure against the ow of the defendant. 

The court must be satisfied by evidence that the fears of the pe- 
titioning creditors are well founded before issuing such a writ. 
The court will also require before awarding the writ that the pe- 
titioning creditors enter into bond with ample sureties for the 
ind fying of the defendant for such damages as he will sus- 
tain in the event such seizure shall prove to have been wrongfully 
obtained. 

The defendant may, if he desires, in the event his property is 
seized pending the ae and before the adjudication, give 
a forthcoming bond for the return of the property, or the pay- 
ment of its money value, in the event he is adjudged a bankrupt. 

It will be noted that the above provisions protect the creditors 
of an estate from its being spirited away, and on the other hand 
give the debtor ample opportunity to protect his property interests 
in the event he desires to contest the charge that he is a bankrupt. 

At creditors’ meetings matters shall be passed upon by a major- 
ity vote in number of creditors anda majority in amount of the 
claims held by them. 

The proof of claims will be an inexpensive proceeding, but if it 
transpires that fraudulent claims have been allowed, they may be 
reconsidered and rejected. 

Creditors may be punished by imprisonment not to exceed two 
years upon being convicted, after a fair trial, of having knowingly 
and fraudulently presented any false claims against a bankrupt 
estate, or having received property in consideration of acting un- 
lawfully in any bankruptcy proceedings. 


Debts ch shall have priority are the actual costs of preserv- 
ia Sate, the filing fees pai by creditors, the cost of admin- 
istration, wages due workmen, clerks, or servants which have 
been earned within three months, not to exceed $800 each, and 
debts owing to any person oe by the laws of the States or the 

Tni tes is entitled to priority. 
" Sonpeentienie can not become voluntary bankrupts, but may be 
proceeded against in involuntary bankruptcy. 

Partnerships may be proceeded against bankruptcy in the 
same manner as individuals. : . 

The exemptions of the bankrupt will be allowed as prescribed 
by the State laws in force at the time of the filing of the petition 
in the State wherein he had his domicile for six months, or the 
greater portion thereof, immediately preceding the filing of the 

ition. , : 
been suggested that since the exemption as provided by 
comune States is different from those provided by every other 
State, a law which does not interfere with them may be unconsti- 
tutional because not uniform. There are two replies to this sug- 
gestion: The first is that the last bankruptcy law recognized the 
validity of the exemption of the State laws as of acertain date and 
notwithstanding such provision was held to be constitutional by 

e courts. 
The second reply is, that the proposed law does not undertake 
to confirm, or to in any sense enact, the laws as in force in the sev- 
eral States, but simply refuses to interfere with such laws or to 
make any provision for providing other exemptions for ts. 
If the law should be criticised in this, that it does not provide a 
uniform exemption different from the States or undertake to ex- 
ercise any control over State legislation upon that subject, the 
reply is that it is not necessary for it to do soas a legal proposition, 
and that it is impracticable for it to do.so as a matter of policy. 

The needs of the poor man in each of the States is different from 
the needs of poor men similarly situated in other States—that is to 
say, in order for an insolvent debtor to protect his family from 
want in, say, Florida, he must have housskala belongings of quite 
a different charaeter than would be necessary if he was a resident 
of, say, Maine or Oregon. If it would undertake to provide a uni- 
form exemption in money value, the same difficulties would be 
neue ; 

That is to say, the amount that would be necessary to provide 
the modest belongings which the insolvent debtor should have for 
the needed protection of his family in, say, Connecticnt, would 
be ver sone less than would be required for the same debtor to 
make like provision if he were a citizen of Montana or Texas. 

In view of all which it has been thought advisable by the com- 
mittee not to endeavor to utilize the kruptcy law as a means 
of correcting State tion on this important subject. Those 
who may fear that bill on this account is unconstitutional 
may calm their fears, as there is not the slightest danger in this 


respect. 

en may be punished by imprisonment not to exceed two 
years upon having been tried and convicted of having knowingly 
and fraudulently failed to account properly for their property; 
having concealed their property from the trustee, or committed | After the filing of a petition in bankruptcy, either voluntarily 
perjury, or obtained property in contemplation of bankruptcy 


SETTLEMENTS BETWEEN DEBTORS AND THEIR CREDITORS. 


rju € by a debtor or by his creditors, a settlement may be reached as 
with intent not to pay for it. between the debtor and his creditors, and be confirmed by the 
THE CREDITORS. courts, so that it will be binding upon all of them. 


A petition in involuntary bankruptcy can only be filed by three A proposed settlement will not be considered by the court until 
or more creditors who have provable claims against the defendant | after the debtor has been examined in open court or at a meeting 
which a , in excess of the value of securities held by them, | of creditors; until after the debtor has filed aschedule of his prop- 
if any, wetsoler over. But if all thecreditors are less than twelve | erty and a list of his creditors; until after the debtor has obtainéd 
in number, then one of them, whose claim equals such amount, | the written acceptance of the proposed settlement by a majority, 
may file the petition. in number of the creditors, including those who hold claims in 

The petition shall be verified. excess of one-half of the amount of all claims which have been 

Petitioning creditors shall pay at the time of filing the petition | proven, and until after the debtor has deposited in court or asthe’ 
to the clerk the clerk’s fee of Bi, the referee’s fee of $10, and the Fadge may direct the money necessary to pay all debts which have 
trustee's fee of $5. These fees have priority and shall be returned | priority, and the costs of the proceedings; and has also so depos- 
to the tioning creditors from the assets of the estate. ited the consideration which is to be paid to the ereditors in set- 

At the time of filing the petition, or within five days thereafter, | tlements. 
the petitioning creditors shall file a bond conditioned for the pay- | These requirements, which are made as conditions precedent to 
ment to the defendant or his legal representatives of a and | a consideration of a proposition to have the settlement confirmed, 
damages occasioned by the wro institution of suc Se were justified by the fact that he who makes them is @ bankrupt, 
ings, together with costs and counsel fees to be allowed by the | and hence must show his ability to comply with such proposed 
court. settlements before the matter will be finally determined in the 

In computing the number of creditors for the purpose of deter- | best interests of all parties. After these preliminary conditions 
mining how many of them must join in a petition, such as were | have been complied with, a time and place will be fixed for the 
employed by the defendant or are related to him by Congnngein hearing upon application for the confirmation of the settlement, ' 
or affinity within the third degree and have not joined in the - Ten days’ notice by mail must be given to creditors of the time 
tion shall not be counted. fixed for the hearing upon the application for the confirmation of 

Creditors other than original petitioners may at any time join in | a settlement. 
the petition er and op it. Upon the hearing of the application for the confirmation of the, 

titions not be dismissed for want of prosecution or by | settlement, all parties in interest will have an opportunit to be. 
consent of parties until after at least ten days’ notice by mail to | heard; and if it appears that the confirmation would be in the best 
itors. interests of the creditors, and the bankrupt has not been guilty of: 
e first meeting of the creditors of a bankrupt estate shall be | any fraudulent acts or failed to perform any of the duties w ich! 
held not less than ten days nor more than thirty days after thé! would be a bar to his discharge, and the offer and its acceptance, 
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are in good faith and have not been procured by fraudulent means, 
the settlement will be confirmed. 

After the confirmation of a settlement between a debtor and his 
creditors the court will cause the consideration theretofore de- 
posited for the settlement to be distributed to the creditors and 
the case will be dismissed. 

A settlement will be set aside which was obtained by fraudu- 
lent means upon application made within six months after it was 
confirmed. 

It is confidently anticipated that under these provisions for 
settlements there will be a greater number of cases compromised 
quickly and at trivial costs than will be administered under the 
provisions of the law. 

THE TRUSTEE. 

The trustees shall be individuals who are competent to perform 
their duties, or they may be corporations authorized to act in that 
capacity. 

The death or removal of the trustee shall not in any way affect 
the administration of an estate, but the successor shall proceed 
therewith as if he had been the original appointee. 

The trustees will not be permitted to receive interest upon 
moneys belonging to estates for their own benefit, but are required 
to account for it. 

Trustees must collect the estate and convert it into money and 
pay the same out in dividends to the creditors under direction of 
the court. 

The trustee may, under the direction of the court, submit to 
arbitration any controversy arising in the settlement of estates, 
thus saving time and expense. 

The trustee may also, with the approval of the court, compro- 
mise any controversy arising in the administration of the estate. 
Another arm of this law for securing speed and saving expense. 

The commissions, which, together with the fee, are to constitute 
his entire compensation, will not be computed upon the estimated 
value of the estate, nor in part upon the expenses which may be 
incurred in its administration, but the computation will be made 
upon the actual amount which is realized for and paid to cred- 
itors in dividends. It may be anticipated with reasonable cer- 
tainty that these provisions will interest this officer in the prompt 
and economical administration of the estate. 

The fact that the trustee is to be chosen by the creditors of each 
estate will prevent one of the abuses which grew to very consider- 
able proportions in the administration of the last bankruptcy law, 
i. e., that of having a standing assignee. 

There may be one or three trustees chosen by the creditors for 
each estate. In the event three are chosen, they will together only 
receive the compensation payable to one trustee. Where three 
trustees are — for one estate, they will determine upon the 
various steps of the administration by an affirmative vote of at 
least two of them, i. e., as between them a majority will rule. 

The bankruptcy courts may, pursuant to the complaints of 
creditors, remove trustees for cause upon hearings and after 
notices to them. 

A trustee may be fined not to exceed $500 and forfeit his office 
upon conviction of having knowingly refused to permit a reason- 
able opportunity for the inspection of accounts relating to the af- 
fairs of an estate in his charge or of having embezzled property 
belonging to an estate in his charge. 


THE ESTATE. 


The trustee shall collect and reduce to money the property of 
the estate, under the direction of the court, as expeditiously as 

ible. 

The court may authorize the business of bankrupt estates to be 
continued for limited periods for the best interests of the estate. 
All controversies in relation to the estate are to be determined as 
soon as possible. 

The actual and necessary expenses in the administration of es- 
tates shall be reported in detail under oath, and shall not be paid 
until examined and approved by the court. 

The money of bankrupt estates shall be deposited in such bank- 
ing institutions as may have been selected by the court and as shall 
have given bonds for their safe meant 

Information concerning estates shall be furnished by the trus- 
tee upon application of parties in interest. 

The condition of the estate shall be reported to the court by the 
trustee within the first month after the appointment of such trus- 
tee and every two months thereafter. 

The first dividend shall be declared within thirty days after the 
adjudication if the surplus money realized up to that time equals 
5 percent or more upon the allowed claims. Thereafter dividends 
will be declared as often as the money in the hands of the trustee 
equals at least 10 per cent. Dividends may be paid oftener and 
in smaller amounts, if directed by the judge. 

Estates will be closed as empeliihonaiey as possible in the best 
interests of creditors. 

The property of the bankrupt consisting of documents, interests 
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in patents, patent rights, copyrights, and trade-marks will become 
a part of the estate, and the title thereto will vest in the trustee 
as of the date of the final adjudication. 

The powers of the bankrupt, which he might have exercised for 
- = benefit, may be exercised by the trustee for the benefit of 
the estate. 

Property which may have been transferred in fraud of creditors 
may be recovered by the trustee for the benefit of the estate. 

Property of every kind and description which prior to the filing 
of the petition might by any means have been transferred by the 
bankrupt, or which might have been levied upon and sold under 
judicial process against him, will vest in the trustee. Rights of 
action arising upon contracts to which the bankrupt was a party, 
or from the unlawful detaining or detention or injury tothe prop- 
erty of the bankrupt, may be prosecuted by the trustee for the 
benefit of the estate. 

All personal property belonging to bankrupt estates shall be 
appraised by disinterested appraisers. Property of the estate shall 
be sold by the trustee only, subject to the approval of the court. 

IN GENERAL TERMS. 

It may be said that under the provisions of this-bill the honest 
bankrupt will be treated with consideration, and within a reasonable 
time be discharged; that the dishonest Sere will be explicitly 
charged with his wrongdoing, deliberately tried, and humanely 
punished; that the estate, considering the nature of the property of 
which it consists, will be as quickly reduced to cash as possible and 
distributed to the creditors; that creditors will have an oppor- 
tunity at each stage of the proceedings to be beard in favor of or in 
pp to any proposed proceeding; that the claims of creditors 
will be carefully scrutinized and such as are just will be promptl 
allowed, at tri expense, and such as are unjust will be rejected; 
that inexpensive compromises will be substituted for expensive 
litigation, and, all in all, that the misfortunes of men as relating 
to bankruptcy will be as far as possible. 

The bill favorably repo by your Committee on the Judiciary 
will, if finally passed, constitute— 

a which will enable judges to be just and juries to be mer- 
ciful. 

A law which will draw the line between honest and dishonest 
debtors, and grant to the former an honorable discharge, and to 
the latter a term in the penitentiary. 

A law under which any creditor will secure not a cent more 
nor a cent less than is due him. 

A law which will so protect the honest debtor that he can not 
be coerced into giving a = or paying an unjust claim by 


the threats of being attached. 

A law which will enable every honest debtor to have at all times 
the assistance and advice of of his creditors without the fear 
that in an attempt to take advantage of one another they will 
wreck him financially. 

A law which will enable debtors to be honest and induce cred- 
itors to be humane. 


A law which will redound to the best interests of the whole 


people. 
aervinas ven attention briefly to the provisions of the bill, I will 
ask the indulgence of the House to consider some other questions 
connected with this proposed legislation. 
A BANKRUPT LAW IS NEEDED. 
Never in the history of the country has there been a 


greater 
need than now for the passage of a general bankrupt law. From 
the Bureau of Statistics I gather the following facts: 

The total failures from 1879 (the first year after the repeal of 
the bankruptcy act of 1867) to 1897 were in numbers 199,828, 
The total liabilities for the same period were $2,991,950,609. 

Let us look at it for a single year in the United States. From 
the same source I learn the following: 

The total failures for 1897 were 18,351. 

The total liabilities for the same period were $154,332,071. 

In round numbers, here is an a 200,000 men who have 
failed in business since 1879. What d of men, as a rule, con- 
stitute this army? The t bulk of them were active, earnest, 
eneregtic business men, ceemting to get to the front in the battle 
of life. Some, perhaps, started with insufficient capital; others 
with insufficient experience; others were swept away before finan- 
cial crises against which only the very could stand. 

Is it not better for these men and their families that they should 
turn over whatever pro: they have above their exemptions to 
their creditors and make a start in life? With the experi- 
ence they have had they would doubtless be more oe to attain 
success. Is it not better for the creditors, the men who loan and 
sell, to take their pro rata share of whatever to debt- 
ors may have and let them reenter the active fields of business life 
and again become borrowers and purchasers from those who have 
money to loan and goods to sell? In the main neither class has 
anything to by holding in fetters, so to speak, this vast army 
of our citizens, 
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are in good faith and have not been procured by fraudulent means, 
the settlement will be confirmed. 

After the confirmation of a settlement between a debtor and his 
creditors the court will cause the consideration theretofore de- 
posited for the settlement to be distributed to the creditors and 
the case will be dismissed. 

A settlement will be set aside which was obtained by fraudu- 
lent means upon applicatiou made within six months after it was 
confirmed. 

It is confidently anticipated that under these provisions for 
settlements there will be a greater number of cases compromised 
quickly and at trivial costs than will be administered under the 
provisions of the law. 

THE TRUSTEE. 

The trustees shall be individuals who are competent to perform 
their duties, or they may be corporations authorized to act in that 
capacity. 

The death or removal of the trustee shall not in any way affect 
the administration of an estate, but the successor shall proceed 
therewith as if he had been the original appointee. 

The trustees will not be permitted to receive interest upon 
moneys belonging to estates for their own benefit, but are required 
to account for it. 

Trustees must collect the estate and convert it into money and 
pay the same out in dividends to the creditors under direction of 
the court. 

The trustee may, under the direction of the court, submit to 
arbitration any controversy arising in the settlement of estates, 
thus saving time and expense. 

The trustee may also, with the approval of the court, compro- 
mise any controversy arising in the administration of the estate. 
Another arm of this law for securing speed and saving expense. 

The commissions, which, together with the fee, are to constitute 
his entire compensation, will not be computed upon the estimated 
value of the estate, nor in part upon the expenses which may be 
incurred in its administration, but the computation will be made 
upon the actual amount which is realized for and paid to cred- 
itors in dividends. It may be anticipated with reasonable cer- 
tainty that these provisions will interest this officer in the prompt 
and economical administration of the estate. 

The fact that the trustee is to be chosen by the creditors of each 
estate will prevent one of the abuses which grew to very consider- 
able proportions in the administration of the last bankruptcy law, 
i. e., that of having a standing assignee. 

There may be one or three trustees chosen by the creditors for 
each estate. In the event three are chosen, they will together only 
receive the compensation payable to one trustee. Where three 
trustees are acting for one estate, they will determine upon the 
various steps of the administration by an affirmative vote of at 
least two of them, i. e., as between them a majority will rule. 

The bankruptcy courts may, pursuant to the complaints of 
creditors, remove trustees for cause upon hearings and after 
notices to them. 

A trustee may be fined not to exceed $500 and forfeit his office 
upon conviction of having knowingly refused to permit a reason- 
able opportunity for the inspection of accounts relating to the af- 
fairs of an estate in his charge or of having embezzled property 
belonging to an estate in his charge. 


THE ESTATE. 


The trustee shall collect and reduce to money the property of 
the estate, under the direction of the court, as expeditiously as 
possible. 

The court may authorize the business of bankrupt estates to be 
continued for limited periods for the best interests of the estate. 
All controversies in relation to the estate are to be determined as 
soon as possible. 

The actual and necessary expenses in the administration of es- 
tates shall be reported in detail under oath, and shall not be paid 
until examined and approved by the court. 

The money of bankrupt estates shall be deposited in such bank- 
ing institutions as may have been selected by the court and as shall 
have given bonds for their safe keeping. 

Information concerning estates shall be furnished by the trus- 
tee upon application of parties in interest. 

The condition of the estate shall be reported to the court by the 
trustee within the first month after the appointment of such trus- 
tee and every two months thereafter. 

The first dividend shall be declared within thirty days after the 
adjudication if the surplus money realized — that time equals 
5 percent or more upon the allowed claims. ereafter dividends 
will be declared as often as the money in the hands of the trustee 
equals at least 10 per cent. Dividends may be paid oftener and 
in smaller amounts, if directed by the judge. ; : 

Estates will be closed as cmneliionsiy as possible in the best 
interests of creditors. 

The property of the bankrupt consisting of documents, interests 
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in patents, patent rights, cop hts, and trade-marks will become 
a part of the estate, and the title thereto will vest in the trustee 
as of the date of the final adjudication. 

The powers of the bankrupt, which he might have exercised for 
- — may be exercised by the trustee for the benefit of 
the estate. 

Property which may have been transferred in fraud of creditors 
may be recovered by the trustee for the benefit of the estate. 

Property of every kind and ee which prior to the filing 
of the petition might by any means have been transferred by the 
bankrupt, or which might have been levied upon and sold under 
judicial process against him, will vest in the trustee. Rights of 
action arising upon contracts to which the bankrupt was a party, 
or from the unlawful detaining or detention or injury tothe prop- 
erty of the bankrupt, may be prosecuted by the trustee for the 
benefit of the estate. 

All personal property belonging to bankrupt estates shall be 
appraised by disinterested appraisers. Property of the estate shall 
be sold by the trustee only, subject to the approval of the court. 

IN GENERAL TERMS. 

It may be said that under the provisions of this bill the honest 
bankrupt will be treated with consideration, and within a reasonable 
time be discharged; that the dishonest bankrupt will be explicitly 
charged with his wrongdoing, deliberately tried, and humanely 
punished; that the estate, considering the nature of the property of 
which it consists, will be as quickly reduced to cash as possible and 
distributed to the creditors; that creditors will have an oppor- 
tunity at each stage of the proceedings to be beard in favor of or in 
opposition to any proposed proceeding; that the claims of creditors 
will be carefully scrutinized and such as are just will be promptl 
allowed, at trivial expense, and such as are unjust will be rejected; 
that inexpensive compromises will be substituted for expensive 
litigation, and, all in all, that the misfortunes of men as relating 
to bankruptcy will be ass as far as possible, 

The bill favorably repo by your Committee on the Judiciary 
will, if finally passed, constitute— 

Pp? law which will enable judges to be just and juries to be mer- 
c 


A law which will draw the line between honest and dishonest 
debtors, and grant to the former an honorable discharge, and to 
the latter a term in the penitentiary. 

A law under which any creditor will secure not a cent more 
nor a cent less than is due him. 

A law which will so protect the honest debtor that he can not 
be coerced into giving a preference or paying an unjust claim by 


the threats of being attached. 
A law which will enable every honest debtor to have at all times 
of his creditors without the fear 
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the assistance and advice of 
that in an attempt to take advantage of one another they will 
wreck him financially. 

A law which will enable debtors to be honest and induce cred- 
itors to be humane. 

A law which will redound to the best interests of the whole 


——. 
aving a attention briefly to the provisions of the bill, I will 


ask the indulgence of the House to consider some other questions 
connected with this proposed legislation. 
A BANKRUPT LAW IS NEEDED. 

Never in the history of the country has there been a greater 
need than now for the passage of a general bankrupt law. From 
the Bureau of Statistics I gather the following facts: 

The total failures from 1879 (the first year after the repeal of 
the bankruptcy act of 1867) to 1897 were in numbers 199,828, 
The total liabilities for the same period were $2,991,950. 609. 

Let us look at it for a single year in the United States. From 
the same source I learn the following: 

The total failures for 1897 were 13,351. 

The total liabilities for the same period were $154,332,071. 

In round numbers, here is an ne 200,000 men who have 
failed in business since 1879. What d of men, as a rule, con- 
stitute this army? The great bulk of them were active, earnest, 
eneregtic business men, struggling to get to the front in the battle 
of life. Some, perhaps, with cient capital; others 
with insufficient experience; others were swept away before finan- 
cial crises against which only the very could stand. 

Is it not better for these men and their f es that they should 
turn over whatever pro they have above their exemptions to 
their creditors and make a start in life? With the experi- 
ence they have had they would doubtless be more - to attain 
success. Is it not better for the creditors, the men who loan and 
sell, to take their pro rata share of whatever os these debt- 
ors may have and let them reenter the active of business life 
and again become borrowers and purchasers from those who have 
money to loan and goods to sell? In the main neither class has 
anything to by holding in fetters, so to speak, this vast army 
of our citizens, 
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unfortunates are forced to do business in the 
wife or friend. Over their stores are ® fiying false colors; 


Many of these 
the on eae is aterror tothem. They are forced, in order to pro- 
vide food and clothing for their families, to work, as it were, in 
the night to avoid their pursuers. 

Is this a thing for our country? Is it not better for the 
creditors to divide among them fairly what these poor follows 
have and let them once more hold up their heads among their 
fellow-men and join their en =~ those of the rest of the 

ity for the common welfare 
“Tose believe that it is best to do so, and hence bespeak 
your cooperation in the enactment of a fair law, under which they 
may secure such relief as was provided for honest men by the 
Constitution. 
Is THERE A DEMAND IN THE COUNTRY FOR BANKRUPTCY LEGISLATION? 

This question, I believe, can not be truthfully answered except 
in the ative. Inthe last Con substantially the present 
bill was passed by a majority of 76 through the House of Repre- 
sentatives. This in itself, happening a little over a year ago, 
ought to indicate pretty clearly the sentiment of the or 
This vote came from the immediate representatives of the people 
and at the first session of Congress succeeding their election. 

At the inary session of this Congress, called for a spe- 
cific purpose, namely, to provide more revenues for the country, 
the United States Senate passed a bankruptcy bill. It will 
remembered by the members of this House how persistently the 
majority were to take up the question and pass a bank- 
ruptcy bill through the House. 

strongly was it urged that in my absence at home, confined 
to a sick room, that absence was given on this floor as a reason 
why it would not be taken up, as I had had charge of this legisla- 
tion in the last , and it was expected that I would again 
be appointed chairman of the committee that would have charge 
of the legislation in this Congress. 

When able to return to my seat here, I encountered pressure for 
legislation at the rr session exceeding anything in my 
personal experience. I found that a petition — by 
seven leading members on the Democratic side of the House, in- 
cluding the leader, had been presented to the Committee on Rules 
asking for action in the matter of bankruptcy legislation, pledging 
themselves as follows: 

The underaigned ocratic members of the House, believing that a 

4 


ad the present s session of Con- 

the ttee ules to re a rule Giving te the 
Ffouse ity y of such a bill as be just ° both 
debtors tors, ae to make an honest effort to- 
ward passage of a bill. 


In addition to this, many members of Congress on both sides of 
the House urged me to yield to the ——— and bring in a bill 
at the extraordinary session. Committees waited upon me from 
Minnesota, Texas, and other sections of the country, urging action 
at that time, and letters to the same effect poured in upon me from 
every part of the country. 

I resisted action at the extraordinary session for two reasons: 
First, because, as is well remembered, the majority on this floor 
were committed to the policy of sending to the Senate only the 
legislation which we ted hoon called together by the President to 
enact; and, secondly, because I was opposed to calling up a bill 
before the House that had not been fu ly considered and matured 
by the law committee of the House, especially as I knew that the 
Senate bill sent to us had never been considered by any committee 
of either House. 

So earnestly was I pressed at the extraordinary session that on 
the day of this session, December 6, I introduced a bank- 
rup’ li, and the Committee on the I udici worked con- 
stantly in subcommittee and full committee until every section 
had been considered, many amendments made, and the bill was 
“?——er on the 16th day of December to the House. 
en followed the we. recess, and now, appropriation bills 
not ready, I have sought the floor at the earliest opportunit 
for the consideration of this important measure, and I was plea 
to note that the setting aside of four days for its consideration was 

anted by Pe House by unanimous consent, not an objection 
Soins heard any part of the Hall. 

The press of the country, East and West, North and South, 
have this legislation, and with an army of 200,000 debtors, 
nearly three thousand million dollars of liabilities, with the busi- 


ess still s to om a healthful condition from the 
Enancial cris tae has only recently swept the country from 
ocean to ocean and lake to gulf, it does seam to me that the de- 


mand for this on is t and that all patriotic Representa- 
tives should join er f ve us as perfect a law as possible. 
It will be remem that at the extraordinary session the 


were again and again challenged to take up this legisla- 

tion. We were even taunted with being afraid to do so. 
Mr. § er, the bill is now here for our consideration, and I 
= the gentlemen who it at the extraordinary ses- 
to join with us in this great work and prove by their acts and 


votes the sincerity of their position at the extraordinary session 


of this Con } 

Mr. LI GSTON. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. HENDERSON. I made a request not to be interrupted 
until the conclusion of my remarks; but I will hear you. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. There is no politics in this matter? 

Mr. HENDERSON. None at all. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I think we can join with you, with one 
amendment to the bill. I want to ask the gentleman 

Mr. HENDERSON. Let me finish my remarks, and then I will 
answer any question by the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. LIVIN GSTON. Very well; then recognize me at the con- 
clusion of your remarks, 

Mr. HENDERSON. In addition to the foregoing I may prop- 
erly mention the fact as reported in the public press that a cauc 
of the Democratic side of the House recommended the passage 0 
“‘a just and wise bankrupt law.” 

Again, President Harrison, in a message to Congress, said: 





The enactment of a national bankrypt law of a character to be a per 
nent part of our general legislation is desirable. It should be simple in its 
methods and inexpensive in its administration. 

The Wisconsin legislature, at its last session, passed resolutions 
urging the pas of such a law, and the archives of Congress 
are crowded with petitions to the same end that have been coming 
to us for years. 

“EAST VERSUS WEST.” 


Those opposed to the enactment of a bankruptcy law are trying 
to create a sentiment against such legislation in the West by rep- 
a that this legislation is in the interest of the East alone 
and I believe that some impression has been made against th 
legislation by the use of thisargument. A more unjust argumen 
could not be used. It is wholly without foundation in fact. 

Why should the East be any more interested in the bankruptcy 
law than the West? The answer of the enemies of bankruptoy 
legislation is, that when a debtor fails in the West the creditor 
the West is nearer to the debtor than the Eastern creditor, an 
therefore can get in ahead of his brother creditor in the East, be- 
cause he is nearer to the place of failure. 

The weakness of this argument lies first in overlooking the fact 
that the farther away the creditor may be the sharper will be his 
watchfulness. He will have his collection agents or attorne 
near the debtor with a watchful eye upon his interests and 
exercise greater vigilance than the nearer creditor will. In addi- 
tion to this, thedifference between location of creditors is destroyed 
by the wonderful facilities that now exist for sending telegrams 
and for speedy modes of travel between all parts of the country, 
The Eastern creditor can send a telegram to his attorneys which 
will put him on the ground as quickly as the nearer eqqollice. 

But this all suggests another thought. The very fact that under 
State laws and without a national bankruptcy law which provides 
for the creditors sharing estates equitably, the very argument 
suggests a struggle, a speedy and merciless effort to be first o 
the ground to strike the failing and even the solvent but hard- 
pressed debtor. 

The very argument shows the dan 
debtor, to the man struggling to get ahead in business. The man 
first on the ground, fearing that another creditor may come along 
and get the start of him, will not wait to investigate sufficientl 
will not first make sure whether or not the debtor may not be able 
to pull through, but will strike at once, and strike merciless] 
in order to get the first grip at the throat of the debtor who u 
8 ted of seine 9 

© very argument itself, when looked squarely in the face, is 
proof of the fact that the debtor in the West is interested in hay- 
ing @ law that will not make him, as it were, the prey of contend- 
re 
ut there is another answer to this argument. Does the cred- 
itor’s interests lie in being able to get the first grip upon the fail- 
ing debtor? Is that his true interest, or does iis Gar interest lie 
in stimulating healthful business and keeping the Western pur- 
chasers at work and saving them from financial ruin? Clearly 
the interests of all creditors lie in the successful operation in 
business of the men to whom they sell in the West. 

No business can be a success that is carried on upon the theory 
of striking the man who is struggling, but the true interest of th 
wholesaler, the jobber, the mt creditors, both great an 
small—lies in keeping up a healthful businessamong debtors. To 
this end a national bankruptcy law will tend, for nothing is to be 
gained by haste and cruelty in treating the honest debtor, but much 
may be gained by creditors East and West, North and South, bei 
interested in keeping the debtor upon his feet until he can rall 
from the storm that may be striking him and continue to be 
successful business man. 

The underlying spirit of this argument against a nar 


r under State laws to the 


law is sectionalism. Men forget that we are members of a grea 
common a and that any proposition that will build up an 
strengthen co dence throughout the entire country will v 
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much bless the entirecountry. The spirit of fair play and nation- 
alism is better than the spirit of getting the start of your fellow- 
man and sectionalism. 

Is the bill under discussion an Eastern product? By no means. 
What was known asthe Lowell bill, prepared by Judge Lowell, 
of Massachusetts, after being canvassed by commercial bodies 
throughout the entire country, was discarded, and thereafter there 
were held two sessions of the national convention of the repre- 
sentatives of the commercial bodies of the United States, one be- 
ing held in St. Louis and one in Minneapolis. This convention 
settled upon a bill substantially, in its leading features, the same 
as that now under discussion. It was very largely the product of 
Western brains. It has been advocated by Western men, West- 
ern conventions, Western journals, and Western commercial or- 
ganizations. 

Substantially this bill was reported from the Judiciary Com- 
mittee in the last Congress, with the East largely in the minority 
on that committee. 

The Committee on the Judiciary of the present Congress, con- 
sisting of seventeen members, has reported to the House this bill 
with but four dissenting votes. How is that committee now con- 
stituted? 

From the East we have Mr. Ray of New York, Mr. McCauu of 
Massachusetts, Mr. Parker of New Jersey, and Mr. ALEXANDER 
of New York, making four from the East. From the West we 
have Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa, Mr. BrRopERICK of Kansas, Mr. 
UppEGRAFF of Iowa, Mr. CONNOLLY of Illinois, Mr. Jenkins of 
Wisconsin, and Mr. OVERSTREET of Indiana, making six from the 
West. From the South and Southwest we have Mr. MILLER of 
West Virginia, Mr. Terry of Arkansas, Mr. Dz ARmonp of Mis- 
souri, Mr. LanHnAM of Texas, Mr. E.uiott of South Carolina, Mr. 
UnpDERWoOopD of Alabama, and Mr. Smrrn of Kentucky, making 
seven from the South. 

Of the seventeen members of the Judiciary Committee, four are 
from the East. Have these four dominated your Committee on 
the Judiciary? This will not be claimed on this floor. Every 


man from the East and West and three from the South and South- 
west voted to report this bill favorably to the House, and I am 
proud to say that sectionalism, or sectional lines, did not enter the 
mind, so far as I was able to judge, of any member of that com- 
mittee. 

The East had four on the committee and thirteen were from 
other sections of the Seneere, Bee I make bold to say that the 


West, in its representation, not in the _ or present hesi- 
tated to fight when the interests of its people were at stake, and 
we have moved fearlessly on the lines pro by this bill, be- 
lieving that the great interests of our people would be best sub- 
served by its enactment into law. 

As bearing upon this question of sectionalism, it may be well to 
analyze the vote cast in the Fifty-fourth Congress in the House of 
Representatives by which the bankruptcy bill was passed by the 
large majority of 76. 

Here is a summary of the vote: 


In all of the sections named a majority was given in favor of 
the bankruptcy bill excepting in the Southern States, where there 
was only a small majority of 11 against the bill, and I can not 
but believe that as our Southern friends investigate this matter 
they will realize that if there is any part of this country inter- 
ested in the passage of a bankruptcy law it is our Southern 
friends, and a clean balance sheet to the section of the country 
that was but recently the theater of a great war will be, in my 
opinion, an advantage not only to that section, but to the entire 
nation. 

But my real purpose in calling attention to these votes is to 
show that the appeal made in certain quarters, that this is a mat- 
ter in which the East is controlling and is alone interested, is 
without just foundation. = 

Credit is not sectional; it is national. Morality knows no East, 
no West, no North, and no South, but it, too, is national. 

CREDIT. 

In every civilized country and every age known to history, 
credit has been absolutely n to all great enterprises; an 
with the advance of civilizaticn and the growth of interstate and 
foreign commerce it has become indis ble to smaller enter- 
prises. Without credit no nation, no State, and no man can | 
prong. Destroy a man’s credit and you destroy the possibility 

making a success of business, 


An essential element of gaining credit is to giveconfidence. The 
man who lends cash or goods to another looks quite as much to 
the character, the integrity of the man to whom he lends and the 
bbe under which he lives as to his ability to repay or return the 
oan. 

Any system of Jaws which encourages the borrower to emplo 
methods that will defeat the creditor is a bad system of law, both 
for debtor and creditor. Any system of laws which will encour- 
age the debtor to do his best, and will subject him the least to 
being driven to the wall in moments of distress, and which will 
insure to the lender fair treatment in the division of the assets of 
wr among the lenders, will be best for the borrower and 
ender. 

A law which will enable the debtor voluntarily to surrender, 
when he alone pleases, his assets for division amoug his creditors 
does not go far enough, for those who give him credit, and have 
with it given him capital, should also be clothed with the power, 
if the debtor commits a wrong or becomes hopelessly insolvent, 
to go into court and compel a surrender of the debtor's assets for 
fair distribution among his creditors. 

The latter system of laws will give confidence to those who have 
money to loan or goods to sell, and when you give that class con- 
fidence, you put them in a ition where they will also give 
credit. A bankrupt law which enables the honest debtor to turn 
out all of his assets when insolvent and divide them equally among 
his creditors, and which enables the creditor to compel the dis- 
honest and insolvent debtor to surrender his assets for equitable 
distribution, a law which prevents the selfish, merciless creditor 
from driving a debtor to the wall, impelled by selfish motives to 
get ahead of brother creditors and without regard to the business 

e of the debtor, is a law that will insure the greatest stability 
and safety in business, and will secure to those doing business the 
greatest amount of confidence and credit from those who are able 
to give credit. 

After all, the talk about the debtor and creditor classes is de- 
ceiving, since there are scarcely any debtors who are not also cred- 
itors, and scarcely any creditors but who are also debtors. If we 
undertook to pass legislation solely and entirely in the interest of 
debtors, and really succeeded, it would, while benefiting debtors 
in their capacity as such, at the same time injure them in their 
capacity as creditors. 

he reverse of the proposition would also be true; that is, if we 
were to pass legislation which would promote alone the interest 
of the creditor class, while it would benefit creditors in their ca- 
pacity as such, it would injure them in their ca ty as debtors. 

Clearly, then, a comprehensive bankruptcy law providing for 
both voluntary and involuntary bankruptcy, national in its char- 
acter, patriotic, fair, and unselfish in its aims, can not but be 
best for all of the citizens of the United States. 

COSTS AND EXPENSES CUT TO A MINIMUM—EXPENSES OF ADMINISTERING 
THE LAST AND THE PROPOSED BANKRUPTCY LAW COMPARED. 

One of the chief sources of discontent with the last bankruptcy 
law was the enormous expenses of administering estates under its 
provisions. Not only were large amounts paid from estates to 
officers, but these amounts were paid in a way that encouraged 
delays in the enforcement of the law. 

A comparison is made of the fees paid to the register, assignee, 
and clerk under the old law, and to the referee, trustee, and clerk 
under the new law we recommend, as follows: 


REGISTER’S FEES UNDER THE LAST BANKRUPTOY LAW. 


Under the provisions of the last bankruptcy law the register 


received fees as follows: 


For filing and entry of the general order of reference, and for office 
rent, stationery sid then ieatentel eamenmepel 
When the proceedings are conducted in some other city or , for 
each day employed in going, attending, and ret } 
Also mae ae — = incidental 
any clerk or other officer attending him, w! expenseomnd 
be app am the as provided in section 5 of the act or 
Shas of the Revised Stata 


For each day's service while actually employed under a special order of 
the court, not ex 


never affidavit, except proof of debt, for each oath and certifying 


same 
For examining petition and schedules and certifying to their correct- 
ness.... ; : 


$5.00 
5.00 


on 
S 


. 


For every warrant in bankruptcy, or other process 
For cosh dag in which a qunaral waetitg of creditors is held, and at- 


oe ices patbiag uedipanabeipe _ 
For assignment of ban t's eff amin 

For every RE aa 
For every application for a general meeting of creditors 
oe Ser eeeoor cages 


For le. ikl utc ile, ‘ 
For cer proof of debt as satisfactory -......-..-. 
positions and other papers, each folio 


1990 


o 
RESSSSSs SS & 


o er. 


ae ee ewan we eens eeeee 


For copies of 
For oaek notice which the register may be required to send or to serve. 
—o making pereemal service, the same an allowed the maf. 
shal. 

For inserting notice in newspaper.--...-<--..--. ----.----.---.+s-+-0---- in ae 
For each order for a general dividend 8.00 
For computation of dividends... .... .-....---. 2.2... --ncnencceceesence “ia 

in addition thereto, for each creditor 


meee een eee eee ne emcee eee esse eens 
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For BOOEE odio ccc een ecco we cewces « 007ss cocececcccceccswecsses $1.00 
oa harge where there is no opposition...._........ as 
For auditing the accounts of assignees. --...-.....-.........-.--- Malt 
And for each additional hour after Se UI ee 1.00 
For every certificate of q court or judge......... 1.00 
For pre such : was wow cowece ens cowcccecesces -20 
For each folio of memorandum sent to — CER. « c.n0n 22. -cccccesewecees : = 
For countersigning cack “oreviously fled by the clerk, and marking 
and iden every PD ccs hwass Soves woerwe en cocen- cusses esonse 


FEES OF THE REFEREES AS PROVIDED BY THE PROPOSED LAW. 

The referee will receive as full compensation for his services, 
payable after they are ren , # ten-dollar filing fee and 1 per 
cent commissions on sums to be paid as dividends and commissions, 
and one-half of 1 per cent on amounts to be paid to creditors 
on compositions. 

ASSIGNEER’S PEES UNDER THE LAST BANKRUPTCY LAW. 

Under the provisions of the last bankruptcy law the assignee 
was entitled to an allowance for his services in each case on all 
moneys received and paid ont by him therein, for any sum not 
exceeding $1,000, 5 per cent thereon; for any larger sum, not ex- 
ceeding $5,000, 24 per cent on the excess over $1,000; and for any 
larger sum, 1 per cent on the excess over $5,000. In addition, 
allowances were made as follows: 

For serving or sending notices to creditors or publishing the same- .-.- 


*h hour employ inventory of bankrupt's property 
raul ing marshal's BVONROTY <p ece eccwe  -2-ne ero cnn enc ceeenecce 1.00 
For each folio of inventory made by assignee. ---......._-...-.-.-.--..-... 20 
For services in designating the exempt property of a bankrupt and fil- 

ing report theredt... .. «2.00. ------ +00 2-20 ec eew n conee cone cone new ee enee 5.00 
For att a ral meeting of creditors..........................-.. 300 
For every deed for real estate sold__............-..--...--------eeeee0---- 2.00 
For drawing and filing each monthly report...-................-......... 10 
For drawing and '= ng _quarterly report, not exceeding four, a0 

less specially allowed -.......-..----.--~-..---.~---+------------+------ } 
ver: each gener account submitted to a creditors’ meeting, not exceed- 
Vora erva cms ae poral dividend or executing am o rder of oa 
or all s ces in paying a gene executing an order 

final distribution and tains report thereon, including all disburse- an 

RONEN... g ntti Aldine trip oie ecoimpgeariapnenehtacneeenes 
In addition, for each creditor to whom a dividend is paid ............... 25 


FEES OF THE TRUSTEE AS PROVIDED BY THE PROPOSED LAW. 

The trustee shall receive as full compensation for his services 
after they are rendered oe fee and such commission on 
sums to be paid in dividends and commissions as may be allowed 
by the court, epee FF pd cent on the first $5,000 or less, 2 
per centon the second $5,000 or part thereof, and 1 per cent on 
such sums in excess of $10,000. 

CLERK'S FERS UNDER THE LAST LAW. 


Under the last bankruptcy law the clerk of the bankruptcy court 
received fees as follows: 


For issuing and entering every process, commission, summons, capias, 

execution, warrant, SX eS Ce 
For issuing a writ of summons or subpoona.................--. ahhtiimans «25 
Wow Sa I II ain ci ccqee occ ew cccusceccegecsveces ole 
For ad minister tzag an oath or affirmation, except to a juror ° 
a. sida ( . SS eee eee 
For taking and certifying depositions to file, for each folio of 100 words .20 
For a copy of such dapeien furnished to a party on request, for each 





OD cl eR lind enenninnnadndsemahtndbntbiioueksduanne -10 
For ente any return, rule, order, continuance, judgment, decree, 
or ce, or drawing any bond, or making any record, certifi- 


or Sn ceed ane a ae fia: a sciis -B 
or & copy Oo! en record, or of any paper on or eac > 5 
For sankinn dedcisanl thane cian Cte cane gelte nid on 
other or the trial or argument of a cause where issue is 


Sa ie nonnnannanoser® 8.00 
For making dockets indexes, taxing costs, and all other services in 

& cause where issue is joined but no testimony is giv i clachadlilarehaabinetdanse 2.00 
For dockets indexes, taxing costs, ir se ina 

cause which is dismissed or discontinued, or where judgment or de- 

cree is made or rendered without isyue....................--...--.------- 1.0 
For making dockets and taxing costs in cases removed by writ of error nes 

eh cls dherennaitionmi¢natemesen 
For affixing the seal of the court to any i when required... .% 
For every search for any particular u t,orotherlien. .15 
For searching the of the court for decrees, or other 

instruments constituting a general lien on real estate, and certif 

the result of such for each person against whom searc 

ok ieisewenngucpegce-| oll 
For receiving, keeping, and paying out of statute 


money, in pursuance 
the amount so received, kept, and 
For traveling from the office of the clerk, where he ie required to reside, 
Ww 


to the place of.holding any court required by la held, 5 cents a 
mile for and 5 opnte for and $5 a day for his attend- 
ance on court w! 


actually 

For enterin, court while tes , each folio............. 2 oS 

or sending notice to oreltions Gy =* | Oe ° i 
notice tn gach Fa 


<i... .......................-- 
or each folio of taxed bi 
FEES OF THE CLERK AS PROVIDED BY THE PROPOSED LAW. 


The clerk shall receive as full compensation for his services in 


each case $10. 
MESSENGER'S FEES. 

Under the last bankruptcy law the marshal received fees as 
such, and also as messenger. Those received in the latter capacity 
Were as follows: 

Before an 
ocean. ie tetan on im Lee med shall pay out of the estate to 

ee ee oe ccoqeen seit #0 

or each written note to creditor named in the schedule...........2---. 4 


For all necessary travel, at the rate of 5 cents a mile each way. 

For custody of property, publication of notices, and other services, his ac- 
tual and necessary expenses, upon returning the same in specific items and 
making oath that they have been actually incurred and paid by him, and are 
just and reasonable, the same to be taxed or adjusted by the court, and the 
oath of the messenger shall not be conclusive as to the necessity of such 
expenses, 

‘or cause shown, and upon hearing thereon, such further allowance may 
be made as the court, in its discretion, may determine. 

There are no messengers and no messengers’ fees under the 
proposed new law. 


THE COSTS AND EXPENSES UNDER THE PROPOSED LAW. 


The costs of administering estates under the bill we recommend 
are very reasonable in amount, and are to be so computed and 
paid that every officer financially interested in the estates will in 
effect be employed to not only secure prompt results, but as large 
dividends as possible—that is to say, the referee and trustee will 
not receive any compensation from an estate until its administra- 
tion is concluded, and the commissions they receive will be com- 
puted not upon the total outgo of the estates, but on the amount 
actually paid in dividends and commissions. The clerk will re- 
ceive but a single fee, which will be paid to him in advance, and 
he therefore will be anxious to have the estate administered as 

uickly as possible, as he can not have any interest in delays in 
the administration or in piling up expenses. 

The expenses are limited by the bill we recommend to those 
which are actual and necessary, and it is required that they shall 
be reported in detail under oath to the court. 

It must be borne in mind that marshals and district attorneys 
are now salaried officers, under a recent law of Congress, so that 
every temptation is removed from these officers, who may in any 
way become connected with the execution of the bankrupt law, to 
charge exorbitant fees or to delay the work. 

Stenographers are allowed, upon the application of the trustee 
during the examination of the bankrupt, or other proceedings at 
the expense of the estates, a compensation of 10 cents per folio for 

ing and transcribing the proceedings. This is necessary, 
and certainly a reasonable allowance. 

All expense accounts must be rendered under oath and approved 
by the court. One reasonable attorney’s fee will be allowed for 
the professional services actually rendered, irrespective of the 
number of attorneys employed, to the petitioning creditors in in- 
voluntary cases, to the bankrupt in involuntary cases while per- 
forming the duties herein prescribed, and to the bankrupt in vol- 
untary cases. No exorbitant charges can be made under these 

isions. If several attorneys are employed, only one fee will 
allowed toall. Here again this bill carefully guards the imter- 
ests of the estate. 

If we have committed an error it is by making the expenses of 
administering the law too low. Indeed, many complaints have 
reached the committee asserting that we do not make snfficiently 
liberal allowance for officers in the execution of the law. We be- 
lieve, however, that time will demonstrate the wisdom of the pro- 
visions of this bill. It is true we have cut expenses down toa 
minimum, and when applied to the estates it will be found that 
we have not failed to take advantage of the experience of the past 
under former laws. 

It should also be observed that neither the referee nor trustee 
receives any compensation until the estate is closed. Thus every 
precaution is taken to secure prompt action on the part of every- 
one connected with the administration of the estate. 

When these facts are considered, and it is also borne in mind 
that in the case of a failure everything is closed up, practically by 
one suit, instead of a separate suit for each creditor, frequently 
sompoying several lawyers, it must be apparent that the expenses 
will be much less to the creditors than under the present system. 

The law proposed will not in any way interfere with the solvent, 
honest debtor, excepting to strengthen his credit and advance his 
interests. 

Such a law will not disturb honest men, but it will be a terror 
to the rogue and the sh rr. 

It will strengthen the honest, but it will teach the dishonest 
that ‘‘the way of the transgressor is hard.” 

That completes my observations, and I will now hear from my 
friend from Gocere Mr. Livineston}. 

Mr. G ._ The great objection to this bill is the in- 
voluntary clause, and I want to ask the chairman if he will not 
agree to accept this amendment: ‘‘ That no man can be placed in 
bankruptcy except on a petition signed by two-thirds of his cred- 
itors representing two-thirds of the indebtedness.” 

Mr. HENDERSON. I understand my friend’s question. This 
bill, in my opinion, as we have amended it, strengthening what 
is known as the Mahon amendment incorporated in the House 
last session, I believe goes far enough, if not too far, in restraining 
creditors from moving, having to give bonds with sureties, in 
the discretion of the court, to become responsible for costs, at- 
torneys’ fees, and damages before they can move. 

That is provided for in the bill, and any man that wants more 
than that is going a great deal farther than I can go with him. I 
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will be frank with my friend. Ido not believe ina a 
law which says that the man who procures the goods alone s 
say what shall be done with them. 

te Tam a merchant doing business, and you sell me $100,000 
worth of goods and in two or three years’ run I seduce the stock 
to $50,000, should it be left to me to om feed my family, and 
support them on the remaining $50,000? No. You woul say, 
‘*Mr. HENDERSON, you are making a failure; you are insolvent; 
we ought not to permit you to go on in this hopeless way, Step 
into the court and divide with me and the other creditors what re- 
mains of your depleted stock.” 

So-I answer my friend in all candor, so far as I am individually 
concerned. After years of practice under the old bankruptcy 
law, after years of study of this whole question, I feel it to be my 
duty in the interests both of the creditor and debtor to oppose a 
measure that did not possess the involuntary features as well as 
the voluntary. Now, is there any other question? 

Mr. SULZER. This bill provides for no preferences. 

Mr. HENDERSON. It provides for no preferences; but you 
will find that where a person loans money for a perfected consid- 
eration, and the loan is ziven in good faith, without any fraud 
and without any knowledge of bankruptcy, that will be protected. 

Mr. SULZER. Do you not think there ought to be a provision 
in this bill giving a preference to employees for wages? 

Mr. HENDER ON. They have a preference. ere is not a 
wise provision that humanity can suggest, I think, but what has 
been incorporated in this bill. 

Mr. BARHAM. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 
I am for this bill—— 

Mr. HENDERSON. Iam very glad to hear it. 

Mr. BARHAM. But I wish to make an inquiry in regard toa 
provision which I find on page 78 of the bill, in these words: 

That when any bankrupt shall have oe policy which has a cash 
surrender value payable to himself, his éstate, or personal representatives, 
he may, within thirty days after the cash surrender value has been ascer- 
tained and stated to the trustee by the com y issuing the same, pay or 
secure to the trustee the sum so ascertained onl cated. oan continue toad, 

wn, and carry such policy free from the claims of the creditors participat- 
i in the distribution of his estate under the bankruptcy proceedings; o 
wise the policy shall pass to the trustee as assets. 

Now, I do not know that there is any State in the Union ex- 
cept California which exempts insurance policies from execution, 
but in our State there is such exemption. 

Mr. HENDERSON. What is the gentleman’s question? We 
do not want to consume the time allotted to general debate by 
matters which more properly should come up in the five-minute 
debate. 

Mr. BARHAM. There seems to be a conflict here. You pro- 

in this bill to subject to execution property which in Cali- 
ornia is exempt. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Ido not know about the California law. 
But the purpose of the provision which the gentleman has read 
which is known as ‘‘the Smith amendment,” having been offered 
by Mr. Surra of Kentucky, a member of the committee, was this: 
That where a man who becomes insolvent is carryin life insur- 
ance, not for the benefit of his wife or children, but life insurance 
which belongs to his estate, its present cash value, if it can be as- 
certained, shall be paid or secured, but without subjecting the 
man to the necessity of reinsuring at an older age than that at 
which the policy was taken. 

Our bill proceeds upon the presumption that in such cases the 

licy ought to go into the man’s estate and belong to his cred- 
on but the provision is so worded that if, for instance, the 

licy was taken at the age of 21 and the man is now 51, heshould 
allowed to carry the policy at the existing rate and not at the 
rate of the later age. 

Mr. BARHAM. But in California a life insurance policy is 
exempt from execution; in this bill you make it subject to the 
payment of the man’s debts. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The gentleman has the 
correct idea of our bill. Now, is there any other question which 
any gentleman wishes to ask? 

ir. OTJEN. As I understand, the involuntary provisions of 
this bill do not appl to mechanics and farmers? 

Mr. HENDERSON. No, sir. 

Mr. POWERS. AsI understand the statement of the gentle- 
man, any person who is a wage earner—such as a farmer or me- 
Spotie: tew take the benefit of the voluntary feature of this 


er- 


I know we do. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. POWERS. Another person can not be adjudged an invol- 
untary bankrupt unless he ae $1,000. 

. HENDERSON. There is such a limitation in the bill. I 
believe the amount is $1,0v0. 
veral BERS, One thousand dollars. 

Mr. POWERS. Will the gentleman from Iowa aut Why 
oe why ir limitation was fixed at so large an ee 
ds it req that, in order to be proceeded against as an involun- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 16, 


tary bankrupt, the m be indebted to the amount of 
1,000? I think in the original bill—the Torrey bill—the limita- 


ion was See 

Mr. DERSON. Idonotremember astothat. I know that 
our provision is very liberal. We intended it to be liberal. 

Mr. GAINES. 1 did not catch the tleman’s reply to the 
uestion of the gentleman from Georgia as to the involuntary 
eature of the bill not a plying except when two-thirds of the 

creditors join in the application. 

Mr. HENDERSON, I said I thought we had gone quite far 
enough in that — as I think gentlemen will agree when they 
observe the pro ons we make about bonds. 

Mr. MOODY. Does the gentleman think that the allowance of 
one day for the consideration of this bill under the five-minute 
rule give us sufficient time for the proper consideration of 
the details of the measure? 

Mr. HENDERSON. I can not say as to that. But I think we 
ought to go on now with the general debate. We can take up 
that other question later and arrange it by conference with gen- 
tlemen on both sides. 

Mr. MOODY. I think members of the House would be glad to 
be assured that there is to be sufficient opportunity for the con- 
sideration of this bill in detail. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Judging from the ap tions which have 
been made to the gentleman from Arkansas {Mr. Terry] and my- 
self, the general debate might occupy four days; certainly we 
shall need three days. 

Mr. MAHON. As I understand, under this bill you can not 


force any farmer into involuntar eee. 
Mr. NDERSON. That is the provision of the bill. 
Does the gentleman think that we ought to pass 


oa MAHON, 
a —_— 

Mr. HENDERSON. Now, my friend must see that the qu 
tion he is going to ask is not a legitimate question at this time. 
know the gentleman thinks theré ht to be some limitation i 
that matter; but that is a question be settled when the 
comes to be considered under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. MAHON. ae on: It seems Des 
that the time allowed for gen debate should not be consum 
by permitting every gentleman to an hour. I hope the gen- 
tlemen having control of the time will remember that there are 
many members who wish to say something, but who do not ask to 
occupy an hour. 

Mr. HENDERSON, You are talking about the division of the 
time for general discussion. Mr. Speaker, I make the request 
that all parties be allowed to print remarks upon the bill for five 
days after we close the consideration of it. 

r. MOODY. Is that request for the extension of remarks 
that are made upon the floor? 

Mr. HENDE IN. No, for all. 

Mr. MOODY. Would that include the extension of remarks 
made upon the floor? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Oh, yes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is understood that the remarks shall relate 


to this bill. 
Mr. HENDERSON. Oh, yes; fe the subject of bankruptcy. 
e gentleman from Iowa as 


The SPEAKER re tempore. 
unanimous consent that five days be given from the closing o 
the debate upon this bill in which to print remarks, the remarks 
to be upon the bill. 
Mr. ON, Onemoment. Ishould like to ask the gentleman 
a ie and then perhaps I shall not object. We should like to 
get an 2 to say something about this bill—— 
Mr. HEND IN. Mr, Speaker, I yield the floor to the other 
side, if there is to be objection. 
Mr. ee G. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him one 
question 
Mr. HENDERSON. Iam not going to have this taken out of 
the time of those in charge of the bill, and therefore I yield the 
floor, first asking the Chair how much time I have , to- 
gether with these interruptions which do not relate to that and 
— not to come out of our time. : 
e SPEAKER protempore. One hour and sixteen minutes 
from The gentle- 


have been consumed b eae yee. 
os 
ft says alread falivereh two epeecher epee tye face of tds 
bers in 
will be opened by the gentleman from Alabama 


Y¥] is 
mR in view ¥ the wide of @ 
measure like , the for its —— wary 
limited. We on this wan mony Enea. e have done 
been 
House in o on to , for debtors into 
bankruptcy. Consequently yiel eke my entire time to 
mem o had no 
to discuss a measure to this e on this 
~ an hour, 
reserve the balance of my time, 
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as there is no minimum time fixed in which he is to be served, 
may it not be served in one day, and in that way a man be declared 
to be a bankrupt in ele’en days? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. With his consent, yes. 

Mr. LINNEY. Or without his consent? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Will my colleague permit me to cor- 
rect a statement? He — LINNEY] sta that this bill would 
permit a man to be declared a bankrupt in ten days without his 
consent. Now, that is not possible under this bill. 

Mr. LINNEY. Eleven — 

Mr. RAY of New York. It is not possible unless a man con- 
cedes himself to be a bankrupt; he is entitled to have a jury sum- 
moned and have that question tried by a jury. 

Mr. LINNEY. Within the discretion of the judge, my friend. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I beg your pardon. 

Mr. LINNEY. Suppose he does not answer? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Then what right has he to object? 
If he does not answer he concedes his bankruptcy. 

Mr. LINNEY. That is where he concedes his bankruptcy. 
Bunt suppose a case where he fails to answer. Then he may be 
adjudicated within eleven days to be a bankrupt. 

Mr. RAY of New York. But, if instead of being a bankrupt, 
it is shown that he is not—— 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. My time is limited, and I can not yield 
further to my colleague. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I beg your pardon, but I did not want 
that impression to go to the House. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, Mr. Chairman, the specific grounds 
I have for es the bill I will try to hurry through rapidly. 
In the first place, there are several grounds which are set out here 
that will prevent the debtor from being discharged—nine are 
given. But there are only three that I desire to call the attention 
of the House to. The first is as follows: 

Given a preference as herein defined, and within six months prior to the 
filing of the petition against him, which has not been surrendered to the 

rustee. 

Now, I want to ask you what business man in this country 
will not, in the usual course of business, from time to time make 
mortgages or otherwise incumber his property without any inten- 
tion or expectation of becoming insolvent, and yet within six 
months thereafter he may encounter some financial disaster that 
will send him to the bankrupt court; and then, because he has 
pledged or incumbered in good faith some of his property, he 
must be deprived of the right of his discharge in the bankruptcy 
court. If that be done, how many innocent men would you pre- 
vent from get*ing a discharge? 

Mr, MAHON. Under the old law a preference given within six 
months from the time that he became a bankrupt was declared 
void and the property returned to the estate; and I suggest an 
amendment of that kind, the same as we had in the act of 1878. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That may be done; but I am referring to 
this bill as itis. The next point is this: 

Obtained property upon credit which has not been paid for or restored at 
the time the petition is filed against him upon a materially false statement 
in writing made by him to any person for the purpose of obtaining credit or 


of being communicated to the trade or to the person from whom he obtained 
such property on credit. 


Mr. ALEXANDER. From what page is the gentleman read- 


ing? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iam ces from page 32 of the bill. 


Now, that seems fair on the face of it, ‘obtained property on a 
materially false statement.” That sounds like a fair proposition. 
‘But what does it refer to? It seems to cover such cases as this: 
When the agents of Dun or Bradstreet call on business men for a 
statement of their financial standing, to severely punish them if 
they give an overvaluation by depriving them of the right to a 
discharge in bankruptcy after you have taken all their pecoeny. 
Do you know of any merchant who doés not value what he 
higher than you or I would? 
f you have a house, you value your house much higher than I 
would. It is human nature; and yet, when Dun’s or Bradstreet’s 
_man comes round to a merchant.and asks what is the value of his 
property in the store, and he says ‘‘$10,000,” and it turns out 
afterwards, when they come to assess the value of his property, 
that its value is a few thousand dollars less than he said it was, 
then he is to be deprived of the benefits of this act. And again, 
let me call your attention—— 
Mr. BARTLETT. In what way? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Not permitted to be discharged. 
Transferred any property otherwise than in the ordinary course of his 
basiness in contemplation i f bankruptcy. 
What does that mean? 


Transfers any property otherwise than in the ordinary course of his busi- 
ness in contemplation of kruptcy. 

Is it not a drag-net clause to prevent an honest debtor from 
gitics his discharge if a creditor wants to pre any m from 

oing so? What is the ordinary course of yo ir ing 
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business? You may think that you are transferring your prop- 
erty in the ordinary course of your business, and I may think that 
you are not; and yet, because of this difference of opinion, your 
creditor may prevent your obtaining your discharge. I say it ig 
a harsh feature, and no bill should be that contained it. 

Mr. RAY of New York. What section is that? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is section 8, on page 33. 

There is another very unjust provision in t bill, that which 
allows a debtor a full harge from his obligations to those who 
— become his sureties and yet holds the sureties bound to the 
creditor. 

This class of obligations does not stand on the same footing as 
ordinary commercial transactions where the es on both sides 
are dealing for a consideration and at arm’s length; but in cases 
of the persons who me accommodating sureties no considera- 
tion passes. It is the impulse of a generous heart to help a friend 
in distress, and it is a dastardly law, a return to barbarism, that 
will sanction and maker table the act of the debtor who turns 
and rends the friend who risked his own to help him. 

Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. DALZELL. Is there no provision in the~bill that would 
authorize the surety to go into the bankrupt court as against the 
bankrupt? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. He can come in and take his pro rata, 
but the creditor has already taken his pro rata on the note or 
bond, and both of them can not do it, 

Another objection that I have to this bill is the corporation fea- 
tures in it. I say that it is the most dangerous bill t has ever 
been proposed in this respect. What do they say a corporation 
means? What is the definition that this bill gives? On page 18 
it says, ‘‘Corporations shall mean all bodies having any of the 
om and privileges of private corporations not possessed by in- 

viduals or partnerships.” Does not that extend to municipal 
corporations? Has not a municipal corporation powers and priv- 
ileges not possessed by individuals and partners? Does not a 
municipal corporation own; not it convey its praeny in its 
corporate name? Individ and ps have no such 

wers or privileges. Then,if it applies to municipal corpora- 
ons, do you want the trustee of a ly we court to take charge 
of your town, collect your taxes, and bute its assets? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Willthe em permit me? Task 
= as a lawyer, as a member of the Judiciary Committee, if you 

ntend to create the impression that this bill would permit a town 
or a village or a city or any municipal corporation to be thrown 
into et 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I donot intend to create any impression. 
I do not know how the courts will construe provision. The 
members of this House can say what will be the result when you 
say that a ‘‘corporation shall mean all bodies having any of the 
bowers and privileges of private corporations not possessed by in- 

ividuals or — 

Under the definition, I am willing to ie case; and if a mu- 
nicipal corporation has not powers and pfivileges not possessed by 
individuals and partnerships, I will give it up. 

Iwillgoon. Italsoun poneey. applies to the t railroad 
corporations of this coamity. What is the effect? otis true the 
corporation can not go into bankruptcy itself—there is no volun- 
tary feature of bankruptcy fora corporation; but the bill provides 
that when “‘ suffered while insolvent an execution from a court of 
record for $500 or over ora number of executions ting that 
— against himself to be returned ‘no property found,’ un- 

ess the amount shown to be due by such execution shall be paid 
before a petition is filed,” such debtor may be put into the bank- 
ruptcy court. 

ow, is there any difficulty, if a railroad corporation or any 
other corporation wants to go into the bankrupt court, for it to 
get some one to have issued an execution and return made of no 
property found, and = the corporation into the bankrupt 
court? What is the result? Take one of the transcontinental 
railroads that run across the country. The time comes when un- 
secured creditors are pressing it and it can not stand up against 
the pressure. Its stockholders go to an unsecured creditor who 
holds a debt to the amount of $500, and he puts it into the bank- 
rupt court, What do theydo? What is the first process? Why, 
the judge of the court 8 a meeting of the creditors. 

Who are the ar The owners of the corporation. The 
stockholders and bondholders of one of these great corporations 
are all the same; therefore he calls the owners of the corporation 
into court. Todo what? To select a trustee. Instead of being 
put into the hands of a receiver, where the unsecured creditors 
can come in before the judge and be heard as to whether or not 
a man is a good receiver or a bad one, or who is the man to prop- 
erly protect their property, these bondholders, who are the great 
majority of the debtors of the corporation, go before that court 

nd, because they own a majority of the stock, elect the trustee to 
e care of their property. 
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, it is an opportunity that, whenever the corpora- 
on Salas can take thvan of this law, have themselves 
thrown into a bankrupt court, and then appoint their own trus- 
tee to take care of their property. Isay it is an iniquitous propo- 
sition. Any law that facilitates these great railroad corporations 
ing into the hands of a receiver or a trustee is against the 
nterests of the people of this coun We know that every time 
these corporations go into the hands of a receiver they are reor- 
ized and come out with more stock and more bonds placed on 
the railroad. What is the result? The men who reorganize them 
first get their rake-out, and then the people along the railroad 
who raise the wheat, raise the cotton, and pay the freight have 
to pay higher rates of freight in order to pay for the increased 
interest charges on additional stocks and bonds that have been 
issued under the reorganization plan. 

Mr. LOVE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion for information? Is there not in this bill a clause os 
that the trustee shall not be related to or in any way connec 
with the creditor? ; : : 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I believe there is such a provision; but 
what difference does it make whether or not the trustee is related 
or connected? He may be no relation of the stockholders or the 
bondholders of a company; but if he is elected as their trustee, he 
is very likely after he is elected to be their trustee. That is what 
I am complaining of, that the trustee will be under their manage- 
ment and control. j 

Again, take the ordinary small corporation. There is in the 
bill a provision that the creditors may meet and a rey of 
them may say on what terms a settlement of the debts shall be 
made. Now,I know numbers of small corporations where the 
directors and stockholders are its principal creditors. They have 
made advances to the corporation; they control the largest amount 
of the outstanding indebtedness. What is the result? Owning 
the majority of the debts, they put the corporation into the hands 
of a trustee; the corporation offers terms of composition to the 
creditors, a majority of whom are its officers and directors, and 
when the other creditors come into the room to determine the 
question, these directors or owners, being a majority, dictate on 
what terms the other creditors shall be paid and on what terms 
they can get back the assets that they have in the corporation. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Is not that subject to ratification 
by the court? May not the court approve or disapprove? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The appointment of a trustee is not sub- 
ject to ratification by the court; the sagen A nag me is. But it 
is a very unsafe tion for the other creditors to occupy when 
they must continually fall back on the court for the protection of 
their interests, with the assets in the hands of a trustee whose 
interests are adverse to their own. 

For these reasons, gentlemen, I say that every provision in this 
bill relating to corporations should be stricken from it. There is 
no reason why any corporation should be included in the bill. 
There is reason why you should pass bankrupt legislation for the 
ordinary debtor. It is proper that the shackles should be stricken 
from his hands in order to give him freedom that he may launch 
his boat once more upon the commercial seas, not only for his own 
benefit, but for the benefit of the community in which he lives. 
| oy ae the assets of a corporation have been disposed of it is 

ead. 

Can you resurrect the old shell that lies there —— and lifeless? 
What good does it do to a community to allow such a proceeding? 
Why not let the corporation die after you have distributed the 
assets? Why should corporations be included in these provisions 
unless for the purpose of giving them extended powers and priv- 
ileges which they onght not to possess? [Applause. } 

Mr. 8 er, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. TERRY. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Colorado [Mr. BELL}. 

Mr. BELL. Mr. aker, it can hardly be contended, it seems 
to me, that the Constitutional Convention when it authorized Con- 
gress to “establish uniform laws on the subject of bankruptcies 
throughout the United Statos ” had in view such a drastic national 
machine for the collection of debts as we have before us. The 
dominant thought of that Convention was to formulate a Govern- 
ment the stable corner stones of which should be free and inde- 
pendent manhood, the States zstaining control over debtor and 

itor so far as concerned mere property rights. 

_At that time in our history men were the sacred objects of na- 
tional care, leaving the possessions of men to the mercy of State 
legislatures. However, this provision of the Constitution was not 
promulgated as a rendezvous for culpable or fraudulent debtors, 

ut rather to savefrom despair such honest and helpless unfortu- 
nates as was Antonio, whose ships all went down at sea, leavin 
him subject to the revenge of the merciless Shylock, who glori 
in losing his money that he might become master of the destiny 
“= _ ey debtor. 

ut of the same stem grows the polic 
homesteads under our State statutes. Th 
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ernments is to protect the pride, the independence, the manhood 
of the citizen overtaken by inevitable misfortune, not only for his 
benefit, but for the benefit of his family, for the benefit of the 
State, and for the benefit of the United States. Voluntary bank- 
ruptcy, therefore, is the homane mandate that directs creditors to 
take all of the debtor’s possessions and then emancipate the debtor 
from their coils, giving him his future. While this saves the 
future independence and pride of the family and the courage 
and manhood of the debtor, it rarely injures the creditor, as the 
debtor never could rise under the burden sufficiently to pay off 
the debt. 

The language of the Constitution, the general reserved rights of 
the State, and the very spirit pervading the Convention while pass- 
ing this act render it morally certain that the great aim was to 
give debtors their future freedom upon condition that they would 
yield up all of their possessions. This is the only just or justifi- 
able reason underlying this measure. 

The committee ere this bill asks this question of itself: 
**Is a bankruptcy law needed?” The committee answers its own 
question in part as follows: 








From the Bureau of Statistics we learn that the total number of failures 
in the United States from 1879, when a former law was repealed, to 1895, both 
inclusive, amounts to 171,389 bankrupts. This vast number constitutes an 
army of men crippled financially, most of them active, aggressive, honest 
men who met with misfortune in the struggle of life, ont who, if relieved 
a a the burden of debt, would reenter the struggle with fresh hope and 

gor. 








That is the voice of your committee; that is the argument 
which is invulnerable when you take up the question of volun- 
tary bankruptcy. But your committee, unfortunately, uses this 
invulnerable evidence in favor of voluntary bankruptcy to visit 
upon the commercial world the most drastic, the most merciless, 
the most piratic statute that has ever stood upon the American 
statute books. You may go back to the law of 1800, and it is 
mild in comparison with this. You may go back to the statute 
of 1841, and it is mild in comparison with this. You may go back 
to the statute of 1867, and it is mild in comparison with this, 
That is true, notwithstanding the fact that every State legislature 
in this Union has been progressing in the other direction. 

But a short time ago men’s bodies were sold into slavery for 
debt. As civilization advanced, this was changed to imprison- 
ment for debt. With further light, this was reduced to attach- 
ment of goods and chattels for debts. Now most of the States 

rohibit the attachment until after judgment is obtained, except 

or a few acts of fraud. 

This bill goes back to the harsher days of the Republic and out- 
lines eight separate acts of the debtor, any one of which shall jus- 
tify the creditor in throwing him into involuntary bankruptcy. 

Onder the law of 1867 there were but five acts for which he 
— be forced into bankruptcy, and all of these based on actual 

aud. 

Two of those added in this bill are based on misfortune alone, 
without any taint of fraud or turpitude on the part of the debtor, 
This is greed run mad. 

Our State legislation, proceeding in a more merciful way, says 
these abuses must stop; that there must be but a few reasons why 
one may attach the property of a citizen unless he first gets a 
judgment, and I wish to say now that this bill, when it passes, 
will repeal every attachment law in your State, will repeal every 
law of insolvency whenever the aid of this statute is invoked, 
When this statute is invoked there is no local attachment, there 
is no local insolvency law, and I want to say to you that there 
are eight causes or reasons given in this bill for declaring a man 
a bankrupt, and I defy any man under the sun to owe the requi- 
site amount who can not be thrown into bankruptcy. It isimpos- 
sible for him to escape. You can put him into bankruptcy for 
any one of those eight causes, and there is no escape for him. I 
want you to bear in mind that he will not have the same opportu- 
nity as he has to-day. 

Suppose that my friend from Iowa owes $500 and this law goes - 
into effect. You go to your local bank and say to that institution, 
**T want to borrow $500.” The bank says, ‘‘ Nay.” ‘Why not?” 
‘* Because you can not give any special security over any other cred- 
itorinthiscountry. Any security that you give is liable to be over- 
turned by a bankruptcy court which may take possession of your 
effects.” ‘Your local banker can not extend credit to you safely, 
No local merchant can extend credit to you safely; and the object 
of this bill isto reach ont the cold tentacles from the great whole- 
sale centers of this country with a harsh national measure for the 
collection of debts under such circumstances that there can be no 
local preferences, no local arrangement, no condition whatever 
that would allow a local creditor to have any advantage over a 
foreign creditor. 

ow, are you willing to admit that? I say that I am in favor of 
a voluntary bankruptcy law, and I am in favor of an involuntary 
rovision, if you will make it for actual fraud, and for actual franc 
oné, I dm in favor of the foreign creditor being on an equality, 
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with the local creditor, when practicable. Butif a merchant is 
unable to realize on his collections he must frequently give a pref- 
erence to a local banker or wholesale merchant. He usually pulls 
through, to the benefit of all creditors. This cold, merciless bill 
would say to him, “Give no preference or you shall land in the 
bankruptcy court.” 

Mr. RAY of New York. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. BELL. Now, my friend, I shall have to get you to excuse 
me, because I have only the grace of a few minutes. If anybody 
will extend my time, I shall be glad to be interrupted, but I have 
only a few minutes. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I wanted to ask you just one question. 

Mr. BELL. Well, ask the question rapidly. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Have you read this bill? 

Mr. BELL. Yes; to my sorrow and regret, my friend, and 1 
hope you have read it to no purpose, because I do not believe that 
this House will ever visit such a law as this upon the American 


wap. 
r. SIMPSON of Kansas. Ask the gentleman from New York 
if he has read it. 

Mr. BELL (to Mr. Ray of New York). 
the bill? 

Mr. RAY of New York. I will say that I helped to frame it. 

Mr. BELL. Well, I am more sorry for you. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. The bill ought to be defeated, then. 

Mr. BELL. Yes; that is another reason that it should be 
defeated. aan.) 

Now, ourfriends make the entireargument, andit is aningenious 
argument for this bill, wpon the fact that we have a great num- 
ber of worthy citizens in this country loaded down with debt who 
ought to be relieved of that burden. 

Now, we all agree upon that score, and I should be willing at 
this moment to say that we should enact a bankruptcy law that 
would permit every man who is a bankrupt at this time to take 
advantage of the bill and let the future take care of itself.- That 
would relieve this great horde of men whom the committee says 
owe two and a half billions of money at this moment, men who 
are now hopelessly in debt and who want relief. But when they 
get that relief, they must take with it one of the most drastic 
measures that was ever visited upon the American people for the 
je a of collecting debts. There isa door opened for a failing 

ebtor at every corner of the jail. The debtor can not move with- 
out a penalty of jail imprisonment. He has no more opportunity 
under the provisions of this bill than he had in the Dark Ages. 

We are advancing in our State legislatures. What was acause 
for attachment a few years ago has been swept away as too dras- 
tic. What were causes of imprisonment a few years ago with an 
increasing civilization have been swept away. But this bill has 
gone backward. It hasin severity gone behind the bill of 1841; 
it has gone behind the bill of 1800; it has gone beyond anything 
that this Government has ever seen in the way of a harness in a 
bankruptcy bill. If I had the time, I should like to read some of 
the provisions for which a man can be thrown into bankruptcy. 
I defy any man under the sun to be involved in debt, I care not 
how honest he may be, who can not be thrown into bankruptcy 
by any jack-leg lawyer in the United States. It is impossible for 
him to escape if he owes debts and is unable to pay at the time 
any creditor wants to throw him into bankruptcy. I believe that 
is the object of this bill. 

If the committee had contented itself with bringing in a bill 
for this unfortunate class whose condition it exposes as an unan- 
swerable argument in favor of ae a the spirit 
of the Constitution would have been fully met. This bill, how- 
ever, hitches on to voluntary bankruptcy a most severe national 
collection régime which will tear down the insolvent and attach- 
ment laws of the States, remove collections from the local to the 
United States courts, and will place a master over every retail 
merchant in the country, and will destroy his local credit. 

The Torrey bill was not gotten up by or for the unfortunate and 
burdened debtor, but by and for the great wholesale merchants, 
to enable them to more easily and certainly collect their debts, 
even if they have to throw their customers into bankruptcy to ac- 
complish this purpose; to prevent retail merchants from securing 
their banks or local friend for ial help. 

Had the committee provided for voluntary bankruptcy and then 
enacted that when a debtor is guilty of such ac fraud as is 
usually a ground for attachment under State statutes that, upon 
the judgment of the court after a full hearing, he should be de- 
elared a bankrupt, the spirit of the Constitution would not be 


Now, have you read 


essed, 

But nine-tenths of this bill is devoted to the interest of the cred- 
itor, and its provisions are most strenuous against the debtors, 
that its framers feign to serve. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I yield one hour to my colleague on the 
committee, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LanuaM]. 
Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as I have promised 
yield so much of my time as I do not consume to one of my col- 


to 
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leagues, I shall be glad, both on his account and my own, if I 
can be exempted from all unnecessary interruption in delivery 
of what I have to say. 

After the very able and elaborate analysis of the provisions of 
this bill by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON}, the 
chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, I may well preter- 
mit any extended and specific discussion of its details. I wish to 
say at the outset that I have bestowed 7 it, as a member of the 
committee reporting it, the very best thought and most careful 
research of which I am capable. I believe that it will have the 
effect to promote commercial morality, to upbuild credit, and to 
uplift many of our unfortunate people, if it shall become a law. 

Mr. Speaker, the Constitution of our country confers upon Con- 
gress ‘‘the power to establish uniform laws on the subject of 
bankruptcy throughout the United States.” It inhibits any State 
from passing any laws ‘‘impairing the obligation of contracts.” 

The prescience of the framers of this great instrument, the sa- 
gacity that enabled them to anticipate and provide for both nor- 
mal and emergent conditions, the enduring nature of our organic 
law and its remarkable adaptability to the uses and necessities of 
popular government, have continued for more than a century, 
and will continue while our Republic stands, to elicit the approval 
of ae American citizen and to challenge the admiration of the 
world. 

Verily, the work of the fathers is imperishable. Were it possi- 
ble for them to revisit incarnate the country so richly blessed by 
their patriotic efforts, they would stand in amazement not only 
at the prodigious progress and development which are so abun- 
dantly in evidence, but they would have occasion to wonder and 
be thankful that to them were given the wisdom and foresight 
which qualified them to make such suitable provision for those 
who were to come after them. 

Every citizen must know that in all his civic relations and trans- 
actions with his fellow-man he is subject to the Constitution and 
must act in all his affairs in contemplation and with full knowl- 
edge of its provisions and what may lawfully be done under and 
by virtue of its authority. Allcommerceand all business are car 
ried on, all credit is extended, and all debts are made and con- 
tracted, with notice of its existence, its supreme function, and the 
lawful exercise of the powers it confers. 

No creditor can be heard to say that the debt due him shall 
never be diminished, nor under certain conditions absolutely dis- 
charged, if shall otherwise enact. It was, I think, never 
considered by the authors of the Constitution that ustments 
determined under statutes of bankruptcy, dispositions of property, 
distributions of estates, abridgments of obligations, acquittances, 
— or complete, of preexisting debts, d necessarily involve 

ishonesty, oe pone my or moral turpitude in those taking ad- 
vantage of and seeking relief under such laws. 

They —— coe iods of depression, amen ae 
commercial paralysis, stringency, yea, human extremity, 
would inevitably come to , when relief from burdens too 
grievous to be borne should be afforded. 

They did not contemplate nor intend that such laws, enacted in 
pursuance of the Constitution, should be so used and administered 
as to 0 a fraud either creditor or debtor. On the con- 
trary, it is but reasonable to suppose that they had a just regard 
for the relative rights of each. 

During the existence of our Government, and at long intervals, 
three different laws on the subject of bankruptcy have been enacted 
and in turn repealed. Two of them were of very brief duration. 
It is not contended that these laws were either of general popular- 
ity or free from imperfection and harshness. Time will not per- 
mit a full historic treatment of these laws, the exigencies which 
called them into existence, nor the causes which brought about 
their public condemnation and Suffice it to say that these 
things have afforded us a caveat of which we have not been un- 
— — ee eee 
profit by past avoid, as as possible, jus’ 
grounds of adverse criticism. 

I may be allowed to remark that we have approached and con- 

deliberations with a supreme sense of the importance 


the lips of any mem- 

uring our tations 

consideration a has there been ex- 

hibited anywhere the slightest purpose, within my observation, to 
attach to it any mere party significance. 

While we hail from different and widely separated States of the 
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ion, represent different constituencies, and are of different 
politica affiliations, still a met and ~~ a amare 
i whe 
¢ unite, not as Republicans and Democrats, but diverg- 
—— eek eaaens as are entertained by earnest men of 
positive convictions seeking the common good of our common 
country. . 
he Henderson bill—and it is just that it should be so 
acieieh-es freely as I would if it bore the name of my old 
friend, Judge Culberson, who served for so many years with such 
conspicuous distinction on the Committee on the Judiciary and 
with such acceptability both to the House and to the country, and 
who, great lawyer as he is, supported it in a former Congress as 
partisan legal 


As a lawyer, and upon non- 
questions, the names of tical parties do not ap- 
in my lexicon, I would rather be the best lawyer in the 
nited States than to be President under the auspices of any po- 
litical organization. [Applause.] 9 : 

In our judgment, the time has come when the conditions im- 
peratively demand and the people anxiously expect the passage of 
a bankruptcy law. In my own opinion, the closing years of this 
century find the American people differently situated from what 
they have ever been in the past. Hard times havenever been more 
aggravated than they now are; the body of our peoplenever 
profited less “in that wherein they labor” than they now do; toil 
never before went more unrequited and without adequate recom- 
pense than it now does; the products of brawn and the fruits of 
the soil are more depreciated ever before; a dollar was never 
so difficult to obtain as it now is; its Eames pees was never 
so magnified as it has now become, while its debt-paying power 
remains only the same as when times were better; appreciated 
money has had the logical effect to increase the quantum of debt 
and decrease the capacity to discharge it. It were easier to have 
paid $1,000 a few years ago than it is to pay $500 now; the struggle 
to live is fiercer and severer now than ever it was. 

Failures aggregating liabilities of approximately $3,000,000,000— 
think of it, man three thousand millions of dollars!—have 
occurred within less than a score of years. In the débris of such 
failures may be seen ‘‘ broken counters” by the thousands in every 

pulous State of the Union which tell the sad story of blasted 
Len blighted homes, and broken hearts. 

Stagnation and sorrow, grief and gloom, strain and suffering, 
privation ee and all the concomitants of disappointment 
and distress afflict multitudes of our b pepe. The pangs are keener 
and the humiliation harder to be endured because of the contrast 
between the times as they now are and as they once were with 
them. ‘A sorrow’s crown of sorrow is remembering happier 
things.” Then the rush of greed has not been stayed; the gentle 
sensibilities, the tender humanities have become parched and 
shriveled by its withering touch. Evil, avaricious motives in 
getting and solicitations to covin in losing have wrought their 
frightful havoc and pressed their victims to the very verge of 
desperation. 

any and many of our people who were once buoyant, ener- 
getic, and prosperous men of business, whose ‘‘ words were as 
good as their bonds,” are now loaded down with hopeless, helpless 
debt, from the burdens of which they can never expect to be ex- 
tricated except pm legislative relief. In multiplied instances 
their unhappy situation can not justly be ascribed to mere im- 
provident speculation, nor culpable mismanagement, nor reckless 
indiscretion and disregard of usual business methods, but may 
rather be attributed to the te environment, phenomenal 
shrinkage in values, abnormal monetary conditions, unforeseen 
inability to make collections, circumstances exceptionally hostile, 
massing of demands at unexpected times and from unexpected 
quarters, absence of reenforcement usually available, and univer- 
sal dislocation. 

In these days of sudden inflation and abrupt collapse, of 
booms and boomerangs, of artificial manipulation and control of 
the old rules of supply and demand, of blending seedtime and 
harvest and as e prices of the products of the soil before the 
seeds sprout in the ground, of restricting the monetary supply 
and the mints of the Government against the ancient 
coin of the , of “barring every door with gold and opening 
but to golden a it is no wonder that the best-laid calcula- 
tions, most care prognostications, and ordi sources of the 
best ju ent are unreliable and come to naught, and it is no 
wonder that disasters which no human prudence could anticipate 
and calamities which no possible caution could avert have come 
in whole battalions and wrought irreparable ruin. 

There is no incentive to accumulate property when one knows 
that the unremitting efforts and ted business rewards of 
a lifetime can not meet and cancel the liabilities in which he is 
involved, and thrift and economy all fall prostrate and 
palsied in the presence of such a dilemma, while attendant 
temptations to evasions, concealments, subterfuges, and crooked 
methods are a menace to open and moral conduct and 

management of business affairs. 


manly independence in the 
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In such a case the inevitable tendency is to humiliation or degra- 
dation. I would adorn my own poor observations in this connec- 
tion by quoting the splendid language of that great statesman, 
He Clay, who, more than fifty years ago, when discussing pro- 
bankruptcy legislation, used these words: 


The Declaration of American Independence, which announced our exist- 
ence as a nation, solemnly proclaims as a self-evident truth that the right of 
cog neevioes! person to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness is inalien- 
able. Does the wretched bankrupt. sunk down and overwhelmed by perhaps 


unmerited misfortune, against which no human foresight or prudence could 
guard, enjoy the benefit of this maxim? 

He is not, indeed, deprived of life, but he drags out a miserable and linger- 
ing existence, without one cheeringhope. The humanity of progressive civi- 
lization has exempted his person from incarceration in the dark cells of a 
public jail; but the liberty which is granted to him enables him only to see 
more distinctly in the light of heaven and intensely to feel the misery of 
his condition. Stripped of all motives to human exertion, with the incubus 
of an immovable mass of debt upon him, surrounded by a family sharing, 
without being able to alleviate, his sorrows and sufferings, he is mocked by 
the oe of the pursuit of happiness, pronounced to be inalienable in the 
most memorable declaration of human rights that was ever promulgated to 
the world. Let us, sir, make that guaranty substantial, practical, avail- 
able, by fulfilling the duty imposed upon us in the power delegated in the 
Constitution to pass this law. 

Mr. Speaker, how pitiable it is to see a man formerly prosperous 
in business and comfortable, industrious and contented, able to 
provide suitably for himself and his dependents, reduced to want 
and idleness and deprivation of all he once enjoyed! How crush- 
ing it is, moreover, when he realizes, as he sometimes does, that 
the better and stronger and more operative years of his life are past 
and gone; that he can not retrace the journey and utilize asecond 
time the opportunities that once were his. 

He appreciates most acutely the truth of the dismal philosophy 
of that Mohammedan caliph, Omar, I think it was, who said, 
‘*Four things come not back—the spoken word, the sped arrow, 
the t life, and the neglected opportunity.” In the retrospect, 
his discomfiture is but intensified when he perceives how and 
where his troubles might have been avoided, and recognizes too 
late, and after the fact, the shortcomings which have marked his 
career. 

I can imagine such a man, worried and wretched by day, insom- 
nolent and restless at night, racking his brain, straining to its 
utmost tension every ingenuity at his command for the better- 
ment of his condition, desiring to do right, willing if he could to 
pay what he owes, having just conceptions of all his obligations 
and a full consciousness of all his duties, and yet, turn as he will, 
think as he may, see as he can, there are no signs of promise, and 
only rayless darkness and ‘woe, irrelievable woe,” are all that 
confront him. 

In the morning he wishes it were evening, andin the evening 
he says, ‘‘ Would God it were morning.” Debt, the gloomy spec- 
ter, is the last thing to tell him ‘‘Good night” and the first thing, 
in derision, to bid him ‘‘Good morning.” His pride, his self-re- 
_ his reputation among his fellows, his duty to his family 
that he be not ‘‘ worse than an infidel, and deny not the faith,” 
are all aroused, challenge his painful solicitude, and banish his 

ace; fortune gone, his ‘‘torch wasted that it can no longer 

urn,” claims against him that he can not satisfy, debts which he 
can never by any possibility discharge, with tribulations innumer- 
able and immeasurable pushing and pressing his endurance to the 
uttermost limit, with all the mien and manner of a wounded spirit 
which can not sustain his infirmity, ‘‘ dragging at each remove a 
lengthening chain,” wrecked and stranded, with sorrows unspeak- 
able—oh, Mr. Speaker, such a man is entitled to the ready and 
cordial commiseration of all humanity, the sympathy of all civili- 
zation, the benediction of every generous heart, and every prompt 
and adequate relief that the law can give him. 

‘*When I think of the many thousands of such care-encum- 
bered,” debt-emburdened men, I feel it to be my representative 
duty to plead their cause and invoke in their behalf every consti- 
tutional and - =~, succor and solace that the polity of my 
Government affords. I would have go forth from the Congress 
of the United States to all such, the royal proclamation that glad- 
dened the hearts of ancient Israel: 

Proclaim liberty throughout the land unto all the inhabitants thereof. 
* * * And if thy brother be waxen poor, and fallen in decay with tl 


then shalt thou relieve him * * * that he may live with thee. * 
Thou shalt not compel him to serve as a bond servant. 


I would have the command issue and send forth the greeting 
and assurance: 
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Blow ye the trumpet, blow 
The gladly solemn sound; 
Let all the people know, 
To all the country’s bound, 
The year of Jubilee is come. 
os ” 
Ye weary spirits, rest; 
Ye mournful souls, be glad. 
@ use. } Wee ap 
e have provided in our bill that every honest individual debtor 
may claim and enjoy the privileges and benefits of voluntary bank- 
ruptcy. And we have gone so far as to declare, in similitude of 
the laws of the States, that if he be too poor to pay the costs of 
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the proceeding his plaint shall not on that account be denied, but 
shall nevertheless be heard, We say to him that if you come into 
court with clean hands, and in good faith submit to your creditors 
your cessionem bonorum for pro rata distribution among them, 
you shall be discharged from your debts and “ go hence without 
day,” protected in all your exemptions by the laws of the State of 
your residence. 

We have provided for the expeditious and comparatively inex- 
pensive administration of business in the courts of bankruptcy, 
and sought to prevent the waste and consumption of estates in 
unnecessary costs. We have provided for referees convenient to 
the parties interested, and brought to the very doors of those de- 
siring the benefits conferred, full opportunity for invoking them. 

Thus far, I apprehend from the expressions I have heard in this 
Chamber andelsewhere, there is no essential disagreement between 
other gentlemen and myself, there being, I believe, a general senti- 
ment in favor of voluntary bankruptcy. This desideratum can 
not, I think, be accomplished as an independent proposition. I 
come now to discuss the other feature of the bill, and I shall be 
indeed grateful for your earnest and patient attention. 

We have not only provided amply and generously for voluntary 
bankruptcy, but we have deemed it both proper and necessary to 
include also in the bill what we regard as reasonable and appro- 
priate provisions for involuntary bankruptcy, and have carefully 
defined the causes which upon petition filed and bond given will 
be sufficient to bring into court a reluctant and fraudulent debtor 
and compel the surrender of his available assets to be ratably and 
equitably applied and proportionately shared by all his creditors. 

In our judgment no mere one-sided measure would meet public 
expectation, be possible of enactment, nor properly respond to pre- 
vailing conditions. In my own humble opinion, it may be well 
doubted if such would be entirely in keeping with the ‘“ uni- 
formity ” contemplated by the Constitution. We have considered 
the relative rights of both debtor and creditor. The bill is in- 
tended on the one hand, to relieve honest, helpless misfortune, to 
afford good men overwhelmed by debt, a straight way out of their 
difficulties, and on the other hand, to protect the deserving creditor 
in all his reasonable rights and toreach out and preclude wrongful 
= covinous conduct on the part of the crafty and unscrupulous 

ebtor. 

We believe that the creditor has rights which the debtor ought 
to respect; that a creditor is not necessarily a cruel and inexo- 
rable monster; that neither his interest, his cupidity, nor his in- 
clination normally seeks to oppress or crush or destroy his debtor; 
that credit is indispensable to the commercial world; that induce- 
ments to its extension ought to be offered rather than that arbi- 
trary restraints and shackles should be put upon it; that unneces- 
sary impediments thrown in the way of the just assertion of its 
right to collect debts will withdraw it from the field where such 
obstructions are permitted and dry up the very springs from which 
flows the stream of business activity; that statutory promptings 
to loose and light estimates of contractual obligations to the cred- 
itor tend to public demoralization; that no discredit should be cast 
by law upon the virtue, the dignity, and the binding nature of an 
honest debt; and that no well-meaning, fair-dealing creditor should 
be held in social, moral, or legal quarantine, nor treated as an alien 
enemy in his own land. We have felt that the respective claims 
of both these great classes of our citizens deserved our attention 
and should neither be ignored nor obscured. They are each of 
— people and civilly ‘‘ bone of our bone and flesh of our 

esh.” 

We have avoided all unreasonable harshness and severity in 
those proceedings which are denominated involuntary and have 
provided complete indemnity against the wrongful institution of 
such proceedings. We have preserved inviolate the time-honored 
right of trial by jury where issue shall be joined on alleged acts 
of bankruptcy, and have included in such acts only such delin- 
quencies as are ee or by necessary implication tainted with 
fraud. Mere insolvency, if integrity remain, will be nocause for 
enforced bankruptcy under this bill. An upright debtor will be 
immune from vindictive assault. 

I affirm with all possible emphasis that no honest, straightfor- 
ward man need apprehend any harm to himself in consequence of 
what is denounced as an act of bankruptcy and defined as a cause 
for the institution of involuntary proceedings. It may be safely 
stated that the causes thus defined are far less rigorous and sweep- 
ing than those which authorize the issuance of writs of attach- 
ment and other extraordinary process under the laws of the States. 
It is well known that insolvency laws and those for the collection 
of debts vary in the different States, are oftentimes contradictory, 
and disclose an utter lack of uniformity. 

Preferences may be allowed in one State which are interdicted 
in another. These things, it is believed, are not only sufficient to 

roduce, but not infrequently actually provoke, a discrimination 
in the extension of credit as well as an inequality in its operations, 
involving a higher price for the same article in one State than is 
charged to the people of another State, contingent upon the risk 
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taken by the wholesale dealer being greater under the laws of one 
State that those of another. 

With the same rules for the collection of debts applying uni- 
formly to all the States, it is fair to presume that credit would 
become less variable and better systematized in its action, and 
that the same article of merchandise could be bought for prac- 
— the same price, plus the cost of transportation, all over the 

nion. 

It does not follow that all creditors are necessarily extraterri- 
torial of the State where debts are contracted to be paid; and the 
fact that those residing in the immediate vicinity or in the same 
State with the debtor areafforded special facilities for the security 
and collection of their claims, to the exclusion of others equally 
binding and meritorious, and that in the race of diligence the 
local creditor is permitted to absorb the entire property of the 
debtor and leave others, both within and without the State, wholly 
remediless, is obstructive of the flow of credit, hazardous to its 
extension, pernicious in its influence, and positively detrimental 
to the debtor. 

I am one of those who believe that an honest debt, fairly con- 
tracted for value received, is of moral and legal obligation, with- 
out reference to where the creditor resides. ‘‘Pay what thou 
owest,” when possible, is as obligatory on the payor, whether the 
payee reside in the same neighborhood or a thousand miles distant. 
A promissory note made, executed, and delivered for food and 
raiment, for goods and chattels, for wares and merchandise, at 
just valuation, is, both in conscience and in law, of equal strength 
and dignity to a similar note — for the loan of money. 

It is sometimes suggested that credit is occasionally extended 
through personal sympathy and with a motive to enable an embar- 
rassed tradesman to tide over his temporary trouble, and that the 
duty to pay a debt thus incurred is of hig er ethical obligation 
than others, however honestly, contracted, in the usual channels 
of business, and that in such cases preferences ought not to be dis- 
couraged nor prohibited. 

It may be replied that cases of this kind are exceptional; that it 
is a rare thing in these days that money is loaned without promise 
and expectation of current interest, as well as ultimate payment 
of the principal; and besides, the law can not enter the domain of 
mere moral as contradistinguished from legal oo take cog- 
nizance of superrefinements in casuistry, nor allow the gratitude 
of the debtor and his friendliness or special favoritism to a par- 
ticular creditor to destroy the force of what is due to other cred- 
itors, nor to exhaust the means at hand in the full extinguishment 
of one debt which ought to be ratably applied to the proportion- 
ate satisfaction of all. 

When a commercial man is obviously failing and notoriously 
unable to meet his business engagements, it may well be doubted 
if credit then extended him is to his own actual and eventual 
benefit, or that such credit, even in the estimation of the debtor, 
should take higher rank in the scale of obligation than that pre- 
viously furnished by others. Should sympathy so dispense its 
benefactions as to work an injustice to others, or be suffered to 
obtain an advantage for itself at the expense of others? I assert 
as a postulate of sound morality that justice and generosity have 
their appropriate functions, and the one must end before the other 

gins. 

A successful mercantile career involves the thought and care of 
a lifetime, requires sound commercial intelligence, painstaking 
estimates of loss and gain, diligent study of the markets, close 
attention, correct, economic and systematic business habits, and 
unceasing prudence. 

A good merchant is both convenient to a community and useful 
as a citizen, and his fitting survival in business is beneficial and 
desirable. His purchases are openly made. He pays for his mer- 
chandise at the time it is bought, or upon current demand, and 
conducts a safe, honorable, and reliable business. He is entitled 
to consideration and reasonable protection against evil practices 
and dishonest compassings in derogation of his trade. 

There are some who, without experience or preliminary study 
and preparation, with no aptitude for commercial pursuits, and 
with inadequate capital, venture into the mercantile field. They 
rent a house, hire clerks, procure delivery vehicles, buy often- 
times beyond their capacity to pay, advertise their wares, and set 
themselves up for business in competition with the veteran and 
experienced merchant. 

hey frequently run a brief career. They wait in vain for de- 
sirable customers or, impatient at the delay in their appearance, 
sell at hazard, ‘‘on time,” to those rejected by others more cau- 
tious, or finally to all comers alike for what cash they can get, 
without reference to profit upon the original investment. 

In the meantime expenses go on in cumulo, their obligations 
mature, their paper goes to protest, they collapse; and then, in 
some places, comes the preferential deed of trust, the sale by the 
trustee at or below cost, and usually far below cost, the a 
tation upon public or private vendue of the same articles usually 
kept by the permanent and orderly merchant in the next block oF 
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subject will show that this is a distinction without a difference, 
Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. BELL. It is a very great difference from this bill. 

Mr. BURKE. I assert, and challenge any gentleman to con- 
tradict the assertion, that in many States of this Union to-day— 
in a majority of the States of this Union to-day—by statutory 
enactment more grounds exist for the issuance of a writ of at- 
tachment than there are in the involuntary features of this bill. 

Mr. BARTLETT. What State in the Union permits the issu- 
ance of a writ of attachment against a man who permits his paper 

to remain thirty days unpaid, and declare him an insolvent? 

Mr. BURKE. I cite the gentleman to the laws of his own 

tate. In that State there are seven distinct grounds for the issu- 
ance of a writ of attachment. 

Mr. BELL. Do you regard the issuance of a writ of attach- 
ment the same as throwing a man into general bankruptcy? 

Mr. BURKE. In answering the gentleman, I will say that the 
issuance of a writ of attachment against a debtor, while in one 
sense amounts to bankruptcy, in another it is infinitely worse, in 
that it takes his property, applying the proceeds to-a partial pay- 
ment of his debts, leaves him submerged, as it were, with judg- 
ments over him unsatisfied, and beyond the hope of relief for the 
future. Whereas, if the lawsof bankruptcy were invoked, his as- 
sets would be ratably distributed, judgments against him satisfied, 
and he would receive his discharge. ; 

I have heard much said, Mr. Speaker, about State courts giving 
relief by way of damagesto debtors whose property had been wrong- 
fully seized under attachment proceedings. I wish to say that 
after an experience and observation of twenty-five years in the 
courts of my country, I am prepared to say thatsuch damages are 
rarely given, and in ninety-nine cases out of one hundred, when 
a debtor’s property has been seized under a writ of attachment, 
he is left a financial wreck. I can not at this moment recall a 
single case in which I have known pecuniary compensation to be 
paid a debtor for the unlawful issuance and levy of a writof attach- 
ment. And in those States where a preference is obtained by the 
first attaching creditor, he is stimulated by this fact to take his 
chances and have the attachment levied. In my State the first 
attaching creditor gets it all. 

Mr. BELL. In my State he does not. 

Mr. BURKE. Yes, but I expect that the debtor usually pays 
from 5 to 10 cents on the dollar, and then has a judgment hang- 

ing over him for the balance of his life. Whereas, under thislaw, 
if the involuntary features are sought to be enforced against him, 
he gets his discharge and is absolutely free. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Wiil the gentleman permit me 


a question? 
r. BURKE. Certainly, my friend from Mississippi can always 
ask me a question. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Do you not think the ma- 
chinery now provided by the States for the collection of debts is 
sufficient? Do you think additional machinery through the in- 
strumentality of this bill is necessary or wise? 

Mr. BURKE. Ordinarily the machinery now provided may be 
sufficient to serve some purposes in this direction, but in many, if 
not a majority, of the States to-day a debtor can execute a trust 
deed for the cae of securing one or more of his creditors, and 
those secured are usually closely related to him by ties of affinity 
or consanguinity.. Can anyone stand up here and defend a law 
of this character and at the same time condemn the provisions of 
this pending bill? In the State of Mississippi, from whence my 
distinguished friend comes, there are eleven grounds for issuing 
@ writ of attachment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The people of Mississippi are 
satisfied with that as a mode of collecting debts. 

Mr. BURKE. In the State of Missouri there are fourteen 
grounds for issuing a writ of attachment. 

Mr. BLAND. Suppose a writ of attachment is issued in Mis- 
souri, how will this bill interfere with it? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It destroys it. 

Mr, BLAND. Do you propose by this bill to destroy our laws? 

Mr. BURKE. If any citizen of Missouri is absolutely insolvent 
and unable to pay his just debts the laws of this country ought to 
take hold of his estate and divide it equally among his creditors, 
if he or they so desire, and then give him another chance in the 
race for life. 

Mr. BLAND. Are you not willing to ieave that to the legisla- 
ture of Missouri? 

Mr. BURKE. Sometimes legislatures do not do their duty. 

Mr. BLAND. Asa Democrat, are you willing to override the 
State law? 

Mr. BURKE. As a Democrat, Iam in favor of this bill, and 
my people favor it. While I would guard as jealously as anyone 
the rights of each State in this Union, I have never permitted my 
respect for State rights to force upon me the conviction that the 
enactments of State legislatures are ee right. They aresome- 
times wrong. But, Mr. Speaker, when I was interrupted I was 



















referring to the grounds for attachment in some of. the States of 
this Union. I find the following number of grounds in the States 


named: 
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In the States of Maine, Vermont, Massachusetts, and Connecti- 


cut attachments are issued and levied on a debtor’s property with- 
out either an affidavit or bond filed. Except in the State of Con- 
necticut, a cost bond must be given, payable to some “ substantial 
citizen of the State.” 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 


him a question? 


Mr. BURKE. Certainly. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Does not that demonstrate that New 


England has not kept up with the procession in the matter of 


pes ener 

r. BU . Well, I will leave that to my friend from Mis- 
souri, and he can put his own construction upon it. Iam not 
criticising New England; I am here speaking in advocacy of the 
bill before the House and endeavoring to show that it is not 
harsher in its provisions than are the laws of many States gov- 
erning the seizure of a debtor’s property under 
ment. 


ts of attach- 
It does not answer the arguments in support of this bill to say 


that there are harsh creditors and poor, depressed, honest debtors, 
We find all these, Mr. S 
ment proceedings under State laws, and no onehasever suggested 


er, in the enforcement of attach- 


opposition to attachment laws,or their re ‘ on either 
e¢ poverty of the debtor class or the ness of the creditor 
class. But in candor I submit that if a debtor is guilty of violat- 


ing either of the as grounds set out in the involuntary feature 
of the proposed bi 


» his ay ought to be taken by the strong 
arm of the law and distributed ratably among his creditors, 
Every lawyer in this House knows with what zeal and energy the 
attaching creditor usually pursues his debtor, and,asI ted a 
moment ago to the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELL], wher- 
ever the statutes of a State permit the first attaching creditor to 
receive his full amount, you will find him pursuing the debtor 
with even more zeal and determination than ever before. 

Mr. BLAND. If it will not interrupt the gentleman too much, 
I would like to ask him a question. 

Mr. BURKE. Proceed. 

Mr. BLAND. I would like to askif the legislature of Colorado 
is not better able to take care of its citizens than we are? Why 
should Co undertake to overturn the laws of that State? 

Mr. BURKE. I will answer my friend by saying that in the 
ane of this bill it is not pro to overturn the laws of any 

tate, but to carry into practical effect by Congress the plain pro- 
visions of the Constitution of this country. 

Mr. BLAND. The policy of a Democratic House to overturn 


State aie may be questioned. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Congress has the right to cnagt 
the free ———- of silver as well as of gold, but it does not do it. 
Mr. B . If we had our way we might do it; but that is 
not an answer to the argument. say the Constitution of the 
United States — this legislation, and itcan not be challenged 


on that groun 

Mr. Speaker, the ¢ of this bill will in my judgment greatly 
——- credit throughout all the States. That the passage of 
a pt law is demanded, I believe nearly all will concede. [ 
can understand, sir, how gentlemen who say they are opposed to 
all bankrupt legislation can vote, not only against this, but 
against any bill on this subject, but for gentlemen to declare them- 
selves in favor of such k tion, and then vote against this bill 
without offering us a better one is to my mind suggestive that 
— too are opposed to all legislation on this sub A closé 
reading of the provisions of bill will convin think wh 
favor such legislation, that its provisions for both voluntary -_ 
pe ee camps have been care drawn and the righ 
of both debtor and creditor closely 

Under its provisions farmers and wage earners can not be forced 
into involuntary ne while both of the classes if they owe 
much as $1,000 may avail themselves of the benefits of the clause 
relating to voluntary bankruptcy. I lived in the h at 
time the last bankrup#:y law was enacted, and it ; 
force, and I know the prejudice that then exis 
the law and the manner in which it enforced, and to that 
will address myself for a few 

Mr. Speaker, that law was enacted immediately after a 
of the civil war, when desolation and gloom hung as a f 
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At that time the country was not 
perm and cut up with railways as it is to-day, and Federal 
courts were looked upon by the people as courts almost of foreign 
jurisdiction. In my own tate a party, if forced into the Federal 
court, would have to travel by private conveyance from 150 to 
300 miles, in some instances, before reaching the place where the 
was held. 

NO such conditions exist in that Stateto-day. There ee 
be found a county now, outside of the frontier, through whic 

railways do not pass, and we now have three Federal courts in 
the State, each holding a session at five different places in each 
district, thus making fifteen points at which courts are held. 
Not only that, under the old law there was only one register for 
the district; under this proposed bill a referee can be appointed in 
every county in the district, thus bringing the courts right to the 
very doors of the people, and the suggestion will no longer obtain 
that the Federal court is one of foreign jurisdiction, for they can 
have a court in every county of the judicial district where the 
law is being enforced. 7 

The S . The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LOVE. I hope additional time will be given to the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. BURKE. I thank my friend, but I will conclude with only 
one further thought, regretting that I have not had the time to 
discuss this subject on the lines [ had marked out in my own mind. 

Mr. Speaker, human slavery is no more galling than financial 
bondage. Over thirty years ago this Government struck down 
the one, and in striking it down incurred nearly $3,000,000,000 of 
indebtedness and deluged this land in blood. We have to-day, 
approximately, 400,000 progressive, intelligent, and industrious 
men who are wed down under the yoke of financial ae 
It costs not one dollar to remove that yoke from their necks; 
neither will there be shed one drop of blood. 

Let Congress then rise equal to the emergency and declare by 
the passage of this bill that this financial bondage shall cease 


pall over that entire section. 
eated 


this land. Spviguee. | 
Mr. T Y. Lyield thirty-five minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. Henry], ten minutes to be taken out of the time of 


my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Kentucky 
= SurrH], and ten out of the reserved time of the gentleman 
om Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD]. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, at no period in our history 
of more than a hundred years has there been a more pressing ne- 
cessity for a national bankrupt law. The unfortunate conditions 
of thousands of good and patriotic citizens imperatively demand 
such a measure. A national act of this kind alone can bring pare 
tial relief and heal up the wounds of those wrecked amid the mis- 
fortunes and adversities of the last decade. 

To-day in every hamlet and in oe section of Republic 
there are honest and worthy citizens who are entitled to con- 
pee ie achenan : ce would contribute to the 
national prosperity and grandeur of our country. 

The time is now fully ripe when we should vitalize the consti- 


tutional power for passing a uniform bankrupt law and supple- 
ment that provision of the Constitution with legislation perfectly 


executing 
o ic law. 

et us for a moment trace the history of the constitutional war- 
rant for a national bankrupt act. The debates and history throw 
very meager light upon the origin of this power. It is always 
becoming, when we undertake to legislate, to ascertain the exact 
limits of our authority. 

The Philadelphia convention met on the second Monday of May, 
1787, but did not really begin work until the 25th of y, 1787. 
We do not find -y reference toa bankrupt law in any sort of form 
until the 29th of Angust, 1787, when it was moved and seconded 
to comma thesixteenth article, together with the following propo- 
sition: 

To establish Wi nm thesubject of bankruptcies and respecting 
the damages i. ier e uP tent ot ret bills of cauhanes. 

Which passed in the affirmative. 

The next trace of this subject is found in the p i im of 
al mtg y = September 1, — en, Se soni ohn 

utledge, o uth Carolina, repo: t e following provi- 
sion should be added: 

To establish uniform laws on the subject of bankruptcies. 


Then no more do we run across this subject until the 12th da 
of Sopeene, 1787, when the committee of reyision brought in 
complete draft of the Constitution and invested Congress with the 
exclusive attribute, to wit: 


_ To establish uniform laws on the subject of bankruptcies throughout the 
United States. (Article I, section 8, Cet oh ee of United Btates. 


This is all of the constitutional history telling of the surrender 


th the language and the spirit of the framers of our 


of this 9 — the ae States to “ on, aiapttee 
an 
nized by legislation and judicial a that Gondeess had pide 
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nary ——_ over the subject of bankruptcies. It has long since 
been determined by that august tribunal, the Supreme Court of 
the United States, that when Congress chooses to legislate upon 
this subject, its action is supreme and removes the matter from 
the legislative domain of the States. Chief Justice Marshall, in 
the case of Sturges vs. Crowninshield (4 Wheat., 122), vigorously 
and clearly marks the line between Federal and State domain on 
thequestion. His opinion has been steadfastly adhered to through 
the century. 

Itis absolutely essential to get a clear conception of the term 
with which we are dealing before we can proceed with the proper 
intelligence. There has been much controversy about the mean- 
ing of the word ‘‘ bankruptcies” as used in the Constitution. 
When our Constitution was adopted there existed in England two 
separate and distinct systems of laws growing out of the relation 
of debtor and creditor, namely, ‘‘insolvency laws” and “ bank- 
rupt laws.” Some have contended that the constitutional pro- 
vision was intended to apply to ‘‘ bankruptcy laws,” and to ex- 
clude an application to the “‘insolvency laws.” 

But the courts have held that both the “‘insolvent” and “ bank- 
rupt” laws were included within our constitutional phrase, and 
now this doctrine is thoroughly rooted in our jurisprudence. The 
Supreme Court said long ago: 


The word “bankruptcy” is employed in the Constitution and in the 


yess and as a part of the expression “the subject of bankruptcies." The 
deas attached to this word in this connection are numerous and complicated; 
they form a subject of extensive and — legislation. Of this sub- 
2% Congress has general jurisdiction, and the true inquiry is, To what lim- 
ts is that jurisdic ion restricted? I hold it extends to all cases where tho law 
causes to be distributed the property of the debtor among his creditors. 
This is the least limit. Its greatest is a discharge of the debtor from his con- 
tracts. And intermediate legislation affecting substance and form fur- 
ther the great end of the subject—distribution and discharge- and are in the 
oom er and discretion of Congress. (Justice Catron, In re Klein, 1 How. 


It is firmly established that the Constitution gives Congress 
yous to pass measures to relieve and protect honest debtors and 
o shield and preserve the rights of creditors. Therefore we see 
that there is warrant for Congress dealing with all the relations 
of debtor and creditor by passing proper bankrupt laws. 

But, considering the history of all bankrupt laws in all coun- 
tries and in all times, the spirit and genius of our organic law and 
the sentiments and surroundings that animated and inspired tho 
fathers who wrote the Constitution, I believe it was intended that 
bankrupt laws should come primarily as relief measures to unfor- 
tunate citizens who have been wrecked and destroyed in the vicis- 
situdes of commerce and business transactions, with the secon: lary 
accompanying preservation and protection of the just rights and 
interests of their honest creditors. 

My firm conviction is that a bankrupt law should always come 
to relieve oppressed debtors with accompanying protection to the 
rights of honest creditors. 

is I conceive to be the true legal meaning of the term. It 
certainly should always be a relief measure and never one pri- 
marily for facilitating the collection of debts. 

One class of citizens in this country desire the passage of a 
bankrupt law for the purpose of transforming the Government 
into a great debt-collecting agency. The other class want the 
law for the purpose of relieving the great army of unfortunate 


and ruined citizens already staggering under a mountain of debt. 
I align myself with the latter now and forever and give heed to 


their conditions and need. 

Whenever I move it will be for alleviating their burdens, and 
not for the purpose of giving a great horde of creditors a govern- 
mental machine for the convenience of collecting their debts from 


the present and future generations. The bankrupt act must come 
to aid the thousands of debtors who have already fallen by the 
wayside. This I believe to be the spirit and object of the consti- 
tutional clause. Iam certainly within constitutional bounds thus 


far, even if I do not go farther with those who so zealously desire 
to use this clause of the Constitution as a protecting Egis for the 
greedy cormorants and creditor classes. 
We may admit that the Constitution authorizes Congress to 
ass uniform laws for the collection of debts, and still J maintain 
at the authority ought not to be exercised. The better policy 
and the humane course will be to only make provision for reliev- 
ing the already burdened and crushed debtors and relegate to the 
tates the duty of passing wise and efficient collection laws. 
ield collection measures to the sovereign States and reserve to 
the Federal Government the province of passing the bankrupt 
laws for alleviating the debtor class, with a strict regard for the 


rights of creditors. 
y, the “ Lex Potelia,” enacted more than three hundred years 


before Christ appeared was solely for the benefit of the debtor class. 


It itted a citizen to secure his freedom by resigning his prop- 
when he made oath that his property was worth a8 much as 
ig debts. [Applanse. | 


Phe legislation of Julius Cesar, establishing the law of ‘‘ cessio 
bonorum,” sprang into being for the benefit of the debtors of the 
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country and not as a measure for the convenience of the creditors— 
not to provide for the collection of debts. So it is throughout 
history. I am, therefore, constrained to believe and say that just 
such sentiments filled and inspired the fathers when they wrote 
the bankruptcy clause in the Constitution. The oppressed debtors 
were uppermost in their minds. They desired to provide a way 
for the debtor to strike the shackles of debt from his limbs and 
yet not do violence to the honest creditor. 

It seems to me that this is the humane policy and just view of 
the subject, and my conduct shail be measured by deeply grounded 
opinions to that effect. I shall never admit that bankruptcy leg- 
islation should be inspired and put into effect by the creditor 
classes. 

HISTORY OF BANKRUPTCY LEGISLATION. 

Three times in the history of our constitutional Government has 
Congress enacted bankrupt laws. Three different parties have 
undertaken to pass satisfactory laws on this subject. The Fed- 
eralist, Whig, and Republican parties have to their credit a bank- 
rupt act. Each one of these measures contained provisions for 
involuntary bankruptcy. All of them were similar in this respect. 
And each one became exceedingly obnoxious for this reason. 

In 1800 the Federalist party placed upon the statutes a bankrupt 
law containing a provision that it should continue in force for 
five years. But on August 19, 1803, it was repealed on account of 
its involuntary features. They were used by the creditor classes 
as an engine of oppression against the debtor classes. They cru- 
elly outraged and harassed debtors, and the law was promptly 
repealed by almost a unanimous vote in Congress. It was discon- 
tinued because it was not a relief measure, but was used to grind 
unmercifully the unfortunates who owed money. 

Again, in 1841, the Whig party passed a bankrupt law. It, too, 
contained an involuntary feature. It was passed to relieve those 
who had suffered from the financial panic of 1837. But it also 
became the means of outraging and crushing men who happened 
to owe money. It, too, met a speedy repeal, in a little more than 
thirteen months after its passage, on the 3d day of March, 1843. 
It took effect in February, 1842. : 

In 1867 the Republican party enacted a bankrupt measure. This 
law came into being to relieve the distresses and financial condi- 
tions of those who had suffered from the ravages of the civil war. 
But this act contained the deadly involuntary feature. It carried 
within itself the fatal conditions that made it a machine to pillage 
and plunder all debtors. It became extremely obnoxious in a few 
short months. Frauds, outrages, and cruelties were so numerous 
under it, extravagances and wastes were so easy for designing 
officials, and its involuntary provisions so fruitful of oppression 
and robbery that it soon became intolerable. 

It was repealed in 1878 by a vote of 205 to 40 in the House. 
Twice before the House had passed an act repealing it. This law 
became especially odious on account of its involuntary clauses. 
In 1873 President Grant in a message urged its repeal, and espe- 
cially the elimination of the involuntary clauses. He then pre- 
sented unanswerable views against an involuntary law that apply 
with much greater force to the present times and conditions. 
This is his language: 

I have become impressed with the belief that the act approved March 2, 
1867, entitled “An act to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy through- 
out the United States,” is productive of more evil than good at this time. 
Many considerations might be urged for its total repeal, but if this is notcon- 
sidered advisable, I think it will not be seriously questioned that those por- 
tions of said act providing for what is called involuntary bankruptcy operate 
to increase the financial embarrassments of the country. 

Careful and eee men very often become involved in debt in the trans- 
action of their business, and though they may possess ample property if it 
could be made available for that purpose to meet all their liabilities, yet, on 
account of the extraordinary scarcity of money, they may be unable to meet 
all their pecuniary obligations as fhey become due, in consequence of which 
they are liable to be prostrated in their business by proceedings in - 
ruptcy at the instance of unrelenting creditors. 

eople are now 80 easily alarmed as to monetary matters that the mere 
filing of a petition in bankruptcy by an unfriendly creditor will aooeeey 
embarrass, and oftentimes accomplish the financial ruin of a responsible busi- 
ness man. Those who otherwise might make lawful and just arrangements 
to relieve themselves from difficulties produced by the present stringency 
in money are prevented by their constant exposure to attack and ae 
pointment by proceedings against them in bankruptcy; and besides, the law 1s 
made use of in many cases by obdurate creditors to frighten or force debtors 
into a compliance with their wishes and into acts of injustice to other cred- 
itors and to themselves. I recommend that so much of said act as provides 
for peremntary bankruptcy on account of the suspension of payment be re- 
pealed. 

All these enactments opened the avenue for the ever-watchful 
creditors to unjustly harass and oppress the men who became 
indebted to them. The involuntary features prohibited the very 
thing the framers of the Constitution were trying to accomplish, 
to wit, the relief of honest debtors. No involuntary national 
bankrupt law can ever be just. In the very nature of things 
they will be abused in the Federal courts. If the involuntary 
portions of the act of 1867 had been omitted, my judgment is that 
to-day that measure would be standing as a part of our national 
ane And I affirm this because the debates in Congress 

ndicate that the repeal was brought about solely on account of 
that part of the law. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 16, 


THE NELSON SENATE BILL. 

Let us now consider some of the bills pro 
Senate has sent over to this body a bill substituted for the famous 
Torrey bill. The Senate bill is denominated the Nelson bill. 

The gist of the bill is embraced in one central idea, namely, 
that it is designed to relieve the thousands of bankrupts of the 
country, although it contains some soft involuntary features, 
The very gravamen, we might say, of the whole measute is con- 
tained in sections 1 and 2. Section 1 reads as follows: 


That any debtor, other than a corporation, owing $200 or more who is un- 
able to pay his debts may file his petition in the district court of the United 
States for the district or division thereof in which he resides, or if he be a 
resident of the District of Columbia, then in the supreme court of said Dis- 
trict, or if he be a resident of a aeons then in the district court of such 
Territory in the district in which he re des, asking for a discharge from his 
debts, and offering to surrender all his proness for the payment of his debts, 
except such as is exempt by the law of his domicile from execution and liabil- 
ity for debts; but the petition shall not be filed in such court unless the peti- 
tioner has resided in said district or division at least six calendar months 
immediately preceding the filing of the petition. 

_ The petitioner shall attach to his petition as a part thereof a schedule and 
list of all his property, exempt and pnexemes, and a schedule and list of all 
his creditors and the amount and nature of the debts due each, with the res- 
idence and post-ofiice address of each, if known, and shall in his petition state 
his inability to pay his debts, and that the list and schedule of property and 
creditors is true and correct, gan eee offer to surrender all his unexempt 
property for the payment of his debts, and shall conclude with a prayer for 
a full discharge from his debts and liabilities. Said petition shall be duly 
verified by the oath of the petitioner, and he shall deposit with the clerk of 
the court at the time of filing the petition the sum of $20 to pay the cost of 
the proceedings. 


ed toCongress. The 


In my judgment this section in connection with the clause pros 
viding for the bankrupt’s discharge contains the quintessence of 
a true bankrupt measure. The other sectionsof the measure in- 
troduced by Senator NELSON and passed by the Senate relate to 
matters of form and procedure. 

Taking a bird’s-eye view of this act, it in substance simply pro- 
vides that a man may surrender his oy in good faith and 
receive an acquittance of his debts. It contains all that any a 
and complete bankrupt measure ought toembrace. To givea brief 
analysis of a perfect bankrupt law I would say: Let it contain 
provisions for an honest surrender of the bankrupt’s property; a 

ust distribution thereof among his creditors, and a certificate of 

ischarge from his debts, and - have “‘in a nutshell” every- 
thing necessary to be embraced in such a law. Section 12 of the 
Nelson bill provides for the discharge. It is as follows: 

That at the time and place fixed for said final hearing the court shall pro- 
ceed to a final disposition and final determination of the proceedings; and if 
the court shall find that all the estate of the bankrupt not exempt from exe- 
cution or a for debts has been converted into money and distributed 
among the creditors of the bankrupt as herein prescribed, and shall find 
that all the costs and expenses of the proceedings have been duly paid, and 
shall also find that the bankrupt is not subject to have his right to adischarge 
from his debts denied upon any of the grounds 2m, which his right to such 
discharge may be contested, as ga ge in section 4 of this act, then and in 
that case the court shall enter a final judgment and decree, d ing and 
acquitting the bankrupt from all his debts and liabilities due any of the cred- 
itors described in the schedule attached to his petition, or to any of the cred- 
itors whomay, at any time eee thereto, become a ty to the pro- 
ceedings. But such discharge shall not include any etka oF obligations 
which shall have been created in consequence of his defalcation as a public 
officer, or as an executor, administrator, guardian, or trustee, or while actin 
in any other fiduciary capacity, nor any debt or obligation to any surety o 
the bankrupt who has id or may pay. any such fiduciary debt or any part 
of it, nor any debt or obligation crea’ by the obtain of moneys or prop- 
erty under false pretenses: Provided, however, That if it shall a: the 


court, at the time of the first hearing upon the petition described in the first 
section of this act, that the petitioner ieee ot possess or own property of 
any kind except that which oe by the law of his domicile From execu- 
tion or liability for debts, and that he is not amenable to have his discharge 
denied on any of the grounds specified in section 4 of this and no creditor 
shall appear to contest the same or claim otherwise, then and in that case the 
court shall adjudge the petitioner a bankrupt, and shall enter a final judg- 
ment and decree discharging him from all his debts and liabilities in like 
manner and to the same extent and subject to the same exceptions as pro 
vided upon the final hearing hereinbefore described. 

In this measure there is no harshness or injustice to anyone. 
It provides for unburdening thousands of men and robs no man 
of anything, because the debtors who will seek refuge under this 
law can never pay all they owe. It only gives them another op- 
portunity in life. They may commence anew under its provi- 
sions, and few creditors will lose by it. Many will profit by it; 
and the energy and resources of many crushed and struggling 
debtors will be quickened and renewed. It will redound to our 
material national prosperity in many sections of the country. 

The pressing need is to help those already lying prostrate, and 
not to facilitate the collection of future debts. Such a measure is 
demanded by the es majority of all the people; the contrary 
legislation only by those clamoring for payment. To whose rescue 
shall we come? Let us build up our eee renewing the 
energies of those in distress and not further re it by extending 
Government aid to those grinding on the resources and muscles 
of the toilers. [Applause.] 


VOLUNTARY AND INVOLUNTARY LAWS. 

A very serious re presents itself when we come to consider 
whether we shall enact a voluntary or an involuntary bankrupt 
law. The divergence between these measures is very great. 

When a person volunteers to go into bankruptcy, it is presumed 
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that he will notinjure himself. But when we arm his fellow-man 


with governmental authority to seize his person and estate we 
assault all that is involved in this existence. It may mean the 
sweeping away of the accumulations of a lifetime. It may mean 
the unjust paralysis of an honest and thrifty business career. 
Therefore I lay it down as a fundamental principle of right that 
we ought never to pass a law putting it in the power of one man 
to maliciously oppress and wreck his fellow-man. A voluntary 
bankrupt law does not make it possible. An involuntary meas- 
ure makes it possible and constantly invites it. 

When a man is willing to voluntarily go into court and place 
his property in its hands, no harm can come to anyone but him- 
self, and no one has a right to object toit. But when you pro- 

to take from him his property and arrest him in the — 
of his occupation and to question and assail his standing in busi- 
ness, you have undertaken a delicate and dangerous matter. The 
circumstances and causes should be clearly and sharply defined. 
They should be surrounded with safeguards, pains, and penalties 
shielding the debtor from an unjust suit. 

In my State, Texas, before you can attach, garnish, or aeunee. 
trate the property of a person you must make oath of good faith 
and swear to ific grounds for your writ. Then you must give 
bond in double the amount of your debt to cover damages in case 

ou are improperly and unjustly proceeding. So I would have it 
a bankrupt law. The reason is greater for it. If a creditor 
willfully swears falsely against his debtor in a bankrupt proceed- 
ing, make it certain that he shall be punished for perjury. Then 
require him to give an iron-clad bond to respond in damages, both 
exemplary and actual, in case his proceeding is falsely and wrong- 
fully brought. Make it dangerous for a creditor to separate his 
debtor from his occupation and property unless he is clearly right. 
It should be a serious and hazardous step tosegregate a man from 
his worldly ions. lt involves the honesty, diligence, and 
accumulation of a lifetime and may mean distress and want there- 


after. 
In the Nelson bill we find this involuntary feature: 


Sec. 16. Thatifany debtor, other thana corporation, beinga banker, broker, 
merchant, trader, or manufacturer, who owes $500 or over, and who is unable 
to pay his debts, shall at any time within four months of the time of the filing 
of the petition hereinafter mentioned, assign, transfer, convey, or in any 
manner voluntarily encumber any of his property with the actual intent and 

urpose on his part to prefer or defraud any of his creditors he shall be 
Seemed a bankrupt, and may be a ygeenenee je in a court of bankruptcy, 
as hereinafter provided. A creditor or c tors having debts against such 
a bankrupt to the amount of $500 or more may, within four months after the 
act of weererey has been committed, file in the court of bankruptcy in the 
district in which the bankrupt resides a petition, under oath, setting forth, 
among other things, the acts of bankruptcy aforesaid, and praying for an 
judication of ‘enkrapbcy against the bankrupt and the distribution of 
is estate am his creditors. When such a petition has been filed the court 
shall immediately, by its order, fix a time and place for a hearing and adjudi- 
cation of the same, which time shall not be less than twenty-one nor more 
than — days subsequent to the date of such order, and such order shall 
be served by the marshal or his deputy upon the bankrupt at least twenty 
days before the said day of hearing by delivering a copy of the same to the 
bankrupt personally, or to some person of suitable age and discretion resid- 
ing at the place of his usual abode. 

This should be so amended as to require a positive oath as to 
the grounds and good faith. In case of a false oath the affiant 
should be punished as for perjury. It involves the same ques- 
tions as under the extraordinary writs of attachment, garnish- 
ment, and sequestration, and should be placed upon precisely the 
same legal plane. It ought to be amended so as to require a good 
and sufficient bond from the creditor, ae him to respond in 
exemplary and actual damages in case he has unjustly brought 

Ss suit. 

Even with these amendments it is utterly abhorrent to me for 
an involuntary bankrupt law to permit a creditor to bring his 
suit except upon twogrounds. I might then agree that the cred- 
itor could take the initiative if the debtor (1) is disposing of his 
property with fraudulent intent or (2) is secreting himself to 
avoid legal process. These amendments could not injure anyone. 
They may save many debtors. But I would much prefer to rele- 
gate these collection features to the respective States. They prop- 
erly belong to collection laws, and the State laws can be made to 
operate much more honestly to all parties in this sort of a case. 

I would not, in the State or Federal court, deprive the creditor 
of any right, nor would I place any obstacle in the way of his 
properly collecting ace sae debt. But at the same time each and 
every right of the debtor must be guarded and preserved. I will 
never favor a law that discriminates against either. Class legis- 
lation should be adhorred as a demon seeking the destruction of 
our Republic. No bankruptcy law with involuntary provisions 

ever proved satisfactory. No such law will ever be satisfac- 
tory. The American people will not tolerate it. Itcan never be- 
come a part of our permanent jurisprudence. It will go the ways 
of the involuntary laws of 1800, 1541, and 1867. Its immediate 
repeal will be immediately demanded. 
6 solid, patriotic sentiment of the nation calls for an inex- 
pensive and speedy voluntary bankrupt act that will unfetter 
1ousands of good men. The money centers, wholesale establish- 
ments, and greedy creditors call for a drastic involuntary Federal 
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collection law, without a single thought of relieving the army of 
bankrupts scattered throughout the land. The Nelson bill meets 
the condition of the first class; the Henderson substitute bill 
alone satisfies the latter classes; the formeris not unjust to any; 
the latter is inevitably unjust to many. 





HENDERSON SUBSTITUTE BILL. 


The House Judiciary Committee has reported a substitute for 
the Nelson bill sent over by the Senate. Thissubstitute is known 
as the Henderson bill. It should be known as the Torrey bill, for 
that it isin disguise. It has all the material vicious features of 
the Torrey bill. It is principally designed to aid the creditors, 
furnish them a law to serveas a national collecting agency, and to 
outrage and crush people who owe debts. Its principal features 
are intended to bind hand and foot the debtorsof the country and 
place them in the vise-like grip of the greedy cormorants of the 
country. 

Its most deadly and insidious feature is to enlarge the juris- 
diction of the Federal courts and give them power and control 
of all the business and commercial transactions of the nation in 
all matters amounting to $500 and over. Its central idea is to ex- 
pand the jurisdiction of Federal courts and not to enact a bank- 
rupt law. It is a scheme to throw commercial and corporate 
affairs in the Federal court. 

In 1887 and 1888 Congress trimmed down the jurisdiction of 
the Federal courts by changing the amount in controversy from 
$500 to $2,000. This substitute is an effort to restore that juris- 
diction. The Henderson bill should be entitled ‘“‘An act to repeal 
the acts of March 3, 1887, and August 13, 1888,” and not “An act 
" establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the 

Inion.” 

And I now most solemnly affirm that this substitute very largely 
destroys the effect and purpose of the acts of 1887 and 18838, fixing 
the jurisdiction of the circuit courts of the United States at $2,000 
and over, because much the greater per cent (perhaps over 80 
| cent) of the suits in the Federal courts are about commercial 

ealings and transactions, and under this substitute a creditor on 
almost any $500 transaction can put a debtor in the Federal court. 
It will only be a matter of dispute and allegation in order to go 
into the bankrupt court. 

Instead of restoring jurisdiction to circuit courts I would trim 
it down much more and make the amount in controversy $5,000. 
I would reform it materially and divest these courts of much of 
their power. I would have Congress to repeat the command- 
ment ‘‘ Thou shalt not” in many cases to the Federal courts, and 
not strengthen their arms still more to oppress private individ- 
uals. As certain as you pass this substitute, so certain will you 
take power away from the local State courts and confer it upon 
the United States circuit and district courts in a large majority 
of the litigated business transactions in this country. 

Among the reasons already stated, Iam for many additional 
reasons opposed to the Henderson bill: 

First. It has eight insidious and oppressive grounds for putting 
a person into involuntary bankruptcy. (Section 2.) 

second. It virtually compels a person to give evidence against 
himself and to cringe at the foot of a Federal judge at the beck 
and call of a creditor about the minutest details of his business 
affairs. (Section 6.) 

Third. It provides for throwing a debtor into the custody of a 
United States marshal when any creditor deems himself aggrieved. 
This amounts to imprisonment for debt, pure and simple. (Sec- 
tion 8b.) 

Fourth. Section 18 makes it almost impossible to secure a dis- 
charge and imposes additional burdens for the benefit of the 
creditor than those declared in section 2, thus making section 3 
uncandid and unfair. 

Fifth. The jurisdiction of the Federal courts is very greatly en- 
larged by this act, and a man in business may be taken out of his 
local State court with his property and commie surrendered to 
the Federal courts about all his matters of conscience and busi- 
ness affairs. The State laws, decisions, and rules of property 
may be abolished in this way. (Sections 17 and 29.) 

Sixth. There it not a clear provision for trial by jury in many 
phases of the bankruptcy proceedings. (Section 18d et seq.) 

Seventh. Section 29b eifectively compels a person to testify 
against himself, when taken in connection with section 6. 

All these provisions of the substitute bill are at variance with 
the spirit and genius of our Government. The fathers never 
dreamed that the liberty of a citizen and his private business af- 
fairs should be so toyed with and administered. The measure 
overturns too many of our principles of home rule and democratic 
government. Its plain intent and purport are to furnish the 
moneyed class and creditors a better method of collecting their 
debts and squeezing their debtors. It is to put the person and 
property of the business men and merchants of the States in the 

ds of money owners, where they can take them into possession 
at any time and not have to encounter an honest law suit ine 
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State court according to State insolvency and collection laws. 
[Applause. ] 

For these reasons and others I can not support the substitute 
bill. A just and equitable bankrupt measure, fair alike to both 
debtor and ereditor, would receive my support. I would vote for 
the Nelson bill. 


Therefore I believe that we should follow in the wake of all 
civilized countries and pass a just and equitable bankrupt law. 
The following countries have bankrupt laws: 


Country. Population. Country. | Population. 


Argentina..........0+---- 8,500,000 || Liberia 
Austria-Hungary | 41,284,966 || Mexico. ..... 
caahedetadnel 6,093,798 || Netherlands 
1, 434,800 || Norway 
14, 002,335 || Paraguay 
214, 000 || Portugal 
2,172,205 || Roumania 
29,001,018 || Russia ..... 
$8, 218,908 || Scotland 
49, 422,628 || Spain 
1, 460,017 || Sweden 
1,377, 000 i Turkey 
381, 988 || Uruguay 
|| Wales 


aoe aennnen--! 


CGE BERD .snccccncances< 
Denmark 

England 

France 

Germany 

Guatemala 

Haiti 

Honduras 


THE EXPEDIENCY AND NECESSITY OF BANKRUPTCY LEGISLATION. 


Mr. Speaker, I now come to the question of expediency and ne- 
cessity of a uniform bankrupt law. The broken fortunes and 
— humanity throughout this broad land testify to the cry- 
ing need of bankruptcy legislation. Go in any direction in the 
Union, go tothe remotest parts of the States, go where you please, 
and you will be confronted with meritorious cases demanding re- 
lief. You will find good and loyal citizens weighed down with 
debt that can only be relieved by such an act. The Federal Gov- 
ernmert must actor they are hopelessly involved and their career 
in business is forever ended. The States can not pass bankrupt 
measures. This principle of law is thoroughly established. It is 
decided and forever settled by the Supreme Court that relief in 
such cases can come only through Congress. 

The court holds that bankrupt laws by the States impair the 
obligation of contracts and contravene the Constitution of the 
United States. This is settled in many cases, to wit: Sturges vs. 
Crowinshield, 4 Wheat., 122; McMillan vs. McNeil, 4 Wheat., 209; 
Ogden vs. Saunders, 12 Wheat., 213; Dred Scott vs. Sanford, 19 
How., 898; and many others. ‘There has never been such a dis- 
tressing need for bankrupt laws, and the people of this whole 
nation he never been as sorely involved financially. From 1879 
to 1896, inclusive, there have been in the United States 187,667 
commercial failures. 

The liabilities of those concerned in those failures amounted to 
the colossal sum of $2,837,457,727. These are purely commercial 
and business failures. They have been reported to the commer- 
cial agencies, such as Dun and Bradstreet. They do not touch 
cases of thousands and thousands of insolvents throughout this 
land everywhere. These statistics are collected by the commer- 
cial agencies and are only intended to cover mercantile transac- 
tions. Thisis avery important point, and should not be forgotten 
in this discussion. There are thousands of small failures and all 
sorts of casesof insolvencies that never find their way to the mer- 
cantile reports. 

Throughout the South, West, and Middle States there are in- 
numerable failures never heard of beyond the confines of their 
own localities. Men in the stock business have gone to the wall 
all over this country since 1878, Those engaged in the minin 
business are found stranded along the business highways. Real- 
estate men, small traders, those following various occupations too 
numerous to mention go to make up a great army of insolvents 
and would swell the commercial statisticsto gigantic proportions. 
Add these to the figures that I haye definitely stated and you have 
over 200,000 broken and ruined individuals, and their liabilities 
will run beyond $3,000,000,000. 

Wherever you goyoucanfindtheirwrecks. Arethey entitled to 
any recognition from this great Republic? Are wetolift the moun- 
tain of indebtedness from this enormous army of Americans and 
give them another chance in the race of life? Are we to say that 
they are all dishonest and unworthy and turn a deaf ear to their 
appeals? Mr. Speaker, I say these are the men entitled to the 
bankrupt law, and not those demanding the infamous Torrey bill 
to still further pauperize the ow. 

Just think of this condition. We haveonly about $1,600,000,000 
of in this country, and yet these 200,000 men owe more 
than $3,000,000 600. How are they to pay it? No one expects it. 
Think of the other indebtedness that must be paid every year with 
America’s scant volume of money. We have State debts, coun 
debts, a debts, school-tax debts, mortgage debts, and 


sorts of private debts and obligations to pay every . Wi 
this small volume of money in existence, and that Eaguteh 


the money centers, there is no hope for the bankrupts unless Con 
gress will extend them a helping hand. 

The need for the measure is more pressing in the South and 
West than anywhere else. I shall now demonstrate this. I do 
not put it this way to make it a sectional question. I do it be 
cause it is — to relieve one section of this grand enipire when 
it does not injure the rights of anyother section. Weshould pass 
such a measure to relieve the South and West because they need 
it worse than any other section and it injures no other part of 
the country. To aid the South and West in this dire extremity 
is not to do so at the expense of the North and East. Itis for the 
prosperity of the whole country that I advocate this legislation. 

According to population and wealth, I assert that the South and 

West since 1879 have suffered more than any other section of the 
country. I now append a carefully prepared table showing the 
commercial failures in each State since 1879 up to and including 
1895. They demonstrate the assertion I have just made, 
_ The number of commercial failures and the aggregate liabilities 
in dollars of those who have failed from 1879 to 1895, inclusive, 
and together with the totals for all of the States and Territories, 
are shown as follows: 


State and Territory. 
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District of Columbia 
Idaho 

Indian Territory 
New Mexico 

Oklah 

Utah 


108,296 | 2,571, 936, 050 


This indicates a great B sony of business and commercial 
affairs in the South and West. The money of the nation is not 
circulating there. It has gone elsewhere. The people in these 
magnificent regions are ressed and must have some panacea 
for their conditions. This Nelson bill will eee relief. 

Let us divide the United States into Eastern, Middle, Southern, 
Western, and Pacific States and Territories and analyze our 
status from that standpoint. I have carefully prepated a table 
giving the number of failures and the total amount of liabilities 

ing to that division. 

These are not the statistics of all insolvents, but simply the com- 
mercial statistics. It m demonstrates that the South and 
West are the greatest sufferers from business disasters. Hero the 
great stock interest—sheep, cattle, and horses—and mining inter- 
ests are centered. We have no statistics as to their failures and 
misfortunes, but we know that are enormous. The Nelson 
bill would release these people. Henderson substitute patent 
debt-collecting machine would send them down into the 
ee It is simply a n of the 
orrey 


ical divisions of the be the conditions of the 
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RECAPITULATION. 





This table shows the failures in the country for the year 1896. 
These figures show that the South and West are still the sufferers 
from business reverses. And the depression in those sections is 
annuallyincreasing. Here the mortgages are piling up, the army 
of the a are ever increasing, and the solid business in- 
terests rapidly decaying, and private indebtedness accumulating 
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power as New England, for the per capita is only $185.09, although the ag. 
gate is enormous, being $2,982,221,888. Over two thousand millions of dol- 
s of this is in New York State alone. Outside of New York State the sec- 
tion does not show over $85 per capita. The total bank power of the Middle 
States exceeds by $700,000,000 the aggregate bank power of the Central, the 
South, and the Inter-Mountain States combined. 


This shows that the South and West have suffered most dis- 
tressingly from the business failures since 1879 and that now 
their capacity and energy are restricted by lack of money and cap- 
ital. We not only need to lift up our bankrapte, but we must 
bring money into our midst in some sort of way and induce a 
more equal distribution throughout the States. We havesuffered 
more in the past and are doomed to further suffering in the fu- 
ture, according to this authenticated distribution of wealth and 
capital. 

A GREATER QUANTITY OF MONEY IS NECESSARY. 


We need more money. It should be gold and silver money— 
the money of the Constitution. It should be distributed through- 
out this nation amongst all the States. The gold standard will 
never doit. It will take the free and unlimited and independent 
coinage of both gold and silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, and by the 
eternal gods the patriotic American people will have it. (Loud 
applause.] The gold standard has seen its last victory. The 
mask is now torn from its hideous features, and in 1900 it will die 
the deserved death of the unrighteous at the hands of the Demo- 
cratic hosts led by the intrepid Bryan. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. ] 

The people of America will return to the frugal government of 
the fathers—low taxes, equal rights to all, relief to the suffering, 
and the gold and silver —— that their fathers instituted and 
wrote in living letters in the Constitution. 

Mr. Speaker, I would not legislate for any one section of this 
country to militate against another section. I would have our 
laws as broad as our Republic. But when I see one part of my 
native land suffering from unjust conditions and nefarious legis- 
lation, I would protect that section with the strong right arm of 
this great legislative body. Turn to the South and West and you 
behold a great and magnificent empire, as beautiful as the vale of 
Cashmere, bankrupt and despoiled from financial reverses and the 
blight of the gold standard. While the merchant princes and 
banking satraps of the money centers are clothed in purple and 
piling up their wealth mountain high, we are permitting the fair- 
est section of our country tosuffer and languish. 

With the undaunted spirit of our fathers who constructed this 
incomparable Republic, let us enter upon a career of just laws to 
all the people and drive the money changers from their high 
places by restoring our financial system to its pristine purity and 
proportions that blessed us before the British gold standard cursed 
our land and common people. [Applause. ] 

Let the free sovereigns of this nation by their ballots return a 
verdict that will go sounding down the ages as a solemn declara- 
tion that Mr. Gage and his cohorts can not with their accursed 
gold-standard scheme chain the great masses of honest toilers to 
the mighty corporations and monopolies who are now in control 
of the Government. [Prolonged applause. ] 

Mr. TERRY. I now yield to my colleague [Mr. McRag] such 
time as he may desire. 

Mr, McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I am unable to support either of 
these bills—the biil passed by the Senate or the one proposed by 
the House committee. Iam unalterably opposed to both of them. 

Ido not believe that either would be a benefit to the country at 
large, and under no circumstances and conditions would I con- 
sent to vote for the bill:which has been reported by the Judiciary 
Committee as an amendment in the nature of a substitute. 

I will not undertake to analyze the measure in detail. I will 
leave that task to members of the committee, who are more famil- 
iar with it and more able to discharge that duty thanlam. I 
regard it simply as a national collection law, by which the sol- 
vent traders and business men in the South and West will be 
put into bankruptcy. It is utterly impossible, if you retain and 
give force and effect to the exemption laws of the several States 
of this Union, as these bills do, to make a bill just and uniform in 
the sense that it ought to be, for the exemptions of the different 
States run from $300 to $6,000. I believe that the question of set- 
tlement with creditors and the collection of debts should remain 
where it is and where it has rested for almost all the time since 
the birth of this Government—with the States, with the debtors 
and creditors themselves. 

I am convinced that it is utterly impossible ever to get what 
some of our friends seem to earnestly desire—a bankruptcy law 
with nothing but a voluntary feature. Such a measure might be 
of benefit to some parts of the country, but it has never been 


looked upon with favor by the Congress of the United States; and 
I do not believe that in the present condition of the comniny the 
tretlitors will evér consent to any such measure, I regard the 











pending measure as a menace to the honest traders, and will 
place them at the mercy of dishonest and reckless competitors 
and greedy creditors. 

I want to call attention to what I think has produced that de- 

lorable condition which has been so eloquently described by my 
loved friend from Texas, Judge LANHAM. And let me say in 
passing that in all my experience here I have never heard a stronger 
and abler appeal for the passage of a bankrupt bill than that made 
by him. No one could listen to him without a feeling of sym 
thy for the unfortunate debtors. He has correctly described this 
condition, but I think has mistaken the remedy. 

When we come to consider the possibilities of outrage and 
wrong under a measure of this kind as it must be necessarily ad- 
ministered by the Federal courts, when we come to consider the 
many opportunities afforded to the scheming rascal to rob widows 
and orphans and honest men, it will be found that there are two 
sides to this question of wiping out the honest debts that men have 
contracted and starting them in only to repeat their frauds. 

Let us be careful not to aid in defrauding worthy creditors, 
There are many honest men in this country burdened with debt 
and borne down by mortgages who ought to be relieved; but I 
believe in nine out of ten of such cases the debtor will be able to 
compromise with his creditor without the dissipation of a large 
part of his estate and without the sacrifice of his integrity. And, 
on the other hand, we have the dishonest, unscrupulous rascal who 
will conceal his assets and then take advantage of a bankrupt law 
and be relieved of his debts, and who makes more money out of 
bankrupting than he can in business. 

That is the man that you must watch. And you must protect, 
or at least not oppress, the struggling trader who can pay out if 
let alone—that class of people who to-day are not utterly bank- 


rupt, but who could not stand an hour with this bill upon the 
statute books without committing some act of —— o ae 
you put this dangerous and extraordinary power into the ds 


of the Federal courts, that now control through their receivers 
one-third of the railroads of this country, you imperil the busi- 
ness of nearly every small country merchant. 

1 predict that if you pass this bill two-thirds of the merchants 
who are in business in the South to-day will be adjudged bank- 
rupts in less than two years after it becomes a law. Youought to 
consider not only the hopelessly insolvent, but also those who are 
struggling now to maintain their credit and pay their debts. We 
must not, in an effort to relieve a few, break others. 

Let us rather do something to enable the ple to pay their 
debts. They ask for more money to pay debts, and you answer, 
“We will remit the debt, but contract the volume of money and 
take what property you have for your debtors.” 

If there ever was a time in the world when it would apeser fit- 
ting for this Administration to pass a eee law, it is now. 
By the passage of the Dingley law they have closed, in a large 
measure, the doors of trade, piled up a deficiency, and contracted 
the currency so that it makes it almost impossi le for the nation 
to extend its trade or the individual to prosper in business, 

Falling prices and the gold standard destroy pr ity and 
bring bankruptcy; but a bankruptcy law and relief from debts 
will not restore prosperity. The people want a larger volume of 
redemption money and more a for business. They 
want to increase the ability of the people to py their debts by 
enabling them to engage in legitimate an onest business. 
What hope is there for the men you propose to release by this 
legislation when those in business are growing poorer? 

I assert as a sound eas that the smaller the supply of 
real money in proportion to the debts and taxes to be paid and 
labor to be employed and trade to be carried on with it, the greater 
will be the value of every dollar, the lower the price of labor and 
commodities, and the harder to pay debts. 

I want it understood that money is bought with and sold for 
peasy. and its value is determined by the amount of it in circu- 

ation and the demand for it—in other words, by the law of sup- 
ply and demand. But as money isa medium of exchange, a stand- 
ard of value, and a solvent of debt, functions not by any 
commodity, and without which the people can not sell what they 
produce, can not obtain what they want, and can not pay their 
taxes and debts, there is a constant and almost unlimited demand 
for it. In other words, there has never been and there is not likely 
to ever be any such thing as a redundancy of redemption or real 
money. 

The dangers of inflation as commonly understood does not and 
can not apply to gold and silver, although it may to credit money, 
such as Treasury notes, bank notes, aud all forms of paper which 
must ultimately be redeemed in real money. There never was 
and never will be too much gold and silver money in or any 
other civilized country, unless in the future we reach what hai 
never been attained by any people in any age, a condition when 
the wanis of all are fully satisfied. 
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TAXES AND DEBTS. 
According to the census of 1890, the peo le of the United States 
ya 


paid in taxes that year, and presumab. ut the same annually: 





Ne seen euperwancensniath 1, 040, 473, 013 


The money of the United States, according to the latest state- 
ment, is only about the sum of $1,500,000,000, and more than one- 
third of that is credit money. One-third of all the money of the 
United States has to go annually for the Federal taxes and an 
equal amount for municipal, county, and State taxes, which leaves 


less than $600,000,000 to pay debts and on the commerce of 
75,000,000 people, which is equal to that of Great Britain, France, 
and Germany combined. And yet this Administration and this 
House would destroy silver and retire the greenbacks and leave 
nothing but gold for redemption money and bank bills for cir- 
culation, and then undertake to satisfy the people with a bank- 
t bill. 
ie t is estimated that of all kinds of debts we owe $35,000,000,000, 
and according to the last census we only had about $70,000,000,000 
of property. For oe dollar’s worth of property we owe 50 cents. 
If we continue upon the gold standard and the dollars increase in 
urchasing power as they have since 1873 the middle of the twen- 
fieth century will find our debts equal to all the property which 
we own, 

With all these debts and taxes upon our people is it possible 
to revive business and restore prices unless the money of final 
payment is increased? Ours is a debt-paying people, who want 
and intend to pay their honest debts according to contract, and I 
protest in their name against this method of payment. The large 
majority of them believe that the only way to get rid of an honest 
debt is to pay it and demand such laws as will enable them to do so. 

It now requires nearly all of the annual products of all the 
mines of the world to meet the annual gold interest charge to Eu- 
rope. How, then, oan we expect to increase our basic money 
without the free coinage of silver? When may we expect release 
from European thraldom? The history of the world shows that 
no other ernment than that of the United States ever went 
from the bimetallic standard to the single gold standard before 
it passed from the position of a debtor to that of a creditor nation. 
This Government did not do so by the consent of the people, but 
by treachery and Treasury construction. 

At a time like this, when silver-using Asia and Mexico on one 
side and gold-using Europe on the other are eager for the products 
of our mines, our mills, and our farms, when the wants of civil- 
ization are expanding and a , the refusal to widen the 
basis of business is unreasonable if not criminal. The people of 
this Government have not finished their mission and are not yet 
ready to go into bankru ree’ wind up their affairs. They do 
not want their estates istered upon. I beg you to consider 
what you do. 3 

The opposition to bimetallism never came from any political con- 
vention of erican citizens and has never been approved by the 
people of this country at the ballot box, but is the result of a 
treacherous, cunningly devised scheme on the part of officials not 

onsible to the roe. 

If some one who is familiar with all the inside facts of the origin 
and growth of the Treasury discretion from 1861 to 1898, by which 
the option to demand gold was given to the bondholders, breaks 
the seal of secrecy, the people may acquire some knowledge of how 
we passed from bimetallism to the gold standard, from prosperity 
to bankruptcy, To the broad-minded, aggressive American citi- 
zens the proposition to more firmly establish the gold standard for 
the United States and prevent the free coinage of silver has oan 
feature of a deliberate conspiracy to degrade American manho 
and undermine our institutions. 

You can not meet this condition and prevent the property from 
assing from the possession of its owners into the hands of the 
ew bypassing bankruptcy laws. Nocountry can be prosperous by 

simply relieving the men who happen to be involved indebt. You 
must make it possible for every man who is willing to labor to get an 
honest day’s pay for an honest day’s work before you talk about 
helping the people. Howisitnow? You find from two tofour men 
in search of every job, farm products below the cost of production, 
and strikes in every partof the country wees there is any business 
to strike for. The track of the single gold standard in this coun- 
try is strewn with commercial wrecks. Its cold-blooded policy 
has brought distress and discontent to the industrial classes in all 
sections. Give the people a chance to save their homes, give 
them ce for work, and they will either compromise or 


a 
bey there debts. 
Do not depress them with debts forced upon them by the gold 
standard and then disgrace them with the brand of bankruptcy. 
I beg of you seriously to consider well before you take this 
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step. Instead of bankruptcy open the doors of the mints to the 
free coinage of silver. 

Let debtors and the Government have the right to pay debts in 
silver and take from the banks the right to issue currency, and 
the — of progress is easy for both the Government and the 
people. 

Mr. Speaker, in conclusion I want to call attention to a state- 
ment made by the Speaker of this House {[Mr. REEp] on the stump 
during the last campaign at Wichita, Kans., with reference to 
the money question. He said he wanted money that would be 
good “when dynasties fall, when kings are overthrown, and 
when republics go to pieces,” and gold, he said, is that money. 

I want to suggest to him that, as patriotic lovers of American 

institutions, we should concern ourselves more about the survival 
of the Republic than about the money which is to survive it. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] If you goon under the single 
gold standard for many years you will find that this Republic has 
one to pieces, and then the great mass of the people will care but 
ttle about the currency or the coin we used while it existed. 
It is the preservation of popular government that the Demo- 
cratic y should stand for, and, instead of talking of settlement 
by bankruptcy, hold out to the ple some hope that they may 
relieve themselves from debt in dhe-tuty honest way to get rid of 
debt, which is to pay or compromise. If you will give them the 
chance, and if you will broaden their opportunity for trade and 
will allow the free and independent coinage of silver, the next 
decade will find them practically out of debt and this Government 
free from the thraldom of Europe and the money kings of Wall 
street. ia on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I yield fifteen minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri Ar. COCHRAN}. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, the consideration 
of a bankruptcy bill, the fact that one is pending in this House 
and that we are discussing it, indicates that serious business dis- 
turbances prevail and are working mischief to traders throughout 
this country. 

Bankruptcy bills are demanded and their passage is justifiable 
oF when protracted business depression has crippled commerce 
and beggared a large number of those engaged in active business, 
When, as a result of these evil conditions—when falling prices, 
diminished consumption, and consequent stagnation renders it 
impossible for merchants and traders to stem the tide—it is deemed 
in the line of sound public policy to give them absolution by re- 
lieving them of their obligations, allowing them to again engage 
in business. Such are the circumstances demanding and such the 
— justifying bankruptcy legislation. 

believe there is necessity for the enactment of a bankruptcy 
law in this country, and that the necessity is urgent, and I regret 
that the committee has not reported a bill which I can support. 
I believe that the most important problem with which modern 
civilization has to deal is the problem of debt. Iam almost per- 
suaded it is an insoluble spation. 

I do not believe that bankruptcy laws or any of the remedies 
that have been proposed, except the payment of existing debts and 
the adjustment of national finances solely with reference to the 
attainment of that single end, will solve it. The value of money 
as a measure of the creditor's claim against property must be re- 
duced. We must restore what has been abstracted from the debt- 
paying power of products and property by legislation. 

ighty years ago probably $10,000,000,000 would have paid the 
fixed interest-bearing debt of civilized nations, and half as much 
more would have discharged the interest-bearing debts of indi- 
viduals and private corporations secured by mortgages. 

The national debts then existing were entailed largely by the 
Napoleonic wars. Prior to this century national bonded debts 
had been comparatively small and had not been regarded as nec- 
essarily permanent. During the years that have followed, nations, 
municipalities, corporations, and individuals have gone on and 
on, and on, borrowing, and borrowing, and borrowing, until the 
whole world is plastered over with mortgages. 

Mr. Speaker, the century about to close will be mentioned by 
history as the usurers’ millennium... It began with the Napoleonic 
wars and enormous issues of national bonds. These bonds when 
issued represented depreciated papercurrency. By legislationand 
indefensible governmental policies they were converted into specie 
obiigations. Afterwards enormous sums of interest paid to their 
holders were greedily borrowed by corporations engaged in build- 
ing railroads, telegraphs, and other modern utilities. Thus, in- 
stead of discharging its debts, the world has been steadily aug- 
menting them for nearly a century. What is called the “money 
center” is the creation of this system. 

The‘ money centers ” indicate the place of residence of the bond- 
holders and money lenders. They obtain, year after year, by re- 
investing the interest on their holdings, a firmer grip on all 
classes and upon every form of property. Their fifteen-billion 
mortgage on mankind—the estimated interest-bearing debts of 
the world eighty years ago—has grown to colossal proportions, 
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By some it is estimated at one hundred billions, by others at one 
hundred and fifty billions. 

Think of it! One hundred billions invested at compound in- 
terest. Isitany wonder that the bondholders are gradually adding 
to their holdings the railroads, coal mines, forests, quarries, steam- 
ships, telegraphs, electric-light plants, waterworks plants, etc.? 
The mortgages are ripening into title deeds. 

Mr. Speaker, under existing conditions this process of absorp- 
tion must go on. By allowing the bondholders to control the 
financial policies and monetary affairs of nations those in au- 
thority have willed that it shall go on. 

Another inevitable consequence of existing conditions is the con- 
centration of the currency at the money centers. This cripples 
the commerce of localities and impairs the prosperity of individ- 
uals, regardless of whether they are heavily in debt or not. At 
every recurring payment of interest a tentacle is thrust into every 
little neighborhood throughout Christendom, and enormous sums 
of interest are thus carried to these money centers. 

The consequent loss of money from the channels of trade com- 
pels rich neighborhoods, as well as poor ones, to go into themoney 
market and borrow ‘‘money to move crops.” There is hardly a 
neighborhood west of the Alleghany Mountains so rich that it 
does not have to do this. There is no other means of restoring to 
the circulation what is lost to it by the exactions of an ever- 
increasing burden of fixed interest-bearing debts. 

Again I call attention to the fact that this octopus is growing 
continually. Its exactions are increasing, and every year bri 
not promise of wey hy its exactions, but the certainty 
next year they will be larger. 

Mr. Speaker, this may be called a discussion of the money ques- 
tion. So it is, but it is also a discussion of the bankruptcy q 
tion. The agony of commerce is reflected in the demand for the 
enactment of a bankruptcy law. I believe, sir, that the enact- 
ment of a law providing a means of giving to honest insolvent 
debtors absolution would ameliorate as to a few individuals, fora 
limited period, the evils which affect commerce and are boggaring 
all classes, but the difficulty can not be permanently solved excep 
by removing the conditions which created it. 

The world’s available supply of full legal-tender metallic m 
has been reduced one-half. This has reduced the price an 
debt-paying power of aes | one-half. The bondholders are 
taking possession of the world by foreclosing their liens upon 
a Bankruptcy legislation will not stay their conquering 
march. 

Recurring again to the effect of piling up money in the mone 
centers, let us examine its consequences. At regular intervals 
impounds an enormous portion of the circulating medium in the 
banks. Frequently we hear it said that the fact that so much 
money is in the banks of New York, London, and other great 
cities is an evidence of the abundance of money. A glut of 
money at a few great cities does not indicate that money is 
abundant. 

It is evidence that money awaits a fall in prices to tempt it to 
investment. It is an evidence that the money monopolists have 
collected the interest and dividends on their holdings; thattraders 
are discouraged and will not borrow it; that it will remain in the 
banks until prices of property fall to a lower level. Then the 
borrowers will again embark in trade and the philosophers of the 

bourse will declare that an era of prosperity is dawning. 

The redundancy of money in the New York banks at this time 
means that at the prices at which property is now held, ruinous! 
low as they are, traders are not baying: It means that, un 
prices go lower, trade will languish. Falling prices mean alarger 
number of bankrupts and, therefore, since, as long as the gold 
standard remains in force in this country, prices will continue 
fall, a bankruptcy law is absolutely necessary, for nearly all 
active traders—those who create wealth as well as those who as 
merchants and traders distribute it—are borrowers. 

The —— corporations engaged in legitimate business 

enerally in debt. So is the individual who is in business. If 

nsiness is small, his debts are small. If he is in business on a 
large scale, his debts are large. 

Generally when first he engages in business his assets in 
erty largely exceed his debts, but with property couttnadiar die: 
clining in value, and debts growing larger by the addition of the 
interest to principal, there comes a time when this decline in 
— wipes out his capital, and then his creditors take what is 


te 
Mr. Speaker, it isin this view of the subject that I romed the 
lem of debt with such gloomy forebodings. This bill is pro- 
essedly intended to ameliorate the misfortunes of certain classes 
of insolvents. It isonlyatemporary measure. It deals with only 
a sinall portion of the burden that rests _— our e. At best 
it coote — relief to a — — Sed = reo ome 

in, I express regret that the comm re a 

which I can not support. Ostensibly a bill to relieve insolvents, 


ptecy 
the relief of insolvent debtors through voluntary bankrup: 


———_— This would result 


the heads of men who were in fact solvent, and who, had they 
been allowed a free hand, probably could have conquered their 
difficulties. But the bankruptcy court was used as a menace to 


Mr. er, 

tion of ee apg Ser as _— 
bankruptcy law. ppose you an involuntary feature in the 
law will that nive ¢ candiner wh 





eh eS ee ae ens 
place in the hands of insistent and avaricious Grelitors  machihe 


with which to crush debtors. I believe this machine would be 
used to crush thousands who are not insolvent, who do 
to resort to the remedy offered— i 
to stem the tide and esca’ 
to the danger that w of this 
measure confront every hard-pressed debtor in the sealer. 


not desire 
i tcy | ion—who hope 

ruin, and who ought not to be subjected 

d from the hour of the 

Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of a law providing for 

icy. I 


or vote for the Senate on nee — as near my 
ideal as any that is li to m of Congress. 
unalterably sean aene 


Tam 
bill now er consideration. 
Mr. Speaker, no bankruptcy law heretofore on the statute books 


was an effective means for the collection of re judicial proc- 
ess. Under the bankruptcy law in force twenty 

assets of bankrupts were invariably sequestra 

Ae emits me amount of his in ess. [assume that under 


d years ago 
ted without paying 
law only a small part of the debts of insolvents would be dis- 

ve of whether it provide for 
or for voluntary and involuntary bankru 


volun ; 
tcy law was, in many cases, held as a club over 


creditors. To avoid tion 


that cred- 


itor, with the certainty that to enter upon this ares would finally 
lead to the ruin of the debtor and losses 


his creditors. 
It is within the knowledge of gentlemen on this floor who prac- 


ticed in the courts under the law that solvent 
debtors were frequently pushed over the precipice of bankruptcy 
by the exactions of their creditors, but not one will attempt to 


ustify the involuntary feature of the ding bill u the theor 
ec ccmiiaue under the old law affords Db ‘ 
the involuntary feature would in fact prove a successful agency 
for the collection of the debts of insolvents. I say that it would 


ground to believe that 


I ieve we should 


he 0 only wants to collect what is 
due him by process of law, a remedy better than that which he 
has now? I say it would him next to no remedy at all. 
If the existing laws for the collection of debts are sufficient, then 
what is the mischief we seek 


from obligations are to meet. Sound public policy 
demands the enactment of a law for the relief of these 
insolvent debtors. The ofav tary bankruptcy law is 
therefore , is no for the enactment of 
a law for the benefit of creditors. Existing laws for the 
collection of debts are ample. If in any of the States they are 

it, they 

Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of a law, to be enforced 


fora ——- — for eee) 4) At. — without dis- 
> consequence of e, management, 
or from any other cause, have fallen so far into debt that they 
can not their obli but I am not willing to place in the 
the more rapacious class of creditors unscrupulous 
collection a lawyers a club to be used alike upon the 
solvent and insolvent. 
I am in favor of a bankruptcy law for the benefit of insolvent 
debtors, but not of a measure that would be used to ferce solvent 
I believe such would be the effect of this 
involuntary feature would be used as an engine 
a I do not believe that in a single instance where it 
= — sequestration of an estate it would result in the collection 
a . 
I do not believe that that class of creditors who demand it ex- 
eat » it would result in the collection of debts from insolvents. 
boscdbegee Po know it would bea club more effective than 


the process of the State or Federal under the ordi- 
ee ene sae, We peutic by using this 
yw merely as a scare crow, av . if possible, pushing matters 
to exteemities, they could obtain vantages obtainable by 


not 
resort to ry measures before State tribunals. They used 
a ww in that way, and they would use this law in 
way. 


sere a eae santa eee eu 
; or voiun ’ 
the old law, the aie. in obtain- 


ing any considerable rtion of what was due them. The assets 
were the went 


' the debates 
was under consideration, but I venture to say that it was said than 




















costs in bankruptcy cases would be small. We all know 
saendaionsly excessive. Providence bestows 

upon the world—saves us from many perils—and science nowadays 
ameliorates suffering. We have antiseptics and drugs for mitigat- 
ing the tortures of surgery, divers vaccines for the prevention of 
deadly maladies, but only God Almighty can find a way to relieve 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


aes weuiatign (H. Res. 129) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to detail 


rom ment an additional clerk to act as assistant clerk to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions of the House of Representatives. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 


America in songress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is 


, autho if in his opinion the public interests will not suffer 


thereby, upon the request of the House Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
us from pillage by the fee : detail fem that Department an examiner or clerk skilled in pension laws 
Legislation has heretofore been powerless to stay his depreda- | and the examination of papers in pension claims, in addition soe one au- 





tions, and I await success in that direction before I can concur 
in the opinion that the author of this bill has found a way to 
do it. Onder this law, as under every law, his bills will be 
made large enough to anger the public and rob the litigant. 


(Apples DERSON. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. ——— 

Mr. COCHRAN of uri. 

i RECORD. 

so HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous consent that 
general leave to print be given all members of the House, on the 
subject of the bankru bill, for five days. 

r. MOODY. I will ask the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEn- 
pDERSON] to modify that so that it will give those who want to 
speak leave to print. : ; 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Does that give the right toextend remarks 
in the Recorp? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. KELLEY. Does that give leave to members to print who 
have not had an opportunity to speak? — 

Mr. HENDERSON. My object is, if any member gets shut 
ont from the general debate, he can have a chance to print his 
remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HenpEerson]? [After a pause. ] 
The Chair hears none, 

Mr. HENDERSON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I yielded to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy], but I do not care to 
press him to go on just now. 

Mr. MOODY. Iam ready to go on if the House desires. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. , we have a great pressure on each 
side for time, and I would s that we adjourn until 11 o’clock 
in the morning. That will give us more time. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Let us adjourn regularly to-night, and we 
will confer about that to-morrow. 

Mr. SULZER. Let us not adjourn until 6 o’clock to-night. 

Mr. HENDERSON. We shall have very few here at 11 o’clock 
to-morrow forenoon. Look at the empty seats now. 

The SPEAKER pro er (Mr. Payne). The Chair would 
suggest to the gentleman from Arkansas (Mr. Terry] that an 
adjournment until 11 o’clock can not be without unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. TERRY. Well, then, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent a the House adjourns it adjourn until to-morrow at 
ll oe ; 

Mr. MORRIS, Mr. SIMPKINS of Massachusetts, and Mr. 
MAHANY objected. 

Mr. HENDERSON. At the request of the gentleman from New 
York, I withdraw the motion to adjourn. 

JAMES FP. WILSON. 

Mr. ODELL, from the Committee on Accounts, presented the 
following resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives is hereby au- 


to the heirs of James F. Wilson, late a messenger on 


to pa 
soldiers’ roll House of Representatives, a sum equal to six months’ 
— oadieieee not exceeding $250; the same to be immediately 
a 


The following amendments were recommended by the com- 
mittee: 
Strike out, in line 4, after the word “ resentatives,” the words “‘a sum 
al to six months’ salary and ” and the word “the.” 
After the word “expenses,” in the fifth line, insert the word “ incurred.” 
After the word “exceeding,” in the fifth line, strike out the word “two” 
and insert * one." 


Mr, DALZELL. I would like to ask whether this is the cus- 
tomary resolution? 


Mr. ODELL. It is; but we have amended it so that it provides 
Ordinaril 
























ask leave to extend my remarks 









































only for the funeral 


expenses. y we allow six months’ 
where the widow survives. 
_The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is to come out of the con- 
ay fund of the House? 
wa ODELL. Yes. 


¢ amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to, and the resolution was adopted. 


PENSION CLERK. 


Mr. ODELL, from the Committee on Accounts, also presented 
for consideration the following joint resolution. 
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thorized by joint resolution approved February 1, 1884, toact as assistant 
clerk to the House Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Was this asked for by the Committee on In- 


valid Pensions? 


Mr. ODELL. Yes; it is at the request of the chairman of the 


Committee on Invalid Pensions, who introduced the joint resolu- 
tion. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 


consideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none. 


The resolution was adopted. 
MARY E. HORTON, 
Mr. ODELL, from the Committee on Accounts, also presented 


the following resolution. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be directed to 
y. out of the contingent fund of the House, to Mary E. Horton, widow of 
na P. Horton, deceased, late disbursing clerk in the House of Represeria- 


tives, a sum equal to his salary for six months, and that he be further directed 


to pay, out of the contingent fund of the House, the expenses of the funeral 
of the said Dana P. Horton, said expenses not to exceed the sum of $131.25. 
The resolution was adopted. 
On motion of Mr. ODELL, a motion to reconsider the votes 
whereby the three resolutions presented by him were adopted 
was laid on the table. 


ANNULMENT OF CONTRACT. 

Mr. HOOKER, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
— unanimous consent for the consideration of resolution No, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ireserve the right to object. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas the proposals and specifications of the Secretary of War for bids 
for the improvement and development of a “deep-water harbor at San 

edro, Cal.,” differ materially from other proposals for bids and specifica- 
tions prepared by the War Department for work on other public works of 
like ter, in that they provide for the annulment of the contract in said 
case under conditions that are new and without precedent: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to 
inform the House of the reason or reasons of the insertion of paragraph No. 
72 in said pro and specifications, which reads as follows: “ Anrulment 
of contract. If no appropriation is made by Congress for this work for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1899, any contract entered into under these speci- 
fications shall be annulled.” 

The following amendment recommended by the committee was 
read, as follows: 

After the word “annulled,” in the eighth Ifne, insert the following: 

“ And also furnish all other information that he may have relating to the 
establishment of a deep-water harbor in southern California.” 

Mr. HOOKER. This resolution of inquiry was presented by 
the gentleman from California [Mr. BarLow}, where the harbor 
is located. There was a provision introduced into the specifica- 
tions which he claims was new, and he wants to know why it was 
inserted, and the committee thought it was advisable to call on 
the Secretary of War for such other information as he had. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I notice a very important amendment to this 
resolution. I do not know whether the gentleman from California 
{Mr. BARLOw] is present, but it seems that amendment raises a 
question of some importance. I donot think I care to give unani- 
mous consent to the consideration of the resolution at this time 
with the amendment. 

The original proposition of the resolution seems very pertinent. 
It is stated that the San Pedro contract includes a provision not 
in any former contract. In that case it is proper to call upon the 
Secretary of War for information. But I do not know that we 
desire any further information on the general question, because, 
if 1 remember rightly, a board of five engineers was appointed 
under authority of law to examine the proposed work at the har- 
bors of Santa Monica and San Pedro, and by a vote of 4 to 1 they 
decided infavor of San Pedro. Itis a question whether the amend- 
ment to the resolution would not open up that question again. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, this is a matter of too much im- 
portance to consider hurriedly just at the hour of adjournment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would suggest that 
this is simply a resolution of inquiry and would be a privileged 
question. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that in the ab- 
sence of the California delegation the matter ought to go over. 

Mr. HOOKER. I am perfectly willing that it should go over. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Has this resolution pose sengzed to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and reported ? 

Mr. HOOKER. Unanimously, 
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Mr. DOCKERY. Inasmuch as so few members are present, I 
think the matter had better go over. 

Mr. MAGUIRE (having entered the Hall). I should like to 
have the matter stand over until my colleague [Mr. BarLow] is 
here in the morning. 

Mr. HENDERSON. If it stands over until morning, it will 
have to stand over until evening. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore, 
can be called up at any time. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

§. 2495. An act for the relief of Margaret Kennedy; 

S. 3627. An act to create a board of local inspectors of steam 
vessels for the customs district of Alaska; and 

S. 1754. An act to acquire by purchase or condemnation land 
and water rights at the Great Falls of the Potomac. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: 

S. 3627. An act to create a board of local inspectors of steam 
vessels for the customs district of Alaska—to the Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

8. 1754. An act to acquire by poems or condemnation land 
and water rights at the Great Falls of the Potomac—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of the 
following title: 

S. 3580. An act to amend the law relating to navigation. 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H, B. 7559. An act making Rockland, Me., a subport of entry. 

H. R. 4847. An act for the relief of Judson Jones. 

FREE ZONE OF MEXICO. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, That the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury be, and he is, requested to inform the House whether frauds upon the 
customs of the United States have been and are being committed through 
the Free Zone of Mexico or by reason of the existence of the same and the 
existing laws and regulations; andif so, that said Secretary report what, if 
any, changes in law or regulations are necessary to protect the revenues of 
the United States against such frauds. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iwas directed by the Committee on Ways 
and Means to ask for the immediate consideration of this resolu- 
tion. It relates to certain facts which are involved in the passage 
of a resolution asked for by one of the Representatives from Texas. 
It is a mere inquiry as to the present condition of laws and regu- 
lations on this subject as affecting our trade and commerce. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of this resolution? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. At present I object, until we can 
understand what the resolution means. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Itis an ampenty suggested by a gentleman 
from Texas who desires the passage of a resolution repealing the 
existing condition called the Free Zone. This is our inquiry to 
the Secretary of the Treasury as to the effect of present conditions 
upon our income. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. The gentleman does not ask for the 
present consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. If it isa mere resolution of inquiry, 
I withdraw my objection. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the resolution; and it was adopted. 

DESTRUCTION OF BATTLE SHIP MAINE. 

Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine. Iam directed by the Committee on 
Naval Affairs to ask the consideration of the resolution which I 
‘send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House of Representatives has learned with profound 
sorrow of the great calamity which has caused the destruction of the Sees 
States battle ship Maine and the appalling loss of more than 250 lives and the 
wounding of many others of the gallant defenders of our flag, and that the 


House expresses its sympathy for the injured and its sincere condolence with 
the families of those who have lost their lives in the service of the nation. 


Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine, I ask for the adoption of that reso- 
lution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. BAILEY. Before that request is granted, I wish to ask 
the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs whether his 
committee is in possession of any information indicating how this 
disaster codersel? 


This is a privileged motion and 


Is there objection to the present 
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Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine. I regret to say that upto the pres. 
ent time no information has been received by us upon which g 
conclusion could be justly based. Myown impression can hardly 
be of value; but I will state that so far as have been able to 
learn anything about the matter, my mind is inclined to the be- 
lief that the occurrence was accidental. 

Mr. BAILEY. I have no objection to the resolution. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and 
adopted. 

And then, on motion of Mr. HENDERSON (at 5 o’clock and § 
minutes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
certain petitions and communications with recommendations in 
regard to the education of white and negro children in the Indian 
ester —-4e the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, inclosing a bid of the 
Sheffield Business Men’s Association, oF Sheffield, Ala., for a 
United States armor plant—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. SNOVER, from the Committee on Agriculture, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6894) to provide rules 
and regulations governing the importation of trees, plants, shrubs, 
vines, grafts, cuttings, and buds, commonly known as nursery 
stock, and fruits into the United States, and rules and regulations 
for the inspection of trees, plants, shrubs, vines, grafts, cuttings, 
and buds, commonly known as n stock, grown within the 
United States, which become subjects of interstate commerce or 
exportation, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 456); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to which was referred the joint resolution of the Sen- 
ate (S. R. 91) authorizing the Public Printer to use certain Gov- 
ernment telegraph poles, rted the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 457); which said joint resolution 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. LOW, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7490) to 
provide an American register for the steamer Leelanaw, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report — 459); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
as follows: 

Mr. BRUMM, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 4825) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of George McDougall, deceased, rted the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 458); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FITZGERALD, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1559) for the relief of 
Martha H. Bagwell, executrix of Sally Hardmond, deceased, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 

400); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
‘alendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. FERGUSSON: A bill (H. R. 8226) to make certain grants 
of iand to the Territory of New Mexico, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. . 

By Mr. BREWER: A bill (H. R. 8227) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment, and for other purposes,” August 15, 1894, and to re- 
duce penalties under internal-revenue laws—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 8228) for the establishment 
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ofa light-house at the mouth of Oyster Bayou, near the Louisiana 


goaet, in the Gulf of Mexico—to the Committee on Interstate and 


‘oreign Commerce. 5 

By ir. ALDRICH (by request): A bill (H. R. 8229) to improve 
the form of United States notes and retire the outstanding green- 
backs—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. , 

By Mr. TATE: A bill (H. R. 8230) to create the northern divi- 
sion of the northern district of Georgia for judicial purposes, and 
to fix the time and place for holding court therein—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. ae 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8281) to create the northeastern division of 
the northern district of Georgia for judicial purposes, and to fix 
the time for holding court therein—to the Committee on the 

diciary. 

. Mr BARRETT: A bill (H. R. 8232) to provide for the col- 
lection and return of duties on bicycles brought by travelers into 
the United States—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COCHRANE of New York: A bill (H. R. 8233) to award 
pensions to certain persons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BAKER of Maryland: A bill (H, R. 8272) providing for 
the extension of the Loudon Park National Cemetery, near Balti- 
more, Md.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 8273) to repeal the 10 per centum 
tax on State bank issues—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 


rency. 

B Mr. MAHANY: A bill (H. R. 8276) to remove all religious 
edifices from the military reservations of the United States—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama: A concurrent resolution (House 
Con. Res. No. 19) providing for an estimate for widening the 
channel of Mobile Harbor and dredging an anchorage basin near 
the head of the channel—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH (by request): A bill (H. R. 8234) for the re- 
lief of Mrs. L. J. Harville, of Dallas County, Ala.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 8235) for the relief of Francis E. 
Whitfield and Lucy G. Whitfield, of Alcorn County, Miss.—to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. BELFORD: A bill (H. R. 8236) to reimburse Mary C. 
Bristol, as executrix of the will of Charles P. Redmond, deceased, 
for money paid to the United States for certain real estate at Little 
Rock, Ark.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BRUMM: A bill (H. R. 8237) for the relief of the legal 
eT of John Roach, deceased—to the Committee on 

aims. 

By Mr. CASTLE: A bill (H. R. 8238) to remove the charge of 
desertion against the naval record of Joseph Wellett—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 8239) granting a 
pension to Benjamin Haggard—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8240) for the relief of Mrs. Mary Craddock— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. . 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 8241) to carry out the findings 
of the Court of Claims in the case of James M. Westfall—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: A bill (H. R. 8242) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of William H. Corbin—to 
the Committee on ee Affairs. 

By Mr. DRIGGS: A bill (H. R. 8248) to pension John Con- 
nolly, father of Thomas Connolly—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8244) granting a pension to John J. Grftin— 
to the Commi on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8245) to increase the pension of John Hillbert— 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FENTON: A bill (H. R. 8246) to increase the pension 











of John ©, —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a . R. 8247) to correct the military record of John 
Herity, of ton, Ohio—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

_By Mr. : A bill G . R, 8248) for the relief of Charles Har- 

to the mittee o' Mivary Affairs. 

By Mr. ELLAN: A bill (H. R. 8249) to increase the pen- 
“oy ke Ponnell “i he apemnttcee on favatia Pensions. 

: 2 a . R. 8250) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Sarah A. —to the Committee on Ponaldus. 

By Mr. : A bill (H. R. 8251) to reimburse John Waller, 
former rat Monticello, N. Y., for moneys expended in 
carryi mails—to the Committee on Claims. 

B : ie A (H. R. 8252) for relief of estate of 
Bil Poete, , late of Natchitoches Parish, La.—to the 

ittee on War Claimd, 
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By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 8253) granting a pension to Jen- 
nie A. McKinley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8254) granting a pension to Wiliiam Holgate— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H.R.8255) for relief of Henry 
Barlow—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHOWALTER: A bill (H. R. 8256) to correct the mili- 
tary record of William Daniels, late of Company F, One hun- 
—— Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 8257) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Alonzo J. McSchooler—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. ' 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8258) to pension Clementine M. Denslow—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8259) to increase pension of Hiram Hender- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 8260) toremove 
the charge of desertion from the military record of Peter Guia — 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 8261) for the relief 
of Hannah J. Jones, executrix of Emanuel Jones, deceased, a 
British subject—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 8262) for the 
relief of Margaret Champion, of Scott County, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8263) for the relief of John F. Byars, of New- 
ton County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BARROWS: A bill (H. R. 8264) to remove the charge 
of desertion standing against the military record of Michael 
Sweeny—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CRUMP: A bill (H. R. 8265) to correct the military 
— of George H. Keating—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 8266) to increase the pension 
of Mrs. Ann Gibbons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
“a Mr. MADDOX: A bill (H. R. 8267) for the relief of Sarah 
Clai 





urney, of Floyd County, Ga.—to the Committee on War 


aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8268) for the relief of Thornton Talley, of 
Gordon County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8269) for the relief of Joel Cross, of Dade 
County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8270) for the relief of the estate of William 
D. Wheeler, deceased, late of Bartow County, Ga.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8271) for the relief of Patrick Jennings, of 
Gordon County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

- Mr. MINOR: A bill (H. R. 8274) granting a pension to John 
G. Hart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8275) granting a pension to Samuel S, 
Wheeler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOVE: A bill (H. R. 8277) for the relief of John A. 
Brent, of Pike County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 8278) for the relief of John 
J. Robinson, of Endicott, Wetzel County, W. Va.—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Petition of the Pennsylvania Society for the 
Advancement of the Deaf, of Germantown, Philadelphia, Pa., in 
favor of the passage of the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Synod of Pennsylvania of the Presby- 
terian Church, favoring an increase in the number of army chap- 
lains—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Petition of the Methodist Church of Platte- 
ville, Wis., asking for the passage of a bill to forbid the trans- 
mission by mail or interstate commerce of pictures or descriptions 
of prize fights—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Church of Platteville, Wis., | 
praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in the Capitol and all Government buildings— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Church of Platteville, Wis., 
praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the repro- 

uction by the kinetoscope or other kindred devices of prize 
fights in the District of Columbia and the Territories—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Church of Platteville, Wis., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to protect State anti- 
cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in original 

ackages on entering any State shall become subject to its laws— 
o the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
Also, petition of the Methodist Church of Platteville, Wis., 
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praying for the enactment of legislation to raise the age of con- 
sent for girls to 18 years in the District of Columbia and the Ter- 
ritories—to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

Also, petition of the Methodist Church of Platteville, Wis. 
praying for the enactment of a Sunday-rest law for the Distric 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Church of Platteville, Wis., 
praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting interstate 
gambling by telegraph, telephone, or otherwise—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Church of Platteville, Wis., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to substitute voluntary 
arbitration for railway strikes—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. BAKER of Maryland: Paper to accompany House bill 
relating to Loudon Park National Cemetery—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BARRETT: Petition of the Boston Merchants’ Associa- 
tion, of Boston, Mass., in favor of the passage of the so-called anti- 
scalping ticket bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. BARROWS: Petition of the Young People’s Christian 
Union of Tufts College, Mass., asking for the passage of a bill to 
forbid the sale of intoxicating beverages in all eeteumaae build- 
ings—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, resolutions of the Boston Chamber of Commerce, on be- 
half of currency reform and in favor of the gold standard—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Petition of L. O. Stevens and other citi- 
zens of Macon, Ga., asking for the passage of a bankruptcy bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Memorial of the Ohio Commandery, 
Military Order of the Loyal Legion, relating to Gettysburg monu- 
ments—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. BRUMM: Petition of citizens of Schuylkill County, Pa., 
raying for the restriction of immigration—to the Committee on 
mmigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Papersto accompany House bill No. 6482, 
relating to the case of Herbert W. Leach—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Two petitions of citizens of Sharon Hill, 
Glenolden, Warwick, Norwood, and vicinity, in the State of 
Pennsylvania, in favor of the passage of a bill to prevent the ad- 
mission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal immigrants in the 
United States—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 


zation. 

By Mr. CASTLE: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Fresno County, Cal., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that 
cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any State 
shall become subject to its one —to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: Protest of certain citizens of 
Clarksville, Mo., against the passage of a general bankruptcy 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Protest of certain citizens of 
Delavan, Wis., against the passage of a general bankruptcy bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the First Congregational Church of 
Epworth League, Christian Endeavor Society. Methodist Episc 
- Church, Congregational Church, Independant Order of Good 

emplars, and the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Fort 
Atkinson, Wis., in favor of the passage of a bill to prohibit the 
sale of liquors in Government buildings—to the Committee on 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of the First Congregational Church of Racine, 
Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation raising the age 0 
SS for girls to 18 years in the District of Columbia and the 

erritories—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the First Con 
Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation subs volun- 
tary arbitration for railway strikes—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the First Congregational Church of Racine, 
Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation prohtbiting the in- 
terstate transmission of newspaper descriptions of prize fights, 
etc.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Aiso, petition of the First Congregational ue of e, 
Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting . 
scope reproductions of prize fights in the District of Columbia and 
the Territories—to the Committee on the J ey. 

Also, petition of the First eo ational Church of Roctas, 
Wis., for the passage of a bill to forbid the interstate 
sion of lottery messages and other gambling matter by telegraph— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the First Congregational Church of Racine, 
Wis., to prohibit sectarian appropriations—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. . 

Also, petition of the First hang iy me ers Church of Racine 
Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation excluding illiter® 


acine, 


egational schitchaedes” 
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we eemigeentacte the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

By Mr, CORLISS: Five petitions of certain labor organizatio: 
in the State of Michigan, Pyotaeting seein the passage of the 
so-called anti-scalping law—to the Committee un Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CRUMP: Petition of the Longshoremen’s Union of Bay 
City, Cigar Makers’ Union of Escanaba, Longshoremen’s Associa- 
tion of Grand Marais, Coopers’ International Unio of Grand 
Rapids, Typographical Unjon of Muskegon, Clerks’ Protective 
Association of Grand Rapids, Longshoremen’s Union of Mar- 
quette, and Longshoremen’s Union of Tawas City, all in the State 
of Michigan, against the passage of the bill prohibiting ticket 
brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

Also, petition of D. E. Storms and other citizens of Harrisville, 
Mich., against the annexation of Hawaii—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, — of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Vassar, Mich., and numerous citizens of West Branch, Omer, and 
Cass City, urging the e of a bill to prohibit the sale of 
liquors in Government buildings—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By . CURTIS of Kansas: Petition of citizens of Leaven- 
worth, Kans., favoring the enactment of legislation to more effec- 
tually restrict immigration and prevent the admission of illiterate, 
pauper, and criminal classes to the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, protests of the Lone Star Federal Labor Union, Journey- 
men Barbers’ Union, and Musicians Protective Union, all of Kan- 
sas oy Kans., against the passage of the so-called anti-scalping 
ticket bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

By Mr. DALZELL: Three petitions of citizens of Pittsburg and 
vicinity, State of Pennsylvania, in favor of legislation to more ef- 
fectually restrict immigration and prevent the admission of illit- 
erate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United States—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of the Pennsylvania Society for the Advance- 
ment of the Deaf, in favor of the of the so-called anti- 
scalping ticket bill—to the Committee on tnterstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, letters of certain ee of Philadelphia, Pa., indorsing 
the Loud postal-reform bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of the Board of Trade of Philadelphia, Pa., in 
favor of the Torrey bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

dl Mr. DOVENER: Petition of U. 8, G. Haddox and 47 citizens 
of Elkins, W. Va.,in favor of the of a bill which will more 
effectually restrict immigration and prevent the admission of illit- 
erate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United States—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Na tion. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Petition of the Congregational and Christian 
churches and societies at Forest Grove, Oreg., in favor of the pas- 
sage of the Broderick bill to rales the age of protection for girls to 
18 years in the District of Columbia and the Territories—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of 8. H. Davis and other citizens 
of Minn lis, Minn., in favor of the of a bill to suppress 
ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petitions of J. S. Todd & Co., A. Schwartz, J. H. Randall, 
C. 8. Little, F, W. Freeman, I. Gittleson, D. C. Abraham, H. L. 
Gillespie, R. D. Webb, R. D. Button, 0. D. Green, W, G. Lewis, 
C. A. Bennett, A. Stewart, R. M. Faries, M. K. Swoger, and other 
citizens of the State of ee, protesting against the passage 
of the so-called anti-scalpers —to the Committee on Interstate 
and Restign Commence. 

By Mr. GR : Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Tomah, Wis., urging the ge of a bill to pro- 
hibit the sale of liquors in Government buildings—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. H TON: Petition of Charles O. Harmon and othe 
of Marcellus, , protesting against the passage of a gener 

ptcy bill—to the Committee on Judiciary. 

Also, petition of John Culbertson and others, of the State of 
Michigan, relating to the re nt of greenbacks—to Commit- 
tee on peaking and Currency. 

By Mr, DY: Two tions of el C. Gibbs, John W 
Wetherill, and 48 other citizens of Wi n, Del., in favor of 
the enactment of legislation to more effectually restrict immigrhr 
tion and prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal 

to the United States—to the Committee on Immigratio 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of E e A. John; 
son and 93 other citizens of Hartford and vicinity, in the State 
Connecticut, asking for the enactment of legislation which 
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more effectually restrict immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. a : 

By Mr. HENRY of Indiana: Petitions and papers in support of 
House bill No. 8191, for correcting the military record of James 
Wilkinson, late of Conpene >. orty-fourth Regiment Indiana 
Infantry, and Company E, Twelfth ent Missouri Cavalry, 
and to t him honorable discharge—to the Committee on i- 

airs. 
“a resolution of Company B, Fourth Indiana Infantry, favor- 
ing the passage of House bill No. 2876, to promote the efficiency 
of the militia—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Jamestown, N, Y., for tho passage of a bill to 
protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes im- 
ported in original packages on entering any State shall become 
subject to its laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. ? east 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
East Randolph, N. Y., in favor of the enactment of legislation 
which will more effectually restrict immigration and prevent the 
admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United 
States—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of citizens of Monmouth County, 
N. ; .,in favor of the passage of the anti-scalping bill—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of business men and leading citizens of Little Sil- 
ver, N. . asking for the enactment of legislation which will more 
effectually restrict immigration—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of citizens of Elk Point and Flan- 
dreau, S. Dak., protesting against the peenene of a general bank- 
ruptcy law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KERR: Resolution of the Military Order of the Loyal 
Legion of the United States, Commandery of Ohio, relating to 
monuments at the Gettysburg battlefield—to the Committee on the 
Library. 

Also, resolution of the Ohio State Board of Commerce, in favor 
of the Torrey bankru oo the Committee on the J et 

By Mr. KLEBERG. ree petitions of citizens of San Patricio 
County, Tex., asking the Government to assume control and secure 
deep water at Aransas Pass Harbor, Texas—to the Committees on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Twelve petitions of Newport 
Council, No. 199, of Newport, N. J.; Millville Council, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics. of Millville, N. J.; William 
Warner, Howard Abbott, George Higgins, and F. H. Williams 
favoring the passage of a bill which will more effectually restrict 
immigration and prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and 
criminal classes to the United States—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christien Temperance Union of 
Salem, N.J., in favor of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette 
laws by —— that cigarettes imported in original packages 
on entering any State shall become subject to its laws—to tho 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of the Woman's Christian Temperance unions of 
Daretown, Elmer, and Woodstown, N. J., for the peeean of a 
bill to forbid interstate transmission of lottery and other gambling 
matter by telegraph—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, 

Also, petitions of the Woman’sChristian Temperance unions of 
Woodstown and Daretown, N. J., Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Elmer, N. J., and of the Christian Endeavor societies of Shirley 
and Daretown, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation 
Poo the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government 

uildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petitions of Woman's Christian Temperance unions of 
Woodstown and Daretown, N. J., and the Methodist Episco 
Church of Elmer, N. J., in favor of the passage of the Broderick 
bill to raise the age of protection for girls to 18 in the District of 
Columbia and the Territories—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. MAHON: Petitions of Harvey L. Miner, T. 8. Nevin, 
Charles M, Stoner, and 215 citizens of nklin County, Pa.; A. 
G Lykens and 53 citizens of Huntingdon County, Pa., in favor of 
legislation to more effectually restrict immigration and prevent 
the admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the 
an States—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization, 

By Mr. McALEER: Petition of the Commercial Exchange of 
Philadel Pa., in favor of sound-money currency on gold- 
standa to the Committee on Banking and Currency, 

Also, resolutions of the Grocers and Importers’ Exchange o 
Philadelphia, Pa., favoring Senate bill No. 624, for the creation o 
& department of commerce and industry—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of Division No. 162, Order of Railway Conduct- 
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ors, of Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of the anti-scalping bill—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of the Boston Merchants’ Associa- 
tion, favoring the p e of the anti-scalping bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McDOWELL: Paper to accompany House bill to cor- 
rect the military record of Philip Reiss—to the Committee on 
Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. McINTIRE: Petition of William H. Powell and other 
citizens of Baltimore, Md., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion which will more effectually restrict immigration and pre- 
vent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to 
the United States—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

By Mr. MINOR: Protest of 156 citizens of the State of Wiscon- 
sin, in opposition to the Lodge bill for the further restriction of 
immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

Also, protest of certain citizens of Sturgeon Bay, Wis., against 
the passage of a general bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. PITNEY: Petitions of George W. Crater, John H. West, 
George D. Lair, H. Shepherd, H. Van Orden, R. L. Lavacool, 
Fred Van Blascon, J. B. Talmage, W.J. Wolfe, and othercitizens 
of the State of New Jersey, praying for the enactment of legisia- 
tion which will more effectually restrict immigration and prevent 
the admission of illiterate, criminal, and patper classes to the 
United States—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
and Methodist Episcopal Church, of Madison, N. J., praying that 
the age of protection for girls be raised to 18 years in the District 
of Columbia and the Territories—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

‘ake petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
and Methodist Episcopal Church, of Madison, N. J., for tho pas- 
sage of a bill to forbid interstate transmission of lottery and other 
gambling matter by telegraph—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Also, petitions of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union 
and Methodist Episcopal Church, of Madison, N. J., asking for 
the passage of a bill to forbid the sale of intoxicating beverage: in 
a buildings—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 

raffic. 

By Mr. MORRIS: Petition of Charles L. Lewis and other citi- 
zens of Duluth, Minn., for the improvement of the harbor of the 
Interstate Park, Dalles of the St. Croix, and the channel of the St. 
Croix River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. PRINCE: Petition of Jennie A. McKinley, for widow’s 
pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill granting a pension to Wil- 
liam Holgate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Elmer E. Ellsworth Council, No. 8, Order 
United American Mechanics, of Galva, Ill., in favor of the re- 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. PUGH: Six petitions of sundry citizens of Ashland, 
Boyd County, Ky., asking for the further restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of. Indiana: Petition of Tamarack Lodge, 
No. 89, of Garrett, Ind., in favor of the passage of certain bills in 
the interest of labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Potition of the Buffalo Merchants’ Ex- 
change, of Buffalo, N. Y.,in favor of the passage of House bill 
No. 7130 and Senate bill No. 1575, restricting the right to buy and 
sell railroad tickets—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 


mmerce. 

By Mr. SHOWALTER: Petitions of W. E. Lawrence and 161 
citizens of Beaver, Pa., Grace Lutheran Church and United 
Presbyterian Church of Butler, Pa., favoring the passage of a bill 
that will more effectually restrict immigration and prevent the 
admission of the illiterate, criminal, and pauper classes—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petitions of the United Presbyterian Church and Grace 
Lutheran Church of Butler, Pa., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to raise the age of consent for girls to 18 years in the 
District of Columbia and the Territories—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petitions of the United Presbyterian Church and Grace 
Lutheran Church of Butler, Pa., praying for the enactment of a 
Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petitions of the United Presbyterian Church and Grace 
Lutheran Church of Butler, Pa., praying for the enactment of 
legislation prohibiting interstate gambling by telegraph, tele- 
pa. or otherwise—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
ommerce. 

Also, petitions of the United Presbyterian Church and Grace 
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Lutheran Church of Butler, Pa., praying for the enactment of leg- 
{islation to substitute voluntary arbitration for railway strikes— 
to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petitions of the United Presbyterian Church and Grace 
Lutheran Church of Butler, Pa., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that 
cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any State 
shall become subject to its laws—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of the United Presbyterian Church and Grace 
Lutheran Church, of Butler, Pa., in favor of a bill to prohibit the 
sale of liquor in Government buildings—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petitions of the United Presbyterian Church and Grace 
Lutheran Church, of Butler, Pa., praying for the enactment of 
legislation prohibiting kinetoscope reproductions of prize fights in 
the District of Columbia and the Territories—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of the United Presbyterian Church and Grace 
Luther-n Church, of Butler, Pa., for the passage of a bill to pro- 
hibit the transmission by mail or interstate commerce of news- 
— descriptions of prize fights—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SIMPKINS of Massachusetts: Petitions of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance unions of Plymouth, Halifax, Wellfleet, 
and Duxbury, Mass., in favor of legislation to protect State anti- 
cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in original 
packages on entering any State shall become subject to its laws— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Boston, Mass., 
in favor of a monetary commission—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: Papers to accompany House bill for the 
relief of D. W. Hatch—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SNOVER: Sundry protests of labor organizations in the 
State of Michigan, in opposition to the so-called anti-scalping 
ticket bill or any similar measure—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union 
and Teachers’ Association, of Lapeer County, Mich., favoring leg- 
islation providing that claarottes imported in original packages 
on entering any State shall becOme subject to its laws—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperdnce Union of 
Lapeer, Mich., for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the 
sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Petitions of John Callender, 
George Thompson, W. H. Stepp, and other citizens of Hites, 
Creighton, Tarentum, Springdale, of Allegheny County, Pa., 
praying for the enactment of legislation which will more effectu- 
ally restrict immigration and prevent the admission of the illiter- 
ate, criminal, and pauper classes to the United States—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Our Young People’s Christian Endeavor Union 
of the Fourth United devia. prin Church of Allegheny, Pa. 

raying for the enactment of legislation en the sale of 
toxicating liquors in all Government bui 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska: Petitions of E. A. Smith, Paul 
H. Petersen, and 115 other citizens of Cass County, Nebr., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation excluding illiterate, criminal, 
and pauper immigrants—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petitions of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance unions of Raymond, Meredith, New Hampton, and 
Hampton Falls, N. H., in favor of the passage of a bill to protect 
State anti-cigarette laws by providing that capreiee imported in 
original packages on entering any State shall become subject to 
its laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Raymond, N, H., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
hibiting the sgle of intoxicating liquors in all Government build- 
ings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance unions of 
Raymond and Haverhill, N. H., praying for the enactment of 
legislation prohibiting interstate gambling by telegraph, tele- 
phone, or otherwise—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Raymond, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation raising 
the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the District of Colum- 
bia and the Territories—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance unions of 
Raymond and Farmington, N. H., praying for the enactment of 
legislation substituting voluntary arbitration for railway strikes— 
to the Committee on Labor. 


dings—to the Commit- 
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Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Raymond, N. H., for the passage of a bill to further protect the 
first aS the week in the District of Columbia—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Sa Union of 
Raymond, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
hibiting kinetoscope reproduction of prize fights in the District of 
Columbia and the Territories—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Hampton Falls, N. H., in support of certain bills now Ronding in 
the House—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. TAYLER of Ohio: Petitions of 281 citizens of Canton, 
Ohio; also citizens of Lisbon, Summitville, Leetonia, and vicinity, 
in the State of Ohio, favoring the enactment of legislation to more 
effectually restrict immigration and prevent the admission of illit- 
erate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United States—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petitions of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union 
and Friends’ Church of Damascus, Ohio, for the passage of a bill 
forbidding the sale of liquor in all Government buildings—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petitions of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union 
and Friends’ Church of Damascus, Ohio, to substitute voluntary 
arbitration for railroad strikes—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
and Friends’ Church of Damascus, Ohio, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation ate eae reproductions of prize 

hts in the District of Columbia and the Territories—to the Com- 

ttee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
and Friends’ Church of Damascus, Ohio, favoring the age of 
a Sabbath law for the national capital—to the Committee on the 
District. of Columbia. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
and Friends’ Church of Damascus, Ohio, in favor of legislation to 
protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes im- 
ported in original packages on entering any State shall become 
subject to its laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union and 
Friends’ Church of Damascus, Ohio, praying for the enactment of 
legislation raising the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the 

trict of Columbia and the Territories—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union and 
Friends’ Church of Damascus, Ohio, for the passage of a bill to 
forbid interstate transmission of lottery and other gambling mat- 
ter by telegraph—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petitions of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union and 
Friends’ Church of Damascus, Ohio, praying for the passage of a 
bill to . interstate transmission of pictures and descrip- 
tions of prize fights—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. TONGUE: Petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Monroe; Grand Avenue United Presbyterian 
Church, of Portland; Christian Church of Dayton; Second Bap- 
tist Church and First United Evangelical Church, of Portland, 
Oreg., for the passage of a bill to protect State anti-cigarette laws 
by providing that cigarettes imported in original packages on 
entering any State shall become subject to its laws—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Ross Society of Christian Endeavor, of 
Centerville, Oreg., and citizens of Oakville, Oreg., and vicinity, 
praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Monroe, Oreg., in support of certain bills now pending in the 
House—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Edgar M. Ordway, for the ge of a Dill 
granting him a patent for his homestead—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. VEHSLAGE: Eight petitions of citizens of Staten Island, 
Richmond County, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion which will more effectually restrict immigration and prevent 
the admission of the illiterate, criminal, and pauper classes to the 
United States—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. VINCENT; Petitions of the Christian, Congregational, 
Presbyterian, Baptist, and Methodist Episcopal churches of Man- 
hattan, Kans., urging the passage of House bill No. 479, to prohibit 
the sale of liquor in all Government buildings—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: Petition of W. M. Buchanan, 
administrator, of Colbert County, Ala., asking reference of his 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 








nm of the Alabama Woman’s Christian Temperance 

vee Ne, Ala., for the passage of House bill No. 479, to 

srohibit the sale of liquor in all Government buildings—to the 
Fommittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WILL of Pennsylvania: Petitions of H. M. Evans 

and 43 others, W. E. Patterson and 25 others, W. A. Ross and 23 


others, of the Twelfth 


George W. Wharen, E. F. are Oscar Weckkiser, C. O. Murphy, 
Walter Morgan, Aaron M 

other citizens of Luzerne County, Pa., favoring the enactment of 
legislation to more effectually restrict immigration and prevent 
the admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the 
United States—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 


ization. 


Also, resolutions of the Grocers and Importers’ Exchange of 
Philadelphia, Pa., favoring Senate bill No. 624, for the creation 
of a department of commerce and industry—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Synod of Pennsylvania of the Presbyterian 
Church, favoring an increase in the number of Army chaplains— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


TuHursDAY, February 17, 1898. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miipurn, D. D. 


The Secretary proceed 


ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. Berry, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 1596) to amend the postal laws relating to use of 
postal cards was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

LICENSING OF MATES. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate theamendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2781) to amend sec- 
tion 4440 of the Revised Statutes, authorizing the licensing of 
mates on river and ocean steamers. 

The amendments of the House of Representatives were, on page 


1, line 7, after the word 


mate of ocean steamers;” and on page 1, line 12, after the word 


“steamers,” to insert 
steamers.” 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments will be referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the 


OVERSTREET, one of its clerks, announced that the House had 
passed a joint resolution (H. Res. 129) authorizing the Secreta 
of the Interior to detail from the Department an additional cler 


to act as assistant clerk 


the House of Representatives; in which it requested the concur- 


rence of the Senate. 


The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7933) making appro- 
priations for expenses of United States courts. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 3580) to amend the laws relating to navigation; 

A bill (H. R. 4847) for the relief of Judson Jones; and 

A bill (H. R. 7559) making Rockland, Me., a subport of entry. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the executive 
board of the Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of 
America, of Cohoes, N. Y., remonstrating against the enactment 


of legislation allowing 


money, and praying for 

individuals er corporations may control the volume of money 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a Pe of the Studebaker Bros, 

Manufacturing Company 


issued; w 


Government ¢ontrol of 


River; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
_ He also presented a memorial of sundry members of the Popu- 
list party of Putnam County, Ind., remonstrating against the 


of the so-called 


Post- 
He also presented a pe 


No. 25, American Federation of Musicians, of Terre Haute, Ind., 
praying for the enactment of legislation making it unlawful for 
men in Government employ to compete with local civilians in any 





matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
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capacity for emolument or hire; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Lawrenceburg Roller Mills 
Company, of Lawrenceburg, Ind., praying for the enactment of 
legisiation to protect both the legitimate miller and the consumer 
by compelling the branding of all packages containing flour made 
Congressional district of Pennsylvania; | from anything except wheat with the words ‘‘ mixed” and 
** blended,” etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
er, jr., Charles McGill, and many | merce. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Tescot, 
Kans., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the 
sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. MARTIN. I present a concurrent resolution adopted by 
the general assembly of the State of Virginia, in relation to a na- 
tional battlefields’ memorial park at or near Fredericksburg. [ 
ask that the concurrent resolution be printed in the Recorp, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

There being no objection, the memorial was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed in the 
REcorD, as follows: 


Orricn oF CLERK OF THE House or DELEGATES 
AND KEEPER OF THE ROLLS OF VIRGINIA, 
Richmond, Va., February 12, 1898. 
Concurrent resolution of the general assembly of Virginia in relation to a 
national battlefields’ memorial park at or near Fredericksburg. 


SENATE. 


Whereas a movement has been put on foot that has aroused t interest 
throughout the United States to establish a national battlefields’ memorial 
— at or near Fredericksburg, Va.. embracing the territory upon which 

he great battles of Fredericksburg, Chancellorsville, the Wilderness, Spott- 
sylyania Court-House, and the adjacent battles were fought; and 

Whereas this section of northern Virginia was the scene of four of the 
most important encounters between the ae armies in the civil war 
that have been known in any area of the same size In the world, and that on 
these historic flelds more men were killed in battle than England has lost, in 
killed, in all her wars for the past one hundred years; and 

Whereas the soldiers who fought on these fields came from all parts of 
this country, and, therefore, every State should be interested in the preser- 
vation of these co: rated grounds; and 

Whereas the splendid courage and dauntiless valor of the men who were 
engaged on both sides in these dread conflicts should be perpetuated and 
made more glorious by keeping forever sacred the soil upon which they sac- 
riftced their lives, thus, too, enabling the citizens of the Union to bette® 
realize the comprehensive truth uttered by the distinguished martyred 
President of the United States on the field of Gettysburg, when he said, 
“That we here highly resolve that these dead shall not have died in vain, 
that the nation, under God, have a new birth of freedom, and that govern- 
ment of the people, by the people, and for the people shall not perish from 
the earth; and 

ereas if soldiers ever deserved the honor and memorial of a battle- 
fields park, whéré their deeds of valor and duty can be forever studied and 
understood, the immortal territory upon which history has placed its ever- 
lasting and endearing hand should be owned by the Union and kept sacred 
for its own sake and for the sake of its young men, whose honor and courage 
are its mighty bulwarks against Ganger and wrong: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the house of delegates (the senate concurring), That the gen- 
eral assembly of Virginia earnestly memorialize the Senators and Representa- 
tives from every State in the Union in the Congress of the United States to 

tablish the proposed battlefields park at and near Fredericksburg, V4., in- 
clading the aforesaid battlefields, and connect them by proper driveways, 
and thus preserve and safeguard the great arena upon which these memor- 
able battles were fought with a courage and fidelity on both sides unsur- 
passed in the history of the world. 
un foregoing was agreed to by the general assembly of Virginia February 


J. BELL BIGGER, 
Clerk House of Delegates and Keeper of the Rolls of Virginia. 


Mr. PLATT of New York presented petitions of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Millville; of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Frankfort; of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Perry; of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Potsdam; of the Presbyterian Church of Hunter; 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Hunter; of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Clarendon, and of 
L. T. Ingraham, superintendent of the Presbyterian Sunday 
school, of Hunter, all in the State of New York, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by 

roviding that cigarettes imported in original packages on enter- 
ng any State shall become subject to its laws; which were referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Fifteenth 
Street Methodist Episcopal Church; of the congregation of the 
Sixth Presbyterian Church; of the congregation of the Ninth 
Street Christian Church, and of the Chapin Auxiliary of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, all in the city of Wash- 
ington, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings; which 
were referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. SEWELL presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Mullica Hill, N. J., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by provid- 
ing that cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any 
State shall become subject to its laws; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the First 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Atlantic Highlands, N. J., anda 


ed to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 





** vessels,” to insert ‘‘and second or third 


i ee ee ne ae Aad 


‘‘and second or third mate of ocean 


House of Representatives, by Mr. H. L. 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions o 


’ 


any individual or corporation to issue 
the repeal of all existing laws by which 


of South Bend, Ind., praying for the 
the levee system along the Mississippi 













Loud bill, relating to second-class mail 


tition of the Musicians’ Protective Union 
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petition of the Christian Endeavor Pasiety of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church of Atlantic Highlands, N. J., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to raise the age of protection for girls to 18 
years in the District of Columbia; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Mullica Hill, of the Presbyterian Christian En- 
deavor Society of Daretown, and of the Epworth League of the 
Union Methodist Episcopal Church of Burlington, ail in the State 
of New Jersey, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit 
the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings; 
which were referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Preston, Minn., and apetition of the yy 8 
League of Preston, Minn., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that ciga- 
rettes imported in original packages on entering any State shall 
become subject to its laws; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Brocks Prairie, Mo., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by provid- 
ing that cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any 
State shall become subject to its laws; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. QUAY presented petitions of the congregation of the Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church of Petrolia, of the faculty of the State 
Normal School of Millersville, of the congregation of the United 
Presbyterian Church of Butler, of the congregation of the Grace 
Lutheran Church of Butler, of the congregation of the First Evan- 
gelical Lutheran Church of Leechburg, of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Butler, of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Bingham, of the congregation of the Union 
Baptist Church of Armstrong County, of the congregation of the 
Presbyterian Church of Rural Valley, of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Meadville, of the congregation of the First 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Titusville, and of George W. Groff, 
of Lewisburg, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by 
providing that cigarettes imported in original packages on enter- 
ing any State shall become subject to its laws; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of 166 citizens of Lebanon; of 142 
citizens and of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union o 
Lebanon; of 61 citizens and of the Young Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Annville; of the Young Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of the Albright Collegiate Institute of Myers- 
town; of 17 citizens and the Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union of Myerstown; of the Young People’s Society of Christian 
Endeavor of North Bingham; of 17 citizens of Cornwall; of the 
congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of York; of the 
congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Petrolia; of 
the congregation of the Grace Lutheran Church of Butler; of the 
congregation of the United Presbyterian Church of Butler, and 
of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Butler, 
all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Gov- 
ernment buildings; which were referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the First 
Methodist Episcopal Charch of York; of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Petrolia; of the congregation of 
the United Presbyterian Church of Butler; of the congregation of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church of Butler, and of the congregation 
of the Grace Lutheran Church of Butler, all in the State of Penn- 
sylvania, praying for the enactment of a Sunday-rest law for the 
District of Coluinbia; which were referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the First 
Methodist Slepel Shurch of York; of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Petrolia; of the congrégation of 
the Grace Lutheran Church of Butler; of the congregation of the 
United Presbyterian Church of Butler, and of the congregation 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Butler, all in the State of 
Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation to poe 
the kinetoscope reproduction of pugilistic encounters in the 
trict of Columbia and the Territories, and the interstate trans- 
mission of materials of the same; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of Petrolia, Pa., and a petition of the 
congregation of the First Methodist Episcopal Church of York, 
Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to exclude illiter- 
ate immigrants; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of Petrolia, Pa., and a petition of 
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congregation of the First Methodist Episcopal Church of York, 
Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the 
appointment of an industrial commission to investigate the prob- 
lems presented by labor and capital and to propose a eful set- 
a which were referred to the Committee on Education and 

e. 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the United 
Presbyterian Church, the Methodist Episcopal Church, and the 
Grace Lutheran Church, all of Butler; and petitions of the con- 
gregations of the Methodist E a Church of Petrolia, and the 
First Methodist Episcopal Church of York, all in the State of 
Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation to substi- 
tute voluntary arbitration for railway strikes; which were referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the Grace 
Lutheran Church, the United Presbyterian Church, and the Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church, all of Butler; of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Petrolia, and of the congregation 
of the First Methodist Episcopal Church, of York, all in the State 
of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation to pre- 
vent the interstate transmission of lottery messages and other 
gambling matter by telegraph; which were referred-to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented resolutions of the Commercial Exchange of 
Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the adoption of a gold standard; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No, 
236, of manna. Pa., praying for the passage of the so-called anti- 
injunction bill; which was tefersed” to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the United 
Presbyterian Church, the Methodist Episcopal Church, and the 
Grace Lutheran Church, all of Butler, and of the congregation of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church of Petrolia, and of the congrega- 
tion of the Methodist Episcopal Church of York, all in the State 
of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation to raice 
the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the District of Colum- 
bia and the Territories; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also ees a petition of the congregation of the First 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of York, Pa., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to limit absolute divorces in the District of Co- 
luimbia and the Territories; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MILLS presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 

rance Union of Marshall, Tex., praying for the enactment of 

egislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Gov- 
ernment buildings; which was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Marshall, Tex., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that 
cigarettes imported in —— packages on entering any State 
shall become subject to its laws; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce, 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Dallas, Bren- 
ham, and Corsicana, all in the State of Texas, remonstrating 
against the passage of the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill or any 
similar measure; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of the mayor, city council, 
Commercial League, and sundry citizens of Fort Smith, Ark., 
praying that the proceeds from the sale of certain ground in that 
city belonging to the Government of the United States be devoted 
to the erection of a public hospital open to physicians of all 
schools of medicine and to be maintained by and at the expense 


of that city; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


He also presented sundry papers in — of the bill S. 2783, 


to remove the charge of desértion from the name of Joseph Mc- 
Graw; which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented sundry pes in support of the bill S. 3255, 

anting a pension to Robert Deakins; which were referred to the 

mumittee on Pensions. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas presented the memorial of O. M. Nor- 
man, mayor; Wolf & Co., and sundry other citizens of metakier, 
Ark., remonstrating against the ae of a general bank- 
“Tetiee ted the petiti ae RoW Apel dry oth 

e presen © petition of R. W, an other 
citizens of Acuna, praying for the ; t of tion to 
protect State anti-cigarette laws by pro that ttes im- 
ported in original packages on entering any State become 
subject to its laws; which was referred to the Commi on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a pees of John A. Logan Post, No, 
540, Grand Army of the Rep , Department of pra 
for the enactment of legisla’ to prohibit the desecration of 
national flag; which was referred to the Committee on the Ju 
ciary. 
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resented a petition of sundry wholesale and retail 
dey aces of et fil., praying for the unequivocal adop- 
tion of the gold standard; which was referred to the Committee 
on He also presented the petition of Rev. G. F. Johnston, of the 
city of Washington, and a petition of the Pennsylvania Society 
for the Advancement of the Deaf, praying for the passage of the 
so-called anti-scalping ticket bill; which were ordered to lie on the 
oe CANNON presented a petition of the Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Utah, praying that the Woman's Indus- 
trial Home at Salt Lake City be set apart by the Government of 
the United States as a soldiers’ home or as a home for aged, feeble, 
and disabled soldiers; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Mili Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (5S. 1495) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the mili record of Anton Ernst, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2804) to extend Fort Thomas, in Camp- 
bell County, Ky., opposite Cincinnati, Ohio, submitted an adverse 
report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. HAW LEY. Laminstructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1817) restoring Capt. 
E. W. Ward to active service, to report it adversely and to rec- 
ommend its indefinite postponement. Captain Ward, for whom 
the bill is intended, is dead. 

The bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. HA Y, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to | 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3608) removing the charge of | 
desertion from the record of Sylvester H. Mase, a musician, Fifty- | 
sixth New York Infantry, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 6679) to repeal an act entitled ““An act to perfect the | 
military record of James T. Hughes,” reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HANNA, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3517) granting a pension to Rhoda A. Van 
Niman, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report | 
thereon. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committees on Public Lands, to whom | 
was referred the bill (H. R. 1595) to amend an act to permit the 
use of the rightof way through public lands for tramroads, canals, 
and reservoirs, and for other purposes, reported it with an amend- 
ment. and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1895) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas J. Chace 
and Thomas J. Chace, jr., late of Monticello, Fla. , reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 4934) permitting the building of a dam 
between Coon Rapids and the north limits of the city of Minne- 
apolis, Minn., across the Mississippi River, reported it without | 
amendment. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (5. 3599) for a light vessel off Tail of Horse Shoe, 
Chesa Bay, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. SE , from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the petition of Samuel B. Richardson, late captain of 
a D, of the Fifth Regiment Missouri State Militia, pray- 
ing for an honorable discharge, submitted an adverse report 
thereon, which was a to; and the committee were discharged 
from the further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. CHANDLER 
on the 8th instant, intended to be proposed to the diplomatic and 
consular appropriation bill, reported it with an amendment, sub- 
mitted a report thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on A 

Mr. Mc , from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
the subject was referred, reported a joint resolution (S. R. 105) 











relative to the ee. for the Rouge River, Michigan; | 


which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. CARTER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 160) to provide for the di al of the 
abandoned Fort Shaw Military rvation, in Montana, under 
the homestead, mining, and other land laws of the United States, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

DEEP CREEK, VIRGINIA, IMPROVEMENT. 

Mr. BERRY. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, 

to whom was referred the ere — submitted by the 
‘or from Virginia . MARTIN] on the 15th instant, to report 
ih Meverablly witkeal akentmont. F 
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Mr. MARTIN. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the resolution. It will take but a moment. 

There being no objection, the concurrent resolution was read, 
and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives con 
curring), That the Secretaryof War be, and ho is hereby, directed to prepare 
and submit an estimate of the cost of widening and deepening Deep Creek,’ 
Virginia, from the South Branch of the Elizabeth River to the new lock at 
the Dismal Swamp Canal. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. McLAURIN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 8745) author- 
izing the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to grant per- 
mits to the Batcheller Pneumatic Tube Company, of the District 
of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (by request) introduced the following 
bills; which were severally read twice by their titles, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 3746) for the relief of Bertrand & Scull, of Jefferson 
County, Ark.; 

A bill (S. 3747) for the relief of the estate of Samuel J. Jones, 
deceased; 

A bill (S. 8748) for the relief of the estate of Holliday S. Ravell; 

A bill (8. 8749) for the relief of the estate of James Scull, late 
of Arkansas; 

A bill (8. 3750) for the relief of James R. Lafferry; 

A bill (S. 8751) for the relief of the estate of William B. Pool, 
late of Jefferson County, Ark.; 

A bill (S. 8752) for the relief of Margaret E. Watkins, of White 
County, Ark.; 

A bill (8. 3753) for the relief of Henry M. Stone; and 

A bill (8. 8754) for the relief of the estate of J. H. Moseby, de- 
ceased. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 8755) granting an increase of 
pension to Julius A. Smith, of Beatrice, in the State of Nebraska; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 8756) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Rachel Frisbie; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3757) for the erection of a United 
States prison, and for the imprisonment of United States prison- 
ers, at or near Asheville, N.C., and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 3758) granting a pension to 
William H. Blank; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3759) to pension Eliza E. Reed; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3760) for the relief of Anthony Mal- 
vin; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Military A (fairs. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 3761) for the relief of Henry Dimier; 
which was read twice by iis title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3762) to purchase a bust of Gen. 
Philip H. Sheridan; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Library. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3763) to provide fora 
suitable site for a residence for the President of the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 8764) for the relief of Simeon 
Motz, Nathaniel Robbins, and William J. Sloan; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 3765) to place on the pen- 
sion roll the name of C. H. Lanphere, late captain Battery G, 
Michigan Light Artillery; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CANNON introduced a bill (S. 3766) granting an increase 
of pension to Nancy M. Lindsey; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (5S. 3767) granting a pension to Mrs. A. D. Siers; 

A bil (S. 3768) granting a pension to S. D. Mathews; 

A bill (5S. 3769) extending the provisions of the pension laws to 
the members of Company ©, One hundred and thirty-third Regi« 
ment West Virginia Militia; 

A bill (S. 3770) granting a pension to F. M. Comer; 

A bill (S. 8771) granting a pension to I. W. Allen; 

A bill (S. 8772) granting a pension to J. R. Mathers; 

A bill (S. 3778) to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel 
B. Koontz; 

A bill (S. 8774) granting a pension to Sarah A. Hawkins; 
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A bill (S. 8775) granting increase of pension to John Williams; 

A bill (S. 3776) granting a pension to Mildred S. Brazie; 

A bill (S. 8777) granting an increase of pension io Curtis B. 
McIntosh; 

A bill (S. 3 

A bill (S. 

A bill (8. 


778) granting a pension to W. B. Hannah; 
8779) granting a pension to W. O. Chapman; 
3780) granting a pension to William Nicholas; 

A bill (8S. 8781) granting a pension to Mrs. R. H. Geyer; and 

A bill (S. 8782) granting a pension to Austin McCoy. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced the following bills; whieh were sever- 
ony read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

aims: 

A bill (S. 3788) for the relief of William Paxton; 

A bill (8. 3784) for the relief of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
South, at Charleston, W. Va.; 

A bill (S. 3783) to carry out the findings of the Court of Claims 
in the case of Charles L. Pyles; and 

A bill (8. 8786) for the relief of W. D. Catlett. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs: 

A bill (S. 8787) to relieve David Stephenson from the charge of 
desertion; 

A bill (S. 3788) for the relief of Hugh Chambers; and 

A bill (S. 3789) for the relief of J. W. Heavener. ° 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 8790) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a building thereon at Bluefield, 
in the State of West Virginia; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BAKER introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 8791) granting an increase of pension to John G. 
Nicholas, of Clyde, Kans. ( with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 8792) granting an increase of pension to Alfred Hering, 
of Masco, Kans. ; 

A bill (S. 3793) granting a pension to Fred W. Boyd; and 

A bill (S. 3794) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Blanpied, of Belleplaine, Kans. 

Mr. BAKER (for Mr. NEtson) introduced a bill (S. 3795) for 
the relief of Hubert Nyssen; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Olaims. 

Mr. KENNEY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3796) for the 

urchase of a site for a hall of records; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 3797) for the relief of the 
Missouri Home Guards; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present, to accompany the bill, certain 
papers, being a report from the Committee on Military Affairs in 
the Forty-ninth Congress, and also a statement giving the purpose 
and scope of the bill, which I ask may be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The papers will be so referred. 

Mr. PERKINS (by request) introduced a joint resolution (S.R. 
107) for the relief of the heirs and representatives of John G. 
Downey, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 108) provid- 
ing for the printing of Bulletin No. 19 of the Bureau of Animal 
industry, Department of Agriculture; which was read twice by 
Its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

MONUMENT TO GENERAL LAFAYETTE. 


Mr. THURSTON introduced a joint resolution (5. R. 106) for 
the provision of a commission to supervise the collection of a fund 
among all the schools and colleges of the United States for the 
purpose of erecting a monument to General Lafayette in the city 
of Paris, France, the same to be presented to the Government of 
France and unveiled and dedicated on the 4th day of July, in the 
year 1900; which was read twice by its title, and referre "to the 
Select Committee on International Expositions. 

Mr. THURSTON. This is a matter of so much public interest 
that I also ask to have the joint resolution printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp. It is as follows: 

Whereas it is proposed tosignalize the celebration of United States day at 
the Paris Exposition of 1900 by the erection, and Goeniee ce on that day, of a 
monument from the schools of America to General Lafayette; and 

Whereas the influence of General Lafayette upon the resul of thd War for 
Independence has in the following manner been 

By Cougresa, when, upon the occasion of his departure from these shores 
_ it extended ra on le a hes to same - 

y the States o rginia an Maryland, w 8 year, 
passed acts making him and his heirs forever tlzens of ir Foapestlee | 4s 


monwealths, with all the r 
By Washi ington, when, eee! ol! as Chee 6  Titen to be silent and 
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passive toward a friendly power, he }rete all precedents and privately and 
eersonally addressed the Emperor of Germany in behalf of the releasement 
of fatayerte, then held in durance in the dun 
ess, when it = him aswordan 

him in the 


Ges 


eons of Olm: spentenesis veosiatt 

mous utions 
rately terms to the King of France. 

— and ere our ministers in Paris, 

ame Lafayette from the 

y Monroe aad Tribunal of aie * and in assuming the care = y of 

her son, a, Sere: Washi Latayette, and in exerting himself on every 

opport ppity end qoumante to aid an poner, potarete. 

S, the copie # given Lafayette upon the occasion of his visit to America 
in 1824, » wae © Vice-President of the nation, heading an escort of 6,000 citi- 
zens, gave him greeting at New York Har and wherea féte was tendered 
him, said, at the tin time, to be the grandest affair ever way enter cover in the 
world, and on which m Congress, whil e him an official 
reception in the halls of the House of ‘Representatives, te when, upon the 
same occasion of his last visit to America, the President and Cabinet, with 
both Houses of Congress, gave him a dinner of a spaueetoee 
and when, as the historian states, the people contended with the horses oe 
the honor of drawing his ca: ; and when, finally, Co resented him 
with an appropriation of $200,000, a township of land, built and named in his 
honor a man-of-war, the Brandywine, and ndered the same to him for his 
— ance home. 

also, by the action of the country of Fyemen, whieh. ha’ 
the Siem of Lafayette loaned us 27, cnn vres, said in regard to its pay- 
ment, “ Of the frente arn seven mn miilicoe we poy you, we forgive you nine 
lions as a gift of frien ~~ a ay ee re comes pros- 
perity, you can pay the rest w thout interest; . an 
Whereas an occasion now presents itself wherein the American people mex 
reciprocate the courtesies extended us in the ame of the Barthol 
Statue « Liberty in New York Harbor, and again sho w their friendshi - 
France. love and veneration for that compatriot of Washington, 
eral Tate yotte, an Soe which may not come for many years, a fit. 
time ‘and . fittin: 
ereas th remales of Genepal Lafayette now lie humbly interred in seis 
— Ceunebery in Paris, marked only by an unpretentious granite sla 


ereas the oat should form a most proud and holy pilgrimage for all 


Whe 
nae of mberty: and ‘ os leis ftering ; 
hereas the pro monumen ishould & spon pomnet ) com 

direct from tirrnharon and schools Americ. & and that in their bearing 
the expense of this work without financial aid the Nevenusmaest the ef- 
fect may be of the highest benefit to our aan net as Pohoss in frlotle and inepiring 
will, the thoughts o yous ts Lt most patriotic 

n their views to international points, 

sat events of the dawning century: Therefore, 
ouse of tatives of the States 0 2 of 


ao of 


“ Resolved by the Senat : 

merica in ongress assembled, 

pil an honorary commission - hereby formed 
e United States as ex-offi ent of said , and 

ors of the various States a rritories as ex-officio vice-presidents of ae said 


commission 
That the: President be, and is authorized to appoint an octins com- 
mission of five members, consisting o fa president, secre| tendent, 


treasurer, and two others, who and y direct = 
collection and ap pendibates of all mon neve, the Pebetinn. 30 a site and the plan 
dedication Gavel: 


= said monument, the building of the he tnehainans, the 
of the same, and the preparation of an historical report u work 
e gompletod, the expense of such work to be borne out of the moneys 
when erefor. 


AMENDMENTS TO DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PROCTOR submitted an amendment intended to be 
posed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation 
which was referred to bow Committee on the District of Colombia: 
= ordered to be — 

. GALLINGER submitted an amendment intended to be 

d by him to the District of Columbia ee bills 

hich was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
at ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McMIL submitted two suenirgonte intended to be 
pro by him to the District of Columbia eprsppriation bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 


CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTIONS IN THE MORNING HOUR. 


Mr. GALLINGER. In eqoordance with the notice heretofore 
given, I submit a pro eee to Rule XIV of the Sen- 
ate, which I ask shall elated, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


In accordance with notice heretofore ts I submit the following pro- 
amendppent to Rule XIV, 


“Add to ph these words: PrAnd when considered during any 
morning Car ‘shall de Shated under the five-minute rule, and a motion to 
refer toa standing or select Committee shall be decided without debate.’ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will be 
printed and referred to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. MASON. May I ask to have the proposed amendment of 
the rules in read? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment pro by the Senator from New Hampshire to the four- 


eho rule 
a Secrets in eee the proposed amendment. 
ooo the proposed amendment rea'l, 
it a Tnfendod that when a utionis put in during the morning 
otir and over until the next day, it shall be subject to a 
rm to refer wich shall be decided without debate. 
R. That is correct. 
- if debated— 
1* that oe is not agreed to and it 
Aad tat under the five-minute rule. 
Thet is the way I understand the proposed 








I ask my 


poses now? 

ave asked that the eer amend- 
ment go to the Committee on Rules, and I will here express the 
hope that the committee will consider it and report it back either 
favorably or unfavorably. The unfortunate result heretofore has 
been, I will say, that amendments I have submitted to the 
rules—very likely not wise ones—have not been heard from after 
they have reached that committee room. I hope this matter will 
at least be given consideration by the committee. 

Mr. HALE. I hope the Committee on Rules will take the mat- 
ter in hand and report the amendment favorably at an early day. 
The trouble now is that a single resolution may from day to day 
‘confiscate substantially the whole morning hour. A resolution 
introduced to-day upon a given subject goes over until to-mor- 
row, when it is called up by the Senator who introduced it and 
the whole morning hour consumed. Then another resolution 
upon the same subject-matter with a little variation may be in- 
troduced on that day, and it goes over until the next day, when it 
is called up, and the morning hour of that day is confiscated; and 
Senators y have no opportunity to get measures through 
in the morning hour. Therefore I hope the committee will con- 
sider this subject very quickly and at an early day report it to 
‘the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from New ne 
shire to consider whether he has quite complied withthe rule. If 
che will just look at the rule, I suggest whether there should not 
be a little more in the resolution to amend. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I sup the Senator from Massachusetts 
means that it should state the purpose of the amendment, 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then all my colleague needs to do is to add 
that the purpose of the proposed rule is to expedite the business of 
the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. Has the proposed amendment gone to the com- 
mittee? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That was the order. 

Mr. TELLER. It seems to me that it is out of the jurisdiction 
of the Senate to discuss it further. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am quite satisfied to leave it with the 
committee. The committee can amend it—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theruleisinvoked. The debate has 
been processing by unanimous consent. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The committee can amend it if necessary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theproposed amendment of the rule 
has been referred to the Committee on Rules. 

DESTRUCTION OF THE BATTLE SHIP MAINE. 

Mr. ALLEN. I submit aresolution for which I ask present con- 
sideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be, and they are hereby, 
directed to make immediate and thorough inquiry into the cause of the 
destruction of the battle ship Maine in Habana Harbor on the 15th instant, 
and to report the result of the same to the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. There is no —— to this being sent to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. The executive branch of the Gov- 
ernment, of course, is investigating the melancholy event that 
oe in the harbor of Habana, and has all the appliances and 
all the means of getting at what is the real truth. I know that 
the Secretary of the Navy is engaged in that very work at the 
present time, and is seeking by every power at his disposal to get 
at the truth. I do not know that the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs itself could do very much except to act through the Depart- 
ment and get the information. As soon as the Secretary gets it, 
whether the resolution is sent to the committee or not, he will 
‘communicate it, of course, to Congress. But I do not object to its 
being sent to the Committee on Naval Affairs, if the Senator from 
Nebraska desires it. 

Mr. ALLEN. I did not want to send the resolution to theCom- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. I wanted the Senate to adopt it and then 
let the Committee on Naval Affairs take up the investigation. 
Those of us who are not members of the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs or the Committee on Foreign Relations can not obtain in any 
other form information from the State Department as to what is 
going on, We areas rigidly excluded as though we were not citi- 
zens of the United States. I am not saying this in a complainin 
sense at all, but as one Senator here I feel as sete I should like 
to know the progress that is being made in the investigation of 
this unfortunate disaster and the causes giving rise toit. Now 
with all due respect to the Committee on Naval Affairs, I think I 
ought to get my information through that committee as the proper 


channel. I should like to have the resolution adopted without 
een I do not want to engage in any discussion of the 
matter. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I object to the consideration 
of the resolution. 


Mr. HALE, That will carry it over for a day. 
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it disappears for twenty-four hours. 
must object to debate after objection has 





Mr. ALLEN. I sup 

Mr. CHANDLER, 
been made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution goes over. 


APARTMENT HOUSES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be directed 
to communicate to the Senate the number and location of apartment houses 
containing more than twenty-five rooms each in the District of Columbia, 
with a full statement as to the provision made in each case to secure the 
safety of human life in event of panic or fire. 


REPORT OF THE UNITED STATES CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was reaa, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Civil Service and Retrenchment, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith for the information of the Congress the Fourteenth 
Annual Report of the United States Civil Service Commission 


WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 17, 1898. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 129) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Interior to detail from the Department an additional clerk to 
act as assistant clerk to the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the 
House of Representatives was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


KANSAS PACIFIC RAILWAY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
resolution No. 277, offered by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Tur- 
PIE], and coming over from yesterday. The Secretary will read 
the resolution. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. TuRPIz on 
the 15th instant, as follows: 

Resolved (in the opinion of the Senate), That the sale of the Kansas Pacific 
Division of the Pacific Railroad made to-day ought not to be confirmed except 
upon the terms that the original claim and the interest thereon due to the 
United States from said railroad company of the Kansas Pacific Division be 
paid in full by the bidders. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, is this a resolution which comes 
over from yesterday? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It comes over from yesterday. The 
question is on the motion of the Senator from Maine [Mr. Haz] 
to refer the resolution to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, 

Mr. HALE. When was the resolution introduced? 

Mr. GEAR. Day before yesterday. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It wasintroduced on the 15th of Feb- 
ruary and laid over until the 16th. 

Mr. HALE. Then it was introduced day before yesterday and 
laid over one day, and it came up on the second day, yesterday, in 
the morning hour. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was interrupted yesterday by a 
motion to go into executive session. 

Mr. HALE. Still, it seems under the general rule, whatever 
happens on the second day, the resolution, after having been con- 
sidered, expires with the morning hour. My impression is very 
clear that all resolutions go to the Calendar at the end of the 
morning hour of the second day, whether the consideration has 
been interrupted or not. 

Mr. STEWART. Unless by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; unless by unanimous consent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that the res- 
olution went over yesterday upon the suggestion of the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. Turpte] or by his assent. It was interrupted 
at half past 1 for the purpose of going into executive session, 
and with the understanding that the resolution should come up 
again to-day. 

Mr. HALE. Of course if there was any understanding on the 
part of the Senate that it should come up, that would contravene 
the general rule; but unless there was at that time an agreement 
on the part of the Senate that the resolution should come up again 
on a third day, clearly it should go to the Calendar. I do not 
know whether thero was that specific agreement at the time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was the understanding of the Chair 
and the understanding of the Senator from Indiana, and the Chair 
thinks there was general acquiescence in that view. 

Mr. TURPIE. And it was the understanding of the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. Tuurston], who holds the floor on the reso- 
lution to finish his remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
THURSTON] was making remarks upon the resolution when he 
was interrupted by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis}. 
The Senator from Nebraska had not completed his remarks upon 
the resolution, and by general acquiescence of the Senate the res- 
olution was laid over until to-day in the morning hour. 

Mr. HALE. Then of course | do not make any point, because 
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it was in the power of the Senate to continue the resolution an- 
other day; but aside from that, I hope the rule will be enforced 
that at the end of the morning hour on the second day resolutions 
that are not completed shall go to the Calendar. The pending 
question on the resolution is the motion which I submitted yes- 
terday? : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the motion which is being 
debated. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THursTon] has the 
floor. 

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, it is not my purpose to long 
occupy the attention of the Senate, and I certainly have no dispo- 
sition to prevent action upon the resolution. 

The Union Pacific Railroad Company was incorporated by Con- 
gress and authorized to construct a road from the Missouri River 
to a point afterwards located at Ogden,in Utah. That was a 
Government corporation. In themanagement of that corporation 
the United States reserved the right to appoint certain Govern- 
ment directors. That corporation was aided in its construction 
and the road was built. 

What is now known as the Kansas Pacific branch was organ- 
ized under the laws of Kansas, a State corporation, aided by the 
Government in the construction of 394 miles of its line, Tho 
Union Pacific was not constructed by the same parties, or in fact 
by any of the same parties who constructed the Kansas Pacific. 
They were operated as independent lines, and, as history shows, 
as competing and antagonistic lines up to 1880. 

It will be remembered that for several years an effort was made 
in the Congress of the United States to pass a law compelling the 
Union Pacific Railroad peor ag f to receive at the junction point, 
Cheyenne, the business of the Kansas Pacific Company on a pro 
rata of the through charge. Efforts were also made in the courts 
to compel recognition on the part of the Union Pacific Company 
of the rights of the Kansas Pacific to be soe as a part of a 
through line. My statement of the situation is merely for the 
purpose of explaining to the Senate that up to 1880 the Union Pa- 
cific and the Kansas Pacific were separate and rival railroad com- 
panies and lines. 

Almost all that has ever been complained of in connection with 
the Union Pacific or the Kansas Pacific happened before the con- 
solidation of 1880. Whatever may have been the mismanagement 
or the so-called malfeasance on the part of the constructors of the 
Kansas Pacific road, none of the ra incorporators, none of 
the intermediate managers, none of the later directors or capital- 
ists interested in the consolidated company had anything to do 
with the construction or equipment or operation or management 
or mismanagement of the Kansas Pacific road. 

It becomes important herasimply to make the further suggestion 
that the Union Pacific road, which runs through my State, has 
been sold out under foreclosure decree. The Government of the 
United States has received every dollar of all its claim as made 
up and presented by the Treasury officials, and it no longer lies 
in the mouth of any man to say that the Government in its deal- 
ings and relations with the Union Pacific Railway Company has 
been cheated or defrauded of a single penny. e transaction 
between the Union Pacific and the Government has been closed, 
the balance struck, the account paid in full. 

The Kansas Pacific, therefore, is left a case by itself, a State road 
receiving no chartered powers from the Government, but aided 
simply in the construction of a part of its line by loan of $16,000 

er mile, and the time has come for payment. There are noassets 
in connection with that line except the 894 miles of road, a some- 
what limited terminal at Kansas City, a connection on the open 
prairie at the end of the 894 miles, and a proportional part of the 
equipment of the Union Pacific system decreed and separated by 
the court as properly assignable to the Kansas Pacific line. 

The Thurman Act, which has been referred to here and which 
was passed in 1878, prohibiting the transfer of securities and choses 
in action and assets of the Union Pacific Railroad Company except 
under certain conditions, did not apply to the Kansas Pacific line 
at all. That is no longer a matter of argument, because it was 
decided in so many words by the Supreme Court of the United 
States. There was never any sinking-fund provision with refer- 
~~ to the Kansas Pacific ae eal Li ines ‘ 

ere was never any attempted limitation by Congress 

officers or directors - the ceicaion or management of otek, 
or the disposition of its bonds and securities or choses in action, 
There was no limitation upon the right of the Kansas Paci 0 
issue subordinate securities of any kind or in — 
rights with respect to all those were governed and contro. oa 
the terms = : State . ary ss ae Cour i se — 
States in the Sinking Fund Cases, . 8., page 700, an 

the case of the Central Pacific Railroad Company vs. The Uni 
States, in 118 U. 8. Reports, decided that— 


The Thurman Act a only to the Union Pacific Railroad Compan 
the Cen Pacite Halroat 5 y, not to the Kansas Pacific 4 
companies, n 


= The of aa ot te did int alfoct the application 
: 6 act. 
Mr. GRAY. May Iask the Senator from Nebraska a question? 
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Mr. THURSTON, Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Laskfor information. In whatshape was the aid 
extended by the United States tothe Kansas Pacific? The Senator 
spoke of $16,000 a mile. How was that given, and on whatterms? 

Mr, TH ON. It was given upon substantially the same 
terms ag applied to the Union Pacific, the Kansas Pacific, the Cen- 
tral Pacific, and the Sioux City and Pacific, I think those are all 
the lines. There was an issue of bonds authorized, to be guaran- 
teed by the Government, of $16,000 per mile, under the act of 
1862. Under the act of 1864 the Government authorized all these 
companies to issue a similar amount of bonds, giving to those 
company bonds a priority over the bonds that were guaranteed by 
the United States. 

Mr. President, the consolidation of these lines in 1880 worked 
no change in the charter eae or the Government’s relations 
with those properti I wish to state here, in view of many sug- 
gestions which have been made at the previous session and at this, 
that after the consolidationof 1880 there were but three dividends 
declared or paid in favor of the stockof any of these consolidated, 
bond-aided lines, 

After 1884, as the record shows, no stockholder of the Union 
Pacific or the Kansas Pacific or the Denver Pacific Railroad ever 
received one dollar of dividends, and no dividend was ever de- 
clared. Yet, under the extraordinary circumstances that affected 
the country so tly and so generally in 1898, these companies 
went to the wall, as many other companies in the United States 
went to the wall. The Union Pacific was sold out on foreclosure. 
The Government received its whole claim of $58,000,000. 

Now, let me state to the Senate what the settlement is as com- 
pleted on yesterday by the sale of the Kansas Pacific branch that 
the present Executive has secured. The whole claim of the 
United States as against the Union Pacific and Kansas Pacific 
lines, on @ oe of 1,400 miles only, was, in round numbers, 

71,000,000. With the bid made esterday on the Kansas Pacific 
line the Government has vi ,000,000, in round numbers, 
on its account, and on the whole claim there is a balance lost to 
the Government of a little over $6,000,000, 

Therefore the present Executive, under his management of this 
settlement and these foreclosure , has secured 91 per 
cent for the United States, and all the loss can result is 9 per 
cent of the Government's claim, principal and interest. Under 
President Cleveland’s Administration, when i decided that 
the United States would foreclose its liens this Y, 
an arrangement was made for a — bid of 000 
and under that arrangement, which, considering the condition of 
the country at the time, I believe all those fami with the situ- 
ation will say was not a disadvantageous one, the Government 
would have lost $26,000,000, or about 40 per cent of its claim. 

No man can look at the action of President McKinley in con- 
nection with these settlements without realizing that he has se- 
cured a grand and splendid result for the country, and that ho 
has so exercised the tion vested in him under the act of 1887 
that the Government is securing vastly more for its claim against 
these properties than any oo creditor could have secured 
under the cae a of any law or under bt age oe in any court. 
Mr. President, with the Union Pacific claim closed ont, there is 
left simply the situation of the United States lien and a second 
lien on 894 miles of railroad. Our claim is $13,000,000 and over. 
The first mo , as —" by the Attorney-General, is seven 
and a quarter million d . The President could do one of two 
thi Here were decrees for the sale of ‘oad, decrees 

upon a suit of the United States, decrees rend upon 
a rendered upon suit of mo ages 
/ es of decrees in court covering all 


! 2 morigaae both— o' 
ns w P b 

gg org ager ee 
0 the eir liens ed, 
every dollar of security ae them in the fea al the order 

of sale issued at the i ce of United States. What coul 
the President do? notified Co at the of this 
session that he would bid on the et e law orized 
in to do no, wills Se nameneten t he would redeem from the 
+ mortgage, which the law uthorize to do, unless he 


could sectire a guaran bid w would provide for the claim 
of the Government's oe a 


ncipal. 
ional , of course, with the Senator from pation en ace, 
1 principal and interest ” ma er- 
stood eae coe who hear it spoken of. The n of 
the United States is all a pri a #38 for the principal 
ah as Dene cent Sin Sehenent ant bonds has been paid by 
mi * 

Therefore, while we refer to the principal and the in it is 
true that the claim of the United States the is & 
pee claim for money paid out, $13,000,000, and on this sale 
t will lose half of it. That is a fair statement; nobody es to 
evade the question. I am sure the President of the United States 
has demonstrated the sincerity of his purpose to secure and 
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collect every dollar that is possible from the disposition of this 


coming on. There was a certain di vested 
in the President. Gentlemen have said that it was duty of 
the Executive to redeem from the prior incumbrance. Not at 
all, except upon a certain condition, which was that in the discre- 
tion of the ecutive such redemption was necessary to further 
roteet the Government of the United States. No President would 
fe justified, no man in power would be justified, to put another 
dollar of cash into this property unless by so doing there was al- 
most a certainty that a greater sum would be secured to the 
United States thereafter and thereby than there could be secured 
if the additional money was not put into the property. 
The statute of 1887, section 4, provides: 
That whenever, in the opinion of the President, it shall be deemed neces- 
of the interests and the preservation of the securit: 
cary to the Drotetes in respect of its Hen. etc. y 
And the entire power given to the President to redeem from the 
first manta that section is conditioned upon the discretion 
of the President—the judgment of the President—that such re- 
demption is necessary; in the language of the act, ‘‘ to the protec- 
tion of the interests and the preservation of the security of the 
United States.” Even in the joint resolution which was reported 
from the Committee on Pacific Railroads at this session it was 
only pro ,and only could have been properly proposed, to 
give the dent of the United States discretion to buy in this 
property at the sale, a discretion based upon his good judgment 
as tow er or not an adequate price was being bid for the 
property. 


Mr. President, there is not a Senator upon this floor who has so 
thoroughly taken steps to advise himself of the real value of the 
Kansas Pacific Railroad as has the President of the United States. 
His whole action shows it. His successful result in dealing with 
the Union Pacific situation shows it. He hag exhausted every 
kind of information that was within his reach. He has conferred 
with the Senator from Kansas - Harris}. He has vonferred 
with the Senators who are mem of the Pacific Railroads Com- 
mittee. He has conferred with those people who are urging the 
sale of the property. He has conferred with those who are op- 
posing the sale of the erga 

Every avenue of information has been explored by him for the 
purpose of ascertaining to the best of his judgment what this 
property would wong upon a sale, what could be made out of it; 
and at the opening of Congress he advised us fp op ee m 
to the effect that in his judgment he thought this property could 
be disposed of and ought to be di of for a sum sufficient to 
take care of the first lien and the principal of the Government debt. 
That was, in round numbers, $13,000,000—$35,000; yes, almost 
$35,000, per mile—$10,000 per mile more than the property could 
= ge for if it were not already occupying that portion of 
the earth. 

Mr. President, the situation developed; the sale came on. It 
had to be with unless cause could be shown by 
some one for postponing it. The President, in pursuance of his 
advice to the Congress, made ready to redeem the prior lien, to 
put another seven and a quarter million dollars into this prop- 
erty, and to add to its lien and its claim that amount, unless, as 
he notified Congress, a bid could be guaranteed or secured 
that, in his judgment and in the exercise of the discretion vested 
in him, would protect the United States as far as it could be pro- 
tected by the security at its disposal. 

The hearing for a postponement and for leave to redeem came 
on. WhatI wish to impress upon the Senate is that there has 
been no change in the om of the Executive. He notified Con- 
gress what his ju ent was; he took steps to do exactly what 
he said he would do; he secured what he advised Con he 
hoped to secure—an adequate bid for the property. He told 
Congress what, in his judgment, was an adequate bid for that 
property; he had advised us what we ought to get; he had ad- 
vised, in substance and effect, that if he could get that amount he 
would let the oeaetr go to sale. 

Mr. President, there is not a Senator on this floor who is so well 
advised as to the value of that security as the President of the 
United States. He is the best equipped of us all to exercise a wise 
aud statesmanlike discretion. Is there a Senator upon this floor 
who doubts that the President of the United States would do and 
will do with this property the best that can be done with it? On 
yesterday it went to sale; a bid was made which brings to the 

nited States six and one-third million dollars; a bid was made 
under which the purchaser takes the property at a little over 
$13,000,000— nearly $36,000 per mile. 

These decrees have been entered for almost or quite a year. The 
world has been advised that this property was togotosale. Eight 
or nine Eastern railroads terminate in Kansas City and connect 
with the Kansas Pacific at that point. It would have been a val- 
uable een to any of them. The field has been open; the 
sale has postponed; the subject has been agitated in the 
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newspapers of the land and exploited in the Senate of the United 
States; and yet when the time to bid comes, there is no bidder, 
although many have been promised by word of mouth. There is 
no interest which can bid or which will bid or which has bid on 
this property an additional cent. 

Now, what is the situation? We have got six and a third mil- 
lions of dollars in cash now on our claim. This resolution says 
that in the opinion of the Senate this gale ought not to be con- 
firmed unless the Government is paid in full. What does that 
mean, Mr. President? It means that the sale will be set aside. 
What does that mean? There is only one of two results which 
can happen—either the sale is made or else this Government re- 
deems the first mortgage and takes the pupae. 

I agree with the Senators on the other side of this question that 
if this sale does not stand there is nothing left for the President 
of the United States to do except to redeem from the first mort- 
gage and take the property. That means to take the property at 
$21,000,000—over $50,000 per mile. If you are going to invest in 
railroads, if you are going to try the experimert of Government 
operation of railroads, you can go into any part of the country and 


make a better inning, a cheaper beginning, and a more reason- 
able and profitable beginning than that. - 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. THURSTON. Certainly. 


Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Nebraska undoubtedly knows 
exactly what the reorganization committee paid per mile for the 
Union Pacific property. I should be very glad if he would state 
to the Senate how much the Union Pacific has cost the reorganiza- 
tion committee per mile. 

Mr. THURSTON. In the neighborhood of $70,000 per mile, if 
I have the figures correctly. Is that about right, I will ask the 
Senator? 

Mr. HARRIS. I think it is about $85,000 a mile. 

Mr. THURSTON. Not in its purchase, if I recollect aright. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator will permit me 

Mr. THURSTON. Ishall be glad to be corrected or informed. 

Mr. HARRIS. The distance from Council Bluffs to Ogden is 
1,034 miles. The amount paid the United States by the reorgani- 
zation committee is $58,400,000 in round numbers, and the amount 
of the first mortgage was $27,229,000. That makes a total of 
$85,629,000, which the reorganization committee has practically 
paid for a little over a thousand miles of railway. 

Mr. THURSTON. Forathousand miles of road and for the 


sinking fund. 
Mr. HARRIS. But the sinking fund was simply property which 
belonged to the company, as a matter of course, and was consid- 


ered. 

Mr. THURSTON. Oh, yes. It was an advance deposit for 
payment. The reorganization committee does not stand where 
the old company did. They bought in the road and the sinking 
fund together. There was $17,000,000, or about that, in the sink- 
ing fund, and they only paid out about $41,000,900. 

Mr. HARRIS. Surely the Senator does not dispute the fact that 
the sinking fund was simply cash set apart in the Treasury and 
intended to be applied to the extinguishment of the company's 
debts, ahd consequently it meant money invested, precisely the 
same as though it had been taken out of somebody's pocket. 

Mr. THURSTON. Certainly. And if there were in the Treas- 
ury or anywhere else proportionate millions that could be sold, 
together with the Kansas Pacific road, there would be the same 
cheapening of the actual amount which the reorganization com- 
pany would have to give. But it isas plain as the nose on a man’s 

ace that this reorganization company, as the Senator from Ala- 
bama (Mr. Morean] said last session it would do, took the 
$17,000,000 of the sinking fund, which they purchased, and applied 
that same money on the payment of the $58,000,000, which was 
the price paid the Government. 

Therefore, the net price to the reorganization company was 
$41,000,000, plus between twenty-seven and twenty-eight million 
doliars—in round numbers, very nearly or quite $70,000,000; and 
I overstated rather than understated when I said it cost; them 
$70,000 per mile. 

Let me go a little further, Mr. President. Oneof the first things 
I did when I came into the Senate was to introdluce a bill here 
and have it referred to the Committee on the Pacitic Railroads. I 
knew that the great value of the Pacific Railroad properties con- 
sisted in the possibility of a united management and control. I 
knew that the line from Omaha to San Francisco was worth 
$50,000,000 more money to one purchaser than to two. 

Itistrue. The Senator from Kansas, or any other Senator, or 





any outsider without experience in financiering, ignorant of all 
the manipulations in Wall street, could organize a syndicate to 
pay $50,000,000 more money for the Union, the Central Pacific, 
and the Kansas Pacific lines together than would be paid for them 
or than they would bring or would be worth so!d out to three dif- 
ferent and independent purchasers. 
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The bill which I introduced provided that the United States 
should put up for sale the Government claim against all these 
roads, sell it out to one purchaser, giving to that purchaser all of 
the rights and remedies which the Government had of foreclosure, 
redemption, and so forth. 

Mr. President, it seems because neither of the companies wished 
any such bill passed and because it was a new proposition in the 
matter of the disposal of these properties that nobody thought 
any more about that bill; but that bill, if passed, and that proced- 
ure, if it had been decided upon, would have secured to the United 
States every dollar of its claim against all these roads. 

The Union Pacific road is a transcontinental line. The Kansas 
Pacific road is not a transcontinental line; it never was; it never 
will be. The volume of traffic over that road will depend very 
largely upon whether or not it is owned by the same parties who 
own the Union Pacific road. In the hands of the United States, 
under a separate receivership, in the hands of a third purchaser, 
the transcontinental business over the Kansas Pacific would be 
nil; in the hands of the same management there is of necessity a 
division of transcontinental business over the lines, and the Kan- 
sas Pacific shows greater earnings than it otherwise would. 

Referring again to the proposition which I presented to Con- 
gress for the sale of these properties together, it was in view of 
the fact that the court machinery of the United States provided 
no way in which these properties could be foreclosed except by 
foreclosing each particular section and each division by itself. 
The several mortgaged divisions had to be foreclosed by separate 
actions in separate tribunals; they could not be grouped together; 
no sale could be forced of all this property at one time; the own- 
ership and the interests in the Union Pacific and the Central Pa- 
cific companies were absolutely different and absolutely diverse. 

There has never been a common ownership in the stocks or the 
bonds or the securities. There has never been a common manage- 
ment. There has always been an adverse and a separate manage- 
ment of the Union Pacific and the Central Pacific, which, joined 
together at Ogden, constitute the transcontinental line. Together 
they are a great property, worth more millions than I would care 
to state. 

In the hands of separate purchasers, in the hands of separate 
owners, there is always the possibility that the Central Pacific on 
the west end will form new relations with the Rio Grande, with 
the Oregon Short, Line, the Great Northern, and the Northern 
Pacific, and leave the eastern end, or the Union Pacific, without 
its fair proportion of the through business. 

There is also the danger, on the other hand, that the Union 
Pacific, with a connection with the Short Line, would build 
another line into San Francisco or another line down through 
Utah and Nevada into Southern California, in either of which 
cases the Central Pacific line would be robbed of a great measure 
of its value either in the market or as a money earner. 

What is the result, Mr. President? I will predict itnow. We 
have been making most fortunate and favorable settlements with 
two roads—the Union Pacific and the Kansas Pacific—the Union 
Pacific debt paid in full, and the Kansas Pacific debt paid with a 
loss of six and a third million dollars. 

When the Central Pacific road comes on for disposition or Con- 

essional action, in my judgment we will begin to realize the 

oss the Government has sustained in its investment in these 

Pacific roads. I do not believe that the Central Pacific road can 
ever be disposed of for anything like the Government's claim. I 
have not any ideait can. I know the country through which it 
runs. 

I know that it is a desert along the whole line, without any local 
business until you reach the Sierras in California. But that can 
take care of itself,as it comes. We adopted a policy, or President 
Cleveland did, of foreclosing these railroads, one at a time, and 
selling them out. They ought to be sold out. The Government 
never ought totake them. It never ought to operate them. I 
agree with the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. srocmeel: and it is 
now a question whether they will be sold out or whether the 
Government will take this road and operate it. That is the 
question. 

The pending resolution is misleading. It does not mean what 
itsays. Whocan fairly ask the Senators on this floor to put their 
knowledge and their judgment against the knowledge and the 
information and the judgment of the President of the United 
States, carefully ascertained and formed, as to what this road is 
worth? It does not mean the judgment of the Senate against the 
judgment of the President on the value of the road. It means an 
attempt to set aside this sale. 

Only one thing can follow; that is, the redemption of the first 
lien; that is, the purchase of the 394 miles of road for $21,000,000. 
Once loaded down with this property, you can never get rid of it. 
You will have entered for once and all time upon the operation of 
this railroad as a Government institution or else upon a future 
sacrifice of it at a much greater loss than will be sustained to-day. 
That is the situation. 
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Mr. President, in view of the splendid results obtained by our 
President, in view of the fact that he has astonished the nation in 
the remarkable settlement which has been secured, I for one depre- 
cate a vote upon this floor by a single Senator which would dis- 
credit the exercise of the honest judgment of the President in the 
disposition of this property. We are safer in his hands than we 
can be in our own, 

There are not six Senators on this floor who have that intimate 
personal knowledge of this railroad, of the country through which 
it runs, of its business, of its rivals, of its present or of its future, 
that would enable them to act upon it if it were a business trans- 
action of their own. A vote favoring the resolution is simply to 
make it more difficult for the President to deal properly with the 
situation. The President ought to be sustained. He has made a 
splendid settlement. He has accomplished more than we ever 
believed he could. He has satisfied the country. 

Mr. MASON. MayI ask the Senator from Nebraska a question? 

Mr. THURSTON. Certainly. 

Mr. MASON, Will the Senator state for my information and 
the information of others the amount to be received under this 
settlement more than would have been received by the proposed 
settlement during Mr. Cleveland’s Administration? 

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. Cleveland, before authorizing the At- 
torney-General to enter foreclosure proceedings, secured a guar- 
anteed bid of some $45,000,000, covering both the Union Pacific 
and the Kansas Pacific. The President, under the improved con- 
ditions of the country and under his wise administration of the 
trust, has now realized a little less than $65,000,000. He is getting 
in round numbers $20,000,000 in cash more than President Cleve- 
land would have secured under the guaranteed bid which was 
made at that time. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. THURSTQN. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. Wasnotthat amount not only more than Presi- 
dent Cleveland had intimated as fair and right in this agreement, 
but wasit not that much more than the Senator himself contended 
for last spring as ae proper and just settlement? 

Mr. THURSTON. There is no word in anything I have ever 
said that indicated what was a proper or fair settlement. My 

roposition at the last session was that the Government as a lien 
older ought to pursue the same policy that any individual would 
as a lien holder—foreclose and take decrees, sell in the market to 
the highest bidder. I did think, I still think, that President 
Cleveland did a very wise thing in securing a guaranteed bid be- 
fore he authorized the Government officers to foreclose the lien. 
It was that much certain. It was not an agreement. We have 
— all over i 
t was simply the case of a mortgage holder securing a guaran- 
teed bid before he forecloses. It put the property u % the world 
at — sale, left the field open for the bidders of the world, and, 
as I say, on account of two things, the greatly improved condition 
of the business of the coun and the very successful manage- 
ment of the President of the United States, we have now received 
or will receive into the Treasury $20,000,000 more than we would 
have received under the original guaranteed bid. I think that is 
= enough. It is more than re bd ever expected to get, and I 
lieve it is a successful ending of the whole Pacific railroad con- 
a 

Mr. HARRIS. I believe last June or July the Senator regarded 
the guaranteed bid as more than anybody every eapested to get, 
and that he regarded it, as he said, being about 60 cents on the 
dollar, which I think was his estimate, as all that we could prop- 
erly have demanded of the reorganization committee. 

Mr. THURSTON. I made no statement as to what ought to be 
demanded of the reorganization committee. I cared nothing 
about the reorganization committee or what demands were made 
of it. There was never anything done in the way of an agree- 
ment from first to last. President Cleveland secured a guaran- 
teed bid that his advisers thought was sufficient to protect the 
Government in having decrees entered and the pro put up to 
the highest bidder. 

On the floor of the Senate, at the last session, I said to the Sen- 
ator from Kansas when this — went to sale I hoped the 
bidders of all the world would ¢ome in and compete with one an- 
other until the price realized was sufficient to pay off the whole 
Government claim. I cared not who bought it; that was an im- 
material consideration, and in my judgment our failure to inter- 
fere as a Congress with the veteolings of the courts and the dis- 
cretion of the Executive at the last session was the one potential 
sare that enabled us to secure this splendid result for the United 

ates. 

In my judgment, if the resolution of the Senator from Kansas 
had passed at the last session, if Con had interfered in th 
exercise of the discretion of the President, these —— woul 
still have been in the air; the reorganization committee would have 
been dissolved; the individual holders of securities would have 
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been out, each endeavoring to secure his claim; the prop- 
a a still be in the market without a bidder, without a 
pr tive purchaser, and the Government of the United States 
aod have lost half its whole claim. , ; 

In my judgment the defeat of the Senator's resolution at the 
last session of Congress was the one thing necessary and which 
made it possible that the President could secure the whole debt as 
against the Union Pacific and so good a proportion of the claim 
against the Kansas Pacific. , : 

Mr. President, the President of the United States has this mat- 
ter in charge. I deprecate any interference with his discretion. 
It is his by the law enacted in 1887. Let it rest there. This 
country can be content with the a the honesty, the 
honor, and the business sagacity of William McKinley. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I do not think it is necessary to 
consume any of the time of the Senate in attempting to answer 
the argument of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THurston}. It 
seems to me it is a fact well known to ag nator here that the 
agreement which was entered into by Mr. Cleveland and his legal 
advisers with the reorganization committee was condemned by 
everybody on this side of the question and was practically sup- 
ported by the Senator from Nebraska and gentlemen who agreed 
with him on the other side of the question. They regarded that 
at the time as pee settlement which was in every way proper 
and right. It had been indorsed eA the Government directors; it 
had been sustained by various authorities, who always seemed to 
agree with what the old original company or the reorganization 
company desired, and they have changed their position absolutely 
now that the event has justified the statement of those on this 
side of the question with regard to that unfair and improper set- 
tlement. t the President reached that conclusion later was 
simply carrying out practically exactly what was desired by the 
resolutions which I had the honor tointroduce. It wasa postpone- 
ment which the resolution contemplated, and the moment post- 
ponement was threatened on the part of the then Attorney-General, 
at the pon ps of the oe of aw it cee about the 

roper and necessary response from these people. 
Thad intended merely to call attention to the argument that 
was made somewhat extensively yesterday by the Senator from 
Nebraska oo THURSTON] and the Senator from Iowa _— 
GEAR] with regard to the question of duplicating and paralleling. 
As a matter of course, anybody, even in running a little hack line 
from a hotel to a station, knows that it is better and more profit- 
able for a rival to buy out that line at three times the cost of the 
hacks than to start a rival line. As I said day before yesterday, 
it is not to be honestly thought at all that anybody ever had any 
serious desire to attempt any such thing with reference to the 
Kansas Pacific, because it is palpably shown in the purchase of 
the main line of the Union Pacific that no such thing ever was 
contemplated or dreamed of where larger amounts were at stake. 

It is 1,084 miles from Council Bluffs to Ogden. The amount 
which has been paid upon that, by using the sinking fund and by 
adding to it a sufficient amount in cash, reaches the sum of 
$85,629,000. Now, nobody would pretend to say for a moment, I 
think, that that line could not have been duplicated for $25,000 per 
mile, and, allowing $5,000,000 for a new bridge, if necessary, and 
for the terminals at Omaha, it would make the total cost of dupli- 
cating that line $33,850,000, being some $50,000,000 less than was 
actually paid for it. It simply shows the utter absurdity of the 
idea that this Kansas road was threatened seriously at any time 
by any such process. 

Mr. President, I think that the argument has been sufficiently 
pees I desire to read a telegram which I received last night 

om Topeka: 


Government lien sold here. Special messenger sent to St. Louis to have 
Sanborn approve sale in the mo g. 


D. D. LEAHY. 


That is a little straw which shows the tremendous haste which 
is being made in this matter. Iam not a lawyer, and I do not 
understand how it would be possible to confirm a sale which is 
not he entirely complete. A portion of this road, as I under- 
‘stand it, was to be sold first, the first 135 miles, which is what is 
called the first division of the Kansas Pacific; and yet that sale 
alone having been accomplished, a special messenger is rushed to 
St. Louis in order that a confirmation of the sale may be had the 
next morning. 

I do not know what effect the adoption of this resolution may 
have. It is ply an expression of opinion on the part of the 
Senate, and if anything more were needed to require the passage 
of such a resolution, it seems to me this undue haste in carrying 
out ne calls for some kind of a remonstrance on the 

of the Senate. I am anxious to see a vote on this question 
en as early as possible, and I shall therefore say nothing more 
upon the subject. 

Mr. TURPIE. I move to lay on the table the motion to refer 
the resolution. 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair suggests that that would 


carry the resolution to the table, if adopted. 


Mr. TURPIE. Then I withdraw the motion, although I differ 


with the Chair in ‘eS to the parliamentary situation. 
r. 


Mr. RAWLINS. President, I do not care to detain the 
Senate upon the resolution more than a few moments. There are 
some considerations which bear upon this question to which no 
allusion has beenmade. It appears, by the very clear presentation 
of the case as made by the Senator from Nebraska {Mr. THurs- 
TON], that the bonds guaranteed by the United States, together 
with the first-mortgage bonds authorized by the act of 1864, aggre- 
gate about $36,000 per mile, while the actual entire cost of the con- 
struction of this line was but $26,000 per mile. The Government 
of the United States made a free grant of the land which consti- 
tutes the right of vo of the road. 

Now, it is true, I think, as stated by the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. Harris}, that the value of a railroad, together with its fran- 
chise, is not what the road cost, but it is determined by its earning 
capacity. Its earning capacity depends upon the franchise or 
——— which is granted by the sovereign, either national or 

tate, to take tolls for the freight and passengers that may be car- 
ried over the line. In other words, the value of the road depends 
upon its power of taxation of the people, who are under natural 
compulsion by reason of their location to patronize the road for 
the passage or transfer of freight. 

I Xo not know what this road is actually worth as measured by 
the taxes it has received in the past from the people who have 
supported it, but I am satisfied that it ought not to be worth the 
amount even which has been bid for it by the reorganization com- 
mittee. The Government made a free grant to the original pro- 
motors of this line of some $10,000 per mile more than its actual 
cost. We stand in this position in respect to the Kansas Pacific 
line and the Union Pacific Railroad and the Central Pacific Rail- 
road: We made an unusually liberal donation for the encour- 
agement and construction of those lines to subserve a great na- 
tional purpose, a purpose in which all the ple of the United 
States were interested, and not merely to subserve the interests of 
the people who might be located or might subsequently locate 
along the line aa become its patrons for the purpose of trans- 
porting passengers and freight. 

Our endeavors here to exact the full amount of the Govern- 
ment’s contribution to this enterprise are efforts to force the peo- 
aap who are compelled to support these railroads to contribute, 

n the form of the taxes which may be levied by these companies 
under the special governmental privilege granted to them, an 
amount of money annually for interest upon this enormous 
amount of capital. 

I think there is another duty on the part of this Government 
besides that of wringing from these enterprises the money which 
it has liberally placed inthem. There is another duty which de- 
volves upon the Government. What is that? If the Govern- 
ment of the United States has granted this power of taxation 
upon the people living along the line of the road, it ought to put 
such limitations and restrictions upon the exercise of that right 
that the por along the line will not be made to contribute un- 
reasonably. There is no right or justice in this great nation im- 
posing an unreasonable burden in the form of railroad-tariff taxes 
_ the people who may a to be located along the road. 
If, by our regulation or our legislation, we exact more, twice 
more, in my judgment, than this property ought to be worth, we, 
to that extent, are in a measure precluded justly from imposing 
such reasonable limitations and regulations upon the power to fix 
rates as we ought to impose in justice to the people who are com- 
pelled to support the line. 

Of course, as to this line, the reorganization committee will in- 
corporate, doubtless, under the laws of the Stateof Kansas. They 
have bid a certain sum and the property has been struck off to 
them for that sum. They will issue stock or bonds, as the case 
may be, based upon the amount of expenditures which they now 
incur in that direction. They will then, if they can under the 
franchise or privilege which is granted to them under the laws of 
the State of Kansas, arrange a schedule of freight and passenger 
rates which will be sufficient to pay a reasonable interest upon tho 
securities and a reasonable profit upon the stock which may be 
issued upon that basis of capitalization. In my judgment the 
State of Kansas, by reason of the privilege which she has granted 
to this road to tax the people along its line, ought to put limita- 
tions and restrictions upon the amount of freight which it shall 
be permitted to exact. 

r. President, we have come, it is true, to the end of this ques- 
tion, so far as the Union Pacific and the Kansas Pacific are con- 
cerned. Were it an original proposition, as a member of the com- 
mittee having jurisdiction of these particular questions I would 
have been in favor of curtailing the capitalization of all these 
roads to a reasonable limitation, although thereby, it is true, some 
loss would have been entailed to the Treasury of the United States, 
But if it could have been done legally by the power of Congress to 
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impose restrictions upon the right to exact unreasonable tariffs, I 
would have the Government put such limitations upon the pow- 
ers of the new corporation obtaining the Government franchise 
to levy tolls as would impose upon the people along the line of 
this road and compelled to patronize it a just and equitable bur- 
den of taxation—and it is nothing more nor less than taxation. 

The resolution offered by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Tur- 
PIE] is a declaration of opinion, if it should be passed by the Sen- 
ate, that the sale ought not to be confirmed until the Government 
receives the full amount of the principal and the so-called interest 
upon this debt. The passage of the resolution at this juncture, it 
seems to me, can have no effect upon the proceedings. I do not 
think by any action of Congress this judicial department of the 
Government or its decrees can be revoked or modified. It might 
have a moral effect upon the law officers representing the Govern- 
ment to take the step indicated to prevent the confirmation. The 
only object of that could be to compel the sale of this road for a 
higher price than that which is already provided, If that would 
mean only that the extra money should be taken out of the hands 
of the reorganization committee, I should see no objection to it. 
Probably that would be its only effect. I have no doubt that this 
aggregation of capital, this monopoly, when it gets possession of 
this property, will proceed to make an estimate of what the peo- 

le, the industries, the business along the line of the road will 
Cente, and when it has ascertained that, it will at once proceed to 
put its rates for freight and passenger traffic to the maximum 
point by which to exact and enforce this contribution from the 

eople. 
. Hence, as we can not benefit the people along the line of this 
railroad by being liberal with the reorganization committee and 
those who are behind it, the only modicum of benefit which can be 
realized under the circumstances will be to secure to the Treasury 
this extra amount of money. While probably the passage of the 
resolution will be futile, I am in favor of it and shall vote for it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Abra refer the resolution submitted 
by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TuRPIE] to the Committee on 
Pacific Railroads. 

Mr. TURPIE. On that motion I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GEAR. Before the question is taken,1 should like to say 
aword. I ask that the resolution may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the resolu- 
tion. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. TURPIE on 
the 15th instant, as follows: 

Resolved (in the opinion of the Senate), That the sale of the Kansas Pacific 
Division of the Pacific Railroad made to-day ought not to be confirmed ex- 
cept upon the terms that the original claim and the interest thereon due to 
the United States from said railroad company of the Kansas Pacific Division 
be paid in full by the bidders. 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. President, this is simply a Senate resolution. 
If it is adopted, of course it is adopted by a majority of the Sen- 
ate and it would be the judgment of the majority. In view of 
the fact that this sale has been made, was made yesterday, as I 
understand, by which the Government received over $6,000,000, it 
would be in the nature of an instruction to the Attorney-General 
to contest the validity of that sale. The sale, I understand, was 
made at the request of the President and the law advisers of the 
Administration. The courtordered the sale, and it has been made. 

It seems to me that Judge Sanborn, before whom I think pro- 
ceedings have been had,in the St. Louis district, would hesitate 
very much whether he would refuse to confirm a sale which had 
been made in pursuance of his own order. It was made c- 
ally under the order of his court. Suppose, though, that he did. 
What would be the result? The proceedings would be delayed, 
and it would be somewhat questionable whether the Government 
could make another sale if it were ordered by Judge Sanborn and 
whether it could make so good a settlement as it has made. 

The upset price provided by Judge Samborn’s decree was two 
and one-half million dollars for this property. That is what I 
think the reorganization committee expected originally to buy 
the property at. They found thatthe President and the Attorney- 
General contested that decision and ordered a full settlement of the 
original claim, They raised their offer to four and one-half mil- 
lion dollars. The President said to them, and very properly I 
think, ‘‘ We will not take this; the lowest amount we will take,” 
as he suggested in his m read by the Senator from Nebraska 
oe Teensros}, **is the amount of the Government claim, 

— on the collar. es 

ow, suppose the Government, as suggested 
from N detain, to perfect an additional sale, would have to pay 
ff the o al rtgage, then the Government would have 

1,000,000 nvestod ip th 8 enterprise, which is fully $36,000 a mile. 

ma what m md the distinguished Senator from Colo- 
O may say about the cost of this road and about its value over 

d above what it would cost, I am satisfied ee 

réconstructed and & line as good as this road has 


eA the Senator 
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be built for a great deal less money, for $10,000 a mile less, or 


$10,000,000 less. 

Now, sup we buy it with the $21,000,000 invested in this 
roperty, what have we? We have a piece of railroad 394 miles 
ong that commences at Kansas City and goes out into the prairie. 

It has no terminals. By the branches of this road, which belong 
to another organization, which you may have by extending it 180 
miles, you could construct it right into Kansas City, and then tho 
Government would have an opposition line, and it would still 
further reduce the value of the Government's property to at least 
six or seven millions of money, instead of be worth what it 
Saar is to-day at the outside price, twelve or thirteen million 
Oluars. 

Mr. HARRIS. May I ask the Senator from Iowa a question? 

Mr. GEAR. r- 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator mean to say that the court has 
not decreed that the terminals in Kansas City are entirely covered? 

Mr. GEAR. I do not say any such thing. I know that the ter- 
minal in Kansas City is covered by the decree. 
os HARRIS. Does the Senator say that they have no termi- 

Mr. GEAR. Perhaps the Senator misconstrued my language, 
They have a terminal in Kansas City. It was estimated, I under- 
stand, by the decree of the court that the terminal at Kansas City 
is worth $750,000. That terminal has accrued to the reorganiza- 
tion committee by the purchase of the line, but to the west there 
is no terminal, as the Senator well knows. It runs out into the 
prairie, although there is a continuous line to Denver. 

Mr. HARRIS. Has it no right to operate over that line under 
the “ee act of 1862? 

Mr.GEAR. Idoubtitverymuch, Idoubt very much whether, 
if the Government got that road to-day, it could compel the other 
line to accept cars and traffic. Iam not a lawyer, as the Senator 
said he is not, but I know something about the business of oper- 
ating roads. I do not believe for a moment that, if that road 
were bought by the Government or by any other corporation, they 
could contrcl the other corporation and compel it to use its tracks 
and take itstrade. They might doit under the operation of State 
laws within the State, but I doubt whether they could compel the 
road to take its traffic under the interstate-commerce act. 

For these reasons, and owing to the fact that I think the Gov- 
ernment has made the best trade, I oppose the resolution. What 
is the trade? The whole amount invested in these roads, comput- 
ing interest and principal, was on the original Union Pacific road 
$58,000,000 and $18,000,000 on this road. That would be $71,000,- 
000 which the Government paid in cash on both roads, and it has 
received from the Union Pacific over $58,000,000 and from the 
Kansas Pacific six and a third million, being more than $64,000,- 
000, or 90 per cent of the whole amount of the Government's 
claim on both roads. 

If this was a business proposition suggested to the individual 
Senators who are ar on this question, or if my friend from 
Nebraska and my friend from Indiana had this same operation in 
a business way, and if we wee satisfied that all they could get 
would be 90 cents on the doilar, they would not hesitate to take it. 
That is the position the Governmentisin. The President, in my 
judgment, has made a magnificent settlement. It is not as much 
as I would like to see done. I would be glad to see principal and 
interest of the whole, if Sarge but I do not see how it is possibie. 
There is an old saying you can not get anything out of a cat 
but her skin. I think we are in that position with this matter, and 
I for one hope the resolution will not be adopted. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, it seems to me that this dis- 
cussion is somewhat of a post mortem proceeding. As I under- 
stand it this railroad ee been advertised for sale for a 
long time to the entire world. Yesterday was the day finally 
determined upon for the sale; it has been sold; it has bronght all 
it is worth and all that it will bring. 
pres ts fee tee gente ret et 

en n broug reorganization 
committee.” It appears tome thatif anyone has been brought 
to their knees, it is the on committee. The only in- 
dorsement, the only v for the President and Attorney- 
General, that should be n , is the fact that they have obtained 
some $20,000,000 more for these two roads, or two branches of one 
than it was thought by a Administration could be 
obtained, They ee our commendation. If the 
Government should buy road, it must either operate it or sell 
it. Lam opposed to the Government investing in railroads for 
= , of oe ee oe ee ee ee 
, or largest majority, are opposed to s vestment. | 
the Government strives to sel 
above what the 
world who know 
I do not believe it will be 


a value into a 
property shall 











ilroad , all of the corporations and capitalists who could 
an ae make use of this property, have had due 


; property has been adverti during a period when 
notice. is been plenty, when railroad securities have had a fair 
market, and at a time that is surely far above the average for 
floating 


such large properties and consummating sales of such 


mit has been truly said that there has been no evidence of change 
in the plans of the present Administration regarding this sale. 
Every penny has been received in the sale that has at any time 
been thought obtainable. This last sale ends a long and some- 
what troublesome investment of the United States in the Union 
Pacific and Kansas railroads, and I think the majority of the peo- 
ple of the United States believe that it has been brought to a very 
remarkable and successful issue. The consensus of opinion for 
many years was that when final settlement came there would 
be a large deficit to the United States on the part of the Union 
Pacific and Kansas Pacific railroads. It has been an agreeable 
surprise to everyone having knowledge of railroad matters—and, 
for that matter, to the business world at large—-that this Govern- 
ment investment in railroad p rties has terminated so well. 

It seems to me that those who patronize the road hereafter, es- 
ially those located in the country and served by the road, wiil 
ieve that the capitalization upon what has already been 

paid is surely enough when they have to pay freight and fares 
sufficiently high to pay interest on the same. 

Mr. President, all institutions, all corporations, all aggregations 
of capital must do their business through some executive officer 
or It is unusual, indeed, to undertake with any large 
corporation, with any large capital which is divided among a 
great many owners, to entirely satisfy every individual or every- 
one slightly interested in the property. It is usual to select the 
best agents, the most able financiers, those having the best and 
most recent knowledge of the business in hand, and, after in- 
vesting them with the authority, to then accept their acts as being 
the acts of the whole. We do this because of our confidence in 
those executives, knowing the opportunities they have of acquir- 
ing the know upon which to operate. Now, to apply 
this to the transaction: The Government started in more than a 
year ago to obtain some forty-odd million dollars for these roads. 
It surprised the business world at the time that so much as that 
ever could be obtained for the Government's interest. 

But improving times, or improved ability on the part of our 
agent, i. e., the ident, increased that sum nearly 50 per cent, 
and we have now closed the deal at sixty-odd million dollars, col- 
lected from 1,034 miles of Union Pacific and 394 miles of Kansas 
Pacific, or an a of about $40,000 per mile received by the 
United States for its claim, which was a junior lien—a second 
mortgage. It used to be an old saying when I was a lad at school 
that one could not sell his cake and eat it too. Surely the Gov- 
ernment can not sell this railroad and operate it too. Nor can it 
at once take both positions of vendor and vendee. Let us rest on 
the action already had, and not attempt to interfere with the 
executive and judicial officers of the Government in this case. 


SENATOR FROM OREGON, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from Wyoming to the fact that the hour of 2 o’clock has 
arrived and it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
unfinished business, which is resolution No. 253, reported by the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Carrzry], that the Hon. Henry W. 
— is not entitled to take his seat in this body as a Senator 


m Oregon. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Iask unanimous consent that the resolution 
may be voted upon on Monday next at 3 o’clock. 

. LINDSAY and Mr. RY. Which resolution? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent that the resolution be voted upon next 
Monday afternoon at 3 o’clock. Is there objection? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Iask which resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The business being reso- 
lution No,.253, the Chair sup that that is the resolution re- 

en Ham 


ferred to by the Senator from pshire, 
Mr. CHANDLER. Yes; the resolution declaring Mr. Corbett 
not entitled to his seat. 


Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Senator from New Hampshire will 
delay that request for a short time. I understood the Senator 
from Nebraska =. ALLEN] to state yesterday that several Sena- 
tors at least d e resolution. 


gest to the Senator to postpone the re- 
oar. in the day. the suggestion of the Senator f 
CHANDLER. es ® rom 
d, I withdraw ie segues’. 
Mr. TURPIE. We have a special order for 3 o'clock. I donot 
know that the time of the Senate can be more profitably employed 
than in considering the resolution of the morning hour. I move 
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that the regular business be laid asido and that the resolution 
which relates to the sale of the Kansas Pacific Division be taken up. 

Mr. MORGAN, I desire to say to the Senator from Indiana 
that I misled him about to-day being the day of the speciai order. 
It is to-morrow. I was mistaken. 

Mr. TURPIE. I make the motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana moves to 
take up and consider the resolution, submitted by himself, which 
the Senate has been considering this mcrning. 

Mr. TURPIE. On that motion I Gemand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Chair state what the motion is? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana moves to 
take up for further consideration, as the Chair understands, the 
resolution relating to the Kansas Pacific Division. 

Mr. HOAR. Has the Senator from Indiana the floor for that 
purpose? Has the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Prrrvus] yielded 
the floor? 

Mr. TURPIE. The Senator from Alabama has not had the 
floor. The Chair recognized me. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana was en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. HOAR. Ithought the Senator from Alabama had an un- 
finished speech which was to be finished, and that he had the floor 
for aan of completing it when the resolution of privilege 
was laid before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana is entitled 
to make his motion. The yeasand naysare called for on agreeing 
to the motion of the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to make a point of order that it is not in 
order to move to take up other business when the privileged elec- 
tion case is pending. The rule of the Senate expressly requires 
that it shall proceed to its termination. I ephnreiantl that one 
Senator the other day questioned that statement, but on looking 
it up he told me that he was satisfied I was right in the proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I agree, if I may be allowed a moment, with 
the present position of the Senator from Massachusetts. I think 
that a motion to substitute some other subject for a motion in 
connection with a contested-election case is not in order. A mo- 
tion to adjourn, a motion to go into executive session, or the other 
motions specified in the rules, I think, apply to a privileged reso- 
lution in an election case. 

Mr. HOAR. The rule expressly excepts in terms privileged 


cases. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But not a proposition to proceed to the con- 
sideration of a railroad question as against the question of filling 
a vacant seat in the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair decides that the Senator 
from Massachusetts is right. The question before the Senate is 
the privileged resolution, and it must be proceeded with until dis- 

osed of in some way by a vote of the Senate. 

Mr. BERRY. Can not a majority of the Senate set it aside and 
take up another proposition? Does the Chair so understand? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Certainly; the Chair so understands; 
but the business before the Senate is the unfinished business, to 
wit, the resolution in reference to seating the Hon. Henry W. 
Corbett. The Senator from New Hampshire is still occupying the 


oor. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have withdrawn my request for the pres- 
ent that the resolution may be voted upon next Monday, and I 
hope the junior Senator from Alabama [Mr. Perrvus] will finish 
his remarks. 

Mr. BERRY. I want to understand clearly the ruling of the 
Chair. Does the Chair hold that while a privileged question in 
regard to the admission of a Senator toa seat is pending it can 
not be by a majority vote in the Senate set aside and another 
> taken Hd 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that the mo- 
tion must be applied to the question itself, which is the resolution 
reported by the Senator from Louisiana { Mr. Carrrry] in refer- 
ence to seating Mr. Corbett. If the Senate decides to lay that reso- 
lution aside, it is certainly competent for it to do so. 

Mr. BERRY. Iso understood; and the Senator from Indiana 
moves to proceed to the consideration of the railway resolution, 
which will set aside by another rule the resolution reported from 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. By a direct vote to set it aside. 

N.  ~ eaamae May I be allowed to say a word upon the point of 
order? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts will 
proceed. 

Mr. HOAR. The rule of the Senate provides that when a ques- 
tion is pending there shall be only certain motions made, to wit, 
@ motion to adjourn, to go into executive session, to lay on the 
table, to postpone indefinitely, to postpone toadaycertain. Then 
another rule provides that questions of the credentials of Senators 
shall be proceeded with until completed, making them a matter 
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of the highest privilege if they were not so from their nature. 
Then a further rule provides that when subjects are pending a 
motion may be made to proceed to any other subject upon the 
Calendar, except in cases of questions of privilege, of which this 
is one. 

So it seems to me very clear that you can not displace the title 
of a Senator to be admitted to his seat, which is before the Senate 
under a rule requiring it to be proceeded with until it is completed, 
by moving to take up another subject. The power of the Senate 
over it is limited to postponing it, or laying it on the table, ortoa 
motion to adjourn or go into executive session. That is the way 
I understand the rule of the Senate. If the Senator will pardon 
me, I will read the rule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is Rule IX. 

Mr. HOAR. Rule IX provides that— 


In such case the following motions shall be in order at any time—— 


Mr. PASCO. What rule is the Senator reading from? 

Mr. HOAR, Rule lX— 

And in such case the following motions shall be in order at any time as 
privileged motions, save as against a motion to adjourn, or to proceed to the 
consideration of executive business, or questions of privilege, to wit: 


First. A motion to proceed to the consideration of an appropriation or 
revenue bill. 


Second. A motion to proceed to the consideration of any other bill on the 
Calendar, which motion shall not be open toamendment. 
Third. A motion to pass over the pending subject, which, if carried, shall 
nore ~ effect to leave such subject without prejudice in its place on the 
endar. 


Then the rule in regard to credentials provides that— 


1. The presentation of the credentials of Senators-elect and other ques- 
tions of privilege shall always be in order, except during the reading and 
correction of the Journal, while a question of order or a motion to adjourn 
is pending, or while the Senate is dividing; and all questions and motions 
arising or made upon the presentation of such credentials shall be proceeded 
with until disposed of. 

Now, Mr. President, if I may be permitted to add one word, I 
do not understand how the Senator from Alabama can be taken 
off the floor without his consent by any such motion. He had 
partially completed a speech the other day when he yielded toa 
motion to adjourn, and under the universal custom of the Senate, 
as I suppose it to be, when that matter is again taken up the Sen- 
ator whose speech was so interrupted has the floor to finish it as 
of right. I do not know but that he consents in this instance; as 
to that I have nothing to say; but no Senator can get up without 
his consent and make any motion whatever, even a motion to ad- 
journ, as I understand it, if the matter has been laid before the 
Senate. 

Mr. GORMAN. Notwithstanding the decision of the Chair 
upon the question raised, I submit that the Senator from Indiana 
has a perfect right to move to postpone the consideration of the 
pending resolution until to-morrow or any other day. He can fix 
atime. It has never been held and it has never been the practice 
of the Senate in the case of privileged motions such as this, involv- 
ing the right to a seat upon this floor, that the Senate should pro- 
ceed to the consideration of that question and continue its con- 
sideration until disposed of. 

Mr. HOAR. Perhaps the Senator will allow me to make a sug- 
gestion to him there. So much of the question between him and 
the Senator from Arkansas and myself is very unimportant, prac- 
tically, because one of the motions you have a right to make is a 
motion to pass over the pending subject, which accomplishes all 
that you want. My proposition is (and I think the Senator from 
Maryland on reflection will agree with me when I call his atten- 
tion to it) that you can not move, pending the consideration, to 
take up another subject while a privileged question is being dis- 

nosed of; and that is the express rule. If the Senator from Ala- 

Sane does not claim the floor as of his right, I concede that you 
may make first a motion to pass over the pending subject, which 
is to be decided without debate, and then, if that is agreed to, you 
may move to take up any other subject you choose. The whole 
matter is in the power of the Senate. The Senate can not be com- 
pelled to stay here and debate this subject until it is decided if it 
does not want to do so. 

Mr. GORMAN. It never has been done. 

Mr. BERRY. That is all I was contending for. 

Mr. HOAR. My proposition is that you can not makea motion 
to take up another subject when the question of disposing of 
credentials is before the Senate. You must get that question 
away from before the Senate by one of the enumerated motions, 
one of which is to pass it over, and those motions are decided 
without debate under the rule. 

Mr. GORMAN. I do not agree with the Senator from Massa- 
chusetis or the Chair upon that question. I think that the motion 
the Senator from Indiana has made to proceed to the consideration 
of another resolution as a matter of course would dispose of the 
question of postponing the unfinished business. But still I do 
not intend to appeal from the Chair’s decision. It can be reached 
in the manner suggested by the Senator from Massachusetts as 
well as the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. President, I have a suggestion to make to Senators on the 
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other side. I tried to make it yesterday. This is a case which I 

| think everybody on both sides of the Chamber agrees ought to be 
disposed of and at an se day. It is due to the Senate as wellas 

| to the gentleman who seeks a seat in this body. I am told that 
there are half a dozen Senators who desire to discuss the pending 
resolution. [ suggest to the Senator from New Hampshire that if 
he will fix a day far in advance, a week from next Monday, at 3 
o'clock, and if the Senate shall agree that this matter shall be 
disposed of and voted on finally then, without further debate after 
that time, it will enable everyone who I understand wishes to dis- 
cuss the question to do so in the meantime. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [I accept the suggestion of the Senator from 
Maryland, and we jointly request unanimous consent that the 
Oregon election case be voted upon a week from Monday next, at 
3 o’clock in the afternoon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. | Is there any objection to the request 
made by the Senator from Maryland? The Chair hears none. 
That is the order. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I meant no discourtesy whatever 
to the Senator from Alabama or any other Senator in making the 
motion for the present consideration of the resolution which was 
before the Senate in the morning hour. I now move that the con- 
sideration of the privileged question be postponed until Monday 
next, in order that I may then move that the Senate continue the 
consideration of the resolution submitted by me. 

Mr. CHANDLER, If the Senator will allow me, I think the 
matter can be arranged. There is no objection, so far as I am 
concerned, to making some arrangement by which the Senator's 
resolution in reference to the Kansas Pacific Railroad may be 
acted upon, unless the junior Senator from Alabama [M1. Pettus] 
desires to speak at this time. Any arrangement that the Senator 
from Indiana and the junior Senator from Alabama may make 
will be agreeable to me; but I feel bound to insist that the Oregon 
election case shall be proceeded with immediately, at least so far 
that the junior Senator from Alabama may conclude his remarks, 
unless he himself chooses to make some other arrangement with 
the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. TURPIE. I have already spoken to the honorable Senator 
from Alabama. He tells me heis not particular about addressing 
the Senate to-day on the Oregon election case, and does not object 
to the adjournment of its consideration. I therefore make the 
motion to postpone the further consideration of the privileged 
question, in order that I may move the immediate consideration 
of the resolution which was pending in the morning hour. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana moves to 
postpone until Monday next the further consideration of the res- 
olution ‘‘ that the Hon. Henry W. Corbett is not entitled to take 
his seat in this body as a Senator from the State of Oregon.” 

Mr. HOAR. In order to vote intelligently upon this question, 
I should like to inquire of the Senator from Alabama whether he 
desires to proceed to-day? Of course my vote will be governed 
by his answer. 

Mr. PETTUS. I do not desire to proceed to-day because of 
what I consider more urgent business. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then, Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the Oregon election case be informally laid aside to-day, 
to remain the unfinished business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is that satisfactory to the Senator 
from Indiana? 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the request 
of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER}? The Chair 
hears none, and the resolution is laid aside for to-day and will 
come up to-morrow as the unfinished business, as the Chair un- 
derstands. 

KANSAS PACIFIC RAILWAY. 


Mr. TURPIE. Now, I ask unanimous consent that the resolu- 
tion which was under consideration in the morning hour, relating 
to the Kansas Pacific Division of the Union Pacific Railroad, be 
now considered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. GEAR. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

Mr. TURPIE. Then I move that the Senate 


roceed to the con- 
sideration of the resolution; and upon that I as 


for the yeas and 


nays. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon the motion of 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TurpPre] that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the resolution in relation to the Kansas 
Pacific Railway; upon which the yeas and nays are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr.CHANDLER. I understand that, if the resolution be taken 


| up, it will not displace the unfinished business, the Oregon elec- 
| tion case? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands. 
The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 5 
Mr. BURROWS (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Carrery]. 
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EAR (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
wit te call from New Jersey [Mr. Smiru], who is not pres- 
ent. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). I have a 

neral pair with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DaniEL]. He 

ing absent, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut (when Mr. HawLey’s name was 
called). My colleague [Mr. peepee) fe absent, and is , as 
I understand, with the tor from Louisiana [Mr. McENERY]. 
If my coll e were present, I think he would vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. KENNEY (when his name was called). se general 
pair with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania {[Mr. PENROSE], 
and he not being present, I withhold my vote. If he were pres- 
ent and voting, f should vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. PLATT of New York (when his name was called). 
a general pair with my colleague (Mr. Murpuy]. 
how he would vote, if present, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina |Mr. 
MoLavezs), and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. SHOUP (when his name was called). I have a general 

ir with the Senator from California — WHITE}, and therefore 
withhold my vote. I understand if he were present he would 
vote ‘‘yea.” I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I have a 

neral pair with the senior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 

UTLER]. In his absence I withhold my vote. Were he present, 
I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. PASCO (when Mr. WHITE’s name was called). I desire to 
say that the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE] is necessarily 
absent. He is paired with the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHovp], 
as has been announced. If present, the Senator from California 
would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I inquire if the senior Senator from Texas 
[Mr. MILLs] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas has not 


voted. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam paired with that Senator, and there- 
fore withhold my vote. If he were present, I should vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. GEAR. y colleague [Mr. ALLISON] is paired with the 
senior Senator from Missouri | Mr. CocKRELL]. 

Mr. KENNEY. As I havestated, I havea general pair with the 
junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE], but I desire 
to transfer that pair to the Senator from Virginia | Mr. DANIEL], 
who is paired with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Hans- 
BROUGH], which transfer of pairs will enable the Senator from 
North Dakota and myself to vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Under that arrangement I am at liberty 
to vote, and I vote “ nay.” 

Mr. MONEY. I desire to announce that my colleague 
WALTHALL] is detained from the Chamber by illness. 
paired with the Senator from Wisconsin 
colleague were here, he would vote “‘ yea. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam paired with the senior Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” I 
do not know how he would vote. 

Mr. PASCO. Iam paired with the Senator from Washington 
{at Witson]. I suggest to the Senator from New Hampshire 


Ihave 
Not knowing 


Mr. 
e is 
(Mr. SPOONER]. If my 


Mr. GALLINGER].that we exchange pairs, he being paired with 
he Senator from Texas [Mr. MILs], so that we may both vote. 

Mr. GALLINGER. at will be entirely satisfactory to me. 

Mr. PASCO. Under that arrangement I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. CAFFERY. I havea general pair with the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. Burrows], and therefore withhold my vote. 
_ Mr. TILLMAN. My colleague [Mr. McLaurin] isabsent. He 
is paired with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PritcHarp]. 
__ Mr. BACON (after having voted in the affirmative). I inquire 
if the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. WETMORE] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator has not voted. 

Mr. BACON. Having a general pair with that Senator, and he 
not having voted, I withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—S. 
Allen, Gray, Mitchell, Roach, 
Bate, Harris, Money, Teller, 
Berry, Heitfeld, Morgan, Tillman, 
Cannon, Kenney, Nelson, Turley, 
Chandler, Kyle, Pasco, Turner, 
Chilton, Lindsay, Perkins, Turpie, 
Clark, Mallory, Pettigrew, Vest. 
Clay, Mantle, Pettus, 
Davis, Martin, Rawlins, 
Carte NAYS—23. 

r, Gallinger, McBride may, 
Cullom, Hale, MeMillan, grey 
Deboe, Hanna, Mason. Stewart, 
Elkins, Hansbrough, Morrill Thurston, 
Fair Hoar, Platt, Gonn. Warren. 
Frye, . Proctor, 
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NOT VOTING—32. 


Aldrich, Daniel, McEnery, Smith, 
Allison, Faulkner, McLaurin, Spooner, 
Bacon, Foraker, Mills, althall, 
Baker, Gear, Murphy, Wellington, 
Burrows, Gorman, Penrose, Wetmore, 
Butler, Hawley, Platt, N. Y. White, 
Caffery. Jones, Ark. Pritchard, Wilson, 
Cockrell, Jones, Nev. Shoup, Wolcott. 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate resumed the con- 
sideration of the resolution submitted by Mr. Turpie on the 15th 
instant in relation to the sale of the Kansas Pacific Division of 
the Pacific Railroad. 

Mr. HALE. Is my motion pending, Mr. President? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion cf the Senator to refer 
the resolution to the Committee on Pacific Railroads is pending, 
and on that the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, if the resolution upon its face 
meant what the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Gear] assumed it to 
mean, I do not know that I should object to voting for it, but it 
seems to me that it means very much more. It reads: 

Resolved (in the opinion of the Senate), That the sale of the Kansas Pacific 
Division of the Pacific Railroad made to-day ought not to be confirmed ex- 
cept upon the terms that the original claim and the interest thereon due to 
the United States from said railroad company of the Kansas Pacific Division 
be paid in full by the bidders. 

Ido not understand the resolution to mean that it is the opinion 
of the Senate that the representatives of the Government should 
resist the confirmation except upon the terms therein indicated, 
but that it is a general declaration-that the court ought not to 
confirm this sale, even though there be no resistance on the part 
of any party to the litigation. It occurs to me the question of 
confirmation, when it comes before the court, will be purely a 
judicial question, one with which the Senate of the United States 

as nothing to do, and concerning which it ought to give expres- 
sion to no opinion calculated to embarrass or influence the action 
of the court in deciding a question which is purely judicial in 
every respect. 

I am perfectly willing, and I think the officers of the United 
States ought to be directed, to resist the confirmation upon all 
legal and proper grounds unless the whole amount of the debt 
due to the United States be paid; but I am unwilling to undertake 
to influence the court in its action when it comes to pass judi- 
cially upon the question of confirmation or nonconfirmation. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I rose to say substantially what 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay] has said. It seems to 
me it is rather an embarrassing resolution. I do not myself see 
how the court can fail to confirm the sale unless the Government 
officers intervene. If there is no objection made by the Govern- 
ment or by any litigant, I have not any question what the court 
will be required by the ordinary rules of courts to do, and that is 
to confirm the sale. I do not suppose the court on its own motion 
is going to say that the property has not brought enough. It 
seems to me that the resolution ought to go to the extent, if we 
do anything at all, of saying that the executive officers of the Gov- 
ernment should interpose and not have this confirmation made; 
which means, of course, that the property would be again put up 
and sold. I suppose the idea is to impress upon the Department 
that the Government ought to have redeemed the property and 
become the owner, and then be in a position to make the sale itself. 

I want to vote for something which will secure to the Govern- 
ment a little more money for that railroad,if it can be done. I 
have been under the impression that it could be; but I think it is 
a little embarrassing to a lawyer to vote for such a resolution, at 
least without any expression of what he thinks it should be taken 
to mean; that is, I think it must be taken simply as an expression 
of the Senate that more money might have been obtained and 
ought to have been obtained for that property. I am sure it will 
have no influence upon the court. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. On the face of the resolution, is 
it not an attempt on the part of the Senate toinfluence the court, 
another branch of our Government? 

Mr. TELLER. For myself I disclaim any desire to influence 
the court or any right in the Senate to pass a resolution that will 
influence the court. We may influence the executive department 
of the Goverfment, and if 1 vote for the resolution, I shall vote 
for it with the distinct understanding that it goes only to that 
extent. 

It seems to me if I were dealing with this question, I would 
amend the resolution by providing that the sale should not be 
made—because the sale is not made until confirmation—and then 
I would instruct the Executive Departments to intervene and pre- 
vent the final completion of the sale. But I do not care to offer 
an amendment to the resolution. 

Mr. STEWART. But can one House of Congress instruct the 
executive department in that way? 

Mr. TELLER. One House of Congress can not instruct a De- 

artment, but it can give the Department the opinion of that 

ouse, which is frequently persuasive. That is as far as youcan 
go; you can not direct them. If you are going to do that, such 
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action should be by both branches of Congress. I donot know 
whether a simple declaration of the Senate that we think it is the 
duty of a Department to do so and so would have any weight or 
not, but, of course, that is as far as the Senate can go. 

I want to be consistent and conservative in a case of this kind. 
I should like to say in some proper way that we do not approve 
of the sale for the sum bid, and that we think more ought to have 
been had and could have been had. Beyond that I do not think 
we ought to go. 

Mr. TURPIE. There is nothing contained in the resolution 
about the action of the court assuch. Any influence it may have 
upon the court will be that weight that any judge might give to 
the action of Congress in relation to this matter. The resolution 
is squarely directed to the persons who have charge of the inter- 
ests of the United States in the case. The language, I think, can 
not be clearer. It is modeled after the resolution which was un- 
der discussion at the last session in reference tothe other branch 
of the road. I am perfectly satisfied that it may be regarded as a 
substantial instruction to the attorneys of the United States to re- 
sist the confirmation of the sale except under the conditions named. 
That is how the resolution reads; that is the interpretation of it; 
and I do not think any other construction of its meaning can be 
gathered from its four corners. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question before the Senate is on 
the reference of the resolution to the Committee on Pacific Rail- 
roads, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], but I suggest to 
the Senator from Delaware | Mr. KENNEY] that the same arrange- 
ment made on the last vote as to the transfer of our pairs may 
stand on this vote. 

Mr. KENNEY. That will be satisfactory to me. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Under that arrangementIam at liberty 
to vote, and I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut (when Mr. HAWLEyY’s name was 
called). I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. HawLey] is 
paired on this vote with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. McEn- 
ERY]. If he were present, my colleague would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I in an- 
nounce my pair with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. But- 
LER]. In his absence, I withhold my vote. If he were present, I 
should vote ** yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 


Mr. GEAR. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. ALLI- 
ol is paired with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL]. 
I believe the Senator from Missouri would vote “ nay,” but Iam 
satisfied if my colleague were present, he would vote “‘ yea.” 

I will take the liberty of transferring my pair with the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. Smiru] to the Senator from Rhode Island 
{Mr. ALDRICH] and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. CAFFERY. I again announce that I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows]. 

Mr. MONEY. I again announce that my colleague {[Mr. Wat- 
THALL] is absent, sick. He is paired with the Senator from Wis- 
consin {[Mr. SPOONER]. If my colleague were present, he would 
vote *“‘nay.” 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I again announce my pair with my 
colleague [Mr. Murpuy], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. BACON. I note that the junior Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. WETMORE] has not voted. Having a general pair 
with him, I withhold my vote. If he were present, I should vote 
“nay.” 

Mr. WELLINGTON. In theabsence of the Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. Wo.coTt], who I understand is not paired on this 

uestion, I transfer my pair with the Senator from Colorado to 

e Senator from North olina [Mr. BurLEeR], and vote “yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 35; as follows: 


YEAS—31, 
Gallinger, Lodge. 
Gear, McBride, 
Gray, McMillan 
Hale. 


7 


. 


Morrill, 
Platt, Conn. 
Pritchard, 


Hanna, 
Hansbrough, 
Hoar, 
Lindsay, 


NAYS—35. 
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NOT VOTING—23. 
Chandler, McEnery, 
Cockrell, Mur phy, 
Daniel, Penrose, 
Faulkner, Platt, N. Y. 


Hawley, Shou 
Jones, Smi 


8o the motion to refer the resolution to the Committee on Pacific 
Railroads was not agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the adoption 
: the resolution submitted by the Senator from Indiana [Mr, 

URPTE]}. 

Mr. THURSTON. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SmirH] to the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpRicH], and will vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. PLATT of New York (when his name was called). Lagain 
announce my pair with the senior Senator from New York [ Mr. 
Morpuy], and withhold my vote. 

Mr. ELLINGTON (when his name was called). 
announce my pair with the Senator from North Carolina { Mr, 
ButTier]. In his absence, I withhold my vote. If he were pres- 
ent, I should vote “nay.” 

The roll call was concluded, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am paired with the senior Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], who is necessarily absent from the Chamber. 
If he were present, I should vote ‘‘yea.” I do not know how he 
would vote. 

Mr. MONEY. Mycolleague [Mr. WALTHALL], whois detained 
from the Senate, is paired with the Senator from Wisconsin { Mr. 
SPOONER]. If my colleague were present, he would vote “yea.” 

Mr. McLAURIN (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
withdraw my vote, being paired with the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. PrrrcHaRD]. 

Mr. BACON. In the absence of the junior Senator from Rhode 
Island pee WetTMORE], I withhold my vote. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to inquire if the senior Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Carrery] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. BURROWS. Iam paired with that Senator, and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I wish to state again that m 
colle: _ HAWLEY] is paired with the Senator from Louisi- 
ana [Mr. McENERY]. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Iassume that the Senator from Dela- 
ware (pe KENNEY] will permit the same arrangement that was 


to on the previous vote, so that he and I will be at liberty 
to vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 


Mr. KENNEY. I vote “yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 29; as follows: 

YEAS-— 31. 
Mitchell, 


Aldrich, 
Allison, 
Bacon, 
Burrows, 
Butler, 


Caffery, ev. 


I again 


Allen, Roach, 
Teller, 


Turley, 
Turner, 


Vi 


Stewart, 
— 
Wilson, 


Foraker, 
Frye, 


NOT VOTING—26. 


McLaurin, 
Murphy, 

rose, 
Platt, N. Y. 
Pri 


Shoup, 
Smith, 


Aldrich, 


Cullom, 
Allison, 
Baco: 


Daniel, 
Faulkner, 


Hawley, 


Spooner, 
Wellington, 
mn, 
Burrows, Wetmore, 
Butler, White. 
ery, Jones, 
Cockrell, McEnery, 
So the resolution was agreed to. 
SENATOR FROM OREGON, 


Mr. PETTUS. I understand that under the arran 
Oregon case comes up at this time for discussion. 
understandi 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes. 

Mr. PASCO. Yes; it is the unfinished business. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WaRREN in the chair). The 
Chair is not advised. The C calls the attention of the Sen- 
— coos New Hampshire to the inquiry of the Senator from 


ent the 
that the 
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into the State court he would get his debt. If he went into the 
Federal court the honesty of the man who gaveaway his property 
before he paid his debt would be a bar to the creditor and he 
would not get a cent. 

Mr. President, there are hundreds of cases like that. The 
Supreme Court of the United States have gone so far in this mis- 
erable direction that they have actually decided that the supreme 
court of Alabama did not know anything about the code of plead- 
ing; that they had misinterpreted the statute. Wehave a statute 
in Alabama which provides that you may sue as many people as 
you please on a contract; you may sue one, you may sue the whole 
number, or any part, and recover against such asare liable. Well, 
some lawyers supposed that that meant you might just bring a 
suit againt forty people and recover against them on any sort of 
a contract if you found that one of them had made it. 

In other words, they supposed that the law of variance had been 
entirely abolished; but when the case reached the Supreme Court 
they said that was not the meaning; that the meaning was, if you 
had a contract that was in fact made by half a dozen, you might 
sue any one, or a number, or all the makers of that contract and 
recover against such of them as were liable. Our Supreme Court 
here in Washington holds, and held in the case of Bibb & Co. vs. 
Allen & Co. just a few years ago, that the supreme court of Ala- 
bama had misconceived the meaning of the statute of Alabama 
entirely; that they had abolished the rule as to a misdescription 
of the contract, the docirine of variance, and therefore you may 
sue two men on a note or any contract as made by the two and 
recover against either one of them if they are liable. In that case 
only one man made the contract, and the judge charged the jury 
in the court below that they were bound to find a verdict against 
that one man, although the other one did not make it at all; and 
this court affirmed it. 

Mr. President, there has been an utter disregard of any right 
that any court of any State had; and while they were going along 
about it they just trampled down the statute of the United States 
itself as though it was not in the way. 

Now, I do not propose to discuss any particular case. I do not 
offer the case in reference to the income taxes. Iam trying to 
make the impression on the Senate, if I can doit, that it is wrong 
to overturn any principle of law after it has been established as 
the law of the land; or if it is established as the law of the Senate, 
then it is the law of the land, because the action of the Senate is 
the law of the land wherever it makes a decision in such a case. 
The folly of having two tribunals of equal jurisdiction in which 
a recovery may be had according to law in one instance and can 
not be had according to law in the other instance is a damnable 
absurdity that judges ought to look at and inquire into. 

Mr. MASON. Will the Senator pardon me if I ask him a ques- 
tion? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Alabama 
yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. PETTUS. For what purpose? 

Mr. MASON. I just wanted to ask you a question. 

Mr. PETTUS. Is it for debate or for information? 

Mr. MASON. I do not intend to debate the question. 
wanted to ask the Senator from Alabama a question. 

Mr. PETTUS. LIasked you whether that question was for de- 
bate or for information? 

Mr. MASON. You can debate it, if you like, afterwards. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Alabama 
yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. PETTUS. I decline to yield because the gentleman de- 
clines to answer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama de- 
clines to yield. The Senator from Alabama will proceed. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I have said all that I had to say 
on this subject so far as it concerns a general view of law. A 
man who has suffered as a lawyer as I have under this class of 
rulings, where decisions of fifty years are wiped out by the breath 
of a judge, would feel as much as I feel on the subject. Lawyers 
ought to consider it. It is not decent that such a state of affairs 
should exist in any court in any country. 

I will turn my attention now to a few remarks in reference to 
the particular facts of this case. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like, with the leave of the Senator from 
Alabama, to ask him a question purely for information and in re- 
gard to the proposition which he is just leparting from. Suppose 
a principle had been established in the Senate by a series of deci- 
sions all one way and the Senator thouyht that principle right and 
sound, and one single decision was made later opposed to that se- 
ries of decisions, would the Senator then stick to the new decision 
which he thought wrong, or would he go back to the old line of 
decisions which he thought right? 

Mr. PETTUS. When a question of law has been settled, m 

roposition is thatit ought not to bedisturbed. If decisions whic 
ave been wrong and uniformly made in one direction are dis- 


I just 





turbed by a decision of the same court and the superior court, the 
Supreme Court, as is the Senate in this case the supreme court, 
then the question would be open. 

Mr. HOAR. That is what I wanted to get at. But perhaps the 
Senator will not be disturbed by putting an illustration, the very 
one which he put. If he were on the bench of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, would he now overrule that erroneous or 
improper decision in regard to the Alabama law which violated 
the Alabama statute and the United States statute, or would he 
stick to it? 

Mr. PETTUS. I would try my utmost to get back to the Con- 
stitution of the United States. There is where I would try to 
land. But that does not at all lessen the force of what I have said 
in reference to overruling established decisions. A gentleman 
whose recent voice has just died out asked me if I had ever seen 
Greenleaf’s Overruled Cases. Nolawyer can gointo a law library 
anywhere without meeting that book. The Overruled Cases? 
Why, certainly; you can see the fragments of the wisdom of our 
ancestors scattered along through almost every page of the book. 
But I will not turn back. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator pardon me for a question? 

Mr. PETTUS. Not for debate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It will be a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Alabama 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. PETTUS. If not debate. I will not suffer an interruption 
for debate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It shall be a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Alabama 


yield? 

Mr. PETTUS. I do not. 

‘ Mr. CHANDLER. I merely wanted to ask the Senator a ques- 
ion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama de- 
clines to yield to the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. PETTUS. I do notyield. Mr. President, a gentleman in 
his own _— never interrupts another while he is speaking to 
him for the purpose of contradicting him. He does not do it and 
I never did, so why should it be done in the Senate of the United 
States? I am a young man here, and a young man generally, but 
I never did see why what is called the courtesy of the Senate 
should lead to such—well, contradiction in terms, I will call it, by 
way of speaking mildly. 

Mr. President, this case originated in January of last year in 
the legislature of Oregon. By the constitution of Oregon, two- 
thirds of each body is required as a quorum; that is, two-thirds 
of the senate, or 20 members, at that time made a quorum, There 
were 30 members of the senate, and it required two-thirds, or 20, 
of them to make a quorum. So there were 60 members of the 
house, and it required two-thirds of them, or 40, to make a quo- 
rum for the transaction of business. I put it in that broad way. 
I know some people who can cipher around that, but I can not. I 
take the constitution for what it said. 

On the 7th day of January, 1897, the legislature of Oregon met, 
Every senator exceptone was present, and they organized the senate 
temporarily and adjourned until theafternoon. In the afternoon 
they met and organized the senate permanently. The house met 
with its 60 members, every man present and answering to the roll 
call and assisting in the temporary organization of the house; and 
they adjourned until the evening. The house was organized tem- 

orarily. When they met in the evening they had no quorum. 

n other words, more than one-third of the members of the house 
had deserted. That is the meaning of it. A large part of the 
senate did the same thing. 

The house and the senate went on from day to day and ad- 
journed from time to time. They passed a resolution that the 
sergeant-at-arms should notify the absent members to come in, 
and finally the house, with 31 members present—that is, a major- 
ity of the whole, but not two-thirds—organized the house perma- 
nently, if they could doso. They went through the forms, at all 
events, of organizing the house permanently, and they had joint 
sessions for the purpose of electing a Senator from time to time. 
But there was no — of the senate and no quorum of the 
house present on either of those occasions. 

The house voted for Senator, and that vote is equal to an index 
board. My recollection of the number may not be accurate, but 
I think 29 of the senators voted for Mitchell, the then Senator 
from that State, and 1 voted against him. Oh, it was —_ and 
evident that the senators and representatives too had factiously 
abandoned the legislature in order to eg the election of 
Mitchell. That was the amount of it. That is what I say that 
vote indicates. At all events they did factiously depart or refuse 
to answer to their names when they were sitting on the floor of the 
house. One of them refused, I know. 

Now, you have decided in another case here that a temporary 
organization is sufficient for the transaction of business, and there 
is no reason in the world why it should not be. It is temporary. 





How long 


house chooses, and it may last through an entire session. Well, 


decided that a temporary organization fitted the house 
ay voune on the question of Senator; that is, that the Senator 
elected on the second Tuesday after a temporary organization was 


properly elected. 


Finally they got tired and adjourned, toward the last part of 


February, and in March the governor of Oregon appointed Mr. 
Corbett to a seat in the Senate. 


long while before it was questioned. Men did come 7 
their seats, and there was no question made aboutit. It 
the practice of the Senate, where they allow a man to be seated. 
But in the earlier cases there is no adjudication on the subject; 
that is, there was no vote of the Senate. A man came and pre- 


sented his credentials and was sworn in without question, so far 


as the records show. , 
But it got to be the established law, as I think, at ail events 


the decisions greatly preponderated in early times, to the effect 


that the governor ought not to appoint to a full term where the 


legislature had an opportunity to elect and did not elect: and it is 
on this last proposition that TI consider that the case of MANTLE 


and the three other cases, which were in substance adjudged at 
the same time, have settled this question. 
since that decision was made. 

It does not take repeated decisions, as I understand, to establish 
a doctrine. 

ears, but how long that acquiescence should continue the courts 
ve never decided. There are, however, three cases certainly, 
and another which was involved in those three, and the three 
cases were decided by the Senate in August, 1893. The Pasco 
case was one of those where the Senator came in and was sworn 
without question, and it was there especially called to the atten- 
tion of the Senate by the senior Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
Hoar] that Mr. Pasco’s seat was also involved in that decision. 

Mr. HOAR. The Pasco case was decided the other way, in fact, 
because he was admitted to the seat, and held it. 

Mr.PETTUS. But before you got to that decision I believe Mr. 
Pasco was elected formally by the legislature of Florida in April 
of the same year, and took his seat here as an elected Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. 

Mr. PETTUS There were three cases decided then. 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] made some 
personal remarks about my senior associate [Mr. Monegan]. I do 
not think it matters how one particular Senator may have voted. 
The point | am discussing is how didtheSenatevote. Ihavelooked 
over the records carefully, and I find that both the present senior 
Senator from Alabama and the distinguished gentleman who 
preceded me as the junior Senator from that State on every occa- 
sion voted against the seating of the applicants from New Hamp- 
shire on the ground, as I understand, that they did not believe 
that a governor had the right to appoint toa new term in any 
event. 

Mr. MORGAN. No; but in that particular case. 

Mr. PETTUS. In that particular case or in those particular 
cases, because the Senator voted that way in all of them. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. PETTUS. And so did my colleague's then associate vote 
with him. But, as I have said, I donot consider it important how 
any one Senator may have voted. One Senator can not make a 
decision. The question is, How did the Senate decide the case? 
The Senate decided that, the Montana legislature having had an 
opportunity to elect and failing to do so, the governor of the State 
had no right to appoint our present distinguished associate, Mr. 
MANTLE, toa seatin this body. That is the substance of the de- 
cision. 

Whenis this question ever to be settled? If the earlier decisions 
are to the same effect andif the first and the last decisions are cer- 
tainly one way, is not the question to be considered settled? 
Shall we go on forever making contrary decisions about identi- 
cally the same facts? I think we ought not to do it. When a 
question is settled, as this has been, it ought to remain settled. 

I did not intend to debate this question as a new question at all, 
but there is one thought which I desire to present, particularly 
for the consideration of the senior Senator from Massachusetts, 
because I have read all his argumerts and opinions that I could 
find on all these cases, and I find in almost every one of them he 
has been very consistent in his argument. I am told that when a 
real pure-blooded Puritan once makes up his mind he never 
changes it. That is what I have understood; I do not state it asa 
fact. But this great judge as he was; this great lawyer as he is, 
and this great Senator as he is, has always made one argument in 
particular—he has made them all—but there is one that he never 
fails to use. 

It will be remembered that the President of the United States 
makes a great many appointments under the Constitution and also 





In the earlier cases it was de- 
cided, in substance, that a governor could not appoint if the legis- 
lature had an opportunity of electing a Senator. That went on a 
and take 
is called 


It has been five years 


It takes a decision and an acquiescence in it for some 
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is it to last? It is to last just so long as that particular 
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under the laws of the country. It is said that he can fill a va- 
cancy, no matter how it may arise; that the language concerning 
his powers and the powers of a governor to appoint a Senator to 
fill a vacancy in the Senate are very similar; that the practice has 
always been in the Executive Office to appoint at any time after 
the Senate has been in session and adjourned, or before the Senate 
meets, or while the Senate is in session, and to send in nomina- 
tions; that the law giving the President his power to fill vacancies 
is exactly in the same language as the law giving the governor of 
a State authority to appoint a Senator, and therefore the practice 
in the executive department ought to be an argument in favor of 
the governor’s power to appoint. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I do not think he 
states the argument quite as fully, | am sure, as he means to do, 
for he is very candid in his statements. 

Mr. PETTUS. Ishall be very glad to hear the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. The argument is not only that the practice, but 
that the decisions of eminent jurists, such as William Wirt, Caleb 
Cushing, Mr. Devens, and Mr. Evarts, and the decisions of the 
Supreme Court of the United States have all concurred. So that 
is something more than practice. 

Mr. PETTUS. I did not mean by the word “ practice” to con- 
fine it to the mere action; but the argument is that the two 
clauses being alike and the established practice and decisions of 
all those people being alike in reference to Presidential appoint- 
ments, theretore they ought to apply to the governor of a State. 
There is one answer to that which can never be got over. The 
President is the original primary source of appointments of every 
kind in all those cases and at all seasons of the year, while the 
governor is not the original source of power, is not the primary 
source of power at all. He is a mere substitute for the legisla- 
ture, which is the primary electing power. The President has all 
the power; nobody can exercise it at any time; while the governor 
has 1t only on condition. 

Mr. President, I have consumed too much of your time. This 
is the only argument that I have made in reference to this subject. 
I merely throw it out for the consideration of the Senator from 
Massachusetts and other Senators. I beg the Senate to adhere to 
the decision as they have heretofore made it. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not propose to argue this 
question now, if [argue itatall. If the Senator from Wisconsin 
| Mr. SPOONER] shall be able to take his place within a day or two, 
I hope to escape the duty of arguing the case altogether, because 
that Senator has fully studied it; but I should like to point out, 
while the matter is fresh, that the distinction made by the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. Pettus] does not exist. The President is not 
the sole power in the matter of Executive appointments. 

Mr. PETTUS. In those cases to which I limited it. 

Mr. HOAR. The President is not the sole power in the matter 
of Executive appointments in those cases. It is trnein form that 
the President makes all appointments; it is literally and strictly 
true that it is so in fact; but the framers of the Constitution com- 
mitted to the Senate the large share of Executive selection, which 
consists in the power of approval or of rejection. The President, 
therefore, can make no appointments without the Senate’s con- 
sent, and the President making an effective appointment alone is 
as much an exception to the general policy as the governor’s 
making an appointment of a Senator temporarily and for a short 
time. 

The question is, Does the word ‘‘happen” imply that it is only 
unforeseen, fortuitous, accidental, unexpected vacancies that the 
governor can fill, or does the word ‘“‘happen” mean occur, come 
to pass, take place? All of those meanings were accepted mean- 
ings in our language when the Constitution was framed. They 
are found in Johnson's Dictionary as among the meanings of the 
word ‘‘happen”—‘‘come to pass;” and then in the more recent 
dictionaries, ‘‘ occur,” ‘‘take place.” That is true; for in the Eng- 
lish version of the Scripture, which was then and is now the great 
single rule andexample of pure and correct English, the Evangelist 
says that they ‘‘ talked together of all these things which had hap- 
pened,” the things which had happened being the death and resur- 
rection of Christ—things which had been certain, foreordained, or 
foreknown as the greatest transaction in human history from the 
beginning of time. 

Now, the question is, does the phrase ‘“‘if a vacancy happen” 
mean if @ vacancy come to pass, or does it mean if a vacancy come 
by chance? That is all there is of this question. 

In two other clauses of the Constitution the same language is 
used, to wit: ‘‘ If a vacancy "—— 

Mr. TURNER. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. HOAR. Not now, if you please. 

If a vacancy happen in an executive office during the recess of 
the Senate, the President, without the Senate, may fill it; and it 
is settled by the Supreme Court, and by the action of the Senate 
itself in dealing with these offices, that that means if a vacancy 
occur or take place, but not come by chance. 

Then there is another clause in the same Constitution which 


















CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


says if a vacancy happens in the House of Representatives in the 
representation from any State, the governor thereof shall issue 
his warrant for a new election; and the governor issues his war- 
rant, the same language being used precisely if the vacancy is the 
result of no election for a term that is beginning as if it occurred 
in any other manner. 

Now I will hear the Senator from Washington. 

Mr. TURNER. I wish to ask the Senator if it is not true that 
the Senate on a number of occasions, in considering the question 
of the power of the President to appoint during the recess of the 
Senate, has not put itself on record as against the Executive prac- 
tice? 

Mr. HOAR. They did formerly, but they have entirely acqui- 
esced since. 

Mr. TURNER. Has it been done by any formal vote? 

Mr. HOAR. Ina thousand ways, by providing for the appoint- 
ment of such officers. 

Mr. TURNER. Did the Senate not expressly refuse to acqui- 
esce by a formal vote in the early days? 

Mr. HOAR. That was one of the questions which early came 
up; but now we provide for the appointment of those officers in 
our appropriation bills, and we create new offices and adjourn. 
We have created again and again commissions and other offices in 
our diplomatic relations and in our domestic affairs which the 
highest interests of the country require should go into operation 
at once, providing in terms that the duty shall be done at once, 
and then the Senate adjourns and leaves the President to fill them 
under this construction. It is settled by the action of the Senate. 

Mr. President, that is the language of the Constitution, used in 
three places; and in regard to ee yo the Senate it is accom- 
panied by a statement that there shall be two Senators from each 
State, which there can not be ordinarily unless this construction 
for which we contend is put upon the language. The State of 
Mississippi elects a legislature competent to fill a vacancy in the 
Senate only once in four years. If they have a legislature com- 

osed of three parties, Populists, Republicans, who are protection- 
ists, and Democrats, who are free traders, there, without their 
fault, there are three parties, neither one of whom can coalesce 
with the other and elect a Senator without a violation of their 
oaths of office, their sense of duty, and their consciences. 

That is not the fault of the State. It would be the disgrace of 
the State if it were otherwise. In that case suppose, in addition 
to one Senator’s term expiring, another Senator dies, and the log: 
islature meets. Mississippi, which the Constitution says s 
have two Senators here, is to 
body on your construction. 
in substance. 

There are three clauses, two of them settled, that the word 
‘*happen ” means ‘‘ occur, take place, or come to pass,” a well-set- 
tled meaning in the usage of our language at that time and ever 
since, and the third being one accompanied by a solemn constitu- 
tional enactment. The one thing that all the States but one put 
together can not do is to take away from a State its equal repre- 
sentation in this body, and yet you are taking it away by this con- 
struction. 

Mr. President, if it be true that the word ‘‘ happen” means what 
it means in other places making a like provision, and what the 
language means in the common, received, and accepted usage, you 
get into the mud; you get into the shallows at once by giving it 
any other construction. One Senator says the governor can not 
appoint if the legislature had met or has had a chance to meet. 
What has that to do with it? The Constitution says if there isa 
vacancy; it does not say anything about these things. Another 
Senator says that the governor can not appoint if the vacancy is 
at the beginning of aterm. What has that to do with it? The 
Constitution says if there is a vacancy you shall doit. That is 
the constitutional provision. 

Then you come to the matter of stare decisis, which my honor- 
able friend has dwelt on—standing by decisions. In the Kensey 
Johns case it is true that by a divided vote it was held that, the 
legislature having been in session, the governor could not appoint; 
but the Senate took that back six or seven years after in case 
of Samuel Smith, where the legislature had not only met and had 
a chance to elect, but where they had solemnly voted that they 
would not elect, That is a case of fault, if there can be one sup- 
posed. There had been a solemn vote that they would not elect, 
and yet the Senate seated Mr. Samuel Smith, and followed that 
decision in a series of decisions, which I quote in my report, from 
that date down through all the New Hampshire cases. Then, in 
the case of Lez MANTLE, by a majority of one vote—a majority 
due notoriously not to a constitutional opinion, but to the opinion 
of some people who thought it was a smart thing not to seat three 
silver men at once in this body—the Senate took it back. 

Now, I call upon my honorable friend from Alabama to apply 
his own doctrine. He says he would not have stood by the de- 
cision in the ane cases against John Hampden and against 

. Will he stand by this Lee Mantle decision against the 


o four years unrepresented in this 
here is the constitutional argument 


FEBRUARY 17, 


—— 


right of a sovereign State to be represented here? He says that 
he would not stand by the decisions of the Supreme Court of the 
United States in not giving effect to the old statute, and what 
would be a fair constitutional construction if you had not a stat- 
ute, that the laws of the State shall be administered in the Su- 
rues Court—that he would wipe out the last decision and go 

ack. He says, if I unders him correctly, that he would 
not stand by the decision of the Supreme Court in the legal-tender 
cases—though I think the decision was right—and would go back 
to what he regards as the ancient and true doctrine. 

Come back to these dozen decisions which have taken back the 
blunder in the Kensey Johns case again and again and again on a 
solemn argument, and not get to wandering any longer in this 
miserable mud and morass and swamp that you got into by your 
Lee Mantle case, when at the very session of the Senate when the 
Lee Mantle case was decided the Senator whose one vote changed 
the result owed his own seat to the contrary doctrine, the atten- 
tion of the Senate having been fully called to what they were 
doing, although it is true no contest was actually made. 

I will not elaborate at this late day the talk about stare decisis. 
There are some things that may be settled by decisions, but the 
right of sovereign States to be here to vote on their own great in- 
terests and on great national interests never will be settled by any 
political devices or by decisions made under any political tempta- 
tion until they are settled right. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. H. L. 
OVERSTREET, one of its clerks, announced that the House had dis- 
agreed to the amendments of the Sentate to the bill (H. R. 7441) 
making appropriations for fortifications and other works of de- 
fense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy 
ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes, asks a con- 
ference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Hemenway, Mr. Pitney, 
= Mr. McRAz managers at the conference on the part of the 

ouse. 

FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CULLOM. In the absence of the Senator who has charge 
of the bill which has just come from the House of Representa- 
tives, I ask that it may be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7441) making appropriations for for- 
tifications and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, 
for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and 
for other purposes, and asking for a conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate insist on its amend- 
ments and accede to the request of the House of Representatives 
for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to; and, by unanimous consent, the Pre- 
siding Officer was authorized to appoint the conferees on the part 
of the Senate. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After seven minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 
15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow Friday, 
February 18, 1898, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 17, 1898. 
. ae House met at 12 o’clock m., and was called to order by the 
¥, 
"the Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 


proved. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. CoupEn, 
THE BANKRUPTCY BILL. 


- Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the bankruptcy bill. 
Mr. HENDERSON. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman 

from Massachusetts [Mr. may = 
Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, I have the honor to represent 4 

district interested in the enactment of a national bankrupt law. 

The city in which I live is devoted almost exclusively to the 

manufacture of shoes, sold in all parts of the Union. From every 

part of the district there is daily sent upon credit manufactured 
goods to the remotest corner of the land. The people have felt 
the sore need of a law upon the subject of bankruptcy national in 
its operations. Although not a member of the committee which 


has prepared the ding bill, I have given it my most careful 
caulibeniion, I should not feel in silent upon 
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: Although it is not to me in all its de- 
this —, to support it with my voice and vote, 
uld er to postpone 
aa te bill is read the second time and open to amendment. 


But it is very apparent to those who understand the effect of ver 

ne 

second reading of the bill and for 
Those of us who have convictions 


agreement to vote upon the passage of the bill on 

int en ain coven eaten 
never 

oan — the bill as a whole or upon its details must there- 

fore do so within the time allowed for general debate, 

aa home to every resident of an industrial or commercial com- 


munity. It is not unnatural that it should excite in this House 


the 
quarter, 


existence the operations of all State laws upon the same subject- 
matter. 


Each of us looks upon the pending measure in the light of the 


law which controls his own jurisdiction and compares it with 
that. As each section of it conforms or fails to conform to our 
home law, we are likely to approve or disapprove it. 
of this is that the discussion takes on a sectional color, which is to 
be deplored. The title of this measure is ‘‘An act to establish a 
uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the United States.” 
Its scope, its benefits, or its burdens, if thete be such, are national 
in their character. 

In my opinion the true interests of all sections of the country 
upon this subject are alike. All of us have creditors; all of us 
have debtors. The debtors are creditors, and the creditors are 
debtors. We ought each and all in this matter to exercise our 
best judgment and discretion as legislators. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] in his most ad- 
mirable speech yesterday took the greatest pains to demonstrate 
to the House that the measure under consideration was not an 
Eastern measure. It appears to be essential in these days to do so 
in order to promote the success of any legislation before Congress. 

I can assure the House that this measure is not an Eastern 
measure. It is not in all respects such a measure as the Eastern 
members would have drawn if they had been able, uncontrolled, 
to embody in a law their own views upon the subject. But we 
have recognized that the interests of all sections of the country 
are to be consulted in the drafting of an act of such importance 
and scope as that under consideration, and that to insure action 
each must yield something to the wishes of the other. 

It appears from the remarks of one gentleman that the large 
amount of debts owing from other sections of the country to the 
East troubles him; but gentlemen must remember that a large 
portion of those debts are secured by mortgage or otherwise, and 
do not fall within the purview of a national bankrupt law, which 
concerns itself principally with the unsecured debts of trade and 
commerce. 

Gentlemen talk as if the sole purpose of a bankruptcy law was 
to discharge existing obligations of present debtors. Important 
as that consideration may be, it is but an incident. I believe it 
to be of more serious consequence that the law which we shall 
enact will regulate commercial intercourse—the enormous com- 
mercial intercourse within the States and between the States— 
during all the time that the law shall remain in effect. 

The demand for the passage of a bankrupt law rests upon two 
desires which can not be fulfilled without it. In the first place, 
the desire that the debtor may obtain a discharge from his obliga- 
tions which shall be in every State in the Union, and in the 
second place, the desire that all creditors of a debtor really insol- 
vent shall share equally in his assets. 

It is the relief from misfortune on the one hand and relief from 
fraud on the other which is desired. It is impossible to found 
a bankruptcy law upon either of these desires taken by itself. 
Only by combining them do we get a sufficient public interest 


in support of this legislation to render its enactment possible. 
Only by combining the two features of voluntary and involuntary 
ba ptcy im one act can we accomplish both of the results 


which are so eagerly desired. 

Time will not permit me to review the provisions of the bill in 
detail. Iwill confine myself to one feature of it, within which 
is contained all which gentlemen, in substance, differ. 
ined in the bitterest terms of the involun- 
tary feature of the bill. The gentleman from Colorado, Mr. BELL, 
now sitting before me, spoke of it rday as ‘‘the most drastic, 
the most merciless, the most piratic statute which has ever stood 
— the American statute books.” He compares it unfavorably 

th every bankrupt law which has existed, and with the act of 
1867, which was the last national law u the subject. Without 
comment I will read the provisions of law of 1867 concernin: 
the acts upon which a@ petition in involuntary bankruptcy co 





my own discussion of this subject 


nce of this measure can not be exaggerated. It 


greatest interest. It is not unnatural that it should meet in 
some of its differing features something of dissent from every 
dissent to one provision here and to another there. The 
reason is not far to seek. If the bill, or any bill upon the subject 
of bankruptcy, should become a law, it would suspend during its 


The result 
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be founded, and ask gentlemen to compare them with the provi- 
sions of this bill. By the act of 1867 as amended an involuntary 
petition lay against one— 


who after the passage of this act shall depart from the State, District, or 
Territory of which he is an inhabitant, with intent to defraud his creditors; 
or, being absent, shall, with such intent, remain absent: or shall conceal (b) 
himself to avoid the service of legal process in any action for the recovery 
of a debt or demand provable under this act; or shall conceal (c) or remove 
any of his property to avoid its being attached, taken, or sequestered on le- 

process; or shall make any assignment, gift, sale, conveyance, or transfer 
of his estate, property, rights, or credits, either within the United States or 
elsewhere, with intent (d) to delay, defraud, or hinder his creditors; or who 
has been arrested (e) and held in custody under or by virtue of mesne proc- 
ess or execution issued out of any court of the United States or of any State, 
District, or Territory within which such debtor resides or has property, 
founded upon a demand in its nature provable against a bankrupt’s estate 
under this act, and for a sum exceeding $100, and such process is remaining 
in force and not discharged by payment, or inany other manner provided by 
the law of the United States, or of such State, District,or Territory appli- 
cable thereto for a period of twenty days, or has been actually imprisoned 
for more than twenty days in a civil action founded on contract for the sum 
of $100 or upward; or who, being bankrupt or insolvent, (¢) or in contem- 
plation of bankruptcy or insolvency, shall make any payment, gift, grant, 
sale, conveyance, or transfer of money or other property, estate, rights, or 
credits, or confess judgment, or give any warrant to confess judgment, or 
procure his property to be taken on eal process with intent to give a pref- 
erence (g) to one or more of his creditors, or to any person or persons who 
are or may be liable for him as indorsers, bail, sureties, or otherwise, or 
with the intent, by such disposition of his property to defeat (h) or delay the 
operation of this act; or who, beinga bank, banker, broker, merchant, trader, 
(j) manufacturer, or miner, has fraudulently stopped payment, or who, being 
a bank, banker, broker, merchant, trader, manufacturer, or mintr, has 
stopped or suspended and not resumed payment, within a period of forty 
days. of his commercial paper (made or passed in the course of his business 
as such), or who, being a bank or banker, shall fail for furty days to pay any 
depositor upon demand of payment lawfully made. 


But let us see if the assertions of the gentleman are true. I 
venture to assert that the involuntary features of this bill, with 
the safeguards which are thrown about them are not only not 
drastic, not merciless, not piratic, but are so mild asalmost to be- 
come ineffective. The main provisions of the bill relating to in- 
voluntary bankruptcy are as follows: 


Sec. 2. Acts of bankruptcy.—a Acts of bankruptcy by a person shall consist 
of his having (1) concealed himself, departed or remainel away from his 
place of business, residence, or domicile with intent to avoid the service of 
civil process and to defeat his creditors, and shall not have returned at least 
forty-eight hours before the filing of a petition in bankruptcy, and befo-e the 
rights of creditors shall have been imp od, altered, or interfered with: (2) 
failed for thirty days and untila petition is filed while insolvent to secure 
the release of any property levied upon under process of law for $500 or over 
or if sach property is to be sold within such time under such process then 
until three days before the time fixed for such sale; (3) made a transfer of 
any of his property with intent to defeat his creditors and has not regained 
the ownership and possession of such property before the rights of creditors 
have been altered, impaired, or changed by reason of such transfer and at 
least ten days before the commencement of a proceedingin bankruptcy: | 
made an assignment for the benefit of his creditors or filed in court a written 
statement admitting his inability to pay his debts; (5) made, while insolvent, a 
transfer of any of his property or suffered any of it to be taken or levied upon 
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by process of law or otherwise for the purpose of giving a preference, and has 
not regained the ownership of such property or released same from such levy 
before the rights of creditors shall have been altered, changed, or impaired by 









reason of such transfer, taking, or levy, and at least ten days before the com- 
mencement of a proceeding in bankruptcy; (6) procured or suffered a judg- 
ment to be entered against himself with intent to defeat his creditors, and 
suffered same to remain unpaid until ten days before the filing of a petition 
in bankruptcy, provided that a payment or satisfaction of seek a judgment 
by a sale of any of the debtor’s property or from the proceeds of such asale 
shall not be deemed a payment of such judgment under the provisions 













f this 
section; (7) secreted any of his property to avoid its being levied upon under 
legal process against himself and to defeat his creditors, and has not surren- 
dered such property to such legal process at least ten days before the tiling 
of a petition in bankruptcy; (8) suffered while insolvent an execution from 
a court of record for $#or over, or a number of executionsaggregating such 
amount, against himself to be returned no “property found,” unles; tho 
—— shown to be due by such executions shall be paid before a petition is 
led. 

b A petition may be filed against a person who has committed an act of 
bankruptcy within four months after the commission of such act. Such time 
shall not expire until four months after (1) the date of the recording or reg- 
istering of the transfer or assignment when the act consists in having made 


a transfer of any of his property with intent to defeat his creditors o 
surpose of giving a preference as hereinbefore provided, or an assignment 
bor the benefit of his creditors, if by law such recording or registering is re- 
quired or permitted, or, if it is not, from the date when the beneficiary takes 
notorious, exclusive, or continuous possession of the property, unless the 


r for the 






. 


pe- 
titioning creditors have received actual notice of such transfer or assign- 
ment; or (2) the date of the return of legal process when the act consists in 


having secreted any of his property to avoid its being levied upon unde: 
process against himself and to defeat his creditors, as hereinbefore prov 1. 

When a petition is filed by any person for the purpose of having another 
declared or adjudged a bankrupt the petitioner shall file herewith, or within 
five days thereafter,and before any action is taken thereon, and in the samo 
court, a bond, with at least two good and sufficient sureties who shall reside 
within the jurisdiction of said court, to be approved by the court or a judge 
thereof,in such sum as the court shal! direct, conditioned for the payment 
to the respondent, his or her heirs, executors, administrators, or assigns, all 
expenses, damages occasioned by the wrongful institution of such proceed- 
ings, costs, and counsel fees to be allowed by the court. If such petition be 
dismissed by the court, or withdrawn by the petitioner with leave of the 
court, the respondent or respondents shall be allowed al! damages occasioned 
by the wron, Pal institution of such proceedings, counsel fees, and costs in- 
curred in defending against said proceedings, and the same shall be paid by 
the principal and sureties on said bond. 

And for the purpose of ascertaining the damages, costs, and counsel fees sus- 
tained by the respondent, the court shall have jurisdiction of the principaland 
sureties on said bond without issue of further process against them, upon the 
an pees filing in the court a statement of the amount of damages, costs, 
and counsel fees claimed by him; and the amount shall be ascertaine! by a 
jury in said court, or by the court, with the consent of the parties thereto. 
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Sec. 19. Jury trials.—aA person against whom an involuntary petition has 
been filed shall be entitled to havea trial by jury, in respect to any act of 
bankruptcy alleged in such petition to have been committed, upon filing a 
written application therefor at or before the time within which an answer 
may be fi fed. If such application is not filed within such time, a trial by jury 
shall be deemed to have been waived. 

SEc. 69. Possession of property.—a A judge may, upon satisfactory proof, 
by affidavit, that a bankrupt against whom an involuntary petition has been 
filed and is pending has committed an act of bankruptcy, or has neglected or 
is neglecting, or is about to so neglect his property that it has thereby de- 
teriorated or is thereby Ctoeens or is about thereby to deteriorate in 
value, issue a warrant to the marshal to seize and hold it subject to further 
orders. Before such warrant is issued the petitioners applying therefor shall 
enter into a bond in such an amount as the judge shall fix, with such sureties 
as he shall approve, conditioned to indemnify such bankrupt for such dam- 
ages as he shall sustain in the event such seizure shall prove to have heen 
wrongfully obtained. Such property shall be released, if such bankrupt shali 
give bond in a sum which shall be fixed by the judge, with such sureties as 

@ shall approve, conditioned to turn over such property, or pay the value 
thereof in money to the trustee, in the event he is adjudged a bankrupt pur- 
suant to such petition. 


Upon examination it will be seen that there are eight acts of 
bankruptcy and eight only. 

The first one is where a debtor has concealed himself with in- 
tent to avoid the service of civil process and to defeat his creditors. 

Who can complain of that? I havein my memory now a recent 
case which occurred in my own home, where a debtor abandoned 
his home, abandoned his business, and the creditors, in proceed- 
ings under the local insolvency law, took possession of the busi- 
ness for the interest of the workmen and for the interest of the 
creditors. What other course is possible, except to allow the 
property to go to waste and the interests of all concerned to suffer? 

The second cause is where he has failed for thirty days, while 
insolvent, to secure the release of any property which has been 
levied upon under process of law. 

The next is where he has made a transfer of his property with 
intent to defeat his creditors. 

The next is where he has made an assi ent for the benefit of 
his creditors or confessed in writing his solvency. 

The next is where he has made, while insolvent, a transfer of 
his property for the purpose of giving a preference. 

The next is where he has procured or suffered a judgment with 
intent to defeat his creditors. 

The next is where he has secreted his property to avoidits being 
taken under legal process by his creditors. 

The next is where he has suffered, when insolvent, an execution 
ofa court of record for $500 or over to bereturned with the indorse- 
ment of ‘‘ No property found.” 

Gentlemen will observe that of these eight causes of insolvency 
four, the first, third, sixth, and seventh, involve the allegation 
and proof of actual fraud. Three, the second, fifth, and eighth, 
involve the allegation and proof of actual insolvency. And what 
2 ony under this law? It is defined in the first section as 

ollows: 


Insolvent, as applied to a person,shall mean that his property is not suffi- 
cient in amount, at a fair valuation, to pay his debts. 


There was never a definition of insolvency so favorable to the 
debtor enunciated by any statute or by any court as that. 

The eighth and last of these causes of involuntary bankruptcy 
is the assigning of all his property for the benefit of his creditors 
or the written confession of his inability to pay his debts. In 
short, a debtor can not be adjudged a bankrupt except upon the 
proof of actual fraud or the proof or confession of actual insol- 
vency. What is there harsh about this? If I can have my way, 
and if the opportunity offers to me, I shall seek to amend this bill 
by adding the familiar act of bankruptcy, the dishonor of com- 
mercial paper while insolvent. Because I believe that when a 
debtor can not meet, either by renewal or payment, his commer- 
cial paper, it is a sign of absolute financial decay and impending 
financial death. 

Butmore. Inthe first place, the debtor, when a petition in invol- 
untary bankruptcy is filed against him, has the right of a trial by 
jury. In the second place, the creditor who files the petition is 
compelled to give him a bond with sufficient sureties residing 
within the jurisdiction for the payment not only of costs and 
counsel fees in case of failure but even of all damages which the 
debtor may incur by reason of the process. Why, Mr. Speaker, 
everyone knows that when the provisions of this bill are pre- 
sented to a lawyer who seeks to advise his client in the path of 
safety he must tell him that in every one of the cases except that 
which depends upon the voluntary act of the debtor himself—the 
assignment for the benefit of his creditors—he must be absolutely 
sure that he can prove allegations involving either fraud or actual 
insolvency beyond all question or stay his hand. 

The provisions in this respect are so restrictive that I believe 
they almost emasculate the vigor of the involuntary feature of the 
bill. And I for one should hesitate to vote for the bill were it not 
for the fact that it leaves the way open and plain where a debtor 
has made an assignment, with preferences or without preferences, 
for the benefit of his creditors, and thereby striltes down those 
odious preferences, often fraudulent, always beyond the reach of 
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investigation, to relatives or friends, vo favored créditors or confed- 
erates, which have se injured the credit of many sections of this 
country and dishonored the good name of the commercial world. 

The gentleman from Colorado — BELL] yesterday told us that 
there were provisions in this bill which would prevent a debtor 
from borrowing upon security from his bank, or from his friends, 
and [ notice this morning in the REcorD, by reading the gentle- 
man’s speech, that I did not mistake his meaning. Iam glad to 
have betore me this morning the accomplished gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Ray], who took = in, drafting the bill, and I 
venture to say that it was not the purpose of the committee to 
bring about any such object as that, and that it was not the result 
of the committee’s work to accomplish it. 

Mr. RAY of New York. There is no such provision in the bill 
as the gentleman from Colorado states. 

Mr.MOODY. There is nosuch provision in the bill, as the gen- 
tleman S&ys. 

Mr. BELL. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. MOODY. The gentleman must remember that I have very 
little time. 9 

Mr. BELL. I will beveryrapid. I want to ask one long ques- 
tion and two or three short ones. 

Mr. MOODY. I shall not have any time, then. 
gle question. 

Mr. BELL. I shall have to ask you two or three questions, 

Mr. MOODY. Ican not do that. 

Mr. BELL. Then I want to ask you if, under this statute, the 
local banker does not lose the right of attachment under the State 
statute—if he does not lose the right toa suit on a judgment note? 

Mr. MOODY. No, That is a part—— 

Mr. BELL. Wait a minute. I will ask the gentleman if he 
does not lose the right of taking a judgment by confession, and if 
he does not lose all the right that he usually has of protecting him- 
self by local remedies? 

Mr. MOODY. Oh, no, Mr. Speaker; not. atall. He loses some 
of those things when the act is fraudulent, but he loses none of 
them unless the act is fraudulent. 

Mr. BELL. Does he lose the right to a judgment—— 

Mr. MOODY. I know the gentleman will excuse me, my time 
is so short. 

ane BELL. I do not want the gentleman to put me in a wrong 
position. 

Mr. MOODY. I donot intend to do that. 

Mr. BELL. I take the ground—— 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman must pardon me. 
I will submit my remarks to him, and if I have done him an in- 
justice, he shall have the privilege of revising them with me. I 
do not intend to + sa him in a wrong position. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, my colleague (Mr. McCatt] 
yielded me fifteen minutes of histime. I should like to avail my- 
self of that courtesy at the present time. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts that the gentleman from Illinois desires—— 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, if I can be recognized, I will yield 
fifteen minutes to my colleague. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, to return for a moment to the con- 
tention of the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELL]. I do not de- 
sire to argue it in detail, but I ask his consideration to two pro- 
visions in the bill, one contained in page 68, section 60: 

Preferred creditors.—a A person shall be deemed to have given a prefer 
ence if, being insolvent or in contemplation of insolvency, or bankruptcy, he 
has procured or suffered a judgment to be entered against himself in favor of 
any person, or made a transfer of any of his property with intent to (1) de- 


feat the operation of this act; or (2) enable any one of his creditors to obtain 


a ae percentage of his debt than any other of such creditors of the same 
c a 


Ask me a sin- 


And one, also, on page 76, which is in these words: 


d Liens given or accepted in good faith and not in contemplation of or in 
fraud upon this act, and for a present consideration, which have been re- 
corded according to law, if record thereof was necessary in order to impart 
notice, shall not be affected by this act. 

Mr. Speaker, I would not seek to misrepresent the purpose of 
~ gentleman, but I invite his consideration of these parts of the 

ill. 

In my opinion the language of section 60 is not happily chosen. 
It would be wise to amend that section so that it would clearly 
appear that there conld be no preference by procuring or suffer- 
ing a judgment or transferring property except to a xisting 
creditor. It is likely that that section, in view of the technical 
meaning of the word “preference” and in connection with the 
provision in regard to liens just quoted, is clear enough; yetif the 
slightest doubt exists about the giving of collateral to secure a 
present loan, it ought to be cleared up and can be by very slight 
amendment. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I can not indulge in further discussion of the 
details of the bill. I desire to bring to the House one or two gen- 
eral considerations. The strongest opposition which it finds 
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some great wholesale houses in different parts of the 
wae ae reason for that is plain. They have a great corps 
of personal credit agents who go out into all sections of the land 
and inquire into the condition of every one of their customers. 
They know more about his condition than he knows himself. 
They know, if he is going downhill, just how long he can be al- 
lowed to go safely. ey carry him, in the graphic language of 
the trade, and they drop him, or drop as much of him as they can, 
when they see that his failure is inevitable. And these men, al- 
though they may be laxge creditors at the time of the failure, will 
always be found to have been still larger creditors in the past 
when you look back over the books of the bankrupt. 7 

It is no wonder that they oppose this bill. It is not in their in- 
terest, but it is in the interest of most of the moderate manufac- 
turers, dealers, and jobbers all over the land, and in the interest, 
the true interest, I believe, of every man who in the -ommercial 
world seeks to contract a debt which he a and e: ts to pay. 

I noticed with a good deal of interest the amendinent of the 

mtleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWoop], printed in the 

ECORD this morning. 

The amendments suggested by the ——- from Alabama 

Mr. UNDERWOOD] are evidently intended to strip this bill of all 
its involuntary features. I for one, if those amendments shouid 
prevail, can not support the bill by my vote, because I believe that 
the passage of the Nelson bill, or of any bankrupt act which shall 
include only the voluntary features, would be a great commercial 
calamity. e ordinary manufacturer, the ordinary dealer, 
would be unable to take the risks which would be heaped upon 
him if a voluntary bankruptcy law of the character to which I 
have alluded should be passed. It would force all trade, all deal- 
ings of every kind, into great and powerful houses which have 
within their control a corps of aw investigators. It would 
contract the flow of currency by loans from one section of the 
country to the other, because no bank, no individual, would be 
willing to lend money far away from home if the law left the 
lender without remedy against the fraud of the borrower. It 
would restrict credit. It would pile up the money in the money 
centers where already there is too much of it. It would raise the 
rates of interest in this country where the rates are already high, 
and lower them where they already are low. The passage of such 
a law would be a calamity the effect of which I will not under- 
take to judge or measure. 

I have indulged in some criticism of this bill, a criticism which 
almost to myself seems ungracious, because the more I read and 
consider it the more full, complete, and comprehensive it appears 
to be. I find in one ey of the bill something missing, and as I 
read further on I find it in some other place. The country owes 
to the Committee on the Judiciary its most earnest gratitude for 
the product of their labors during these many months, and I be- 
lieve that that committee will receive it. Those who dread the 
effects of the involuntary features of this bill, in my opinion, will 
find them largely imaginary when the bill comes into operation. 
They dread the evils which to them, perhaps, are unknown. I 
live in a jurisdiction where we have an insolvent law much more 
stringent than the one under consideration. It has been in oper- 
ation now for twenty years. 

We elect a legislature every year, and it meets every year, and 
there has never been a movement for its repeal or substantial 
modification. We have debtors in Massachusetts as well as debt- 
ors in Alabama. We owe the people of the South and the West 
for the raw material which is brought into our State and worked 
up into the thousand er the cunning hands of our artisans, 
as they owe us for the finish roduct which we send in turn to 
them. The i rights of the debtor are as sacred to me as the 
just rights of the creditor—no more and no less. 

I believe that this bill is not sectional in itscharacter. It is not 
a bill to favor either the East, the South, or the West. Why, Mr. 
8 er, a bill which is supported by a Texas Democrat, a Massa- 
chusetts Republican, and framed by a committee controlled by 
the spirit which comes from the Mississippi Valley is, we can be 
assured, neither partisan nor sectional. 

I shall vote for this bill because I believe it will increase the 
commerce between the States; that it will render credit easier; 
that money will flow more freely under its operation from the 
congested centers into the places where it is needed, and that, 
above all, it will promote fair dealing and honesty in the land. 
If it becomes a law, it will be one of those measures which will 
enable all of the country to share in the abundant prosperity 


be fulfillment and full promise is now with us. [Ap- 

use. 

oo peaker, I yield back to the chairman the remainder of my 
e. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
tes to present a bill. 
DERSO 


. N. Mr. Speaker, I want to understand what 
has been done. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 


McCaLt] has yielded fifteen minutes to his colleague. If there 
be no objection—— 

Mr. HENDERSON. Idonot understand that that can be done, 
with all deference to my friend from Massachusetts. The House 
authorized me to control the time in favor of the bill; and if that 
sort of thing is done, I can tell nothing about what I am doing in 
distributing the time. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, I understood that my colleague, 
the chairman of the committee, had agreed that I should have an 
hour’s time at another part in the debate. I would, of course, 
expect to take fifteen minutes less of that time were I to yield to 
my colleague. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I understand that; but if the gentleman is 
going to use but thirty or forty-five minutes, I have got to give it 
to others, because there are more applications than I can possibly 
serve, and, with leave to print, I should prefer that the other course 
be taken. 

Mr. McCALL. I suppose, Mr. Speaker, I could consume an 
hour's time. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I believe that I have time allotted to me 
later, and I will give fifteen minutes of it to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Can the gentleman from Massachusetts 
get along with ten minutes? 

Mr. MOODY. I will, because I will have to do so in deference 
to the wishes of gentlemen. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The gentleman knows that I am acting in 
all fairness, as he only asked ten minutes at first. 

Mr. MOODY. I acknowledge my obligations to the courtesy of 
the gentleman from Iowa. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, with the consent of the gentle- 
man from Iowa, I want two minutes to report back from the 
Committee on Appropriations an urgency matter touching the 
courts, with a couple of Senate amendments which I am satisfied 
will not cause any discussion. 

Mr. HENDERSON. All right; with that understanding. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


se (H. R. 7983) making appropriations for expenses of United States 
courts. 


The amendments of the Senate were read, as follows: 


PUBLIC PRINTING AND BINDING. 

For the public printing, for the public binding, and 
printing, including the cost of printing the debates aa proceedings of Con- 
gress in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and for lithographing, mapping, and 
engraving for both Houses of Congress, including salaries or compensation of 
all necessary clerks and employees, for labor (by the day, piece, or contract), 
and for rents and all the necessary materials which may be needed in the 
prosecution of the work, $300,000. 

Training vessel for Naval Academy: To enable the Secretary of the Navy 
toexecute the contract for the construction of the composite vessel, propelled 
by sail, to be used for the training of cadets at the Naval Academy. the addi- 
tional sum of $125,000 is hereby appropriated for the completion and outfit of 
the said vessel upon the plans and specifications of the Department. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent— 

Mr. BAILEY. I could not distinctly hear the Clerk. I desire 
to ask the gentleman—— 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 
again read the amendments. 

The amendments were again read. 

Mr. CANNON, I think I can state to the gentleman—— 

Mr. BAILEY. I simply wanted to inquire if there was any ap- 
propriation for a new building at Annapolis? 

r. CANNON. Oh, no, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands not. 

Mr. CANNON. Iask unanimous consent to consider this bill 
now and concur in the Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent to consider the bill now. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The question was taken; and the Senate amendments were 
agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
been the Senate amendments were concurred in was laid on the 
table. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment to the 
title will be agreed to. 

There was no objection. 


aper for the public 


The Clerk will 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed with amendments the bili 
(H. R. 7441) making appropriations for fortifications and other 
works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement 
of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes, 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
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following resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

Resolved by the Senat, (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, ard he is here ‘f irected to prepare and submit an 
estimate of the cost of widening and deepening Deep Creek, Virginia, from 


the south branch of the Elizabeth River to the new lock at the Dismal 
Swamp Canal. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts 
allow me just a moment? 

Mr. MOODY. Certainly. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous 
consent that the Senate amendments to House bill 7441 be printed 
and numbered, and the House nonconcur in all the amendments 
and request a conference. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SHERMAN). Is there objec- 
tion to the request of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HEMEN- 
WAY], that the Senate amendments to House bill 7441 be printed 
and numbered consecutively and that the House nonconcur in all 
the amendments and requesta conference? [Afterapause.] The 
Chair hears none, and it will be so ordered. 

THE BANKRUPTCY BILL. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I yield thirty minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. SeTrie}. , 

Mr.SETTLE. Mr. Speaker, whatever differences of opinion 
there may be as to the merits of this bill, lam quite sure we are 
all agreed as to its importance. I am freetosay that, in my judg- 
ment, no more important measure has engaged or will engage the 
attention of Congress during its present session. What the out- 
come will be I can not know, but I feel impressed that in one 
event it will be fraught with great good and in another event 
that it will be franght with untold evil to the country. 

I shall treat this matter as out of the domain of politics. It has 
been well said that there is no politics in the pending bill; and there 
is none in the ordinary sense in which we employ that word. 
But there is much and everything in it of true politics—that 
which concerns the State and the interests of the State. 

The distinguished chairman of the committee who reported the 
bill said to the House yesterday that the demands of the country for 
such abillare urgent andpressing. Heinformed the House that he 
had received a communication from the Democraticmembers of the 
legislature of his own State requesting the passage of a bill that 
would be fair to debtors and creditors alike; and he assumed that 
the language of that request admitted of the construction that he 
placed upon it—that they desired the passage of a bill combining 
the voluntary and the involuntary features. I submit that such 
a construction is not authorized. I know not what those Iowa 
Democrats meant; but if they are in accord with their Democratic 
brethren everywhere else, they are opposed to a bill that contains 
the involuntary feature of bankruptcy. May they not have had 
in view, and is it not probable they did, that a voluntary bank- 
ruptcy bill may contain provisions that are unjust either to the 
debtor or to the creditor, and that it was to guard against such a 
bill that the request was preferred? 

The distinguished gentleman further appealed to this side of 
the House, in view of their pretensions at the extra session+in 
view of their taunts at the extra session—to rally now to the sup- 

ort of the bill pending and maintain their professions then made, 

t is true that the Democratic minority and the friends of the 
bankruptcy bill did press for a consideration of this question at the 
extra session; and it is likewise true that this committee, whose 
chairman now recognizes its urgency and must perforce be com- 

elled to say that he recognized it then, refused to permit the 

ouse to act upon the bill. We did not taunt you, however, with 
not introducing this bill, but any bill—any old thing—that might 
bring the matter to the attention of the House. And yet, on the 
23d day of April, 1897, the Senate bill on this subject was referred 
to this committee, and it slumbered and slept there until only a 
few days ago, when it was reported. Why did the committee per- 
mit the spring to pass and the summer to pass and autumn to 
come and go and spring almost approaching again before they 
brought this matter to the attention of the House? Was it be- 
cause of the urgent press of public business? Is it not a well- 
remembered fact that that which exercised us most and gave us 
most concern during all that sultry spring and summer was how 
we might pass away the time hanging idle on our hands in this 
gay capital of the country? 

And now that the bill is presented, in what questionable shape 
does it come? Weasked for relief. Have we obtained it? e 
asked for bread; have they not given us a stone?—for a fish, and 
have they not given us a serpent? You have brought the bill to 
the House, but you have tacked onto it an amendment which 
gentlemen must know will insure, if adopted, its certain defeat at 
the other end of the Capitol. 

So that gentlemen who profess themselves here to be friends of 
® voluntary bankruptcy law may as well realize now, once for all, 
that if they expect a voluntary bankruptcy law to be enacted, 
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they need not hope for such a result by sending to the Senate the 
pending bill reported by the committee. You may take your 
choice between a voluntary bankruptcy bill, therefore, and no 
bankruptcy bill atall. And it is not intended by this statement 
to hold the Senate over this House in terrorem, but merely to call 
the attention of gentlemen to the indisputable fact that such is the 
maths = that we can expect no other consequence than that I have 
stated. 

Now, the question is, gentlemen, are you anxious enongh for a 
voluntary bankruptcy law, in view of thesg facts, to surrender your 
private opinions, your private wishes, for an involun feature 
to the extent of voting for the substitute that shall be offered? 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy] who has just 
taken his seat congratulated the committee on the arduous labors 
they had just brought to a close. Why, gentlemen, that com- 
mittee was traveling over well-tried ground, and this bill is noth- 
ing more nor less than the Torrey bill, which has been before 
Congress for many years, with only a few sections here and thero 
substituted and occasionally one eliminated. 

The real argument for a bankruptcy law, either voluntary or 
involuntary, must proceed along the line of its absolute necessity. 
It must not only be shown that there are debtors and creditors in 
the country, but this necessity implies some extraneous fact other 
than that. These debtors and creditors must be in such a condi- 
tion that present laws and present remedies for their relief al! 
fail, and where no other relief is at hand. So that, in the last 
analysis,a bankruptcy law should never be enacted except as a 
dernier ressort. 

What are the arguments that the debtor class offer to the House 
as an inducement to pass a voluntary bankruptcy law? In the 
first place, they say to you that without the passage of such a law 
they are without any remedy; that there is no law at present upon 
the statute books, either of the State or of the nation, that will 
afford them the relief that they desire—that is to say, a discharge 
from their debts. They do not ask you to amend the law; they 
do not ask you to give them added rights; but they ask you to 
create a law that does not now exist, and to create in them new 
rights that they do not now possess. They not only proffer such 
a request, but they point to the fact that in this land there are 
multitudes of honest men who are in debt. 

But that is not enough. They are hopelessly in debt; they are 
inextricably involved; the creditor has not the faintest shadow of 
a hope of ever being able to collect his debt from them. And they 
ask you, in view of this fact, in view of the fact that they are 
drones, that their energies are gone, that all their incentives to 
industry are gone, that yous relieve them by passing this sum- 
mary kind of legislation. And they point you to the further fact 
that it is the part of wisdom, the part of statesmanship, not only 
in justice to the unfortunate debtor, but in justice to society as 
well, that these energies shall be again turned loose to be expended: 
that these men may have another chance, another opportunity, in 
the struggle of life for themselves and their families, and that they 
may become again potent factors in the busy ways of life. 

“Son of man,” said Jehovah to His holy prophet as he stood in 
the valley of dry bones, ‘‘can these dry bones live?” And he said 
unto Him, ‘‘ Oh, Lord, Thou knowest, Thou knowest.” So we may 
take up the enna Can these dry bones of society, now use- 
less, now lying in the valley of desolation, live and breathe again’ 
I am persuaded that a wise and fair bankruptcy law, such as will 
be embodied in the substitute to be presented, will be like breath- 
ing life into these dry bones, and that they will unite every man 
to his fellow and stand upon their feet again. 

But, said the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRak]: 

Let us enact some other kind of legislation; let us enact a law favoring tho 
free and meen of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, without asking 
the consent of any other nation on earth. 

Well, that is too remote. 

Strong silver man that I may be, I can not afford to wait until 
we get a President, until we get a Senate, and until we get a lower 
House of Congress. You might as well say tothe starving man, 
‘** Be patient and wait until your crop matures and do not ask me 
for bread in the meantime.” 

Who can hold the fire in his hand by thinking frosty Caucasus or 
cloy the hungry edge of appetite by os neta feast? 

What these debtors want is relief—immediate and instant relief. 

This is the argumentof the debtors forrelief and this is their case. 
What is the argument of the creditors? They have claims to col- 
lect, not debts to be discharged. They can not come to you and 
say ‘‘ there is no existing law in our State that permits us to col- 
lect our claims.” They are asking you to institute a new way, 
not to pay old debts, but to collect old debts. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts just seated [Mr. Moopy] read the first act 
of bankruptcy, and said, ‘Who can object to that?” We do not 
object to that; but our complaint is that that is already made a 
ground of attachment i: every State in this Union, and it would be 
transferring the jurisdiction from the courts of the State to the 
courts of the United States; not only that, it would be oppressive 








just upon the debtor and would unnecessarily and need- 
ulct his little estate in court. | 
t are the reasons the creditor gives? Well, the only reasons 
he can be heard to give are the eight acts of bankruptcy. Those 
reasons which we are asked toaccept as sufficient why the 
uld be granted an involuntary bankruptcy law. 
if you will examine those acts of bankruptcy, you will 
f them are grounds of attachment in every State 
in the Union. Whyshould the creditor claim this when the State 
courts authorize attachments against the property of the debtor 
four of those grounds? Is it not at last an argument for 
jurisdiction in a courts? : 2 —— oo 
Congress to say W © an act o uptcy. 
wegen t. after taking this long step in the direction of cen- 
also declare hereafter tit shall be an act of bank- 
if a man does not pay his debt when due? So after a while 
1 have the Federal machinery in complete and exclusive 
control of the debtors of the country and of their estates. Those 
are four of the acts of bankruptcy which are already provided for 


find that four o 


Now, gentlemen, you can not fail to have observed that all the 
arguments on the other side have been generalities. What rea- 
sons have been 
They have ind , L 
healthier commercial credit, but they do not give you any reasons 
for it. They say it will restore confidence to the creditors. Gen- 


Confidence, indeed! ’ ) ; 
by the throat and says, ‘If you will pass this law, I will have 
confidence in you. y ; 
your creditors who has a claim against you for $500, merely be- 
cause you may become insolvent, merely because you may com- 
mit some technical act that will authorize an attachment under 
these four stated grounds, then I will loan you my money, then I 
will have confidence in 

Now, what are the other four grounds of agony Let us 
see if they are not altogether unnecessary. Take the 
ground, that he has— 


failed for thirty days and until a petition is filed while insolvent to secure 


the release of any p. rty le upon under 


over, or if such prope 
then until three days before the time fixed for such sale. 

Why does the creditor need a national bankruptcy law in a case 
of that kind? Are not the State courts open every day? Are not 
their officers ready to execute all their processes, mesne and final? 
Is the writ of execution abolished? at is to prevent the cred- 
itor whose debtor has suffered his property to be levied upon to 


covery, if his a does not practice under a code? Why should 


law in order to protect t creditor? 

ntlemen, there are insolvents in this country and there 
are insolyents. Some men are more deeply involved than other 
men, Those that are hopelessly involved are the ones that will be 
presumed to avail themselves of the voluntary feature of this bill, 
if it should be enacted. So that if the creditor has them in view, 
he can prove his claim against them, and if it should transpire that 
they do not avail themselves of the provision of the law, then there 
is great hope for the creditor that his debt may finally be made out 
of them by processes from the State court. 

say to the struggling men who repudiate the idea 
; would take the bankruptcy law by reason of some sup- 


their debts, if they are able—will you compel them to avail them- 
selves of the bankruptcy law for fear some creditor may take the 
initiative? Will you not rather accept their conduct in refusing 
to take it as indicative of a firm and settled purpose to endeavor 
to see daylight again? 

How many men in this land, not hopelessly insolvent to-day, 
g to make all ends meet, who are working from day 
to day and from month to month, who are sacrificing their own 
personal convenience and the convenience of their families, in 
eae stand upon high and dry ground 


that there is in the country, by the enactment of a 
w put it in the power or in the hands of any class 
to aggravate that distress? Is it not the part 
is it not the part of patriotism and statesmanship for 
“No, emen; you have sufficient State 
fact w is undisputed on this floor—‘‘yon 
ufficient State laws at hand. Invoke their aid.” 


seat er 
again ow, will 
eral distress 
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must be supposed to have had in view the evils of the English 
bankruptcy system, the oppressions that grew out of it, and this 

rovision was included in the Constitution more as a check upon 

tate legislatures than as a delegated power to Congress. They 
wanted to reserve to Congress the power that, in the event the 
several States did attempt to pass bankruptcy laws, Congress 
might take to itself the delegated power to pass a national bank- 
ruptcy law, which should become supreme. Now, the Supreme 
Court of the United States never decided without great difficulty 
that the State had power to pass a bankrupt law. They finally 
did decide that a State can only pass a bankrupt law when its con- 
stitution does not forbid it. Even then the Supreme Court has 
said that it does not operate outside of the State territory. 

Mr. LINNEY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask a question 
for information? 

Mr. SETTLE. Yes. 

Mr. LINNEY. Ishould like to get the gentleman’s opinion—and 
it is very easy to discover that he is a painstaking lawyer—upon 
section 29, page 45, of the act, as to how many new felonies are 
created in this bill that do not now exist under any State or Fed- 
eral statute. If you will notice, the language there is: 


Shall be punished by imprisonment for a period not exceeding two years. 


Mr. MAGUIRE. [Five years in the first case mentioned. 

Mr. LINNEY. I refer to the second paragraph of section 29, 
which says: 

A person shall be punished by imprisonment for a period not to exceed 
two years. 

And then it proceeds to enumerate seven offenses. Iaskif each 
one of those offenses will not, in a legal sense, be a felony? 

Mr. SETTLE. If they are punishable by imprisonment in the 
penitentiary, they are felonies. 

Mr. LINNEY. Do any such felonies now obtain in any State 
of the Union or by virtue of any Federal law now existing? 

Mr. SETTLE. They certainly do not obtain by reason of the 
violation of a bankruptcy law, and I should suppose, without exam- 
ining them in detail, that they do not obtain at all, eo nomine. 

But to return to the point where I was interrupted by my friend 
from North Carolina. My own State can not pass a bankruptcy 
law simply because, although the United States Constitution may 
grant it the power, its own constitution refuses to take that power 
or to give to its legislature the power to pass any law impairing 
the obligation of contracts. Those States that are not prohibited 
by their own constitutions may pass State bankruptcy laws not 
aifecting existing contracts. But, as I said, the Supreme Court 
has said such laws are limited to the States, and they are abso- 
lutely of no effect at all, because they can not discharge the debtor 
from any debt contracted with a person who is not a citizen of 
his own State. Chief Justice Marshall and Mr. Justice Story 
never did agree with the majority of the court that a State had 
any power to pass any bankruptcy law at all, and I agree with 
them, although I would not for a moment criticise that august 
tribunal, to do which visits wrath upon a man on the charge of 
irreverence and so on. 

Now, take another act of bankruptcy—the fourth in the bill. 
It is an act of bankruptcy for one to make an assignment for the 
benefit of his creditors or to file in court a written statement ad- 
mitting his inability to pay his debts. Why should that bean act 
of bankruptcy? Is the man trying to evade the payment of his 
debts? ey admit that he had made an assignment of all his 
property, not covered up anything, not kept back anything, but 
given up everything for the benefit of his creditors. 

Now, why, if a man has done that, should the law make that an 
act of bankruptcy? How can the general creditor complain -by 
saying that in certain States some debts are given preference and 
that there is no uniformity among the States in thisrespect? How 
does that affect him? He is not preferred under the pending bill, 
nor would he be preferred under any State law. It might be 
better for him, therefore, to take his chances under the State laws, 
in some of which there may be no preference allowed, and where 
he could come in ratably with everyone else. What gentleman 
has offered any proof on this floor during all this debate to sup- 
port the charge that the State laws do not fairly and equitabiy 
settle insolvent estates? They have offered none, nor are they able 
to offer it. 

But let us examine the fifth act of bankruptcy: 

5. Made, while insolvent, a transfer of any of his property or suffered any 
of it 3 be taken or — ——- py. pence of oe oo ethaoeine Se par- 
Sep ae talatioll sume fecsn ouch lovy tatore the rictts of scedivore oball 
have been altered, changed, or impaired by reason of such transfer, taking, 
or levy and at least ten days before the commencement of a proceeding in 
bankruptcy. 
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Well, now, you do not have to pass an involuntary bankruptcy 

bill similar to this now reported in order to get the benefit of that 

und, because you can get the benefit of it by voting for the 
Senate bill which makes that act the only ground of involuntar 
bankruptcy. So that thisis the only act of bankruptcy for whic 


Mr. Burke] spoke of the constitu- 
) unif 
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entlemen can seriously contend, it not being provided for by the 
aws of all the States. 

This little résumé discloses the fact that four grounds are alread 
covered by the State laws; that one is covered by the Senate bil, 
one as to an assignment by the debtor, and the remaining two as 
to his insolvency. I do not believe that this House is prepared to 
make mere insolvency a ground of bankruptcy. Now, when one 
creditor seeks to enforce his debt, it in many cases causes others 
to endeavor to secure theirs; yet it does not necessarily follow 
that because one attachment is sued out against the debtor all 
the other creditors will do likewise. He may ‘agree with his 
adversary while in the way,” but if you enact this bankrupt law 
it is nothing more nor less than an invitation to all creditors, 
whether willing to do so or not, to come in and administer upon 
his estate and divide it out among them. There is no chance for 
compromise, no chance for an honest man to arrange with a 
pressing creditor; but if that creditor desires under the operation 
of a bankruptcy law to press his claim, he can not compromise 
except in the manner provided in this bill—by compromising with 
all. 
Now, gentlemen of the House, it does seem to me that when we 
consider the fact that every ground of bankruptcy here is pro- 
vided for by State laws; when we consider the further fact that 
no gentleman yet occupying the floor has undertaken to point out 
any deficiency in these State laws, it ought to create a strong pre- 
sumption that you are entering upon dangerous ground when you 
place such a law upon the statute books. Mark my words for it, 
if this bill should ome a@ law, it will be years before it can be 
repealed, because the same power that would place it on the 
statute book, the money power of this country, will see to it that it 
is not easily or soon taken away from them. We had better pro- 
ceed cautiously and slowly. Now, if the States refuse the citizens 
East and West—— 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SETTLE. I should like about three minutes to conclude. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas controls the 
time. 

Mr. TERRY. I yield three minutes more to the gentleman. 

Mr. SETTLE. If there is any suggestion of any general dispo- 
sition or any disposition at all upon the part of the States of this 
Union to deny to creditors access to the courts or opportunity to 
collect their debts, I have not heard it. One gentleman said that 
the creditor who lived far away was at the mercy of the nearby 
creditor. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] said that vigilance 
is the price of liberty, and that such a creditor was generally 
more vigilant than the nearby creditor. That isthe fact as proven 
in all our experience. We protest on this side against the pas- 
sage of an involuntary bankruptcy law, and say that instead of 
relieving the country it would plunge the country more than ever 
into distress; that it would serve no purpose of remedial legisla- 
tion, because it is a step in the direction of centralization and the 
transfer to the Federal courts of exclusive jurisdiction, with 
added injustice and cost to the creditor in the collection of all 
claims that might —— against him. 

So we protest, and we shall continue to protest, against the pas- 
sage of such a law, and employing the burning words of another 
that have become as familiar as household words all over this 
country, ‘‘ We insist that ye shall not press down this crown of 
thorns upon the brow of labor, nor crucify mankind upon a cross 
of gold.” [Applause. } 

Mr. HE? DE RSON. Iyield twenty minutes to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. ALEXANDER]. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, it has been my pleasure to 
hear or to examine with care al! the arguments that have thus 
far been made against the bill, whether in this House or in the 
Senate, and I have been interested to find that the principal ob- 
jections urged against it are based upon alleged defects in the old 
act of March 2, 1867, as amended June 22, 1874. It is useless to 
deny that those acts finally proved somewhat unsatisfactory. 

The costs of administration were excessive, security against 
frauds and evasions was wholly inadequate, and the rights of 
creditors as well as the relief to debtors were insufficient; but 
because that law was unsatisfactory and its repeal generally 
demanded, shall it be taken for granted that no law combining 
the involuntary feature can be made satisfactory? 

The effort of the opposition to the present measure has been to 
show that the people, guided by bitter experience as well as by 
the wisdom of some able lawyers of the past, have forever con- 
demned such laws, with such supplemental sections as are neces- 
sary to theirenforcement. To this end they have reproduced the 
arguments of 1873, marshaled the wrongs that were done in New 
Orleans and other cities under the act of 1867, and cited the peti- 
tions for repeal which it is said then flooded the country. Even 
the remarks of the then distinguished Senator from Ohio, Mr. 
Thurman, have been republished as reasons why the present bill 
should not become a law. 
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Thus have they sought to make it appear that the opposition of 
1878 is the a of 1898; that defects in the old ‘ne are not 
and can not be cured in the new; that conditions have not changed 
and can never be changed, and that a bankrupt law with the 
involuntary feature, ——- once been repealed, ought never to be 
reenacted, however carefully amended by experience or however 
happily it may meet the new conditions born out of material changes 
in the industrial and commercial activities of the country since 
1878. 

But, Mr. Speaker, in this review of ancient history the oppo- 
nents of this measure fail to recite the fact that the act of 1841, 
drawn largely upon the lines of the present Nelson bill and passed 
exclusively upon the demand of debtors, was repealed almost by 
—— consent within thirteen months after it went into ef- 

ect. 

Under that statute bankrupts suffered no penalty for making or 
conniving at fraudulent preferences, while estates were literally 
eaten up by exorbitant fees fixed by the court. So unfair and un- 
just was that law, so offensive did it become even to the debtor 
class, who had demanded and fathered its passage, that a quarter 
of a century after its repeal, in the discussion preceding the pas- 
sage of the act of 1867, the leading features of the former act did 
not and could not muster a corporal’s guard in their support. 

In their review of history these gentlemen also forget to recall 
the fact that in 1882, four years after the repeal of the act of 1867, 
notwithstanding the feeling of disapproval that led to its repeal, 
and in spite of the protest of those who favored only a volun- 
tary measure, a bill similar in character to the present one, pos- 
sessing the involuntary feature, with penal sections in support 
of it—a bill which Senator Hoar has characterized as ‘‘not half 
so well guarded as the one under consideration and four times as 
severe upon the bankrupt,” passed the Senate by a large majority, 
and lacked only 4 votes of a two-thirds majority in the House 
on a motion to suspend the rules for its consideration. This was 
the judgment of the people’s representatives in 1882, and I affirm 
that the sentiment then expressed is the sentiment of a large ma- 
jority of the people in 1898, 

However unsatisfactory the act of 1867 may have been, the 
causes that made it so arose from particular defects and not from 
the nature of the system itself, and these defects in the bill under 
consideration are either modified and guarded or entirely stricken 
out. The opponents of a bill which includes the involuntary 
feature can not be e ted to assent to such a proposition, for to 
them it is the system itself that is defective. 

It matters not to them that under the present bill the expense 
has not only been greatly reduced, but so taxed as to secure 

rompt results and large dividends; that by making it possible 

or each county in a State to become a referee’s district, travel 
has been reduced toaminimum. It matters not to them that any 
person, though he have not the money to pay the filing fee, can go 
through bankruptcy and be discharged, however s his indebt- 
edness and without regard to whether his estate pays one-half of 
1 per cent, whereas under the law of 1867 it must pay 50 per cent 
to entitle him to a discharge. 

It matters not to them that no one can be made an involuntary 
bankrupt unless he owes $1,000 and over, being more than three 
times the amount of provable debts required under the act of 1867. 
It matters not tothem that the involuntary bankrupt is allowed a 
jury trial, and that, too, before an adjudication. In fact, it mat- 
ters not what an involuntary bankrupt measure provides, the 
—_ of a purely voluntary system are opposed to it upon prin- 
ciple. 

Senator NELson’s bill, which has passed the Senateand for which 
the pending measure is a substitute, is very nearly a voluntary 
system. Nosuch a system of bankruptcy, if I am. correctly in- 
formed, has ever been in force in any country, or seriously con- 
sidered in any country except the United States. 

At the time of the adoption of the Constitution voluntary bank- 
a seems to have been unknown anywhere. Not until 1825 
did England accept it in combination with the involuntary feature, 
and opposition to its continuance has ever since been most vigor- 
ous. 

Under the provisions of the Nelson bill any debtor, except a cor- 
poration, unable to pay his debts and owing $200 and upward 
may institute bankruptcy proceedings and obtain a discharge. 
No one can be put into bankruptcy except he be a banker, broker, 
merchant, trader, or manufacturer who owes $500 and over and 
is found guilty by a jury of assigning, transferring, or encumber- 
ing any of his property with intent to defraud creditors. ‘ 

If a debtor has concealed himself with intent to avoid the service 
of civil process and to defeat his creditors; if he is insolvent and 
has failed for thirty days to secure the release of property levied 
upon under process of law; if he has made an assignment for the 
benefit of his creditors or filed in court a written statement admit- 
ting his inability to pay his debts; if he has secreted any of his 

roperty to avoid legal process and to defeat his creditors; or if 

e has borrowed $5,000, or any other sum, obtaining it under false 








some sort of lying, and after putting it into his 
Cee Kd to give it to a relative by preference or other- 
wise, a creditor can not put him into bankruptcy. For all such 
acts creditors are left to the ordinary processes of the court, under 
rights now existing under general laws. ; *- 
n other words, a man can absolutely know that his debtor is in 
hiding and is insolvent, and that his methods are criminally 
crooked, yet under the Nelson bill he would be left entirely to the 
laws of his State for redress. Is it any wonder that such a bill 
has been pronounced by the highest expert authorities as ‘“en- 
tirely inadequate, impracticable, and unworkable?” 

The provisions that make it popular with certain classes are 
even more lenient than those in the inadequate law of 1841. Un- 
der the latter act, if a person departed from a State with intent to 
defraud his creditors, or concealed himself to avoid arrest, or 
fraudulently procured himself to be arrested or his goods to be 
attached, or ir he removed his goods or concealed them, he could 
be forced into bankruptcy; but under the Nelson bill a person 


ilty of such methods, with forgery to boot, can not be harmed. 
Fie = be refused a discharge asin baairenter, but he can not be 
punished. 


Mr. Speaker, if a man can be placed in bankruptcy only when he 
has fraudulently assigned, transferred, or encumbered his prop- 
erty, and such acts are already void under the statute of frauds 
in all or nearly all the States, why create a bankruptcy act for 
this purpose? ho will avail himself of its privilege? 

Certainly the “diligent creditor” will not use it. He will not 
resort to a law which compels him to share the estate on an equal 
footing with other creditors when he can rely a attachments 
on account of fraud, and thus secure to himself all the estate, or so 
much of it as is necessary to liquidate his claim. For this reason 
the “diligent creditor” opposes the Henderson bill with a bit- 
terness born of that selfishness which creates hate, because under 
it he must relinquish or refund his security for the equal benefit 
of other creditors. Who is this ‘diligent creditor” of whom we 
hear so much, whose literature in opposition to this measure is 
more largely responsible for the opposition to this bill in the West 
than all other influences combined? 

It is the man whose methods and machinery for carrying on 
business are so perfect. so far-reaching, and so abundant that he 
becomes the preferred creditor of every debtor with whom he 
deals. His attorneys and his agents are ubiquitous; their system 
of espionage is perfect; it is their business to know the business 
of every debtor, and the momenta financial flutter is sighted they 
secure a preference in the shape of a mortgage, chattel or otherwise, 
or the unfortunate debtor is closed up. 

If the preference is given, money is advanced if needed, the 
business continues, other merchants sell to the debtor, and when 
at last the collapse comes the “diligent creditor” takes under 
his mortgage, and other creditors which are charged with being 
asleep are left in the cold. 

Mr. Speaker, everybody knows the “‘ diligent creditor ” of Chi- 
cago who has out a credit of $30,000,000. Why should he want a 
law that will make it easy to set aside his mortgages, if taken 
within four months of the filing of a petition in bankruptcy, and 
give other creditors an equal chance with him? He wants a law 
under which he has all the chances, and if there must be a bank- 
ruptcy law, the Nelson bill is his favorite, as it reduces the 
chances of his competitors to a minimum. 

It is urged against the Henderson bill that it would work agreat 
hardship to have an involuntery bankruptcy law, especially during 
these hard times. But which is worse, to have a law that places 
all creditors on an equal footing, giving the debtor a discharge 
regardless of the amount paid, or to continue the present ‘‘ grab 
game ” so skillfully played by the “ diligen! creditor” under State 

aws? 

The Henderson bill breaks the one-man power. It takes a sin- 
gle hand from the throat. By composition it releases the bank- 
rupt from the oppression of a creditor who demands “‘ the pound 
of flesh;” it gives the debtor a chance; it allows him to pay such 
a dividend as a majority of the creditors agree upon, and permits 
him to go on with his business unmolested and without fear. 

The char repeatedly made in this House on yesterday that 
estates will be eaten up, that men will be forced into bankruptcy 
on the slightest provocation, that courts will be congested with 
business, and that a vast criminal code will be built up, is either 
the result of fear that springs from imaginary evils or the opposi- 
tion to a system which takes care of creditors as well as debtors 
and gives to all an equal chance under the law. 

Mr. Speaker, the outcry raised against this bill because certain 
acts are made penal and punishment provided is made, I am sure, 
without sufficient thought or consideration and demands special 
attention. 

.* This act creates new and distinct criminal offenses,” said the 
distinguished Senator from Minnesota {[Mr. NeEtson] in April 
last, when discussing the merits of this measure, ‘‘and I submit, 
Mr. President, in all candor and fairness, that this is an inoppor- 
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tune time to attempt to enact a new and extended criminal code 
or to create a larger number of new criminal offenses.” 

Following out this idea, the author of the Nelson bill provides 
for the punishment of no one, however grievously he may lie or 
cheat or steal. The debtor may commit forgery; he may know- 
ingly falsely account or fail to account for property or conceal 
it before or after his discharge; when on the eve of bankruptcy, 
he may obtain money with intent not to pay it or to use it 
to prefer a creditor; he may present any false claim against his 
estate or by collusion hand over property to another after filin 
his petition and before adjudication. He may do all this an 
much more without fear of prosecution or punishment under the 
Nelson bill. That measure simply turns over the wrongdoer to 
State or United States officials, who must rely upon general crim- 
inal statutes to indict and convict. 

As well might the Government, having provided against the 
counterfeiting of money, the forgery of letters patent, the coun- 
terfeiting of military bounty-land warrants, the circulation of 
bills of expired corporations, the concealment or destruction of 
invoices, the seizure of property from the custody of revenue offi- 
cers, or the making and presenting of false claims, leave to the 
general laws the indictment and punishment of such offenses. 

The national banking act might as well be stripped of its pro- 
visions to bring to trial and punishment the president, director, 
cashier, teller, or clerk who embezzles or misapplies the money, 
funds, or credits of the bank. How many claimants for pensions 
could be indicted and punished for fraud if the United States at- 
torney was left to the general statutes of the United States? 

Forgery is a recognized crime the world over, always to be pun- 
ished wherever or by whomsoever committed, yet prosecutions 
throughout the country demonstrate the wisdom of creating 
statutes specially defining various classes of forgeries, as in the 
case of forged United States securities, national-bank notes, let- 
ters patent, certificates of entry. and like crimes. 

Mr. Speaker, if you turn to Title LXX of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, you will find 40 pages of specified crimes, 
each general class forming a chapter by itself, and each section 
devoted to a separate form of that particular specified crime. 
There are crimes against the existence of the Government, 
crimes arising within the maritime jurisdiction of the United 
States, crimes against justice, crimes against the elective fran- 
chise, and crimes against the operations of government. Under 
them only the crime specifically set forth in each section can be 
prosecuted. 

Let him who maintains to the contrary undertake to indict and 
convict a man for smuggling under the statute which provides for 
the punishment of some other crime or class of crime, such as pre- 
senting a false pension claim, using a false certificate, embezzling 
money from a bank, or breaking into and entering a post-office. 

In view of these facts, will the opponents of this measure con- 
tend that it is proper or right to enact laws in the administration 
of which the commission of crime is almost certain to occur and 
leave the enormous expense and difficulty of trial and punishment 
to other laws which are created for the punishment of an entirely 
different class of wrongs? 

I hold, Mr. Speaker, that Congress has no right, morally or 
legally, to provide for a system of bankruptcy which requires a 
man’s property to be scheduled and turned over without coupling 
with it a provision under which he can certainly be indicted and 
punished if fictitious losses or expenses are deducted, if false or 
exaggerated claims are offered in composition, or if promises to 
pay any property are made as a consideration unlawfully to act 
in any bankruptcy proceeding. 

Wherever a statute makes an act unlawful. wherever, in the 
administration of a law, theft or other crime becomes possible, 
provision should be made for punishment therefor. This is all 
that the present bill undertakes, and it could not do less. 

It is charged, Mr. Speaker, that the right to a jury trial is 
denied until after the appointment of a referee. It has been 
declared that ‘‘in this bill we try him after he is a dead man. for 
a man who has a receiver on his property is a dead man finan- 
cially. You have got a receiver, and all your trials of whether a 
man is a bankrupt or not might just as well be wiped out.” 

But with all due respect, this does not state the fact. The filing 
and serving of a petition in involuntary bankruptcy are equiva- 
lent simply to serving a summons and complaint in an ordinary 
lawsuit. The complaint must be answered by the debtor within 
ten days after the return day, whereupon the court, with the aid 
of a jury, if one is asked for, shall determine as soon as may be 
the issues presented by the pleadings and make adjudication. 

If, then, the petition is substantiated, the matter is sent to a 
referee and a trustee is chosen. In other words, suit is brought 
against a debtor, and if the defendant is beaten, his property must 
pass toatrustee. No more harm is done toa debtor by filinga 
petition against him than by the commencement of an ordinary 
action for debt. 


It is no more public and means little if anything more. Aman 
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is sued because he does not pay, and a petition in bankruptcy is 
filed because he does not pay. Either is aground for suspicionas 
to the man’s ability to pay, but a petition will arouse no more ap 
prehension than a complaint. Wherein, then, is the ‘‘ great hard- 
ship,” the ‘‘cruel wrong,” the ‘‘denial of a jury trial,” ‘‘ which 
stamps this measure as a terrible bill?” 

The only complaint that has come to me from the district which 
I have the honor to represent is in reference to the fees. It is 
claimed they are too low. I believe they are, but the committee 
preferred they should be open to the charge of being too low 
rather than too high. It is suggested that men of character and 
good legal ability can not be induced to act as referees for such 
meager fees as are allowed. 

For the settlement of an estate paying $5,000 he receives about 
$35, the trustee not to exceed $255, or less if the court directs, and 
the clerk $10, or a total of $300. The costs and attorney's fees in 
an ordinary lawsuit in which there was a recovery of $5,000, but 
involving less work, would be nearly double that amount. An 
estate paying $50,000 would give the referee less than $300 and the 
trustee $750, or as much less as the court directs. 

The possible creation of each county into a referee's district 
cuts the’cost of travel down to its lowest terms, while nothing is 
to be paid for filing papers, certifying affidavits, examining peti- 
tions, and for doing the hundred other things required in ordi- 
nary lawsuits. When property is sold, if it does not bring its full 
value, it is not the fault of this law. It must be advertised and 
handled as if sold under an execution. 

Nor is there reason why the fees of attorneys should be larger 
in such matters than in ordinary litigated business. There can 
be but one trial before court or jury, and if the defendant loses 
the administration of his estate must be speedy and inexpensive, 
without mystery and without trouble. 

Mr. Speaker, since the enactment of the Dingley tariff act I 
know of no bill before Congress which so much interests the peo- 

le of Buffalo, which in part I have the honor to represent, as the 
nkruptcy bill now before this House. Since 1893 many of our 
brightest and most aggressive business men have been feeling, 
more and more, the need of some relief from the burdens of debts 
which have been growing heavier with the passing years. 

These debts have not been contracted because of improvidence, 
of hasty action, or for speculative purposes. They have grown 
out of the unfortunate business depression which has been general 
throughout the whole country. Values have been impaired, in- 
comes decreased, and business, in some instances, entirely cut off, 
while fixed charges and taxation for municipal improvements have 
necessarily gone on. 

The result is that many men must remain out of business for- 
ever or do business in the names of others. Hither condition is 
most unfortunate for any community, and the only relief is the 
passage of a national bankruptcy act which will give creditors an 
equal share in the assets and extend to debtors the right to re- 
sume business unembarrassed by old debts and hungry creditors. 

During the past four months I have received hun of letters 
from as many citizens of Buffalo, debtors as well as creditors, urg- 
ing the speedy passage of this measure. I havesent copies of this 
bill to scores of gentlemen, inviting suggestion and criticism, but 
I have yet to hear from one who does not favor the measure and 
insist upon its early passage. 

It may be said with truth and without fear of contradiction 
that no one in Buffalo or Erie County, representing a population 
of nearly half a million, objects to the passage of the bill now 
under consideration, while ail who have expressed an opinion are 
anxious for it to become a law at the earliest possible moment, 
[| Applause. | 

he following statement makes comparison between the fees 
and costs under the act of 1867 and the bill under consideration: 
REGISTER’S FEES UNDER THE LAST BANKRUPTCY LAW. 


Under the provisions of the last bankruptcy law the register received fees 
as follows: 


For filing and entry of the eral order of reference, and for office 
rent, stationery, and other incidental expenses of proceedings 

When the —— are conducted in some other city or town, for 
each day empleyed in going, attending, and returnin 

Also, in such case, traveling and incidental expenses of himself and of 
any clerk or other officer attending him, which expenses and fees 
shall be appropriated among the cases, as provided in section 5 of the 

act or section 5125 of the Revised Statutes. 

For each day's service while actually employed undera special order of 
the court, not exceeding 


we ores affidavit, except proof of debt, for each oath and certifying 
same 
For examining petition and schedules, and certifying to their correct- 


For every warrant in bankruptcy or other process 

For each day in which a general meeting of creditors is held, and at- 
tending same 

For noti of his a 

For assignment of ‘s eff: 

For every bond with sureties 

For every application for a general meeting of creditors 

For every summons or subpoena 


For taking de: a alain eh al ¥ 
Bor uel aed of debt as satisfactory....... 


$5.00 
5.00 
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For copies of depositions and other papers, each folio.................... 10 
For each notice which the register may be required to send or to serve. = 


~ mange in making personal service, the same as allowed the mar- 
SNAL. 


Dor inserting 20tices Bh REWER cases dccccecstcscdsastininies cxteéesnce 
for each order for a general dividend 
For computation of dividends 
In addition thereto, for each creditor 
For every judicial order 
For every discharge where there is no opposition. 
For auditing the accounts of assignees 
And for each additional hour after the first hour 
For every certificate of question to the district court or judge- 
For preparing such certificate, each folio 
For each folio of memorandum sent to the clerk 
For countersigning each check of ignee 
For filing every paper not previously filed by the clerk, and marking 
and identifying every exhibit 


FEES OF THE REFEREES AS PROVIDED BY THE PROPOSED LAW. 

the referee will receive as full compensation for his services, payablo 
after they are rendered, a ten-dollar filing fee and 1 per cent commissions on 
sums to be paid as dividends and commissions, and one-half of 1 per cent on 
the amounts to be paid to creditors on compositions. 

ASSIGNEE'S FEES UNDER THE LAST BANKRUPTCY LAW. 

Under the provisions of the last bankruptcy law the assignee was entitled 
to an allowance for his services in each case on all moneys received and paid 
out by him therein, for any sum not exceeding $1,000, 5 per eent thereon; for 
any larger sum, not exceeding $5,000, 2; per cent on the excess over $1,000, 
and for any larger sum, 1 = cent on the excess over $5,000. In addition al- 
lowances were made as follows: 

For serving or sending notices to creditors or publishing the same 

For each hour employed in making inventory of bankrupt’s property 
or verityine marshal’s inventor 

For each folio of inventory made by assignee 

For services in designating the exempt property of a bankrupt and 

filing report thereon 5.00 
For attending a general meeting of creditors. .............-.--.-ccece---. 3.0 
For every deed for real estate sold 
For drawing and filing each monthly report 
For drawing and filing each quarterly report, not exceeding four, un- 

less 8 y allowed 
For each general account submitted toa creditors’ meeting, not exceed- 

ing two, unless specially allowed 
For all services in paying a general dividend or executing an order of 

aking jburse- 


final aE and report thereon, including all dis 


men 
In addition, for each creditor to whom a dividend is paid 
FEES OF THE TRUSTEE AS PROVIDED BY THE PROPOSED LAW. 


The trustee shall receive as full a for his services, after they 
are rendered, a five-dollar filing fee such on sums to be paid 
in dividends and commissions as may be allowed by the court, not to exceed 
5 per cent on the first $5,000 or less, 2 per cent on the second $5,000 or part 
thereof, and 1 per cent on such sums in excess of $10,000. 

CLERK'S FEES UNDER THE LAST LAW. 


Under the last bankruptcy law the clerk of the bankruptcy court received 
fees as follows: 


For issuing and entering every process, commission, summons, capias, 
execution, warrant, attachment, or other writ 
For issuing a writ of summons or subpoena. 
For filing and entering paper 
For ad istering an oath or affirmation, except to a juror 
For an acknowledgment 
For taking and certifying depositions to file, for each folio of 100 words 
v- S copy of such deposition furnished to a party on request, for each 
olio 
For entering any return, rule, order, continuance, judgment, decree, or 
recognizance, or drawing any bond, or making any record, certificate 
return, or report, for each folio 
For a copy of any entry or record, or of any oo on file, for each folio. 
For making dockets and indexes, issuing ve’ , taxing costs, and all 
een ion or the trial or argument of a cause where issue is 
o an 


For making dockets y nds: taxing 

or ng ets and indexes, 
a cause where issue is joined but no given 

For dockets and indexes, taxing costs, and other services in a 
cause which is dismissed or discontinued, or where judgment or de- 
cree is made or rendered without issue 

For dockets and taxing costs in cases removed by writ of error 


or 
the seal of the court to any instrument, when required..-.. 


For a’ 
> judgment. or other lien. 


For ev search for any particular mortgage. 
For searching the receree of the court for judgmen , or other 


decrees. 
instruments constituting a general lien on real estate, and coreityes 
the result of such search, for each person against whom such search 


required to be made 
For receiving, keeping, and out money, in pursuance of statute 
amount so received, kept, and paid. 


or order of court, 1 cent on 
uired to re- 
a sos for voted 20 a tay for his 
and 5 cents for , al a or 
court while actually in session . 


oranda or minutes of register, each folio. 
sending notice to creditors by mail, each. 


$0.15 
1.00 


et) 


For 
For each folio of taxed bill. 
FEES OF THE CLERK AS PROVIDED BY THE PROPOSED LAW. 


The clerk shall receive as full compensation for his services in each case $10 
MESSENGER’S FEES. 

Under the last law the marshal received fees as such, and also 
as messenger. mage seedeves Sa Ge inter engadtty were a0 Stews: 

Before any dividend is ordered the assignee pay out of the estate to 
the messenger the following fees, more: 
For service of warrant 
for each written note to creditor named in the schedule 

For all necessary travel, at the rate of 5 cents a mile each way. 

ce Sanne a , publication of notices, and other services, 
making oath that they 
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to be taxed or justed by the court, and the 
reasonable, the same ; pode 


just an ibe messenger shall not be 
x Por cause shown, and upon 


hearing thereon, 
be made as the court, in its discretion, may determine. 


ve as to the necessity of such 
such further allowance may 














There are no messengers and no messenger’s fees under the proposed new 
law. 
Table showing what countries have bankruptcy laws. 
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Mr. HENDERSON. Iyield thirty minutes to the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. BRoDERICK]. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker, it can not be doubted that 
there is a sentiment in this country in favor of another bank- 
ruptcy law. In every Congress, beginning with the Fifty-first, 
there has been some effort made in one House or the other, and 
generally in both Houses, to have a bankruptcy law enacted. 
The difference has been not as to the necessity, but as to the scope 
and purpose of the law. I believe it is true that in each Congress 
since the Fifty-first there has been a majority in the two Houses 
of Congressin favor of some bankruptcy legislation, but they have 
differed as to the provisions of law which should be enacted. 

This belief is strengthened by the fact that every gentleman 
who has spoken in this House in opposition to this measure has 
admitted that there is a demand in the country for some bank- 
ruptcy legislation and that some bill ought to be enacted into 
law at this session. There have been, and are to-day probably, 
in the two Houses, three views entertained in relation to this kind 
of legislation. There are some who favor a purely voluntary 
system. Thereare others, perhaps, who, like my friend from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Moopy], would like to have a stringent national 
collection law. There are others who, like myself, would like a 
moderate bankruptcy law, containing both the voluntary and the 
involuntary provisions. 

There is a demand, especially in the West, for this legislation, 
and a majority of these people, perhaps, are more concerned about 
the voluntary provision. There have been two unfortunate peri- 
ods or conditions in that country which have tended to destroy 
the business interests and to bankrupt business men. One period, 
perhaps, was owing to misjudgment of the people, and the other 
was in no sense their fault, but was their misfortune. From 1883 
to 1889 a spirit of speculation swept over the entire country west 
of the Missouri River like a pestilence, and it unfortunately 
affected a large class of our people. They went wildly into spec- 
ulation. They purchased more property than they had use for. 
They gave mortgages and incurred liabilities at the banks, and 
when the boom collapsed property was depreciated, people were 
in debt, mortgages had been given, interest had defaulted, and 
there was no property which could be exchanged for money. 
This was the condition which prevailed in the country at that 
time. That was about 1889, and before the people of the West 
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recovered from that condition, which resulted in so much disaster, 
a panic came upon the country which spread all over it and para- 
lyzed every interest. 

Now, there are thousands of good people in the West who suf- 
fered from this first disaster, and who to-day are asking for the 
passage of a voluntary bankruptcy law. There are thousands of 
useful business people all over the country who suffered from this 
last disaster who are asking for a bankruptcy law. 

The people of Kansas who survived the years of folly and dis- 
aster to which I have referred are now prosperous, but we want 
this bankruptcy measure to relieve those who were carried down 
by the current and lost. . Now, it must be evident to most of us 
that we can not secure a purely voluntary bankruptcy law. If 
we expect a bankruptcy law from this Congress we must concede 
something to the other people who are interested in this sort of 
legislation. We must concede some regulation of interstate com- 
merce and interstate transactions in order to secure the relief of 
which we are more especially and directly interested. 

I have felt as many of these gentlemen who have argued against 
theinvoluntarysystem. Two yearsago, when the modified Torrey 
bill was considered in the House, I opposed it and advocated a 
substitute which I introduced. But that substitute embraced 
both voluntary and involuntary provisions. It contained three 
causes for involuntary bankruptcy. Fraud in the purchase of 
goods was made a cause, fraud in the disposition of the goods, 
and fraud in the debtor concealing himself to avoid service of 

rocess. These were the three grounds of involuntary bankruptcy 
n the substitute which I submitted, and it was aepeisek by 
many gentlemen on both sides of the Chamber. The gentlemen 
who are opposing this bill say that they are in favor of a volun- 
tary bankruptcy law, and most of them have said that they were 
in favor of the halves bill. 

Now, let us see for a few moments the real differences. I do 
not fully agree with my colleague on the committee who last 
spoke, who said that the Nelson bill was purely a voluntary bill. 
There are involuntary provisions, and I want for a moment to 
analyze these provisions. In section 16 of the Nelson bill is this 
provision: 

Sxc. 16. That if any debtor, other than a corporation, being a banker, 
broker, merchant, trader, or manufacturer, who owes $500 or over, and who 
is unable to pay his debts, shall at any time within four months of the time 
of the filing of the petition hereinafter mentioned assign, transfer, convey, 
or in any manner voluntarily encumber any of his a with the actual 
intent and purpose on his part to prefer or defraud any of his creditors, he 
shall be deemed a bankrupt, and may be proceeded against in a court of 
bankruptcy, as hereinafter provided. 

You will observe that under this provision if the debtor disposes 
of his property with the intent and purpose on his part to prefer 
or to defrand acreditor, he can be thrown into bankruptcy. That 
is nearly as strong as the substitute which was presented here in 
the lust Congress, and it is an involuntary provision. Now, what 
are the involuntary provisions of the bill under discussion? Let 
us see if there is anything in these provisions so odious. I read 
from section 2. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. May 1 interrupt the gentleman? 

The SPEAKER protempore. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BRODERICK. Yes. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. When you consider the fact that the in- 
voluntary features of the Nelson bill are in the laws of all States, 
or nearly all of the States, it practically makes the Nelson bill a 
purely voluntary system, for it adds nothing new upon the stat- 
utes under which creditors can proceed. 

Mr. BRODERICK. It has two grounds, and one of them the 
gentlemen who are opposing this bill are objecting to—that is, if 
there is an attempt to give a preference. That is one of the 
things, I understand, that have been objected to. Now, I read 
from the bill: 


Sec. 2. Acts of bankruptcy.—a Acts of bankruptcy by a person shall con- 
sist of his having (1) concealed himself, departed or remained away from his 
place of business, residence, or domicile with intent to avoid the service of 
civil process and to defeat his creditors, and shall not have returned at least 
forty-eight hours before the filing of a petition in bankruptcy, and before the 
rights of creditors shall have been impaired, altered, or interfered with. 

The substantive declaration in a petition under this subdivision 
would be absence from his place of business with intent to avoid 
the service of process and to defeat his creditors. So that under 
this subdivision these facts would be presented to the jury and 
would be determined by the jury—whether the debtor absented 
himself with intent to defeat his creditors. Certainly if the jury 
so decided, there could be no injubtice in a distribution of his 
property among his creditors. 

(2) Failed for thirty days and until a petition is filed while insolvent to 
secure the release of any property levied upon under process of law for $500 or 
over, or if such gropert is to be sold within such time under such process, 
then until three days before the time fixed for such sale. 

To enforce bankruptcy under this subdivision the material alle- 
— would be the failure for thirty days, and until a petition is 

led, while insolvent, so that—— 

Mr. LANHAM. 
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Is that provision in the Nelson bill? 
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Mr. BRODERICK. That provision is substantially in the Nel- 
son bill, but I am reading now from our bill. 

So that insolvency would be a question submitted to the jury 
in case proceedings should be instituted under this subdivision, 


(3) Made a transfer of any of his property with intent to defeat his credit. 
ors and has not regained the ownership and possession of such property be- 
fore the rights of creditors have been altered, impaired, or changed by rea- 
son of such transfer, and at least ten days before the commencement of a 
proceeding in bankruptcy. 

There the question would be whether the debtor had made a 
transfer of any of his property with intent to defeat his creditors, 
So that this subdivision involves the question of fraud, and this is 
the question which would be submitted to the jury, and if the jury 
should answer in the affirmative, certainly there would be no 
hardship in the distribution of his eae among his creditors, 
as is declared cause for involuntary bankruptcy in the Nelson 

ili. 


(4) Made an assignment for the benefit of his creditors or filed in court a 
written statement admitting his inability to pay his debts. 

This is one of the provisions that gentlemen have objected to, 
and yet it is substantially incorporated in the Nelson bill, which 
they say they are willing to support. This subdivision does not 
involve the question of fraud. It involves a confession of failure. 

(5) Made, while insolvent, a transfer of any of his property or suffered any 
of it to be taken or levied upon by process of law or otherwise for the pur- 
pose of giving a preference, and has not regained the ownership of such prop- 
erty or released same from such levy before the rights of creditors shall 
have been altered, changed, or impaired by reason of such transfer, taking, 
or levy and at least ten days before the commencement of a proceeding in 
bankruptcy. 

This subdivision is an inhibition against preference and isa part 
of the Nelson bill. Iunderstand that there is no objection to this, 
except by those who are opposed to all bankruptcy laws. 

(6) Procured or suffered a judgment to be entered against himself with in- 
tent to defeat his creditors, and suffered same to remain unpaid until ten 
days before the filing of a petitionin bankruptcy, provided that a payment or 
satisfaction of such a judgment by a sale of any of the debtor's property or 
from the proceeds of such a sale shall not be deemed a paymert of such judg- 
ment under the provisions of this section. 

Here the question would be the debtor's intention to defeat his 
creditors, so that this involves the question of fraud. 

(7) Secreted any of his property to avoid its being levied upon under legal 
process against himself and to defeat his creditors, and has not surrendered 
such property to such legal process at least ten days before the filing of a 
petition in bankruptcy. 

Here the act to defeat creditors would be the question for the 
jury. Can there be any valid objection to this provision? 

(8) Suffered while insolvent an execution from a court of record for $5) 
or over, or a number of executions aggre ting such amount, against himself 
to be returned “no properes found,” unless the amount shown to be due by 
such executions shall be paid before a petition is filed. 

So, when these provisions are analyzed, it will be seen that there 
is nothing here upon which any debtor could be forced into bank- 
ruptcy, except there was meditated fraud or a solemn confession 
on the part of the debtor that he is insolvent and wholly unable to 
pay his debts. If gentlemen will read these several grounds of 
involuntary bankruptcy in the light of the attachment laws of 
their respective States, if they will read these provisions in the 
light of the mortgage and lien laws of their respective States, if 
they will read them and construe them in the light of their own 
experience and convictions upon questions of common honesty 
and integrity between business men, they will see that there is 
nothing in these provisions that will oppress or operate as a hard- 
ship upon any honestman. Thereis nothing in this bill to destroy, 
but we believe it will strengthen the credit of every honest, care- 
ful business man, The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Cocuran} 
said that the old bankrupt law was held as a menace over debtors. 

The same might be said of the attachment law, and yet we have 
never heard of creditors threatening to commence attachment 
proceedings to destroy the business of their debtors. Creditors 
do not desire to bankrupt their debtors. It is to the interests o! 
creditors in the business world to encourage and hold up the 
hands of the debtors, for the growth and prosperity of the debtor 
means the prosperity of the creditor. 

What inducement is there to oppress under this proposed law? 
The creditor must give a bond rh commencing proceedings 
under the involuntary clauses—not only a bond to secure the 

arty against costs and counsel fees, but a bond to secure the 

ebtor against damages. And in addition to this, all these ques- 
tions must be tried by jury before the creditor can proceed, unless 
there is a confession of failure. We say, then, this law can not 
be held over debtors as a menace; the debtor has ample protec- 
tion, and there is nothing here that would disturb any honest 
business man, whether rich or poor, fortunate or unfortunate. — 

But it has been said by one gentleman who is 7 to this 
bill that it will be expensive to go into acourt of bankruptcy: 
that the estate or a very large ent am of it may be consumed by 
fees andexpenses. The committee has honestly endeavored to re- 
duce the fees and to make them as low as possible. You can not 
dispense with any officer provided for in this bill. There must be 
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This brief but concise history of its origin and adoption is per- 
haps without a parailel in any other provision that can be named. 
It is stated by many authors, and wiil no doubt be conceded to be 
generally correct, that whenever a new term or phrase is intro- 
duced into a statute or constitution without explanatory remarks 
showing a contrary intent, its meaning must be ascertained by 
reference to the code from which it was taken. In view of this 
rule it has often been insisted with some force and much inge- 
nuity that this term came to us from the English system, and that 
its meaning in our Constitution should be identical with that 
given it in that country. 

Indeed, it is believed by many that the only power of Congress 
to pass a law impairing the obligations of contracts must be found 
in this construction. It is a historical truth that up to the date 
it was used in our Constitution it had never been applied in Eng- 
land to anyone who was not in some way engaged in some branch of 
commerce. Mr. Blackstone describes a bankrupt as follows, viz: 

A trader who secretes himself or does certain other acts tending to de- 
fraud his creditors. (See 2 Bik., 471.) 

Mr. Kent says: 

Bankruptcy in the —— law has by long and settled usage received an 
appropriate meaning and has been considered to be applicable only to un- 
fortunate traders or persons who get their livelihood by buying and selling 


for gain and who do certain acts which afford evidence of an intention to 
avoid the payment of their debts. (See 2 Kent, 390.) 


If, then, this word should be restricted to the clearly defined and 
well-settled meaning it had in England at the time our Constitu- 
tion was adopted, the power of Congress would be very much less 
than is claimed by the friends of this measure and much more 
limited than I believe it to be. The inconvenience accruing from 
such a construction would not only be severely felt in the class of 
persons to whom it might be applied, but would extend to the 
exclusion of the voluntary features of a bill and preclude a dis- 
charge of the debtor in any case without consent of a certain per 
cent in number and value of his creditors. 

I have even entertained the opinion that the purpose of this 
clause was to grant to Congress the right to legislate with uni- 
formity upon this subject without reference to its expansion or 
contraction, thus leaving it free to develop and adjust itself to 
the condition and wants of the people. This seems to be war- 
ranted by the following language from Chief Justice Marshall, viz: 

The bankrupt law is said to grow out of the exigencies of commerce and 
to be applicable solely to traders; but it is not easy to say who must be ex- 
cluded from or may be included within this description. It is, like every 
other part of thesubject, one on which the legislature may exercise an exten- 
sive discretion. (4 Wheat., 193.) 

Concerning the final discharge from the debt, the same pro- 
found jurist said: 

But if an act of Congress should discharge the person of the bankrupt and 
leave his future acquisitions liable to his creditors, we should feel much hes- 
itation in saying this was an insolvent and not a bankrupt act, and therefore 
unconstitutional. : 

Again, he said, in the same opinion: 

But should an act of bankruptcy authorize a commission of bankruptcy to 
issue on the application of a debtor, a court would scarcely be warranted in 
saying it was unconstitutional and the commissiona nullity. (4 Wheat., 193.) 

Though upon these points the opinion was, as stated therein, not 
authoritative, yet it has never, so far as I know, been challenged 
by one occupying a position similar to that its able author then 
held. Since then Congress has passed two bankruptcy laws, in 
each of which this view was adhered to so far as it relates to the 
persons who might be included and upon whose motion the com- 
mission might issue. Relying upon these utterances and prece- 
dents to show that Congress has the authority to pass a voluntary 
or involuntary bankrupicy measure applicable alike to all citi- 
zens, I shall pass to the consideration of the expediency of such 
legislation. 

Iam aware that it has been often urged that it was the impera- 
tive duty of Congress to provide and maintain a permanent sys- 
tem of bankruptcy. Indeed, that expression from certain quar- 
ters has been quite common of late. + do not concur in that view, 
nor do I believe that good pclicy is subserved by such a course. 

Iam of the opinion that this power was given that relief might 
be afforded to a suffering and distressed people in periods of severe 
and extraordinary depression and withdrawn when the exigencies 
that demanded its exercise had ceased to trouble and afflict them. 

The language used can not be fairly construed to be mandatory 
and the nature of the power granted is not such as to change its 
import. There are many other powers conferred upon Congress 
by substantially the same terms, and the folly of this contention 
may be easily illustrated by an application of the same rule to 
them. Such, for instance, is the power to declare war. If it be 
imperative in the one it is equally so in the other, and by this 
method it would be shown to be the duty of Congress to declare 
and maintain the country in a belligerent attitude perpetually. 

If friends who have indulged such views will refer to the case 
of Sturgis vs. Crowninshield (4 Wheat., 196), they will find this 
language: 

It [the power of Congress to pass bankruptcy laws] may be exercised or 


declined as the wisdom of that body shall decide. * 


mere existence of the power which is incompatible with the exercise of the 
same power by the States. 


* * It is not the 


This view has likewise been sanctioned by the State and Federa] 
legislatures, so that it may be regarded as thoroughly established, 
The matter has therefore been reduced to legislative discretion, 
not constitutional duty. There are no motives of respect and re- 
gard for the Constitution to urge members to action. 

Judgment and discretion, restricted alone by the common wel- 
fare, ought to control. Iam one member who, believing there is 
no constitutional mandate in this matter, does not hesitate to de- 
clare my unfaltering opposition to any permanent bankruptcy 
system. It would give great encouragement to the continuously 
existing and uncontrollable tendency that nearly all men have to- 
ward either ill-advised speculation or extravagant expenditures. 

Theorize as the advocates of a permanent bankruptcy bil! may, 
they can not alter or escape the plain practical truth that when 
obligations can be satisfied or rather nullified so much more easily 
through the process of bankruptcy than by an honest, square, old- 
fashioned payment with money or other property acquired by toil 
and sacrifice, far less caution to avoid kruptcy and far less 
effort to make honest payments will become epidemic among the 
people. [Applause.] 

Debts, like a canker, consume the rewards of toil, and a just ap- 
prehension of their deadly blight stands as a vigilant sentinel 
over the happiness and welfare of thousands of our fellow-citi- 
zens. There are many modern pursuits glistening with the possi- 
bilities or false promises of speedily made fortunes, while within 
them lurk far greater probabilities of financial wreck and ruin, 
and the anxiety for the one is often neutralized by fear of the 
other, under the natural system which holds men to the bona fide 
performance of their contracts freely and fairly made. 

I am likewise opposed to an involuntary bankruptcy law, which 
is but another name for that which is auswattel for the exclu- 
sive benefit of the creditor class. There is not a State within 
this Union that has not provided remedies, ordinary and extraor- 
dinary, to aid this class in the collection of demands due them, 
and this feature of this substitute*is but a pungent weapon of 
vindictive annoyance given into their hands with which they may 
harass and torment oppressed debtors. 

No property of the debtor can be reached by or through the 
bankrupt act that could not be taken under remedies now or that 
could be provided by State tribunals. Process from them is as 
able to discover, as swift to seize, and as powerful to subject the 
property of the debtor as any that can be given in any involun- 
tary bankruptcy bill. I concede that there is one advantage that 
accrues to the lynx-eyed creditor in such a measure. He can 
menace his struggling but not hopeless debtor with the harsh and 
cruel alternative of being driven into bankruptcy if he fails to 
secure his debt. He may or may not execute his threat, but it is 
unfair in either instance, and if executed, it is nothing short of 
persecution. [Applause.] 

I believe also that involuntary bankruptcy is contrary to the 
genius of the present age and time. Whatever may have been 
the original purpose of a bankruptcy system (and that it was to 
protect the creditor I do not deny), it has, like all other laws, 
yielded to the generous influence of experience, advancing thought, 
and higher civilization until now it may be asserted that the wel- 
fare of the Republic through the restoration of debtors to the 
position of unfettered and untrammeled citizens is the chief con- 
sideration for its enactment. That the creditor has rights that 
ought to be guarded no one will be so unjust as to deny, but I af- 
firm that any law enacted with the primary pence of protecting 
the creditor and the enforcement of his rights is contrary to the 
fundamental principle of a modern bankruptcy law. E 

That this is true can not, in view of the history of 1 avion in 
this country and England — the subject, be doubted. The 
initiatory act of the lish Parliament relating to this subject 
was 34 and 35 Henry , in 1542, which was foliowed by 13 Eliz- 
abeth, more fully developing the purpose of that act. It was cer- 
tainly for the benefit of the creditor and without any consideration 
whatever for the debtor. It neither discharged him from prison 
nor exonerated his future acquisition from liability at the suit of 
creditors. It took from the debtor every v of property he 
owned and did not protect his body from disposition at the hands 
of his creditors. : 

This law, so extreme and unjust, yielded inch by inch until the 
4 and 5 Statutes of Anne, which were the first among the English 
statutes to allude to the matter of discharge, it was fol- 
lowed by 5 George II, which made an allowance to the bankrupt, 
exonerated his person from seizure, and by consent of four-fifths 
of his creditors discharged his future uisitions of property 
from liability. There were oe e at times as to. the 
person to whom it was applicable, but always confined to those 
engaged in commerce insome way. Thus, ee the Eng- 
lish law stood when the American Constitution was adopted. 

The first bankrupt law was passed by Congress April 4, 1800, 
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years. It was purely an involuntary system and embraced no 
one other than “traders,” and discharges were granted only upon 
payment of 75 per cent of the debts and p 
creditors. This was but an Americanized edition of the then Eng- 
lish system and is of considerable importance also in so far as it 
may be regarded as a legislative interpretation of the constitu- 
tional clause. Raia - 

This first embodiment of the English idea into a statute could 


not long withstand the force of popular sentiment that rose like a 


storm, beat against it, and compelled its repeal when it had ex- 
isted scarcely half its alloted time. It may be well to note that 
when it went down in the sea of condemnation in December, 1803, 
it had but few friends to mourn its loss, for the vote in the House 
was 99 in favor and 13 against its repeal. But its abrogation did 
not exterminate that class of people who are happy if they may at 
any and all times settle their debts by a discharge in bankruptcy 


rather than by good-faith compliance with the spirit and letter of 


their contract. 


These continued, as they had before, to agitate the question and 
deluge Congress with petitions until in 1841, after a terrific finan- 


cial panic had dissipated property values, crushed business enter- 
prises, and bankrupted thousands of active business men, the sec- 
ond American bankrupt law was passed. It was, however, very 
unlike its predecessor. Its scope 
enlarged, and its principles ameliorated until it embraced all per- 
sons and established both voluntary and involuntary bankruptcy, 
giving the debtor the right to a discharge unless a majority of his 
creditors should protest. 

By the testimony of those who ought to know, it is shown that 
the voluntary feature of the bill was very popular and many thou- 
sands who had been hopelessly overwhelmed with debt before its 
enactment were restored to the active useful vocations of life. 
When this wise and beneficient end was accomplished justice and 
reason dictated and secured its repeal. 

Again in 1867, after the most devasting and destructive war 
this country had ever experienced, during which farms and work- 
shops alike in many sections were abandoned for the field of bat- 
tle, when men fought to maintain their honest convictions, when 
fortunes were surrendered to the ravages of war and people were 
impoverished on every hand without their own fault, Congress 
again gave the country a bankrupt law very similar in many re- 
spects to that of 1841. That it gave great relief for a brief time 
has never been denied, but still it would be quite safe to say that it 
did not long continue to receive the approval of the people, and 
while they could not secure its prompt repeal, th~y compelled 
amendments in line of the modern demands, and finally accom- 
plished its overthrow. 

Even the English Parliament has not been immovable, for it has 
long since (1825) made the voluntary feature part of its system 
available to all alike under the act of 1869 and greatly liberalized 
their provisions for the discharge of debtors, thus tacitly admit- 
ting the fallacy in its purpose and effect of its ancient system. I 
place before you these ominous verdicts of a brave, upright, and 
intelligent people against this cruel relic of the bygone centuries, 
and admonish you now that while you may for the time resist 
this just and humane trend of public sentiment, yet the inevitable 
forces of truth, logic, and justice will in due time secure its tri- 
umphant recognition. : 

I believe the truest test of a nation’s advancing civilization will 
be found in the growing perfection of its legal system, because 
this must depend, not upon the growth of one, but of all virtues and 
intelligence. Hence,I am in favor of pruning this ancient vine 
and casting away the dead and dying branches. Sound reason 
and good policy forbid that legislation by Congress upon this sub- 
ject should go farther than to supply an opportunity for relief to 
pont aca y insolvent fellowcitizens. [Applause by the Demo- 
crats. 

_ If the State governments possessed the power to relieve them as 
it does to fully protect their creditors, I should contend to the last 
against any interposition of this bodyin their behalf. [Applause.] 
Butthe Federal Constitution, section 10 of Article I, reads in part— 


No State shall * * * pass * * * laws impairing the obligation of 
contracts, 


In the case of Sturgis vs, Crowninshield (4 Wheat., 207) the Su- 
preme Court in the certificate stated: 


This court is of the opinion that since the adoption of the Constitution of 
the United States a State has authority to pass a bankrupt law provided such 
law does not a the obligation of contracts within the meaning of the 
Constitution, an — there be no act of Congress in force to establish a 
uniform system of bankruptcy conflicting with such law. 


In that same opinion it is stated: 


The convention sopenrs to have intended to establish a great principle 
that contracts shoul inviolable. If, as we think, it must be admitted that 
this intention might actuate the convention; that it is not only consistent 
with, but apparently manifested by all that part of the section which respects 
this subject; that the words used are well adapted to the expression of it; 
that violence should be done to their plain meaning by understanding 
them in a more limited sense, those of construction which have been 


and its existence was limited by its own terms to a period of five 


ossibly by consent of 
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consecrated by the wisdom of ages compel us to say that these words pro- 
hibit the passage of any law Ghecharging a contract without performance. 

In the case of Ogden vs. Saunders (12 Wheat., 212) it was held 
by the Supreme Court that State bankrupt laws were invalid so 
far as they applied to contracts existing at the time of the passage 
of such law and so far as they might relate to citizens of other 
States. It is therefore obvious that Congress alone can loosen the 
chains and lift the burdens from these prostrated and staggering 
people. [Applause.] I believe that the condition precedent con- 
templated by our patriotic forefathers when they framed the Con- 
stitution as a prerequisite to the exercise of this power has 
occurred, 

The time has come when the welfare of the Republic itself de- 
mands that the great prison house of insolvency filled with the 
legions of once energetic and enterprising men should be opened 
and these men placed in the field of active service for themselves 
and their country. As it is my purpose to hereafter submit re- 
marks touching the cause that rendered existing conditions inevit- 
able, I am now content to state that the number of reported fail- 
ures among manufacturers and traders for the last ten years have 
been from 10,000 to 15,000 per annum, with liabilities ranging from 
$114,000,000 to $346,000,000 each year. 

It is quite certain that among those classes there were many 
small concerns not reported. How many and to what amount 
there were failures among the other classes of our people no man 
can tell, but it will not be denied that the general breaking down 
of supporting columns and crumbling of foundation stones in the 
great business superstructure of the country; the prostration and 
desolation in all departments of every industry known to our 
people has been the completest, the most protracted and destruc- 
tive the people of America have ever known. I can not say, but I 
do not believe that we have yet seen the end of this direful 
condition. 

I am confident that the most of those who have been driven from 
business through loss and failure, and now are numbered among 
the unemployed, met this sad fate by no fault of theirown. The 
mighty transition through which this country has passed within 
a few years has been unparalleled. The very best men in our 
midst are numbered among the unfortunates who have been swept 
by this merciless storm of unsuspected, unforeseen misfortunes 
into the vortex.of ruin. In behalf of these blameless and helpless 
people I would be willing toseea voluntary bankruptcy law placed 
upon the statute book for a period sufficiently long, and no longer, 
to afford them relief. [Applause. | 

There are many special features of this substitute to which I 
should be pleased to call attention by way of criticism, but I am 
advised that the time allotted to me has about expired. I may say, 
however, without intent to reflect upon the honorable gentlemen 
supporting it, that it is artfully misleading and essentially decep- 
tive in its terms by reason of extraordinary definitions of words, 

Nearly one-half of the acts of involuntary assignment namedin 
it, when properly analyzed, resolve themselves into insolvency 
and nothing more. It will be found to be very doubtful whether 
a person driven into involuntary bankruptcy on some acts involy- 
ing no moral turpitude can secure any discharge. 

Let me say, in conclusion, to friends on the other side who have 
offered many reasons for the repeal of past bankrupt laws, that 
while the causes they have assigned doubtless contributed to the 
abolition of such laws, the chief factor in abbreviating their exist- 
ence is and has always been that the great masses of the people 
will not give their sanction or support to any law that destroys 
honest contracts voluntarily made. As a relief measure, the sen- 
timent of the people may not overturn it for a short time; but as 
a permanent law a bankrupt system never has and never can re- 
ceive the indorsement of the people of America. [Great applause. ] 

Mr. TERRY. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. WILson]. 


[Mr. WILSON of South Carolina addressed the House. 
Appendix. | 


Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, before entering into the discus- 
sion of this bill I desire to say candidly to the House that it is my 
purpose to reply to what I conceive to be, and what many gentle- 
men on this side of the House regard, a gratuitous insult and 
slander upon that section which I in part represent, by the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. LANpis]. It will be remembered by those 
who read the newspapers that the gentleman a few days ago, at 
the celebration of the birthday of Mr. Lincoln, made a speech be- 
fore the Middlesex Clubin the city of Boston. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
I desire to send to the desk and have the language which we ob- 
ject to, or except to, read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The leaders of these allied forces have consumed days in the House of ae 
sentatives in calling attention to the strikes in New England and the low 

rice of cotton in the South, and shouting lustily, “There is no prosperity.”* 
am informed that the cotton mills of New England have been forced to 
make a slight reduction in wages. And why? Because hundreds of factories 
have been planted by the cotton fields down in the Carolinas and other 
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Southern States, and with long hours and cheap labor they are able to under- 
sell New England. And why is cotton cheap? Because in recent years the 
cotton crop has been phenomenal—this last two years millions of bales in ex- 
cess of the normal crop. 


The Southern agriculturist knows little else than cotton. 


If he would 
prosper, he must read. 


If he would get out of the rut, he must experiment. 
Cotton, cotton, cotton, year after year, exhausts the soil, and that portion of 
the crop that does not go for labor goes for fertilizer. 


NORTHERN AND SOUTHERN FARMERS. 


The Northern farmer fertilizes with his brain by rotating his crops. In 
this way he varies the products of the soil and limits the sup ly. The North- 
ern farmer reads, he studies, he discusses, he experiments, he grows, and in 
him we havo the keen, intelligent, broad-minded, patriotic citizen. Contrast 
the Indiana farmer with the Southern farmer. 

The Indiana farmer sits in his home, made comfortable with carpets and 
beautiful with pictures and refined with books, and reads by the light of a 
student lamp scientific treatises on bee culture, fruit culture, sheep raising, 
cattle feeding, horse and swine breeding, and the face of his farm in spring- 
time is not a broad expanse of monotony but presents all the varied hues 
and beauties of a face lit with love and touched with the tints of joy and 


noe Southern farmer, if he is not pitiably illiterate, sits in his unpainted 
abode, its furnishings consisting largely of memories of “before the war,” 
and by the light of a tallow candle wades through one of Jo—E WHEELER'S 
speeches on the “Crime of °73,”’ and then retires and drifts into somnolency, 
mechanically munching leaf tobacco. The farmers of the South are to-day 
kept bound and hopelessly chained to the posts of ignorance and monotony 
and dry rot by the millions upon millions of copies of speeches on “The 
Crime of °73,”’ “The Curse of Gold,” ** The Robber Tariff,” and ** The Thieves 
of Lombard and Wall Streets,” franked to them by their Representatives. I 
am convinced that there can be no new South until, in some way, the farmers 
raising cotton are taught that wealth and prosperity are the fruits of diver- 
sity and industry, and recognize in the printed speech of the average Repre- 
sentative from Alabama, Georgia, and Mississippi a political gold brick. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, I have been in this House about 
five years. Inall the heated debates we have had, this is'the first 
time I ever knew a Representative to attack a great section of the 
country as being hopelessly ignorant. Here is a great division of 
the country attacked and slandered, and everybody knows it that 
knows anything about the South. In order to answer these com- 
parisons, let me draw one. The gentleman emphasized his false 
statements by drawing comparisons between Indiana and the 
Southern farmer, and 1 want to premise what I say by saying that 
the people of the South do not envy the people of Indiana their 
prosperity; we want them to prosper, as we want all the people 
of this Union to prosper. [Applause.] Weare proudof Indiana, 
as Indiana ought to be proudof us. Let merepeata little history. 
I have the honor in part to represent the State of Georgia, a part 
of this section that this gentleman has criticised. 

I represent that district that lies between Chattanooga and At- 
lanta. It contains the battlefields, in part, of Missionary Ridge, 
Chickamauga, Ringgold, Rocky Face, Resaca, Cassville, Altoona, 
Kenesaw, Lost Mountain, New Hope, Noonday, and in fact the 
district I represent is a battlefield throughout. I was one of the 
participants in the war, though but a child, and when I returned 
to my home after the war was over, I found nothing but desolation 
upon every hand. In the country in which I live wescarcely had 
achicken tocrow by day, let alonea four-footed beast. Everything 
was practically destroyed. What was the condition in Indiana? 

I am told by people who know what they are talking about that 
the farmers prospered in Indiana during the war, and many of 
them made money and even made fortunes. Now, compare the 
conditions. Wewent back to Georgia to find everything absolutely 
torn all to pieces, everything we had on earth destroyed—a condi- 
tion of affairs that confronted us that never existed before in the 
world. A lot of slaves were turned loose and we had to solve one 
of the most difficult problems that addressed itself to any people. 
How did we meet that condition of affairs? It is unnecessary for 
me to tell you what that war was fought about. It is necessary, 
however, to say that the differences were submitted to the arbit- 
rament of the sword and we were defeated; we accepted the ver- 
dict, and we have kept the faith, We have gone to work and 
built up that country and made it such that the people of the 
United States will be proud of it. [Applause.] 

In lieu of our burning homes and our destroyed country, the dis- 
trict I represent to-day represents one of humming industry, not 
only of cotton farmers, but of machinery of every kind, and its 
varied industries are more diversified, perhaps, than any district 
in the United States. I want to say tothe gentleman from Indi- 
ana that we have a number of intelligent and upright, reading 
Republicans who live in my district who are cotton farmers, and 
I should like to know what they think when they read his com- 
ments upon them, that ‘“‘they read by a tallow candle one of 
JOE WHEELER'S speeches and then go to sleep munching leaf 
tobacco.” 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am acquainted with those people. I was 
born and reared amongst them. I have mixed and mingled with 
them all my life; and I have racked my brain to locate a man 
whom Lever saw munching leaf tobacco or, since the war, burning 
a tallow candle. Why should a man burn a tallow candle when 
he can take the tallow and buy with it probably three times as 
much kerosene, making perhaps ten times better light? Why 
should this gentleman indulge in any such flings? 

But he says the people of Indiana are prosperous. Now, I 
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want to call attention, without any spirit of envy or anything of 
that sort, to the reason why the people of Indiana can be prosper- 
ous tosomeextent. I will read a clipping from a paper published 
in the gentleman’s own town of Delphi, ind.: 


. PAYMENT OF PENSIONS. 


The quarterly a ae payment is now being made. About $2,800,000 will 
be distributed in Indiana during the quarter. aes the fiscal year endin 
June 30, 1897, $10,918,692 was paid out to the 70,475 Indiana pensioners. It 
‘1 ae that 71,000 will be paid this year, amounting to a little over 

Now, just think of that! Ido not envy nor would I deny to 
any soldier who deserves a pension his right to draw it from this 
Government. But here we have $11,000,000 paid into one State 
during the course of a single year. Georgia is the second State 
in the Union so far as cotton raising is concerned. At present 
prices it would take one-half of the cotton crop of the State of 
Georgia to pay this pension list. Yet the gentleman slanders the 
cotton raiser of the South by saying that he knows nothing but 
**cotton, cotton, cotton.” Mr. Speaker, the amount paid for pen- 
sions in the State of Indiana is more money than we have in the 
State of Georgia or have had at any one time since the war—more 
than is set down to us in the estimates of the per capita wealth of 
the different States. Yet the gentleman proposes to set up the 
Indiana farmer to the prejudice of the cotton farmer in the State 
of Georgia. This is a most preposterous thing for any Represent- 
ative to have said. 

I address myself to gentlemen on the other side as well as on 
this side of the Chamber. Who is it that would have made this 
speech except the man who did make it? [Laughter and applause 
on the Democratic ag And I want to say another —s It 
would be unnecessary for me to reply to the gentleman from 
Indiana if the people of our great section had been present and 
had heard him make his — on the civil service the other day 
and then heard my friend from California [Mr. MaGuIRE] wipe 
it out. The gentleman is not careful with facts. [Laughter.] 
He seems to know but a little about the cotton crop—— 

A MEMBER. He is economical with facts. 

Mr. MADDOX. Yes, thatisa fact; he is economical with facts; 
that is the true condition of affairs. [Laughter. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. He has to be, as 
them. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. MADDOX. Yes; that is right. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to say a word in justice to the people 
of the South, especially of the States of Alabama, Georgia, and 
Mississippi, to which the gentleman has referred. And before I 
forget it, if the gentleman be present, and I believe heis, I want to 
know of you what speech any Georgian has made on this floor 
that would authorize you to make the statement that we are giv- 
ing our constituents ‘‘a gold brick.” I have not heard of any such 
thing. We have a right to discuss the economical questions 
which interest this country. And allow me to say that your own 
history as given in the Directory of this Congress shows that some- 
body has been giving your constituents ‘‘ gold bricks;” for you 
were elected by only a little more than 200 majority. AndI a 
prehend another thing—that the brave, true, and patriotic people 
of the State of Indiana will resent the sentiments that you uttered 
before the Middlesex Club in Boston. 

They will give youa ‘gold brick” and tell you that you can 
stay at home if it is your business to abuse the commission they 
give you to go out and insult a part of the people of this great 
country. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I propose to speak plainly, as I always do. 
I rarely do speak, but when I do I try to speak tothe point. Isay 
that a man who is a Representative on this floor and who will go 
out to a club or elsewhere and undertake to attack a section of the 
country regardless of party or politics and slander them in this 
manner is unworthy of a seat on this floor asa Represetitative. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I yield thirty minutes to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. McCatu]. ‘ 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. ans in the short time I shali ask the 
attention of the House I do not propose to discuss the details of 
the pending bill, which were so ably set forth yesterday by the 
chairman of the committee and also so fully presented in the very 
elaborate report from the ¢ommittee. I propose rather to discuss 
the general phases of bankruptcy legislation and the general reasons 
for it. 

The Constitution gives no more explicit power than that which 
it confers upon Congress to pass uniform naturalization laws and 
uniform laws on the subject of bankruptcy. This power is stated 
so explicitly that its exercise is almost enjoined upon us as a duty. 
It is united with the great right of fixing the citizenship of this 
Republic; and it seems to me that it is to be regarded not merely as 
giving us the power to pass such a law, but as almost ordering us 
to pass it. 

Let us look for a moment at the conditions which existed at the 


e has so few of 





1898. 


a 


time of the framing of the Constitution. Our ancestors who par- 
ticipated in that convention were nearly all descendants of the 
English race, and they knew that in the land from whence they 
sprung there had been, for more than two and a half centuries, a 
bankruptcy law. They knew that that was one of the most es- 
sential enactments of a great trading nation; and building a state 
which was to grow and become great, they provided for the 
growth of trade and its expansion beyond State lines. They knew 
that the threads of commerce would knit together the whole 
country from end to end and would prove a mighty factor in 
strengthening the Union. 

Tf there was a reason at the time of the framing of the Consti- 
tution to operate upon the minds of the great men who framed it 
to give us the power to establish a law upon that subject, how 
much greater is the reason which exists to-day for us to exercise 
that power? At the time of the adoption of the Constitution it 
required a fortnight by ordinary methods of communication to 
go from the city of Boston to the city of Baltimore, a distance that 
can be traversed to-day in the time that elapses between the rising 
and the setting of the sun. The mails at that time were slow, 
uncertain, and infrequent, and a letter was then longer in going 
from Boston to Philadelphia than it is now in crossing the sea. 
The merchants of Boston and of New York to-day can instantly 
communicate not merely with the city of Philadelphia, but with 
points hundreds of miles beyond it where now t cities occupy 

laces where at the time of the framing of the Constitution noth- 
ng broke the silence save the yelling of savages and the howling 
of wolves. 

To-day New York and Charleston, Baltimore and New Orleans, 
are nearer together than at the time of the framing of the Consti- 
tution Boston was to Salem or to Providence. The telegraph, the 
telephone, and the frequent and fast-flying mails have almost an- 
nihilated distance, and our nearly 180,000 miles of railroad enable 
us now in an incredibly short space of time to transfer from one 
State to another great masses of freight and merchandise which 
one hundred years ago were as immovable as mountains. The 
marvelous instrumentalities of modern commerce, undreamed of 
one hundred years ago, have compelled us to become commercially 
one people. State lines are eliminated. The merchant in New 
York makes a trade in his own office and within a minute of time 
with the merchant in Chicago, and it becomes absolutely neces- 
sary for us to exercise this great power intrusted to us, this great 
duty enjoined on us, the performance and exercise of which have 
become so vital to the proper regulation of commerce and trade. 

I have listened with interest to some of the speeches made in 
opposition to the bill, and especially to that made by the distin- 
guished gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. WILsoNn] who re- 
cently addressed the House, in which he declared that this bill 
was an attack upon the sovereignty of States. That declaration 
brings strongly to my mind a speech made sixty years ago in the 
National Senate by a distinguished representative of the Statefrom 
which the gentleman comes, Robert Y. Hayne. I do not under- 
stand that Mr. Hayne could justly be accused of being a foe to 
the sovereignty of the States. In fact, I do not think this country 
ever contained a more loyal or eloquent defender of that doctrine. 
He maintained his opinions upon State rights to the point of 
nullification and rebellion. He was a man almost worthy to cope 
with Daniel Webster in debate; and yet a bankruptcy law has 
had no more forcible advocate than Mr. Hayne. In a speech deliv- 
ered in the National Senate in 1827 he said: 


Under the existing system, if system it can be called, in addition to the 
various and contradictory laws which exist in every State in the Union on 
the subject of bankruptcy or insolvency; in addition to the uncertainty 
and fluctuation which must always eee to any system on which twenty- 
five independent legislatures are constantly acting, there is one great absorb- 
ing evil ere and acknowledged. I mean. the preferences which, 
under the laws, I believe, of every State of the Union, are permitted and 
sanctioned. 

If one or two of the New England States should be supposed to constitute 
exceptions to the rule, it will be found on examination that they are not ex- 
ceptions in fact. Though their laws do not expressly permit preferences, yet 
creditors are suffered to acquire them by writs of domestic attachment, and 
these writs, though sometimes proceeding from the vigilance of the creditor, 
very commonly owe their existence to hints given by the failing debtor to 
friendly creditors. 

In truth and in substance, therefore, the system of preferences, however 
disguised, universally prevails throughout the Uni States. To destroy 
this is the first object of the bill, whic provides in effect that when a trader 
is unable to pay his creditors in full his estate shall be divided fairly and 
ratably among them, One gentleman (Mr. Reed) has denied the justice of 
this provision and asks ‘* whether a debt due to a usurer ought to stand on 
the same footing with one due toafriend?” I answer that, according tg the 
eternal laws of justice, all debts of equal degree must have an equal claim 
upon the debtor. Besides, the right to prefer gives the privilege to cheat; 
and in practice it will be found that the least meritorious creditors are those 
generally preferred. ; 

The practical operation of such a system has a tendency to undermine the 
very foundations of credit, necessarily introduces overtrading, and opens a 
wide doortofraud. If the credit of a nation bea part of its wealth, the credit 
of its merchants is one of the foundations of that credit, and of course of the 
wealth of the State. It is difficult to conceive how national credit can be sta- 
ble when the credit of those who hold the capital of the country has no fixed 
and certain character. What is the true basis of credit in any community? 
The certainty that engagements will be faithfully performed. And how can 
this be obtained without wise laws to enforce the payment of debts promptly, 
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justly, and equally, so far as the means of the debtors extend? Credit, now, 
oes not depend so much on the actual stock in trade as m the disposition of 
the trader to givea preference; and this will be influenced by anythingrather 
than a sacred regard to justice. 

~ 3 * * * * * 


Under the operation of existing laws creditors have no security whatever 
for the collection of their just demands. A careless debtor may suffer his 
estate to go to waste; a spendthrift may dissipate it, and one disposed to be 
fraudulent may conceal or assign it to his friends. He has the privilege of 
selecting, and in general will select a few of his least meritorious creditors, 
men who have ministered to his extravagance, or furnished him the means 
of desperate speculations, and bestow upon them the remnant of his fortune, 

* * + © x * . 


It is in vain toexpect that a debtor so situated ever will make open, manly, 
and honest exertions. He will either pursue his avocations & stealth, 
poowuans about in secret places, and hide his gains from the world, or he 
will sink down in a state of absolute despair, content to eat the bread and 
drink the cup of dependence all the days of his life. He sinks from the con- 
dition of a man to the condition of a slave. He isa slave to friends, on 
whose favor he subsists and on whose smiles he lives. He is a slave to 
creditors, from whose frown he flies. I would make sucha man free. 

There has been no more eloquent and no stronger defense of a 
bankruptcy law than that from which I have quoted here from the 
distinguished Senator who once represented South Carolina in 
the National Senate. And there has been no stronger condemna- 
tion anywhere of the system of unfair preference laws of States 
than by the most eloquent champion of the doctrine of State 
rights, once so burning a question in American politics, but now 
forever settled by the arbitrament of the sword. 

Mr. BALL. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. McCALL. I have but a short time, but I will yield if the 
interruption is brief. 

Mr. BALL. It is for information. On page 20, in the defini- 
tion of secured creditors, if I read the bill aright, I find that only 
two classes are named as secured creditors. What I wish to ask 
the gentleman is this: Is it not a fact that under this bill the 
holder of paper which is indorsed, but not secured by lien upon 
real estate, can go into the estate of the bankrupt and participate 
therein with all the other creditors, and then proceed upon the 
indorser for the balance, and if to that extent he is not secured, 
and is it not a preference? 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, that is traveling along distance 
from the course of my argument. Ido not think, however, that 
it would be absolutely unjust that a man with two obligations 
should be permitted to pursue his claim against both parties to 
them; but I can not be led from the track of my argument to dis- 
cuss a detail of the bill like that at this time. 

Now, I have read to you the opinion of Robert Y. Hayne. I 
will read to you a speech of a man who at that time represented 
in this country the opposite school of thought, and who has never 
had his superior in all our history in clearness of statement and 
in intellectual force. I quote now from a speech by Daniel Web- 


ster: 
Sir, we talk much, and talk warmly, of political liberty; and well we may 
for it is among the chief of public blessings. But who can enjoy polit al 


liberty if he is deprived permanently of personal liberty and the exercise 
of his own industry and his own faculties? To those unfortunate individ- 
uals, doomed to the everlasting bondage of debt, what is it that we have 
free institutions of government? What is it that we have public and pop 
ular assemblies? What is even this Constitution itself to them in its actual 
operation, and as we now administer it? What is its aspect to them but 
an aspect of stern, implacable severity; an aspect af refusal, denial, and 
frowning rebuke? Nay, more than that. an aspect not only of austerity and 
rebuke, but, as they must think it, of plain injustice also, since it will not 
relieve them nor suffer others to give them relief. What love can they feel 
toward the Constitution of their country, which has taken the power of 
striking off their bonds from their own paternal State governments, and yet, 
inexorable to all the cries of justice and of mercy, holds it unexercised in 
its own fast and unrelenting grasp’? They find themselves bondsmen, be 
cause we will not execute the commands of the Constitution; bondsmen to 
debts they can not pay, and which all know they can not pay,and which 
take away the power of supporting themselves. Other slaves have masters 
charged with the duty of support and protection; but their masters neither 
clothe, nor feed, nor shelter; they only bind. 

I might multiply quotations of this character; I might cite 
Story, that great jurist and authority upon questions of a high 
constitutional character, and many other men of different schools 
of thought who hold a high place in the history of this country. 

The States can not pass bankruptcy bills. That power is re- 
served to Congress. They can pass local insolvency laws which 
apply to their own citizens. We have one of them in Massachu- 
setts. But a debtor who takes advantage of those laws can not 
secure a release from creditors who live beyond the State lines. 

Many debtors there are to-day who have secured a release from 
the creditors living within the State who are still bound and in 
slavery to their creditors who live outside of the State. Why 
should we not havea national law for national trade? Whyshould 
we hamper and cramp our citizens with State lines in a par- 
ticular in which State lines were obliterated by the Constitution? 
Why, in short, since the States are prohibited by the Constitution 
from passing effective bankruptcy laws, should we not give to 
commerce a law which has a place on the statute books of all the 
great commercial nations in the world? 

Since we prohibit the passing of such a law by the States, it 
seems to me it is our duty to obey the plain mandate of the Con- 
stitution and pass a uniform law for the whole country. 
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The great purpose of laws among commercial nations is to pro- 
tect and promote honesty and to punish rascality, and one of the 
greatest punishments that you can administer to rascality is to 
snatch the spoils from the jaws of the wicked. So long as you 
have simply penal statutes you do not substantially meet the case. 
Many men willrun therisk of conviction, under the strict rules of 
evidence in criminal cases and in a class of cases in which con- 
viction is most difficult, if they have a chance of making pecuniary 
gains. You must at the same time provide that their property be 
ratably and fairly distributed. 

If you permit preferences, if a bankrupt can be permitted to 
prefer this creditor or that, you will find in many cases that his 
preferred creditor will become his trustee, to hold the money 
which he receives from him for the benefit of the bankrupt him- 
self. The present system tempts men to become dishonest and 
even criminal. 

Mr. TONGUE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question for information? 

Mr. McCALL. Yes. 

Mr. TONGUE. The gentleman stated a moment ago, and it 
has been stated by other members, that the States under their in- 
solvency laws can not release debtors from the claims of creditors 
living outside of the State unless they come within the jurisdic- 
tion of the State to present their bills. I will ask the gentleman 
if it is not true that, if the credits have been created or the debt 
contracted since the passage of the State law, that releases the 
debtor? Is not that the adjudication of the courts? 

Mr. McCALL. I donot understand that to be the law in this 
country. 

Mr. TONGUE. I understand that to be the adjudication of the 
courts. 

Mr. McCALL. 
I believe it is not. 

Mr. Speaker, it has been argued here that the proper exercise of 
the power of passing a bankruptcy law would be to have it apply 
simply to existing debtors, or for a very brief and limited time. 

It seems to me that that proceeding savors very much of a proc- 
ess which has been followed in a good many declining govern- 
ments in this world, of passing laws to wipe out existing debts, 
and is aimed purely at existing contracts. I do not believe in 
that kind of legislation. I do not believe that we should pass a 
bankruptcy law having any such transient purpose and having 
any limit of time. While we may seek to relieve the debtors 
who exist to-day, we should also provide a fixed basis for the 
future, so that the relative status of the future debtor and the 
future creditor may be established. Let the law stand upon the 
statute books until some future Congress in its wisdom shall re- 

veal it. 

: AsI said, we have an insolvency law in Massachusetts, and it 
has some involuntary features; but the main effect of the invol- 
untary provisions of that law is to deter men from frauds, and, as 
a matter of fact—and I think my colleagues from Massachusetts 
will bear me out in the statement—it is a very rare thing for an 
involuntary proceeding in insolvency to be heard of in Massachu- 
setts. 

The interest of the creditor ordinarily is not to put a man into 
bankruptcy. It is not, as you might infer from some of the 
speeches made, to his interest to devour the debtor. The interest 
of the creditor is generally shown in holding up the honest debtor. 
The honest debtor has an established business. He is a customer 
of a given creditor, and if the creditor finds that there is a possi- 
bility of his weathering the storm, instead of proceeding against 
him the creditor almost always supports him. Instances of that 
sort are within the knowledge of every lawyer. There is more 
sympathy with misfortune, more generosity among men than 
gentlemen give them credit for. Four creditors out of five are 
usually willing to bear with their debtor if he is honest and if his 
affairs are not hopeless. It is the exceptional creditor who is 
swinish and importunate and who breaks his debtor down with 
attachments in order that he may be preferred and secure more 
than his share, and it is against such a creditor that a bankruptcy 
law is aimed. 

I will admit that the earlier bankruptcy bills were not popular; 
but we did not have then established in this country the means of 
communication by which it was easy for the parties to get into 
the courts. They had to travel long distances. The laws were 
necessarily inoperative, and they were soon repealed. But the act 
of 1867 was in operation more than twice as long as all the pre- 
vious bankruptcy acts. That act had many harsh features; and 
yet it demonstrated the great utility and advantage of a bankrupt 
law. It was very expensive of operation, and on that account 
became unpopular; but I believe a careful study of the provisions 
of this bill will convince anyone that the cost of administration is 
here reduced to a minimum, and so far as the objection is con- 
cerned which existed against the old laws of the distance to United 
States courts, you will find here that with thereferee system which 


I have never understood that that was the law. 
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is provided for each county it is possible to have this law admin- 
istered almost at the very doors of the debtor. So that I say the 
objections which existed to previous bankruptcy laws do not exist 
against this one. 

We have to-day a vast number of men in this country who are 
hopelessly in debt. This bill will set them upon their feet. It 
will also provide a rule for the future, so that the merchant will] 
more readily send his merchandise across State lines. He will be 
willing to run the chances of the mismanagement or misfortune 
of his debtor when he would not in addition to that risk run the 
chances of rascality and the preferences that might be secured 
under local laws, or if he did he would charge for it. Business is 
done with reference to all the risks to which it is subject. If 
there is an extra risk by reason of the lack of just remedies, that 
risk is added to the price of the goods; it is paid in the end by the 
consumer, so that in the last analysis the cost of rascality is borne 
by the people. 

The involuntary provisions of the pending bill are far from 
harsh, and they are salutary. In almost every instance they are 
based on the fraudulent acts of the debtor. The existence of 
those provisions will inevitably deter him from committing frauds, 
since they would be likely to be inquired into in court and his 
fraudulent conduct be fruitless of any gain. 

The time has come for us to lift a heavy millstone from the 
neck of industry; to bid the hundreds of thousands of our finan- 
cially maimed and —— fellow-citizens to get upon their feet 
and walk, and to provide an open highway over which the over- 
burdened debtor of to-day and of the future may walk from the 
ae hopeless struggle and financial bondage into a position of 

reedom. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Knox]. How much has the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. McCaLu] consumed of his thirty minutes? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts has consumed twenty-six minutes. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. Speaker, I do not intend to occupy the brief 
time that has been allotted to me to bring forward any general 
arguments in favor of a uniform system of bankruptcy. They 
are familiar to all of us, and have been often repeated in this 
Hall; but I desire briefly to call the attention of the House to the 
objections that have been made to a bankruptcy bill, and, as the 
result of these objections, to some weakness in the present bill as 
it comes from the committee, which I hope to see remedied when 
it comes to the House for amendment under the five-minute rule. 

Now, the opposition to this bill, as I understand it, comes not 
from those who do not believe in a system of bankruptcy, but 
from those who believe in the purely voluntary system, or in a 
system which is much less stringent and harsh than the present 
one. As to the voluntary system of bankruptcy, it seems to me 
it is sufficient to say that the two great objects of a bankruptcy 
law are, first, that the honest debtor who is willing to surrender 
his any for the benefit of his creditors should be discharged; 
and secondly, that the creditor of the debtor should share aoe 
with all the other creditors in the estate of that debtor, and that 
all the other objects and provisions for the punishment of fraudu- 
lent debtors, the setting aside of preferences and fraudulent con- 
veyances, are but incidents to these two great provisions, both of 
which I think stand equally in importance and both of which are 
entitled to ample provision for their enforcement under any law 
that shall be enacted. If the debtor who s into insolvency has 
no property, then he is not concerned in the noe as to cred- 
itors. If he has property and is honest, he still no concern, 
or should be unconcerned, how that property goes, provided it is 
equally divided among his creditors. , 

It is said that there is under this law, or liable to be under this 
law in its involuntary provision, oppression of the debvor; but 
only, I submit, because it provides the machinery by which the 
property of the debtor may be equally divided among the cred- 
itors who have trusted him and sold him that which they pos- 
sessed. Take the law of 1867 which has been cited here, and 
which was more rg oe far, than the present, and was in oper- 
ation in this country, I believe, for more than eleven years. 

There was ample provision under that law for denial of the act 
of bankruptcy; there was — a for the raising of the 
issue and trial by the sey ut I appeal to every a in this 
House, especially to the older lawyers, those who p ced under 
the law of 1867. Do you remember a single case under that law 
where the bankruptcy was denied and a trial had by jury? Can 
you call to mind an instance where creditors of the debtor un- 
justly, wrongfully, and without right} petitioned a man into in- 
solvency for the yupene of eqqressien or injury? 

Now, I have prac under that law, not only never knew 
of such a case, but I never heard of such a case. And so as tomy 
experience under the insolvent law of the State of Massachusetts. 
We have a much more as law than this is. Among the 
acts of bankruptcy under insolvent law of Massachusetts 
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ere is a provision that the nonpayment or neglect to paya prom- 
=. soe for the short space ot feartan days shall be sufficient 
to put a man into insolvency. 

ut for twenty years I have never known the denial of the alle- 

tion of bankruptcy and a trial of the issue to the jury. And I 
rs never yet heard of a case where the debtor claimed that he 
was injured by the inauguration of proceedings against him in 
insolvency. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this charge of illiberality, this charge of op- 
pression under the present law, has, it seems to me, led the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary to make very great concessions and go 
very far in liberalizing the present law. I think they have gone 
too far, and as strongly as I support this bill and want to see it en- 
acted, I hopeit will be amended when it comes to discussion under 
the five-minute rule and there is an opportunity to amend it. 

I think, Mr. Speaker, that many of these concessions have been 
made to that sentiment which has been abroad and in evidence in 
this country for the last few years—that it is, upon the whole, 
rather discreditable toa man to own property in this country, and 
that the man who owns a debt against another is especially an 
object of reproach, and that such a man belongs to the dangerous 
classes in this country, to a class that would oppress and wrong 
the people, Generally he passes under the allegation or general 
designation of “‘ Wall street,” and is pictured here and in other 
places as a man whose chief occupation and sole delight are in 
grinding the faces of the poor. It is of no consequence that the 
property which the man may have sold or the money he may have 
loaned may have been honestly acquired and fairly parted with; 
he belongs to the creditor class, and as such is to be discriminated 
against in legislation, and laws are to be provided to protect the 
debtor from his greed and oppression. 

Now, it seems to me that, yielding somewhat to this spirit, the 
amendments which the committee make go very far. In the first 
place, I wish to say I recognize the difficulties of the committee 
and the great wisdom they have displayed in this bill, and I 
heartily support it; but I want to see it changed somewhat. 
Now, the provision that the creditor, before the filing of his peti- 
tion and asking for adjudication of the courts upon the question 
of a man’s insolvency, shall be compelled to file a bond to the sat- 
isfaction of the court to pay all costs and damages that may re- 
sult from the failure, as f cadestant it, of that petition, without 
any consideration of whether the petition is brought in good 
faith, with an honest belief in the insolvency of the debtor, with 
an honest purpose to collect the debts, and with an honest pur- | 
pose to divide fairly the property of the debtor, seems to me un- 
fair. 

Now, I would ask any lawyer in this House whether he would | 
advise a client of his to go into any State of this Union and signa 
bond, in putting a man into bankruptcy, to pay all the costs and 
damages that may arise from the wrongful bringing of that peti- 
tion. The costs are all right; I find no fault in that respect: but 
what are the damages? What would be the measure of the dam- 
ages? How large would they be? Think of it. A man might 
claim that having had a credit and reputation throughout the 
United States as a business man, that credit had been destroyed 
by the filing of a petition in bankruptcy and holding him up be- 
fore the country as a bankrupt. 

Who can measure the damage that might result if the creditor is 
to be held liable to pay all the damages that may accrue and to 
give bond for so doing? I ask again, Where is the lawyer who 
would advise his client to sign such a bond? I submit to the va- 
rious members of the Judiciary Committee that the provision for 
such a bond is almost prohibitory to the commencement of pro- 
ceedings in involuntary bankruptcy. 

Here the hammer fell. } 
r. HENDERSON. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman 
from Indiana, Judge CRUMPACKER. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, no bankruptcy law ever 
devised, providing for both voluntary and involuntary bankruptcy, 
has been invulnerable against occasional fraud upon the one hand 
and occasional oppression upon the other, and it will be remark- 
able, indeed, if the bill under consideration should prove an ex- 
ception to the rule. The best of laws, however, are subject to 
abuse, but that fact is not alone sufficient to justify the defeat of 
a salutary measure. 

The pending bill seems to have all of the safeguards necessary 
to secure its honest, economical, and fair administration that can 
be incorporated into it without so complicating its machinery as 
to impair its efficiency. It is a good measure of the kind. If the 
country needs a bankruptcy law with both voluntary and invol- 
untary provisions, with a few exceptions I do not see how the 
present bill can be improved upon. t the question is, Does this 
country, in its peculiar composition, need a bankruptcy law? The 
recent panic spread devastation and ruin broadcast all over the 
land, and a large number of enterprises and thousands of worthy 
men were forced to the wall and overwhelmed with liabilities that 
they can not hope to pay. 
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Those conditions give rise to the demand for this kind of legis- 
lation, and to the extent that the law is designed to afford relief 
for prudent but unfortunate business men, the spirit is commend- 
able. There are thousands of men throughout the country who 
are now hopelessly involved, but who could contribute greatly 
toward the reorganization of the productive energies of the coun- 
try if they could start anew with clean balance sheets. There are 
also thousands of others—reckless commercialadventurers—whose 
imprudent methods greatly intensified the general distress, and 
they would avail themselves of the privileges of the law with 
alacrity. Thosemen ought not to be permitted to escape the pun- 
ishment justly merited by their transgressions. If there be fun- 
damental conditions necessary to commercial and industriel sta- 
bility, they are business prudence and conservatism, qualities 
altogether too rare in the affairs of this country. 

While confidence exists and times are prosperous, every enter- 
prise is expanded to its utmost capacity, credit is distended so 
there may not be an idle dollar, and often $1 in cash is made to 
furnish the basis of $50 of credit. The pressure goes beyond the 
safety limit and something occurs, inconsequential under ordinary 
conditions, but sufficient in relation to the general business tur- 
gidity to disturb the equilibrium, and a collapse ensues, with all 
of its attendant evils. Its disastrous effects are multiplied by im- 
provident speculations and reckless business ventures, and misery 
becomes general. If the penalties for reckless trading were visited 
alone upon the heads of the guilty, their rigor would have a most 
salutary influence, but the innocent, as a rule, suffer more than 
the guilty. 

In the recent panic the distress amongst the toiling, teeming 
multitudes in the manufacturing centers and on the farms was 
deplorable, yet those sturdy people were in no degree responsible 
for its coming. Thousands of homes were sacrificed, some free 
from debt and others partly paid for, to prevent suffering and 
starvation. This is characteristic of every panic, and no bank- 
ruptcy law can restore the lost homes to the unfortunates who were 
compelled to give them up, nor efface from their lives the awful 
memories of blight and despair. 

If men who are improvident in business, who are reckless in 
speculations, were given to know that they could not escape the 
natural penalties of their folly, it would have a restraining influ- 
ence upon speculation, and tend to create conservatism and stabil- 
ity. The productive agencies of this country are in their callow 
stage and are consequently more easily disorganized by commer- 
cial upheavals than in older countries. They lack that maturity 
of fiber and tissue necessary to give them the proper power of ra- 
sistance. This will come with age and experience, but whole- 
some restraints upon reckless speculations will hasten its coming. 

It is a serious question in my mind whether a bankruptcy law 
will not do more harm than good in the present stage of produc- 
tive development in this country. Its tendency will be to make 
reckless trading safe and respectable by removing the sting re- 
sulting from failure. Thereseems, however, to be quite a general 
demand for some kind of a bankruptcy law, though there isa 
wide difference of opinion respecting its provisions. It may be 
well, as a temporary expedient, to enact a judicious bankruptcy 
law. It would afford some relief under present conditions, and 
help to gather the shattered industrial forces wrecked by the late 
business cyclone that swept the country. 

Its existence would only be temporary, for. in my opinion. no 
Federal bankruptcy law can stand for any considerable time. We 
have had three such laws, and their aggregate duration was less 
than sixteen years. The friends of the pending measure hope it 
will be a permanent addition to the legislation of the country, 
but in this they will surely be disappointed. We are referred to 
foreign countries to witness the operation of bankruptcy laws 
that have been in existence for years, but conditions are funda- 
mentally different with us. 

Bankruptcy laws are a part of the system of collection laws in 
foreign countries. They dovetail into and supplement the collec- 
tion laws; hence their adaptability can be regulated intelligently; 
but with us the Federal Government has exclusive jurisdiction 
over the subject of bankruptcy laws, while the various States con- 
trol the collection laws. The collection laws of this country are 
made by forty-five independent States, and they are as dissimilar 
as the topography of the States, and more so than their unevenly 
developed civil agencies. 

No general bankruptcy law can supplement them, because of 
their lack of uniformity. Nocountry that does not control the 
collection laws can successfully maintain bankruptcylaws. This 
is peculiarly true respecting this Government, on account of its 
unique relation to the States. It is impossible for any general 
bankruptcy bill to operate with that fairness and equality in this 
country that is necessary to its permanency. For instance, look 
at the exemption laws of the respective States. Their provisions 
vary in the amount of property allowed a debtor, where there is 
any limitation upon value, from $300 to $6,500, while in many of 
the States there is no limitation upon the value at all. 
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In Texas a debtor who is a farmer may hold 200 acres of land, 
with improvements and stock and implements necessary to oper- 
ate it. There is no limitation in value. The improvements may 
be worth a million dollars, and the creditor go unpaid. In cities 
in that State debtors are allowed to own homes worth a million 
dollars, if they are fortunate enough to secure them, free from 
seizure for debts, and the pending bill proposes to grant discharges 
in bankruptcy to that class of debtors, while in Pennsylvania a 
debtor must surrender all but $300 to procurea discharge. 

Does any reasonable man believe that Pennsylvania would rest 
contented under conditions so outrageously unequal for any great 
length of time? She would ultimately yield to the sentiment of 
equality and fair play and secure a repeal of the bankruptcy law 
or increase her exemptions todebtors. A number of States grant 
the same liberality to debtors as Texas. It is conceded that the 
Federal Government has no power to regulate or control exemp- 
tions. 

But we are told that there is no injustice in this, because traders 
extend credit with the knowledge of the exemption laws and that 
they are a factor inthe collection of debts under the local laws. 
That is true; but local laws have no power to grant acquittances 
from debt. The creditor may keep his debt alive for years, and 
that fact adds to its value. he debtor can not get rid of his debt 
except by paying it, but this bill proposes to make it possible for 
him to own and hold a million dollars in some States and yet be 
discharged from his debts, while in others he must surrender all 
but $360 

Besides this, the rights of a wife in her husband’s real estate can 
not be affected by judgmentsof a bankruptcycourt. Those rights 
are within the exclusive control of the States, and there is a ma- 
terial difference in them in the various States. Some States retain 
the common-law institution of dower, while others have substi- 
tuted statutory provisions in its stead. In Michigan dower is the 
wife’s portion, while in Indiana she takes one-third in fee, and 
her inchoate right becomes perfect not only upon the husband’s 
death, but also upon the contingency that his title be divested by 
judicial sale. She holds a third against creditors. 

Suppose a bankrupt in Michigan owned a section of valuable 
land and it should be sold at trustees’ sale for the benefit of cred- 
itors, the purchaser would obtain the possession and title to the 
whole section subject to the wife’s right of dower, contingent 
upon her surviving her husband. The bankrupt and his wife 
would retain no interest in the land of present value or enjoy- 
ment. If he lived on the Indiana side of the State line and owned 
his section of land there, the moment the husband’s title became 
divested by the sale in bankruptcy, the wife’s right to a third in 
fee would be complete and she could at once recover her portion 
of the land in partition. 

These instances show the gross injustice and inequality in the 
operation of Federal bankruptcy laws. The result would soon be 
either the repeal of the law or the States would yield to the im- 
pulse to protect their own citizens, and enlarged property rights 
of married women and exorbitant exemptions would be the order 
of the day. There are other material inequalities in the various 
collection laws of.the States which would destroy the system and 
harmony between them and a general bankruptcy law. 

While Congress can not control State exemption laws, it can 
provide that there shall be no discharge in bankruptcy in cases 
where the debtor retains, under exemption laws, property of a 
value beyond a fixed sum. Conditions may be fixed upon which 
discharges will be granted. If the debtor prefers to hold prop- 
erty in excess of the amount fixed and go without a discharge, it 
is his right and privilege. If he obtains a discharge, he should be 
required to surrender all but a reasonable sum. At the proper 
time I propose to offer an amendment to section 5 of the pending 
bill, which I have already prepared, covering this phase of the 
law. 

The most commendable feature of the pending bill is that it will 
secure equality to all creditors in the settlement of the affairs of 
insolvents. If all the States had just and equitable insolvency 
laws, prohibiting debtors in failing circumstances from making 

preferences, I would oppose the enactment of any bankruptcy law. 

he States will ultimately learn that unfair and unequal collec- 
tion laws are too expensive to be permanently maintained. In 
fixing the margin of profits, dealers must consider the hazards of 
collections. 

A course of years of experience under a fixed system of collec- 
tion laws will enable tradesmen to know approximately the per- 
centage of losses that will result from failures, and that element 
is always taken into account in fixing the selling price of com- 
modities. The solvent purchaser must pay enough more to cover 
losses on account of bad debts. A preference to a local creditor is 
generally at the expense of those who pay for their —— 

Aside from the question of morals, that fact should prompt the 
States to adopt fair and equitable collection laws, fair alike to 
creditor and abhor. and prevent preferences in all cases of insol- 
vency. When that time comes there will be no need of a bank- 
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ruptcy law. Lintend to support the proposed bill simply as an 
expedient to afford temporary relief to the country and to secure 
equality among creditors. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, I desire to have read in my time an amendment 
which I propose to offer when this bill is considered under the 
five-minute rule. I desire that it may be heard now by members 
of the House and may go into the RECORD. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert, in line 18, page 26, after the word “ petition,” the following: 

‘‘No bankrupt shall be discharged from his debts while he holds property 
under exemption laws exceeding $2,000 in value; but if he shall surrender to 
the proper officer for the benefit of creditors all property allowed him by 
exemption laws in excess of $2,000 in value, he shall be entitled to a discharge 
upon the terms and conditions hereinafter provided.” 

Mr. TERRY. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
ee SPARKMAN]. 

Mr. SPARKMAN, Mr. Speaker, I had hoped that some meas- 
ure in the nature of a bankruptcy bill would be formulated and 
presented by the majority in this House that would have com- 
manded my support as well as that of the majority on this side 
of the Chamber. The country has been long enough, too long, in 
my judgment, without such legislation, and it would give me 
pleasure to vote for a wise and just bankruptcy bill. 

Twenty years have passed since we had suchalaw. In 1878 the 
bankruptcy law, which had been in force for only eleven years, 
was repealed, since which time we have had eae more than 
200,000 failures, aggregating at least $3,000,000,000 of liabilities. 

I say probably, because have no data from which I can cal- 
culate with exactness the number of failures and the amounts 
involved. But I notice in the very able report on the pending 
bill, made by the distinguished chairman of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, that from 1878 to 1895, inclusive, there were upward of 
170,000 failures in this country, aggregating $2,611,000,000 of lia- 
bilities. Now, if the same average obtains for the two years of 
1896 and 1897, and there is no reason to suppose it is any less, then 
the totals would reach, if not extend, the large aggregate just 
mentioned. 

These figures, Mr. Speaker, present a very sad condition of affairs. 
Two hundred thousand men gone down in the great maelstrom of 
financial disaster. The large majority still alive, plodding along 
the weary road of life and staggering under a load from which 
they can not be extricated except through some such instrumen- 
tality as this; surrounded by clouds and gloom which can not be dis- 
sipated or driven away save by the legislative hand. Two hundred 
thousand men with their brains and hands idle and their energies 
paralyzed awaiting the action of the lawmaking power to set 
them free or to place within their reach the means by which they 
can honestly free themselves. 

And there is no good reason why they should not have relief; 
but, on the contrary, every reason why they should. In many, 
yes, in a large majority of instances, they themselves have not 
been to blame for the misfortunes which have overtaken them. 
I saw in a recent report of one of the commercial agencies of the 
country that the business failures for the last year, as for the pre- 
ceding years of depression—that lack of experience, lack of capi- 
a, and lack of business talent are given among the causes of such 

ailures. 

But these are not the principal causes of the financial disasters 
which have overtaken these 200,000 debtors during the past two 
decades. These causes may in the majority of instances be sought 
and found in the laws enacted right here on this floor and at the 
other end of the Capitol. The tariff laws, for instance, have not 
always been an unmixed blessing. They have not been uniformly 
framed in the interest of the whole people, but often in that of 
one class of people, to the detriment of other classes. . 

By an unequal distribution of the burden of taxation an ab- 
normal condition of things has been brought about. Trading 
has been overstimulated, luring hundreds and thousands into the 
great treacherous sea of speculation, only to be left stranded when 
the temporary wave of prosperity has receded, while the trusts 
and monopolies, created and fostered by these same tariff laws, 
have stifled competition, crushed opposition, ruthlessly destroying 
hundreds and thousands of honest business ventures and driving 
out all not strong enough to withstand their combination or for- 
tunate enough to take shelter under their monopolies. 

But, Mr. Speaker, there is, in my opinion, a still ter cause 
for the business failures of the last twenty years. The monetary 
laws of the land are the fruitful source from which have flowed 
most of these disasters. They have been the rock upon which 
thousands of business ventures have been wrecked; they the seas 
whose waters have swallowed up the substances of the poor, the 
productions of labor, and the profits of the business men in moderate 
circumstances. From these laws more than any other cause have 
come the blight which during the past six years has fallen upon 
trade and commerce, upon factory and mine, 7 farm and gar- 
den, upon store and bank, and upon all the industries of a great 
people. By increasing the price of money, as has been done by 
legislation, the prices of everything else have been forced down, 








1898. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





L851 


inane epee 


ultingin stagnation of business, paralysis of industries, blighted 
Setunals and ruined homes and desolated firesides. 

Hence I say, Mr. Speaker, these unfortunate debtors are not in 
every instance, nor in the majority of instances, responsible for 
the disasters which have overtaken them. But whatever the 
cause of their trouble may have been, they should be relieved in 
so far as Congress can do so by wise and just legislation. The 
country needs their energies and their enterprise, and we can not 
too soon turn those energies and that enterprise into useful chan- 
nels of trade, of commerce, and of business. 

Hence I say, Mr. Speaker, that I am in favor of the passage of 
a just and wise bankruptcy bill. But such, in my judgment, is 
not the substitute for the Senate bill now before the House. 
While it does contain features looking to the relief of the honest 
debtor, it couples those provisions with others of a highly objec- 
tionable character. The bill embraces features which, if enacted 
into law, will convert the provisions intended for the relief of the 
insolvent debtor into an — of oppression. Along with the 
voluntary features of the bill, by which the unfortunate debtor 
may, by turning over all, his property save his lawful exemptions 
to his creditor, be discharged from further liability, there are pro- 
visions which permit the creditor to force the debtor into bank- 
ruptcy whether he wishes to go there or not. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, that, in my judgment, would, if nothing elise 
were found objectionable, render the bill bad. Iam not unmind- 
ful of the support of able gentlemen on this floor which this bill 
has, but I can never support a measure which permits the credit- 
ors of an insolvent debtor to force him into bankruptcy against 
his will, and on grounds like some of those mentioned as causes 
for involuntary bankruptcy proceedings. This bill, Mr. Speaker, 
has many bad provisions, but the limited time I have will permit 
me to mention only a few. 

In section 2 we find grounds upon which involuntary bank- 
ruptcy proceedings may be commenced in a court of bankruptcy; 
and among these is the making of an assignment for the benefit 
of the creditors. 
that when one did the best he could he should be held guiltless 
both in ethics and in law; that when, for instance, the insolvent 
debtor had turned over all his property without preference to his 
creditors he had done-an act of the very highest equity; but 
under this bill such good intentions and praiseworthy acts go for 
naught, and the honest debtor is to be condemned for thus making 
every possible effort to pay his creditors, and is to be subjected 
to the pains and penalties provided in this bill, to be subjected to 
arrest, to have the heavy expense of bankruptcy proceedings, to 
be annoyed and harassed by inquisitorial proceedings, to have 
his very footsteps dogged by United States officials and endure 
the espionage of his every act, and all because he has done the 
best he could and all that an honest man can do who has not the 
money to meet his obligations at maturity. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we have in my own State an assignment law 
such as is condemned in this bill, and under which a debtor, find- 
ing himself embarrassed, may turn over to his creditors, and under 


which his creditors may receive, all his property, homestead ex- | 


emption excepted, in settlement, in so far as it goes, of the debts 
due or owing by the debtor, the law at the same time prohibit- 
ing preferential assignments and making void the act of assign- 
ment in case a preference is made, Now, this is a law just and 
fair both to debtor and creditor, and if faithfully carried out no 
fraudulent practices are possible; and yet by acting under its pro- 
visions a debtor is to be subjected to the harsh provisions of this 
bill and the State law nullified. Why is this provision inserted 
in the bill and such an act of Seneaaile dealing made the ground 
for involuntary bankruptcy? There can be but one purpose, and 
that is to take the matter of insolvency and insolvent estates away 
from the control of States and of State courts and place it in the 
hands of the Federal judiciary. 

That this is the intention, Mr. Speaker, of the parties who 
framed the bill may, I think, be gathered from its whole scope and 
tenor. Every act declarei to be grounds for the institution of 
involuntary bankruptcy proceedings, with the exception of the 


Now, [ have always, in my simplicity, believed | 





one just discussed and one other to which I may call attention | 
presently, is denounced in substance by the statutes of all the | 


States to which I have had access as grounds justifying attach- 
ment proceedings. 
may go into the State courts, or even into the United States courts 
in some instances, and have the debtor’s property attached and 
subjected to the payment of his debt. 

With all these advantages, why should the creditor class have 
others at the expense and embarrassment of the craditor class? 
Why is it necessary to cripple the State courts and augment the 
powers of the Federal court? Why take from the insolvent debtor 
rights given to him by the State laws and at the same time impose 
burdens under Federal laws? Now, Mr. Speaker, I am not want- 
ing in respect for the Federal judiciary. [ yield to none in my 
devotion to our form of government and our institutions. I be- 


Under the provisions of this law the creditor | 





| arrest? 


lieve we have as able and upright men on the United States court 
bench as any who preside over State courts. 

But I am opposed to extending the powers of the Federal courts 
as this bill contemplates doing. Not that full justice could not 
be obtained in those courts, but because I am in favor of upholding 
State laws and the powers of the State courts in all their integrity. 
The tendency toward centralization is and has been rapid enough 
without taking the stride in that direction which the passage of 
this bill would involve. 

Time, Mr. Speaker, will not permit me to notice any other of 
the grounds mentioned in the pending bill for involuntary pro- 
ceedings which to my mind are objectionable. The Federal stat- 
utes, it is true, permits the passage of bankruptcy laws, but it 
certainly could never have been the intention of the wise and great 
men who framed that instrument to extend the powers of the Fed- 
eral courts to the extent this bill contemplates, nor to give such ex- 
tensive powers to the creditor class over the debtor class of people. 

But I can not close without adverting to that portion of the bill 
which permits the arrest of a bankrupt. These provisions are 
found in sections 8 and 9, under the innocent title of ‘‘ Protection 
and detention of bankrupts.” Let us see what kind of protection 
is to be afforded them. A bankrupt, the bill goes on to say, shall 
be exempt from apprehension upon civil process, except upon a 
warrant from a court of bankruptcy, unless the same is founded 
upon some debt or claim from which his discharge in bankruptcy 
would not bea release. Observe what soft words are used: 

‘*Apprehension” is substituted ‘‘ for arrest,” as if the latter term 
might shock the sensitive nature of the bankrupt, and he is exempt 
from this mild type of detention called ‘‘apprehension” except 
upon a warrant from a court of bankruptcy and unless the same 
is founded upon some claim or debt from which his discharge in 
bankruptcy would not be a release. Now, when we consider 
that in nearly if not in all the States there are constitutional pro- 
visions prohibiting an arrest for debt except for fraud, which is 
punished criminally and which could not be affected by bank- 
ruptcy proceedings. we will see of how little use the exceptions are 
to the unfortunate insolvent. And when we go further and con- 
sider what powers the courts of bankruptcy are given over the 

erson of the bankrupt, we will understand how little protection 
is afforded. 

Further on in section 8 it is provided that whenever an applica- 
tion is made by affidavit of any party in interest, stating that 
such bankrupt is about to leave the district to avoid examination, 


| the court may issue a warrant to the marshal directing him to 


bring such bankrupt forthwith before the court, and if upon a 
hearing the allegations are found to be true, the court shall order 
such marshal to keep such bankrupt in. custody. but not to im- 
prison him, until he shail be released or give bail for his appear- 
ance from time to time or for his obedience to all lawful orders. 
And in section 9 it is provided that whenever a warrant has been 
issued for his arrest the bankrupt may be extradited if found in 
any other jurisdiction, in the same manner in which persons under 
indictment may be extradited. 

Mr. Speaker, one of the most sacred rights of the American cit- 
izens is the right of personal liberty. It is for this that battles 
have been fought and victories won, that hardships have been 
endured and death faced in allits forms. It was for this, among 


| other rights, that the war of the Revolution was waged for seven 


long years, and it was for the purpose of guaranteeing these rights 
unimpaired that the people of the several States solemnly declared 
in their fundamental law that no one should be arrested for debt. 
But here it is sought to give the United States court power to do 
what perhaps no State court in the Union can do—arrest for debt. 

But it is said the bankruptcan not be imprisoned. What differ- 
ence does that make to the honorable man? Is it necessary that 
he should actually be thrust into a dungeon, that he should hear 
the creaking of the prison door closing behind him, shutting out 
the light of day, in order to make him feel the full force of his 
No. To many the arrest and detention by the officer 
armed with a warrant would be as galling as to be locked behind 


| prison doors, to feel the chains cutting into his flesh or the man- 


acles encircling his wrists. Then, too, in this process of detention 
the officer may do everything ordinarily done in the detention of 
criminals except to imprison, to lock behind doors. He may place 
armed guards over his prisoner, the bankrupt; may bind him with 
chains or place handcuffs on himif in his judgment it is necessary 
for him to do so in order to detain the debtor. Certainly, Mr. 
Speaker, a liberty-loving people, jealous of their rights, would 
never justify or sustain such legislation. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I must hurry to a conclusion. But I want 
to say that in bringing this bill here I suppose the committee 
have been actuated by a desire that it should remain permanently 


a 


upon the statute books: for if it is a good thing, that should be 
their wish: but I warn them now that if that is their desire they 
must e!iminate the involuntary feature and those others made 


necessary by it, which permit the arrest and practical imprison- 
mentofthedebtor. Ifthis can be done, the law, in my judgment, 
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perfected as it may be from time to time, will stand and become 
permanenily fixed in our code of laws. But if those features are 
retained and the bill becomes a law, it will not last a decade, per- 
haps not half that time, for the people will wipe it from the stat- 
ute books, as they have done its predecessors. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I yield thirty minutes to the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. PARKER]. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, no one speech can 
occupy the time for full discussion of a bankruptcy law of 40 
pages. But we can consider three vital questions. First, whether 
a law upon the subject of bankruptcies is really demanded. We 
do not want to pass laws that are not needed; there are enough 
on the statute books already. Second, what relief should we 
grant,and to whom? What mischiefs are to be met, and what is 
the remedy? And third, what practice should be followed under 
such @ bill? 

Mr. Speaker, I take the ground that a law upon the subject of 
bankruptcies is universally demanded and sought, for the relief of 
honest debtors as well as of honest and merciful creditors.. There 
are some men who think that a man can not be a debtor and be 
honest. and that he must at least have been imprudent. But at 
the outbreak cf the war whole classes of merchants were ruined 
by the loss of their Southern collections. In 1873 whole commu- 
nities went down because of the false valuations placed, not by 
the man, but by the community, upon lands and upan railroads. 
And in the changing conditions of this country, when new lands 
are being opened as never before, when new avenues of trade have 
been found, and when new cities have become the centers instead 
of the old ones, when the trolley takes the place of the wagon, 
and the bicycle takes the place of the trolley, not merely indi- 
viduals, whole classes of the community have failed, without 
fault, because the improvement and march of the age have left 
them behind. 

Manufacturers have failed because others have got better ma- 
chinery or found a better location. Farmers have failed through- 
out the East because the great West has been opened. Farmers 
in the South and West complain that the prices of products have 
gone down, as I believe, because so many lands have all at once 
been put in competition with each other. But whatever the 
reason, the fact remains that there are always honest debtors in 
this country who demand relief, Life imprisonment is not a just 
sentence for a debtor; that for his whole Efe he should by reason 
of the will of a single creditor be forbidden to be a man, to con- 
tract or be contracted with, to purchase or sell goods, or even to 
own property. Under proper restrictions the honest debtor must 
be relieved. It is a necessity. Another class of men need relief 
and demand it as a necessity and with equal force—namely, the 
class of honest creditors. The honest creditor demands relief 
against the dishonest debtor and against preferences by insolvents. 

Do you reflect that under the present rules a man can go into 
business on capital, his own or borrowed, and can go on in busi- 
ness without telling of his losses until he has just enough left, and 
then pay or prefer the amount that he has borrowed from his wife, 
and that really goes back to himself, while other creditors are left 
in the lurch? Honest creditors demand protection against the dis- 
honest debtor. Whena man holds himself out as able to do busi- 
ness, preference by secret agreement is a fraud, and has to be rec- 
ognized as such in allcommunities. The country needs protection 
and remedy against secret frauds and insolvent preferences. 

Under the present law the country is at the mercy of the most 
dishonest man. There is universal demand that men shall not go 
on in business when they are insolvent until they have only 
enough left to prefer their confidential friends, their wives or chil- 
dren, perhaps, or for their own real benefit, while on the other 
hand honest debtors demand relief from the oppression of the cred- 
itor and from what may be called eternal punishment. 

Now, these two reliefs stand together. Of this there can be no 
doubt. No voluntary system can exist alone. No involuntary 
system can exist alone. The voluntary plan does not really pro- 
tect the debtor. Imagine a man who is doing business honestly 
and squarely. He owes money, and one of his creditors comes to 
him and says, ‘‘ Unless you pay me now and prefer me to your 
other creditors I will put an attachmentupon you.” It is not suf- 
ficient for that man to say, ‘‘I can assign and insist that my prop- 
erty shall be equally divided among all my creditors.” He wants 
to go on in business. To cere him you must enable him to say, 
**T can not prefer you. If I do I will be put into bankruptcy and 
you will only get your share with the rest.” 

The protection of the debtor demands that he know that he lives 
under law and not merely under his own will. He must be able 
to say that he can not give a preference, not merely that he will 
not. 

An involuntary system of bankruptcy must exist or creditors 
can not be fair and lenient. Hisdebtor may bein active business. 
He knows and all know that he owes money and has not much 
capital; but all know, too, that he has a large business and is do- 
ing it honestly. Only a bankrupt law can protect him. As long 
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as creditors can get an advantage by suing and pushing that man, 
each one will be tempted to be the most diligent creditor; but if 
he can say that he is doing the best he can for all, and that if one 
should press him some one else will put him into bankruptcy 
and his property will be divided equally, he has a complete relief 
against oppression; while, on the other hand, the merciful cred- 
itor, the man who wants to help the debtor alone, can afford to 
give him time and to act according to his best judgment. 

But he can only do so if he knows that he can force an assign- 
ment at any time that he finds preferences are being given. The 
involuntary principle is the protection of the creditor in granting 
time. It is the protection of the debtor in refusing preferences. 

What is more, no purely voluntary bill would last in this coun- 
try for more than one session of Congress. Imagine the effects of 
the system that is proposed by the gentlemen who want a volun 
tary bill. They propose, as I understand, that a man shall be 
allowed to go on in business till he finds that he is failing; that 
he may prefer certain favored creditors and then assign what is 
left, which may be nothing, and that he shall then be discharged 
from all his debts because he has assigned that nothing for those 
debts. No system of bankruptcy can last unless the right to dis- 
charge be coupled with the rule that all the man’s property has 
gone to the equal benefit of all his creditors without preferences. 

The country will not consent to any law that provides for the 
discharge of debtors, unless that law secures the equal and bona 
fide application of all their property to their debts. At present, if 
a man prefers one creditor and assigns only the rest of his property 
for the benefit of other creditors, he must still remain bound. If 
he makes anything thereafter the creditor will hold him. But if 
the debtor is to be discharged, there must be compulsory process 
to prevent preference and to see that fairness is observed before 
the discharge. 

Now, I think this bill, as drawn, is a fair one, and observes 
these general principles. It gives protection against three or four 
classes of acts of bankruptcy. There are eight or nine causes 
given, but they fall under, I think, three classes. One is that of 
fraud, such as absconding, concealment, sending away property 
to avoid creditors, etc. A second is that of giving preferences 
while insolvent, whether by deed or other voluntary preferences, 
or by the involuntary preferences which occur where a man has 
made up his mind that he can not go on, and allows judgments 
and executions to go against him, so that his property passes into 
and remains in the possession of the sheriff. The third is the con- 
fession of bankruptcy by a petition or voluntary assignment by 
the debtor himself, ‘These classes cover all the acts particularized 
in this bill, namely, fraud, preferences, voluntary assignments, 
and an insolvency not merely technical but absolute, the insolv- 
ency which proves that hope is gone, not the mere stopping of the 
payment of notes, but the stopping of business, or such insol- 
vency as is evident from the sheriff getting hold of the debtor's 
property and being ready to sell. 

As to the causes of bankruptcy, this bill is liberal. Perhaps it 
does not go far enough in one direction. It does not make it an 
act of bankruptcy for the debtor to suffer a judgment to be re- 
covered and be a lien upon his land unless there be an execution; 
and yet all his aeopeny may be in land, and the lien may bar all 
other creditors. e recovery of such a judgment, in my opinion, 
is an act of submitting, while insolvent, to a preference, and which 
gives creditors the right to come in and insist that the property be 
equally shared, or that the debtor shall not be discharged. 

But this law will be amended in practice. We can not insist 
each on his own special views. It is the best bill before us. It is 
so much better than the bill sent to us from the Senate that there 
is no comparison. The Nelson bill does not meet the question. 
It comes to us heralded as fair, but by it no involuntary bank- 
ruptcy is allowed except in cases of fraud and voluntary prefer- 
ence. It does not allow bankruptcy for absolute insolvency, even 
if the debtor lose all control of his property and is being sold out 
by the sheriff for the benefit of the so-called ‘‘most diligent” 
creditor and to the exclusion of the more merciful. 

Some of my friends think that the country demands a mere 
ae law—a relief bill passed at occasional intervals, but not 
continually in force. No such measure will meet our needs, for 
they are constant. Unmerited failures are not occasional, but 
constant. Changes and chances in this age of progress increase 
rather than diminish. Business is always subject to conditions 
that can not be governed—to the elements, to fire and flood, storm 
and drought, to the chances of armed warfare and those of the 
no less severe struggles of peace, to ill heath, death, the infirm!- 
ties of a sanguine temperament or the results of confidence in 
schemers, as well as to those chances which are more periodica!, 
such as panics and periods of speculation. 

Men of business are continually failing by misadventure and 
not by their own fault; and all men are now in business, even the 
farmer. Cotton and corn and wheat are only a degree less specu- 
lative thansheepor hops. Failure is no disgrace. Imprisonment 
for life is not a proper penalty for failure. 
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This bill is sound in principle, and we should vote for it, con- 
vinced that any mistakes of detail or difficulties in practice will 
be corrected, cured, and made good by actual experience as the 
benefit of ‘‘a uniform law on the subject of bankruptcies through- 
out the United States” shall be felt and proved. 

We may not wholly approve of the practice suggested by the 


pill.. Its great objects are the prevention of dishonest preferences 
and the relief of honest debtors. As to these, it lays down funda- 
mental principles to which all questions of practice are but subor- 
inate. 
an the act simply forbade preferences by men who are insolvent, 
and declared that 7 any act of that sort a man should be taken 
to be a bankrupt; if it ordered that a bankrupt’s property should 
be distributed among his creditors equally, granted a discharge to 
him if he had not been guilty of fraud or fraudulent preference, 
erhaps fixing restrictions that a certain proportion of his cred- 
itors should sign this discharge, or that a certain proportion of 
his debts should be paid, it would still be a bankruptcy bill au- 
thorized by the Constitution. 

The Constitution does not require that Congress should pre- 
scribe any practice. It does not say that Congress shall establish 
a ‘‘system of bankruptcy.” It says that Congress shall have 

wer to establish uniform rules of naturalization and uniform 

aws upon the subject of bankruptcies within the United States. 

Such a law may stop after saying that the property of an insol- 
vent should be equally divided among his creditors, and leave the 
State courts to see to such division under principles of equity, just 
as Congress has left the State courts to see to naturalization under 
the laws established by the United States. 

It is not absolutely necessary that a system of administration 
of the estate or discharge of the bankrupt should be adopted. 
The estate could be administered by any court of equity, and the 
discharge of the bankrupt might be the legal result of honest 
bankruptcy, and be tried just as questions of fraudulent convey- 
ance are tried on the suit of any creditor. 

Nor is it, perhaps, absolutely necessary that the United States 
courts should be vested with original jurisdiction as to bankrupt- 
cies; but that has been the practice in former bills, and the com- 
mittee have seen fit, and rightly, to provide a system of bank- 
ruptcy to be administered by United States courts. The matter 
has received the most earnest consideration. The practical ad- 
ministration has been put as much as possible in the bank- 
rupt’s own home county by the appointment of referees in that 
county. The fees have mn made small, and they are not 
likely to be oppressive except in cases of appeal, when witnesses 
and counsel may have to attend at more distant points in order to 
try the matter before the court. 

This matter of practice, as everyone must admit, is yet of great 
importance. If fees be too large, the oppressive creditor or the 
fraudulent debtor have too much power, at any rate as to small 
estates, for either can threaten, by putting the estate into bank- 
ruptcy, to eat it up, and then, as the case may be, force the debtor 
to consent to preferences or force the creditor to take anything 
that he can get for his debt. 


It is also important in practice that cases shall be s ed and 


that the bankrupt’s estate shall not be kept hanging for years in | 


the courts. The provisions of this bill are vast improvements 
upon any previous bill. It has been most carefully considered for 
the purpose of giving speed and economy in administration. 

I confess I am not without doubt whether the United States 
courts will be able to take care of the vast excess of business which 
will come to them on the passage of this act. I am not certain but 
that it may not be better to leave the administration of the act to 
the ordinary insolvency courts, subject only to appeal upon ques- 
tions of law, or to leave them jurisdiction of all smaller cases, or 
to leave them such jurisdiction subject to the right of removal 
into the United States courts by its order, or give them concur- 
rent jurisdiction. 

I am not quite satisfied that the referee should be forbidden to 
hold any office except that of notary public or master in chancery. 
The place is really not that of an officer, but of a person schooled 
in the law, to whom the case is referred for adjudication. There 
18 no reason, in my judgment, why the judges of the various 
State courts may not take such references. Such a judge might 
be the very person, because of his acquaintance with courts of 
insolvency, and who could administer the insolvency business of 
@ county under this act with the greatest speed and in the best 
manner, 

But after all, these are matters of practice in which the pro- 
visions of this bill will have to be amended from time to time, as 
all bankrupt statutes have been. If the United States courts are 
not sufficient to take care of them, there will be a provision by 
which the State courts can take care of them. If in the mere 
matter of getting a distribution of the bankrupt’s estate held in 
trust for his creditors the facilities are less, we will give more 
force to the United States courts. We will find out the difficul- 


ties, and the provisions will have to be amended from time to time. | than a feasible step in the enactment of a bankruptcy law. 
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The cry for relief is too great to be longer neglected. The busi- 
ness world all over the country demands that the present system 
shall not be continued; men shall not be permitted to continue in 
business while insolvent until a large proportion of their capital 
is gone and efforts been made to take care of some favored cred- 
itor who is a friend or kinsman. The business world demands 
that the energetic and still young and active men of a community 
shall not be perpetually disenfranchised from doing business be- 
cause a single creditor wishes to hold an old debt against them; 
that he shall not be forbidden the use of his name and the right 
to start afresh, but shall be discharged from his load and given a 
new freedom as he passes through the slough of despond and right 
to live and move and have his being as a free man. 

This bill answers that demand; it is the result of years of care- 
ful consideration. It brings the approval of business men of the 
various communities, and men of all parties will unite as they 
did at the last session in putting it upon its passage, believing 
that while it may not be perfect, it is the best we can now do and 
will be perfected by experience. 

After all, legislation must never be expected to be perfect. It is 
by trying it only that even a constitution can be made to live and 
become a part of the life of the community; and when we know 
the mischief, and when we know the remedy. we should feel no 
fear. We should endeavor to enact a law to cet rid of that mis- 
chief; to try to reach that remedy to relieve the honest debtor. to 
reestablish a man; to take him from under a living ban, as well as 
to relieve the creditor who wishes to be merciful and to givea 
chance to a man, but can not do so now for fear of loss on account 
of want of diligence, and to relieve tne creditor, who now can not 
prevent preferences from being made while insolvent. 

If there be fault in the framing or in the practice of the bill, it 
is still a step in the right way and is the only scheme before us 
which endeavors to do justice to both classes, creditor and debtor. 
In so doing it will do what no voluntary bill that can ever be 
framed will do. I urge its passage as just and right. We may 
not frame a perfect act, but we mean to try. 

I yield the balance of my time back to the chairman of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. TERRY. 
DOLLIVER}. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, in seeking a chance to express 
my views on this bill, | fully realize that little, if anything, can 
be added to the contents of a debate, now a century long, on the 
question of establishing a uniform system of bankruptcy in the 
United States. 

The question is literally as old as the Government, and in some 
aspects of it as old as organized government among men. It is in 
some respects fortunate that this question, more nearly than any 
other in the field of national legislation, has come down to us with- 
out having been made the football of partisan leadership and 
without being worn out in the contentions of partisan strife. It 
has, in all generations, been treated as a social problem almost 
wholly disconnected from controversial politics. 

There is another view of the matter which greatly lightens the 
burden of considering this question so far as most of the members 
of this House are concerned, and that is the absence of the con- 
straints of interest and prejudice so often put upon us here. Our 
constituents have left us free to consider this question in the light 
of our own judgment, unbiased by petitions or memorials or any 
of the manifold processes by which public opinion finds expression 
in this Chamber. 

I do not regard this absence of popular interest in the question 
in the community in which I live as an advantage, except in so 
far as it gives me larger liberty in following the lead of my own 
opinion, for, like everybody else, I prefer not to have the luxury 
of my own way embittered by the necessity of differing from my 
constituents. In the present case I feel that those whom I repre- 
sent, by almost wholly abstaining from an expression of their 
own opinions, have practically left me free to give expression to 
the results of my individual inquiry into the merits of this dispute. 

The only real constraint which is upon me arises from the hard- 
ship of differing from so many gentlemen on this floor whose judg- 
ment I esteem, and especially from the eminent gentlemen of the 


I yield now to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 


Judiciary Committee who have matured the proposed law. The 
labor and research which they have given to the subject and the 
care with which they have shaped the measure to meet the objec- 


tions which have from time to time been raised against it invite 
a most considerate acknowledgment even from those who find 
themselves unable to give the measure their support. 

In an ordinary case I would take pleasure in yielding upon so 
grave a matter to the superior judgment of my colleague, the 
chairman of the Judiciary Committee, and of those associated 
with him. Even in this case I would be disposed to do so if it 
were not for the fact that the two Houses of Congress are known 
to be in a deadlock on the bankruptcy question, so that what we 
do here is more in the nature of asolemn expression of our apni 
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that state o. the question I have felt the pressure of my duty to 
give expression on this floor to my doubts and fears on the mat- 
ters involved. 

I do not pretend to know as much about this question as some 
of those in Congress and out who have given more time to it, but 
it is the good fortune of every student to have at his disposal not 
only what he himself may know about such a matter, but all that 
has been known and recorded about the matter in the past; and I 
do not hesitate to rest the case against a national bankruptcy law 
upon the experience of the English-speaking world. 

If [ had no notion about it of my own, and no guide except what 
has been said and done in the United States during the past cen- 
tury, I would have in this body of experience sufficient motives to 
disapprove the present proposition to establish a system of bank- 
ruptcy. 

y colleague who has this bill in charge appears to appreciate 
the force of the arguments against it, drawn from experience, and 
it is to be regretted that the committee in its report has been able 
to find no larger explanation of the vicissitudes which have beset 
this legislation in the past than the fact that heretofore the United 
States has been sparsely settled, the Federal courts far removed 
from the people, and the expense of administering bankruptcy 
laws made too grievous to be borne. 

There can be no more substantial argument against things 
which have been tried than that derived from a correct under- 
standing of the national experience. Experience is not worth 
everything, but it is worth much; and I confess that I have not 
been able to reconcile the proposed legislation with the repeated 
lessons that arise from the practical trial of similar legislation in 
the past. 

Beginning in 1800, three separate acts of Congress have been 
placed on the statute books in the exercise of the constitutional 
power ‘‘to establish uniform laws on the subject of bankruptcy 
throughout the United States.” No one of these laws has re- 
mained in force for a substantial period of time. The law of 
1800 lasted three years, the law of 1841 lasted two years, and the 
law of 1867 lasted eleven years. They all got on by the same ar- 
guments and went off by the same experience. 

The old law of 1800, modeled strictly after the English statute 
in force at that time, introduced a system of compulsory bank- 
ruptcy under which failing merchants might be forced into the 
courts on complaint of their creditors. Both of the subsequent 
laws on the subject were alternative in character, and under 
them men might be forced into the courts by creditors or, with- 
out any complaint of their creditors, might go into the courts of 
their own accord. 

The law of 1800 and the involuntary sections of the subsequent 
laws were made applicable to merchants and traders only while 
the provisions for voluntary bankruptcy embraced in the law of 
1841 and the law of 1857 were open to the whole community. 

If it be possible to think of such a thing, the combination sys- 
tems, which were resorted to after 1800 in order to popularize the 
law and rescue it from the odium that covered the first enactment 
of Congress on this subject, have worked even worse than the 
plain scheme of coercive bankruptcy first enacted by our fathers, 
and have fully justified the remark of Senator Van Buren in the 
debate of 1827, when, for the first time, the voluntary feature was 
brought into a proposed bankruptcy law, in which he said: 

It is an erroneous idea that bankruptcy is a boon to the debtor merchant, 
or that this bill can be made to serve God and mammon by combining two 
things totally at variance.—Congressional Debates, volume 3, page 279. 

It is a curious reflection that the authority to enact these laws 
is derived from a clause of the Constitution which solemnizes this 
power of Congress with the same word that appears in the pre- 
amble as a basis of the Constitution itself. In an ordinary case 
we have been given power to make laws, but these Jaws we have 
the power toestablish. In each of the several statutes once in 
existence on this subject the recognition of this peculiar power 
was made in the title; and in the act of 1841 the language of the 
Constitution is coupled with the enacting clause of the law itself. 

Yet none of these early statutes was designed to live more than 
five years, and neither of the two that were passed was allowed to 
reach its legal limit of time. In truth, the transient and feverish 
foothold of the three American bankruptcy laws on our statute 
book requires a fuller explanation than the promoters of this 
measure have so far ventured to give. 

Each law was drawn with ample detail, covering page after page 
of the Statutes at Large, yet none of them got any further mate- 
rial attention from Congress except the eight words needed to re- 
peal them, and these, but for the sake of form, might have been 
reduced to three. This record presents a subject for serious con- 
sideration by those who are now called on to give their support to 
the pending measure. 

e have tried all kinds of bankruptcy laws except a purely vol- 
untary system having for its object the relief of honest debtors 
already bankrupt who are willing to go into the courts offering 
all their goods, all their property, for the payment of their debts. 
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It is historically certain that after the first experience of this 
country the chief strength of the agitation for the bankruptcy 
law has come from the careful stimulation, in Congress and oui, 
of those humane sentiments which lead men everywhere to look 
with sympathy upon their fellow-men who have been overtaken 
by business disaster. 

The record of Congress shows that these laws have always been 
proposed in answer to the memorials of the great chambers of 
commerce, even after it was discovered that it was not possible 
to enlist Congress in a scheme to subject the whole mercantile 
community to the control of the jobbing centers without reen- 
forcing the demand for justice to the creditors by joining with it 
an appeal for compassion toward unfortunate debtors. 

Now, I confess that I am not unmoved by such an appeal. It 
does not require the eloquence of a chamber of commerce or the 
tears of a board of trade to arouse in my heart a sense of compas- 
sion for the misery of men who are bearing the hopeless burden 
of debt. Iam willing and ready to vote for a bill discharging all 
debtors now bankrupt showing clean hands and offering all their 
property for the payment of their debts. 

I wish now to examine carefully that portion of the committee's 
report which seeks to explain why the laws heretofore enacted on 
this subject have hardly outlived the Congresses which established 
them. It is claimed that the two main causes that destroyed the 
permanency of these laws were the inconvenience of reaching the 
courts in the sparse population of the country as late as 1878 and 
the expense incident to the administration of the laws. 

The force of these explanations, as far as they go, must be 
admitted. They undoubtedly were a large factor in undoing the 
work of the Sixth, Twenty-seventh, and Thirty-ninth Congresses. 
But even if they were the only elements of destruction contained 
in these laws, they are not yet altogether eliminated from the 
national situation. 

While population has greatly increased, and while the courts 
are now in easier reach of the people, there are still difficulties in 
bringing all portions of even our most pone States within 
reach of the. Federal tribunals; and while the committee, with 
commendable vigor, has cut away the fee bills of 1867, it requires 
no very large experience in the law’s delays to foresee that even 
under the proposed bill the cost of administering a bankrupt law 
may grow so large as to discourage everybody connected with the 
litigation except the lawyers. 

If it were historically true that those old. bankruptcy laws now 
encumbering the volumes of the Statutes at Large of the United 
States had nothing against them except the expense and incon- 
venience of administering them, I would be able, knowing the 
labors of the committee to correct the enormities of the old fee 
system, to support the measure which they have reported. It is 
because I find in the record of these enactments that they failed 
for other and graver reasons that I have not been able to overcome 
my objections to this measure. Fortunately we are able to find 
out with reasonable accuracy why these old laws were odious to 
the community. 

I propose, with the patience of your attention, to institute a his- 
torical inquiry into the motives of Congress in refusing to give to 
these laws even a fair chance for their lives. 

It can not be that they were altogether crude and imperfect in 
their structure, because all of them received the careful attention 
of Congress in periods at least as fertile in wise legislation as our 
own day, and at least one of them, the act of 1841, which had the 
guidance of the great statesmen of that period for more than one 
Congress. certainly can not be disparaged for want of wisdom in 
its structure; nor were any of those laws set aside for minor 
defects, such as exorbitant fee bills and costs of court, for Congress 
would, in that case, have amended the defects without overturn- 
ing the statute itself. 

But except in the case of the law of 1867, hardly a feeble attempt 
was made to perfect the bankruptcy code, and every suggestion of 
an amendment was answered by a demand for total repeal. When 
we consider that all of these laws in our country have been framed 
on the same structural principle, the careful student of the ques- 
tion is led to the belief that our national pre against the 
system, so often exhibited, is fundamental and belongs to the 
character and genius of our people when brought into contact 
with the English bankruptcy system of the seventeenth century, 
eg softened by the ingenuity of modern Amercian statesman- 
ship. 

It has been said here that, while the bankruptcy laws of the 
United States have illustrated the folly of Congress, similar legis- 
lation in other countries, brought to perfection by experience an 
the gradual progress of jurisprudence, has fully vindicated the 
wisdom of a bankruptcy law. Now, Iam not going to embark 
into any a criticism of the present English bankruptcy 
law. I know too little of the English commercial fabric, past or 
present, to make my judgment of any weight in the case. 

It is a matter of history that the English bankruptcy law, from 
its first enactment in the reign of Henry VIII up to the present 
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ven onl r satisfaction. It is true that the English 

a inst of abolishing the law, has striven to amend it; 

but it is also true that that policy has kept the Parliament com- 
tively busy. ; 

I have taken the trouble to go over every enactment of Parlia- 
ment in respect to bankruptcy, and I am prepared to say that the 

rinciple now involved in the law of involuntary bankruptcy dif- 
lees in no important sense from the primitive English enactments 
on the subject. : Si : 

The act of 1542 did not originate in sympathy for unfortunate 
debtors. It did not even start out of the imperfect machinery of 
the law for the just and equal collection of debts. It appears to 
have grown out of an irritation produced in the community by 
the fact that many persons who were perfectly able to pay their 
debts were spending their substance in luxurious living in their 
own homes or in foreign parts, without regard to the rights of 
their creditors. It contained — two grounds of jurisdiction, 
one of which is contained in such laws to this day, namely, ab- 
sconding, and keeping house not minding to pay. 

The statute is a quaint specimeh of language as well as of law. 
It is entitled ‘‘An act against such persons as do make bankrupt,” 
and its preamble recites that— 

Whereas divers ani sundry persons craftily obtaining into their own 
hands substance of other man’s goods do suddenly flee to parts unknown, or 
keep their house, not minding to pay or restore to any their creditors their 
debts and duties, but at their own wills and own pleasure consume the sub- 


stance obtained by credit of other men in pleasure and delicate living against 
all reason, equity, and good conscience; be it therefore enacted. 


Twenty-eight years later the statute of Elizabeth, confining the 
operation of the bankruptcy law to merchants and traders and giv- 
ing the first elaborate statement of the basis of proceedings, was 

assed. There entered into it no notion of the modern ee 

or the burdens of debtors. It was in the natare of a penal stat- 
ute. Its preamble recites that notwithstanding the act of the reign 
of Henry VIII “ against bankrupts ”"— 

Those kinds of persons have increased unto great and excessive numbers 
and are like more to doif some better provision be not made for the repres- 
sion of them. 

For the purpose of illustrating the enlargement of the list of 
recognized acts of bankruptcy in the proposed bill, as compared 
with the primitive acts of Parliament, I will read the definition 
of bankruptcy contained in chapter 7, 13 Elizabeth, and I call 
upon the House to notice that while the form and shape of the 
law has been somewhat enlarged the structure and real purpose 
of it has not been changed and when I have heard gentlemen 
calling upon us to join in the enactment of tha proposed law in 
order that American commerce may not be discredited for the 
want of the approved machinery of modern business, I have not 
been able to forbear suggesting to them that every general prin- 
ciple involved in the proposed legislation, except the voluntary 
a and the unlimited discharge of the debtor, belongs 

istorically to the civilization of the seventeenth century. 

13 Eliz.,ch.7. If any merchant, etc., depart the realm or begin to keep 
house or otherwise to absent himself or take sanctuary, or suffer himself 
willfully to be arrested without just or lawful cause, suffer himselt to be 
outlawed, or yield bimself to prison, or depart from his dwelling house to the 
intent or purpose to defraud or hinder any of his creditors of the just debts 
or duty of such creditor, he shall be reputed, deemed, and taken for a bank- 
rupt. (Cooke, Bankrupt Laws, Dublin, 1786.) 

I will not weary the House by going over the successive acts of 
Parliament by which this original bankruptcy law was from year 
to year and from reign to reign improved and brought to perfec- 
tion. That it was a nuisance from the start is sufficiently evident 
from the title of each successive act of Parliament relating to the 
subject. For example, the act of 1604, entitled ‘“‘An act for the 
better relief of creditors against such as shall become bankrupt,” 
recites in its preamble that ‘‘ frauds and deceits, as new diseases, 
daily increase among such as live by buying and selling, to the 
hindrance of traffic and mutual commerce and to the general hurt 
of the realm, by such as willfully and wickedly become bankrupt.” 

The next step in the perfection of the bankruptcy law was chap- 
ter 19, 21 James I, entitled “‘An act for the further description 
of a bankrupt and relief of creditors against such as shall become 
bankrupt, and for inflicting corporeal punishment upon bank- 
rupts in some special cases.” The preamble recites: 

That daily experience sheweth that the number and multitude of bank- 
= do increase more and more, and also the frauds and deceits invented 
and practiced for avoiding and eluding the penalties of the good laws in that 
behalf already made, 

Again, in 1705 (4 and 5 Anne, chapter 17), we find Parliament 
can upon ‘‘An act to prevent frands frequently committed by 
bankrupts.” The preamble of the law says that— 

Whereas many persons have and do daily become bankrupt, not so much 
by reason of losses and unavoidable misfortune as with intent to defraud and 
deprive their creditors of their just dues. 

Yet the very next year an act had to be passed still further 
amending the bankruptcy code, and reciting that the law ‘hath 
not answered the good intent thereof, many notorious frauds and 
abuses having been committed,” notwithstanding the provisions 
and penalties of the act. 
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In 1718 another elaborate statute was passed entitled ‘“‘An act 
for the better prevention of frauds committed by bankrupts.” 
This was followed by an entirely new statute in 1732, which was 
amended in 1746 and again in 1764, and at all times was subject 
to such modification as was involved in the orders of the lord 
chancellor, which appear to have had the force of law and to 
have followed one another more rapidly even than the successive 
acts of Parliament. 

Now, one would think by a glance at this record that by the 
beginning of the nineteenth century the English laws on this 
subject would have reached a fairly satisfactory state of perfec- 
tion; yet from all that I can learn the state of the English bank- 
rupt law at the beginning of this century was confused and bur- 
densome even past the patience of the English people. 

About that time Sir Samuel Romilly, famous both as a jurist 
and philanthropist, began to give his attention to the subject. 
He was specially qualified by learning and practical experience to 
reform the bankrupt laws of England if a reform was possible. 
He has preserved in his ‘‘ Memoirs and Diary” a record of his trials 
and tribulations while engaged in the business of bringing the 
English bankrupt law to perfection. 

On the 26th of June, 1806, he moved for leave to bring in a bill 
to amend the bankrupt laws. He had the counsel of Chief Justice 
Mansfield and the lord chancellor, both of whom had unlimited 
experience in the practical workings of the existing statutes. 
The history of Sir Samuel Romilly’s original bankrupt law is not 
only an instructive chapter in the progress of this legislation, but 
it also illustrates the methods of the English Parliament in deal- 
ing _ a subject which its members only imperfectly under- 
stand. 

It appears that both Houses literally committed this question to 
the judgment of a single man, giving Sir Samuel Romilly a free 
hand to originate just such astatute as he thought wise and good. 
Ido not know whether that should be taken as an evidence of 
their confidence in him or their absolute despair on considering 
the absurd state of their laws. Perhaps it was both. 

At any rate, he records in-his Memoirs (volume-2, page 23) that 
his bill, which became chapter 135, 46 George III, passed both 
Houses without a word of debate in any stage, so that no unskill- 
ful hand can be said to have botched the enactment of 1806, and it 
would seem that human wisdom under the most favorable condi- 
tions had done its perfect work. 

Yet in 1809 Sir Samuel introduced a bill to cure the defects in 
the act of 1806, which was duly passed by Parliament. But per- 
fection was not even yet obtained, for in 1817 Parliament ap- 
pointed a commission of eminent lawyers and merchants to report 
upon the state of the law, and that report contained among other 
things this opinion of the lord chancellor: 

His lordship observed with warmth that the abuses of the bankruptcy law 
were a disgrace to the country. and it would be better at once to repeal all 
the statutes than to suffer them to be applied to such purposes. 

He declared that the administration of the bankruptcy laws was 
a ‘‘ public nuisance,” and ‘‘little more than stock in trade for the 
commissioners, the assignees, and solicitors;” and in that rather 
severe opinion I judge that Sir Samuel Romilly concurred, for the 
next year we find him before the special committee of the House, 
where he stated very fully his notions of the ‘“‘ mischievous tend- 
encies of the provisions in the present law relating to bank- 
ruptcy. (Memoirs, volume 2, page 484.) 

Again were these laws reformed and perfected in the light of 
experience. But that did not save them from the adverse judg- 
mentof competent observers. Onthe 7th of February, 1828, Lord 
Brougham delivered in the House of Commons his famous speech 
on ‘*The present state of the law.” He struck right and left at 
the abuses of the English statute book, but the most vigorous blow 
of all he aimed at the bankruptcy code of Great Britain, improved 
and perfected as it had been by the experience of nearly three 
centuries. He said: 

The distribution of estates under the bankrupt law is likewise capable of 
greatimprovement. After all that was recently done in arranging and sim- 
plifying this code it remains full of contradictions and is the source of innu- 
merable frauds and endless litigations.—Speeches, volume 2, 478. 

The reforms of 1831 followed, yet in 1849 the merchants, bank- 
ers, and traders of London unanimously passed a resolution that 
the existing bankruptcy and insolvency laws “ate a disgrace to the 
commercial age and to the country, and that under their rule de- 
ceit, reckless trading, extravagance, dishonesty, and every species 
of fraud may be practiced withimpunity.” (Journal of the Insti- 
tute of Bankers, November, 1881.) 

The act of 1849, passed in answer to these complaints, proved 
wholly ineffective to prevent the mischief against which it was 
directed. The act of 1861 was almost as bad, and the act of 1869 
no better. A competent English authority, quoted in the London 
Legal News of December 12, 1885, says distinctly that all attempts 
to combine in practice the rights of the creditors, the debtors, and 
the public have resulted in failure. In this view of the case so 
many English authorities concur that there can be little doubt of 
its accuracy. 
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It must be remembered that if a bankruptcy law could succeed 
anywhere it would succeed in England, that country being com- 
pact and populous and the courts acting with great authority and 
efficiency. . . 

It is not sure that a system which succeeds there would not fail 
here. Itis certain that a system that breaks down there would 
collapse in utter failure here. 

But Mr. Joseph Chamberlain, the president of the board of 
trade, testified in the House of Commons in 1881 that the history 
of bankruptcy legislation in England is calculated to depress and 
discourage. He said that there were seventy-three proposals for 
amendment, and six Government bills had been proposed but 
none carried. He said that the present law gives facilities for 
evasion, extravagance, and delay, and closes his arraignment by 
the startling testimony that the English people lose by the bank- 
ruptcy law £25,000,000 a year. I will read from Mr. Chamber- 
lain’s speech delivered in the House of Commons, 

Mr. Chamberlain said that— 

In asking the House to consent to the introduction of a bill to amend the 
law of bankruptcy he must confess that the history of past attempts to deal 
with that subject was such as to discourage anything like exaggerated or 
oversanguine expectations. It was a history of continual and, he might say, 

riodical changes involving very considerable vaccillations on the part of 

arliamient. following the current of public opinion in the country, each in 
turn the subject of great expectations and _ each in turn also doomed, after a 
few years experience to disappointment and failure.—Parliamentary Debates, 
volume 260, page 1055. 

Here is a witness who, on account of his career of success, both 
in his own business and in the public business, is entitled to an 
attentive hearing. His testimony was thought of sufficient im- 

ortance to be quoted at length by Lord Sherbrooke, famous as a 

urist and statesman, who, in the August number, 1881, of the 
Tencteenth Century, contributed what is in my judgment the 
most instructive estimate ever given of the theory and practice of 
bankruptcy legislation. : 

His lordship comes at the question, ‘* What shall we do with our 
bankrupts?” from the standpoint of a man familiar both with the 
laws of business and with the administration of the courts. He 
gives the whole experience of the English people in trying to 
manage bankrupt estates. 

It appears, then, he says— 

That the law of bankruptcy has ceased to be required as a refuge from the 
harshness of the general law, that it has been the fruitful mother of chi- 
canery and embezzlement,and that against these and many other objections 
there is nothing to offer, a the semblance of equity exhibited by the 
empty show of a symmetrical dividend, the substance of which bankruptcy 
courts have previously devoured. It seems to me that these considerations, 
joined to the fact that the bill has been twice amended during the present 
reign, and is now about to undergo a third transformation and to masquer- 
ade as a hybrid department of the State, have given us sufficient proof that 
the time is come when, as Hamlet says, we ought to reform it altogether. 

I venture to think that I have shown ample reasons why the bankruptcy 
courts should no longer be a snare to us, and that, navang. perplexed and dis- 


graced our statute k for several centuries, it should perplex and 
grace it no more. 


ae am asked what I would put in its place, I answer without hesitation— 
nothing. 

I have dwelt at more length than I otherwise would on the ex- 
perience of England in respect to bankruptcy legislation for the 
reason that it has been common for the promoters of similar legis- 
lation here to offset the repeated failure of such laws in the United 
States by referring to the superior wisdom of the English Parlia- 
ment, which has preserved and perfected the bankruptcy code, 
instead of wiping it out altogether. 

It is not necessary to critically examine the operation of the 
present English bankruptcy law, since whatever success it enjoys 
more than was secured by former enactments comes from the 
employment of such machinery of the Government as is wholly 
impracticable in the United States. 

I will proceed to a brief examination of the proposal, enactment, 
repeal, and discussion of bankruptcy laws in the Congress of our 
own country. So far as the first enactment on the subject is con- 
cerned, we know more how it happened to be repealed than how 
it happened to be passed, for no part of the debate is preserved in 
the Annals of Congress, and we only know that the law was 
in the Senate by a vote of 16 to 12 and that in the House of Rep- 
resentatives the Speaker’s name had to be called to break the tie 
of 48 to 48. 

In the second session of the same Congress amendments to the 
law, some of which passed the House, failed in the Senate. By 
the terms of the act it was limited to five years, but it was never 
left for a moment free from hostile attack, and it was in vain that 
its friends begged Congress to let it live long enough to develop 
its strength. Its friends pleaded for a special committee to exam- 
ine its defects and report amendments, but the Senate refused, and 
the bill repealing it was carried by a voteof 17 to 12. The House 
took up the matter and after a lengthy debate resolved to repeal 
the law  g a vote of 99 to 13, and a few days later passed the 
Senate bill repealing the law by a practically unanimous vote. 

The reasons given for the repeal are preserved in the Annals of 
Congress, first session Eighth Congress, page 616; and if anyone 
will take the pains to read them it will be perceived that the ex- 
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pense and inconvenience of executing the law were hardly deemed 
worth mentioning by the side of the graver objections bronght 
into the debate against it. The record of the Seventh Congress is 
alive with the efforts of the opponents of this law to repeal it. 
Petitions began to come in for amendments, and a committee was 
appointed to consider the matter. 

Mr. Randolph expressed his ground of opposition to the law at 
length in a speech, the substance of which is preserved. He said: 


He hoped the act would not be amended, but repealed. Whenit passed he 
was one of those who entered his protest against it. He considered it in the 
nature of an ex post facto law—an allurement to fraud—tending to corrupt 


the morals of the community, to change the nature of contracts, to discharge 


men not only from their obligations and their solemn promises, but to violate 
their oaths. And, because Congress had a right to enact such a law, would 
gentlemen say it was for the benefit of trade? Its operations had been the 
reverse.—Annals of Congress, second session Seventh Congress, page 378. 

The friends of the law asked for a fair trial and appealed to the 
familiar plea about the unfortunate debtor and the commercial 
credit of the country. They said that the next Congress, fresh 
from the people, were better fitted to a the sense of the 
nation on the question. Mr. Dayton, of Delaware, declared that 
he had heard much about the efils attending the execution of the 
law, but had never seen them. Mr. Hastings, of Massachusetts, 
being challenged to point them out, did so in a spéech in which 
he concluded as follows: 

If it shall be continued, I hope the title of it will be changed, and that in- 
stead of “An act for establishing a uniform system of bankruptcy,” it will Le 


ga 
called “‘An act for establishing a uniform system of fraud throughout the 


United States.”— Annals of Gongress, Seventh Congress, 552. 

If it had been the mere expense of administering the law or the 
mere inconvenience of the people in finding their way to the courts, 
it could and doubtless would have been amended and simplified. 
But the evils were incurable in the estimation of our fathers, and 
Mr. Newton, chairman of the special committee, closed the debate 
by saying: 

The objections to this law are solid and just. The mischief it produces is 
extensive. It is not susceptible of amendment. The only antidote to the 
poison is a repeal.— Annals of Congress, Seventh Congress, second session, 555. 

So the first bankruptcy law perished, after a full debate, by an 
almost unanimous vote. From that time until the enactment of 
the law of 1841 hardly a session of Congress went by without an 
effort to _ a bankruptcy law on the statute books. It becamea 
part of the business of every session of Congress to receive and 
consider memorials from the t central ds of trade and 
chambers of commerce in be of this legislation. 

Sometimes these proposed laws passed one House and sometimes 
the other. Sometimes they got through neither House, but it was 
always a cold and dreary session of Congress that did not find the 
Judiciary Committee on hand with a favorable report of a bill for 
establishing a uniform system of bankruptcy. (See Niles Regis- 
ter, volume 61, page 3, for full record of Congress on this subject. ) 

When we consider how uniformly these reports were allowed to 
sleep upon the Calendar, we can not help feeling a certain admi- 
ration for that persistent optimism which has through so many 

enerations enabled the Judiciary Committee of the House and 

nate to persevere in their unappreciated labors. 

A notable attempt to revive the law of 1800 was made in the 
Fifteenth Con . Thisattempt failed, but in the second session 
of the Sixteenth Congress a bill was passed by the Senate and 
was tabled by the House. It — to have been modeled after 
the general style of the act of 1800, except that it was limited in its 
operation toa oe of three years. In the Seventeenth Congress, 
the bill which passed the Senate in the preceding Congress 
was reported by Mr. Sergeant, of Pennsylvania, chairman of the 
win the language of Mr. Wright, of Maryland, b f 

n the language of Mr. Wright, o nd, by a species o 
eer a now unknown in our procedure the bill had 
been placed, by a vote of the House, “in a state of preservation 
ready for immediate action of the new Congress.” 6 wisdom 
and patriotism of the Senate were given as the reason for the new 
House to receive and consider the bill in a “friendly aspect.” 

I look upon that bill as a waymark in the history of bankruptcy 
legislation, because it was Hew on its passage so amended as to 
give the right of voluntary a not only to merchants but 
to all classes of the community. thout that amendment the 
record is clear that the bill would not have received the vote of a 
corporal’s guard in either House. Even with that amendment 
it failed by a vote of 72 to 99. 

It is, of course, impossible to tell just what influence defeated 
the measure; but in my opinion the speech of James Buchanan, 
delivered in the House March 12, 1822, was a potent infiuence 
against the bill. (Annals Seventeenth Co t session, vol- 
ume 2, page 1282.) Thats h isan t contribution tothe 
literature of this subject in the United States, because it embodies 
all the practical and popular objections to the s of bank- 
ruptcy current at that time, objections many of which have lost 
none of their weight by the lapse of three-quarters of a century. 

Twenty years later, as a member of the Senate, | back 
over his career, Mr. referred to that speech as his most 
important public utterance, 
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I have indicated, similar | tion was, in one form or 
hes before every Con > proposed law of 1826, intro- 
duced by Mr. Hayne, of uth Carolina, is interesting, not only 
because it contained a voluntary bankruptcy clause, but because 
as amended it vided for the discharge of the bankrupt upon 
the consent of fourths in number and value of the creditors. 

Senator Tazewell, of Virginia, in the Senate debate of 1827, gave 
the light of his testimony as to the reasons of the repeal of the act 


of 1800. Hesaid that he practiced law in a seaport town and was 
engaged in nearly every case of bankruptcy. 
The bankrupt law— 
Said he— 
in f iia 
is no new affair. It has been heard of or man years. Jt 


cam loom with the Presidency, and though Congress 
een: something out of it, it always been, so far as experience 
had shown, anything but a valuable gitt to the community. 

An act ilar to fnat under consideration formerly passed. It was in op- 
eration three years, and during that period was twice amended; yet there had 
been but one voice in the community at that period, and that was for repealing 


the law and abandoning the system altogether. It had been at that time fully 


hat it was impossible to proceed with the law, doing justice to all, and 
it 7 renaaell The penalties connected with it were heavy, but the great 
complaint was that there was no end tothe frauds committed under it.—Con- 
gressional Debates, volume 3, page 95. 

In the same debate Senator Smith, of South Carolina, leaves 
this significant testimony on record: 

But however meritorious a tion of the debtors of your country may be, 
and however honest they may be in the surrenderof their estates under such 
a law, are we prepared to offer the temptation and to throw wide open the 
door to more 500,000 debtors of every description distributed in every 
direction throughout the United States, to stain the fair name of their coun- 
try and to defile the temple of justice with their corruptions, their frauds, 
their perjuries, and their subornations of perde until every moral prin- 
ciple is debased and every powers obligation is ved? 

These were the effects flowed from the bankrupt law of 1800, when 
debtors were few and the poses of morality more respected. erefore 
what are we to expect from that heterogeneous host of paper credit dealers, 
brokers, stock jobbers, and banking adventurers which 7 Mee a 
of times of more than or character have thrown into the community ?— 


dinary 
Congressional Debates, volume’3, page 190. 


The agitation for a barikrupt law was effectively revived in 1840, 
and resulted in putting through Congress, by methods not very 
creditable to the statesmen of that day, the short-lived statute of 
1841. Up to that time the bankruptcy scheme, when brought for- 
ward by the great central chambers of commerce, had invariably 
relied for its motive on the natural sympathy of men for distressed 
debtors. Without that motive the scheme would have had no 
substantial indorsement in Congress at anytime. The proposition 
to turn the Federal courts into a national collection agency never 
had any support — after hard times, when the misfortunes of 
the people could be utilized to excite the sympathies of Congress. 

The chambers of commerce have never had the assurance to 
come into Con with their system of commercial collections 
except when they have been able to march in with the army of 
unfortunates bearing the burden of debt. After the —— of 1837 
a great many bills were introduced in relation to bankruptcy. 

The one framed by Daniel Webster is of special interest because 
of the imperial intellect of the man and because while he spoke for 
a great commercial city, his heart was genuinely touched by the 
misfortunes of the r. The outline of this bill preserved in 
Niles's Register exhibits the great statesman with one hand present- 
ing a petition for a general bankrupt law, and with the other of- 
fering the bill himself in the Senate. (Niles’s Register volume 57, 


e 428,) 

Pall of the bills that were brought forward went to app 
committees, and a m on the general outline of Mr. Web- 
ster’s proposal came before the Senate on June 7, 1840. The pro- 
ceedings are very instructive. The committee in referring to the 
pending bill have quoted from Mr. Clay's speech that eloquent 
appeal for the rights of the unfortunate debtor, every word of 
which I heartily indorse. 

But how can gentlemen reconcile their position with the record 
which Mr. Clay early in the proceedings made by moving to strike 
out the eighteenth section, containing the com ry features of 
the bill, and with the fact that ‘‘Mr. Webster addressed the Senate 
at length in favor of the motion” of Mr. Clay, and followed his 
speech with his vote in a yea-and-nay record, which brought Clay, 

ebster, and Calhoun together in a united expression in regard 
to _ — of ne, bankruptcy. (Congressional Globe, 
volume 8, page 444.) 

__ The debates of 1840 and 1841 on this subject are very instruct- 
ive, for they not only throw the light of history upon the failure 
of the law of 1800, but they reveal the views and forecasts of 
the practical statesman of the period in respect to the probable 
operation of the statute then under discussion. What we are 
anxious to know is whether the bankruptcy laws heretofore en- 
acted failed for light and transient reasons or whether their weak- 
ness was structural and involved in the very principle of the thing. 
The friends of the proposed measure assume to believe that the 
of previous laws were incidental and amendable. 
In such a contention there is a special value in the witness of 
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Senator Hubbard, of New Hampshire, who did not hesitate in the 
debate of 1840 to say: 

if this bill is to find a place on our statute book, it will become, like the act 
of 1800, a fruitful source of fraud and perjuries disgraceful to the character 
of our country.—Congressional Debates, volume 8, page 486. Appendix. 

The proposed law of 1841 was defended by Senator Talmadge, 
a Senator Buchanan effectively led the opposition. He prophe- 
sied— 

That the bill would produce the greatest excitement ever witnessed in the 
country, and would be repealed in as short atime asthat of 1800. In the mean- 
time there would be a rush upon the courts that would so overwhelm those 
tribunals with business and so clog them as to arrest the execution of their 
ordinary functions.—Congressional Globe, volume 10, page 245. 

The bill came before Congress under the sanction of an unusual 
Executive indorsement, the President having sent a message to 
the House accompanying a petition of 3,000 merchants of New 
York and also presenting an argument in behalf of the measure. 
There is reason to think that the actof 1841 would not have passed 
had it been thought likely that the involuntary part of it would 
have been operative. In the preceding Congress Mr. Webster, 
acquiescing in Clay’s motion to strike out that clause of it, said 
distinctly that the two were not likely to operate together, since 
the failing debtor would always anticipate the movements of the 
creditors; therefore he regarded the voluntary section as the only 
effective part, saying further: 

I maintain that very little value is added to the security of creditors by 
the compulsory pee of the bill.— Webster Works, volume 5, page 26, Little & 
Brown edition, 1851. 

The same view was expressed in the House by Mr. Trumbull in 
these words: 

The power of the creditor under this law never would in practice be exer- 
cised at all.—Glode, volume 10, page 324. 

Mr. Buchanan took the same view, saying that— 

The involuntary clause would scarcely ever be resorted to unless it may 
be by asevere and vindictive creditor for the purpose of oppressing his un- 
fortunate debtor.—Globe, volume 10, pages 205, 206. 

On the 17th of August, 1841, the bill was laid on the table of the 
House by a vote of 110 to 98, a circumstance which indicates that 
its final success came from the secret work of the session, for the 
next day a motion to reconsider was made and carried by a vote 
of 108 to 98, and thereupon the motion to lay on the table failed 
by a vote of 99 to 112. The bill was then amended to take effect 
February 1, instead of Novembc~ 1, and immediately passed by a 
vote of 110 to 106. 

When the bill came before the Senate again, that body was de- 
bating the land-distribution bill. Senator King had the floor and 
yielded to receive the message from the House, openly charging 
that the two bills were log-rolling each other through Congress, 
(Congressional Globe, volume 10, page 348.) 

This fact sufficiently appears from the closing hours of the de- 
bate on the land-distribution bill, in the admission of Senator 
White and the open charges of Senator Benton, as well as trom 
the whole atmosphere which surrounded both bills. The report 
submitted on the present measure says that the law of 1841 became 
the subject of political contention. The whole fact is that it did 
not have the strength to pass on its merits. It was bargained 
through, and died a natural death within a year. 

The history of its passage so smelled to heaven that when the 
Senate took up the amendment to postpone until February the 
taking effect of the bill Mr. Buchanan was moved to say that— 

From the tone of letters he had received from politicians differing with 
him he should advise his friend from Mississippi [Mr. Walker] not to be quite 
so soft as in his eagerness to pass his bill as to agree to this amendment post- 

ming the time for it to take effect, as it would be repealed before its opera- 

on commenced, although it was now made the price of the land-distribution 
bill.—Globe, volume 10, page 348. 

Mr. Buchanan stated in a single sentence his views on the sub- 
ject. He said: 

It would have the effect of driving speculation to the highest madness by 
informing every man that in case he failed to win the golden prize he might 
blot out his obligations and commence again.—Globe, volume 10, page 344. 

Mr. Calhoun replied that he hoped none of his friends would 
attempt to repeal it, and that— 

It would, if permitted to work, produce its legitimate effects, and was 
enough to destroy any administration.—Globe, volume 10, page 348. 

And so in the midst of threats, promises, and predictions the 
first act of Con attempting to write a combination bank- 
ruptcy law, in which the anxiety of the commercial centers to col- 
lect their accounts and the anxiety of unfortunates to be relieved 
of their debts were unequally yoked together, was put in force. 

Mr. Buchanan’s prophecy proved stronger than Mr. Calhoun’s 
influence, for bent had the Congress convened at the next ses- 
sion before the petitions against the bankruptcy law began to flow 
in. Almost at the opening of Congrvss Silas Wright came for- 
ward with petitions and letters from the leading merchants of 
New York, who only a short time before were earnestly advocat- 
ing the passage of the bill, to undo the mischief their own efforts 
had brought upon the country, and before the law was a hundred 



























































































































































































































































































































































































































































1858 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





FEBRUARY 17, 





days old Senator Benton was on his feet with an amendment to 
postpone the time of its taking effect. 

He did not have a word to say about the expense of executing 
it nor about the inconvenience of the people in reaching the courts 
appointed to administer it. He touched the substance of the issue 
in words which I confess have made a great impression upon me. 

In mercy to posterity, if not in justice to themselves— 

He said— 
they should repeal thislaw. They should not suffer the young and flexible 
mind to say to itself while contracting a debt, *‘ The law stands ready to re- 
lease me from it whenever I choose to throw it down.” 

Before action was taken the Senate had received the House bill 
for the repeal of the law, passed January 17, 1842, by a vote of 
126 to 94. The repeal bill failed in the Senate, but promptly in 
the third session the matter again came up after a year’s experi- 
ence under the law. The public complaint, according to Senator 
Berrien, who was its ablest defender, was almost altogether 
against the voluntary clause of the bill. (Congressional Globe, 
volume 12, page 51.) 

The House repealed the law of 1841 at a single sitting, under 
suspension of the rule requiring the orderly engrossment of the 
bill, by a vote of 140 to 71, and the Senate, by a vote of 32 to 13. 
When it is considered that this vote was recorded by the same 
Congress that passed the bill, the tremendous upheaval of public 
opinion, sufficiently proven by the numberless petitions, is fully 
established. 

I now come to consider for a moment the record and history of 
the law of 1867. This statute, which was intended to clear up the 
bankruptcies incident to the war of the rebellion, had a narrow 
escape in both Houses of Congress on its original passage, and 
was under a constant threat of repeal during the whole period of 
its life. It failed in the Senate by a vote of 20 to 22 when first put 
on its passage, with the names of Grimes and Kirkwood of Iowa, 
Trumbull and Yates of Illinois, MoRRILL of Vermont, and Sher- 
man of Ohiorecorded against it. On being reconsidered, it finally 
passed by a vote of 20 to 22. 

Both Sumner and Wilson agreed that the full discharge of 
debtors, failing after the bill had become a law, regardless of the 
wish of their creditors and regardless of the amount realized on 
their estates, would be inequitable, and Mr. Wilson pointed out 
that with separate provisions limiting the discharge of debtors 
there would te created motives to check wild and reckless opera- 
tions and to make men more careful of their business. ‘I know 
men to-day,” said he, ‘‘ who ride in their carriages with money 
covered up, who are to be released by this bill, whose creditors, 
reduced from abundance to poverty, are toiling for day’s wages— 
men among my neighbors and friends.” (Congressional Globe, 
volume 62, page 1010.) 

Senator Grimes, of Iowa, opposed the bill upon a variety of 
grounds, and Senator Wilson, in answer to him, observed that it 
was not a ‘measure that the agricultural, laboring, and mechan- 
ical interests took a great deal of concernin. It is a commercial 
bill.” (Congressional Globe, volume 62, page 980.) 

The conference report on the measure passed the House by a 
vote of 73 to 71, 46 not voting, with Blaine, Garfield, Schenck, and 
James F’. Wilson recorded against it. The operation of the act 
of 1867 is too well remembered, both by the legal profession and 
the business world, to need even a passing reference in a discussion 
of this character. 

Its repeal was agitated almost from the moment of its enact- 
ment. It became a law by a vote which was practically a tie in 
both Houses. The bill for its unconditional repeal having passed 
the House in three successive Congresses, was finally enacted by 
a practically unanimous vote in both Houses of Congress, the rec- 
ord standing 38 to 6 in the Senate, and 205 to 40 in the House. 

I have thus hastily sketched the experience of the English- 
speaking world in respect to bankruptcy legislation. 

In all that I have said I have confined myself entirely to the 
argument which is derived from the facts and history connected 
with bankruptcy legislation in those countries which have the 
English law of property. I doubt whether a valuable guidance 
on the question can be obtained from the experience of those por- 
tions of the world in which the administration of the laws is not 
adjusted to the system of jurisprudence which we have inherited. 

I do not desire to overstate the conclusion to which I have come. 
It is possible that under the conditions now prevalent in the 
United States a larger success would attend a bankruptcy law 
than has hitherto been achieved. I do not conceal the opinion 
that the law now proposed is in many details a vast step in the 
progress of this legislation. 

Careful examination of the reports, more than a score in num- 
ber, on this subject from the Judiciary Committees of both Houses 
during the past century enables me to say that in elaborate re- 
search and in grasp of this subject no committee has approached 
the work of the present Judiciary Committee of this House. Nor 
has a fuller or more convincing statement on the subject ever been 
made in this House than that made in the remarks submitted at 










the opening of this debate by my colleague [Mr. HENDERson], 
chairman of the committee. 

No man can question his sincerity, and every man must respect 
the admirable ability which he has brought to the difficult prob- 
lems in hand. It is especially gratifying that in case this bill 
should pass all interests, both East and West, the rich and poor, 
the creditor and the debtor, the commercial world and the com- 
munity at large, are protected by careful provisions framed with 
the evident intention of making this statute of bankruptcy the 
most just and equitable ever brought forward in this House. 

If any law can succeed in this country which preserves the 
ancient principle of invuluntary bankruptcy, coupled with the 
more recent development of the principle of voluntary surrender 
of goods, the proposed law would more nearly approach success 
than any heretofore offered in Congress. 

A strong conviction long entertained that no such law is prac- 
ticable in the United States, a conviction based altogether upon 
the national experience and in nowise colored by prejudice of any 
sort, compels me to cast a reluctant vote against this measure, 
[Applause. } 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
wascommunicated tothe House of Representatives by Mr. PRUDEN, 
one of his secretaries, who also informed the House that the Pres- 
ident had approved and signed bills of the following titles: 

On February 9, 1898: 

H. R. 6554. An act to provide for the appointment of an addi- 
tional district judge in and for the northern judicial district of the 
State of Texas. 

On February 11, 1898: 

H. R. 5029. Anact for the purchase or construction of a suitable 
vessel for service on the Yukon River, Alaska. 

On February 14, 1898: 

H. R. 4760. An act authorizing the construction of two bridges 
across the Choctawhatchee River, a*navigable stream in Dale 
County, Ala. 

On February 15, 1898: 

H. R. 5982. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act declaring 
a certain bridge across the Tallahatchie River, in Tallahatchie 
County, State of Mississippi, a lawful structure, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved May 28, 1896. 


SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate concurrent 
resolution was taken from the Speaker’s table, and referred to its 
appropriate committee, as indicated below: 

Senate concurrent resolution. 


Resolved by the Senate i House © eae cepenniina, That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to prepare and submit an 
estimate of the cost of widening and deepening Deep Creek, Vi ia, from 
the South Branch of the Elizabeth River to the new lock at the Dismal 
Swamp Canal. 


To the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
ANNOUNCEMENT OF APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SHERMAN) appointed as the 
conferees on the fortification appropriation bill Mr. HeEMENway, 
Mr. Pitney, and Mr. McRag, 


ANNUAL REPORT OF UNITED STATES CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the follow- 
ing message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and referred to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith, for the information of the Congress, the Fourteenth 
Annual Report of the United States Civil Service Commission. / 
WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 17, 1898. 


THE BANKRUPTCY BILL. 
[Mr. BARTLETT addressed the House. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I understand I have permis- 
sion to extend my remarks in the REcorD. 

Mr. HENDE N. That permission is given already. ; 

Mr. BARTLETT. I understood it had been requested, but did 
not know whether it had been granted. 

Mr. HENDERSON. It was granted last night, although the 
RecorpD does not show it. It was granted by unanimous consent. 

oa SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the Journal 
shows it. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Now, Mr. Speaker, we do not desire to 
continue the debate further thisevening. Some members want to 
get the consideration of bills by unanimous consent, so I will with- 
hold a motion that the House do now adjourn. 

AMERICAN REGISTER FOR STEAMER LEELANAW. 


Mr. LOW. Mr. Speaker, I am —— by the Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries to ask for the consideration of the 
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pill S. 3192, which is on the Speaker's table. It is an act to pro- 
vide an American register for the steamer Leelanaw. 

The bill was read, as cee an Siete di - 
cont need, Sz, Neman the foreign valli, stontaer Leslanasy owned Uy 
James Jerome, of San Francisco, Cal., to be registered as a vessel of the United 


“The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the present consideration 
the bill? ; 

“— McEWAN. Mr.Speaker,I reserve the right to object until 

Ihearanexplanation. __ ‘ 

Mr. PAYNE. This bill is on the Speaker's table, and I sup 
it could be called up whether there is objection or not. The Com- 
mittee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries have reported to the 
House a bill identical with this. 

The SPEAKER. Is it on the House Calendar? 

Mr. LOW. It is on the House Calendar. : 

Mr. SULZER. I askif there is a report regarding this bill? 

Mr. LOW. There is a report. 

Mr. SULZER. I ask to have the report read. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, it has been impossible to hear. 
Let us understand the parliamentary situation. Is the matter 
called up as a question of privilege, or is there a request for unani- 
mous consent? : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would have to be a mat- 
ter of unanimous consent at this stage. Under ordinary circum- 
stances it would be in order to call up the bill after the reading of 
the Journal. s 

Mr. BAILEY. I understand that this is a Senate bill, and that 
there is a similar House bill reported from the committee. 

The SPEAKER. This is a Senate bill, and a similar bill has 
been reported by the committee to the House, and that committee 
has directed it to be called up. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then at the proper time it could be called up. 

The SPEAKER. But the bankruptcy question is the subject- 
matter really before the House, and perhaps the better way would 
be to ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. LOW. Iask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill. ; : 

Mr. MCEWAN. I have reserved the right to object. 

The SPEAKER. The right to object is reserved. 

Mr. LOW. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. Low) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, having under con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 7490) to provide an American register for the steamer 
Leelanaw, report as follows: 

The Leelanaw, formerly the Earnwell, is a steamer of 2,013.32 gross tons, 
built in 1886 by the Palmers, of England. 

She was wrecked December 17, 1896, at Nombre de Dios Harbor, Republic 
of Colombia, 35 miles northeast of Colon. 

The Merritt & Chapman Derrick and Wrecking Company, under ee- 
ment with the foreign owners of the steamer, sent a salvage expedition from 
the United States, and, after considerable. work, floated the wreck and 
brought the vessel to Newport News, where she was docked and surveyed. 
The vessel was abandoned by the underwriters and bought by I. J. Merritt, sr 
for $1,250, he assuming the salvage bill against the vessel of $11,940. I. J. Mer- 
ritt, sr.,on November, 3, 1897, sold the Leelanaw to James Jerome, of San 
Francisco, a citizen of the United States, for $15,000. Mr. Jerome has repaired 
her, at an expense of $48,173.32, as shown by vouchers filed with the commit- 
tee, which amount is exclusive of the $11,940 salv: bill before mentioned. 

The repairs have been made by the Ross Iron Works, of Brooklyn, N. Y.., 
under the supervision of Lloyds’ surveyors, who drew the ifications and 


who certify that the repairs are completed and the steamship is in a first- 
am, seagoing condition, and entitled to Lloyds’ classification as Al steam- 


tn view of the fact that this case shows a compliance with all the require- 
ments of the general law (section 4136, Rev Statutes), except that the 
wreck took place outside instead of within the waters of the United States, and 


as the case is within the precedents established by Congress in similar cases, 


yourcommittee report back H. R. 7490 with the recommendation that it pass. 

Mr. MCEWAN. Mr. Speaker, the report informing me that 
the requisite amount hus been expended in compliance with the 
guaenl law, I desire to withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LOW, a motion to reconsider the last vote was 
laid on the table, 

On motion of Mr. LOW, the corresponding House bill was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

THE PATENT LAWS. 

Mr. HICKS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 7397) revising and amend- 
ing the statutes relating to patents. 

eSPEAKER,. The gentleman asks unanimous consent for 
the yrunet consideration of a bill which will be reported by the 
Clerk. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 4887 of the Revised Statutes, as amended 
by the act of March 3, 1897, in so far as it provides that no patent shall be 
granted in this country for an invention previously — or caused to be 
patented in a foreign country by the inventor or his legal representatives or 

on an application filed more than seven months prior to the filing of 
the a: plication in this country, and section 4886, as amended by the said act, 
in so far as it implies that a patent may not be obtained for an invention 
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tented or described in any printed publication in this or any foreign coun- 
ry more than two years prior to the application for such patent in this 
country, shall not apply to any applications filed complete in the Patent 
Office prior to the expiration of the sixty days next following the ge of 
this act, but any patent granted on an application filed more than seven 
months after the ling of an application on which a patent has been granted 
to the inventor or his legal representatives or assigns in any foreign country, 
or for an invention patented or described in any printed publication in this 
or any foreign country more than two years prior to the filing of the appli- 
cation for a patent therefor in this country, shall be so limited as to expire 
at the same time with the foreign patent, or, if there be more than one, at 
the same time with the one having the shortest term, and in no case shall it 
be in force more than seventeen years. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me this is a bill of 
very great importance. I hope my friend will not press it at this 
time, inasmuch as it seems to remove some of the restrictions 
which now relate to the granting of patents. 

Mr. HICKS. If my friend will permit an explanation—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to reserve the right to object. 

Mr. HICKS. This bill is in many respects animportant one. It 
has, however, been unanimously reported by the Committee on 
Patents. It has met with the approval of the present Commis- 
sioner and also his assistant. It was also approved by the late 
Commissioner, the Hon. Mr. Butterworth. The purpose of the 
bill is fully explained in the accompanying report. In the act 
we propose to amend it was provided that no patent shall be 

anted in this country for an invention previously patented in a 

oreign country on an application filed more than seven months 
prior to the filing of the application in this country. 

By the terms of this act it went into effect on January 1, 1898, 
and all applications not reaching the Patent Office at Washington 
before that date were debarred from the benefits of our law. It 
has been found upon investigation that this radical change in our 
law, that existed for almost a century, has worked much wrong 
and hardship to American citizens and inventors generally, and 
in many cases has injured citizens of other countries who extend 
to us reciprocal favors of like character, and the Committee on 
Patents, after full hearing and consideration, unanimously re- 
ported this bill, so as to relieve persons who suffered by reason of 
not sufficient time and notice being given of this very radical 
change in our law, or such as, having received notice and endeav- 
ored to comply with the law, were prevented from so doing by acci- 
dents or causes not within their control. 

The effect of the enactment of this bill will be to extend the 
already manifested intention of Congress to afford to a peculiarly 
situated class of inventors an opportunity to come in within a 
certain time and, as heretofore, avail themselves of a previously 
continuous-existing law, and thus incidentally also to legalize 
those applications for patents which by unavoidable accident, 
mistake, ignorance, lack of opportunity, or the like, have been 
delayed in the filing until after the Ist of January, 1898, and 
which, by reason of the circumstance that their subject-matter 
had been previously patented abroad for more than seven months, 
are, by the radical changes wrought in the uniformly existing 
previous law by the act of March 3, 1897, now either void or 
destined to become burdensome upon the Patent Office and to 
those concerned. 

I have before me the letter addressed to the committee by Com- 
missioner Duell, which should satisfy the most critical that this 
is a meritorious measure, which will not only cost the Govern- 
ment nothing, but will increase its revenue. It in no respect 
changes the present policy of our patent laws. It is designed 
merely to extend the time allowed by the act of 1897, and is for 
- purpose of not only relieving inventors, but also the Patent 

ce. 

Mr. COX. Does not that bill amend the general law? 
this general legislation which you are trying to pass now? 

Mr. HICKS. Yes; but it is for the purpose of aiding the Patent 
Office in the transaction of very important business, and is for the 
say eg of extending sixty days the time allowed by the act passed 

y the Fifty-fourth Congress. Commissioner Duell has this to 
say of the pending measure: 


Is not 


PATENT OFFICE, February 7, 1398. 
My Dear Srp: I desire to express my approval of House bill 7397, now be- 
fore your committee. I think its passage would be an act of justice to sev- 
eral who were unfortunate enough not to have had the means of learning of 
the act which this bill is intended to amend. I desire to place on file my ap- 
proval of the subject-matter of the bill. 
Very respectfully, yours, 


Hon. J. D. Hicks, 

Chairman Committee, etc. 

Assistant Commissioner Greeley, who was then the Acting Com- 
missioner, says: 

T have read the proposed bill and I approve of it as being, in my opinion, 
a just and fair measure. 

This isa just and proper measure. There are many applica- 
tions pending in the Patent Office which are affected by it, and if 
we fail to give them the desired relief it will cut off some very 
meritorious people who should have their rights protected. 

I feel quite confident that if the gentlemen who are disposed to 
object will examine into the merits of the proposed measure, they 
will immediately join with me in placing the same upon our 


C. H. DUELL, 


Commissioner. 
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statute books. The distinguished gentlemen who have given the 
matter their approval in so public a way would not do so unless 
they were thoroughly satisfied that it possessed merit and justice, 
and would be beneficial not only to the inventor but also to the 
Government. 

It has always been the policy of Congress to deal with citizens 
of foreign nations who extend to us reciprocal relations in their 
own laws with a spirit of liberality and fairness. In view of this 
policy and the demonstrated fact that the period of limitation 
fixed in the act of 1897 that it is now proposed to amend was too 
short, there should be no hesitation in the immediate of 
this very just bill. Moreover, the bill, if passed, will materially 
increase the revenues of the Patent Office by inducing the pay- 
ment of fees which would otherwise be withheld. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr. Speaker, I do not think any more time 
should be given to the matter now. Ido not think this bill ought 
to pass by unanimous consent in this way. 

Mr. HICKS. Ican assure my friend it is a very meritorious 
measure and will bring considerable money into the Treasury; 
and further, we desire to allow these pending patents to be adju- 
dicated. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. That is not asufficient reason for passing the 
bill without more extended consideration. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. HICKS. I hope my friend will read the report, which I 
take pleasure in commending, as I am confident it successfull 
answers all ible objections that can be raised against the bill. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Yes; I will. I have no doubt it is a merito- 
rious bill. I do not question that. 

RECESS. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, upon consultation with the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Terry], who, like myself, findsa 

eat many gentlemen who desire to speak upon the bankruptcy 

ill, I move that the House take a recess until 11 o’clock to-morrow. 

The motion of Mr. HENDERSON was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 6 minutes p. m.) the House took 
a recess until 11 o’clock to-morrow morning. 

The recess having expired, the House was called to order at 11 
o'clock a. m. by the Speaker. 


THE BANKRUPTCY BILL. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas [ Mr. Terry] will now consume forty minutes or an hour of 


e. 

Mr. TERRY. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi. 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I can not give m 
support to this substitute; of the voluntary features of the bill 
I make no complaint, but with the involuntary features of it I can 


not agree 
rsuaded that 


CONGRESSIONAL 


Instead of bringing the relief claimed, I am 
should it become a law it will carry disaster to the business in- 
terests of the country, destroying many good men who, but for 
its harsh provisions, would tide over temporary embarrassments. 

While I am willing to vote for a reasonable bankrupt law, 
one which gives relief to the debtor when misfortune has over- 
taken him and which at the same time protects the creditor from 
the actual fraud of the debtor, I can not approve a measure 
which to my mind presents to the debtor so many snares and 
pitfalls and arms the creditor with such a powerful weapon of 

ression, aside from the number of criminal offenses it creates. 

ost of the grounds presented in this bill, the violation of either 

of which enables the creditor to proceed in bankruptcy, are harsh 

and cruel, growing out of financial misfortunes over which the 

debtor, per , has no control, and about which there is no 
fraudulent intent. 

For those causes I do not believe a citizen should be subjected 
to bankruptcy proceedings. eer proceedings should only 
be permissible where the actual fraud of the debtor conspires to 
prevent the collection of that which he owes, as where he “‘ab- 
sconds or conceals himself so that he can not be served with proc- 
ess, and where he fraudulently sens ear with the 
intent to place it beyond the reach of hi itors.” Even this 
is amply provided for in the State statutes. Actual fraud should 
be the essence of, and the essential to, involuntary bankruptcy. 

In the history of this country there have been but three bank- 
ruptcy enactments. The first was approved on April 4, 1800, and 
was on December 19, 1803, although it was limited to five 

. The second was passed August 17, 1841, and was 

ch 3, 1848. The last act was March 2, 1867, and was 
repealed in 1878. The friends of this measure ain the short 
lives of the two former actson the grounds “‘ that the country was 
sparsely settled and that the nation was ae in its in- 
fancy,” while they felicitate themselves that the last act “‘ was on 
the statute books eleven years, and that the expense incident to 
its administration was the chief reason of its - 

In the light of the facts, is it not more that the better 
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reason was that the benefits conferred upon creditors tended so to 
vex and harass business interests as to enforce its repeal? This at 
least is true, Mr. Speaker, that ee sae have ela’ since 
the of the last act, and ite theoft-repeated efforts to re- 
enact bankruptcy en all have failed up tothis time. For 
years the Torrey bill has been pressed upon Congress, but by 
reason of its harsh and drastic involuntary provisions it has not 
materialized, and I do not believe this bill, based upon the Torrey 
bill, will ever become a law for the same reason. 

I am ready to admit, Mr. Speaker, that a moderate bankrupt law 
would be beneficial, and that ‘‘there is a vast army of men crip- 
pled financially.” To them I would give “ hope and vigor, that 
they may become active and useful members of society,” by the 
enactment of such a law as will relieve this distressed c of the 


burden of debt, that they may start life anew and face the world 
with renewed ‘‘ hope and vigor;” but, sir, I would not a that 


other class of our people who are striving to make an honest liv- 
ing by placing them at the mercy of their creditors, as this bill 
proposes. 

I would not, sir, because a debtor sees proper to “‘ prefer a cred- 
itor,” one to whom he may be peey under obligations, have 
him subjected to the pains an ties of this bill, for in doing 
this he does that which the laws of my State 
he is ofttimes to be commended. I would not, sir, because a 
“debtor failed for thirty edd release his property levied on by 
process of law,” destroy his business by fixing upon him the stigma 
of “insolvency” and force upon him bankruptcy ings. 

I would not, because a debtor “suffered an execution for $500 
against himself to be returned nulla bona,” say that he was sub- 
ject to bankruptcy proceedings; nor would I, because a debtor 
‘*suspended and had not resumed for thirty days — of his 
commercial paper,’ put this unfortunate man into bankruptcy. 
It has been held tha’ 

Mere insolvency is not ground for involuntary bankruptcy, for a man 


actually insolvent may continue his business for years oy renewals, exten- 
sions, and indu on the his creditors, and ultimately not only 


lgences part of 
Re all indebtedness, with interest, but achieve success. (Doan vs. Compton 
Been, 2B. R., 607.) 


Many a good man in the South, where the per capita is only 
about $19, fails to meet promptly his commercial paper, who, b 
indulgence of his creditors, is carried over and his eae saved. 

By the laws of Mississippi a debtor can make a general assign- 
ment for the benefit of his creditors; I can not, therefore, vote for 
a bill making it an act of bankruptcy for a debtor to make an 
assignment for the benefit of his entie rs. Throughout the South 
there are thousands of good citizens, merchants, traders, and farm- 
ers ‘‘not chiefly engaged in farming or tilling the soil,” who are 
industrious and frugal, and who, by close attention to business, 
and often through indulgence of creditors, are making comfort- 
able support for their families. Apply this law to such men, in 
the hands of a merciless creditor, and you carry ruin and despair 
to many a home. 

The conditions in the South are different from those in the 
North, East, or West. Wedo mostly a credit business, the mer- 
chant advancing to the farmer supplies with which to enable 
him to make a . Should adversity overtake this merchant in 
June or July, so he can not meet his commercial paper as it 
falls due—for many of our merchants buy on short time—and 
should his creditor at this season of the year, ‘‘for the court is 
always open,” take out proceedings in bankruptcy against this 
home merchant who has put out his money in advances to the 
farmer whose crops are not yet matured, great injustice will bo 
— _ only upon the merchant, but upon those he has prom- 

supply. 

To those he live where money is plentiful, this bill may appear 
just and proper, but to those of us who live where money does 
not circulate to any alarming extent, where for many months in 
the year the average man has no money, its an apparent 
and far-reaching, for the time may come when the very best of 
our ci may fall under its ban. 

How can we have pr ty and be prepared at all times to 
meet our obligations with 5-cent cotton and an insufficient per 
capita? This is a condition by which we are confronted, not a 


it, and for which 


Under this law a number of creditors may unite to collect their 
debts. From the time the promemegs in rer are com- 
menced the debtor is literally beset by his creditors, He must at- 
tend their meetings, comply with orders of the court, inform the 
trustees of any attempt on the part of his creditors or other per- 
sons to evade the provisions of this act, give testimony against 
himself, tell all he knows or hears, and should he in despair at- 
tempt to leave the district the judge may order the marshal to 
arrest him and bring him before the court, when, should it be 
proven that he was, in fact, about to leave the district, the judge 
shall order the marshal to such bankrupt in custody, but not 
imprison him, until he shall be released or give bail conditioned 
for his appearance from time to time, as required by the court, 
and for his obedience to all lawful orders. 
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And I think all bankruptcy legislation should be limited in its 
duration so as not to continue as a standing temptation for fraud. 
It should never be expensive in its operation, or cruel and oppres- 
sive. 

Mr. Speaker, the Federal courtis always a terror to the accused; 
and so wiil any court be whose judges hold office for life and who 
can and will express opinions upon the facts to the jury, and it 
will be a fearful thing for the debtor to fall into the hands of the 
Federal judiciary under this measure. 

If the majority of this House really desire bankruptcy legisla- 
tion, why do they not advocate the Nelson bill, which has already 
passed the Senate? Why should you bring in an amendment 
which, if passed, will probably be defeated in the Senate, thus 
leaving the country without any legislation on this subject? 

I suppose, Mr. Speaker, if there ever was a time when bank- 
ruptcy legislation was needed, now is the time. Under the fall of 
prices caused by the enhancing value of gold, ever rising under the 
favoritism of law, intelligent, industrious, and frugal men have in 
times of plenty gone from good to bad circumstances; and as farm 

roducts have fallen in price, hard times have, over a land greatly 
lessed by nature. spread debt, misery, and despair like a pall. 

The Dingley bill has not brought relief to this country, though 
it may be considered by Republicans asa panacea. Wages in the 
New England mills have been reduced; operatives are out of work; 
and cotton, the great American export crop, is worth $10 per bale 
less to-day than it was when President McKinley approved the 
Dingley bill. And this bill, which was intended as a measure of 
revenue as well as protection, is about to bankrupt the Treasury 
of the United States, notwithstanding the vast amounts of money 
received from the sale of the Union Pacific Railroad. 

The results of this Dingley bill will stamp it as a failure; it will 
be so recognized by the people. Itis one of the great burdens that 
the Republican party will have tocarry in the ensuing campaign. 
The vote in this House on the Teller resolutions speaks evil for 
the Republican party. And, Mr. Speaker, that sad and disastrous 
calamity in Habana Harbor would not have happened—the Maine 
would not have been in that harbor, in my opinion—if the major- 
ity on the floor of this House had allowed the Cuban resolution to 
be considered properly, as fidelity to the spirit of their platform 
demanded and as the American people expected. 

In my opinion the violated pledges of the Republican party— 
the overdue debts of that party to the American people and hu- 
manity—are sufficient under any just principle, when you con- 
sider their platform promises made in order to obtain power, to 
throw the Republican party into inevitable, involuntary, and 
oe ce bankruptcy. And in the minds of the people a petition 

or that purpose is already on file. The American jury will find 
the facts; and the coming elections will declare the Democratic 
party the trustee of all those great powers and responsibilities that 
are now enjoyed but improperly used by the Republican party, a 
party of bankrupt confidence. 

eo the hammer fell. 

r. TERRY. LIyield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Linney]. 

Mr. LINNEY. Mr. Speaker, I shall try to discuss the matter 
in hand. Ican not succeed at all in any effort to discuss ques- 
tions not before the House. Therefore most of the matters that 
my distinguished colleague from North Carolina [Mr. Kiron] 
has discussed I shall not notice. I, however, agree with him on 
the bankruptcy measure, and Iam glad to know that we now have 
a matter before the House that addresses itself to the cool judg- 
ment of the House. Judgment is the very highest power of the 
human intellect, and when the human judgment is exercised 
calmly and deliberately, especially where there are so many rep- 
resentatives—stalwart representatives, I may say—of thought as 
in a body like this, the conclusion reached is apt to be the correct 
one. 

I base my opposition to this bill mainly upon this idea: It 
enlarges the jurisdiction of the Federal courts. In my humble 
judgment a proposition separate and distinct to enlarge the juris- 
diction of the Federal courts would find fewer advocates among 
the thinking people of this Republic than almost any proposition 
that could possibly be submitted to them. They recognize the 
fact that the jurisdiction of the Federal courts is a limited one. 
Those courts have no common-law jurisdiction, but are solely the 
creatur. of statutes, and the people have looked with jealousy 
upon any disposition in any branch of the Federal Government 
to enlarge that jurisdiction. 

Why, sir, I listened yesterday to the declaration of the distin- 

ished gentleman from New Jersey cee. PARKER] with the same 

egree of alarm that the ringing of a fire bell at night strikes upon 
the ears of any of the citizens of this see Let me call atten- 
tion to something that that gentleman said in soberness, mani- 
festing that philosophical course of thought that he usually dis- 
plays in discussions here, and which, I fear, was not caught by 
the majority of this House, else this bill would not stand ten min- 
utes with the approval of anything like the majority here. I be- 
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lieve that the distinguished gentleman who is the author of ‘this 
bill and its foremost champion, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HENDERSON], who sits before me, and who always cuts a splendid 
figure in discussions here (as he would, I take it, where solid 
thought is usually resorted to, in courts of justice)—I believe that 
even he would turn his back upon this bill and ask his colleagues 
to vote against it were he to consider carefully these expressions 
of the distinguished gentleman from New Jersey, as found on 
page 1853 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD: 

I confess I am not without doubt whether the United States courts will be 
able to take care of the vast excess of business which will come to them on 
the passage of this act. I am not certain but that it may not be better to 
leave the administration of the act to the ordinary insolvency courts, sub- 
ject only to appeal upon questions of law, or to leave them jurisdiction of al] 
smaller cases, or to leave them such jurisdiction subject to the right of re- 
moval into the United States courts by its order, or give them concurrent 
jurisdiction. 

Here is a doubt expressed, Mr. Speaker, as to the capacity of 
the Federal machinery to meet the vastly enlarged business of 
the Federal courts. 

Let me call attention to another consideration. How long will 
it take the Federal courts to interpret this law—a law of sixty-two 
jeg pages? Why, sir, we have the authority of Chancellor 

ent for the statement that the most subtle distinctions ever 
drawn in courts of justice were those touching bankruptcy legis- 
lation. Every line of the English bankruptcy law during two 
hundred years had to undergo argumentation and adjudication 
by the courts before its meaning was understood. I read from 
page 392 of the second volume of Kent’s Commentaries; and what 
Iam about to read applies with special force to the statement 
made in regard to this bill, that it does not touch the farmer. 
Gentlemen of this House who may vote for the bill npon that idea 
will be sadly deceived. It does embrace the farmer, as I will show. 
Says Chahcellor Kent: 

To show the subtlety of the English distinctions on this subject, it may be 
here observed that a farmer, a grazier, ar drover, can not from their occupa- 
tions be bankrupts, for the statute of 5 Geo. II, chapter 30, exempted them, 
and yet if a farmer buys and sells apples, or potatoes, or other produce of a 
farm for gain, or manufactures brick for sale, and becomes a dealer in such 
articles, he becomes, like any other trader, subject to the English bankrupt 
laws. (b) Soafarmer who becomes a dealer in horses, for the sake of gain, 
or an innkeeper who sells liquor out of his house to all customers who apply 
for it, will become an*ovbject to the bankrupt laws. 

Now, this English statute, Mr. Speaker, was more guarded than 
the statute which we are considering. It used the word “farmer.” 
This bill uses the word ‘‘ farmer” in a limited sense. It mentions 
first a national bank, second a person engaged chiefly in farming 
or the tillage of the soil. 

How many arguments and adjudications would it require to 
settle the meaning of that expression? 

But sup it were easy of interpretation. I say this bankrupt 
statute will breed an amount of lawsuits beyond anything, any 
influence, now operating in the Republic or that ever has operated 
in the Republic. 

All the army of champertors who have ever exercised their dili- 
gence in stirring up litigation for gain would sink into compara- 
tive insignificance in comparison with the influence of this bill as 
a stirrer up of strife,a scatterer of firebrands. How easy it would 
be for a creditor or a number of creditors complying with the 
statute—three of them, I believe—to file a notice, give a bond, and 
— that A, though he may not have done anything in the 
world but follow the plow, who was a plowman solely, was a 
trader. How is the matter settled? By the appearance of the 
farmer in court, the filing of an answer to the notice, and an issue 
before the jury. Then what is the meaning of the statute? It 
must be interpreted by the judge, and the question of fact sub- 
mitted to a jury. So the farmer or any other citizen may be har- 
assed by litigation in determining the question as to whether or 
not his chief business is that of tilling the soil. 

Take also the farm employee. Suppose he should follow any 
other business? Why, apply it to the section of country that I 
represent. We have there a vast region of country, as large as 
some of the States in this Union, upon almost every farm of which 
there are large fruit interests, increasing every year. Almost 
every farmer ow a these immense orchards and vineyards in 
connection with his farm operates some sort of distillery and en- 
gages in the sale of the products of his farm. Now, suppose he 
should owe a thousand dollars, and the rapacity of his creditors 
should be such as to encourage them to harass him? They issue 
this notice against him, and the question has to be submitted to a 
jury whether or not his leading business is that of a farmer. | 

Let me call your attention to another and specially objection- 
able feature in this bill. The farming interests of the South, and 
not only of the South but of the rest of the United States, require 
special attention. If any favoritism is shown in legislation any- 
where, it should be to the agricultural interests of the country. 
The State statutes of North Carolina recognized that fact. 
Therefore, the farmer, even under our State statute providing 
against fraudulent preferences or preferences at all, may create & 
lien upon his property for the purpose of securing advances to be 
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used in the cultivation of his crop. That exceptionis made in be- 
half of the farmer. Now, let the farmer owe a thousand dollars, 
and let him be the owner of an orchard or a distillery, or let him 
be en, in the manufacture of brick on his land, one of the in- 
stances referred to by the English jurist, and should he make a 
mort upon his property for the pu of raising corn and 
wheat, for the urpose of hiring hands to operate his farm, he is 

ilty of an act of bee ents oar fhe ond this act, and all the degrad- 
ing tendencies of involuntary | nkruptcy cling to him, or at best 
for him he is exposed to the risk of being proceeded against as a 
bankrupt. ae 

Genthenee of the House, this bill does more than that. It not 
only affects his business, but it affects his moral standing. It 
affects his personal integrity. I risk the assertion now that there 
is hardly a member of this House who would have the degrading 
effect of bankruptcy, in a social point of view, fastened upon him 
by the decree of a court for one-half of what he is worth. The 
distin 
woul aa have it done, I think, for a million dollars. Yet these 
degrading consequences may overtake any debtor if this bill 
become a law. In addition to this, there will be the creation of a 
vast amount of lawsuits and the enlarging of the business of the 
Federal courts, which we ought by all means to provide against. 

But I want to notice another thing. It is alleged here that it 
will suppress frauds. It never has doneit. It is the parent of 
more fraud and perjury—I state that, too, upon the authority of 
an English judge, Lord Eldon—than all other influences that have 
ever operated in this country or in the English Government. 

I may have stated that a little too strongly, but I do not believe 
Ihave. Let me read you the sober language of Lord Eldon upon 
that: 

And with respect to the infirmities of the English bankrupt system, which 
has been the growth of upward of two centuries— 

There they have had two centuries in Qos under a 
statute interpreted in the English courts. The English judiciary 
is celebrated for its strength, and the representatives of the legal 
profession there equal, probably, those of every other nation in 
the world. They therefore knew more about the bankruptcy sys- 
tem and its operations than we can possibly know. This great 
English writer says: 

And with respect to the infirmities of the English bankrupt system, which 
has been the re of upward of two centuries, and been constantly under 
the review of Parliament, and matured by the talents and experience of a 
succession of distinguished men in chancery, we may refer to the observa- 
tions of Lord Eldon, when he succeeded to the at seal, in 1801, who took 
the earliest peers © express his strong indignation at the frauds com- 
mitted under cover of that system. He remarked, (a) that the “abuse of the 
bankrupt law was a disgrace to the country, and that it would be better at 
once to repeal all the statutes than to suffer them to be applied to such pur- 

s. There was no mercy tothe estate. Nothing was less thought of than 
he object of the commission. As they were frequently conducted in the 


country, they were little more than stock in trade for the commissioners, 
the assignees, and the solicitor.” 


I have had some little practice under the bankrupt system. 
When I came to the bar, in 1868, I found the system of bankruptcy 
at work in these United States, and my experience has been that 
few creditors were benefited by it and very few debtors were bene- 
fited by it. I admit that the relief from indebtedness is a benefit 
to the debtor, and in that point of view there is no objection to a 
purely voluntary system of bankruptcy. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LINNEY. I should like a few minutes more. 

Mr. TERRY. How much time? 

Mr. LINNEY. Five minutes. 

Mr. TERRY. I yield five minutes more to the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. LINNEY. The distinguished gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. MCCALL] gave up the argument yesterday upon the 
floor of this House, if gentleman caught it. I listened to every 
sentence he uttered, as I always do, because the gentleman comes 
from the great State of Massachusetts and is a worthy successor 
of Daniel Webster. Hesaid that so far as the involuntary features 
of this bankruptcy bill were concerned—this is the substance of 
what he said—no creditor was ever benefited by rushing a debtor 
into bankruptcy. If that be so, why do you want the involuntary 
features of the Senkruptey bill? 

The logical conclusion to which the gentleman’s concession 
necessarily leads every thinking mind is that the involuntary fea- 
tures of this bankrupt law should be stricken out, for they are for 
the creditor class; and if the creditor classis injured thereby, they 
ought to be stricken out, because we ought not to injure any class 
in this country. 

Another objection that I have to this bill is that it creates seven 
separate and distinct felonies not now known in any State or in 
the Federal Government. In my State and in other States of the 
Union there are two offenses connected with the debtor and 
creditor class, to wit, the obtaining of goods by false pretenses 
and the sale of mortgaged property. I have often heard jud 
learned in the law, pure, good men, reprimand creditors for go’ 





ished gentleman who champions this bill in this House | 





| Iowa (Mr. DoLLIVER] this day, if carefull 


| 


upon the State side of the docket in the attempt to collect their 
debts. Here are seven separate and distinct offenses—felonies, 
not misdemeanors. By the way,the old statute had the word 
‘* misdemeanor,” which is not so degrading as “‘ felony.” These 
seven separate and distinct felonies are created and apply, and of 
course were intended to apply, only against the debtor class. 
They constitute seven separate and distinct forces placed in the 
hands of the creditor through Federal agencies, the object and 
purpose of which must be to give the creditor seven remedies 
which he now has not of prosecuting his debtor in the Federal courts. 

I know of nothing that alarms the ordinary citizen as badly as 
the issuing of a summons from the Federal court. 

The process of the Federal court frightens him beyond almost 
anything else. He looks upon it almost as a death warrant. Un- 
der this bill a notice can issue which is returnable within fifteen 
days. It may be returned the same day it is issued, and unless the 
man against whom it is issued shall answer it within ten days he 
is declared an involuntary bankrupt, and whether he has been 
| guilty of any of these offenses enumerated in the statute or not, 
creditors may and will in many instances avail themselves of the 
power conferred and thus harass the debtor. 

For one, Mr. Speaker, I am not willing to vote for a measure 
| which places in the hands of the creditor class the power that this 

bill does, nor for any measure that creates seven separate, distinct 
| felonies hitherto unknown in the legislation of this country. It 
| seems to me that to do so would be taking a leap in the dark. 
| Even the passage of one criminal act often affects—seriously 

affects—and degrades in its operations a much larger number of 
citizens than the authors of the bill had any idea it would until 
it has undergone a series of arguments and adjudications by the 
courts. There are many other reasons that might be given for 
| opposition to this bill. I think, Mr. Speaker, that the very elab- 
| orate argument printed in the REcoRD by the gentleman from 
examined and stud- 
ied—because the thought therein contained justifies any man in 
making a study of it—will convince this House that this bill ought 
not to become law. 


| Here the hammer fell. } 


r. TERRY. I yield eight minutes to the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Love}. 

Mr. LOVE. - Mr. ye I believe that the passage of an in- 
| voluntary bankrupt bill now would be a great misfortune and 
| disaster, especially to the South, for which I am only prepared to 
| speak. There is serious business depression, we believe, all over 
| the country, despite the efforts on the part of some to declare that 
| prosperity abounds in certain sections. In the Southern States 
| fully 75 per cent of all men engaged in business are more or less 
| involved. They have of real value ample assets in most cases. 
| These assets, however, can not be turned into money now for half 
| their real value, and city creditors will accept as a general thing 
' nothing but money. 
| These debts have been incurred in view of existing laws, and 
would not have been made, perhaps, if this proposed law could 
| have been anticipated. Sudden changes in the law as proposed 

will work financial disaster to many of them, who, if not dis- 
turbed may eventually liquidate their debts. If forced to settle 
now, it would mean their financial ruin. The putting of severer 
remedies in the hands of creditors, in the midst of such financial 
depression, appears to me very inappropriate and unjust. 

here are said to be in the United States millions of debtors, 
who owe $35,000,000,000. The vast body of these are unable to 
pay promptly or in full; not their fault in many instances, but by 
misfortune and by conditions that have been brought about by 
unwise and vicious legislation, causing contraction, falling prices, 
and shrinkage in values, which in my judgment have had much 
to do in bringing about the present depressed and debt-ridden 
condition of the ple. 

Now, Mr. Seatien, if unwise legislation has brought about or 
contributed largely to this deplorable condition, can it be reme- 
died by this measure, which places additional weapons of compul- 
sion in the hands of the creditors? Careful and prudent men very 
often become involved in debt in the transaction of their business, 
and though they may possess ample property—if it could be made 
available for the purpose—to meet ail their liabilities, yet on ac- 
count of the scarcity of money outside of the great commercial 
centers they are unable to collect or to realize on their collaterals, 
and would be driven to the wall by proceedings in bankruptcy at 
the instance of unrelenting creditors. 

In the South there are thousands of merchants who aro furnish- 
ing their customers on credit, and during the summer months 
have no property, and no money, except the unsold stock of mer- 
chandise upon their shelves and the uncollected accounts upon 
their books. Many of these merchants are borrowers or purchase 
their goods on time, and their ability to meet their obligations 
depends upon their collections. 

uch a business has been so extremely hazardous, owing to the 
conditions that have existed for several years in every productive 
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circle of the United States, that he who purchased or produced 
one day must sell the next day ataloss. Whocan imagine the 
vast amount of injustice which may be done to this large number 
of business men with small capital, who would pull through if 
unmolested by the unjust filing of a petition in bankruptcy by a 
creditor at this particular crisis? Remember that the question of 
solvency may turn alone upon the value placed upon the stock of 
goods of the debtor by the court, a subject upon which an erro- 
neous judgment might beeasily reached. Our highest aim should 
be to encourage men to rise above these difficulties and pay their 
debts, and not to encourage scaling down of honest obligations on 
one hand and the oppression of the debtor on the other. 

I believe, Mr. Speaker, that if this bill becomes a law, it will 
create more hazard, more damage, and produce more trouble 
than it can possibly do good. It will benefit lawyers, of course, 
and benefit those who would become referees, trustees, and as- 
signees. It will increase the fees of clerks and marshals, but will 
hurt and harm very many people. Both the honest debtor and 
the humane creditor would suffer from the practical operation of 
such a law, while the estate would be consumed in fees and costs. 

The report filed by the minority of the Judiciary Committee in 
1892 states that the average cases of involuntary bankruptcy only 
paid about 15 per cent to the creditors. The insolvent debtor gen- 
erally has his property encumbered. His secured creditors are 
not affected by proceedings in bankruptcy, and after they are paid 
and all the costs attached, very little remains for those who are 
unsecured, 

This report further states that the creditors have received twice 
as much under the insolvent laws of the States as they do in an 
involuntary proceeding under the act of bankruptcy. 

The passage of this bill would necessitate the appointment of 
more Federal judges and the erection of more court buildings, at 
great expense to the taxpayers. It will greatly enlarge the juris- 
diction of Federal courts, which should be restricted rather than 
added to, as the far-reaching decisions of some of our Federal 
courts have already been cause for alarm, viz, the injunction pro- 
ceedings. 

I wotld vote for a bill which has purely voluntary features of 
bankruptcy and involuntary features for actual fraud, that would 
expire by limitation after a brief period, to enable those who have 
been struggling for the last few years of depression to get rid of 
their debts and start in life anew. Such a bill would be a relief 
measure and would give new life and encouragement to —— 
who are now discouraged and depressed; but this even woul 
carry the taint of a violation of an honest contract. 

On the contrary, however, we are asked to support a measure 
that should be entitled a national collection law. We are told, 
though, that this bill is more favorable to the debtors than many 
of the State laws; that the grounds for attachment are fewer in 
number. 

While this is true, the debtor much prefers that his case should 
go before his own State authorities, be tried under State laws, 
and be judged by his own fellow-citizens, who have a better 
knowledge of his surroundings. If the State authorities can not 
be intrusted with the adjudication of the rights of debtors and 
creditors, then we may as well substitute Federal for State law. 
The United States courts are generally remote from the people 
often many hundred miles, which makes it very inconvenient and 
expensive for the poor man to attend and have his witnesses on 
hand for days at great expense. 

Under this bill a man may be put into bankruptcy by one of 
three creditors. It is not necessary to havea majority of the cred- 
itors in number or in value to petition to put him in bankruptcy. 
The law of 1867 required at least five petitioners, and any peti- 
tioner whose debts did not amount to $250 could not petition. 
Under this bill one man alone may put another into bankruptcy if 
the creditors do not exceed twelve, and three can do it if they do 
exceed twelve, though their debt may not exceed an amount of 
more than $500. Under the old law a bankrupt first had an ex- 
emption of $500 in addition to the exemption allowed by the State. 
In this he is confined to the State exemption alone, which mate- 
rially differs in the various States. 

The original law of 1867 enumerated among the acts of bank- 
ruptcy the making of an assignment under the laws of the State, 
but in 1874 Congress struck out that provision in the law and al- 
lowed a man to make an assignment under the laws of his State. 
Yet this bill, after these years of experience, provides that a man 
who makes an assignment under the laws of his State commits 
an act of bankruptcy. 

The common experience of every man will convince him of the 
fact that there are many times in the lives of both the fortunate 
and unfortunate when it is not only not wrong, but is absolutely 
right, to make discriminations and grant preferences. The man 
who lends to the debtor money, or supplies him with 
which tides him over a crisis, sustains him in his business for 
weeks or months, or even eas when all other friends fail him, 
is justly entitled to the right of being a preferred creditor. Then 


law only two years, being 
under which it had been enacted. 


tempts to strengthen itself by the 
charged bankrupt to the commerci 








should the debter be denounced as guilty of wrong and thrown 
into bankruptcy because, yielding to every dictate of humanity, 
respecting every principle of honor, he endeavors, when the crash 
is about to come, when the inevitable fall is at hand, to protect him 
who was his friend in the hour of peril? Yet in this act the grant- 
ing of a preference, for months back even, is made a reason or ex- 
cuse for forcin 


a man into bankruptcy. 


We have had three United States krupt laws. The first was 


ap in 1800; and while it provided that it should remain in force 


ve years, it was repealed at the end of three. 
That law applied only to involuntary bankruptcy, and the only 


grounds for which a man could be put into bankruptcy were for 
acts of actual fraud, not constructive fraud. 


Then we had the bankruptcy act of 1841, which remained tho 
ed under the same Administration 


Then came the act of 1867, which was in force eleven years, and 


although constantly changed and amended to make it less harsh, 
it became so unpopular and detestable to the people that Presi- 


dent ae sent a special message to Congress pleading for its 
repeal. 


any an honest man went down beneath the heavy hand of the 


law of 1867, to rise, if at all, only after the best years of his life 
had been wasted in fruitless effort. 


With rare exceptions, to risein business again the bankrupt was 


compelled to seek a new field and a new atmosphere, where the 
odor of a bankrupt court was not upor his trail 

brand was not visible to the people with whom he associated. 
Unfortunately the fact remains that the term ‘* bankrupt ” is not 
a title of respect, and it is not at all likely that it ever will be. 


and where the 


The argument in favor of a bankrupt law, therefore, which at- 
romise of restoring the dis- 

and business circles of the 
country must first invent a means by which the sting of the Ps 


probrious epithet may be at least softened, if not eliminated. 


the law of 1867 had any good points or produced any good fruits, 
they were never placed on exhibition, while the evil results were 
visible on every hand. 


The purpose, and, I take it, the only purpose, of a bankrupt 


law should be to secure an equal distribution of the debtor's prop- 


erty among his creditors and to release him from obligations from 
which he could never hope to be released otherwise. Is involun- 
tary bankruptcy essential to the accomplishment of either of these 
purposes? I think not. By the provisions of a voluntary bank- 
ruptcy law the creditor, when the insolvent debtor avails himself of 
that law, obtains his a share of the assets of the prop- 
erty of the debtor. e could not do more if he had the benefit of 
an involuntary bankrupt law. The only difference is that in one 
case the debtor must take the initiative, while in the other the 
creditor does so without regard to the interest of anyone but him- 
self. If his grounds for doing so are valid, his motive can not 
be auestioned, nor will the consequence to the debtor and his fam- 
ily be considered. 

Ihave no sympathy for fraudulent debtors. They do not deserve 
the favor of the law. But the vice of this bill is that in uncover- 
ing the fraudulent debtor it gives the merciless and vindictive 
creditor the opportunity to harass and destroy the honest debtor. 

The only g that can possibly come to the debtor after all this 
expensive peoereeet is to receive his discharge; and yet, after a 
showing which the court thinks entitles him to an acquittance, 
after he has walked out of the court with his debts abolished and 
no longer a burden upon him, even then for two years he is liable 
to be thrown back into court and his case reopened on the affidavit 
of any creditor. : 

Mr. Speaker, I have not the time to discuss the details of this 
bill further. Suffice it to say that many of its provisions aro 
vicious, treating the debtor as a common criminal and besetting 
him with terror and humiliation on every side. I do not believe 
there is any necessity or general demand for enacting such a law. 
It would be a menace to the rights and liberties of the people and 
would receive their condemnation. [Applanse. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr.Speaker, I movethat the Houseadjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 59 minutes a.m.) the House 
adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severall rted from committees, delivered to 
= Clerk, and referred t0 the several Calendars therein named, a3 

ollows: 

Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 924) to author- 
ize the Washington and Glen Echo Railroad y to obtains 
right of way and construct tracks into the District of Columbia 
600 feet, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by & 
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report ie 464); which said bill and report were referred to the 
ndar. 
Hone HOOKER, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, to 
which was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 15) 
directing the Secretary of Wartosubmit estimates for work upon 
the channels in Jamaica and Canarsie bays, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 467); which said 
joint resolution and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPO OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
ne RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 

ows: 
sat SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2506) granting a 
pension to Martha E. a eeaeee the same with amendment, 
( 


accompanied by a —— o. 465); which said bill and report 
were ceterzea to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 182) granting a pension to 
Hiram H. Palmer, reported the same without amendment, accom- 

anied by a report (No. 466); which said bill and report were re- 
erred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SHAFROTH, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1040) to provide 
compensation for a bridge and for buildings and other improve- 
ments constructed by certain persons upon public lands after- 
wards set apart and reserved as the Yellowstone National Park, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 468); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. STALLINGS, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4548) granting a pension 
to Matthew B. Nale, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 469); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CLARDY, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4698) for the relief of W. E. 
Judkins, executor of Lewis McKenzie, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a repart (No. 470); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. UMM, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. gg for the relief of Edwin L. 
Field, of Gray, Cumberland County, Me., reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a rt (No. 471); which said 
bill and rt were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CLARDY, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the Senate (S. 708) for the relief of Albert E. 
Redstone, the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 472); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BROMWELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R.7827) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth M. Tumy, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 473); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1381) granting 
an increase of pension to Elisha M. Luckett, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 474); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6007) for the 
relief of Cora Robinson, of Centralia, Kans., reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 475); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. STALLINGS, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5083) granting a pen- 
sion to Thomas Lane for services in the Black Hawk war, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
ef which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
oo following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. HENDERSON: A bill (H. R. 8279) to amend the act 
entitled “‘An act to establish circuit courts of appeals and to de- 
fine and in certain cases the jurisdiction of the courts of 
States, and for other purposes,” approved. March 3, 
1891—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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of public health and to define its duties—to the Committee on In- 
terstate 

late the practice of ho 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


United States marshal for the district of Rhode Island—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


State of Alabama for the use of the State Normal School at Troy, 
Ala.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


vivors of the Mexican and Indian wars and to their widows—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


right of way through Quinaielt Reservation—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 







ing the Secretary of the Navy to pay asum equal to twelve months’ 


a 
tom of the crew of the 
pes or were severely injured in the disaster in Habana Har- 


provision of a commission to supervise the collection of a fund 
among all the schools and colleges of the United States for the 
purpose of erecting a monument to General Lafayette in the city 
of 
of France and unveiled and dedicated on the 4th day of July, 
1900—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


Virginia, in relation to a national battlefields’ memorial park at 
or near Fredericksburg—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 


charge of desertion from the record of John B. Henry, late Com- 
pany ©, Second Kentucky Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 


pension to Alphonzo O. Drake—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


-to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 8280) to establish a commission 
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and Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. McDONALD (by request): A bill (H. R. 8281) to regu- 
cooiosion in the District of Columbia—to 


























































By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 8282) to increase the salary of the 
By Mr. STALLINGS: A bill (H. R. 8283) to grant land to the 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8284) granting increase of pension to the sur- 
By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 8842) granting 
By Mr. McCLELLAN: A joint resolution (H. Res. 146) direct- 


y to the legal heirs or representatives of the officers and mem- 
Jnited States steamship Maine who 


r, February 15, 1898—to the Committee on Appropriations. 
By Mr. BRADLEY: A joint resolution (H. Res. 147) for the 


aris, France, the same to be presented to the Government 


By Mr. OTEY: A memorial of the legislature of the State of 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 


By Mr. BRENNER of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8285) to remove the 


By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 8286) granting an increase of 


By Mr. FITZPATRICK: A bill (H. R. 8287) for the reiief of 
Marrs—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8288) for the relief of Gilbert Combs—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8289) for the relief of James Minnix—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8290) for the relief of George J. Nickell—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8291) for the relief of Elizabeth McCown—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8292) for the relief of George Hopkins—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8293) for the relief of Hibbard Williamson— 


By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R.8294) granting an increase 
of pension to Eli Reynolds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8295) granting a pension to James Ridly Sto- 
bart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 8296) granting a pension to 
William J. Edwards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H. R. 8297) to correct military record of 
Joseph P. Swope and remove the charge of desertion therefrom— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8298) to correct the military record of George 
Lytle and remove the charge of desertion therefrom—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOOKER: A bill (H. R. 8299) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas 8. Tefft—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HURLEY: A bill (H. R. 8300) amending chapter 294, 
entitled ‘‘An act to correct the naval record of James Fay and 
grant him an honorable discharge,” approved August 15, 1894—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. KULP: A biil (H. R. 8301) to correct the military record 
of Lieut. Samnel F. Piatt, of Watsontown, Pa.—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8302) to correct the military record of Uriah | 
Duck, of Sunbury Pa.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8303) to grant a pension to Harriet L. 
Hughes, widow of the late Maj. Chester K. Hughes, Company I, 
One hundred and forty-third Pennsylvania Volunteers, of Ber- 
wick, Pa.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 8304) to increase the pension of 
Elizabeth N. Norton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 8305) for the relief of the estate of 
Dennis O’Dea, late of Richmond, Va.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. LINNEY: A bill (H. R. 8806) for the relief of Z. C. 
Church—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LYBRAND: A bill (H. R. 8307) for the relief of William 
M. Brake—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8398) granting a pension to Sarah E. Help- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 8309) for the relief of Crispen 
M. Stone—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. QUIGG: A bill (H. R. 8310) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Sarah Paris Tracy, widow late Albert Tracy, mijor, United States 
Army—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 8311) for the 
relief of Cornelins Donato, administrator of Joseph Gradengo, 
deceased, late of St. Landry Parish, La.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8312) for the relief of the estate of Margaret 
E. Woodward, decezsed, late of East Feliciana Parish, La.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8313) for the relief of the estate of John 
Shelton, deceased, late of East Feliciana Parish, La.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 8314) for the relief 
of W. R. Barrett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (A. R. 8315) for the relief of Warren P. Wood, late 
of Company F, Nineteenth New York Infantry Volunteers—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8316) for the relief of Augustus Dudley 
Hubbel!—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8317) for the relief of Squire M. Armstead— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 8318) for the relief of William Henry Staple- 
ton, alias William Henry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8319) to pension Harriet Mesecas—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8320) granting a pension to Jane C. Cornell— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8321) granting a pension to Henry Stock- 
ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8322) to reimburse Nelson H. Walbridge—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8323) to grant pension to Dr. Charles P. 
Bigelow. late of Company H, Third Michigan Infantry; Company 
E, Third Michigan Infantry; acting assistant surgeon—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STALLINGS: A bill (H. R. 8324) granting a pension to 
John W. Porterfield—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8325) granting a pension to Mrs. Nancy 
Parker—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8826) granting a pension to Henry J. Helton— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8327) granting a pension to Elizabeth Currey— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8328) to increase the pension of Mrs. Aurelia M. 
Carpenter—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8329) to increase the pension of Lieut. John E. 
Gullett —to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. VANDIVER: A bill (H. R. 8330) to correct the mili- 
tary record of the Scott County Battalion of Missouri Home 
Guards—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8331) for the relief of Charles F. Hinrichs— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHITE of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 8332) to re- 
move the charge of desertion from the record of Hardy Spencer— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

2! Mr. BARBER: A bill (H. R. 8333) granting a pension to 
Michael H. J. Crouch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 8334) for the relief of 
Jesse P. Hartman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8335) for the relief of the heirs of James A. 
Galbreith—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: A bill (H. R. 8336) to correct the mili- 
on? record of William D. Kurfiss—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 8337) granting a pension to John 
Lonergan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8338) granting a pension to Nelson Morse, of 
Coventry, Vt.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: A bill R. 8339) for the relief of P. F. 
Dundon, of San Francisco, Cal.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McDOWELL: A bill (H. R. 8340) to remove the charge 
of desertion against Stephen J. Anson—to the Committee on - 
tary Affairs. 
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By Mr. PEARCE of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 8341) ting a 
medal of honor to Mrs. Delina Roberts, nee Reader, of St. Louis, 
Mo.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Petition of the Buffalo Merchants’ Ex- 
change, of Buffalo, N. Y., in favor of the p e of the so-called 
anti-scalping ticket bill—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. BARBER: Petitions of W. H. Bradshaw, E. P. Tyler, 
and other citizens of Ewell, Md., asking for the enactment of leg- 
islation which will more effectually restrict immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BARLOW: Petition of 50 citizens of Los Angeles City, 
Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation which will more 
effectually restrict immigration and prevent the admission of 
illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United States—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BARRETT: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Malden, Mass., favoring the passage of a bill to 
prohibit the sale of liquors in the Capitol and all Government 
buildings—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BELFORD: Petition of citizens of Amagansett, Long 
Island, N. Y., in opposition to the admission of illiterate, pauper, 
and criminal classes to the United States—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BELKNAP: Petition of the Chicago Board of Trade, in- 
dorsing the report of the Indianapolis monetary convention Jan- 
uary 25,1898, favoring currency reform based on the gold stand- 
ard—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Resolutions of the Grocers and Importers’ 
Exchange of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring Senate bill No. 624, for 
the creation of a department of commerce and industry—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. BOOZE: Petitions of C. B. Cadell, Stephen McKenny, 
G. A. Vogel, William H. Powell, and other citizens of Baltimore, 
Md., praying for the enactment of legislation which will more 
effectually restrict immigration and prevent the admission of il- 
literate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United States—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BREWER: Petition of Ben De Lemos, on behalf of the 
heirs of Curtis Steen, deceased, late of Lowndes County, Ala., 
requesting reference of his claim to the Court of Claims, under 
act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Resolution of Council of the Civic Center of 
Washington, D. C., opposing any legislation which will weaken 
the merit system—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. BRUMM: Petitions of John A. Bittler, E. A. Doherty, 
David Feist, John Pooler, and other citizens of Shenandoah, Pa., 
and citizens of Schuylkill County, Pa., favoring the enactment 
of legislation to more effectually restrict immigration and pre- 
vent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to 
the United States—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: Protest of certain citizens of Brinkley, 
Ark., against the age of a general bankruptcy bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BULL: Resolutions of the Ladies’ Auxiliary of Division 
2, Ancient Order of Hibernians, of Central Falls, R. I., protesting 
against the ratification of the arbitration treaty—to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BURTON: Resolutions of the Department of Ohio, 
Grand Army of the Republic, favoring a national military park 
at Vicksburg—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Resolutions of the Ladies’ Auxiliary of Divi- 
sion No. 2, Ancient Order of Hibernians, of Central Falls, R. L., 
teres against the ratification of the arbitration treaty—to the 

mmittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. COWHERD: Petition of V. W. King and other citizens 
of Kansas City, Mo., in favor of the passage of a bill which will 
more effectually restrict immigration and prevent the admission 
of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United States— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petitions of George Eysell and other citizens of Kansas 
City, Mo., and the St. Joseph Society of the German Roman 
Catholic Central Society, remonstrating against the passage of 
the so-called Lodge immigration bill and proposed amendments 
to the immigration laws—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Dundee Place Methodist Episcopal Church, 
of Kansas City, Mo., to prohibit the sale of intoxicating a 
in all Government buildings—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, 
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Mr. DORR: Petitions of G. W. Taylor, C. E. Hiner, E. Wams- 
ley, U. S. G. Haddox, and other citizens of the State of West Vir- 
ginia favoring the enactment of legislation to more effectually 
restrict immigration and prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, 


and criminal classes to the United States—to the Co ttee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Petitions of George B. Anderson, Thomas 
McWilliams, David Johnson, and other citizensof Marshall County, 
W. Va., asking for the enactment of legislation which will more 
effectually restrict immigration—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 3 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK: Papers to accompany House bill to re- 
move the charge of desertion against James Minnix, of Company 
F, Fourteenth Regiment Kentucky Infantry—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. : ; batt 

Also, papers relating to the claim of the widow of William 
= to accompany House bill No. 6303—to the Committee on 

ims. 
. By Mr. GRIFFITH: Petition of the Lawrenceburg Roller Mills 
Company, asking for legislation to prevent the adulteration of 
flour—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GROUT: Testimony in the matter of granting a pension 
to eles Morse, of Coventry, Vt.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, testimony in the matter of granting @ pension to Clark 
W. Harrington, late ~~ Company K, Ninety-third Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, testimony in the matter of granting a pension to John 
Lonergan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Tom Ben Garrett, mayor, and 20 other 
prominent citizens of Fort Smith, Ark., concerning the sale of 
certain Government land in that city—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petitions of Gertrude Benedict and Frances Richmond, of 
Newfane, Vt., asking for the passage of the Gallinger-Ellis bill to 
forbid the sale of intoxicating beve: in all Government build- 
ings—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of the lish Lutheran Chris- 
tian Endeavor Society of Three Rivers, Mich., praying for the 
enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors 
in the Capitol and all Government buildings—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of the Germantown Auxiliary of 
the Temperance Association of Friends of Philadelphia, Pa., ask- 
ing for the of a bill to forbid the sale of intoxicating bev- 
erages in all Government buildings—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petitions of William H. Gamble, George M. Salmon, 
a . Shuff, H. W. Shuff, G. W. Arold, M. B. Snyder, Frank 
R. Wright, Jacob Adams, W. H. Merritt, Nathan Adams, C. W. 
Jennings, and various other citizens of the Fifth Congressional 
district of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation 
which will more effectually restrict immigration and prevent the 
admission of illiterate, criminal, and pauper classes to the United 
States—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Resolutions of the American Bar Asso- 
ciation recommending the passage of an act to amend “An act to 
establish circuit courts of appeals, and to define and regulate in 
certain cases the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States, 
and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1891—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, letters of Drs. H. Livingston and F. A. Williamson, of 
Hopkinton, Iowa, and Dr. John 8. Lewis, of Dubuque, Iowa, pro- 
testing against the passage of Senate bill 1063, known as the anti- 
vivisection bill—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HENRY of Indiana: Petitions of J. W. Baker, C. S. 
Burgan, James G. Gedberry, W. A. McFarren, J. C. Burgan, and 
many other citizens of Bluffton, Ind.; also petitions of Otis Lamb, 
W. L. Ellsberry, Will Jimpens, J. N. Cottey, and others, of 
Ingalls, Ind.,in favor of legislation which will more effectually 
restrict immigration and prevent the admission of illiterate, pau- 
per, and criminal classes to the United States—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HICKS: Three petitions of J. F. Brant, L. S. Walker, 
S. H. Ross, and 88 citizens of Stony Creek; J. W. Price, W. E. 
Thomas, C. A. Carpenter. and 285 others, of Roaring Springs; 
Philip Ott, J. S. Beecher, E. Z. Baker, and others, of Blair County, 

-, in favor of the enactment of legislation to more effectually 
restrict po er and prevent the admission of illiterate, pau- 
per, and classes to the United States—to the Cominittee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

7 hy HILBORN: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Francisco, Cal., urging that a treaty be made with the 
Government of British Columbia for a modification of their laws 
in relation to American wrecking companies—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 


Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
Cal., in opposition to House bill No. 5854, in relation to civil serv- 
ice—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco 
Cal.,in favor of the p of House bill No.7130 and Senate bili 
No. 1575, restricting the right to buy and sell railroad tickets—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
Cal., in favor of the passage of House bill No. 5359, concerning ex- 
penditures in the Post-Office Department—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
Cal., asking for the immediate removal of Arch and Shag rocks, 
in the Bay of San Francisco—to the Committee on Rivers and 


bors. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petition of the Young People’s Christian 
Union of Friendship, the Woman's Christian Temperance Union, 
Baptist and Methodist Episcopal churches of Rushford, N. Y., 
asking for the passage of a bill to forbid the sale of intoxicating 
beverages in all Government buildings—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Ceres, N. Y., favoring the enactment of legislation to protect 
State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in 
= packages on entering any State shall become subject to 
its laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
Thomas 8. Tefft—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of F. C. Miller and other citizens of Jamestown, 
N. Y., against the passage of the bill prohibiting ticket brokerage— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petitions of 147 citizens of New Brunswick 
and 110 citizens of Boundbrook, State of New Jersey, praying for 
the enactment of legislation which will more effectually restrict 
immigration and prevent the admission of illiterate, criminal, 
and pauper classes to the United States—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: Petition of the Tacoma Cham- 
ber of Commerce and Board of Trade, protesting against the pas- 
sage of Senate bill No. 2549, for the division of the State of 
Washington into northern and southern judicial districts—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Washington State Dairymen’s Associa- 
tion, in favor of the passage of the pure-food bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. KLEBERG: Petition of citizens of Dewitt and Lavaca 
counties, Tex., asking the Government to assume control and 
secure deep water at Aransas Pass Harbor, Texas—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. KULP: Petitions of C. H. Bolich, C. E. Spotts, A. H. 
Ossman, W. H. High, William Beckman, and other citizens of 
Northumberland County, in the State of Pennsylvania, in favor 
of the passage of a bill to prevent the admission of illiterate, pau- 
per, and criminal immigrants in the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of the thirteenth annual meeting of the Penn- 
sylvania State Editorial Association, and letter of R. J. Wilson, of 
Mount Carmel, Pa., and resolutionsof the Northern Pennsylvania 
Press Association, held at Towanda, Pa., remonstrating against 
the passage of the Loud postal bill—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Vessel Owners and Captains’ Association of 
Philadelphia, Pa., favoring Senate bill No. 624, for the creation 
of a department of commerce and industry—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the Pennsylvania Society for the Advance- 
ment of the Deaf, in favor of the passage of the so-called anti- 
scalping ticket bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Synod of Pennsylvania of the Presbyterian 
Church, favoring an increase in the number of army chaplains— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 3138, to remove the 
charge of desertion against John Fenstemaker—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of George G. Groff, of Lewisburg, Pa., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette 
laws by providing that cigarettes imported in original packages 
on ates any State shall become subject to its laws-~to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LACEY: Paper to accompany House bill to increase 
the pension of Elizabeth N. Norton—tothe Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LENTZ: Protest of Samuel L. Biack and other citizens 
of Columbus, Ohio, against the passage of the so-called anti-scalp- 
ing ticket bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 
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Also, petitions of Thomas M. Bigger and 17 others, Rev. J. C. 
Jackson and 52 others, B. E. Allen and 19 others, Joseph J. Gutz- 
willer and 17 others, N. E. Rinker and 20 others, E. C. Moore and 
19 others, John G. Quinius and 19 others, of Columbus, Ohio, 
and vicinity, protesting against the passage of the bill prohibiting 
ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Petition of 175 citizens of Hannibal, Mo., in 
favor of the restriction of immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the National Guard of Hannibal, Mo., — 
that an appropriation of $1,000,000 be made for the Nation 
Guard—to the Committee on the Militia. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petitions of the Woman's Christian Temperance 
unions of Campbell and Mountain View, Cal.,in favor of a bill to 
protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes im- 
ported in original packages on entering any State shall become sub- 
ject to its lavrs—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. LYBRAND: Petition of citizens of Findlay, Ohio, in 
favor of the passage of the Lodge bill for the restriction of immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MAHANY (by request): Petition of the Buffalo Mer- 
chants’ Exchange, of Buffalo, N. Y., in favor of the passage of the 
bill to suppress ticket brokerage known as the anti-sealping bill— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of the United W orkingmen’ssocietiesof Michigan, 
Netherlandish citizens of Wisconsin, Swiss-American, German- 
American, Irish-American, Italian-American, Polish-American 
Associations, Farmers’ Alliance of Arkansas, Cigar Makers’ Union, 
labor unions of St. Louis, Bakers’ Union of New York, representing 
over 500,000 people, against further restriction of immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: Petitions of C. E. Runyon and 228 citi- 
zens of Shelby County and Wilfred Lippincott and 29 citizens of 
Sidney and Ansonia, Ohio, favoring the enactment of legislation to 
more effectually restrict immigration and prevent the admission 
of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United States—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Py Mr. McCALL: Petitions of the Boston Real Estate Exchange, 
Boston, Mass., citizens of Wells River, Vt., and citizens of New- 
ton, Mass., urging the passage of the monetary commission bill— 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. McINTIRE: Papers to accompany House bill to remove 
the charge of desertion against William A. Stewart, late of Com- 
pany D, First New Jersey Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McDONALD: Petitions of citizens of Brunswick, Walk- 
ersville, and Millstone and vicinity, in the State of Maryland, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation which will more effectually 
restrict immigration and prevent the admission of the illiterate, 
criminal, and pauper classes to the United States—to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. McCEWAN: Petitions of William C. Scott and 36 others, 
George H. Kupfrian and 150 others, all citizens of Hudson County, 
N. Y., favoring the passage of a bill that will more effectually re- 
strict immigration and prevent the admission of the illiterate, 
criminal, and pauper classes—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MILLER: Petitions of Hartford Council, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, and 70citizens of Hartford, W. Va.; 
T. H. Chapman and 175 others, of Spencer; U. 8. G. Maddox and 
23 others, of Elkins, W. Va., in favor of the enactment of legisla- 
tion which will more effectually restrict immigration and prevent 
the admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the 
United States—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 

By Mr. OTEY: Petition of citizens of South Boston, Va., favor- 
ing the enactment of legislation to more effectually restrict immi- 
gration and prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and crim- 
inal classes to the United States—to the Committee on Immiration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petitions of the Junior Order United American 
Mechanics of Milwaukee, Thomas Cullen, George Haskins, 
P. J. McGaw, John Cambell, and other citizens of Milwaukee, 
Wis., in favor of legislation to more effectually restrict immigra- 
tion and prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal 
classes to the United States—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Petition of merchants of Edinburg, 
Ind., to accompany House bill No. 1035, to establish a uniform 
system of bankruptcy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 3025, for the relief of 
William 8. Demoth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. QUIGG: Petition of Sarah Parris Tracy, of New York 
City, fora ion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions of Thomas Wilder, M. D., Carl A. Hansmann, 
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and others, of New York City, in favor of the passage of the Lodge 
bill to prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal] 
classes to the United States—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, remonstrance of the German Roman Catholic Society of 
New York City, against the Lodge bill for the further restriction 
of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 

By Mr. SAYERS: Petition of the local union of the Young Peo- 
ple’s Society of Christian Endeavor of Austin, Tex., praying for the 
enactment of oe raising the age of protection for gir!s to 
18 years in the District of Columbia and the Territories—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the local union of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of Austin, Tex., for the passage of a bill to 
further protect the first day of the week in the District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the local union of the Young People’s Society 
of Christian Endeavor of Austin, Tex., for the of a bill to 
forbid interstate transmission of lottery and ches gambling mat- 
ter by telegraph—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr.SHAFROTH: Petition of the Methodist Church of Fort 
Collins, Colo., praying for the enactment of legislation substitut- 
ing voluntary arbitration for railway strikes—to the Committes 
on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Christian Church of Fort Collins, Colo., 
praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and the Territories kinetoscope reproductions 
of pugilistic encounters and also the interstate transportation of 
materials of the same—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Christian Church of Fort Collins, Colo., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to protect State anti- 
cigarette laws by providing that a imported in original 
packages on entering any State shall become subject to its laws— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Christian Church of Fort Collins, Colo., 
praying for the enactment of legislation raising the age of protec- 
tion for girls to 18 years in the Di t of Columbia and the Ter- 
ritories—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SHOWALTER: Petitions of Grace Lutheran Church 
and United Presbyterian Church of Butler, Pa., to appoint a com- 
—— to investigate the labor problem—to the Committee on 

r. 

Also, petition of Buttercup Lodge, Junior Order United Ameri- 
can Mechanics, praying for the passage of the Lodge bill for the 
further restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Imni- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. STARK: Papers to accompany House bill No. 277 
granting a service pension to soldiers, sailors, marines, and their 
widows and orphans, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Petitions of William Erden- 
richer and others, J. J. Braun and others, Samuel Swan, J. H. 
Remer and others, citizens of Allegheny, Avalon, Sharpsburg, 
and other towns in the county of Allegheny, Pa., in favor of the 
enactment of legislation which will more effectually restrict 
immigration and prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, 
and criminal classes to the United States—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: Petition of the Congregational Church 
and Sabbath school of South Platte Township, Nebr., asking for 
the passage of a bill to forbid the transmission by mail or inter- 
state commerce of pictures or descriptions of prize fights—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the tional Church and Sabbath school 
of South Platte Township, Nebr., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capit»! 
and all Government buildings—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the tional Church and Sabbath school 
of South Platte on ebr., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to substitute voluntary arbi for railway strikes— 
to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, — of the Congregational Church and Sabbath schoo! 
of South Platte Township, Nebr., ——— the enactment of 
legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that 
cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any State 
shall become subject to its laws—to the Committee on Interstate 


and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Con Church and Sabbath schoo! 
of South Platte Township, Nebr., for the enactment of 
legislation to raise the age of consent for girls to 18 years in the 
District of Columbia and the Territories—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 


Also, petition of the Congregational Church and Sabbath school 
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latte Township, Nebr., praying for the enactment of a 
of South tot law for the District of Columbia—to the Committee 
the District of Columbia. 


KANSAS PACIFIC RAILWAY. 


Mr. NELSON. I desire to enter a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution relative to the Kansas Pacific Branch of 
the Union Pacific Railroad was adopted yesterday. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to reconsider will be 
entered. 























MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. H. L. 
OVERSTREET, one of its clerks, announced that the House had 
passed the bill (S. 3192) to provide an American register for the 
steamer Leelanaw. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. QUAY. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it 
adjourn to meet on Monday next. 
he motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the petition of Rev. James F. 
Mackin, Rev. Joseph A. Foley, Rev. Eugene Hannan, and sundry 
members of St. Paul’s Church, in the city of Washington, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in all Government buildings: which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented petitions of the Trades Council of 
Janesville; of Local Union No. 29, Amalgamated Woodworkers, 
of Oshkosh; of Local Union No. 287, Cigar Makers’ International 
Union, of Marinette; and of Badger Lodge, No. 66, International 
Association of Machinists, of Milwaukee, all in the State of Wis- 
consin, praying for the passage of theso-called eight-hour bill, the 
prison-labor bill, the anti-injunction bill, and the bill for the relief 
of American seamen; which were referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Retail Grocers and 
Merchants’ Association of Illinois, praying for the establishment 


™By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of the Woman's Christian 
Tem Union of Perry, N. Y., praying for the enactment 
iegislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that 
cigarettes imported in original packages on en any State 
shall become subject to its laws—to the Committee on Interstate 
and F Commerce. _ : 

By Mr. WANGER: Petitions of Alex. Longhin, Charles A. C. 
Lear, and 43 others, Lewis G. Spohn, H. S. Stillwagon, and 22 
others, of Montgome: aoe H. Gilmore, M. 8S, Bennett, and 
42 others, of Bucks ‘Couns, tate of Pennsylvania, in favor of 
legislation to more effectually restrict immigration and prevent 
the admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the 
United States—to the Conauiliites on Immigration and Naturaliza- 


tion. 

By Mr. WHITE of North Carolina: Paper to ene House 
bill for the removal of the charge of desertion against y Spen- 
cer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON: Petition of 22 citizens of Whitney, S. C., in 
favor of legislation to more effectually restrict immigration and 
prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes 


to the United States and the vy oe of the Lodge bill—to 
the Committee on tion and Naturalization. 


Immigra’ 
By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Petition of the the epoody 
y 
to 









































































































































Presbyterian Church, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the 
passage of the measure known as the Lodge immigration bill— 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolution of the Society of the Army of the Potomac, 









































asking for a liberal appropriation for the a of postal savings banks; which was referred to the Committee on 
National tary Park—to the Committes on Milita airs. Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
Also, memorial of the city council and Comm League of | He also presented the petition of H. L. Krohl, in behalf of the 





Fort Smith, Ark., relating to a donation of land for public hos- 
pital—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 





Maimed Soldiers’ League of Aurora, Ill., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation providing that artificial limbs be furnished to 
maimed soldiers of the late war; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Chicago Furniture Manufac- 
turers’ Association, of Chicago, [ll., and a petition of Corning & 
Co., of Peoria, Ill., praying for the passage of the Torrey bank- 
—~ bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

also presented the memorial of Dr. Hugh T. Patrick, secre- 
tary of the section on neurology and medical jurisprudence of 
the American Medical Association of Chicago, Ill., remonstrating 
against the an of Senate bill No. 1063, for the further preven- 
tion of cruelty to animals in the District of Columbia; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the New England Confectioners’ 
Club,of Boston, Mass., and a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Seattle, Wash., praying for the e of the so-called 
oars ticket bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the e of the so- 
— anti-scalping ticket bill; which was ordered to lie on the 

e. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Los Angeles, Cal., and a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation to’ 
amend the postal laws ing to second-class mail matter; whic 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of San Francisco, 
Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation to protect State 
anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in orig- 
inal packages on entering any State shall become subject to its 
laws; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 























SENATE. 
Fripay, February 18, 1898. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miiaury, D. D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
i when, on motion of Mr. Quay, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. . 


THE MAIL SERVICE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Postmaster-General, transmitting, in response to a reso- 
lution of the 8th instant, certain information relative to the aver- 
age cost per for all mail matter carried by the United States 
mails; which, on motion of Mr, CHANDLER, was referred to the 


so on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
prin 































































































PUBLIC BUILDING IN 8ST. PAUL, MINN. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in nse 
to a resolution of December 9, 1897, certain information relative 
to the changes in the plans and ifications of the post-office, 
court-house, and custom-house building now in course of erection 
in St. Paul, Mivn., etc.; which, on motion of Mr. Haz, was, with 
the accompan papers, referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and to be printed. 

MILITARY RESERVATION AT SAN PEDRO, CAL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 

























































































tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in to a{ He also presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Los 
resolution of July 21, 1897, certain information as to the | Angeles, Cal., and a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Southern Pacific Railroad Company has taken possession of the | San Francisco, Cal., remonstrating against the enactment of legis- 





United States military reserva at or near San Pedro, in Los 
— County, Cal., and if so, by what authority, etc.; which, 
“= toa accompanying papers, was ordered to lie on the table 
an 





lation proposing to modify the present civil-service law; which 
were referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrench- 

















ment. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Boston Credit Men’s 
Association, of Boston, es Denying for the passage of the 
Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Danvers, Mass., praying for the enactment of leg- 

ion to ao State —— laws by providing that 
cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any State 
shall become subject to its laws; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce, 





FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL, 
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He also presented a petition of the Young People’s Christian 
Union of Milford, Mass., and a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Malden, Mass., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Gov- 
ernment buildings; which were referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. GEAR presented a memorial of 18 citizens of Iowa, remon- 
strating against the passage of Senate bill No. 1063, for the further 
prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of Columbia; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Trades and Labor Assembly 
of Muscatine, lowa, praying for the passage of the so-called eight- 
hour labor bill; which was referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Trades and Labor Assembly 
of Muscatine, Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation gov- 
erning the ee ee from one State to another of the prod- 
uct of convict labor; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. TURPIE — a eee of Seymour Division, No. 39, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Seymour, Ind., praying 
for the passage of the so-called anti-injunction bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Amalgamated Building 
Trades Association of Marion, Ind., praying for the p e of the 
so-called eight-hour bill, the prison-labor bill, the anti-injunction 
bill, and the bill for the relief of American seamen; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented a petition of the Woman’sChristian 
Temperance Union of Haverhill, N. H., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to substitute voluntary arbitration for railway 
— which was referred to the Committee on Education and 

abor. 

He also presented a pen of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of New Hampton, N. H., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that 
cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any State 
shall become subject to its laws; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of sundry citizens of St. Paul, 
Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation to raise the age of 
protection for girls to 18 years in the District of Columbia and 
the Territories; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Hamline, 
Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Hamline, 
Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the delegates from several socie- 
ties organized for the protection of seamen in the United States, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to amend the laws relat- 
ing to American seamen, for the protection of such seamen, and 
to promote commerce; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also presented the memorials of M. M. Gasser and 43 other 
citizens; of S. 8. Todd & Co. and 41 other citizens; of R. M. Far- 
ies and 13 other citizens; of F. J. Junger and 40 other citizens; of 
August Schwartz and 19 other citizens; of L. E. Strumm and 19 
other citizens; of R. D. Webb and 19 other citizens; of J. H. Ran- 
dali and 19 other citizens; of Charles D. Green and 19 other citi- 
zens; of R. D. Button and 19 other citizens; of H. L. F. Gillespie 
and 19 other citizens; of A. Stewart and 19 other citizens; of 
Scott Kneeland and 19 other citizens; of C. L. Little and 19 other 
citizens, and of sundry members of the Saintly City Council of 
the Order of United Commercial Travelers of St. Paul, all in the 
State of Minnesota, remonstrating against the passage of the so- 
called anti-scalping ticket bill or any similar measure; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BURROWS presented petitions of the Christian Endeavor 
Society of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Nashville; of the 
congregations of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Hastings, 
the Wesleyan Methodist Church of Hastings, the Baptist Church 
of Prairieville, and the Baptist Church of Nashville; of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Vicksburg; of the Wo- 
man’s Christian Temperance Union of Benton Harbor; of the 
Young People’s Society of Christian Endeavor of Burroak; of 
the acute Club of tings. and of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Prairieville, all in the State of 
Wisconsin, praying for the enactment of legislation to protect 
State SS laws by providing that cigarettes imported in 
original packages on entering any State shall become subject to 
its laws; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 205, Cigar 
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Makers’ International Union of America, of Battlecreek, Mich., 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the abolish- 
ment of the writ of injunction in labor disputes; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Healso presented a petition of the W oman’s Christian Temperanco 
Union of Howell, Mich., praying for the enactment of a Sunday- 
rest law for the District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Urion of Howell, Mich., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to substitute voluntary arbitration for railway strikes; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Howell, Mich., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to prohibit the interstate transmission of lottery messages 
and other gambling matter by telegraph; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the Christian Endeavor Society of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church of Nashville; of the congrega- 
tions of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Hastings, the Baptist 
Church of Prairieville, and the Baptist Church of Nashville; of 
the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Howell; of the 
Woman’s Club of Hastings, and of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Prairieville, all in the State of Michigan, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to raise the of protection for girls 
to 18 years in the District of Columbiaand the Territories; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Christian Endeavor Society 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Nashville; of the congrega- 
tions of the Methodist pore Church of Hastings, the Wes- 
leyan Methodist Church of Hastings, the Baptist Church of 
Prairieville, and the Baptist Church of Nashville; of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Howell, and of the Woman's 
Club of Hastings, all in the State of Mich , praying for the 
enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors 
in all Government buildings; which were referred to the Comwit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented petitions of the Christian Endeavor Society of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church of Nashville; of the con, tions 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Hastings, the Wesleyan 
Methodist Church of Hastings, the Baptist Church of Prairie- 
ville, and the Baptist Church of Nashville; of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Howell; of the Woman’s Club of 
Hastings, and of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Prairieville, all in the State of ae praying for 
the enactment of legislation to prohibit the publication of pic- 
tures and descriptions of suicides except in scientific journals or 
on judicial order for identification; which were referred to tho 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also stems petitions of the Christian Endeavor Society of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church of Nashville; of the og, 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Hastings, the Wesleyan 
Methodist Church uf Hastings, the Baptist Church of Prairieville, 
and the Baptist Church of Nashville; of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Howell; of the Woman’s Club of Hastings, 
and of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Prairieville, all in the State of Michigan, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit, as far as the power of Congress 
extends, the reproduction of prize fights by the kinetoscope or 
other kindred devices and to prohibit the interstate and mail cir- 
culation of extended newspaper descriptions of the same; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Man- 
kato, Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation to amend 
the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a petition of the Mexican Veteran 
Volunteer Association of the State of Missouri, and sundry letters 
and papers in relation to the services of certain companies of 
teamsters in the Mexican war, known as the Teamsters’ Battalion 
and the Merchants’ Companies, and I ask that the petition and all 
the accompanying papers may be printed as a te document 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. e petition prays 
that the members of those companies who served in that war may 
be granted a pension upon an equality with the soldiers of the 
Mexican war. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the request 
of the Senator from Missouri to print the petition and accom- 
panying papers as a document? e Chairs hears none, and the 
petition and accompanying papers will be printed and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present the affidavit of W. C. Elder and 
John Cavanaugh, to accompany the bill (S. 3482) granting a pen- 
sion to Ellen A. King, and move that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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presented a tion of the New England Confec- 
Pam raying for the ratification of a oe treaty 
with the Dowinion of Canada and the Crown Colony of New- 
foundland, for the better development of our natural resources 
and business relations; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 


SENECA NATION OF NEW YORK INDIANS, 


_QUAY. I present a number of papers to accompany Sen- 
ate bill 2828, toxegalate the collection and Sbucsementt of moneys 
arising from leases made by the Seneca Nation of New York In- 
dians, and for other purposes. I had intended to ask that the 
document should be printed in the Recorp, for it is proper that 
the Senate should be fully informed as to the question before the 
legislation arrives here from the committee in which it is now 

nding, but it seems to be rather bulky, and I merely ask that it 
be printed as a document and refe to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. ae ies 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to printing 
the matter referred to as a document and its reference to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs? The Chair hears none, and that is 
the order. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. HALE. I am directed by Ay Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6449) making appropria- 
tions for the diplomatic and consular service for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1899, to report it with amendments, and submit 
a report thereon. I shall call up the bill at an early day next 


week. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed upon the Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I am instructed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7541) 
to require certain writs to be directed to and executed by the 
marshal of the District of Columbia, to report it without amend- 
ment. I ask that it be substituted for Order of Business 600, Sen- 
ate bill 2347, it being in the exact lan of the bill reported 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia as Senate bill 


2347. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, Order of 
Business 600, Senate bill 2347, to require certain writs to be di- 
rected to and executed by the marshal of the District of Colum- 
bia, will be indefinitely postponed, and House bill 7541, to require 
certain writs to be directed to and executed by the marshal of the 
District of Columbia, just reported by the Senator from West 
Virginia, will take its place upon the Calendar. The Chair hears 
no objection. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3698) for the restoration of annui- 
ties to the Sisseton and Wahpeton bands of Dakota or Sioux In- 
dians, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. CARTER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 5975) extending the homestead laws 
and providing for right of way for railroads in the District of 
Alaska, repo it with amendments. 


UNITED STATES STEAMSHIP MAINE. 


Mr. HALE. From the Committee on Naval Affairs, I report a 
joint resolution, and I ask for its immediate consideration. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 109) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Navy to engage the services, vessels, and apparatus of a 
wrecking company or companies for the purpose of recovering 
the remains of the officers and men lost on the U. 8. 8S. Maine 
and of saving the vessel or such parts thereof and so much of her 
stores, guns, material, equipment, fittings, and appurtenances as 
may be practicable, was read the first time by its title, and the 
second time at length, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is 
hereby, authorized toe: theservices, vessels, and apparatus of a wrecking 
company or companies having proper facilities for the prompt and efficient 
performance of submarine work for the pur of recovering the remains of 
the officers and men lost on the U. S. ship Maine and of saving the vessel or 
such parts thereof and so much of her stores, guns, material, equipment, fit- 
tings, and appurtenances as may be practicable, and for this gurpces the sum 
of $200,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated 
and made immediately available. 


_The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection tothe present con- 

sideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask if there is any report from the Depart- 
ment in re to the necessity for this measure? 
_ Mr. HALE. Ihave a letter, if the Senator would like to hear 
it, from the Secretary of the Navy. I ask that the letter be read. 
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The Secretary read as follows: 
NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, February 17, 1898. 


Str: The U. 8. 8S. Maine having been sunk while in the harbor of Haban 
on Tuesday night last, by an explosion, and more than 250 of her officers and 
crew having been lost, it is deemed proper and important that steps shoul 
be taken immediately to recover the remains of the officers and men lost on 
the occasion of this most deplorable catastrophe; to raise the vessel, or to 
save such _—_ of her armament and equipment as may be practicable. To 
this end I have caused to be prepared and inclose herewith a draft of a joint 
resolution conferring the necessary authority upon the Navy Department to 
enter at once upon this work. and appropriating the sum of $200,000, or so 
much thereof as may be required, such sum to be made immediately available; 
and I have the honor to request that, if such action recéives the approval o 
the committee, the matter be brought to the attention of the Senate as early 
as may be practicable. é 

The meager information received respecting the nature and extent of the 
injuries sustained by the hull of the Maine renders it difficult to determine 
at this time whether there is reason to hope that the vessel herself may be 
raised; but it seems probable, as she lies within the protection of a harbor 
and is not wholly submerged, that much valuable property ae be recovered 
if the necessary action is taken without delay. e vessel, with her stores, 

ans, material, ene. are and septeeocnes, cost, approximately, 

000,000. As an illustration of the value of single items which may have es- 
caped serious injury, it may be said that the 10-inch guns, of which the Maine 
carried four, were worth, with their mounts, $43,500 each. 

Aside from the melancholy duty resting upon the Government to recover 
and bring to this country for bu , if this may be done, the bodies of the 
officers and men who lost their lives in this disaster, it is believed that much 
valuable property may yet be saved from the vessel. In any event, it is of 
the utmost importance that whatever is to be done in this matter should be 
entered upon without delay. 

For your further information, I inclose a table showing the cost of a num- 
ber of items of the ordnance outfit of the U. 8. 8. Maine. 

The sinking of the Maine will be made the subject of immediate and 
exhaustive inquiry, and Congress will be fully advised of the result of such 
investigation. 

In fixing the sum asked for,the Department is, of course, unable at this 
time to estimate the necessary expense with any degree of accuracy, but has 
conferred with the Bureau of Construction and Repair, and in case of theap- 
propriation of the amount requested, only so much thereof as may be found 
absolutely necessary will be expended. 

Very respectfully, JOHN D. LONG, 
Secretary. 

















Hon. EUGENE HALB, 
Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, United States Senate. 











Maine—Cost of ordnance outfit. 


Magazine and shell-room equipments 
Stores Fann. ove i eende bnanhh atnenoant 
Torpedo outfit 


Permanent fittings, main battery ...............- 
Permanent fittings, secondary battery 
nn oc cocemcudacnqusenotenensuceeeussed 
Permanent fittings, miscellaneous 


Mr. ALLEN. I desire to suggest to the Senator from Maine 
the propriety of amending the joint resolution so as to include 
bringing the officers and men to this country and burying them. 

Mr. HALE. That is included so far as it can be done. Of 
course it is a question as to what extent it can be done. 

Mr. ALLEN. I did not observe from the reading that that 
authority was conferred. 

Mr. HALE. It is conferred. The letter of the Secretary also 
refers to that. It is to be done as far as possible. 

Mr. ALLEN. Is it the purpose to bring the bodies here and 
bury them? 

Mr. HALE. The dispatches show that in a great many cases it 
will be impossible to do that, because of the disintegration and 
decay that have already set in. The processes for embalming, 
which are necessary before any ship can take the bodies on board, 
are very imperfect in Habana, so that it will not be possible to do 
it in a great many cases; but the Department proposes, where it 
can be done, to do it. 

Mr. MASON. If the Senator from Nebraska will yield one mo- 
ment, I think I have an amendment which will be satisfactory to 
the Senator from Maine. I have carefully read the joint resolu- 
tion. There is no provision in it for the transportation of the re- 
mains of the officers and men, although the letter of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy would indicate that he had that in his mind 
when he wrote the letter. 

Mr. ALLEN. I yield to the Senator from Illinois to move the 
amendment. 

Mr. MASON. It is only to insert a few words, I think, in 
line 7: 

And for transporting the remains of the officers and men for burial in the 
United States. 


Mr. HALE. So far as the same may be practicable. 

Mr. MASON, Yes; as far as practicable. 

Mr. HALE. I think that would be covered by the joint reso- 
lution, but there is no objection to the amendment. 


Main battery and a ennnenten gueamnaitin eqsvceceuscossesés GEE 
Main battery, miscellaneous. -.... ..........--.--..--.-----------+---s 6, 380. 95 
Secondary battery and equipments-.....................-..----.--.. 20, 748. 25 
A OLE LEE TEED 8, 742. 06 
EES Ee eee eee 123, 049. 90 
Ammunition, secondary battery and small arms.................... 30,512.84 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. MASON, I will call the attention of the Secre 
proper place in the joint resolution. 
word “‘ thereof,” in the eighth line. 

Mr. HALE. Let the Secretary read the language of the amend- 
ment. . 

The SECRETARY, 
line, the words: 

And for transporting the remains of the officers and men for burial in the 
United States, so far as practicable. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido,not think that covers the whole matter. I 
think the expenses of the burial ought to be borne by the Govern- 
ment. That simply provides for transporting the remains for 
burial. 1 think the amendment should go further. 

Mr. MASON. Then insert ‘‘and burial” after “for transport- 


ing.” 

Mir. ALLEN. That will cover it. 

Mr. MASON, There is no doubt that it was the intention of 
the Secretary to cover the expenses of burial. 

Mr. ALLEN. I suggest to the Senator from Illinois that it 
should read ‘“‘ for transporting and burial in the United States.” 

Mr. MASON. That is all right. Would that be acceptable to 
the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. HALE. Let us see how it would read. 

Mr. MASON. That is what it does say, the Secretary states. 

The Secretary. Insert,after the word “ thereof,” the words 
‘‘and for transporting and burial of the remains of the officers 
and men in the United States, so far as practicable.” 

Mr. MASON. That is all right. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well. 

Mr. HALE. That is right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendment was concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 8798) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Nicholas John; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8799) to correct the military record 
of John Shelton; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3800) for the relief of F. J. 
Bissell; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He introduced a bill (S. 8801) for the relief of the acting 
(volunteer) officers of the United States Navy in the war of the 
rebellion; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companyin per, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. DAV! introduced a bill (S. 3802) referring the claim of 
the Turtle Mountain Band of oxy ee Indians to the Court o 
Claims under the provisions of the Bowman Act, aooren March 
8, 1883; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3808) granting a on to Wil- 
helmina Hippler; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 3804) to authorize the 
President of the United States to om and confer the rank of 
first lieutenant of infantry upon the director of gymnastics 
instructor of swordsmanship at the United States Military Acad- 
emy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 3805) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Jerome J. Lee, alias u 
Brown; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paver, referred to the Committee on Military irs. 

Mr. introduced a bill (S. 3806) to amend an act entitled 
‘‘An act to establish circuit courts of appeals,and to define and 
regulate, in certain cases, the jurisdiction of the courts of 
United States, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1891; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the J oe 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 3807) granting a pune 
to Mrs. Mary E. Hamilton, widow of Wilson A. Hamilton, de- 
ceased; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present to accompany the bill reports 
from the War Department, etc., and move that they be printed as 
———- and referred with the bill to the Co ttee on Pen- 


The motion was agreed to, 


tary to the 
It should come in after the 


Insert, after the word “ thereof,” in the eighth 
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Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 3808) for the relief of Edwin 1, 
Field, of Gray, Cumberland County, Me.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a joint resolution (8. R. 112) ding 
the a of the United States in an International E Osl- 
tion to be held in Paris from April 15 to November 5, 1900; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on In- 
ternational Expositions. 


MONUMENT TO UNION SOLDIERS. 


Mr. QUAY. I introduce a joint resolution and ask for its pres- 
ent consideration. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 110) authorizing the National Re. 
union Monument Association to erect a monument in the city of 
Washington to the Union soldiers, sailors, and marines of the war 
of the rebellion was read the first time by its title, and the second 
time at length, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of 
America in Congress assembled, That the 
ciation, an organization chartered and incorporated under the laws of the 
District of Columbia for the of e &@ monument in the city of 
Washington to the Union soldiers, sailors, and marines of the war of the 
rebellion, be, and hereby is, autho: to erect said monument on such Gov 
ernment reservation in said city as a be designated by the Secretary of 
War, the design of said memorial to receive his approval. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Is that reported from a committee? 

Mr. QUAY. Itis not. I suppose it can be referred to a com- 
mittee if the Senator from Connecticut desires. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ought it not go to the Committee on Military 
Affairs first? 

Mr. QUAY. It ought to goto the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds first, I suppose. The object of the resolution 
is merely to provide that a monument shall be erected upon the 
public grounds in the city of oe under the direction of 
the Secretary of War. is or, on was established for the 
aspen of erecting a national monument to private soldiers of 

© late rebellion, and the enterprise is indorsed by the national 
encampment of the Union Veterans’ Legion and by the Grand 
Army of the Republic. If the Senator from Connecticut wishes 
to have the joint resolution lie over, or that it shall go to the com- 
mittee, I have no desire in speeding its passage except to get it 
out of the way. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not care. 

The joint resolution eal tore to the Senate without amend- 


ment, ordered to be en for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


esentatives of the United States of 
ational Reunion Monument Asso- 


OHIO RIVER DAMS. 


Mr. QUAY introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 111) providing 
for the completion of Dams Nos. 1, 2, 8, 4, and 5 on the Ohio 
River; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. QUAY. I ask for the present consideration of the joint 
resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let it be read for information. 

Mr. QUAY. I will say to the Senator from Missouri in advance 
that in the last river and harbor appropriation act an arrange- 
ment was made to Dams Nos. 2, 3, 4, and 5 on the Ohio 
River under the con m, that the limit of cost was fixed 
at $1,990,000, and that the War ment decided the amount 
to be insufficient for the on of the dams, and therefore 
ae to San contract. This ee — 
out any on consequent upon it, so it the War De- 
weutenent tines make the contract. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution, as follows: 


Whereas Sect ae oO Fee gone ta lake oe = 
fiscal year une 90, 1898, and for r se 
a proviso that in the not more than omid be 

os. 2, 8, 4. and 5 on th 


8, River, ex- 

of the amounts specificall ted in said act 
Festi iaetotcocmnieei eee a 
pa because of the of the amount limited as the cost of said 
EE Se That the limit of the 
ener e renaceataia cmmamaarcpe eRero hereby, increased to 


nses of the 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? . 
There no ——— the joint resolution was considered 
as in Commi of Whole. 
Mr. BATE. I ask the Senator what amount has been already 
onereneee there? 
. i There was an amount for 


of construc- 
tion in last civil act of some 


,000, but this joint 











reso does not affect the appropriation. It increases the 
— that the Secretary of War can make the contract. 

The joint resolution was re rted tothe Senate without amend- 
mane Jofered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 


d pease 

Mr. ‘QU Y. Inotice an error in the pees of the joint reso- 
lution. The title of the last river and harbor act should be in- 
serted instead of the title of the sundry civil act, which made a 
small appropriation in behalf of the dam, but it had no connection 
with the limit. I have not the act at hand, but the Secretary can 

find it and insert the proper title. ae 
The VICE-PRESID . fa. — ame pebtootion te aarsering 
reamble as suggested na rom Pennsylvania 
The Chair hears none, and the preamble as amended will be 


agreed to. 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. MITCHELL submitted an amendment intended to be peo 
posed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. : 

Mr. BAKER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


REGULATION OF INSURANCE. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Senate bill 2736, which I intro- 
duced, has been exhausted in the document room. I ask that 
500 extra ma en for the use of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRES T. Is there any objection to printin 
the additional number of 500 copies of Senate bill 2736? The 
Chair hears none, and the order is made. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What is the bill? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is called aninsurance bill. I 
introduced it at the request of some gentlemen, and it has excited 
considerable interest; all the copies have been exhausted. 


DESTRUCTION OF THE BATTLE SHIP MAINE, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheChair lays before the Senate the 
resolution offered by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], 
coming over from yesterday» The resolution will be read. 

The read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
ALLEN, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be, and they are hereby, 
directed to make immediate and thorongh inquiry into the cause of the 
destruction of the battle ship Maine in Habana Harbor on the 15th instant, 
and to report the result of the same to the Senate. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest to the Senator from Nebraska 
that if he will strike out the words “immediate and,” leaving it 
discretionary with the committee when to make the inquiry, I 
have no further objection to the resolution. I move to e out 
those two words. 

Mr. MASON. I desire to offer a substitute for the resolution 
submitted by the Senator from Nebraska. I think the substitute 
may be satisfactory to him. I will state it: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House concurring therein), That a joint com- 
mittee of five, three from the House and two from the Senate, be appointed 
to investigate and report to Congress the cause of the disaster to the battle 


ship Maine. 

I should like to have that considered in connection with the reso- 
lution offered by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let the amendment be read. 

Mr. MASON. If I may be permitted one moment—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Is it offered as an amendment to the resolution? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. As a substitute, the Chair under- 


Mr. MASON, It is offered simply as a substitute for that part 
of — resolution following the resolving clause. 
. ALLEN. Let it be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the first 
word, ‘* Resolved,” and insert a substitute; so that the resolution, 
if amended, would read: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House crannies, Beem), That a joint com- 
pitites five, three from the House and two She Senate, be sopuinted 
shin atiga and report to Congress the cause of the disaster to the battle 

Mr. HALE. I nope the Senator from Illinois will not push that 

All matter is being thoroughly investigated by 

wil te cemented ap pan I etn Atamabon of the N ~ 
saw the y of the Navy 

this , and in talking with him about it he was thoroughly 
reasonable his proposition with regard to the matter. He 
stated that already he had set afoot the investigation that is 
Ways made in case of the loss of a vessel. We have this morn- 





through a t resolution him an ample ro- 
n. Eee ck wilh be done thovone pybedttbwilll beubeah: 
reported to Congress. 


Senator from Illinois, I think, will see that any other in- 
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vestigation at this time is simply embarrassing. The Department 
has to do it; it is its duty to do it, and it seems to me that we 
ought not in any way to embarrass the Executive in the investi- 
gation. 


For one I hoped that the whole matter would pass this morning 


without involving controversy and debate, because the incident 
is so melancholy and invested with so much of tragic considera- 
tion that it seems to me it is not a time when controversy should 
be got up here in the Senate about it. 


Iam willing, on a suggestion that was made by or through the 
Senator from Nebraska, to withdraw any opposition to the pas- 


sage of his resolution on striking out the words ‘‘ immediate and,” 


thus not driving forward an investigation when the Secretary is 
already making it. But the Senator from Illinois precipitates the 


same controversy in, I think, even a more objectionable form by 


proposing to take the subject away from one of the regular com- 
mittees of the body and appoint a special committee when the 
Secretary is doing the work. 

I hope the Senator from Illinois will at any rate withhold his 


proposition for a few days and see what is done and what is re- 


ted, and then see, if it is to be investigated, whether he does 
k confidence in the general committee that has charge of such 


matters. 


Mr. MASON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will permit me, I am notab- 
solutely op to an investigation, if one is made by a joint 
committee; but I wish to be allowed to say that if the resolution 
— and the Committee on Naval Affairs believes that a joint 
nvestigation should be made instead of an investigation by the 
Senate committee alone, it would unquestionably report to the 
Senate a recommendation to that effect. 

Mr. HALE. It ought to be made by a joint committee of the 
two committees, I should think. I suggest to the Senator from 
Illinois, under the circumstances, having empowered the Secre- 
tary and given him ample money to conduct the investigation, 
whether he is not willing to withhold his proposition for a few 
days at any rate. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ishould like to have the original reso- 
lution fead for the information of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the resolu- 
tion submitted yesterday by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 


ALLEN 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be, and they are hereby, 
directed to make immediate and thorough inquiry into the cause of the 
destruction of the battle ship Maine in Habana Harbor on the Lith instant, 
and to report the result of the same to the Senate. 


Mr. HALE. As I have said, if the Senator from Nebraska will 
strike out the words “‘ immediate and,” so that the committee is 
not driven to take this subject into its hands and go down there 
at once, but shall exercise its discretion and see what is being 
done by the Executive, there will be no disposition on the part of 
the committee, I can say to the Senator nal to the Senate, in any 
way to prevent or hinder or oe any investigation as it be- 
comes necessary. There is no su — which has excited so much 
interest, perhaps, in the entire world as has the destruction of the 
battle ship in the harbor of Habana. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. MASON. I understood the Senator from Maine to ask for 
a response. 

Mr. HALE. Yes, I yield to the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I understand the great necessity 
of anes deliberately and carefully in this matter. I have 
no disposition to arouse or excite a situation already so exciting 
as to cause the attention of all the people of this country. 

I will state my reasons for offering the amendment to the reso- 
lution submitted by the Senator from Nebraska. I understand 
that the Navy Department will make the investigation, but I also 
understand that an investigation could be made by this branch of 
the Government that would not in any way interfere with the 
naval investigation. I also understand that the people of this 
country are fast coming to the conclusion that the real situation 
is not only being concealed from them, but from the members of 
Congress and Senators. The people have a right to know some 
thing about thesituation. I say that the people do lack confidence 
in some of the departments of the Government, and they some- 
times perhaps do in this department. What possible harm can it 
be to a fair and full investigation that two departments of the 
Government are investigating the same thing at the same time? 

Is it not true that this great and terrible calamity came to the 
Navy Department? Is it not possible that you are willing to ad- 
mit that men are human, and that whatever the legitimate and 
true cause of this disaster may be, if we are at fault, and if it was 
the mistake of this Government, is there not danger that that De- 
partment, in investigating itself, will be trying its own cause, and 
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possibly involve us in trouble with other nations by finding a state 
of facts that does not exist? 

It is all very well for the Senator from Maine to say that when 
the facts are determined they will be reported to Congress. It is 
all very well for us to have that high idea of duty and that high 
conception that everyone else in the discharge of his duty will do 
the right and proper thing. 

My idea in offering this amendment is this: We have dallied 
with this question. We have adopted the Spanish doctrine of to- 
morrow, to-morrow, to-morrow. For three years this Govern- 
ment has dilly-dallied with this question without attempting to 
stop the murder of women and children, for that remains to-day 
as teaia yesterday. The De Léme letter has not stopped the mur- 
der of children. The loss of the battleship Maine has not stopped 
it. That part goes on, and the loss of the battle ship is only used 
to-day as a counter-irritant to attract the attention of the people 
of this country while the murder of the inhabitants by the Span- 
iards goeson. The cause and demand for our interference is just 
as strong if not stronger to-day by reason of the loss of the battle 
ship. 

Let there be an investigation, not only by the Navy Department, 
which had control of this ship, not only by the men who held the 
256 lives in their hands, but let the representatives of the people— 
let us employ some divers, not necessarily of Spanish birth or ori- 
gin and employment. Let the people represented in this body 
and at the other end of this Capitol have a committee to investi- 
gate it, and when the evidence is heard, let it be heard by all the 
world and not locked up in the secret box in the executive depart- 
ment on the theory that the poor struggling people and the poor 
struggling Congress had not a mind strong enough to digest and 
care for the great interests of a great country. 

Mr. President, I wish to submit some statements, while I am on 
the floor, as a means of showing to my colleagues in the Senate 
the reason why I insist upon this Congressional investigation. 
My resolution does not look toward taking it away from the nat- 
ural and appropriate committees. The committee will be ap- 

inted, I suppose, from the Naval Committees of the two Houses. 

base that assumption upon the ase by the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives and by the President of the Senate, the 
present occupant of the chair. [The Vice-President in the chair. ] 
i think Iam not mistaken in thatregard. The Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] tells me that the committee must be 
equal in size from the House and from the Senate if it be a joint 
committee. 

Iam perfectly willing that the resolution shall be amended so 
that a subcommittee shall be appointed from the regular Naval 
Committees of the two Houses, and shall act; but I will not con- 
sent to striking out the word ‘‘immediate.” If there is anything 
in the world that interests the American people to-day it 1s who 
blew up the battle ship Maine, who destroyed the lives of Ameri- 
can citizens, who is responsible? And the answer must be im- 
mediate. Why should there be delay? Why should you go on 
with your Spanish manana—to-morrow, to-morrow? Whyshould 
the Senate of the United States continue to adopt the Spanish 
practice of put off, wait? We have waited too long. 

Every man who has spoken in favor of liberty on this continent 
has told you year after year to wait. My distinguished colleague 

[Mr. CULLoM] spoke before I took a seat in this Chamber, and 
you said ‘‘ wait.” The summer and winter have come and gone, 
the night has succeeded the day, and the month the month, and we 
have waited and waited and waited and waited, while the Spaniards 
continue to murder the women and children in Cuba, and while the 
diplomats have continued to deceive us. They have lied to us; 
they have sat at our tables and partaken of our food and sought 
to poison the mind of the world against us. Wait! We have 
waited until 270 of our American seamen are in the harbor of 
Habana; and now, when I ask an immediate investigation as to 
who blew up that ship, and when I ask that on behalf of the peo- 

le of this country, the Senator from Maine {[Mr. HALE] says 
strike out ‘*immediate ” from the resolution. My answer is, never 
with my consent. We want an investigation, and we want it 
now. The eternal and everlasting now must precede the Spanish 
manana and the wait of the American Congress. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine. 

Mr. MASON. I desire to finish my remarks, Mr. President. 

Mr. HALE. Let me say—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair begs pardon of the Sen- 
ator from Illinois. He thought the Senator had concluded. 

Mr. HALE. I did not suppose the Senator had concluded. 

Mr. MASON. No. 

Mr. HALE. I want to say right there that, so far from there 
being any desire that this investigation shall be delayed one hour, 
it is, I think, the desire of everybody that it shall go on at once; 
and, in fact, it has already been embarked in. There is no propo- 
sition here to delay the investigation, to wait, to adopt the Span- 
ish tactics-of to-morrow, as the Senator puts it; but the whole 


FEBRUARY 18, 


subject-matter is at this moment being investigated, as Senators 
_—_ perceive, and the presumption is that it is being investigated 
airly. 

Ido not think we should here impugn the motives or suspect a 
Soe Department of the Government of any desire or with har- 

ring for amoment the thought of making an incomplete investi- 

ation or of delaying. Investigation is being made just as fast as 

uman wit and ingenuity can do it; but it does seem to me, that 
being the case, that this is not the occasion for the Senate to em- 
bark in an exasperating discussion about things incidental to the 
situation. 

The naval officers who have been appointed to conduct the in- 
vestigation are not the officers of the ship. Those officers will 
themselves be examined and perhaps investigated; already they 
have — summoned, and the investigation is practically going 
on to-day. 

Now, Tao not think the Senator should seek to drive the Senate 
into’ the attitude—what I think would be the rank attitude—of 
saying that at once we will ignore all that and make our investi- 
gation. Can not the Senate wait a few days and see what another 
branch of the Government, coordinate with us, is honestly and 
fairly doing? Is there anybody in the world so interested to have 
a thorough investigation as the Navy Department and naval 
officers? Who can do it so well? Who must be actuated by an 
actual patriotic desire to go to the bottom of the whole thing more 
than naval officers? 

I did hope that the Senator would see this, and see the propriety 
of not making this an occasion for such a discussion as he is mak- 
ing, when the whole world is struck with the solemnity of this 
tragic incident, and when from over the water and from all parts 
of this Serer the feelings of men, instead of hor | inflamed, are 
the reverse. It does seem to me that to-day is not the proper time 
to open the general discussion of this subject. Of course, the 
Senator has his own view, but I must appeal to him, and I think 
he must see that we ought not to go into this general subject in 
the presence of this great eng: & 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, there is no calamity so great as a 
failure on the part of this Government to appreciate and under- 
stand our si ion, and there is no sorrow so great and no place 
so sacred as to deter us from showing to the world the true situa- 
tion that we occupy in the United States in connection with our 
relations with Spain, and with Cuba particularly. 

The Senator says that this isasolemnoccasion. Iamsurprised 
that the Senator should admit that anything could occur in Cuba 
that could be solemn or serious. The friends of Cuba have pleaded 
here for three years, first with one President and then with an- 
other, to do something in the interest of civilization and some- 
thing in the interest of fair warfare as against barbarism and 
crime. I have no desire to make this an occasion for anything. 
The occasion is already made. I do not consider, so far as I know, 
that I have acted improperly. If I did, I should want to be in- 
vestigated. 

There can be no discredit upon the Navy Department. If the 
Secretary of the Navy himself should conduct the investigation, 

rsonally I might be satisfied, because I have the greatest regard 

or his integrity and his ability as a man. I have also great re- 
gard for his peculiar fitness for the position he fills. But what I 
want to say to the Senator from Maine is this: That in an inves- 
tigation upon this terrible calamity all the facts that we can 
educe and bring before the “— can do no harm; that an inves- 
tigation by Congress can not interfere with an investigation by 
the Navy Department, and there is no use of talking about it. 

Among the 70,000,000 people in this country many may dis- 
credit Congress in this matter, and a good many of them may 
discredit the Navy Department. No discredit and noinsinuation 
can be inferred from the resolution that the Navy Department is 
not competent to investigate; but the ee are sick 
and tired of these investigations that are being e behind closed 
doors, information of what is done being doled out to them when 
it suits the Government or the head of a Department to give it to 
them. An investigation by Congress means an open investiga- 
tion before the world; it means no secrecy, no closed doors; it 
means to say to all the world that one of our great battle — has 
gone down in the harbor of ‘‘a friendly people”—‘‘a friendly 

ple "—and we want to know, and the people want to know, 


how she SIT it hurt the N Department if Congress should 

ow will it hurt the Na en on should as- 
certain ved facts? Woald not —_ genes he Aw 
stronger when it goes to the people? Suppose it sho e- 
termined to have been an accident, would not the report be 
stronger if the Government should find in the executive depart- 
ment, in the Navy - oo, and in its Congressional depart- 
ment the same state of facts? Would it not be stronger and tend 
more to produce peace in this country if the Navy Department 
should determine that it was a pure accident—an accident with- 
out fault upon the part of our enemies-—and a Congressional com- 
mittee should find its investigation the same state of facts? 





bor, the time has 


le want to know whether that ship was blown up by the 
ouner of the country or whether it was destroyed by spontane- 


ous combustion. 


Mr. President, I desire just a few minutes now to convince the 
Senator from Maine that my anxiety in this case is not to stir u 
or make trouble. I want to show to the Senator from Maine an 
to those who sympathize with him—those who want to put off a 
Con ional investigation, those who want to shirk the respon- 
sibility that the people have put upon us—that I am fighting for 
the same old cause, for the right of life for women and chi 
upon this continent, and I am fighting for the cause and upon the 
proposition that the time now at least has come when we should 
stop the traffic in human slavery by Europeans on this continent. 

In order to lay the foundation for what I have to say and what 
[ have said, I wish to have read from the Secretary’s desk a part, 
at least, of a communication, showing that it is not the De Léme 
incident, that it is not the destruction of the battle ship Maine, 
but that it is the continued policy of murder and starvation that 
is being pursued on this continent, the same as peeeee. and 
yesterday the same as last week, last month, an 
want to have read the letter, or a part of it, so that it may be 
printed in the Recorp. Ido not know whether I ought to take 
the time of the Senate to have read more than a little of it. Ido 
not care to have the headlines read, as they are not written or 


signed. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


No one can see Habana and its surroundings without feeling that so much 
beauty should be the frame and background of whatever in human relations 
is delightful and of good repute. The island is an earthly paradise, and the 
climate the most exquisite and caressing that I, in a tolerably wide experience 
of climate, have ever known. There is no richer soil in the world. Nature 
has withheld nothing that could make man ha or serve to render him 
— eft ind produced an Eden, but man, who takes 

a hell. 


prosperous. She has 
all, has transformed it 


Mr. MASON. Ih 
should have stated 


and one who does not e 


: : "i ow are the people buried?” I asked the guide. 
The Secretary continued the reading, as follows: “The bodies are put in a box and taken to the big pit. Then the body is 
Not in this age. certainly, has a crime been perpetrated more revolting to | taken out and thrownin withthe others.” 
humanity than Weyler committed when he fo! the women and children “But is there nothing to show which is which? 


‘of the patriots in the Cuban army to come within the Spanish lines and then 
deliberately starved them there. 

His ostensible purpose was to weaken the heart of resistance by attacking 
its tenderest t, but his real aim was the literal extinction of the Cuban 
race, and he so far succeeded that out of the million and a half inhab- 
itants of this island when the war began, 600,000 at least, by far the most of 
them women and children, have been ne ne either by direct murder or 


by the siower and more 


famine. The Cuban soldiers fi an Se save their country have not been 
met and defeated in the field. ey have been barbarously robbed of their 
mothers, wives, sisters, and offspring. When their independence is won 
they will have no families to return to. 

IRON SPIRIT OF RESISTANCE. 


Weyler'’s pier did not succeed in breaking the iron spirit of resistance to 

but in other respects it has been only too successful. More thana 
third of the population is dead. Hundreds more are dying daily in Habana 
and its environs alone; dying with accompaniments of misery and suffering 
almost inconceivable, wholly indescribable. 


Mr. MASON. I forgot to call attention to the date of this let- 
ter of Mr. Julian Hawthorne. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What newspaper is being read 


ranny,. 


from? 


Mr. MASON. TheChicago Tribune. Mr. Julian Hawthorne's 
letter is dated several days ago. I ask, what is the date of the let- 


ter, Mr. President? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. February 9, 1898. 
The Secretary resumed the reading, as follows: 


They fall dead in the streets; they die before your eyes as you stand in the 
are huddled together; they die with an agony of 
is equ y by the hopeless anguish and forlornness o 
ds. Until lately, when an attempt to relieve some of them was made in 
America, they die sees and uncared for. 
its awful form in India, but there it was not accom- 
penton by the oe, willful cruelty, and wanton insult that have pursucd 
ts victims Had the same Prove 
that died here, not less than 100,000,000 would have perished. 

It was t and often asserted that Blanco would reverse the policy of 
Weyler. T y those who are well informed shake their heads and say that 
t rofession only. Substantially the same things are 
oreover, Blanco could hardly relieve the situation 
were he so disposed. Most of the mischief has been already accomplished. 

You will not see so many starving people as if you had come earlier,” 
The surviv ton eee tae curaitted te back to what 
ors are , and were pe go wha 
Were their homes, and, supposing 


bes ualed o! 


I have seen famine 
here. 


provement is in 
done now as before. 


& man to me to-day. 





report uphold the other? Would it not strengthen 
it wena Would not the people of all nationalities and 
of all parties say at once the investigation has proceeded along fair 
lines? Are we to have a few distinguished naval officers, behind 
closed doors, in executive session—a la the Senate of the United 
States—to hear testimony and give out as much of it to the people 
as they like? The people of the United States want an open-door 
investigation. With 250 American seamen lying in Habana Har- 


t this letter was written by Mr. Julian 
Hawthorne, well known to many of us personally, and a man who 
has a national reputation, I believe, as a man of high character, 


xaggsrate for newspaper notoriety. 


wretched where the 
yw 
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would await them. Their fields and houses have been ravaged and burned, 

and the roving bands of guerrillas would slaughter them without mercy. 

= this pone incredible, or at least exaggerated, but it is all true and within 
e truth. 





WORST IS NOT TOLD. 


The worst has not been told; it can not be told. Perhaps it is better not 
to believe it, but the blood of these victims is on Spain's head, and around 
Spain’s neck hangs the millstone which must sink those who slaughter the 
little ones. 

No opposition was made to my leaving the boat this morning. I went 
ashore in the launch, and under the guidance of a gentleman who knew 
where to take me, and one of whose courtesy, energy, and intelligence I can 
not s too hi nly. I drove to various points in and around Habana and 
saw the saddest sights that earth can show. The hooded vehicle stopped on 
one of the narrow streets and we got out. We entered a gateway and found 
ourselves in an irregular courtyard. One side was a barn-like structure of 
two stories, with open doors and windows. 

Inthe yard groupsof persons were standing or sitting. There were nomen 
among them. All were women and children. In their faces I at once recog- 
nized the look I already had learned to know too well—the look of famine. tt 
is like no other look which human features can wear. It makes all faces alike. 
There is little difference in the eels of skulls, but a skull seen through 
drawn and wrinkled skin and with the ghastly eyes still in their sockets is a 
more terrible spectable than naked bones. 

The persons who were able to be out of doors were of course those on 
whom famine had not yet done its uttermost work. They were able still to 
stand and move. The apathy of sqpemane death was upon them; it was 
scarcely relieved, even temporarily, by our presence and by the little largesse 
of coins which we were able to make. A group of children clustered about 
us, holding up their bony little hands and staring at us with their sunken 
eyes, but when the money had been distributed they soon relapsed into their 
former state. It could not save their lives, but it might render their last 
hours less miserable. 


for secrets and the time has come when 


















dren 












TERRIBLE SCENES. 


It was when we entered the building, however, that the complete horror 
of the situation was disclosed tous. During the last few days cots have been 
ae for some of the inmates; before they had been obliged to lie on the 

re floor. The cots were ranged up and down the rooms, and on them lay 
or squatted the figures of the doomed. On the first cota child about 5 years 
old lay prone. She was breathing with difficulty and was evidently in pain, 
but exhaustion had so far dulled her faculties that one might hope she did 
not suffer mentally. She had been a pretty child, but her little face was 
fearful to look upon now. She was dying. no one was attending her, the at- 
tendants were few, and those for whom there was some chance of recovery 
must be ministered to first. 

On another cot a young woman lay. The rags that clothed her seemed to 
cover nothing but a huddle of bones, but her face still showed traces of great 
beauty. Every feature was finely molded and of aristocratic cast. She 
opened her great dark eyes as I passed beside her, but she would never move 
again. There she lay, sinking momentarily into darkness and waiting for 
Spanish vengeance to accomplish itself. Near her a girl of 18 sat supping a 
thin broth out of acup. There was no flesh on her face, only the dry, drawn 
skin. The thick mass of hair increased the apparent gauntness of her coun- 
tenance. Her eyes were fixed in a dull look of anxious pain. The instinct to 
eat remained with her, but no sensation either of pleasure or of hope. 

Close beside her an old woman with gray hair was dying on her cot. She 
lay stolid and motionless. The old seem to die more easily than the young. 
She had known all the ills of life, and there was nothing left to make her 
loath to die. All around us lay figures like these. Many cots were empty. 
7 lately been vacated. 







last year. I 

































you will pardon me, Mr. President, but I 


“Oh, no; that is im ible. They are throwninandcoveredup. Thatis 
all. No one knows who they are or can ever find out.” 


Mr. ALLEN. I want to appeal to the Senator from Illinois to 
let the remainder of the letter be printed in the Recorp without 
being read, so that the resolution may not go to the Calendar. 

Mr. MASON. Iam perfectly willing that that shall be done. 

Mr. ALLEN. The resolution will goto the Calendar at 2 o’clock 
if the discussion continues up to that time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the remainder 
of theletter being printed in the Recorp? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

The remainder of the letter referred to is as follows: 


STARVING CHILDREN. 


After a long drive we came to a place used as an orphan asylum. Here 
were kept the children whose parents had died in the field or been starved 
to death within the Spanish lines. A long, narrow court was inclosed 
between two-story buildings with a balcony running along the front of the 
upper floor. The establishment was under charge of a gentleman of high 
Character and humane feelings, and was kept neat and dean. All possible 
care was given to the poor little inmates, but most of them were too far gone 
to be revived, and, of course, there was but little or nothing for them to eat. 
To keep alive the reconcentrados in Habana alone $5,000 a day would be 
required, whereas there is practically no money at all for this purpose 
beyond the fitful and trifling donations of private charities. 

hese children have the privilege of dying of hunger under a roof. and 4 
—- on a cot, instead of in the public streets. So far the mercy of the ; 

panish authorities extends, and for this we must be thankful. A house of 

death for little children—that is what this asylum is. -It was aterrible place to fy 
enter. peaeving children are a kind of monstrosity—a special outrage on na- ° 
ture. Their spirit seems to undergo a change comparable to that of their 
bodies. eee as regards size they no longer resemble children, but neither 
do they look old in the ordinary sense. 

They are like gnomes or hobgoblins. Their heads look unnaturally large, 
tottering on wizened little necks and bodies that area mere framework of 
bones. Theireyes stare dull and fixedly; their fleshless arms hang inert by 
their sides; their nerveless mouths droop with a grotesque solemnity. You 
would hardly think them human. They are perfectly quiet and undemon- 
strative. They never cry or speak; they stand, or sit, or lie wherever they 
chance to be without attempting to change their posture. They do not un- 
derstand how to suffer, and therefore co not proceed in the orthodox manner. 


Mr. MASON. Mr. President, to make my statement as nearly 


consistent and orderly as possible, I desire to have printed as part 
of my remarks the De Lome letter, leaving out the opening and 


ng torture of famine and of disease caused by 
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rtion of the population died in India 
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them 40 have strength to do it, still death 
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closing, which have nothing to do with the situation, and also 
leaving out the paragraph which refers to our President. 
The letter referred to is as follows: 


LEGATION DE Espana, Washington. 
Eximo Sefior Don Josu CANALEJAS: 
6 ae og ~ * * 

The situation here continues unchanged. Everything depends on the 
political and military success in Cuba. The prologue of this second method 
of warfare will end the day that the colonial cabinet will be appointed, and 
it relieves us in the eyes of this country of a pert of the responsibility of 
what may happen there, and they must casi the responsibility upon the 
Cubans, whom they believe to be so immaculate. 

Until then we will not be able to see cleariy. and I consider it to be a loss 
of time and au advance by the wrong road, the sending of emissaries to the 
rebel field, the negotiating with the autonomists not yet declared to be 
legally constituted, and the discovery of the intentions and purpose of this 
Government. The exiles will return one by one, and when they return will 
come walking into the sheepfold, and the chiefs will gradually return. 
Neither of these had the courage to leave en masse, and they will not have 
the courage to thus return. 

4 ~ me x * e © 

Nevertheless, as a matter of fact, it will only depend on ourselves whether 
he will prove bad and adverse to us. entirely with you. Withouta 
military success nothing will be accomplished there, and without military 
and political success there is here always 4 r that the ee oe will be 
encouraged, if not by the Government, at leas ey part of the public opinion. 

I do not believe you : pay enough attention to the réle of England. early 
all the porate canaille which swarms in your hotel are English, and at the 
same time that they are correspondents of the Journal they are also corre- 
spondents of the best newspapers and reviews of London. Thus it has been 
since the beginning. To my mind the only object of England is that the 
Americans should occupy themselves with us and leave her in peace, and if 
there is a war,so much the better. That would further remove what is 
threatening her—although that will never ae, 

It would be most important that x38 should agitate the Fen of com- 
mercial relations, even though it would be only for effect, and that you should 
send here a man of importance in order that I might use him to make a prop. 
aganda among the Senators and others in op ion to the junta and to win 
over exiles. 

* * o & 


¢ * t 
ENRIQUE DUPUY DE LOME. 

Mr. MASON. I think every radical or conservative American 
citizen must feel highly pleased with the Christian-like statesman- 
ship with which our President has handled a matter which was 
somewhat personal to himself. I leave that part of the letter ont 
of the Recorp. I would not even have it ee in the pres- 
ence of the people of this country whenit can beavoided. Surely 
the President has done well and seems stronger in the hearts of 
the people by his total and absolute ignoring of the personal in- 
sult given by this Spanish minister. The other part of the com- 
munication I insert, not because I wish to ap in the réle of a 
prophet, or say in the old-fashioned style, “‘I told you so,” but 
when I had occasion to speak upon this subject a few days since 
I declared then, after an analysis of a hundred years of Spanish 
diplomacy, there had been no President from Washington to the 
present President who had not complained of the fraud, duplic- 
ity, and dishonor of the Spanish diplomats. 

I call attention now to the fact that the praises of that dis- 
tinguished statesman and diplomat, Mr. De Léme, had been 
sounded even longer and louder than those of Weyler up to the 
time he was dishonored by the people of his own nation. I call 
attention to the fact that the record of Weyler was defended in 
this Senate long after the present Administration took possession 
of the affairs of this Government, and that he had never been dis- 
honored by those gentlemen until he was dishonored in his/ own 
country and by the President of the United States in his message. 

I call attention to the fact that those people who are now so 
anxious to go slow in the investigation of this great calamity de- 
fended the Spanish minister as a great and a wise and a virtuous 
diplomat until he was convicted out of his own mouth with par- 
(alten of our bread and seeking to poison the dessert—convicted 
out of his own mouth and by his own confession of denying the 
cs faith of Spain in Le gen the very thing that dent 
cKinley had urged, namely, autonomy, to delay interference in 
Cuba, and acknowledging that it was a fraud from the start. 
Understand me, the reason given by our honored President for 
not interfering—I call upon any Senator who doubts it to read 
again the President’s message—is that, as he says, ‘‘ we owe it to 
Spain to give them a chance to autonomy;” and at the same 
time the gentleman who was their minister was “ winking the 
other eye” w.thin the closed doors of the Spanish headquarters in 
this city and congratulating his Spanish correspondent on the 
fact that he was able to deceive the President and the people. 
That is the reason given for not interfering—that Spain was de- 
manding that autonomy should be given atrial. After that comes 
the confession of De Léme, which I have inserted in my remarks. 
I want you to understand, Mr. President, that I am trying the 
same old cause; I am demanding that the committee report 
to this Senate the resolution which is still before it asking for in- 
ements by the United States, so as to bring about peace in 

u 


I call attention before I sit down to the fact that the reason 
given by the President for not interfering was that sagvemsy 
might be tried. That autonomy, by the confession of the i 
minister, is a fraud, a delusion, a snare, a common 
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game of a common thief, confessed out of hisown mouth. Then 
why should the Administration now hesitate? The President said 
in his oonenge that by reason of antonomy he had hesitated; but 
why should he not now act when their own minister has confessed 
a amenany was not real, but pretended, and a fraud and a 
sham 

I will take but one minutelonger, Mr. President. I am opposed 
to any further investigation behind closed doors in the Congress 
of the United States. I believe in investigating that situation 
from every standpoint, and I wish theSenator from Maine to under- 
stand that I supposed he would be selected as chairman of this 
— committee. I would not serve upon it if I were eligible. J] 

ow enough of precedent to know that I am noteligible. | 
would not sit down at the same table with a Spaniard unless J 
had an ironclad between his stiletto and my corms one 
There is nothing in Spanish diplomacy for a hundred years whic 
proves them anything but common scoundre 

They have deceived the President and deceived the people of 
this country. They have led on with the pretended treaty of 
reciprocity. They have dazzled our ven with the profits of some 
imaginary trade between Cuba and United States to attract 
our attention in another direction while they continued to mur- 
der women and children. For a hundred years they have de- 
ceived us, and to-day I do not want it to go any further. If the 
in tion is to made through the Navy Department, all 
right; | would notstopit. Itoughttobedone now. There ought 
to be American divers in the harbor of Habana now to tell the 
American people why the Maine went to the bottom and why we 
have been dishonored and di in the faceof thenations of the 
world. Daysare passing, and it is said now that thedistinguished 
wee ee has been appointed by telegraph may get tothe scene 
of the disaster by next Monday. Manana, manana; to-morrow, 
when they will have chances to put in more d 

oes; and the American ple have not any more confidence 
in the Spaniard, as a rule, n I have. 

The investigation should be made immediately. Iam for this 
amendment. Iam for a joint committee of the two Houses. | 
do not want to be on the committee. You understand I would 
not be eligible, first, by reason of lack of experience and service in 
this body, and, second, because I would not trust myself any- 
where, if I could possibly help it, where 8 ards could reach me. 
There are gentlemen, possibly, in this ber who would be 
safe there. I am willing to risk it. I am willing to take chances, 
so far as they are concerned, if they are willi to take the 
chances. I am willing to consent to any formal amendment. I 
am absolutely crude here in matters of ce, a8 most of you 
are after forty or fifty years’ service. e understand that the 
rules are to be arranged each day according to the memory and 
wishes of the gentlemen in charge of legislation. I am perfectly 
willing that any amendment s be made, but I want this reso- 
lution, or one in kind, adopted to-day. 

We have appropriated ,000 tosave what? Largely the prop- 
erty of the Government. Let usa te $200,000,000 if neces- 
sary to save the honor of thecountry. e have been led in there 
like a common confidence game, in the opinion of the people. I 
can not tell any more than you can er the losion came 
from the outside or whether it came from the inside, but out of 
70,000,000 ple there are not over six or seven who believe we 
took our ship down there to blow her up and fill the harbor of 
Habana with the junk of the United States Navy. The people do 
_ believe it. Give them ee chance a a port eed it > tb 

partment or any one nt. us he other, be- 
cause this is a government of the The Navy Department 
= help Congress and Congress a help the Navy Depart- 
men 

We are all one country and one people, Let the investigation 
be made, so that each day we will know when the man goes down 
in the diving bell whether he goes down in advance arranged with 
by Blanco and his followers to report to usthat the explosion was 
from the inside and not the outside. Let the in ion be so 
open that the wayfaring man, though a fool, and all the people 
of the country can say when we settle **Let us have peace. 
It was not the Spaniards who blew up the ship. It was our own 
misfortune; our own accident.” Whatever we do, let the people 
know the facts, and the best way to the facts is to have an 
~— investigation by Congress, which represents the people of 

e United States. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, the resolution of the Senator 
from an cules Mason], however it may be at 
time in the o protons Oe Poets ost pare bose 3 i 
to without comment had it not his e utter- 
Suleds thee effect that the of the States have lost 
confidence in one of the great 

. The Senator from 
I made no such statement. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I decline to beinterrupted. I ask to have the 

remark read ftom the Reporter’s notes. 


ite, more tor- 
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Mr. MASON. I said that some people were losing confidence in 


o Mr. COLT. I decline to be interrupted. I ask to have 


Li 
read the Saeccters notes of the commencement of the Senator’s 
remarks. 
Mr. MASON. I object—— 
The VICE-PR T. The Reporter who took the notes has 
been sent for. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. It will take only a minute. 


. ALLEN. I desire tos t a moderation of language on 
tn sane the Senator from Illinois and other Senators engaged 
in this discussi 


ion. 
Mr. MASON. I did not understand what the Senator said. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. I believe I have the floor. 
Mr. MASON. The Senator from Nebraska made a remark 
t ‘ 
oo WOLCOTT. I decline to yield. Ido not desire to mis- 
quote 


anybody. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Reporter’s notes have been re- 
ceived and will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

I will state my reasons for offering the amendment to the resolution sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Nebraska. I understand that the Navy Depart- 
make the investigation, but I also understand that an investigation 
could be made by this branch of the Government that would not in any way 
interfere with the naval i on. lIalso understand that the of 
this country are fast coming to the conclusion tpat the real situation is not 


being concealed from the le, but from the Members of Co: and 
caly tors. The people have a right know something about the sitnation. 


na . 
© lack confidence in some of the Departments of 
ee poomey sonietimes, perhaps, do in this department. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. That wiil do. The Senate will bear me out 
that I did not misquote the Senator from Illinois to the extent of 
a single word or a single syllable. 

Mr. President, I desire to resent as utterly unfounded the sug- 
gestion that there is a patriotic citizen in the broad confines of 
this land who has not the fullest and most splendid and glorious 
confidence in every department of this Government, and in the 
Department of the Navy in cular, and it has been true in 
every Administration since time of a preg em 
of the United States have never yet been upon to distrust 
one of the coordinate branches of this Government, and they 
never will while the flag floats. Least of all is it decent, in my 
opinion, that in this Chamber there should be insinuations cast 
at this critical and calamitous time that there is a lack in the 
minds of the people of the United States of confidence in the 
American Navy. 

Mr. President, from the time of Paul Jones until now our ships 
have sailed in every war, facing always thefoe. The records of 
our naval battles constitute the most glorious page in the history 
of any country for the last one hun years and more; and from 
the earliest days until now there has never been a step backward, 
and to-day, as always, the officers of our Navy are honorable, cour- 
ageous, upright men, and, above all, they tell the truth. 

The captain of this ill-fated battle ship was walking his deck at 
10 o'clock on the night of the 15th when this awful explosion hap- 
pened. It may be that his public career is ended forever, but the 
terrible disaster that overtook the ship under his command will 
count for nothing by comparison with the degrading insinuations 
made here that an officer of our country, under his cath and with 
the flag above him, would lie and cast responsibility for disaster 
where it does not belong. 

Ah, Mr. President, we can stand much profitless debate in this 
Chamber without serious injury; we can endure much of public 
discussion when there should be silence; but there is one g to 
which the citizens of this country will never submit, and that is 
to listen quietly and without resentment to an insinuation that 
ae of our Navy are not men of honor and integrity and 


The officers appointed to investigate the causes of this tragic dis- 
aster will do their duty. I donot know what purlieus or slums 
the Senator from Illinois may have dragged to find the expression 
of an opinion that there is lack of co ce in the personnel of 
our Navy, but I know he can not find an honorable or a decent 
or a patriotic citizen who will stand up before the country and 
indorse for an instant the utterances which the Senator has made. 

I do not underrate the importance of this the legislative branch 
of the Government. I believe in its dignity and its om and 
inthe openness of its discussions of public questions; but what we 
sess at taibepeiiig adhaquiag had tap atten upon cur peoyie, 

ace of the n en upon our people. 
There are times for speaking snd there are times for silence; and 
at this time, when we face the awful event that has overtaken us, 
we should restrain any expressions of opinion or of our belief as 
to the causes of this terrible disaster until in a proper, regular, and 
formal way an investigati — had by the Department of 
the Navy, which we all know be conducted with uprightness 
and the utmost integrity. 

Mr. President, Sapenlt anene who ajugetdass deeply with the 


citizens of that unfortunate island now engaged in this deplorable 
conflict. I yield to nobody in my desire to see the conclusion of, 
that war, but I do say if ever there was a moment when we should 
abstain from outrageous and gratuitous insult to a friendly nation 
that time is to-day. If ever there was a time when we should lend, 
our help to every department of the Government, it is to-day. If 
ever there was a time when we should refrain from unjust and 
ignorant criticism, it is to-day. 

Ah, Mr. President, war may come; I think myself its day may 
be not far distant, and when it comes we will fight it alone, for 
there will be no other nation to lifta hand to fight with us. When 
that day comes our cause must be eternally grounded in the right, 
and until it comes there is nothing which so belittles this people, 


in my opinion, as these unjust attacks upon a friendly Govern- 
ment. r. President, war is -visaged, and when it comes 
it must come based upon such clear and righteous cause that the 


people of the world, whether they fight with us or against us, 
must at least respect our conduct and our position, and above 
= it must come under circumstances which make us respect our- 
selves. 

Mr. LopGr and Mr. Mason addressed the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts is 
recognized. Does he yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. LODGE. Ishould like to say what I have tosubmit. I 
have not spoken before. 

ee The Senator from Massachusetts will 
pr . 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I have no desire and no intention 
of saying one word in regard to the war that is raging in Cuba. 
No one can detest the horrors enacted in that island more than I. 
No one can desire more than I to see the Spanish power swept 
from that island as it has been from all the States of South Amer- 
ica; but, Mr. President, that question is not here. We are face 
to face at this moment witha great national calamity. The Amer- 
ican ple have received the awful news of the sinking of the 
war ship Maine with a splendid silence and self-restraint, both in 
Congress and throughout the country. They are waiting sternly, 
quietly, to know the truth, and the truth they will have. 

This is not a question which involves Cubans or Spaniards. 
This is a question which involves brave American seamen gone to 
i in a foreign port. In the presence of that calamity, 
what we want isthe truth. How are we to get it? By the inves- 
tigations of a committee of Congress, which knows nothing, which 
has no witnesses to summon, which has no expert knowledge, 
which is miles from the place where the disaster occurred? There 
is only one way to get at the truth of this matter, and that is 
through the naval officers who have been selected already to per- 
form that duty. 

Can anyone suppose that the naval officers of the United States, 
men upon whose career in the past and whose conduct in the pres- 
ent there is not and has never been a blemish, would seek to con- 
ceal the facts in such a case as this? I would rather trust this 
investigation to the officers of the American Navy than to any 
other men in the country. Does anyone suppose that the captain 
of that ship, who, wounded, stunned ‘by the explosion, remained 
the last upon the sinking vessel and who, in the midst of all that 
awful terror and excitement, with every duty nobly done, sent a 
dispatch to this country, showing a coolness and a nerve which 
are an honor to the American name—does anyone sup that 
Captain a capable of such splendid conduct, is going to lie 
about his ship? He will tell the whole truth to the board and to 
the American people as he knows it, and the American people will 
believe him. 

I want also, and it is for that purpose that I have risen, to say 
one word as to the heads of the Navy Department, for they, too 
have been assailed. The Secretary of the Navy is a citizen, and 
a very honored citizen, of my State. He has been her chief mag- 
istrate. Heisaman of distinguished ability; heis aman of honor 
and of patriotism. Does anyone suppose that he is going to try to 
conceal the facts about the Maine from the American people? If 
anyone imagines that Secretary Long will not tell the truth and 
insist upon the whole of it, he little knows the character of the 
man who has the honor to fill that great post at the head of tho 
Navy. He has at his right hand as his Assistant Secretary a gen- 
tleman whom I have the honor to call my friend. I think those 
who know Theodore Roosevelt would be slow to believe that he 
would seek to conceal the truth in regard to this disaster. 

Mr. President, I am sorry that any debate has arisen on this 

uestion. It seems to me that the attitude of Congress ever since 
that awful news arrived has been in the highest degree dignified 
and worthy—worthy of itself and worthy of the American people. 
We have not shrieked or talked. We have waited in a silence of 
much deeper meaning than any words. We want to know the 
truth. If it wasan accident which destroyed the Maine, then let us 
provide, so far as human foresight can, against a recurrence. If 
it was treachery, then the righteous wrath of the American people 
will take a signal vengeance for the treachery which sent that ship 
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to the bottom, and let no one think to stayit. Butwe none of us 
know anything now. We want to learn, and the way to learn is 
through the Department and the officers charged with the inves- 
tigation. The inquiry is already on foot. It will be properly con- 
ducted by men suited to conduct it—conducted by men jealous of 
their own honor and of the honor of the great service of which they 
are a part—and I for one trust that Congress will await the action 
of the proper Department charged with this inquiry, and will not 
attempt to do anything which could in the least degree derogate 
from the attitude which the American people and the American 
Congress should hold in the presence of a calamity so dire and so 
tragic as that which befell the battle ship Maine. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, misquotation and general spasm 
will not drive me from a discussion of the resolution before the 
Senate. I charge the Senator from Colorado with making a state- 
ment that is not borne out by any quotation which can taken 
from the remarks I made. I understand as well as he does, pos- 
sibly, the admiration we all have for all of our Departments, at 
least that which I have, believing in a government of the people, 
by and for the people, and my only sorrow is that in the great 
admiration he bears for the Navy Department he has not some 
days given a little share of his distinguished consideration and 
adoration to the Treasury Department. [Laughter. ] 

I shall not be diverted, as much asI would like to discuss at 
length the suggestion made. I quite agree with him upon the 
proposition. We must stand or fall together. I quite indorse 
what the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] says about the 
Navy Department. He will remember that I had the honor to 
serve with him and Mr. Secretary Long in the Fifty-first Con- 
gress, and I distinctly stated that no one doubted his great ability 
or his honesty. I thought I was doing all of the Departments a 
kindness when I suggested that if I was managing the Navy De- 

artment I should be glad to investigate the conduct of its in- 
eriors, but I should also be glad to have my Congress approve 
my findings. I do not believe that the Secretary of the Navy 
would say to the Congress of the United States, as has been said 
by his friends upon this floor, “Do not let Congress investigate, 
for fear you may step upon the sacred toe of the Secretary of the 
Navy.” But knowing him as I do, his broad comprehension of 
affairs, his great head and his = heart, he would say, ‘‘Give 
us all the light you can, and if the Congress can ascertain any- 
thing I can not, I want to know it.” 

I deny the insinuation that anywhere in my remarks can be 


found anything that reflects — the honor and integrity of the 


men who conduct the Navy. honor every one of them, but I 
‘honor the poor seaman who went down in Habana as much as I 
honor the Secretary of the Navy, and that is the reason why I 
want the ony a of the United States to know how he went down 
and why he went down. It is not in any way to interfere with 
the full discharge of the duty by the Secretary of the Navy, but 
it is to assist him, as I understand it. 

When I said that some of the people were losing confidence in 
some of the Departments, I said what has always been the rule. 
Some who disagree in politics with the Administration usually 
disagree with them as to their plan and policy and lose confidence 
as a matter of course. This great and distinguished body, if 
newspaper reports and general rumor can be believed, have lost 
the respect of the people of the United States when they voted 
the other day upon a given question. 

I do not say that it lost the respect of all the people. I desire to 
be perfectly calm and dispassionate about the matter, and I do not 
like the Senator from Colorado or anybody else to intimate that I 
have gone to the slums to find any word to characterize the con- 
duct of anyone, and I defy him or anybody else to show one word 
whick indicates that my characterization of any department of 
this Government came from theslums. I will take care of myself 
while I live and have a seat here,and I deny the right of any Sena- 
tor to charge me with assailing any department of my Govern- 
ment when I merely made the demand that the Congress of the 
United States, through joint committee, upon which committee I 
can not and would not serve, shall investigate the facts, not to in- 
terfere with the Secretary of the Navy, but, as one hand assists 
another, to give to all the people of this country a fair report; and 
if the report of the ery oe the Navy and that of Congress 
agree, the Secretary of the Navy will be upheld. I will stand 
here with the Senator from Colorado and the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts to uphold the Navy and the Secretary and every other 
Department of this Government. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator from Illinois a question? 

Mr. MASON. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask a question in order to learn 
whether I understood him correctly. Possibly I did not, and I do 
not want to do an injustice in my own thought. Did I understand 
the Senator in his former speech to say that he would not serve 
on this committee if it were appointed, and to give as one reason 
that he was not willing to be near a Spanish stiletto without an 
ironclad between him and it? At the same time he proposes to 
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expose the committee, consisting of other Senators, to that danger, 

fr. MASON. No; I take it there are some on this floor who 
would not be in any danger from a Spanish stiletto. They would 
be err safe. 

r. HOAR. The Senator, then, proposes to have a select com- 
mittee of Senators of that class 

Mr. MASON. Yes; I am perfectly willing. 

Mr. HOAR. Who do not agree with him? 

Mr. MASON. Iam perfectly willing. 

Mr. HOAR. I want to understand his statement. 

Mr. MASON. It was a mere statement. Artemus Ward was 
perfectly willing to sacrifice his wife's relations, and I am perfectly. 
willing to sacrifice those Senators in the American Congress who 
sympathize with the Spanish people. 

Mr. HOAR. What sort of an investigation does the Senator 
think he would get? 

Mr. MASON. We would get a very honest one, because all 
Senators are honest. We admit it. 

Mr. HOAR. Although not equally courageous? 

Mr. MASON. Although not equally courageous. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I was very sorry, indeed, to 
hear the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason] enter upon the gen- 
eral discussion of the Cuban — and give us another chapter 
of what are really horrors. The Cuban question, properly speak- 
ing, has no necessary connection whatever with the loss of the 
Maine, so far as we know. The policy of the Spanish Govern- 
ment with regard to Cuba is not in question here. The Senator 
spoke ——— and freely of ‘‘our enemies.” In the true lan- 
guage of diplomacy and legislation, we have no ‘‘ enemies.” Woe 
are at peace with the world. There has been no declaration of 
war. I think it improper, in a body like this, whose opinions are 
supposed to be received with some respect all over the world, to 
indulge in such language. 

An investigation, which is the present immediate duty, is bein 
carried on by the proper Department. The investigation can no 
be carried on in Washington. That is utterly impossible. Nor 
can there be two investigations at the same time. The hull of the 
battleship is thereinthemud. The fragments arescattered about. 
The remains of the ship are where at least some of them can be 
collected for the inspection of the experts, who will be able to 
judge something of the nature of theexplosion. Thesurvivors of 
the crew and officers are within easy reach of the naval court of 
inquiry. There are many witnesses who were on board the mer- 
chant ship that was near by, and also on board the Spanish war 
ship Alfonso XII, which was within about 225 yards of the ill-fated 
vessel. The divers are there and must continue there for a id 
time under the direction of the court of inquiry or of other skill- 
ful engineers. It is utterly impossible to carry on this proposed 
investigation at the same time. It is idle to think of it. 

After all shall have been concluded and we have the deliberate 
judgments of able scientific men and sailors of the highest honor, 
if there be anything left unsettled, if there be any bearing of this 

uestion which Congress thinks it is worth while to enter into, 
then will come the time for a committee of Congress. But it is 
now the time to do what the gallant captain of the Maine sug- 
gested, ‘‘Suspend your judgment;” just as if he had said in bat- 
tle, ‘‘Steady, men, and keep cool!” 

I wish the American people to maintain a self-respecting reti- 
cence and evenness of temper and language until we know whether 
there is anything worth being angry about. I have an unmiti- 
nag dislike—I will not say contempt—for warlike talk. I dis- 

ike to hear men say, ‘‘ We have got to do something now; there 

is something to be done now, this minute.” What dothey mean? 
That we shall declare war against Spain? Do these gentlemen 
really think that we are ready for that? Why triflo.with a mat- 
ter of such immense importance and responsibility? 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, just a word before this resolution 
of mine meets its fate. 

I regret very much the exhibition of temper on the other side of 
the Chamber this morning. I regret St that any resolu- 
tion that I introduce should lead to intemperate discussion among 
my Republican colleagues and associates. 

did not introduce the resolution for the purpose of creating any 
schism in the ranks of the opposition nor to reflect upon any depart- 
ment of the Government. I introduced it because I believed and 
do believe now that it is the duty of the Senate to investigate this 
whole affair. I believe that it is the duty of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs either to send a subcommittee to Habana and make 
an investigation or summon witnesses from there and take their 
testimony without delay and lay the result before the Senate. 
Whether they will do that or not I do not know. 

I share in the suspicion or some of the suspicion of the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. Mason]. I share in the suspicion that there is 
a purpose somewhere—I am not prepared to say where—to secrete 
the real truth and the real facts surrounding this unfortunate 
occurrence. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me? 





1898. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. : 
Mr. GRAY. Can the Senator give us the grounds of that sus- 
picion? It is a very important and weighty statement that he is 


king. 
Mr. ALLEN. It is an important statement that I am making. 


aking for myself; [am not speaking for anybody else. 
You I lon atv the grounds for it, Mr. President, and grounds 
which I think every citizen of the United States will recognize as 
being well founded. I have been a member of this body for five 
years. Ihaveseen investigation after investigation. Ihave never 
seen one completed, and I have never seen the real truth divulged 
by virtue of or through an investigation. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. hat investigation does the Sen- 
ator refer to? : Be 

Mr. ALLEN. I refer to many investigations. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Investigations by the Senate or 
by the Departments? 

Mr. ALLEN. Both. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. By the Navy Department? 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam not ong Foca the Navy Department, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. en—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I will give another ground. If 
the Senator had not interrupted me, I would not have gone as far 
asI gonow. The very air of this Capitol is rife constantly with 
secrecy. We are not permitted to know here as Senators of the 
United States anything about what is going on in some of these 
committees. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] is a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Foreign Relations. There are many 
matters before that committee which the Senate ought to know, 
and it would be like — eyeteeth to get a solitary fact from 
that committee as to the condition of our foreign relations at this 
time. Ido not know that lam unduly criticising that committee. 
It is so of other committees. We seem to be proceeding upon the 
idea that some Senator, by virtue of his birth or by virtue of his 
superiority of intellect, is entitled to have secrets of a public char- 
acter and secrete them from the public gaze. 

Now, with all due deference, I feel myself just as competent to 
receive and act upon a matter of secrecy as the Senator from Del- 
aware or any other Senator, and as a member of this Chamber I 
am entitled to it if it is of a public character. 

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator from Nebraska 
permit me a word? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Itseems to me, if there is any per- 
tinency to what the Senator is now saying, it is an argument 
against hisresolution. He suspects Senatorial investigations, and 
none others, so far as I can find, and yet he wants a Senatorial 
investigation. 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, no, Mr. President; the Senator reaches his 
conclusion from his frame of mind and not from anything I have 
said, I was answering the question of the Senator from Dela- 
ware, who wanted me to give some grounds for mystatement. I 
have given it. Iam expressing nothing that every other Senator 
heré does not feel and does not know. I heard three Senators, 
whom I can name, here on this floor four years ago call me to 
task for disclosing certain conditions in financial circles in New 
York, saying I ought not to make the statement I was making be- 
cause it would alarm the country. That statement was that the 
national banks were members of an association that had issued 
$62,000,000 of clearing-house certificates in violation of law; which 
was true. Itis true to-day. There was never any investigation 
of it. We appointed a committee here about two yearsago toin- 
vestigate the scandal of the sale of certain Government bonds. I 
should like any gentleman in this Chamber to produce the report 
that was made by that committee. 

Mr. GRAY. en why does the Senator want another such 
investigation by the committee of the Senate? 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not want another such investigation. I 
want the Committee on Naval Affairs to investigate this matter 
and return the truth and all the truth. Let the responsibility be 
with them. Itis not with me. It is with me if I fail to move at 
the proper time; but when the jurisdiction of the subject-matter 
— to that committee the responsibility is with them. If they 

ail to make a prompt ee and to report that investiga- 
tion to the Senate, and through the Senate to the world, they will 
be held responsible for it by public opinion. That is right. 

What became of your investigation? We charged that $19,000,- 

000 was made by the unlawful sale of unlawful bonds of this 
Government two years ago. A committee was appointed to make 
an investigation. They went to New York, as I understand it, 
and called certain witnesses before them, and came back and re- 
R omen. that the witnesses would not testify, and the whole matter 
, _ There was no report whatever, and still peculation and 
fraud go on—I was going to say in every branch of the Govern- 
ment—without let or hindrance. 

Those are some of the grounds for that statement. I would not 
have made this statement if the Senator had let me alone. I can 
make other statements which are equally true. 


Mr. GRAY. I thank the Senator for his reply, first, on account 
of his courtesy, and second, because it has relieved me from the 
grave apprehension that there were any grounds at all for sus- 
picion. 

Mr. ALLEN. I did not mean to say anything to the Senator 
from Delaware that was discourteous. 

Mr. GRAY. No; I was quite sincere when I said the Senator 
was courteous. 

Mr. ALLEN. So far as other grounds are concerned, I shall, 
at the proper time, bring in other investigations that suggest 
themselves to my mind at this time. 

I might go further; but, Mr. President, I want this resolution 
voted on, and I will stop talking right here. 

Mr. HALE. Had the Senator concluded? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir; I had concluded, 
the resolution. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I am not going to take any time. I 
decline absolutely to follow the Senator from Illinois — Mason] 
into the general discussion of the Cuban situation. have no de- 
sire to take advantage of the melancholy circumstances attending 
us at present in order to exploit myself. I believe it would have 
been better. more fitting, more in accord with the dignity of this 
body, if there had been no jarring and no warring on this floor 
to-day on this subject. 

I have here, and I shall ask to have read, a dispatch which the 
Secretary of the Navy has only a short time ago received from 
Captain Sigsbee. It shows one thing, that in Habana, certainly 
for the time being, every discordant note is hushed in the presence 
of this great calamity, and that all men there, standing face to 
face with the brave dead who went down and the spared remnant 
that remain, are enveloped in an atmosphere of pity and commis- 
eration and sympathy. I ask that the dispatch be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


I wanted a vote on 


HABANA, February 17, 1898. 
SECRETARY OF THE NAVY, 
Washington, D. C.: 


Nineteen of the Maine's dead were buried this afternoon with great civil 
ecclesiastical, military, and naval ceremonies, and with all the resources o: 
Habana brought into requisition. The Spanish Government, under express 
directions of General Blanco, the Bishop of Habana, General Parrado, and 
Admiral Manterola, and the mayor of Habana, took complete charge of all 
arrangements. The bodies were first laid in state in the building of the city 

overnment of Habana, where they were covered with floral and other em- 

lems suitable to the occasion, which were presented by officials and other 
persons of Habana of all shades of political opinion. They were escorted to 
the cemetery by representatives of all the military, naval, and civil organiza- 
tions and foreign consular officers, and through a vast concourse of people 
spreading over roofs. 

General Lee, myself, and officersand men of the Maine now here, together 
with Lieutenant-Commander Cowles and members of the Fern’s crew, were 
ry special carriages and conveniences. Ground fur the burial of the 

‘aine’s dead has been presented by General Blanco and the Bishop of Ha- 
bana in the beautiful cemetery of Habana. The utmost sympathy and re- 
spect have been shc ;n. I am informed by the authorities that this is the 
second instance only of such a demonstration having been shown to foreign- 
ers in the ponery of Habana. It is inconceivable that a greater demonstra- 
tion could have been made to me personally. A great number of people have 
expressed sympathy for the Maine and the United States Government and 
people. The remainder of the dead must perforce be buried with brief cere- 
mony, which will be conducted by ourselves; but the care and preparation 
of the remains will be under the direction of the Spanish authorities. 

About forty, in addition to those buried, have come ashore to-day. Very 
few are now recognizable. Even in the case of some of those who are hurt, 
but lived, recognition was difficult. I have not for a moment lost sight of the 

ief of the families and friends of the members of my crew, but I beg the 

epartment to explain to them that it is impracticable, in fact impossible, to 
send bodies home. Facilities are lacking and embalmment is necessary to se- 
cure shipment, even under the most favorable circumstances. Embalmment 
is only imperfectly done here. Will wire all cases of identification. I main- 
tain organization among my small force here, but it can be well understood 
that the execution of the work of which we are charged is one of much detail 
and difficult of execution. It is believed that all of the Department's tele- 
ais have reached me. Iam deeply grateful for the helpful sentiments and 
irections telegraphed by the President and the Department. 

I have the earnest help of all the officers of the Maine here now, which was 
to have been expected under all circumstances. A previous telegram sent 
to-day gives the names of those buried by the Spanish authorities. The flags 
of all vessels, naval and merchant, in Habana Harbor have been at half-mast 
yesterday and to-day. Shall send Mangrove back to Key West to-morrow 
with ei ht wounded from the hospital. Will wire names later. Dr. Clen- 
denin, of the Army, will remain with the wounded. Assistant Surgeon Spear 
alsocame by Mangrove, but will be detained here on board Fern to accompany 
others of the wounded when they are ready to be moved. Will put some 
divers to work to-morrow. Divers requested of Admiral Sicard will be here 
Saturday morning by Olivette. Recoveries of Maine's battery, etc., imprac- 
ticable except by regular wrecking outfit. 

SIGSBEE. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o’clock has arrived, 

Mr. HALE. The resolution will of course go to the Calendar 


under the rule. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Maine with- 


draw the motion so as to enable the Senate to receive a message 
from the House of Representatives? 
Mr. HALE. Certainly. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate will receive a message 
from the House of Representatives. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. H. L. 
OVERSTREET, one of its clerks, announced that the Speaker of the 
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m 
religious people, lovers of country, lovers of home, of 
of strong sense, open hearted, generous, hospit- 


Among this people Mr. WRIGHT was born; among them he spent 
It would be to find another man whom they knew 
y as it would be hard to find another more perfect 
example of their best qualities. His education was in the coun- 
radiate. His father was an old antislavery man, one of 
the founders of the Free Soil . He had drawn in the love of 
liberty and of justice with his mother’s milk. His life from his 
rr up was ae with im - t public service which tested 
is in moral . 
When he was 21 years old he was made deputy collector of in- 
ternal revenue. He held that office from 1861 to 1865, when the 
i large and brought the officer into intimate 
relations with the business men of the He was also soon 
summoned by his fellow-citizens to their service in the various 
offices of the wealthy and rapidly growing town, now the city, of 
North Adams. > 1884 —— —. den parang we fo 
station of great dignity and respo , demanding integri 
and tonnes abe = of a high order. This board has control of 
county expenditure and administration, beside a very extensive 
miscellaneous jurisdiction. Chief Justice Shaw used to say that 
under the Constitution all powers not bestowed on the General 
Government were reserved to the county commissioners. Soon 
after his term of three years’ service ended, he was chosen, in 1890, 
member of the executive council of the Commonwealth, and re- 
elected in 1891. In1892 he waschosen Representative in Congress, 
and reelected in 1894 and 1896. 

Few members of that great assembly haveever gained a stronger 
hold on the affection and the esteem of their associates. He sel- 
dom spoke in the debates. But he was constant and industrious 
in committee service, where, more and more, as the vast concerns 
of the Republic grow in magnitude and variety, the powers of 
legislation are wielded. He was universally esteemed asa man of 
sound judgment, absolute integrity, and unfailing courtesy. He 
was ajustman. He wasafaithfulman. His word was as stead- 
fast as Greylock onits base. He was amodest man. Hislife was 
simple and frngal. He was content with an honorable poverty. 
He was an independent man. He never flinched from di ee- 
able duties. He performed scrupulously the duties which were 
most obscure. He had a sweet and kindly nature. Hewas grow- 
ing poe ae | in the esteem of the House and of his constituents. 
The people of Massachusetts were looking forward for him toa 
long career of honor and usefulness, 

On Saturday, August 14, 1897, in the dusk of the early evening, 
the beautiful city was startled by the news that Mr. Wriaut had 
fallen just as he entered his house and died instantly, without a 
shock and without pain. Surely for him there could have been 
no happier parting. The prayer of the liturgy to be delivered 
from sudden death is a prayer for the survivors rather than for 
the man who dies. 

To the friends to whom his presence was a benediction, to the 
neighbors to whom the hospitality of that simple dwelling was a 

rpetual pleasure, to the constituency who so delighted to honor 

im, to the city in which he was a pillar and staff and stay, to her 
of whose heart he was the larger part, the stroke seems as cruel 
as it was sudden. But to him there is nothing to be deplored. 
He died by his own fireside. ‘‘I shall die in my nest,” saith the 
wise man. His life ended in the prime and vigor of perfect man- 
hood. He was spared old age. The joy of youth had crowned 
him. He drank of the cup of the water of life while it was sweet 
and clear, and was not left to drink it to the dregs. For him was 
the promise ‘‘the pure in heart shall see God.” 
N is here for tears, nothing to wail 
Or knock the breast, no weakness, no contempt, 
se, or blame—nothing but well and fair, 
what may quiet us in a death so noble. 

He was fortunate in life. He was fortunate also in death. He 
leaves to his city, to his constituency, to the great assembly of 
which he was a member, a fragrant and precious memory. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I had no personal acquaintance 
with Mr. Wricut; yet I know him in the light of his reputation. 
This test of character is rarely at fault as to any man, because it 
is a com tive declaration from the whole tenor of a human life 
rather than an inference drawn from some conspicuous act in the 
course of his career, 


Asa character for integrity is the best possession that can 
be enjo in life, so it is the best legacy a man can bequeath to 
his family, his friends, and his country. 

I will of the value of this | y left to this country rather 
than of the winning personality of Mr. Wricut. A stranger who 


is called to give expression to his views of the character of one 
who has passed through this life and is now in the inheritance of 
a life that will never end has a duty to perform in which he can 


ee 


have no other 
work of his life by those who were his associates and colaborers. 


than the estimate that is placed upon the 


Yet I find this a pleasing duty, because I am to speak of a life 
well spent in the honorable labors, of a life that was devoted to 
— of his fellow-men in all the public and private demands 

uty. 
form my opinions of Mr. Wricut upon the facts contained in 
record of his life, as to which all his acquaintances agree; and 
am glad to say that they justify that highest eulogium that: 
y man can deserve: That he was an honest, God-fearing, and 
God-loving man. 

It would be at least a pardonable transgression, if the personal 
affections that incline us to a charitable view of the lives of those 
who are our friends should lead us into expressions as to their 
virtues that are too brightly colored; and it would be painful, 
perhaps, to meet a man in the great beyond who could say to us, 
**'You overstated my virtues and forgot to mention my failings 
when you stood in the Senate and eulogized my life.” 

That will never occur, if the eulogy is sincere, whether or not 
it is fully deserved. 

There is a loveliness in the tribute of praise for the dead that 
is holy and inspiring, because it is the truest expression of affec- 
tion to love and honor the dead and to follow them in our thoughts 
to the unknown world, where they reside, with tearful remem- 
brance of our bereavement at their loss to us, and with wishes and 
peagers for their happiness. We are seldom so deeply concerned 

or them when oa are living. In the purest affection for the 
living there are still some jealousies that mar the most devout love. 

A stranger to Mr. WRIGHT, who never shared in the benefits or 
_——- of his personal friendship, and is yet earnestly moved by 

is convictions tospeak strongly in his praise, can safely rely upon 
the fact that he was an honest man to justify the strongest ex- 
pression of his admiration. 

Not that honesty of mind, heart, and purpose is a rare virtue, 
to be admired for its scarcity. It is found in millions of bosoms, 
and, like corn and wine and gold and silver, it is loved for its 
abundance and its purity. Whatever life has, at its close, left a 
record of high moral integrity is grounded in the Christian creed, 
a life that meets the requirements of the Divine Creator, whatever 
may have been its obscurity. 

The height and depth an 


breadth or the beauty and value of 
such a life can not be exaggerated by praise, because it is the full 
measure of the pu e of God in the creation of the soul and body 
ofman. A world filled with men who aresimply and truly honest 
would not have needed redemption, if that sublime condition could 
be otherwise accomplished. But, alas, that could not be! 

We are informed that Mr. WriGurt was one of the vast number 
who realized that an honest man, in the sight of God, is nota 
mere moral structure built up by human care, but that he is all 
that such care can create, and yet is still imperfect until he has 
been touched with the fire of divine inspiration and has been 
crowned by his Creator for a perfect and eternal life. Now, what 
tongue or pen can bestow honors that are too great upon such a 
man, whose life and its labors have made him worthy to resume 
the pure image of God in which he was created? 

His work in Congress, it is said by those who were best ac- 


quainted with Mr. WRIGHT, was in keeping with this high char- 
acter, and a profound sense of a was the guide and motive of all 
his public conduct. He hada field of usefulness that was assigned 


to him by an excellent constituency because of his fidelity in 
smaller matters, and he worked diligently in the great forum of 
the House of Representatives for nearly six years. He used all 
his powers in that service with faithful, earnest zeal, not listening 
to catch the applause of a nation, and not alarmed if he was an- 
tagonized even with the harsh criticisms of those with whom he 
disagreed. He had the courage of integrity, which is, after all, 
the highest trait of a true manhood. 

He was a representative man in a government that is intended 
to represent the will of the people in its laws and policies. He 
did not attempt to set himself above his people in autocratic con- 
trol of their affairs; nor did he humiliate them and himself by re- 
sorting to the low arts of the demagogue in order that he might 
deceive them into becoming his personal followers. He was fortu- 
nate in his constituency, and could well have gratified his greatest 
pride or ambition in being, what he was, their true representa- 
tive. 

In the Houses of Congress there is a great variety of representa- 
tives, corresponding in a marked degree with the differences that 
exist among the people in the States and districts in their social, 
political, and industrial matters. In the aggregate, they voice 
the sentiments of 75,000,000 of free people, and their voice is like 
the voice of the multitudinous seas, the grand harmony of whichis 
eloquent of an infinitude of power, when it is united ina common 
a of the will of the people. 

n a free government the truest representative of the will of the 
people is the best public servant. e is sheltered against the vio- 
ent excesses of popular passion by the limitations of the organic 
law; but within those limits his duty is to obey the will of the 
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people he represents, otherwise his constituents become his serv- 
ants. In these controversies the struggles are often very severe. 

Mr. WriGHT had little of this sort of embarrassment in his politi- 
cal career. He represented a settled community, who are largely 
homogeneous. An enlightened political constituency, not radi- 
cally opposed to their antagonists on some of the great party issues, 
invited him to become their Representative in Congress, and he 
consented to devote himself to their service. That community, 
like this Senate, was divided into political party organizations 
upon great leading measures of public policy and the principles of 
government; yet, in the main and amongst the honest men, they 
were all endeavoring, as we are, to promote the welfare of a com- 
mon country. 


I was antagonized to Mr. WRIGHT on almost allof these political | 


issues. Yet, recognizing the fact that he represented his constit- 
uency, as I feel that I represent mine, I honor him in his grave 
for his fidelity to his people. After all, in every patriotic sense, 
we are one people. The sun that glorifies the beautiful Berkshire 
hills of Massachusetts shines with no less splendor on the Appa- 
lachian range in Alabama, and the breezes from the Atlantic 
have played together on the same seas before they toyed with the 
plumes of the Alabama pines and tossed the tops of the great elms 
in Berkshire. 

These are nature's blessings onacommon people. The political 
blessing of a starry banner to wave in harmony above a nation 
of true Americans still more than nature’s ties is a bond that is 


good of mankind. 

Mr. WriGurT has faithfully served his day and generation as an 
honest American in this great work, and has left us an example 
that is worthy of our emulation. Let us follow it. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I knewvery little indeed about 
Mr. Wricur until I began to read the generous notices of him in 
another place. I feel asif[ knew him now. It is because, per- 
haps, I know many men of the same general character. With no 
special distinguishing qualities to mark him a great man, he had 
apparently a most perfect combination of all excellent elements. 

r. WRIGHT began when he was 22 or 23 years of age to receive 
evidence of the trust and respect of his fellow-citizens. For 
thirty-five years hecontinued with scarcely a break in public serv- 
ice of some description or other. He was a collector of internal 
revenue; he was county commissioner; he was manager of a na- 
tional bank and director of a savings bank. He was sent to the 
great council of Massachusetts, which is the adviser of the gov- 
ernor. He was sent to Congress, and he was in his seventh year 
here when he was suddenly taken away. 

In his family life they tell us he was the very idol of his house- 
hold. Asa friend and neighbor he was cheerful and happy, gen- 
erous and just. His judgment was sound, his integrity unques- 
tioned, sturdy asan oak. He was indeed an unusual man. 

I am reminded of what the great poet Tennyson says in speak- 
ing of Wellington. He was— 


Rich in saying common sense. 
And again, as Tennyson said, he— 
Stood four-square to all the winds that blew. 
Faithful, true, just, honest, patriotic, finely balanced. 
As another poet said: 


Since he had 
The genius to be loved, why, let him have 
The justice to be honored in his grave. 


Mr. LODGE. We are not called upon to-day, Mr. President, 
to commemorate the memory of a man whose days were filled with 
notoriety, or of one who, through brilliant oratory or aggressive 
success, held a large place in the public view. ASHLEY Bascom 
WRIGHT was a plain man and a silent man, of that type of silent 
man which has been so much eulogized by Thomas Carlyle. He 
was rich in what are called, or miscalled, the ordinary virtues, for 
he had that unswerving honesty in purpose and action, that judi- 
cial clear-sightedness in dealing with all questions, that gentleness 
of heart, and that human kindness which mankind in a fine and 
fragile optimism have agreed to designate as the common virtues 
of humanity. 

Mr. WRIGHT was a man of the people, and of the best people of 
Massachusetts, for he came of a stock long rooted in the soil, and 
his ancestors, notably his father, had been well known for elevated 
citizenship, efficacy in public and private affairs, and Se 
patriotism. His father, who had been an early Free-Soiler an 
Was among the very first Republicans in Massachusetts, was a 
man who, through all his life, commanded the respect of the entire 
community in which he lived, and his mother, sprung from the 
same New England stock, was an admirable woman in every way. 

Mr. WRIGHT was born in Hinsdale, Mass., in the country of the 
Berkshire Hills,on May 25,1841. There,amid the natural beauty 
of that part of Massachusetts, he was brought up. He received 
his education in the public schools of his native town and at 
Lincoln Academy. At the expiration of his course in this latter 


_ his fellow-citizens from one position to another. 
ordained, in the providence of God, to unite our strength for the 
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institution he entered a mercantile house in Hinsdale, and there 
he grew into a practical man of business and developed that sanity 
and clearness of judgment and that executive capacity in affairs 
which were of so much service to him in later life. His entire 
business career was one of honesty, intelligence, and thoroughness, 
and the same might truly be said of his public service as well. 

At the time of his death, although actively engaged in his work 
as a member of Congress, he remained a director of the Adams 
National Bank of North Adams and a member of the board of 
investment of the North Adams Savings Bank, and to these insti- 


| tutions his services were always conscientious and valuable. 


In the year 1862 Mr. WRIGHT was called to North Adams, Mass., 
to accept a position as chief deputy in the internal-revenue office, 
and from that time forward that active and growing city was t 
place with which he was most thoroughly identified. Although 
unflagging and admirable in the various business enterprises 
with which he was allied—for Mr. WRIGHT was essentially a 
trained, practical. and successful business man—he nevertheless 
fully realized and adequately fulfilled the duties and responsi- 
bilities of ss, and was for thirty-five years almost con- 
stantly serving the State in some branch of the public service. 

The same qualities which had enabled him to proceed in busi- 
ness with so much judgment and success, when trench to bear 
upon the duties of public office, rendered the discharge of his 
functions so able and intelligent that he was constantly called by 
I have said that 
Mr. Wricut was of New England stock. New England people 
are essentially a sensible and honest race, and Mr. WRIGHT pos- 
sessed those qualities which by association and inheritance he 
had every right to. Careful attention to detail, absolute honesty, 
sound and decisive judgment, and especially common sense were 
among his best attributes, and the various offices he filled with so 
much credit were benefited by his presence. 

Tn 1884 he was elected county commissioner, and for three years 
he discharged the duties of this post. In 1888 he became a mem- 
ber of the executive council of his native State, and in 1889 he was 
reelected to that position. In 1892 he was elected from the First 
Massachusetts district a member of the House of Representatives 
of the Fifty-third Congress, and was reelected to the Fifty-fourth 
and Fifty-fifth Congresses. It was before the expiration of his 
third term that he died of an apoplectic shock, on August 14, 1897. 

The eloquent testimony of those gentlemen who recently spoke 
of him in the House of Representatives shows how valuable a 
member of that body Mr. WRIGHT was. He was not a debater, 
nor did he seek distinction in the more brilliant ways of political! 
life, but his participation in the affairs of the House was active, 
intelligent, and effective, and the many strong qualities which he 
possessed made him an extremely useful member. Howthoroughly 
his value was appreciated by his constituents, how deeply his un- 
tiring kindness to all men, and his unceasing interest in the needs 
and wants of his district were felt by the people he represented 
requires no other testimony than his reelection twice to Congress. 

Mr. WRIGHT was a stanch Republican, both by Samimal con. 
victions and by inheritance; but his mature judgment was never 
warped by party hatred, and his cool-headedness was never dis- 
turbed by the strife of faction. As a practical politician he was 
able and energetic, for his successes were by no means always 
easy, and under a gentle though taciturn manner he concealed a 
calm courage and an untiring energy. His politics were of the 
best kind, for they were always clean, manly, and right-minded, 
and he never sought to succeed by personal abuse of his opponent 
or by underhand methods. In the consideration of national affairs 
he was sound and fair. 

It isowing tosuch menas ASHLEY B. WricgHt—able, intelligent, 
honest, energetic, and successful in private affairs as well as in 
public office, loved and respected both privately and publicly—that 
this country has developed from the small beginnings of Plymouth 
and Jamestown into a vast, opulent, and powerful nation, whose 
territory extends to-day, populous and thriving, from the Atlantic 
tothe Pacific. In sucha life of unostentatious usefulness, in which 
public spirit was never lost in the engrossing cares of private gain 
and personal advancement, there is a real and valuable lesson. 
We may learn from it the duty which American citizenship im- 
— and see the rewards which the quiet performance of that 

uty is sure tobring. To those nearest to him, to whom his sud- 
den death in the prime of life and in the fullness of activity came 
the rye stroke of personal sorrow, it is not possible to offer con- 
solation here, but in the ge of time they too may feel that in 
the words of praise spoken by those who knew him in the dis- 
charge of his public duties there is proof that he was rightly 
valued and appreciated, and that his useful and honorable life 
was not lived in vain. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of 
a ee offered by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 

OAR]. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to; and (at 3 o’clock 
and 42 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, Feb- 
ruary 21, 1898, at 12 o’clock meridian. 
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NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 18, 1898. 
UNITED STATES CONSUL. 


John T, Williams, of North Carolina, to be consul of the United 
States at Sierra Leone, Africa, vice Robert P. Pooley, transferred 
‘to St. Helena. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

George H. Lyman, of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Boston and Charlestown, in the State of Massa- 
chusetts, to succeed Winslow Warren, resigned. 


ASSISTANT SURGEONS—MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


John F. Anderson, of Virginia, to be an assistant surgeon in the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Milton H. Foster, of Pennsylvania, to be an assistant surgeon 
in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Leslie L. Lumsden, of Virginia, to be an assistant surgeon in 
the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Herman B. Parker, of Delaware, to be an assistant surgeon in 
the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States, in place of W. D. 
Bratton, deceased. a8 

Rudolph H. von Ezdorf, of the District of Columbia, to be an 
assistant surgeon in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United 
States. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE CORPS. 


Capt. Henry C. Cochrane, United States Marine Corps, to be a 
major in said corps, from the Ist day of February, 1898, vice Maj. 
Henry A. Bartlett, retired. 

First Lieut. Lincoln Karmany, United States Marine Corps, to 
be a captain in said corps, from the 1st day of February, 1898, vice 
Capt. Henry C. Cochrane, promoted. 

Second Lieut. William C. Dawson, United States Marine Corps, 
to be a first lieutenant in said corps, from the Ist day of February, 
1898, vice First Lieut. Lincoln Karmany, promoted. 


JUSTICE OF THE PEACE, 


Edmund W. Van Dyke, of the District of Columbia, to be jus- 
tice of the peace in the District of Columbia (assigned to the city 
of Washington), vice William C. Harper, deceased. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Russell H. Chandler, to be postmaster at Yuma, in the county 
of Yuma and Territory of Arizona, in the place of Frisby B. 
Logan, whose commission expired January 9, 1898. 

Orlando Wood Maulsby, to be postmaster at Santa Barbara, in 
the county of Santa Barbara and State of California, in the place 
of George E. Sawyers, whose commission expired January 12, 
1898, 

James Bromilow, to be postmaster at Chillicothe, in the county 
of Peoria and State of Illinois, in the place of W. H. Barbour, 
whose commission expires March 6, 1898, 

James A. Cummins, to be postmaster at Aledo, in the county 
of Mercer and State of Illinois, in the place of J. F. Henderson, 
whose commission expires March 6, 1898, 

John W. Fornof, to be postmaster at Streator, in the county of 
Lasalle and State of Illinois, in the place of William H. Minor, 
whose commission expired February 1, 1898. 

Harvey L. Henline, to be postmaster at Colfax, in the county 
of McLean and State of Illinois, in the place of James Fielding, 
removed. 

Francis M. Love, to be postmaster at Lewistown, in the county 
of Fulton and State of Illinois, in the place of Edward W. Duvall, 
whose commission expires March 6, 1898. 

Henry Mayo, to be postmaster at Ottawa, in the county of La- 
salle and State of Illinois, in the place of John F. Reed, whose 
commission expired February 16, 1898. 

Martin A. L. Olsen, to be postmaster at Dekalb, in the county 
of Dekalb and State of [linois, in the place of M. J. Henanghan, 
whose commission expires March 6, 1898. 

William H. Shaw, to be postmaster at Canton, in the county of 
Fulton and State of Illinois, in the place of D. W. Maple, whose 
commission expires March 9, 1898. 

M. F. Walsh, to be postmaster at Harvard, in the county of 
McHenry and State of Ilinois, in the place of John A. Sweeney, 
whose commission expires March 6, 1898. 

Horace G. Miller, to be postmaster at South Bend, in the county 
of St. Joseph and State of Indiana, in the place of Walter Harri- 
gan, whose commission expires March 9, 1898. 

J. Z. Powell, to be postmaster at Logansport, in the county of 
Cass and State of Indiana, in the place of V. Z. Hanawalt, whose 
commission expired January 31, 1898. 

George M. Robinson, to be postmaster at Rensselaer, in the 
county of Jasper and State of Indiana, in the place of Edward P. 
Honan, whose commission expires March 14, 1898. 

William D. Lee, to be tmaster at Toledo, in the county of 
Tama and State of Iowa, in the place of Martin G. Stiger, whose 
commission expired January 12, 1898. 





J. R. Smull, jr., to be postmaster at Stuart, in the county of 
Guthrie and State of Iowa, in the place of John Whitfield, whose 
commission expires March 20, 1898. 

Theodore von Keller, to be postmaster at Coalgate, in the Choc- 
taw Nation, Ind. T., the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
January 1, 1898. 

Jacob B. Coffman, to be postmaster at Russellville, in the county 
of Logan and State of Kentucky, in the place of Micajah S. Clark, 
removed. 

H. A. Hopkins, to be postmaster at St. Clair, in the county of 
St. Clair and State of Michigan, in the place of William M. Bar- 
ron, whose commission expires February 21, 1898. 

Richard B. Lang, to be postmaster at Houghton, in the county 
of Houghton and State of Michigan, in the place of Ernest J. 
Dube, whose commission expires February 21, 1898. 

Elmer N. Orr, to be postmaster at Manistique, in the county of 
Schoolcraft and State of Michigan, in the place of Arthur S. Put- 
nam, whose commission expires February 21, 1898. 

Harriet E. Morcom, to be postmaster at Tower, in the county of 
St. Louis and State of Minnesota, in the place of Charles McNa- 
mara, removed. 

Harry Buttles, to be postmaster at Memphis, in the county of 
Scotland and State of Missouri, in the place of DeWitt Wagner, 
whose commission expires March 19, 1898, 

Walter H. Andrews, to be postmaster at Lexington, in the 
county of Dawson and State of Nebraska, in the place of William 
J. McElhiney, whose commission expires March 19, 1898. 

Frank G. Simmons, to be postmaster at Seward, in the county 
of Seward and State of Nebraska, in the place of Joseph W. Dupin, 
removed. 

William C. Froehley, to be postmasterat Hamburg, in the county 
of Erie and State of New York, in the place of Philip Juergens, 
whose commission expires March 8, 1898. 

Albert Frederick Hill, to be postmaster at Cando, in the county 
of Towner and State of North Dakota, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1897. 

E. B. Aldrich, to be postmaster at North Amherst, in the county 
of Lorain and State of Ohio, in the place of John Riley, jr., removed. 

George B. Frease, to be postmaster at Canton, in the county of 
Stark and State of Ohio, in the place of John E. Monnot, whose 
commission expires March 15, 1898. 

James W. Bartlett, to be postmaster at Doylestown, in the 
county of Bucks and State of Fanasivenda. in the place of John 
M. Purdy, whose commission expired February 7, 1898. 

James O. Ladd, to be postmaster at Summerville, in the county 
of Berkeley and State of South Carolina, in the place of James O. 
Ladd, whose commission expired December 17,1895. (Reappoint- 
ment. ) 

Robert Z. Bennett, to be postmaster at Beresford, in the county 
of Union and State of South Dakota, in the place of Thomas T. 
Brady, removed. 

John C. Freeman, to be postmaster at New London, in the 
county of Waupaca and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Theo- 
dore Knapstein, whose commission expired February 1, 1898. 

Gustavus A. Kuechenmeister, to be postmaster at West Bend, 
in the county of Washington and State of Wisconsin, in the place 
of Henry Lemke, whose commission expired November 3, 1897. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 18, 1898, 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 
Walter B. Izard, a citizen of South Carolina, and David Potter, 
a citizen of New Jersey, to be assistant paymasters. 
MARSHAL. 


John F. Horr, of Florida, to be marshal of the United States for 
the southern district of Florida. 


SURVEYOR-GENERAL. 


James M, Gleaves, of Redding, Cal., to be surveyor-general of 
California. 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 
Mathew B. Malloy, of Waterville, Wash., to be register of the 
land office at Waterville, Wash. 


PENSION AGENT. 


Hugh Henry, of Chester, Vt., to be pension agent at Concord, 
N. H. 


INDIAN AGENT. 


Charles Wilkins, of Pendleton, Oreg., to be agent for the In- 
dians of the Umatilla Agency in Oregon. 
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JUSTICES OF THE PEACE. 


Francis Carroll Mattingly, of the District of Columbia, to be 
justice of the peace in the rict of Columbia (assigned to the 
city of estas. 

mrad H. Weiss, of the District of Columbia, to be justice of 
the peace in the District of Columbia (assigned to the city of 
Anacostia). 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

L. B. Clough, of Vancouver, Wash., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Vancouver, Wash. 

Herschel V. Cashin, of Decatur, Ala., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Huntsville, Ala. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Mary Gibson, to be postmaster at Romney, in the county of 
Hampshire and State of West Virginia. 

William A. Stienbarger, to be postmaster at Augusta, in the 
county of Hancock and State of Ilinois. 

Jackson Whiteman, to be postmaster at Marceline, in the county 
of Linn and State of Missouri. 

David F. Conrad, to be postmaster at Lexington, in the county 
of Davidson and State of North Carolina. 

Alfred Welshans, to be postmaster at Danville, in the county of 
Hendricks and State of Indiana. 

Frank W. Carver, to be postmaster at Angola, in the county of 
Steuben and State of Indiana. 

Edward McCreary, to be postmaster at Parkersburg, in the 
county of Wood and State of West Virginia. 

I, N. Hoag, to be postmaster at Redlands, in the county of San 
Bernardino and State of California. 

T. A. Stevens, to be postmaster at Chamberlain, in the county 
of Brule and State of South Dakota. 

‘ Morton Kilgore, to be postmaster at Goodland, in the county of 
Newton and State of Indiana. 

Samuel F. Davis, to be postmaster at South Paris, in the county 
of Oxford and State of Maine. 

Willard H, Pike, to be tmaster at Calais, in the county of 
Washington and State of ffaine. 

Ferdinand A. Davis, to be aster at Oakesdale, in thecounty 
of Whitman and State of Washington. 

J. W. McBroom, to be postmaster at Abingdon, in the county 
of Washington and State of Virginia. 

A. P. Funkhouser, to be eet at Harrisonburg, in the 
county of Rockingham and State of Virginia. 

W.5. Hissem, to be tmaster at Loudonville, in the county 
of Ashland and State of Ohio. 

Edwin 8. Williams, to be postmaster at Niles, in the county of 
Berrien and State of Michigan. 

William McCloy, to be postmaster at Bay City, in the county of 
Bay and State of Michigan. 

Stephen R. Allen, to be postmaster at Homer, in the county of 
Calhoun and State of Michigan. 

James J. Hunt, to be postmaster at Vineland, in the county of 
Cumberland and State of New Jersey. 

Alden Lyle, to be postmaster at Golden City, in the county of 
Barton and State of Missouri. 

Hugh B. Laing, to be postmaster at Gladstone, in the county of 
Delta and State of Michigan. 

Charles H. Richman, to be postmaster at Woodstown, in the 
county of Salem and State of New Jersey. 

Alfred R. Messler, to be postmaster at Upper Mont Clair, in the 
county of Essex and State of New Jersey. 

H. B. Rollinson, to be postmaster at bvoay, in the county of 
Union and State of New Jersey. 

Harry A. Griffin, to be postmaster at Galveston, in the county 
of Galveston and State of Texas. 

Beryl F. Carroll, to be postmaster at Bloomfield, in the county 
of Davis and State of Iowa. 

Harry A. Strohm, to be postmaster at Kentland, in the county 
of Newton and State of Indiana. 

Lewis A. Castle, to be postmaster at Wyoming, in the county 
of Stark and State of Illinois. 

Philip Rodenberg, to be postmaster at Mount Olive, in the 
county of Macoupin and State of Dlinois. 

Annette Simpson, to be postmaster at Pass Christian, in the 
county of Harrison and State of Mississippi. 

W. H. Stallings, to be postmaster at Augusta, in the county of 
Richmond and State of Georgia. 

E. C. Kreider, to be postmaster at Jacksonville, in the county of 
Morgan and State of Illinois. 

Charles M. Tinney, to be postmaster at Virginia, in the county 
of Cass and State of Illinois. 

James R. Morgan, to be postmaster at Maroa, in the county of 
Macon and State of Ilinois. 

John R. Marshall, to be postmaster at Yorkville, in the county 
ee et atagtn 
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HOUSH OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, February 18, 1898. 


The House met at 12 o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey, 
Henry N. Coupen. 


The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved, 
LOSS OF THE UNITED STATES STEAMSHIP MAINE. 


Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine. Mr. Speaker, before proceeding to 
the regular order, I ask unanimous consent for action upon a 
os resolution which I will send to the Clerk's desk, and which 

s explained by a letter received this morning from the Secretary 
of the naam which I will read for the information of the House, 

Mr. BAILEY. Before the gentleman , [ simply desire 
it understood that this is not a privil matter, and the gentle- 
man is asking for unanimous consent. 

Mr, BOUTELLE of Maine. This is a resolution to which I am 
sure no tleman in the House will object. 

Mr. BAILEY. It is a request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine. It is subject to objection, and isa 

uest for unanimous consent. 
he SPEAKER. The Chair will say that this is not a privi- 


— er: 


AILEY. The request is for unanimous consent, 

The SPEAKER. For unanimous consent. 

Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine. I so stated. 

Mr. BAILEY. I wanted it so understood. 

Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine. I so stated. This letter is ad- 
dressed to me as chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs: 


Navy DuPparRtTMent, Washington, February 17, 1398 
Srr: The U. 8. 8. Maine ha been sunk while in the harbor of Habana 
ae eae lost, i: is douned proper — nes ae oom ia 
crew having 08: P an ou 
be taken immediately to recover the remains of the officers and sana lant on 
the occasion of this most deplorable catastrophe; to 
save such ts of her armament and ——_ as ma 
this end I have caused to be prepared close 
Navy ent to 


resolution a the autho u 
—_— at once upon work, oma ma 6 sum of 000, or so 


is , 

m thereof as may be req sum to be made tely avail- 

able; and I have the honor to request that,if such action receives the ap- 

roval of the committee, the matter may be brought to the attention of the 
ouse as early as may be pr > 

r information received respecting the nature and extent of the 

difficult to determine 


thin the protection of a harbor 
le may be recovered 
© vessel, with her stores, 
mances cost, & tely, 
, ue of items which may have 
escaped serious injury, it may be said that the 10-inch Few. of which the 
Maine carried four, were worth, with their mounts, $43,500 each 
from the melancholy du upon the 
and wong Seen Corer if may be 
officers and men who lost their lives in this disaster, it ieved that much 
valuable property may yet be saved from the vessel. In any event it is of 
the utmost importance that whatever is to be done in this matter should bo 
entered upon without delay. 

For your further information I inclose a table showing the cost of a num- 
ber of items of the ordnance outfit of the U. 8. 8. Maine. 

The sinking of the Maine be made the subject of immediate and ex- 
a ees and Congress will be fully ad of the result of such 
nv on. 

In fixing the sum asked for, the Department is, of cougse, unable at this 

to Se Sine mecwenae a een degree of accuracy, but has 
conferred with the Bureau of Construetion Repair. And in case of the 
appropriation of the amount requested, only so much thereof as may be 
found oe meeemny will be expended. 
ery respectfully, 
JOHN D. LONG, Secretary. 
Hon. CHARLEs A. Bout 


ELLE, 
Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, House of Representatives. 


herewith a ractical a joint 
th 


ernment to recover 
the bodies of the 


Maine—Cost of ordnance outfit. 
dain battery and equipments 
battery, salocalinneous 
Secondary battery and equipme: 
Small arms and equipments 
Ammunition, main bat 


Inclosed with the letter is the above abstract of some of the 
items of the ordnance outfit and other eq ts which without 
doubt could be saved by prompt action. It is only for 
me to say that it is obvious, of co to that the work 
of sal should be without : 
merged in salt water, all of these val m 
Sor ey 
wor at once arrangemen 
wiething company tas tase call carry on that work suc- 
cessfully. Of course it will be understood by the House that the 








shown a very proper 


work, for the purpose 


available. 4 


Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine. I ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Maine to the fact that the authority is merely to recover the 
bodies and not to bring them back. I presume, however, that 
there will be no mere stickling over that. 

Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine. I would state that the Secretary 
in his letter speaks about bringing the bodies back, if possible. I 
would like to say, however, on that point, that I have a telegram, 
received this morning from the Secretary of the ae Cap- 
tain Sigsbee, that may be of sufficient interest to the 
ficient interest for me to read. [Cries of ‘‘Readit!”] It is the 


latest news we have. 


SECRETARY OF NAVY, Washington, D. C.: 


Nineteen of the Maine's dead were buried this afternoon with great civil, 
ecclesiastical, military, and naval ceremonies, and with all the resources of 


Habana brought into 
directions of General 


Admiral Manterola, and the mayor of bana, took complete charge of all 
arrangements. The bodies were first laid in state in the building of the city 

overnment of Habana, where they were covered with floral and other em- 

lems suitable to occasion, which were presented by officials and other per- 
sons of Habana of all shades of opinion. y were escorted to the 
cemetery by representatives of all the military, naval, and civil organizations, 
and fo consular officers, and throug) a vast concourse of people spread- 


ing over roofs. 


neral Lee, m , and officers and men of the Maine now here, together 


with Lieutenan 


ven special carriages and conveniences. Ground for the burial of the 
‘aine’s dead has been presented by General Blanco and the Bishop of Habana 
of Habana. The utmost sympathy and respect 
formed by the authorities that this is the second 
instance only of such a demonstration having been shown to foreigners in 
istory of Habana. It is inconceivable that a greater demonstration 
could have been made to a pees. A Gate of people have ex- 
pressed Tames for the Maine and the 
people. remainder of the dead must ‘orce be buried with brief cere- 
mony, which will be conducted ourselves, but the care and preparation 
of the remains will be under of the Spanish authorities. 
About forty, in addition to those buried, have come ashore to-day. Ve 
; even in the case of some of those who are hurt, 
Paes I have not for a moment lost sight of 


in the beautiful cemeter 


rof 


few are now 


secure shipmen " 

is only imperfectly done here. Will wire all cases of identification. I main- 
tain y small force here, but it can be well understood 
work of which we are cha is one of much de- 
of execution. It is believed that of the Department's 


and difficult 
I emmeedel for the helpful timents and directions tel hed 
or sen) 
by the: Proaden ail the of- 
ficers of 
cumstances. A 


am 
oat the execution of the 
reached 


te’ 


detained here on board Fern to accompan. others of e wounded when they 


security and then come into the common fund to the extent of the 
ee atk ree sank Ti Cie tines nea oman unpaid balance of his claim and share alike with the unsecured 
‘Recoveries of "8 , ete., impracticable except by wreck- | creditors. The other is the holder of a claim secured alone by 


ing outfit. 


Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine. Mr. _ I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. SULZER. I would like to ask the gentleman from Maine, 
the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, if he has any 
ation, judicial or otherwise, as to the cause of the catas- 

@ 


. BOUTELLE of Maine. I am obliged to make the same 
answer I did yesterday, that I have not. All the information I 
have received, however, has 
the view that it was due to accident. 

SPEAKER. Isthere 


ot he et 
Fe Amen 


Secretary of the Navy, recognizing that Congress is in session, has 
: S iaderenos to the views of Congress by com- 
ing to us at the outset for authority rather than resort to any 
straining of the authority of the Department itself, in regard to 
the expenditure of money in emergencies. Now, Mr. Speaker, I 
ask for the reading of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


joint resol n (H. Res. 148) to provide for recovering the remains of offi- 
4 —_ and = a property from the wrecked United States steamship 
Maine, and making an appropriation therefor. 
., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, author- 
es oe the services of a wrecking company or companies, having 
facil! for the prompt and efficient performance of su ine 
of eee the remains of the officers and men lost 
_ 8. S. Maine, and of sa 
ots aes ms, material equipment, fittings, and enannoss. 
as may be practicable; and for this purpose the sum of $200, 
thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated and made immediately 


t and the Department. I have the earnest help of 

Maine here now, which was to have been e under all cir- 

previous 
buried by Spanish au naval] and merchant. 
in Habana ‘bor have been at ak pee one F.,Shall send 
Ma back to Key West to-morrow with eight wounded the h 
pi Will wire names later. Dr. Clendenin, of the Army, will remain with 

he wounded. Assistant Surgeon 


Is objection to the 
ution? hiet s ponens) the Chair 


NON, to the 
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lution, but now that unanimous consent has been given, I only 
desire to say that I am heartily in favor of it and for that reason 
did not object. But I want to make this statement, that this 
matter should not constitute a precedent. It is really a matter of 
deficiency for the current year. 

Mr. BAILEY. I hope we shall never have another case like it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine. I was about to remark that the 
catastrophe is an extraordinary one. 

The resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote whereby the joint resolution was passed was laid 
on the table. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The regular order, Mr. Speaker. 


THE BANKRUPTCY BILL. 
























the vessel or such parts thereof, and so 


i eae Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I yield twenty minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. BALL}. 

Mr. BALL. Mr. Speaker, in all that has been said as to the ne- 
cessity for a national bankruptcy law,I fully concur. That Con- 
-— alone can pass laws by which the estate of an insolvent 

ebtor can be distributed among his creditors, and at the same 
time discharge the debtor from all his debts, is so well settled as 
to prevent discussion. That a widespread demand exists in this 
country for the passage of such a law it is idle to question. 

An enlightened public policy demands that a debtor loaded 
down with debts impossible to be discharged, with his productive 
energies so paralyzed that his business undertakings are con- 
ducted without profit to himself or creditors, should be permitted 
to surrender his estate, and, divested of debt, begin anew the race 
of life. In no other way can he become a useful member of so- 
ciety rather than a burden on the community and the business 
world. As this sentiment is shared by members of Congress of 
all parties, as we are, without regard to party, ready to vote for 
a just bankrupt bill, it seems to me that the discussion by ad- 
vocates of the pending bill would have been far more satisfactory 
had they discussed the merits of the bill itself rather than the 
necessity of bankruptcy legislation. 

Why is it that the Nelson bill, passed by the Senate of the United 
States, has been stricken out and this bill substituted therefor? 
Does not every member of this House know that it was done be- 
cause the Nelson bill was looked upon as too favorable to the 
debtor class? Is it possible that the great army of unfortunate 
debtors, whose woes have been so eloquently pictured in this dis- 
cussion to win support for the pending bill. are to be less con- 
sidered in the House of Representatives than in the Senate of the 
United States? It will not do to say the Nelson bill was a purely 
voluntary bill and therefore not just to the creditor class. 

The Nelson bill provides for involuntary bankruptcy for actual 
fraud on the part of the debtor, and is honest enough to use the 
word “defraud” that every court must construe in accord with 
established rules, while this bill uses always the word ‘“‘ defeat,” 
with its numerous synonyms, behind which lurk unnumbered 
opportunities for the conscienceless creditor to shield himself from 
responsibility for unjustifiable oppression of the debtor. I know 
many creditors are humane, but others are not, and I would guard 
the citizen from human avarice uncontrolled by a quickened con- 
science. 

The time allotted me prevents a proper presentation of all ob- 
jections to the pending measure. Let me suggest a few. lt is 
claimed for this bill that its effect will be to prevent the prefer- 
ence of one creditor over another; and yet I say to you that in this 
bill, concealed behind a new definition for secured creditors and 
much verbiage, there are created two classes of preferred creditors 
that, above all others, should not be preferred. One is thecreditor 
(usually the larger one) who has his claim secured by real or per- 
sonal property. 

This class of creditors is permitted by the bill to exhaust his 
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HABANA, February 17, 1898. 


tion. The Spanish Government, under express 
co, the Bishop of Habana, General Parrado, and 
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personal indorsement. This class of creditors are permitted to 
come into the common fund, share alike with unsecured creditors 
for the full amount of his claim, and then go on the indorsers of 
the paper for the unpaid balance of his debt. 

hy is this? It is for no other purpose than to give the large 
money lender, who usually takes a lien upon real or personal 
property, and the banks of the country, who loan upon personal 
security, a preference over all other creditors, especially the smaller 
ones. Sates justice demands that they should either rely upon 
their security and leave the common fund to the unsecured cred- 
itors, or throw their securities of every character into hotchpotch 
and then share alike with other creditors. 

Of the acts of bankruptcy named in the bill, eight in number 
page 21), not one necessarily involves actual fraud—one-half are 
or causes possessing no element of fraud. For instance, No. 2 
(page 21) makes it grounds for involuntary bankruptcy to fail to 
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‘secure the release of property levied upon by process of law 
‘within thirty days. Again,on page 28, section 8, this bill provides 
\that after the petition is filed, upon affidavit of any person at 
interest that such bankrupt is about to leave the district to avoid 
‘examination, the judge shall order the marshal to keep such bank- 
rupt in custody. True, it provides “ but not imprison him;” but 
what liberty-loving American citizen can see any difference be- 
tween being cast into prison and being held in custody by a 
United States marshal? [Applause.] 

As for me, if the time should ever come that I should be so un- 
fortunate as to be subject to such proceedings, I prefer to be hid- 
‘den away from the sight of man rather than manacled in the cus- 
tody or under the surveillance of such an officer. [Renewed ap- 
‘plause. | 

Again, on page 29 of the bill, where the matter of extradition 
of bankrupts is referred to, it will be found that they are treated 
‘as common criminals. 

Let me illustrate further some of the hardships of this bill. A 
court of bankruptcy, located perhaps 500 miles away from the 
scene of action, is authorized to force witnesses to tome before it 
in — who have no interest in the subject-matter of the suit, 
‘and to give evidence touching the property, conduct, and acts of 
ithe bankrupt. Why not resort, as in other civil cases, to deposi- 
tions, as provided by law? Why make an exception in this case? 

Again, Mr. Speaker, the provisions of the bill creating criminal 
‘offenses are harsh in the extreme. Why, sir, it is made a crimi- 
nal offense, punishable by imprisonment for two years, for a man 
‘to have bought goods in contemplation of bankruptcy with intent 
not to pay for same, or to prefer a creditor, or increase the estate 
in bankruptcy. In the same way many other provisions of the 
bill are fraught with hidden, unseen dangers to the rights and 
liberties of the people. 

Mr. Speaker, it seems to me to be the effect, if not the inten- 
tion, of this bill to turn over the persons of our citizenship to the 
‘tender mercies of the Federal courts, that thereby vast and power- 
ful collection agencies may be created in this country for thé bene- 
t of importunate creditors. 

But, Mr. Speaker, this bill seems to seek to prevent the discharge 
of a bankrupt if itcan beavoided. Among other causes,on page 
88 it is provided as a ground for the nondischarge of the ome 
that he should have made a substantially false valuation of h 
property, and this without reference to whether the property was 

udulently undervalued, or whether the undervaluation was a 
mistake, or whether any loss was suffered therefrom. 

But if there was no other reason why members should scruti- 
nize this bill, the enormous powers given to possible petty tyrants, 
the referees created by this bill, ought to impel every lover of 
human rights and human liberties to look’ well to his vote. 

It is evidently the purpose of the bill that practically the entire 
conduct of the bankrupt’s estate shall be in the hands of the 
‘trustees and referees. The referees are given powers, subject to 
review by the judge, which ought not to be delegated by the court 
toanyone. On page 52 of the bill, persons are required to go a 
hundred miles in obedience to a subpoena from a referee. It is 
‘made contempt of court not to do so. It is made contempt of 
court to misbehave during a hearing before a referee or near the 

lace thereof. It is made contempt of court to fail to produce a 
Sotenent or refuse to be examined by a referee or disobey his 
summons, and upon a certificate from the referee to the judge 
(maybe 500 miles away), the judge in a summary manner may 
hear evidence as to the acts complained of (the accused not neces- 
‘sarily being present), and may punish and commit the accused as 
if the alleged offense had been committed in the presence of the 
‘court 


' 


This,-sir, is not only imprisonment for constructive contempt, 
against which every Democrat at least is pledged, but it is impris- 
‘onment for constructive contempt at second hand. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there can be no question that one of the 
chief objections to the passage of a bankruptcy law is that the 
‘arbitrary exercise and usurpation of power by the Federal judi- 
ciary in this country has brought them into just odium among 
many liberty-loving ple. this bill could be carried out b 
the State courts much of the objection thereto would be obvia 
' Amend by adding, after the words “affected by it,” line 6, page 
80, the following: 


CHAPTER VI. 
JURISDICTION OF STATE COURTS. 


Ec. 71. From and after the e of this act, where the nwmslieg 
power of any State has cunebed and adopted, or shall hereafter enact an 
opt, the terms and provisions of this as the law of such State in lieu of 
{ gesignment or other laws for the compulsor tribution of an - 
jyent's estate among his creditors, and provide for its ss sroechans ip 
rts of bankruptcy designated by the laws of such State, this ac pot 
; trued to annul, or Dm the laws of any such State e 
ado ted in cocentinee with rovision. 


| Bago. es, forms, and orders ag to rocedure, ex ion 
iprogess, adipinistrad f ion of oaths or tions, keep p the record. ab —_ 
of form for purpose of the pro of 
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ractice and procedure of the courts of bankruptcy in such State, not 
Ing the substance of this act, shall not be deemed in conflict with it’ 

Ec. 73, When any qualified person has filed a petition in acourt of bank- 
ruptcy of such State, or the creditors of such person have filed a petition in 
such court to have him adjudged a bankrupt, and such persons and all his 
creditors are resident citizens of such State, it shall not be lawful to trans- 


jw or  eratoe such cause to any other court of bankruptcy designated by 
ac 


Suc. 74. When a petition has been filed by any qualified person in a court 
of bankruptcy of such State to be adjud a voluntary bankrupt, or any of 
the creditors of such persons have filed a petition in such court to have him 
adjudged a bankrupt, any creditor of such perers. a citizen of the 
United States, but not acitizen of the State in which the petition has been 
filed, and who at the time of the filing of such — was a creditor of such 
person in a sum exceeding 0m. have the right to have such cause re- 
moved to the district court of the United States having jurisdiction thereof. 

Szc. 75. Fees and compensation allowed by the laws of any such State 
shall not, for any purpose, exceed those fixed by this ac 


Sxc. 76. Nothing in Chapter VI and the sections thereof shall be construed 


to deny or abridge the jurisdiction of the United States courts to exercise 
original jurisdiction as to any petition filed in said courts in accordance with 
this act, except as mentioned in section 73 of this chapter. 

Sxc. 77. _ bankrupt whose estate has been distributed by a court of 
bankruptcy of such State may be Sepereee from all his debts by filing an 
—— in the district court of the United States having jurisdiction 
thereof in the manner and form provided for in this act. 

If not adopted at this time, sooner or later I hope to see thig 
provision incorporated in the law. I have given it much study, 
and to my mind there can be no question of its constitutionality, 
In the leading case of Sturges vs. Crowninshield (4 Wheaton’s 
U.S. Sup. Ct. Rep.) it was decided, in effect, that State bankrupt 
laws were valid in so far as they sought to distribute the estate 
of a bankrupt, and void only in so far as they sought to discharge 
the bankrupt of his debts. 

In my judgment, as this amendment preserves the original juris- 
diction of Federal courts in all cases and permits the exercise of 
concurrent jurisdiction in certain cases by State courts under 
State laws identical with the Federal laws, ‘have is no good reason 
why the discharge of a bankrupt from his debts by such State 
courts would not be constitutional; but to guard against any un- 
certainties, this amendment contemplates that an application for 
discharge be made to the Federal court, and the act of discharge 
which is the only act impairing the obligation of a contract, will 
be made and entered by the Federal court. 

Nonresident creditors are amply protected in this amendment, 
If by any remote chance this provision should be declared uncon- 
stitutional, it will not affect or disturb the balance of the act, but 
in all oe the law would remain precisely as if the amend- 
ment had not been adopted. The saving to the Federal Govern- 
ment should this amendment be made a part of the law would be 
avery large sum. It would greatly facilitate the closing up of 
estates, especially small ones, at much less cost. It would be of 
untold advantage, so far as the convenience of the people is con- 
cerned. A bankrupt court would exist in every or in every 
State in the Union. It would prevent the congestion of business 
where the Federal courts are situated and do more to satisfy our 
people with a bankrupt law than any provision that could be 
enacted. There are many reasons which justify its adoption and 
no an reason why it should not be. 

Should this bill pass, a bankrupt law will have come to stay. 
While the jubilee idea was a recognition by the Israelites that a 
time must come when debts should be canceled and the debtors 
released, their plan has no adaptation to modern civilization and 
commerce. Instead of having a bankrupt law passed at period- 
ical intervals to relieve the pent-up energies and industries of a 
great pee. thus’ bringing about a wholesale liquidation, we 
should have an established uniform bankrupt law, operating alike 
in every State of this Union, so that when a crisis comes in the 
affairs of an individual, isolated emancipation could be had with- 
out disturbance of business conditions. The necessity of national 
emancipation from debts, which can not be had without grave dis- 
turbance in the business of our commercial world, would then 
never come. 

In conclusion, let me say that I have no desire to criticise the 
supporters of this bill, whether they do so from choice, or, yield- 
ing to the clamor of debtors, shut their eyes to its many unjust 
provisions and go it blindly. I warn you, however, that very 
many of our people will not accept as an excuse for so harsh @ 
measure that your votes were cast for fear all bankruptcy legisla- 
tion would be defeated. If the advocates of a better bill are not 
strong enough to adopt one, they are also powerless to defeat this, 
and it will become alaw without their help. Let those who favor 
this bill as it is take the responsibility of its passage. 

As for me, anxious as I am to vote for a just bankrupt law that 
will bring relief to a debt-laden people throughout this land of 
ours, jealous of the rights and liberties of our ple, I prefer to 
shoulder the r nsibility of voting against this bill rather than 
become a party to the of such a measure as that which is 
now pocentes for our cons tion. [Applause. | 

And, Mr. a I to content myself with that 
vote and say to my people it is better ‘‘to bear the ills we have 
rather than accept a measure which can bring to us but “a hat- 
of barren regrets.” [Applause.] 
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Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, has the gentleman consumed 


j 2 
nit ke SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Dauzet in the chair), The 
gentleman has not entirely consumed his time. 


Mr. HENDERSON. ow much time is remaining? 
The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman has consumed 
j minutes. 
aT BAILEY. Then he has two minutes of his time remaining? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has two minutes 
remaining. : , ' 
Mr. BAILEY. Of course that time will be reserved for this 


de? ; 

Mr. HENDERSON. ee. ; 

Mr. BAILEY. Does the gentleman desire to proceed now? 
Mr. HENDERSON. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. SuLzER}. ; 

Mr.SULZER. Mr. Speaker, the question of a uniform bank- 
ruptcy law is one of the most important and imperative questions 
this House has been called on to determine this session. 

The Constitution provides that Congress shall have power to 
establish uniform laws on the subject of bankruptcy through- 
out the United States, and in my opinion the time is opportune 
for the passage of a fair, just, and equitable bankruptcy law. 
From all parts of the country, for some time past, the people have 
asked for this legislation, and petitions innumerable have been 
sent to Congress demanding the enactment of such a measure. 
There can be no doubt that to a great many of our fellow-citizens 
a good bankruptcy law is a consummation most earnestly desired. 

I have carefully read this bill, and in many respects it does and 
ought to meet the just expectations of the business people of the 
country. There is no doubt of the imperative demand for some 
legislation of this character, caused by and incident to the hard 
times, business depression, falling prices, and other evils that to- 
day afflict the body politic. Itis not an absolutely perfect bill, and 
I doubt if any bill of this scope, magnitude, and importance can 
be made in the first instance absolutely perfect. With few excep- 
tions all important acts of legislation in the past have been and 
doubtless always will be in the nature of a compromise. 

I favor the passage of this bill as a whole and shall give it my 
support and vote, believing it is desired by and for the best inter- 
ests of a vast majority of the business men of this country, and 
that it will meet with popular favor and answer a pressing and 
urgent demand. 

if the bill is not entirely perfect, if there are some defects in it, 
they will soon be disclosed when it becomes a law, and these de- 
fects, if any,can be remedied and cured by subsequent legislation. 
Take the bill, then, all in all, in my judgment it is beyond ques- 
tion the best bankruptcy measure that can be enacted at this 
time, and a t improvement on all previous similar acts. 

The members of the Judiciary Committee, and especially the 
distinguished chairman of that committee, are to be congratu- 
lated on the result of their arduous labors. 

So far as the voluntary features of the bill are concerned they 
meet my most hearty approval. They are entirely in the interest 
of the poor and honest debtor. No honest debtor anxious to begin 
business life again can possibly find fault with that part of the 
bill, and I do not think the bill in that respect can be improved. 

There is another part of the bill that I like, and that is the pro- 
vision that gives a preference to and carefully safeguards the 
wages of employees and the rights of the producers and the wage- 
earners of the country. Under the provisions of this bill these 
worthy people are absolutely protected in every respect and every 
safeguard is thrown around their rights to protect their wages 
and earnings. They have received all that can be asked for, and 
this measure can not be improved so far as they are concerned. 

In regard to the involuntary features of the bill I do not wholly 
concur in the views of the committee, and believe the bill in that 
respect could be perfected, at least to some extent. I understand 
an amendment to this section of the bill will be offered, and at 

resent I feel inclined to support it and think it ought to prevail. 
f, however, that proposed amendmentshould fail, I shall vote for 
the bill, take it all in all, asit is, and I hope it will pass and speedily 
become alaw. If we will enact this measure into law at this ses- 
sion of Congress, I feel confident it will be in response to the 
wishes of the people and for their best interests. Let us then pass 
this bill and give it a fair trial. It will grant some relief to hun- 
dreds and thousands of people in all parts of the land. It can do 
no harm and is bound to do many distressed persons a great deal 
of good. It will be a boon to the oppressed and struggling debt- 
ors hoping for a chance to begin again and make a new start, and 
it _ fair and just to 7 ee ins sane 
y sympathies are all with the poor, the oppressed, an eun- 
fortunate. My heart goes out to those who toil and struggle and 
fail. I know in the long race of life’s tempestuous battle only the 
few win, that the many lose heart, become discouraged, and give 
up the fight in hopeless despair. This bill will help the honest 
debtor who has failed, give him renewed courage, and raise again 
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the star of hope above his sinking and despondent head. It will 
afford no relief to the dishonest debtor; it will not wrong the 
creditor, but it will give the honest debtor another opportunity 
and a new start on the road tosuccess. For these reasons I favor 
a measure of this kind, and want to see it become alaw. It will 
grant some relief, and it will do some good. I can not see how it 
can do harm. 

I know of my own knowledge that there are a great many busi- 
ness people in the city and State of New York, which I have the 
honor in part to represent on the floor of this House, who are 
anxious for the passage of this bill. Many of my constituents 
have written to me requesting me to vote for this bill, and several 
have personally asked me to advocate it and vote for it. I have 
received no protests against it, and no one has requested me to 
oppose it. 

he business people of this country want a uniform bankruptcy 
law. This will meet that want. It will give more stability to 
credit, increase business confidence in commercial transactions, 
revive trade, stimulate languishing industries, arrest fraud, insure 
an equitable distribution of an insolvent debtor's assets among all 
his creditors, and grant the honest bankrupt his discharge. It 
will help the unsuccessful and the unfortunate, do no man an in- 
justice, but protect and guard the rights of all. I hope the bill 
will meet with the approval of a majority of the members of the 
House and the Senate and speedily become a law. 

Mr. Speaker, while I am discussing this bill I desire in a brief 
and hasty way to call the attention of the House toa matter of 
grave and imperative importance, a matter that concerns every 
citizen of this country. 

The Government of the United States is about to sacrifice to a 
Wall street syndicate by the sale of the Kansas Pacific Railroad 
the enormous sum of $7,000,000. This is one of the greatest out- 
rages on the taxpayers of this country which has been committed 
in years. 

It is a plain steal out of the pockets of the people of $7,000,000. 
Who gets this enormous sum of money? The people want to 
know; and there ought to be and there will be a rigid investiga- 
tion. As is well known, the Kansas Pacific Railroad has paid in 
earning capacity 4 per cent on $30,000,000 for the last twenty 
years, and this during a period of business depression, commercial 
disaster, and hard times. There is no doubt the road is worth 
much more, and there is no doubt that its business in the near 
future will make it worth much more. I believe in the next few 
years the Kansas Pacific Railroad will be worth at least $50,000,- 
000. There is absolutely no reason why the taxpayers of this 
country should lose a dollar on the sale of this railroad. The 
Government received every dollar, with interest, from the sale of 
the Union Pacific Railroad, and if the Department of Justice was 
alive to its duty, the Government would receive every dollar, 
with interest, from the Kansas Pacific Railroad. 

There is no doubt in my mind that the Kansas Pacific Railroad 
would bring at a fair and just sale every dollar due the people of 
this country. This railroad owes the Government about $13,000,- 
000. The Government has only received about $6,000,000 by rea- 
son of the action of the Attorney-General, making a clear loss to 
the taxpayers of about $7,000,000. This is a flagrant outrage and 
a public scandal. It is # gigantic steal. It is a disgrace to the 
Administration. It is a shameful sacrifice of the rights of the 
people and a humiliating surrender on the part of the Government 
to the reorganization committee. 

The Attorney-General of the United States has played into the 
hands of the Wall street syndicate, and has allowed the syndicate 
to fix its own price, have its own way, and make a cool:$7,000,000. 
This loss is a natioual crime. I raise my voice against this out- 
rage to-day because it is not yet too late for the Attorney-General 
to act, and if he will do his duty now there is no doubt this 
$7,000,000 can be saved and one of the greatest scandals in the 
history of our country averted. As a lawyer, “have had occasion 
to investigate this matter very closely, and I unhesitatingly give it 
as my opinion that if the Department of Justice will bid at the 
sale, do its full duty, and insist on all its rights, the Government 
will receive every dollar, with interest. 

Make no mistake; the people will hold the Administration re- 
sponsible. In the present stage of the Treasury, with a deficit of 
millions and millions, and growing larger’ daily, owing to the 
failure of the Dingley tariff law, this crime becomes most glaring. 
Every honest man in this country who has looked into this mat- 
ter knows that ata fair sale, with all the rights of the people safe- 
guarded and protected, the Government would get every dollar, 
with interest. Why this outrageous sacrifice? If the Govern- 
ment goes on losing money in this way, it will not be long before 
the Treasury wil! be bankrupt and the Government compelled to 
take the benefit of this act or begin issuing bonds again. 

I wish, at this time, here and now, as a representative of the 
people, to enter my most emphatic protest against this outrageous 
sacrifice of the Kansas Pacific Railroad to the Wall street syndi- 
cate and monopolists. It is not too late for the Attorney-General 
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to take immediate action. Will hedohis duty? If he does, there 
is no doubt the $7,000,000 can be saved. It ought to be saved. 
The railroad runs through one of the richest and most prosperous 
districts in our country and is worth a great deal more than its 
entire debt. 

It is due to this House and to the people of this country that 
the Attorney-General save this $7,000,000 or give good and suffi- 
cient reasons why he has allowed that vast sum of money to be 
sacrificed. 

At some future time, if Ican get an opportunity, I will have 
something more tosay in regard to this matter. ,Why did not 
the Attorney-General take the same action regarding the sale of 
the Kansas Pacific Railroad that his predecessor took in regard 
to the sale of the Union Pacific Railroad? There is dereliction 
somewhere. Unless this matter is satisfactorily explained there 
must bea rigid andsearching investigation. The peopleare watch- 
ing the McKinley Administration in regard to this and other mat- 
ters, and you can rest assured you will hear from them. 

The Attorney-General is charged with the responsibility of pro- 
tecting the interest of the taxpayers in regard to this matter. He 
has acted in the interest of the syndicate and not in behalf of the 
people. The people will not be robbed and outraged in this man? 
ner. They know their rights, they demand them, and they are 
going to have them. Any dereliction on the part of the Adminis- 
tration in a matter of such great importance as this will be a grave 
public scandal and will not be overlooked or condoned by the 
people of this country. The Attorney-General must do his duty 
to the people or they will know the reason why. This loss of 
$7,000,000 is a matter of the first importance and concern to every 
man in the Republic. The whole matter has a suspicious look. 
The day is not far distant when we will know the true facts in the 
case, and woe betide those officials of the Government who have 
been recreant to their trust. 

The Kansas Pacific Railroad sale is an outrage and a steal. It 
is a shameful scandal and ought to be stopped. It canbe ayers 
We call upon the Attorney-General to do his duty. Will he do 
it? We will know during the next few days. 

Yesterday the Senate passed a resolution to prevent the con- 
summation of this fraud. This House hasdone nothing in regard 
to it, and probably will do nothing. Why? Ask the syndicate. 
It seems to have played its cards well,and won. Has the game 
been closed? Is the recordmade? If so, the record will tell a tale 
of shameful betrayal of a - le’s confidence, and on that record 
the Republican party will Judged in the coming campaign. 

The McKinley advocates promised much before election. What 
has the Administration done since it came into power last March? 

The Republican party during the last Presidential campaign 
promised the people in the event of its success immediate pros- 
perity. The Republican party by fraud, false pretense, and 
mendacity humbugged the people and elected its ident, but 
prosperity failed to materialize. The promises made during the 
campaign were a delusion and a snare. They were made to get 
in on, but not to be carried out. 

The producers, the wage-earners, and the industrial and manu- 
facturing interests of the country continue to be as helpless, as 
hopeless, and as bad off, if not worse, than before. Conditions do 
not improve and times do not get better. 

Immediately after Mr. McKinley was inaugurated President he 
convened Congress in extraordinary session to pass a new tariff 
law. The Republicans then claimed that the Dingley bill, if 
enacted into law, would give immediate relief to the country, 
speedily restore business confidence, and bring about an era of 
prosperity without a parallel. It has been a law for more than 
six months, and is the greatest failure as a revenue-producing 
measure in the history of this or any other country. It was a 
fraud on its face and in results the most conspicuous tariff failure 
of the century. 

At the time of the p of the Dingley bill, in a speech which 
I delivered on the floor of this House on the 31st day of March 
1897, I said that the Dingley bill would not provide additional 
revenue for the Treasury nor encourage the lenges indus- 
tries of the United States. I pointed out that the bill was not 
what it se pepe to be on its face, and predicted that it was 
destined to be a worse failure as a tariff measure than the original 
McKinley law. 

I then claimed, and my claims have come true, that it would 
not restore prosperity, encourage industries, increase wages, pro- 
tect the laboring man, help the toiler and the wage-earner, bene- 
fit the farmer, or bring additional revenue to the Treasury, but 
that it would decrease the revenue, stagnate business, paralyze 
industrial progress, im labor, and cause a worse condition of 
affairs than ever exi before. I further said it was the worst 
piece of class legislation and favoritism ever offered in . 
and that eve ing in the bill from the beginning to the end was 
in favor of the manufacturers, the monopolists, the trusts, the 
syndicates, and the other tic combinations which con 


b- 
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1 pointed out at the time that it was one of the worst specimens 
of <p legislation ever introduced in Congress, auf that it 
would add burdens on the consumers of our country beyond ths 
calculation of the human intellect; that its sole object was to 
take from those least able to pay and give to those most able to 
pay. All that I said at that time in opposition to and in denun- 
ciation of the passage of the Dingley bill is to-day practically true, 

The Dingleylaw has now been in operation for over six months, 
and it has caused a deficit in the revenues of over 000,000. 
Surely it must be admitted now by the champions and the advyo- 
cates of the Dingley measure that it is a complete failure and has 
not in any way accomplished 7 or met to the slightest 
extent the expectations of its friends. 

How much longer will the people humbly consent to be robbed 
and submissively permit a continuation of this es system 
and policy of favoritism and class legislation? All legislation of 
this kind, bestowing special benefits on the few, is unjust and 
against the masses and for the classes. It has gone on until less 
than 8 per cent of the ny own more than two-thirds of all the 
wealth of our country. It has been truly said that monarchies 
are destroyed by poverty and republics by wealth. If the greatest 
Republic the world has ever seen is destroyed, it will fall by virtue 
= this vicious system of robbing the many for the benefit of the 

ew. 

The total population of the United States, according to the last 
census, is about 70,000,000. The total aggregate wealth of the 
United States, ae the best statistics that can be pro- 
cured, is estimated at about $62,000,000,000, and it ap 8, and 
no doubt much to the surprise of many, that out of a total popu- 
lation of 70,000,000, less than 40,000 persons in the United States 
own more than one-half of the entire te wealth of the land. 
And this has nearly all been brought about by legislation during 
the last twenty-five years. 

The centralization of wealth in the hands of the few by the rob- 
bery of the many during the past quarter of a century has been 
simply enormous, and the facts and figures are ——: Three- 
quarters of the entire wealth of our land —— to be concen- 
trated in the hands of a very small minority of the people, and the 
number of persons constituting that minority grows smaller and 
smaller ev year. The legislative schemes which have been 
most favored for checking this growing centralization of wealth 
are generally the most delusive and the most impotent. Taxing 
the many for the benefit of the few by operation of a law such as 
that bearing the name of Mr. DINGLEY is the meanest kind of 
hypocrisy and robbery, and the most effective device for robbing 
rm poor for the benefit of the rich that human ingenuity can 

evise. 

Impartial students of these startling facts and statistics can 
hardly escape the irresistible conclusion that a conspiracy exists, 
and has existed for some time, to convert the Government of the 
United States into a powerful oligarchy of wealth. The million- 
aires, the plutocrats, the trusts, the monopolies, and the syndicates 
seem to be supreme, and legislate for their own interest, benetit, 
and protection. If it continues, the yeo of our country will 
soon be reduced to a condition of industrial and financial serfdom 
more pitiable than ever existed before in the history of the world. 

The money power, the octopus of the gold combine, the pluto- 
crats, the trusts, the syndicates, and the favored few of the land 
threaten the ea of our free institutions by subsidizing tho 
= it, buying the press, well-paid attorneys in legislative 

s and courts of justice, ng free speech and the right of 
lawful assembly, and stretching out their tentacles to the colleges 
of the land to crush eee who have the courage of their con- 
victions and dare to the truth regarding economic and social 
principles. 

The money power to-day practically owns and runs the Gov- 
ernmont, e mighty masses are denied their just rights and 
prevented from sharing in the benefits of government. 

If this goes on for a few years more, there will only be two 
classes of people in this country—namely, plutocrats and paupers. 
But more about this at a future time. 

Mr. 8 to advert to the bankruptcy bill, it seems to 
me the first we ought to do is to look for the cause that ne- 
cessitates this kind of legislation and makes the enactment of such 
a law at this time an ie legislative duty. We know and 
see all around us = ect. There must be a cause, and there 
must be a reason for it. What isthe cause? In my judgment it 
is our highest duty, and incumbent on us, to ascertain the cause, 
and when discovered to speedily eradicate it by remedial legisla- 
tion. It is better to a. bankruptcy than to regulate it. 

In my opinion all ills we suffer from to-day as a nation are 
caused by unjust, hasty, dishonest, and discriminating legis 


lation. 
If you in conditions and past leg- 
islative , you will 


be led to this conclusion. 
in this country, State and has 
few and seule the rights of the many. Class legislation 
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has been stealthy, but it has been the order of the day, and it has 
been successful. No fearless student of our legislative history 
can honestly deny this fact. The evil consequences and financial 
losses resulting from this unfair discrimination in special legisla- 
tion against aso are deplorable and beyond computation. 
It has robbed ‘i enterprise, paralyzed progress, stifled 
ambition, ted the hopes of the toilers, centralized power, 
and made the rich richer and the poor poorer. 


It has fostered icates, created monopolies, and nourished 
trusts. It has plun the producers, wronged the wage earners, 
and caused the commercial industries of our Jand to languish and 


to die. lt has made mammon a fetich, hoarded money, central- 
ized wealth, and threatens the very stability of our institutions. 
If it continues, is it any wonder ae patriots fear for the life 
of the Republic? The demand from all over the country for a 
national bankruptcy law directs attention to our sorrowful situa- 
tion and accentuates the evil tendencies of the time. 


It is high time to sound a note of warning. It is a good time to 


go back to first principles. a 

The ship of state is rapidly drifting from the safe moorings of 
the fathers of the Republic and getting dangerously near the mael- 
strom of national disaster. 


Is it any wonder there is a crying demand from all parts of the 
pt law when we consider the nature 
and tendency of discriminating legislation for the last twenty-five 


country for a national bankru 


years? 
: Is it any wonder that thousands and thousands of sincere, so- 
ber, honest, hard-working people in every State of the Union, toil- 
ing day in and day out, are unable to make both ends meet, are in 


financial despair, hopeless despendency, and welcome any kind of 
a bankruptcy law that will afford some relief and give them an 


opportunity to shake off the incubus of disaster, raise their heads 
in the 
greater determination, again? 

The despotism of ay Be oll has wrought its most fright- 
ful effect on the 


means national 


unjust, and injurious 


and to di 
labor and, as 


istedif labor had not first existed.” 
No men li 

poverty, more 

estly earned. Let them beware of surrendering a poli 

possess, and which, if surrendered, will surel: 

advancement against them and fix new 

all liberty is lost. 


How true these words are to-day. 


used to close 


must realize the result and the co: 
lation which discriminates 
much longer will their rights 


inst 


rang oy if 
stop it, t at once. 
Instead 


of legislating against the people for the benefit of the 


few, we must return to the early policy of the Republic and legis- 
late for all the people. The trusts, the monopolies, the syndicates, 


and other unlawful combinations must go. 


ings and principles of Thomas Jefferson and write across our leg- 
islative banners the motto, ‘‘ Equal rights to all, special privil 
to none.” If our institutions are to be 


habitan 


Let us in the future make the north star of our legislative 


efforts the happiness, the prosperity, and the contentment of all. 
our duty, if we wi 


on to its greater and its grander destiny. 


If the people will study these questions for themselves and — 
e 


let others do their thinking, they will find the cause of all 


evils now com of due to iniquitous special legislation. 
The effects of this kind of legislation grow more glaring and 
startling every day. 
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ine of hope, and once more, with renewed energy and 


earners and producers of our land. Iam 
glad to raise my voice in behalf of the latter. They constitute 
the bone and sinew of our national greatness. Their prosperity 
prosperity. Capital and labor should go hand in 

hand; each should carefully guard the rights of the other and 
with a jealous cave prevent any injustice by means of inequitable, 
legislation. I stand for the rights of labor, 

and in my humble way will do all that I can to protect, to uphold, 
those rights. I believe that all wealth iscreated by 

coln said, “‘is prior to capital and independent of 
it;” that *‘ capital is only the fruit of labor, and could never have ex- 
I believe with Lincoln that: 
are more verter to be trusted than those who toil up from 
inclined to take or touch aught which they have not hon- 
tical power which they 


be 
ties and burdens on them till 


The workingmen of our 
country must be alive tothe dangers whichconfront them. They 
uences of unjust class legis- 

If it continues, how 
secure and their liberties endure? 
For their own interests they must study this question of discrimi- 
ing legislation, cry out against it, and do all in their power to 


They are merely a 
growth incident to this odious system of legislation. The laws on 
the statute books must be enforced against these oppressors of the 
people, and where they are insufficient they must be strengthened 
and made more effective. If the Republic is to live and prosper 
in the future as it has in the past, we must get back to the teach- 


eges 
tuated and our Gov- 
ernment to be in fact ‘‘a government of the people, and by the 
le, and for the people,” we must obey the mandates of the 
eae and carefully legislate for all the land and all the in- 





act with a singleness of pur- 
pose to do no injury to anyone, the evils that now threaten us 
will soon pass away and the Republic of the people will go on and 


The remedy is plain. Stop legislating for favored and special 
interests, and legislate for the benefit of all the people. Stop leg- 
islating to intrench the money power and establish an oligarchy 
of plutocrats. Stop all legislation that seeks directly or indirectly 
to enchain humanity and enslave the industrial masses. Legislate 
for the best interests of all, and make the path of opportunity a 
public highway. 

As I have had occasion to say several times before on the floor 
of this House, we will never have national prosperity until we 
have national bimetallism. We must return to first principles. 
We must look to the Constitution and obey its mandates. 

I believe that the evils which I have endeavored to point out 
have chiefly arisen during the last twenty-five years, or since 1873, 
when the law for the free and unlimited coinage of both gold and 
silver was repealed by stealthy and surreptitious legislation. 

Thedemonetization of silver, by the act of 1873, was thelegislative 
crime of the century, and has caused more woe, more misery, 
more poverty, more distress, more failures, more bankruptcies, 
more labor strikes and lockouts, more business depression, more 
industrial paralysis, and more commercial disaster than any other 
act of crooked legislation in the history of the Republic. 

That act wronged every poor man’s family and the hearth side 
of every toiler. It was an imposition on every honest debtor, and 
the most gigantic fraud on the masses in the interest of the money 
trust ever perpetrated in our legislative history. It is the true 
cause of most of the evils we denounce and deplore to-day. It is 
the meanest and most sneaking piece of class legislation on our 
statute books, and should be repealed at once. 

The people owe it to themselves to right this wrong by insist- 
ing on the immediate repeal of this obnoxious and odious law. 
coe it is done, all other reforms will be ephemeral and of no 
avail. 

Restore bimetallism, and you wiil stop falling prices, revive 
languishing industries, and immediately inaugurate an era of 

rosperity in this country unprecedented and unparalleled. 
Guen the mints and the mills will open as if touched by a magic 
wand. Restore the money of the Constitution and you give will- 
ing hands and courageous hearts the longed-for and hoped-for 
opportunity. 

e Republican theory of taxing the people, by protective-tariff 
laws, to make them rich and happy is untenable and now ex- 
ploded. The Republican party will never win another victory 
with that false remedy as a panacea and a shibboleth. 

Legislating away millions and millions of dollars of the people’s 
money to a favored few will not restore prosperity to all the peo- 
ple, and sacrificing millions and millions of dollars more to a rail- 
road syndicate in Wall street will not make times better or the 
Treasury of the country stronger. 

This bankruptcy bill, if it becomes a law, will alleviate some 
distress, but will not, and can not, become a permanent remedy 
for hard times and falling prices. 

What other legislation have the Republicans to offer? They 
dare not attempt to legislate on the money question, which is the 
most vital, the most important, and the paramount political issue 
to-day in American politics. 

Mr. Speaker, the issue in the coming campaign and in 1900 has 
been made. It can not be evaded or Saaaelt In the contest be- 
tween the rights of the pens and the selfish and sordid greed of 
the plutocrats, the ple must and will win; the Government of 
the fathers, pure and undefiled, must and will be restored to them, 
and the efforts of a united and triumphant Democracy crowned 
with one it lause. | 

Mr. HENDERS Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. Strope]. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, it is my opinion that 
the bankruptcy bill which the House is now discussing is the most 
important measure that has been called up for consideration at 
this the second session of the Ffty-fifth Congress. The demand 
for bankruptcy legislation is urgent, powerful, and widely ex- 
tended. Many of the best business men in the First Congressional 
district of Nebraska, which I have the honor to represent on the 
floor of this House, have appealed to me to use my influence to 
secure the passage of a bankruptcy bill. 

Some of these men are insolvent and want to take the benefits 
of such a law that they may put themselves into a condition to 
begin life anew; others of them are men who are now conducting 
profitable and successful business enterprises, but see and appre- 
ciate the necessity for, and the great beneiits to be derived from, 
the ge of a just and fair bankruptcy law. 

2 a that have come to me from leading business men in 
the district I have the honor to represent, and my personal belief 
that the country needs and demands the immediate passage of a 
bankruptcy law, have caused me to be persistent in my appeals to 
members of the Committee on the Judiciary to hasten the consid- 
eration of a bankruptcy bill. 

The press in every section of the country has been urging Con- 
gress fo act. Many commercial bodies and a large number of 
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the repeal of the last national bankruptcy law up to and including 
the year 1896: 



















Total lia- 
enga in| of fail- : 
oe ures. bilities. 

6, 658 702, 157 0.95 | $98, 149, 053 
4,735 746, .63 65, 752, 000 
5, 582 781, 689 71 $1, 155, 982 
6, 738 822, 256 .82 | 101,547,566 
9,184 863, 993 1.06 | 172,874,172 
10, 968 904, 7! 1.21 | 226,363, 621 
10, 637 919, 990 1.16 | 124,220,221 
9,834 969, 841 1.01 | 114,644,125 
9, 634 994, 281 .90 | 167,561,080 
10,679 | 1,046,662 1.02 | 123,829,973 
10,882 | 1,051,140 1.04} 148, 784,337 
1,110, 590 -98 | 189, 786, 964 

1, 142, 951 1.07 | 189, 868, 638 

1, 172, 705 -88 | 114,044, 167 

1, 193, 113 1.28 | 346,749,889 
1,114,174 1.25 | 172,993, 856 

1, 209, 282 1.09 | 173,196,060 

1,151, 597 1.31 | 226,096, 834 

So ong ocinianlins abies 18, 538 


These tables were compiled by the Bureau of Statistics of the 
Treasury Department. 

Mr. Speaker, owing to my limited time I can not pursue further 
this general discussion of the necessity and the demand for bank- 


ruptcy legislation, for I want to discuss briefly some of the fea- 
tures of the bill now before the House. This bill has been re- 
ported favorably to this body by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
which consists of seventeen members. Four members of that 
committee dissent from the report recommending its passage. 

This committee is composed of four members from the East, six 
from the West, and seven from the South and Southwest. It is 
claimed by those members of the committee who have joined in 
the majority report that the bill is free from all taints of section- 
alism, and I am satisfied that this is so. The provisions of the 
bill are such that every individual debtor, without regard to oc- 
cupation or employment, if he be honest, may enjoy the privileges 
of volun bankruptey. If he is too poor to pay the cost of 
the proceedings, he shall not on that account be denied his right 
to be heard, and if he comes into court with clean hands, and in 

ood faith turns over to his creditors all his property for pro rata 

istribution among them, he shall be discharged, protected, how- 
ever, by all the exemptions which the laws of the Stata in which 
he resides give him. 

Any person owing debts to the amount of $1,000 or over, if ad- 
judged an involuntary bankrupt upon an impartial trial, shall be 
subject to the provisions of this act, except (1) a national bank, 
(2) a person engaged chiefly in farming or the tillage of the soil, 
or (3) a wage-earner. The farmer and the wage-earner may avail 
themselves of the voluntary features of the law, but neither can 
be forced into involuntary bankruptcy. The acts of bankruptcy 
for which persons may be involuntarily tried in a court of bank- 
ruptcy are as follows: 


Sec. 2. Acts of bankruptcy.—a Acts of bankruptcy by a person shall con- 
sist of his having (1) concealed himself, departed, or remained away from his 
place of business, residence, or domicile with intent to avoid the service of 
civil process and to defeat his creditors, and shall not have returned at least 
forty-eight hours before the filing of a petition in bankruptcy, and before the 
righis of creditors shall have been impaired, altered, or interfered with; (2) 
failed for thirty days and until a petition is filed while insolvent to secure 
the release of any presw ie epee under | meagan of law for $500 or over, 
or if such property is to sold within such time under such process, then 
until three days before the time fixed for such sale; (3) made a transfer of 
any of his property with intent to defeat his creditors and has not regained 
the ownership and ae of such property before the rights of creditors 
have been altered, impaired, or changed by reason of such transfer and at 
least ten days before the commencement of a proceeding in bankruptcy; (4) 
made an assigument forthe benefit of his creditors or filed in court a written 
statement itting his inability to pay his debts; (5) made, while insolvent, 
a transfer of any of his property or suffered any of it to be taken or levied 
upon by process of law or otherwise for the purpose of giving a preference, 
and has not regained the ownership of such property or released same from 
such levy before the rights of creditors shall have been altered, changed, or im- 

red by reason of such transfer, taking, or levy and at least ten days before 
the commencement of a proceeding in bankruptcy; (6) procured or suffered 
a judgment to be entered against himself with intent to defeat his creditors, 
and suffered same to remain unpaid until ten days before the filing of a peti- 
tionin bankruptcy, provided that a payment or satisfaction of such a judg- 
ment by a sale of any of the debtor’s property or from the proceeds of such 
asale not be deemed a payment of such Judgment under the provisions 
of this section; (7) secreted any of his property to avoid its being levied upon 
under legal process against himself and to defeat his creditors, and has not 
surrendered such property to such legal process at least ten days before the 
filing of a petition in bankruptcy; (8) suffered while insolvent an execution 
from a court of record for $500 or over, or a number of executions aggre- 
gating such amount, against himself to be returned “no roperty found,” 
unless the amount shown to be due by such executions shal! be paid before a 
petition is filed. 


These acts of bankruptcy, which constitute all the involuntary 
features of the bill, have been the subjects of criticism and fur- 
nish the grounds of objection urged by a large number of gentle- 


men on the floor of this House who are opposing this bill, and who 
are opposed to anything except purely voluntary bankruptcy. 
But a careful examination of these acts of bankruptcy shows that 
nearly every one of them would furnish legal grounds upon which 
to sustain an attachment in the State of Nebraska, and,I think I 
may safely say, in most of the States of the Union. 

In many of the States the creditor who levies the first attach- 
ment on the property of his debtor secures a prior lien. There is, 
it seems to me, much greater danger that creditors will rush in 
and attach the property of a debtor when, by so doing, the cred- 
itor knows he will, if he sustains his attachment, obtain an advan- 
tage over all the other creditors, than there will be if this bill is 
enacted into law, so that no creditor, by throwing his debtor into 
bankruptcy, can obtain any advantage over other creditors. 

So long as the first creditor who puts an attachment upon the 
property of a debtor succeeds in securing a preference over other 
creditors, there is a strong incentive for him to take the chances 
of making an attachment stick. He is much more liable to do so 
than he would be if he obtained no advantage over other creditors 
by doing so. 

Under conditions that exist to-day in nearly every State of the 
Union it is dangerous for a man financially embarrassed to sug- 
gest to his creditors that he would like to have them come together 
and consult about granting him an extension of time upon over- 
due obligations or those which are to become due in the near 
future, or else to turn over his property for the benefit of all his 
creditors. 

The first thing an embarrassed debtor ought to do would be to 
call a meeting of his creditors for a consultation to the end that 
their rights and his might be protected. But if an embarrassed 
debtor should do that now in most of the States, the creditors, in- 
stead of attending the meeting, would at once begin a race to see 
pew could secure the first attachment upon the property of the 

ebtor. 

Although such a debtor might, if given the proper extension 
of time and credit by his creditors, save his business and pay his 
debts in full, he invites his own disastrous failure by asking his 
creditors to meet and consult with him about his embarrassed 
condition. But if this bill becomes a law, the conditions will be 
changed, and every debtor who so desires can with safety call a 
meeting of his creditors. This condition will be possible ause 
under the provisions of the bill it will not be possible for creditors 
to take advantage of their debtor or of each other, and in turn the 
debtor will not be able to take advantage of his creditors. 

The result will be that many men who are not insolvent but are 
embarrassed will be able to compromise or secure extension of 
credit and successfully continue in business, and the number of 
business failures will decrease under the operations of this bill if 
it becomes a law. The good will of a business which a man may 
have labored long and faithfully to build up is sometimes of more 
value to him than the money or property invested, and with a just 
and fair bankruptcy law in force many business men, well estab- 
lished, may be saved that under existing conditions will be de- 
stroyed. 

If this bill becomes a law I do not apprehend there will be many 
attempts to force debtors into a court of bankruptcy, unless there 
are just grounds for sodoing. Any person filing a petition for 
the purpose of having another adjudged a bankrupt is required 
to file a bond for the payment of all expenses, damages, costs, and 
counsel fees if it shall appear that the petitioner wrongfully in- 
stituted bankruptcy proceedings. The bill provides as follows: 


When a petition is filed by any person for the purpose of having another 
declared or adjudged a bankrupt, the petitioner shall file therewith, or within 
five days thereafter, and before any action is taken thereon, and in the same 
court, a bond, with at least two good and sufficient sureties who shall reside 
within the jurisdiction of said court, tobe approved by the court or a judge 
thereof,in such sum as the court shall direct, conditioned for the payment to 
the respondent, his or her heirs, executors, administrators, or assigns, all 
expenses, damages occasioned by the wrongful institution of such proceed- 
ings, costs, and counsel fees to be allowed by the court. If such petition be 
dismissed by the court, or withdrawn by the petitioner with leave of the 
court, the respondent or respondents shall be allowed all damages occasioned 
by the wrongful institution of such proceedings, counsel fees, and costs in- 
curred in detending against said proceedings, and the same shall be paid by 
the principal and sureties on said bond. 

And for the purpose of ascertaining the damages, costs, and counsel fees 
sustained by the respondent the court shall have jurisdiction of the principal 
and sureties on said bond without issue of further process against them, upon 
the respondent filing in the court a statement of the amount of damages 
costs, and counsel fees claimed by him; and the amount shall be ascertaine 
by a jury in said court, or by the court, with the consent of the parties 
thereto. 


This bill does not interfere with State exemptions, but provides 
that the bankrupt shall receive the exemptions provided by the 
_ of the State in which he lives at the time the petition was 

This bill provides for the expeditious administration of business 
in the courts of bankruptcy. Its provisions are such as to pre- 
vent the waste and consumption of the estates of bankrupts in 
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unnecessary costs. Ht provides for referees convenient for the 
parties interested, which appears from section 34: 

Sec. 34. Appointment, removal, and districts of referees.—a Courtsof bank- 
ruptcy shall, within the territorial limits of which they respectively have 
jurisdiction, (1) appoint referees, each for a term of two years, and may, in 
their discretion, remove them because their services are not needed or for 
other cause; and (2) designate, and from time to time change, the limits of 
the districts of referees, so that each county, where the services of a referee 
are needed, may constitute at least one district. 

The jurisdiction of these referees is defined as follows, in section 
88 of the bill: 

Sec. 38. Jurisdiction of referees.—a Referees respectively are hereby in- 
vested, subject always toa review by the judge, within the limits of their 
districts as established from time to time, with Jurisdiction to (1) consider all 
petitions referred to them by the clerks.and make the adjudications or dis 
miss the petitions; (2) exercise the powers vested in courtsof bankruptcy for 
the administering of oaths to and the examination of persons as witnesses 
and for requiring the production of documents in proceedings before them, 
except the power of commitment; (3) exercise the powersof the judge for the 
taking possession and releasing of the property of the bankrupt in the event 
of the issuance by the clerk of a certificate showing the absence of the judge 
from the judicial district, or the division of the district, or his sickness or in- 
ability to act; (4) perform such t of the duties, except as to questions 
arising out of the a of bankrupts for compositions or aa 
as are by this act conferred on courts of bankruptcy and as shall be preseri 
by rules or orders of the courts of bankruptcy of their respective districts, 
except as herein otherwise provided; and (5) upon the application of the trus- 
tee during the examination of the bankrupts, or other proceedings, authorize 
the employment of stenographers at the expense of the estates at a compen- 
sation not to exceed 10 cents per folio for reporting and transcribing the pro- 
ceedings. 

Great care has been taken in framing this bill to provide for the 
transaction of as much of the business of bankruptcy proeeedings 
as possible where it will be most convenient for parties interested. 
The bill also provides for the appointment of a trustee or trustees 
to take charge of the bankrupt’s estate, and persons having prop- 
erty interests adverse to the trustee’s may commence proceedings 
in the appropriate State courts. : 

The trustee is limited in instituting proceedings to the State 
courts or to the United States circuit court, if the bankrupt would 
have been entitled to have instituted proceedings in these courts, 
in the event he had not been declared a bankrupt. The purpose 
ef this provision is to have the litigation incident to property 
rights tried at places that woukl be most convenient. to parties 
interested. 

There are other features of this bill to which I should be pleased 
to call the attention of the House, but I can not be allowed to con- 
sume the time of this body to do so. ° 

I hope that this or some other proper bankruptcy bill may soon 
be enacted into law, that it may lift the heavy burden of hope- 
less debt from thousands upon thousands of honest citizens of 
the Republic. I believe that sound public policy dictates its 
passage. I believe it affords creditors every facility for the pro- 
tection of their property rights that they can reasonably demand. 
I believe that if it shall become the law of the land tens of thou- 
sands of honest men who are now inactive, discouraged, and de- 
spondent will become active, hopeful, happy, and useful citizens. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Iyield to the gent from Hlinois [Mr. 
CONNOLLY]. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, that this bill is of more than 
usual importance is fully demonstrated by the fact that we have 
now spent more than two days in general debate in the House, and 
nearly every member who has en the floor has addressed him- 
self directly to the bill under consideration before the House— 
something which has not occurred before certainly during this 
session. 

In the discussion that has taken place on this floor I have been 
a little surprised to see that gentlemen generally have treated this 
as a bill that affected all citizens of the United States alike. I do 
not so regard it. The bill by its very terms limits its operation to 
that class of citizens who are not the real producers of this coun- 
try. It limits itself in operation to those who are the intermedia- 
ries, if I may so describe them, between the producers and con- 
sumers. It limits itself practically in its operation to those who 
are engaged im trade or commerce between the States. It spe- 
cially exempts from its operation those en; in tilling the soil 
and those engaged in earning their bread by the sweat of their 


Mr. LINNEY. Will the gentleman from Illinois allow me one 
question? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Yes. 

Mr. LINNEY. You say that it exempts those engaged in till- 
ing the soil. Suppose a farmer carries on the business of selling 
the products of his farm. I ask yonif it was not decided by the 
courts of England that where a farmer sold apples and potatoes 
and made brick he thereby became a trader and subject to the 
bankrupt law? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. The word “farmer” does not exist in this 
act. It specially exempts those whose business is chiefly that of 
tilling the soil. It makes no difference what incidental bastions 
& man may have, if his chief business is that of a tiller of the soil. 
A farmer, as incident to his busimess, may and must necessarily 
sell the products of the soil that he may have asasurplus. So 
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that I insist that I am right in my declaration that its purpose is 
to deal exclusively almost with those who may be called the in- 
termediaries between the producer and consumer in our country, 

Is it not a little singular, Mr. Speaker, that this act should 
assailed so strongly now, an act simply putting im force powers 
that were given to Congress by the Constitution at the time of 
its adoption, when within the last twenty years the National 
Congress did for the first time enact laws under © power 
conferred by the Constitution, a power which had laid dormant 
from the time the Constitution was adopted down to a period 
within twenty years, viz, the laws regulating commerce between 
the States? When it was proposed in Congress first, within the 
last twenty years, to enact laws regulating commerce between the 
States, that proposition was assailed far more bitterly than gen- 
— now assail this proposition to enact a general bankrupt 

aw. - 

Congress did enact laws regulating commerce between the 
States, and who to-day would be willing to remit the people of 
this country to the condition before Congress undertook to enact 
any laws regulating commerce between the States? Ido not mean 
to say by that that nobody would change those laws regulating 
commerce between the States. Ithink they might advantageously 
be changed, but the mecessity and propriety of legislation of that 


| kind is now clearly fixed in the public mind, and we would never 


think of going baek on it. 
This act, perhaps, does not deal with all, but it deals chiefly, 
and almost entirely, with those who are engaged in commerce 


| between the people of the State and between the States and for- 


eign countries—those who are traders; and, as the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Liyyey] well knows, England’s bankrupt 
laws, or those of any foreign country, all limit their operations to 
traders—those who are not producers, but simply intermediaries 
between the ucer and the consumer. This proposes the same 
limitation. It does not touch the merchants who engage in busi- 
ness legitimately and honestly, the merchant whose ships are 
freighted and sails are filled and flags are flying; the merchant 
who honestly is able and willing to pay his debts is not affected 
either by the law or the spirit of this proposed law. 

It proposes only to those who as merchants are dishonest, 
who as traders are unwilling to pay their debts, or whoas mer- 
chants or traders have already reached the point where the wind 
has gone out of their sails, where their vessel is wrecked or about 
to be wrecked. It only deals with such merchants as are a mere 
flotsam and jetsam along the stream of commerce; and it proposes 
to do what with them? To deal harshly with them? No. No 
bankruptcy law was ever proposed in that dealt so leni- 
ently, so kindly, as this bill does with the man whose fortunes 
have been wrecked in his trading. 

One of the kindest features of this proposed law is that concern- 
ing a composition with creditors that may be made by the debtor. 
He may compound his indebtedness. can not placed in 
ban tcy until he has reached the stage where an honest man 
can no longer continue to conduct his business as a merehant. 
This bill does not touch him until he has reached a stage where 
he can not pay the debts already existing. And as business is 
conducted in this country, no man can long continue as a mer- 
page without invoking credit from some souree. No nent 
in this country searcely—except those who are to this 
measure—are able to do business on their own ca . None of 
them are wealthy enough; all must invoke credit from those with 
whom they deal. 

This bill does not propose to touch the man who is dealing on 
credit so long as he can honestly ask for credit from others. So 
long as he is able, by reason of the prosperity of his business and 
the property that he has on hand, to pay his indebtedness in the 
ordinary course of business, this bill does not touch him. It can 


stage that he 
can no longer meet his obligations—not all poured in on him at 
one time, but the obligations that come for discharge in the ordi- 
ws lar course of his business. bythe ‘ 
ow, I say, as was suggested yesterday the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy], that there are, I fear, too many of 
these kind and features in this bill, if it is to be criticised 
atall. In other words, there are not quite teeth enough in it to 
accomplish the real purpose of making the dishonest man turn 
over all his property to his creditors for the payment of his debts. 


him thoroughly upon ; 
money that he borrowed, with all the goods that he — 
all the property that he had when he first went into 

They may purge his conscience—not as a bill of discovery, ac- 
cording to the suggestion of the gentleman from Kentucky the 
ory y, might do, but far more potently than any 
bill of discovery ever purged any man’s conscience the con- 
science of this bankrupt may be purged by his creditors before 
they accept his proposition to adjust matters with them. Then 
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d his creditors may come together. He can propose to pay 
pate om much on the dollar. He can not be put in this ain 
you remember, until he is insolvent—until he can not pay. 

Now, when he is there he can propose to pay them, and they, 
having full knowledge by examining him, by examining his 
schedule, by examining all persons who claim debts against him, 
can then determine whether the offer made by the debtor is right 
or not, and if it is, he is not then compelled to wait for the agree- 
ment of every single creditor as he is obliged to do to-day, but if 
a majority ‘of creditors in number and in amount of indebtedness 
agree to accept the proposition he makes—it may be 25 or 50 cents 
on the dollar—the minority of his creditors are compelled to agree 
with the majority, and that man isreleased. I say that this feature 
of the bill puts the insolvent on a far higher plane than he could 
possibly be without a national bankrupt law. 

It may be said that creditors have now a right to settle with an 
insolvent trader. True, they have; but the insolvent trader with 
fifty creditors scattered up and down the State or in different 
States—how can he get them together; how can he get them all of 
one mind? There are now no laws whereby he may summon 
them to any central point where he may confer with them. And 
if he has fifty creditors, forty-nine of whom agree to accept 50 
cents on the dollar and release him, the remaining creditor may 
refuse, and that one creditor, with possibly a considerable debt, 
may stand out determined to keep him, as long as he owes that 
debt, from ever reengaging in business as afree man. The insol- 
vent trader—the trader unable to pay his debts—is to-day a slave 
absolutely to every creditor that he owes. He is as thoroughly 
within prison bars as any man who is actually there. He is no 
longer a free man. He may not do with his own as he chooses, 
but is subject to the will of any creditor who chooses, Shylock- 
like, to demand his pound of flesh. No matter what his neces- 
sities may be, the trader is subject to the heartless creditor. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, some argument adverse to the enactment of 
bankrupt laws has been drawn from the fact that with the three 
bankruptcy laws that have heretofore been enacted in this coun- 
try the experience of the country has not been satisfactory. Those 
laws have not been allowed to remain very long on the statute 
book, and from that fact an argument is drawn that we shall 
never permit a bankrupt law to remain very long on the statute 
book in this country. 

It may be said, too, as it has been, that this country is peculiarly 
situated. with regard to national legislation on a subject of this 
character. We have forty-five different sovereignties having an 
equal right with this body to pass laws on certain subjects. 

These sovereignties have their various courts and their laws 
concerning thecollection of debts and for the transmission of prop- 
erty, and we are all of us more or less provincial in our peculiar 
attachment to the laws, each of us, in his own State. But, Mr. 
Speaker, gentlemen should remember that the laws of our States, 
complete as they may be in all other respects, none of them, have 
the power of doing what a law by the National Congress 
may do, namely, to absolutely discharge a man from the neces- 
sity of paying any more of his debt than his property will bring 
ss sold under certain conditions. None of our State laws can do 
that. 

Now, is it a good thing or not, as a matter of policy, for the 
National Congress to provide a mode of deliverance for the honest 
man who has me, by no fault of his own, by the misfortunes 
of his life,a bankrupt? For men whose shoulders have long borne 
the burden of the weight of debt, whose condition of distress can 
not — courage, but, on the contrary, banishes hope, and which 
leaves him, for all the purposes of an enterprising citizen, a mere 
stranded hulk by the wayside? Is it politic for the National Con- 
gress, if it has the power, to lift this burden from his shoulders 
and emancipate him from that condition? If it was good policy 
to emancipate the slave of the South, to lift him up in God’s sun- 
light and make him a free man, why is it not equally proper to lift 
up the white brother, to strike off the shackles from him, and let 
him also stand in God's pure sunlight a free man, and begin again 
the manly struggle for subsistence, to support himself and his 
family and to leave to them a competency when he shall be no 
longa able to be their stay and support? 

. Speaker, even as a matter of policy we should do this thing. 
But it is said—and I repeat it, and I call attention again to the 
fact and to the assertion—it has been said that we can not do this, 
because no Congress heretofore has succeeded in passing a satis- 
factory bankrupt law. Now I ask you, Have gentlemen consid- 
ered the reasons why a satisfactory bankruptcy law has not been 
heretofore passed by Congress? I heard one gentleman from 
Colorado, speaking of the proposed law now under consideration, 
call it a ‘“‘most drastic piece of legislation” or the ‘‘most drastic 
bankrupt law” that had ever been proposed to the American Con- 
plese questioned then whether that gentleman had carefully— 

repeat, carefull y—read and considered the provisions of this bill? 

I questioned ahather he had carefully read and considered the 
other bankruptcy laws passed in prior years. He assuredly had 


not read the act of 1800, or else he would not have defined it as 
being less drastic than the bill which is now before us. Did the 
gentleman ever read that law? He said hedid readit. If he did, 
then he read it to very little purpose. 

Now, with a view to showing why that law was not satisfac- 
tory, and why such a law could not be passed in this Congress, 
L invite the attention of the House for a moment or two to just 
two provisions which the gentleman commended so highly asa 
better law than this, because he singled out the act of 1800 as not 
being as drastic, as he defined it, as the present law. I have that 
act before me, and I call your attention to the provision of the 
law concerning acts of bankruptcy for the purpose of showing 
the operation of the law as compared with the pending one. I 
read now one paragraph from the law in question: 


Anyone who shall with intent unlawfully delay or defraud his or her 
creditors, depart from the State in which such persons usually reside, or 
remain absent therefrom, or conceal him or her self therein, or keep his 


or her house so that he or she can not be taken or served with process, or 
willingly or fraudulently procure him or herself to be arrested, or his or 
her lands, goods, money, or chattels to be attached, sequestered, or taken in 
execution, or shall secretly convey his or her goods out of his or her house, 
or conceal them to prevent their being taken in execution, or make, or cause 
to be made, any fraudulent conveyance of his or her lands, or chattels, or 
make or admit any false or fraudulent security or evidence of debt, or bein 
arrested for debt, or having surrendered him or herself in discharge of bail, 
shall remain in prison two months, or more, or escape therefrom, or whose 
lands or effects being attached by process issuing out of or returnable to, 
any court of common law, shall not, within two months after written notice 
thereof, enter special bail and dissolve the same, or in districts in which 
attachments are not dissolved by the entry of special bail, being arrested for 
debt after his or her lands and effects, or any part thereof, have been attached 
for a debt or debts amounting to $1,000 or upward, shall not, upon notice of 
such attachment, give sufficient security for the payment of what may be 
recovered in the suit in which he or she shall be arrested, at or before the 
return day of the same, to be approved by the judge of the district, or some 
judge of the court out of which the process issued upon which he is arrested, 
or to which the same shall be returnable, every such person shall be deemed 
and adjudged a bankrupt. 

Now, what does the gentleman from Colorado think of the 
drastic provision in that bankruptcy law, and how long would 
this bill be allowed consideration in this House if it contained such 
a provision as that? 

In reply said: Aye, but look further, and I call the attention of 
the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Bei] to this. That bill ex- 
empted only this, and nothing more, to the bankrupt: 

His or her necessary wearing apparel and the necessary wearing apparel 
of the wife and children and necessary beds and bedding of such bankrupt 
only excepted. 


Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. What statute is that? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. This is the act of 1800, that the gentleman 
from Colorado [Mr. BELL] characterized as one much less drastic 
than the one now before the House. 

Here is another provision of that act. The commissioners ad- 
judge the question of bankruptor not bankrupt. The act provides 
that the commissioners so to be appointed— 
shall have power forthwith, after they have declared such person a bank- 
rupt, to cause to be apprehended by warrant under their bands and seals 
the body of such bankrupt wheresoever he may be found within the United 
States, provided they shall think— 

Now, just notice this— 
provided they shall think there is reason to apprehend that the said bank- 
rupt intends to abscond or conceal himself; and in case it be necessary to 
take the body of the said bankrupt, shall have power to cause the doors of 
the dwelling house of such bankrupt to be broken, or the doors of any other 
house in which he shall be found. 

What does my Colorado friend [Mr. BELL] think about drastic 
provisions in a bankruptcy law? Had he ever read this when he 
made that declaration? I doubt it. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Ishouldlike to ask the gentleman a question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Yes. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Has the gentleman observed the exemption 
in the law of 1800 in favor of all existing liens? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Yes. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. And does the gentleman regard that as an 
advantage over the failure of this bill to make any exemption in 
behalf of bona fide liens already made? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. This does not fail to make provision. Woe 
could not pass any law that would exempt liens. We can pass no 
law that will violate the obligation of a contract already made 
between parties. The gentleman knows that, and the committee 
never would report a bill of that kind. 

Now, under the operation of the ‘“‘ humane” law that was so 
favorably considered by the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Be.1], 
when you come to regard these outrageous provisions—provisions 
that for the mere purpose of collecting debts allowed three com- 
missioners, upon their own notion that a man was about to leave 
the State, to have him arrested, to issue a warrant without hear- 
ing, without affidavit, and put the warrant in the hands of one of 
their creatures, to go to the dwelling house of that man or to the 
house of ariy neighbor where he might be staying overnight, 
break the door with strong hands, violate the sanctity of his castle, 
and drag him out to prison—is it any wonder that a law of that 
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kind could not long remain upon the statute books? If there were 
no other reason, a law that stripped him of the last bite to eat, a 
law that stripped him and his wife and children of everything 
except the bare clothing on their backs and the beds and bedding 
and their little household furniture, could not long remain in ex- 
istence in this country. Talk about a humane law! Who would 
be heard in the American Congress to-day favoring the enactment 
of a law that would thus strip the trader or any citizen of every- 
thing that he had and turn him out hopeless or imprison him ina 
jail? 

But there was still more than that as a reason why that law did 
not remain long. 
main in force for five years after its enactment. It was really 
repealed within three years. But that was not all. There was 
another reason, a reason which, by the way, made the very last 
bankruptcy law we had so odious that it finally became a stench 
in the nostrils of all right-thinking men, and it was properly re- 

aled by Congress, and should be if it could not be modified. 
There is another reason why that act of 1800 never remained. I 
have before me a communication made by John Quincy Adams, 
Secretary of State, in 1822, under President Monroe, in response 
to a resolution of the Senate asking for information as to the dis- 
position of cases under this bankruptcy law which was passed in 
1800. 

He made a report in detail only of the cases disposed of in the 
States of New Yorkand Pennsylvania. This is foundin thefourth 
volume of Executive Documents, first session Seventeenth Con- 
gress. In that I find the cases set out in each of those States, the 
amount of cost in each case, and the amount of dividends paid in 
each case. Asa sample of how that law operated, here is a case 
in which I find the costs were $589.35 and the dividend paid was 
15% per cent. Sol find another casein which the costs were $306.09 
and the dividend paid was 84 per cent. 

I find another case in which the costs were $536.85. There were 
three dividends, amounting in all to 17 per cent. I mention these 
as the largest amount of costs, although the costs in all the cases 
named here run in each of them over $200; from that to four, 
five, six, seven, and eight hundred. Now, when you consider the 
small percentage of dividends paid, you can see that that law, 
while it was a fearful outrage upon the debtor, while it violated 
the sanctity of his home, robbed him not for the benefit of the 
creditor, but for the benefit of the officials who enforced the law. 
They .ook his property, turned him out penniless, and the officers 
of the court pocketed the results. 

Is it marvelous that that kind of alaw should be repealed? Not 
at all. The wonder is that it should ever have been enacted. 
From the fact that a bankruptcy law with an involuntary feature 
to it, and chiefly involuntary, was enacted by the men who were 
contemporaneous with the Constitution itself furnishes strong 
evidence that the men of that day who made the Constitution 
understood that when they gave the power to Congress to enact a 
national bankrupt law they gave the power and expected it to be 
used to enact an involuntary bankrupt law, such laws as were 
known then in England as bankrupt laws, laws that would take 
the estate of the insolvent debtor and apply that estate in the pay- 
ment of his debts equally, and then give ani a discharge. Under 
the old law, of 1800, I think it was, the debtor was compelled to 
pay 75 per cent, otherwise the incubus of debt remained on him, 
although stripped of everything, and he did not have the right to 
distribute his own estate. 

Another feature of this law most acceptable to all who are 
lawyers—and let me say that if this entire law was to be enforced 
in the State courts I do not know how many of my brother law- 
yers on this floor would find objection to the law. I presume 
not so many would be found to object to it as are found to-day. 
Another feature of this law, in which it differs from any bank- 
rupt law that has ever been proposed, is this, that the trustee of 
the estate of the bankrupt, when the estate comes into his hands, 
is required by this law to go into the same courts the bankrupt 
himself would have to go into to collect that estate. Thatisa 
new feature. When promissory notes or accounts are due the 
bankrupt under this law, the trustee must go into the court of the 

roper county in the proper State and there enforce the right, 
Fast as the administrator of a man’s estate would be compelled to 
do: and that is a very proper provision. 

All the State courts have machinery for the collection of debts, 
and it is not proposed now because we pass a bankrupt law here 
to give to national courts the right to interfere in suits between 
citizens in the States, but the trustee must simply step in the shoes 
of the bankrupt and go into the courts he is forced to go in if he 
collects his estate himself. That provision, I say, is one that should 
commend it most heartily to all of us who are the strongest stick- 
lers for doing everything in the State courts that can possibly be 
done there. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, no argument can properly be drawn against 
this law from the failure of the other law. I was addressing my- 
self to that. The second law, passed in 1841, was a law for the 


That law was only intended by its terms to re-. 
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benefit of debtors substantially alone and ignored in a large meas- 
ure the rights of creditors. It was enacted in behalf of the debtors 
alone, and it is but small wonder that that law, which opened the 
doors of freedom to everybody that chose to avail himself of it, 
without regard to the rights of the creditor, remained on the statute 
books but a year. 

That law also contained provisions whereby the estates might 
be eaten up by the nibbling of mice that infest bankrupt courts 
and eat all up for their own benefit. Again, in 1867, all of us 
who were familiar with the operation of ithe act while in force 
know that one of the great crying evils with that act was that it 
brought around every Federal court and around every register in 
bankruptcy and every assignee a lot of mice and rats, who lived 
upon the pickings that fell and what they could steal by any 
practices under the law from the estate of the bankrupt. It was 
outrageous, and every lawyer except those who were engaged in 
the actual practice of the bankrupt law felt himself outraged by 
the practices that he saw carried on under that law. We saw 
that the high character of the courts was being dragged down 
and made a subject of reproach in the minds of honest people 
because of the practices that were winked at, as was supposed, 
but were really carried on covertly under the very eyes of the 
Federal courts. 

It was not a law for the benefit of creditor or debtor, but a law 
for the benefit of those rodents who burrow around the places of 
justice to get a living by what they can steal away from the cases 
legitimately before the courts. 

Mr. LINNEY. Will the gentleman permit me another ques- 
tion? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LINNEY. You say that under the practice of the old law 
the estate was eaten up by rats and mice that were nibbling the 
estate. I wish you would tell the House. for my interest, if for 
nobody’s else, how many rats and mice under section 45 may nibble 
the estate. There is no limit to the number of trustees. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Well, the creditors choose the trustees and 
they can limit the number. 

Mr. LINNEY. But what limits the creditors? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Nothing but their own desire to realize an 
advantageous percentage from the estate. The creditors know 
that trustees are elected by themselves and that the trustees are 
to take charge of the estate, and if they select trustees who will 
rob them, they can not complain of anybody but themselves. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I will call the attention of the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. LinNnEy] to the fact that when there 
are three trustees they only receive the same compensation as 
one trustee. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Yes; whether one trustee or three, the com- 
pensation is the same. It makes no difference. You may multi- 
ply the number of rats, but the size of your cheese remains the 
same all the time. [Laughter.] 

Now, I am glad that the gentleman from North Carolina has 
asked me the question, because it brings me to a very pertinent 
matter that I propose to consider. 

The provision on page 56 is: 

Whenever three trustees have been appointed for one estate, the concur- 
rence of at least two of them shall be necessary to the validity of their every 
act concerning the administration of the estate. 

On page 54, in reference to the appointment of trustees, it says: 

The creditors of a bankrupt estate, at their first meeting after the adjudi- 
cation or after a vacancy has occurred in the office of trustee, or after an 
estate has been reopened, or after a composition has been set aside or a dis- 
charge revoked. if there isa vacancy in the office of trustee, shall appoint 
one trustee or three trustees of such estate. Ifthe creditors do not appoint 
a trustee or trustees as herein provided, the court shail de so. 

Now, the number of trustees depends upon the creditors them- 
selves, and it is for their interest, I repeat, to select men for trus- 
tees whose charges will not be exorbitant, who will be careful 
and prudent in their management of the estate, and whose charges 
will not be unlawful. 

Then the compensation of trustees provided for in section 48, 
page 56, is as follows: 

Trustees shall respectively receive, as full compensation for their services, 
pyrex after oe are rendered, a fee of $5 deposited with the clerk at the 

ime the petition is filed in each case, except when a fee is not required from 
a voluntary bankrupt, and from estates which they have administered, such 
commissions on sums to be paid as dividends and commissions as may be 
allowed by the courts, not to exceed 3 per cent on the first $5,000 or less, 2 per 
cent on the second $5,000 or part thereof, and 1 per cent on such sums in ex- 
cess of $10,000 

a the hammer fell. 

r. HENDERSON. 
from Illinois want? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Fifteen minutes more. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I yield to the gentleman fifteen minutes 


more. 
Mr. CONNOLLY. The ee of the trustees I have 
just read. Now, in the event of the estate being administered by 
three trustees instead of one, the court shall apportion the fees 
according to the services actually rendered, so that there shall not 


ow much more time does the gentleman 
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be paid to trustees for the administering of any estate a greater 
amount than is herein prescribed. 

So much for the trustee. Now for the referee in bankruptcy. 
Under the old law, before any step could be taken, §25 had to be 


deposited in court for the register in bankruptcy. Under this 
law the referee gets $10 after the case is closed, and he gets a 
small commission, a very small commission, on the amount paid 
out in dividends. I would say to my friend from North Carolina 

Mr. Linney] that the rats would not get very fat on that kind of 
ea The referee or trustee gets $10 and a small percentage, a 
percentage less than the average percentage paid to administra- 
tors for administering an estate in the several States. The referee 
gets $10 and asmall percentage on the dividends. The clerk of 
court gets $5. The total for the clerk in that case is $5, and that 
is for his personalcompensation. All that he gets for administer- 
ing oaths, filing papers, and all that is charged up by him under 
the general fee bill he must account for to the Government; that 
is not for his personal compensation. 

So with the United States marshal. No fees areallowed the mar- 

shal except the fees that are allowed him by general law in all 
cases with which he has to deal. The great complaint will come, 
if this act should become a law, to the very next Congress from 
referees and from bankruptcy lawyers, insisting that the law can 
not be properly enforced because decent compensation is not paid 
to trustees, to referees, to clerks of court, and to the United States 
marshal. 
Mr. MAGUIRE. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 
Will not the passage of this bill lead to continuous demands for 
increase of compensation in future Congresses, and successful 
demands, too? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. My dear sir, I can not answer for future 
Congresses as to how successful these applicants may be upon 
this fee and salary question, but my judgment about it is that if 
this Congress will = this bankrupt law with this schedule of 
fees in, before another new Congress meets it will be manifest to 
the country that the law can be enforced, and that the only ques- 
tion the next Congress will have to deal with is whether or not 
they are willing to give more of the estates of debtors over to the 
rats and mice that infest the Federal courts and the purlieus of 
Federal offices. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. And the gentleman must not forget the horde 
of ‘‘ rats and mice ” who will be here as lobbyists asking that these 
allowances be increased. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Yes, sir; but I have faith that the people 
will send another Congress here quite as virtuous as we are. 
While the gentleman from California and myself may not appear 
in that Congress, yet there will be others in our places who will 
have just as much sense as we have and just as much desire to 
see this bankrupt law fairly carried out. The point of the gentle- 
man’s question would go to say that we should have no bankrupt 
law, or if we do, we should pay no fees to anybody for enforcing 
it. If we have a law, we must have some means of enforcing it, 
and somebody must be paid for doing so. 

Mr. POWERS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. POWERS. My question is not in line with the remarks 
which the gentleman is now making, but I wish to call his atten- 
tion to section 8 of this bill—subdivision b. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I would prefer not to occupy my time in 
touching upon that point, because I have only ten minutes left. 
I addressed myself to that point when I began the discussion of 
section 3. 

Mr. POWERS. What I wished to call the gentleman's atten- 
tion to was the inconsistency which there appears to be between 
that section and subsequent sections. Section 59 provides that 
“three or more creditors who have provable claims against any 
person which amount in the aggregate, in excess of the value of 
securities held by them, if any, to $500 or over,” may file a peti- 
oe bankruptcy. Butiin section 3 the limitation seems to be 

Mr. HENDERSON. That is where there are more than twelve 
creditors. The section which the gentleman has just read has 
reference to cases where there are less than twelve. 

Mr. POWERS. I submit to the chairman of the committee 
— HENDERSON] that there is an apparent inconsistency there. 

call his attention to it so that he may look into the matter. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Now, Mr. Speaker, fault has been found 
with this bill as a harsh measure. I come back to that point to 
say that when gentlemen examine the acts of bankruptcy as set 
out on page 21, they will find that the same identical things are 
recognized by the laws of the various States as causes for attach- 
ment of a man’s eoeeryy. How does this proceeding in bank- 
ruptcy any more effectually shut off the business of a trader than 
a writ of attachment shuts it off? This bill provides that when a 

tition has been filed the same thing shall be done as is required 

y the law of every State when a writ of attachment is issued. 
I repeat, the causes for bankruptcy are substantially the same as 





the causes recognized by the laws of the several States for attach- 
~— man’s property prior to judgment. 
ow, I have heard some gentlemen say that they do not believe 
they can support this bill because it makes preferences of creditors 
a cause for bankruptcy. Gentlemen who say that are mistaken 
in their understanding of the provisions of the bill. They have 
not read the whole measure and weighed it carefully. A mere 
preference of one creditor over another is not under this bill an 
act of bankruptcy. Who are preferred creditors? What does 
that expression mean? If gentlemen will turn to page 68 of the 
bill, they will find the definition of a preferred creditor; and those 
who do not like the bill because it makes the preferring of one 
creditor over another an act of bankruptcy may set their souls at 
rest when they come to see what a preferred creditor is under 
this bill. Here is the definition: 
A person shall be deemed to have given a preference if, being insolvent or 
in contemplation of insolvency or bankruptcy, he has procured or suffered a 


judgment to be entered against himself in favor of any person, or made a 
transfer of any of his property— 


Now, observe the particular intent— 
with intent to (1) defeat the operation of this act; or (2) enable any one of 
his creditors to obtain a greater percentage of his debt than any other of such 
creditors of the same class. 

It will thus be seen that a preference of a creditor within the 
meaning of this bill must be done with a specific evil intent. 

To pay a creditor in the ordinary course of business is not to 
make him a preferred creditor; but the debtor must do this with 
a specific evil intent at the time. He must do it, first, while he is 
insolvent; second, it must be done by him in contemplation of 
bankruptcy. And it must be taken not only in contemplation of, 
but with the full purpose of evading the bankrupt act itself by 
giving a person preferred and undue advantage in the distribu- 
tion of his estate under the law. Now, what objection is there or 
could there be to such a law as that? It is not a ‘‘ preference” in 
the ordinary course of business. We are constantly making pref- 
erences ourselves. Men in trade, all of them, at times prefer one 
creditor over another. It is a common occurrence in business. 
Here are a number of accounts due by the merchant to the whole- 
sale dealer. He can not pay all of them at this time. He sendsa 
draft to-day to A or to B, and says that to-morrow or next week 
oe send others to the rest of the merchants to whom he is in- 

ebted. 

Is that a preference within the eye of the law? No; by no 
means. Under this law it is not and can not be a preference. It 
is not done when he is insolvent or with a view of taking advan- 
tage of the provisions of the bankruptcy law. It is not taken 
even in contemplation of insolvency or bankruptcy proceedings, 
So the act is carefully guarded not to interfere with those who 
are doing business in the ordinary way, transacting their business 
legitimately with a view to its proper conduct, and with no intent 
to defraud. The law goes alike to the interest of all parties—to 
the interest of the debtor and the interest of the creditor in the 
distribution of the estate. It says to the failing debtor that ‘‘ the 
ship shall not go down in the waves” and leave him struggling 
and unprotected. 

It says that the law will reach out and save the vessel and the 
cargo, bring it to the shore, and distribute the proceeds—the value, 
whatever it may be—among the people to whom he is indebted, 
and that he shall have a new opportunity of starting out in life 
again free from the incumbrances and burdens which have beset 
him. This is the purpose of the law and is one of the funda- 
mental reasons for supporting it. Those who would oppose the 
law would stand on the bank and see the ship go down and the 
bankrupt struggling in the waves, and all the rest of his life striv- 
ing to regain the shore, without giving him a helping hand or 
aiding in any way his honest efforts to redeem his fortunes. What 
did the old law do? Did that law provide for the release of the 
insolvent debtor? And, by the way, just here let me appeal to 
gentlemen of the profession on the floor who know the operation 
of the law of 1867, to ask them if they do not know it to be a fact 
that fully 50 per cent of all of the cases under that law were 
compounded by the creditors, and the debtors were discharged by 
agreement with the creditors when they found exactly the condi- 
tion of the estate and the property the creditor had which was 
a to the debt? 

he creditors can not, of course, expect to receive more than 
the debtor can pay. They should receive that; and yet there are 
creditors in this land who are opposing the bill. In my own State, 
in the city of Chicago, whose business stretches over the great 
Northern, Middle, and Northwestern States, a large business con- 
ducted by a man of vast wealth, with as thoroughly organized a 
collection bureau as in any other of the regular departments of 
his business, as the cloth, the ribbon, and the muslin department, 
his lawyers in every State standing as pickets near every one of 
his debtors—this man is opposed to a bankruptcy law because his 
collection army enables him to overcome all competing creditors, 
and seize for himself from each of his failing debtors enough to 
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pay his claim, although it may leave the unfortunate debtor bur- 
dened for life with the debts due other creditors. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


{[Mr. MAGUIRE addressed the House. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. TERRY. I yield twenty-five minutes to the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BLAND}. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I am not presumptuous enough to 
suppose that I can throw any light upon this subject or contribute 
anything valuable to this discussion that has not already been pre- 
sented by those who have preceded me. I would not undertake to 
use the time of the House if I did not feel that it was my duty to 
give some of the reasons why I can not support this bill, and why, 
probably, I could not support any bill upon this subject. 

Entertaining, as I do, views that I have gathered from the 
fathers in the past, that our Government is a Government of dis- 
tributed powers, and that the great States of this Union are sup- 
posed to be competent to regulate their own contracts and to 
enforce them in their own way; that although this power may 
have been conferred, as it unquestionably has been, in the Con- 
stitution to pass uniform laws on the subject of bankruptcy, yet 
I can not but regard it as one of some others in that instrument 
that found lodgment there at the instance of those who doubted 
and distrusted the people of the States in their sovereign capacity 
for self-government. 

I believe the time has come, Mr. Speaker, when those especially 
who think as I do should hesitate before marching upon the road 
of centralization of power; for, unquestionably, as we strip the 
States of rights which properly belong to them and assume on the 
part of Congress and the Federal judiciary and Federal machin- 
ery to take control of the local affairs of the people of this coun- 
try, in so far us we do that we tend at least to build up alien power 
for the protection, not of the poor, but of monopolies, trusts, and 
combines. 

I fear the enactment of this bill for other reasons. It looks to 
me something like a proclamation of bankruptcy going forth from 
the Federal Government that will unsettle business everywhere 
and compel every man to investigate his neighbor; that will cause 
uneasiness in the business community, so that even while a man 
may to-day feel himself entirely solvent, independent, and fearless 
as to his debts, yet the fact that he may possibly be dragged into 
a Federal court by some spy set upon him will cause him to 
hesitate in his business transactions and bring him in the end 
to disaster. 

I do not believe the time has come for a bankruptcy bill, and if 
ever such a timeshould arrive, it is not when business is prostrate 
throughout the country, when honest men are struggling as they 
are to-day everywhere, a great majority of them, to meet their 
obligations and survive in the business world. After they have 
survived the wreck of the past and are still holding their heads 
out of water, shall we, under the plea of relieving some unfortu- 
nate individual who has gone to wreck, enact a law that is at once 
a terror to every man to-day who is in legitimate and honest busi- 
ness engagements? 

No, sir. I know it is said sometimes, and even not only here 
but elsewhere, especially in the public press, that prosperity has 
come to this people; that we are now emerging from great/busi- 
ness depression, and that already prosperity is abroad in the land 
and confidence is restored. I deny it; and yet conditions of that 
kind ought to prevail before Congress enacts a law that will 
spread broadcast in this country distrust in the business relations 
of every man now engaged in mercantile pursuits. 

It may bethat if prosperity and confidence everywhere are re- 
stored, if the land was productive and its vast products found 
ready markets at remunerative prices, business everywhere was 
in a healthful and prosperous condition, that a law like this might 
not strike the people of this country with terror. It may be that 
under those circumstances you could relieve an honest man here 
and there who has met with misfortune without disturbing those 
who still survive. 

I am here, Mr. Speaker, to plead for those who are still surviv- 
ing under existing conditions and carrying on their business, no 
doubt, under many difficulties and apprehensions, as most of them 
are. Iam here to plead for them, and to say to this House and to 
the country that we have no right under any ee 
or actual oe for those who have gone by the ,and all 
that we may do would be to relieve them of their debts and after 
we accomplish that to bring disaster and ruin upon many thou- 
sands, yea, upon hundreds of thousands of men to-day who have 
struggled up and are struggling on and still struggling and will 
succeed if this bill fails to become law. 

But, sir, it is very true, as has been stated by gentlemen in 
advocacy of this bill, it is no harsher than the attachment laws 
of the various States. When that is stated we must remember 
also that we are not without legislation or without remedies for 
fraudulent debtors or those who undertake by fraudulent means 
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to escape payment of their debts, for every State in this Union 
provides remedies for such cases. We are not like many other 
countries upon this subject. 

We might take England for instance, from whose system, prob- 
ably, this provision of the Constitution found 1 ent in our 
organic law, because there parliament legislates for the whole 
people. Here we have local self-government. We have the laws 
of the various States upon this subject. Creditors are nowhere 
without remedy. They have no right to come here and ask this 
House to give them power to collect debts and enforce their col- 
lection. They have that remedy in every State in this Union. 

Hence. if there is any merit in this bill, it must be in that part 
of it that proposes to relieve those honest men who have in the 
past become commercial wrecks, and in relieving them, or attempt- 
ing to relieve them, we ought not to incorporate in this bill a pro- 
vision that is a threat to every man now transacting business in 
this country. 

I can not speak for every section of this country with regard to 
the Federal courts, nor shall I undertake to criticise the manner 
in which they enforce the laws. 

Ishall not allude in a harsh manner to them in that respect, 
but from whatever cause it may be, the fact is, as far as my 
knowledge extends in the country in which I reside, there is an 
absolute terror when you mention the fact of arraigning a man 
in a Federal court upon any subject. And when it is proposed, 
as this bill proposes, that a man who may have property probably 
sufficient to pay his debts—for I think that is an important ques- 
tion for investigation in this bill—who, under ordinary circum- 
stances, if permitted to manage his own affairs, has sufficient 
means to meet his debt, yet the fact that he may be dragged be- 
fore a Federal court is in itself a means by which in all proba- 
bility he will be made a bankrupt. 

Now, sir, what do I mean by one having property sufficient to 
meet his obligations in the sense of this bill? Do we mean by that 
a man doing business who probably under ordinary conditions has 
sufficient property and assets to meet his debts or do we mean by 
that that when you come to investigate the subject you must de- 
termine whether if his property is put up at a judicial sale and he 
is compelled to marshal his assets and put them ou the market 
he will have sufficient to meet his obligations? 

I take it that is what this bill means. If so, then I can say, Mr. 
Speaker, that nine out of ten of theretail merchants in this coun- 
try could be put into bankruptcy under this bill. If for any cause 
an extraordinary demand should come to him to meet some exi- 
gency, some pressing obligation, and he should goto a friend or to 
a banker and there execute an instrument as a mortgage or a judg- 
ment in court for any security, for the purpose of procuring the 
means to tide him over his present difficulties, he would under 
this bill be put in bankruptcy the next morning. 

And the fact that such is the case, the fact that such a terror 
is held over him, would be in itself sufficient to compe! him to 
seek the bankrupt court and immediately go into bankruptcy 
voluntarily rather than be driven there. And so it may happen 
under this bill that where we relieve one man we would destroy 
ten, fifteen, or twenty. 

So that, Mr. Speaker, the plea comes up from those who have 
been unfortunate in the past claiming relief here; let us not, in 
order to accomplish that purpose, bring those who to-day are 
solvent into bankrupt courts and have their assets wasted in the 
manner proposed. 

I know it is claimed in these arguments that when a man is once 
relieved of his debt he feels free to enter again thecommercial sea 
and to undertake by his industry to recover the situation; but my 
experience is, so far as bankrupt bills are concerned and bankrupt 
laws, that a man who is put into bankru a in the courts of this 
country is liable ever afterwards to have the nger of scorn pointed 
at him, and his credit and honor are all gone. 

I believe to-day that the honest, industrious, sincere man who 
may have been overwhelmed with debt and judgments—if he is 
known to be an honest man, his ability and ed will be a 
recommendation to him that will enable him to i accumu- 
late sufficient to pay his debt and fight the battle of life. It is 
that character of men who usually recovers from these misfor- 
tunes, 

It is not the man who undertakes by bankrupt laws or other- 
wise to escape his honest contracts, and I do not believe as a rule 
that any bankrupt bill, voluntary or involuntary law, will have 
the effect to give the relief that is claimed for them in this discus- 
sion. I have butlittle confidence init. I look with distrust upon 
all these measures—a distrust that leads me to believe that the 
final effect of them will be to place the collection of debts in the 
Federal courts. 

I believe that it will make the retail merchant, instead of an 
independent, wealthy, respected man, finally the t and serv- 
ant of the wholesale merchant, who will the ho'd him 
under his grasp with a threat of bankruptcy and compe! him to 
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buy, compel him to sell, on such conditions and at such prices as 
the wholesale merchant may require. We have that to-day insome 
instances in certain products in this country. 

Retail merchants in my country have told me that they are 
bound to sell certain articles, not at the price fixed by themselves, 
but at the prices fixed by trusts of thiscountry. Are we to throw 
all the retail dealers of this country into the hands of trusts and Mr. BELL. I base my statement on what I seein the Bank- 
combines and make them the mere agents of monopoly, of those | ruptcy Magazine, the October issue, which is practically filled 
who carry on the great wholesale houses of this country? That | with arguments undertaking to answer those of Mr. Field, and I 
will, in my opinion, be the effect of this bill, to destroy competi- | understand from this magazine that Mr. Field made an excellent 
tion and to destroy manhood. speech and was so witty and so forcible and agzressive in his state- 

There never was a bankruptcy bill, not even in England or this | ments that he captured the convention. 
country, that has not been denounced or criticized. They have| Mr. PERKINS. I concede that Mr. Field made a unique 
been amending the bankruptcy law in England over and over and | speech—such an oratorical success that it pleased those y ho heard 
over again, and yet they are full of imperfections and have met | it—but when the question came to a vote Mr. Field was almost 
with condemnation of the best statesmen in that country. unanimously voted down. 

We have passed such bills and repealed them. Such measures; Mr. BELL. That may be, andif the gentleman states itasa 
are dictated only by the power of monopoly and combinations and | fact it is doubtless true. I get my information, as I have said, 
trusts, seeking through the instrumentality of the Federal courts | from the Bankraptey Magazine, the October number of which is 
to dominate the commerce of this country, both wholesale and | largely occupied with answers to Mr. Field's arguments, or rather 
retail. ae lause. | : | assumed the result from the persistent efforts to answer Mr. 

Mr. it (. Lreserve the portion of time which the gentle- | Field. 
man from Missouri has not occupied. I yield fifteen minutes to I made the further statement that this was the most drastic 
the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELL]. | measure on the subject of bankruptcy that has ever been sought 

Mr. BELL. Mr. Speaker, I donot think I shall use fifteen min- | to be placed on our statute books. I stated that in our State leg- 
utes. All I desire to do is to reply to some of the strictures made | islation we are advancing in the direction of clemency toward the 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy] and by the | debtor; that we have advanced far beyond the legislation of 1:00; 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CoNNOLLY] regarding someassertions | that year by year. as civilization advances, we are becoming eman- 
I made the other day. The gentleman from Massachusetts | Mr. | cipated from all harsh remedies. Ifurther said that in the mercy 
Moopy] took exception to mystatement that under a bankruptcy | of its provisions the law of 1800 was very mild in contrast with 
law the local merchant’s credit was contracted, and that under | the present bill. 
the operation of such a law credit in the community is greatly The gentieman from Illinois [Mr. CoNNOLLY] has said that in 
contracted. He inferred that I meant to say you can not secure | the act of 1800 we had twenty causesfor bankruptcy. The statute 
a creditor on individual property; and when I endeavored to inter- | of 1800 was very much like the dictionary that consumes the first 
rogate him he had not the time to allow me to explain or to ex- | four pages of this bill with a definition of terms. While my in- 
plain himself. I asked him whether the right of a debtor to con- | genious friend from Illinois {Mr. ConNOLLY] finds in the law of 
fess judgment in favor of a local bank or a local wholesaler was | 1*00 twenty causes of bankruptcy, a gentleman who has gone over 
not taken away under legislation of thiskind? Iaskedhim whether | the four preliminary pages of this bill and found the different 
the old judgment note used by a great many merchants and bank- | senses in which each of these terms may be used tells me that 
ers would not be dispensed with if a bill of this kind should be | there are fifty-four causes for bankruptcy in the bill under con- 
passed by Congress? sideration. 

He said that in some cases that was a fact, and in some cases it This gentleman was none other than one of the Senators in the 
was not, leaving the question ambiguous. Now, I wish to say | other end of the Capitol, who has taken great interest in this bill. 
that in the gentleman's own State, Massachusetts, it is held that | He figured out that there were eighteen reasons, after a man got 
the insolvency la”7s of the State are all set aside the moment a into bankruptcy, why you should keep him from escaping or ob- 
national law goes into force. What I wish to be understood as | taining a discharge. Now, you may talk about the harshness of 
is saying this—and I defy any one to successfully controvert this | the bill of 1800, but our friend had to grasp at some things at that 
statement—that the moment you enact a nationai statute of bank- | age that do not exist now. And after he does this he fails. You 
ruptey, you greatly contract the local credit of every country | all remember that in 1800 we had imprisonment for debt in this 
merchant; you destroy the right of the local merchant to confess country. So imprisonment went along with the bankruptcy bill, 
judgment in favor of the local banker; you destroy the right of | just as it went with an execution, or with an attachment, or any 
the debtor to give, and of the creditor to use, a judgment note; | other provision of the law. : 

ou destroy the right of the debtor to make any preference to his| Lut take the general system of law in 1800 and our advance in 
local banker. jurisprudence since 1800, and compare one bill with the other. and 

When you destroy the operation of the State statute upon which | the harshness of this bill is extreme in comparison with that of 
the local creditor depends, he being on the ground aud able to | 1800. Orif you will blot out that distinction and take them as 
take care of himself, you distroy his disposition to extend local they are, without counting the general advance in the ameliora- 
aid. By taking away these remedies of the creditor you take | tion of our dealings with debtors, and the act of 1800 is mild in 
—_~ the opportunity of the local debtor to get an extension of | comparison with this and the opportunities for imprisonment less. 


Mr, PERKINS. Doesthe gentleman understand that he ‘‘ stam- 
peded the convention "? 

Mr. BELL. Iso understand. 

Mr. PERKINS. I think the gentleman will find by consulting 
the record that Mr. Field was almost alone when the matter came 
to a vote. 





















credit, or to secure a local credit on the assumption that it Now, I am not like my friend from California [Mr. Macuin}]; I 
is a kind of a preferred debt of honor. believe that if a man commits an actual fraud, and shows him- 


I think the gentleman from Massachusetts is right when he | self to be of a character unworthy to deal with the public, he 
says that the local merchant might give a deed of trust on his | ought to be cast into bankruptcy and put out of the way of com- 
store or residence, if he has one, or both. The law of mortgages | mitting further frauds. 1 believe that where an actual fraud is 
will not permit him to give a mortgage on his stock of goods | perpetrated a man ought to be cast into bankruptcy, and every 
while he continues to sell. The mere fact that a merchant should | opportunity taken to keep him from dealing with the public. But 
place a mortgage on his store or a deed of trust on his residence | you go beyond that in this bill. You throw him into bankruptcy, 
would so impair his credit, it being a confession of insolvency, | not because he has committed a fraud, but because he is unfortu- 
that the act would probably lead to his being thrown into bank- | nate. 
ruptcy under this bill. Now, I assert that your first, third, fourth, sixth, and seventh 

want to say to the gentleman that at the meeting of the Cred- | provisions make a much stricter bankrupt law than any we have 
itors’ Association in Kansas City in June last one of the great | ever had before, and yet I should not have seriously objected to 
wholesale merchants, Mr. Field, of Philadelphia, stampeded the | those. But take section 2, and what does it provide? It provides 
con ention against this bankruptcy law. ow? It seems that | that if any debtor permits an execution for $500 to be levied on 
he has a great trade throughout the State of Pennsylvania with | bis property and remain there for a period of thirty days he may 
the local merchants, and he said, among many other things: be thrown into bankruptcy. Now, you know enough about the 
iti iaincneth Wis tibet reihh th the &@ celteeben of falgment from law's delays, you know enough about the powerlessness of liti- 
our suniainon When this ive gees into effect, it wipes out our vient to do gants to realize that a shrewd lawyer or a disreputable sheriff 
80; it takes away from our customers the right to give us protection for car- | may annoy a man for thirty days and prevent him from releasing 


ping them; it contracts their credit both with their wholesaler and with is j o i ; ‘ ‘ 
their local banks, and in this way it contracts business. ain preperse if he were disposed to do it 


e SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
For these reasons, among others, he declared his opposition to ired 


expired. 

this bill; and that association, as I understand, went with him. Mr. BELL. Iask the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Terry] 
Mr. PERKINS. Does the gentleman from Colorado understand | to give me three or four minutes more. 

that the Kansas City convention agreed with Mr. John Field, of Mr. TERRY. I yield three minutes more to the gentleman. 

Philadelphia, in the position he took? Mr. BELL. I see that I must go over this hurriedly. Section 8 
Mr. BELL. Yes, sir. ought not to be on any statute book. It does not deal with fraud, 
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but it simply permits one to throw a debtor into bankruptcy if an 
execution is issued against him and returned ‘‘ No pay 
found.” Now, suppose that I live on the line separating Nort 
and South Carolina. Suppose that I live just across the line in 
North Carolina; that I have property in great abundance in South 
Carolina, and you obtain a judgment against me and issue an exe- 
cution. The jurisdiction of your State court would not go beyond 
the State lines. The sheriff might take the execution, and when 
he made search in North Carolina he would find that I had no 
property there and he would return that execution ‘* No property 
found.” Then I might be thrown into bankruptcy, though I might 
be worth millions of dollars. Or, suppose there is connivance 
with the sheriff and he returns an execution ‘‘ No property found.” 
Though I have an abundance of property within the jurisdiction 
of the court, I am permitted to be thrown into bankruptcy. Now, 
those things, I say, may exist under this the most rigorous bank- 
rupt law that was ever passed in this country, and, I believe, 
harsher than any existing in any other country. 

Furthermore, you have added penalties until you have made 
almost a complete penal code under this bill. Now, that should 
not be. Iam not in favor of discriminating against foreign cred- 
itors. I believe that a foreigner ought to have as good an oppor- 
tunity as possible, but the local man always has an advantage, but 
he has not so much as you may at first blush suspect. Men re- 
move causes from the State court to the United States court on 
the ground of citizenship, thinking they can not get justice in 
local courts. Yet the man from Pennsylvania who tries his case 
in the city of Denver has just as good an opportunity as the man 
in Pueblo, in the same State, who tries his casein Denver. The 
local man will have some advantage, and it can not be avoided. 

Under State laws the local banker and the local wholesale mer- 
chant do have an advantage by being on the ground. By reason 
of this advantage they advance embarrassed debtors money and 
credit, giving him an es. to survive his embarrassment 
for the benefit of all. The only recompense they receive for this 
is these local preferences should he fail. The committee shows in 
its report that only 1 per cent of merchants ultimately fail. 

An invincible objection to this bill is that every retailer will 
have a master. His wholesaler will hold this law over him, 
charge him whatever he sees fit, and he can not change while he 
owes anything or he will meet his fate. Occasionally you find a 
man vicious enough to use such a law for revenge. I do not be- 
lieve that many men will be thrown into involuntary bankruptcy if 
this bill passes. It is not so profitable to sell men out under such 
a@ bill as it is to hold and control them under the overawing power 
of its cruel provisions. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I shall not attempt to go 
over the details of the provisions of this bill. It would be an un- 
necessary labor, and I could not do it as well as it has already been 
done by a number of the gentlemen who have addressed the 
House during the progress of this very interesting debate. I 
want to turn my attention, for the brief time allotted to me, to 
the discussion of a single question of fact, as I might say, touch- 
ing certain arguments which have been made on this floor in re- 
gard to the promoters of this legislation, and in regard to the men 
who oppose this legislation, and generally to discuss who it is that 
opposes it, and why. The gentleman from California [Mr. Ma- 
GUIRE] and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] have both, 
within a few minutes, declared that the promoters of this legisla- 
tion are the great wholesale houses of the country. 

I may surprise some of the gentlemen who do me the honor to 
listen when I say that I know of no great wholesale house, great 
in the sense that it rises above its fellows, which does not oppose 
this legislation, and I shall try to show you why and upon what 
principle. And I will try to show to the House that the greatest 

romoters of monopoly, as it is called, are the men who are woe 
ing this class of legislation. By monopoly in this connection I do 
not mean the ordinary use of the term, but I mean the great com- 
mercial powers of the country that, by virtue and by the operation 
of the systems which they employ nd the vast capital which they 
control, are able to concentrate the trade of the country in the 
fewest possible hands. 

I take it that it will not be denied that the greatest wholesale 
houses of the country are enemies in fact of this bill; and that, 
therefore, if I can show that the men who rise high above all 
other competitors in the matter of control of the business of the 
country are opposing this bill I have certainly gotten rid of the 
argument which has been made by the two gentlemen to whom I 
have referred. 

I propose to refer to the record of a great house, one branch of 
which is located in the city of Chicago. I refer to the house of 
Marshall Field & Co., with which most of you are well acquainted. 
Marshall Field & Co., of Chicago, have been playing a very large 
hand in attempting to influence the members of the House with 
reference to the bankruptcy bill, and hence I propose to introduce 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 18, 


that firm and its methods to the House. It is a dry-goods house 
doing business at the following places: Chicago, Adams, Quincy, 
Franklin, Fifth avenue; New York, 104 Worth street; Manches- 
ter, 38 George street; Nottingham, 20 A Fletcher Gate; Paris, 22 
and 24 Rue St. Georges; Chemnitz, Theater strasse 14; Calais, 20 
Place de la Republique; St. Gall, 43 Vadianstrasse. 

This is a house that covers the civilized world. I venture to sa 
that there is no house in the United States of America with such 
an organization as this house has. It has a regularly established 
and organized law de ent, and I point this out for the pur- 
pose of illustrating what I shall have to sayfurtheron. I mayas 
well say now that this house has —— Se legislation, 
in company with the great house of Claflin & Co., of New York, 
and other great concerns, for a reason which I shall try to make 
absolutely plain, not only in my introductory remarks, but when 
I come to analyzing their own circulars and their own statements. 

They have organized a law department, with branches extend- 
ing into every State and county where —_ have trade. Their 
trade is with the jobbers and with the retail dealers. Their sys- 
tem of carrying on business is to keep the most perfect espionage, 
far greater than the ordinary wholesale merchant can, upon the 
transactions of their patrons. They are entirely willing that the 
small jobber and the small wholesaler shall, through the instru- 
mentality of their own indorsement of the credit of the smaller 
house, fill the shelves of the retailer with the goods of other mer- 
chants, while they themselves keep the sharpest and most vigilant 
eye upon the outgoings and incomings and all the movements of 
the merchant; and when the proper time comes, before the other 
dealer, who has possibly furnished the majority of the goods, is 
able to open his eyes to what is going on, these great organizations 
seize the goods under the statutes of the several States, realize 
their own indebtedness, and the other people are turned out. 

I shall furnish a statement, published by Marshall Field & Co., 
showing the percentage of recovery which they have been able to 
make by carrying out the processes which I have described, and I 
leave it to you to imagine how much of this per cent has come 
from the sale of the of the other man and how much the 
other man has realized out of the remnant that was left after the 
prior lien of Marshall Field & Co. had been realized. 

I have gone to the trouble of obtaining from Bradstreet’s Com- 
mercial Agency and from R. G. Dun & Co. reports on this firm. 
I may say that Bradstreet does not give the amount of the prop- 
erty of any firm above a million of dollars. Both Bradstreet and 
Dun Ar report Marshall Field & Co. at a million of dollars and 
upward. 

I do not submit these figures in derision of that firm, but sim- 
ply to show that it is not necessary for it to have a bankrupt law 
as a support to its credit as a member of the debtor class, and 
that it is not likely to take the advantages of the act, and hence 
it can not have any a with or understanding of the neces- 
sity for such a law as an aid to the credit of the debtor classes 
who are insolvent, nor any appreciation of the necessity of such 
a law for the resurrection of the insolvent debtors of the country 
who are in great need of it. In other words, it seems to me that 
we must receive with extreme caution the influence which may 
have been brought to bear upon us by a gigantic concern which 
has no sympat y with nor interest in one-half of the subject- 
matter of the bill before us. 

Some time ago an interview with one of the members of the 
firm of Messrs. Marshall Field & Co. was published in the Times- 
Herald, with which we are furnished. In that interview the black 

rotest was copied, and under the caption ‘‘ Will work on the 
nate,” a member of the firm said, ‘‘I did not think it best to 
waste my time on the House of Representatives, and consequently 
did not forward the petition. An effort will be made to defeat the 
legislation in the Senate.” And then followed a rehash of a circu- 
lar, protest, and letter of instructions, which I will submit to you. 
Note the significant language of this gentleman, that he does not 
think it best to waste his power on the House. For one I would 
like to know what “‘ power” it is that he arrogantly asserts he has 
but disdains to exert. 

The firm of Marshall Field & Co., of Chicago, New York, Man- 
chester, Nottingham, Paris, Chemnitz, Calais, and St. Gall, has 
sent out to its correspondents and patrons in the United States 
two forms of ss against bankruptcy legislation as contem- 
plated by the Federal Constitution. 

You gentlemen have been thinking that these protests that have 
been coming here have somehow or other come to you from men 
who had a deep interest in your action on this bill, when, in point 
of fact, I am going to show to you that every one of them has 
emanated from the office of Marshall Field & Co., and the argu- 
ment has been made to make it ap that it was the victim of 
this legislation in some way by gentlemen who did not know any- 
thing about it. 

One of these forms is ruled in red and the other in black. ed 
appropriate. The red form has only three reasons; the blac 
form five. They are practically the same. Neither of them 
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has any place or date line. Of the protests gathered by this great 
firm, of this and other countries, eleven of them do not contain 
on their face, or on their back by indorsement, any indication as 
to the place from whence they came—no State, no town, no date. 
None of the protests forwarded by order are dated, and so, for all 
we know, they may be a second-hand lot of ‘‘ shopworn ” protests. 
We sat and listened to some arguments made this afternoon by 
ntlemen, and we have heard the gentleman from North Caro- 
ina [Mr. Linney] reading from Lord Selden’s opinion of the 
English bankruptcy law, delivered two hundred years ago. He 
might as well have taken Blackstone’s Commentaries and read to 


us what the power of a man over the wife was, and how he could 
legitimatel t her if he did not strike her with too big a club. 
[Laughter.] You might as well read other threadbare, anti- 


quated, long-ago repudiated stuff that has been read with pedan- 
tic flourish that had first been read by the students of law in this 
country and then they had been warned against it a hundred 
times since. p 

I will read you now the black memorial. 

They have been at this business of trying to perpetrate the nul- 
lification of that provision of the Constitution relating to the en- 
actment of bankruptcy laws for years, and hence it may be that 
they are now working off their oid stock of protests on us. 

The red form of protest is as follows: 

To the honorable the Senate and the House o Represen tatives 
of the United States of America. 

GENTLEMEN: The undersigned hereby protest against the passage of a gen- 
eral bankruptcy law for the following, among other reasons: 

First. Because there is neither necessity nor demand for such legislation on 
the part of any considerable number of the debtor class, for whose benefit, 
ostensibly, the law is framed. 

I have in my prepared remarks declarations from almost every 
board of trade and chamber of commerce in the United States, 
making the round of places from which these papers are issued. 
The chamber of commerce and board of trade representing the 
trade of that mighty city had already petitioned Congress, and 
they sent out this circular to be signed up by their innocent pa- 
trons, showing that there was no demand for this law. 

Second. Because the condition of the country is now, and bids fair to be in 
the future, so prosperous that no occasion exists requiring such legislation. 

And yet we hear our friends on the other side, with their pock- 
ets full of these petitions, tell us that the country is in a bad fix, 
and that we are all now going to the bad. 

Third. Because the history of bankruptcy legislation shows that such laws 
are made only to be repealed, one reason ik as expressed in the petitions 
of debtors for the repeal of the act of 1867, that “the existence of the act 
prevented them from making such arrangements with their creditors as 
would enable them to carry on their business.” 

I never heard of such a petition. The features of the law of 
1867 which were the most criticised have been eliminated from the 
present legislation, and therefore that argument falls tothe ground. 

The black form of protest sent out by the monster firm of thi 
and other countries is as follows: . 
To the honorable the Senate and the House of Representatives 

of the United States of America. 

GENTLEMEN: The undersigned hereby protest against the passage of a gen- 
eral bankruptcy law for the following, among other reasons: 

First. There is neither necessity nor demand for such legislation on the 
part of any considerable number of the debtor class, for whose benefit osten- 
sibly the law is framed. 

That is a repetition of the provision of the first letter. 


Second. The e of such an act at the present time would be especially 
disastrous, as it would greatly restrict the granting of credit and hinder tho 
return of business prosperity. 


Third. Nonuniformity by reason of existing State laws. 

And I have sat here and listened to gentlemen who point out | 
the discrepancies between the enormous exemptions in one State | 
and the meager exemptions in another State as reasons for passing | 
this bill, pointing out the nonuniformity that is maintained by 
various States; and yet this great house, which seems to have | 
taken such interest in the fight for uniform laws, speaks of ‘‘ nonuni- 
formity by reason of existing State laws.” It is a great point in 
favor of this class of legislation that it is absolutely uniform in 
the method of its administration, while it maintains and upholds | 
all the State laws touching exemptions, touching rules of evidence, 
touching all the modes of practice, which are controlled in the 
United States courts by the enactments of the States. 

Fourth. Delay and expense of administration. 


Gentlemen get up and say that that is the trouble about it; that 
there are too many delays, and all we propose is to make the law 
fulland efficient if it is tooslow. What ae want is to arrest the 
debtor's abe pe) before anybody else gets there, and then get an 
order himself and sell it, because he has charitably converted it 
into money at their own price, leaving the balance of the creditors 
to whistle for their debt. 

Fifth. Thehistory of bankruptcy legislation shows that such laws are made 
only to be re led, one reason being, as ex in the petitions of debtors 
for the re of the act of 1867, that “the existence of the act prevented them 

such arrangements with their creditorsas would enable them tocarry 
business.’ 
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Correcting the statements in this black form of protest, I will 
have Re te of the red form, as it is embodied within the black. 

In reply to the first reason, as given in this black form, I submit 
to the House that this firm is not competent to say whether or not 
there is a necessity for such a law on behalf of the debtor class. 
As to there being a demand by that class, I fairly and squarely 
contradict the statement of this monster house. Every member 
of this House knows that there is a demand for this legislation 
from every part of the country—a demand not only by insolvent 
debtors who have lost their all in the financial cyclones of the last 
few years, but on the part of solvent debtors, who realize that such 
a law would strengthen their credit, relieve them from further 
exposure to the danger which they experience under inefficient 
State laws, and in all respects redound to their financial interests, 

It will be noted that in this first reason the word “‘ ostentatious” 
is printed in italics. 1 can not conceive why this was done unless 
it be a subtle attempt to prejudice persons who may read this 
black protest against the proposed legislation. Be that as it may, 
that firm is not qualified, I repeat, to speak for the debtor classes, 
and in attempting to do so does not speak truthfully. 

In reply to the second reason in this protest, I want again to 
flatly and emphatically contradict the statement made. Isay, and 
every member of this House knows, that the enactment of a bank- 
ruptcy law at this time would not be ‘‘especially disastrous;” 
that it would not “‘ restrict the granting of credit;” that it would 
not “hinder the return of business prosperity.” 

Every member of this House knows and | know that the credit 
of an individual is determined not only by the aggregate amount 
of the money he possesses but by the provisions of the laws under 
which he lives. If these laws are such as to protect the property 
and to enable creditors to secure their rights as against debtors 
who may undertake to act wrongfully, the credit will be for as 
large an amount as is consistent with the character of the applicant 
for credit; but, on the other hand, if the laws are permissive of 
wrongdoing, if they tend to the encouragement rather than to the 
defeat of fraads, the result upon the individual applicant for 
credit will be that he will receive not the largest possible amount 
of credit consistent with his character and property, but the 
smallest amount of credit which is warranted by his character 
and money. 

The worst of it is that the man who wrote this circular either 
was ignorant of the elements which go to make up credit or will- 
fully perverted the facts which constitute the basis of credit. It 
is therefore submitted that this firm has in a second respect 
shown itself to be unworthy of belief by members of this House. 
What idea the third ground is calculated to convey is a mys- 
tery. Every well-informed layman, to say nothing of lawyers, 
knows that the enactment of a bankruptcy law will supersede 
existing State insolvency laws. The man who wrote that black 
protest evidently knows this fact. The Constitation requires that 
the law shall be uniform, and the bill before the House answers 
that description; hence whatever the third objection may be, it 
does not apply to the bill we are considering. 

The fourth paragraph is another misstatement of fact. Itis pro- 
vided by the bill before us that the bankruptcy court shall be 
opened, both in term time and during the vacation, for the dis- 
patch of bankruptcy business. It provides for the appointment of 
an unlimited number of assistant judicial officers, called referees, 
who will at all times administer the bill, and as a result there will 
be no vacation as to these officers. It follows of necessity that 
there will be less delay in the administration of the bankruptcy 
law than there is in the administration of the insolvency law of 
any State or Territory of the country. 

The expenses of administration as provided for in this bill are 
the most reasonable of which I have any knowledge. Indeed, it 
may be a very serious question as to whether the committee has 
not gone too far in the direction of economy. For my own part, 
I wish to go to the limit to which we may go and at the same 
time have the law properly administered. One thing is certain 
and that is that the expenses of the administration under this law 
will be the smallest possible amount. 

It appears, then, that for the fourth time we have detected this 
firm in the misstatement of a fact. 

As to the fifth reason, I do not know whether he who wrote this’ 
most remarkable product referred to the history of bankruptcy 
——— in this or any other of the countries. If it was as to 
other countries, it was quite as false as any other statement made. 
If made with reference to this country, it may be said that the 
other laws which have been enacted upon this subject have all 
been repealed. There were many reasons why they were repealed 
which will not apply to this bill if it shall become a law. I think 


that one of the reasons why the other three laws were repealed 
was that they were not fair measures; that they were not wisely 
conceived or properly drafted, and hence did not embody the 
rights of all classes of our people. 

one of these laws seem to have been distinctively American 
laws, as is the one before us. 


In foreign countries they have one 





1900 


legislative body and one system of courts, and the result is that 
the law of the subject of bankruptcy need not of necessity be lim- 
ited strictly to the provisions which are essential to it. It is im- 
material, for example, whether a law on evidence is embodied in 
a bankruptcy law or a separate enactment by itself. But in this 
country, where we have national laws and State laws and na- 
tional courts and State courts, the conditions are different, and 
hence our bankruptcy law must be limited to the narrowest pos- 
sible scope, and in this respect the bill before us is a very excellent 
measure. 

It has been said of it ‘‘that its greatest excellence consists in 
whatis not contained in it.” That is to say, it makes the provi- 
sions for determining whether or not a given person, firm, or cor- 
poration isa bankrupt. And if it turns out that such is the case, 
the various steps of the administration are provided for. If the 
defendant is an individual. and in fact an honest man, he will be 
discharged promptly. If the defendant has been guilty of fraud 
with reference to his property, a discharge will not only be granted, 
but humane punishment will be meted out as a means of prevent- 
ing frauds in the future. 

The affairs of honest, solvent men are not in any way interfered 
with. The jurisdiction of the State courts over the litigation be- 
tween its citizens and between its citizens and the citizens of other 
States, where it does not equal in amount to $2,000, is not dis- 
turbed. ‘The exemption laws of the Statesare not interfered with. 
The rules of evidence, as provided by the legislatures of the States, 
will be enforced in these proceedings. The statute of limitations 
will be recognized. The measure of damages on contracts will 
be enforced, and so on to the end of the chapter. 

It is not worth while to contend with the author or authors of 
the first four reasons as to whether or not the truth was told in 
the petition quoted for the repeal of the old law. Since irre- 
spective of what the old law may have provided, the present law 
will not prevent debiors from making arrangements with their 
creditors for carrying on their business; on the contrary, it will 
enable them to do so where, under existing laws, it is impossible 
that they should secure that result. The provisions in the bill 
before us looking to the settlement between debtors and their 
creditors are ample and excellent, and I anticipate with the great- 
est confidence that the settlements made after it shall have been 
enacted will exceed in number the administrations which will be 
had under it. 

Every gentleman in this House knows that under the laws of 
most of the States the first creditor that gets an intimation that 
his debtor has had a financial misfortune, or has been running be- 
hind in his payments, simply proceeds with compulsory process 
to realize as against the debtor. Such action is frequently taken 
as tke result of misapprehension or nervousness on the part of 
the creditor, and in the absence of any real cause growing out 
of the financial condition of the debtor. The bill we are nowcon- 
sidering will do away with this condition of distrust by the sus- 

ension of the laws under which it grows and the substitution of a 
aw therefor which will give confidence to all men whose financial 
transactions go upon credit. 

My conclusion, therefore, is that, irrespective of whether or uot 
the statement is true with regard to the old law, it is unqualifiedly 
false with reference to the bill we are considering. 

To induce their dependent debtors to sign the protests and 
secure the signature of their friends thereto, a circular has been 
sent out with their red and black protests, as follows: 


CHICAGO, January 17, 1898. 

DEAR Str: It is to be hoped that the Congress of the United States will 
not cloud the era of prosperity that has been inaugurated by the enactment 
of a bankruptcy law. Thecommercial and industrial interests of the country 
have suffered severely during the past two or three years, and it is our firm 
conviction that the passage of any bankruptcy Te will be detrimental 
to the best interests of the entire country. Such laws, however wisely 
framed, are not a credit toany nation, people, or age. 

Any law that could be agreed upon would certainly and seriously disturb 
the bright ew that give promise of a prosperity that alone will give 
ae gople of all classes, and the nation as well, happy issue out of all their 

rou bles. 

Any law that leaves the several Commonwealths of the nation the right to 
retain on their statute books the existing exemption laws can not be uniform; 
and the Constitution of the United States does not, and its wise framers did 
not, intend that any other should ever become a law. 

Examples of the incguplity of the exemption laws of the different States 
are best shown by the following: 

The State of Wisconsin provides for the exemption of one-quarter of an 
acre in town and 40 acres in the country; in Iowa one-half an acre in town 
and 40 acres in the country, together with all the property that may be placed 
thereon. The exemptions of the State of— 

Tilinois amount to.............. Sutesecquecsce sodsasquusedascepe EEE 
eeaeety GG, WRG. oo. oes ccpen sinks ed tnitinesebdees sosccccccemsudnesscnised Ee 
BOD dn tc wines s¢necctanabtn bigsks ceinsborsnhibibtieineotenanscedheisbeeann 
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Pennsylvania 

North and South Carolina... 

North Dakota 


The very first words of the so-called “Henderson bill,” now pending in 
the House, are: “An act to establish a uniform law on the subject of bank- 
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ruptcies throughout the United States.” And the act then fails utterly to 
provide such a system. 

The most serious objection to the of bankruptcy legislation is the 
fact that neither the debtor nor desire it. Such a law in force 
is a continual menace to the honest, conscientious, painstaking merchant, xo 
matter where located and no matter what the magnitude of his business. 

The dishonest, careless, or indifferent trader has him at a disadvantage 
for he can undersell, outtrade, and defeat him at Saye, He ean con- 
ceal his assets, or convert them and the money beyond the reach of 
the law or his suffering creditors, and obtain his discharge, only to repeat the 
operation at his pleasure. Such always has been and always will | be the 
operation of such a law, no matter how wisely and carefully framed or how 

iilfully administered. 

Honest, unfortunate debtors can invariably obtain relief from their cred- 
itors without the dissipation of a large percentage of their assets, in niuch 
less time, without the sacrifice of commercial character and integrity; and it 
isconceded by all that such a law should not be created for the onest 
debtor class. They are not entitled to relief; but should, for the benefit of 
the entire community, be kept out of business instead of being provided with 
an open door of escape,which is practically all that a bankruptcy law 
amounts to. 

We are fully aware that it will be claimed that the law will provide for the 
exposure and punishment of frand and the return to the estate of secreted 
assets; but the execution of such a law is necessarily in the hands of officers 
who take very little interest in prosecuting criminals or hunting up assets 
for the benefit of othersin whom they have no personal interest and per. 
haps have never seen. The litigation attending such cases frequently takes 
the creditor far away from his home, at great expense, and after he has pre- 
pared his a Se his journey, and is ready for trial, on the most 
trivial excuse the case is carried over until some indefinite future term of 
court, and the journey must be repeated or the case abandoned. 

The last bankruptcy law made ample provision for the punishment of 
fraudulent debtors, but in the twelve years of its existence we succeeded in 
convicting but two debtors, both of whom escaped punishment. One fied 
from the court room while the jury was determining its verdict, and the 
other one, after conviction, and_pending a motion for a new trial, took sick, 
died, and was apparently buried, but subsequently it developed that he was 
living in luxury ina re country, at the expense of his creditors. 

_ If the creditor class and the honest debtor class do not ask for this legisla- 
tion, why should it be for a moment seriously considered by the Congress of 
the United States? 

Asking you to oppose the enactment of the legislation referred to, and 
thanking you in advance, we are, with respect, 

Very truly, yours, MARSHALL FIELD & CO. 


{From the Bankruptcy Magazine. ]} 


THE RIGHT OF PETITION—RDMARKS CONCERNING THE FOREGOING CIRCU- 
LAR LETTER OF INSTRUCTIONS AND PROTESTS OF MESSRS. MARSHALL 


FIELD & CO. 
(By the editor, Jay L. Torrey.] 

It may be interesting to segregate the foregoing circular and take a look 
atitin parts. Let us try. 

‘It is to be hoped that the Congress of the United States will not cloud 
the we prosperity that has been inaugurated by the enactment of a bank- 
ruptcy law.” 

o; it will not “cloud the era of as age gl but it will be brightened by 
the passage of sucha bill. It will enable the honest unfortunates of every 
class to be freed and to take in and enjoy the prosperity of this cra. 
By the passage of such a law it will make this era always remembered as tho 
one in which a law was passed for the protection of all honest debtors, for 
the calling to justice of all dishonest debtors, and for the protection and en- 
forcement of the rights of all creditors. 

“The commer and industrial interests of the country have suffered 
severely during the t two or Sreepests, and it is our firm conviction that 
the passage of any ruptcy legislation will be detrimental to the best 


interests of the entire tT. r 

Yes; the suffering depi was experienced, and it is the “firm convic- 
tion” of the great mass of people of this country that the enactment of wise 
fs cami tcy legislation will prove beneficial to the best interests of all classes 
of people. 

; “Such laws, however wisely framed, are not a credit to any nation, peo- 

ple, or age.” 

You don’t say! This sounds wise and important, but let us inquire into 
the experience of other people. As we are in a hurry, we will telephone: 

“Hello, central!” “Well, what do you want?” “Give me England.” 
“Hello, England, is that yout” “Yes.” “How long have you had a bank 
ruptcy law in force?’ “Since 1524." “Is it a‘credit’to you?’ “Yes; we 
could not get along without it. Except for it one or two of the big whole- 
sale dry goods houses having offices in this and other countries might tako 
advantage of their debtors and other creditors and in that way work great 
hardship to them.” “Thank you.” “Good-bye.” “Good-bye.” 

* Hello, France!” “Well, what do you want?” “How long have you had 
a bankruptcy law in force?” “For something over four hundred and five 
years.”’ “A monster dry goods firm over here, which has an office in Paris 
at 22 and 24 Rue Georges, says it is ‘not a credit’ to you. What do you think 
about it?” “Our people would have caused it to be repealed long ago if it 


were not.” 
“Hello, Germany, what about your benkronter law ™ |, robeve hed ne 
6 seve $ had them 


in force since the beginning of the Em ‘ 
individually prior to that time.” ‘* But Messrs. Marshall Field & Co., doing 
business in your country and in this andin other countries, say that suc) 
laws ‘are not a credit to any nation, people, or age.’ What do you think 
about it?” “Couldn't tell you how wrong they are in two or three days 
aoasee pay the telephone charges w I do so?” “Good-bye.” 
Denmark, Switzerland, the Netherlands, um, Austria, Haiti, Hawaiian 
Islands, Liberia, Peru, Uruguay, Greece, e, Argentina, Ecuador, Spain, 
Guatemala, Russia, Mexico, Sweden and Norway, and Venezuela all have 
bankruptcy laws, but are not on the telephone circuit. . 
“Hello, China?” “ Whaty want?’ “Do you have bankruptcy laws’' 
“We beheady bankrupts if owey ovel flive tousand dols; if lessee tlanspor'. 
“We have a great big firm over here that says: ‘Such laws, however wisely 
framed, are not a credit to any nation, people, or age.’ What do you think 
about it?” “ Velly good; velly good.” 
a that —- — upon would rm aud sovtena 
e bright p ve promise of prosperity, one 
peorle of | T ckannes, and the nation as well, happy issue out of 
uu bles. 


No doubt this is true, if we must wait until that firm agrees to the enact- 
ment of any law which will protect the rights of other people. If the agrec- 
ment referred to is one which -— be reached as between the intelligent, 
Go1-fearing, patriotic members the Senate and House, the statement 
made above is an insult to them. 


The history of the proceedings of Congress with reference to bankruptcy 


disturb 
ive the 
their 
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et law permitted the Sta 
their exemption laws, and was held by 
still the above statement has been made in 
ster business house to its ——- debtors 
on the as = Ser ae instructed to secure protests 
enactment of a “ 

The T bill does not seek to interfere with the rights of the States to 
say by law what amount of property they consider that an insolvent debtor 
should retain in order to t his family from want, and enable him to 
keep them out of the poorhouse and his in the public schools. There 
is no more doubt but that the Torrey bill, if enacted, will be constitutional, 
than there is that Messrs. Marshall Field & Co. are opposed to it because of 
thats selfish in 


iform exem greater occasion 
pa eg to supersede the laws of the te ree 
evidence, or that it should undertake to fix a statute of limitations. 


iects which can best be left, asthey have been, tothe State legislatures. 
a a serious objection to the of bankruptcy legislation is 
the fact ae neither the debtor nor desire it.” 
Let the 


maker of this statement examine the list of commercial, industrial, 
of debtors and creditors, in all 


prof bodie,s of the 
coamiry nat ieoritocies, both os i aadieat tensa: 
as n - 
eo rnee a = is for imagination as an author of Baron 
aa a law in force is a continual menace to the honest, conscien 
pai merchant, no matter where located, and no matter what the 
mange ote ee Ree ~ ait 
forenee, or if he is not willing that such a debtor when hones‘ ortn- 


peso should be given a new lease of financial life. Yes, if he wants to have 

te ee pS SET 
rely u Ww ur- 

ean sale of commodities teatead of such as arise from alee 

and robbing cocreditors. The honest merchant does not live, and never will 

live, who has been or will be the enforcement of the 

equity. Selfish cormorants in ages have ered restraint from the 

enforcement of just laws. It is also true that— 

“No man e’er felt the halter draw, 


With good opinion of the law.” 

“Th careless, or indifferent edly Sas Din ob 0 atantem, 
for ho cam rt them and ae enti atthe 
hi or conve an money w 

> eae i Cea pa Rp om dy tee the opera- 


or 
tion at his SS 

atic: cnckeddn te ttidisien Rave never band bb theneatt 
worked out as in the t diverse and incomplete laws of the se 
States. Under some of them a partial discharge may be obtained, and under 
some they can not. 

It isa souree of very t 


as humani 
suffer the sameilis. But justice and equity are always 
law. t State iaws are of a necessity defective, It 


The the obligations 
contracts, and hence it is ible, and always will remain so unless the 
tion is amended, for States to pass comprehensive bankruptcy 


elie dh anenhs She wp have cuseur 
national Ri, oF eal am cunbanpe upon com- 
meres and the right to comprehensive be eet a 
tunates by a toleration of the im ect and diverse State laws? 

Ro LS te of 


matter how and carefully framed or how 
to ne that it can al 


sicifally — 
administered.” 
be aduieletered with abeo- 

will be done in every 
But there is no reason why 
administe 


Tt is absurd to say that 
in administering a law simply because it is called 


were called by any other name. 
debtors cafi invariably obtain relief from their cred- 
a percentage of their assets, in much 


character ¢ : 

‘Tin sheteanaas, 20 above, had | Meneat. untorvenese debtors can invaria- 

their creditors,” is ualifiedly false. The writer of 

is eee or alee willtully misstated a fact which he 

ought to know exists. T at is that there are in the country many great 

will not accept a com with a creditor upon any terms, 

and the result is that anyone who indebted to them must, for the 
rest of their natura! life, either owe the debt or pay it. 

are encouraged, and it is con- 

there will be more settlements 


and integrity miggests, inguiry. iti: Whereis would 

. .8 an ing ‘i - in w 

templated by the tution provided by our bill, be 

ite: htoe than Tiechanes btained te thee charit- 
tion of creditors? 


“And it is conceded all that such a law should not be created for this 
debtor class. are not entitled to relief; but should, for the 
benefit of the entire community, be kept out of business, instead of being 
a ee pe escape, which is practically all that a bank- 


in this that a bankru law is not f 
poem o Te dado abies “mayan ce eke Wa cy na 
os ri — Gah ol ty Gann aliens law. which is the 
% of the present chactments on this subject. : 
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The statement that dishonest debtors are “ provided with an open door of 
be ya pee is practically all that a bankruptcy law amounts to" is a stu- 
pid, misrepresentation of a fact. It is simply idiotic tomake sucha 
statement in view of the fact that all the great and most of the small couwn- 


tries of the world have such laws and have had ever since the dawn of civili- 
zation, and have found them to be beneficial and necessary. 

“Weare fully aware that it will be claimed that the law will provide for 
the exposure and punishment of fraud, and the return to the estate of secreted 


Yes, sir; that is the claim, and it will be made good by the results which 
will be secured under the enforcement of our bill when it is enacted. There 
is practically nolaw at present for the securing of these results, and it is high 
time that one should be passed. 

“But the executionof such a law is necessarily in the hands of officers who 
take ee little interest in prosecuting criminals or hunting up assets for 
the t of others in whom they have no personal interest and perhaps 
have never seen.” 


The principals of this great firm evidently have not read the bill. The 
trustee of each bankrupt estate will be chosen by the creditors who have 
proven their claim against it. He will receive the title of the bankrupt to 
all of his assets, and he will have the right to recover them for the benefit of 
creditors. It might be that the trustee would be a person who would have 


no interest in the estate, but at all events he would be a person chosen by the 
creditors, and would perform his duties under their supervision. 
Just what “and perhaps have never seen" means it is hard to tell. 


If it 
isa 


that the creditors might select a trustee who never had seen 


them, reply is, that still he might be me as competent and industrious 
= any of the employees which great house has who performs his duties 
ata 


some one of their many places of business and perhaps is 
so unfortunate as never to have feasted his eyes witha sight of their individ- 
ual figures. 

It seems very r that men of unquestioned ability as world-wide 
merchants should have inflicted upon an intelligent people such claptrap 
bosh as the a eg 

“The li ion attending such cases frequently takes the creditor far 
away from his home, at great expense, and after he has prepared his case, 
performed his journey, and is ready for trial, on the most trivial excuse the 
case is over until some indefinite future term of court, and the jour- 
ney must be repeated or the case abandoned.” 

not the smaens suggestion of difficulties attending litigation incident 
to all litigation which is conducted ata place away from the home of the in- 
dividual interested? A very ignorant person might think that under pres- 
ent laws litigation is not necessary in order to secure to creditors and debt- 


ors their ive rights. The United States courts, which will have ju- 
risdiction of the enforcement of the bankruptcy law, do not hold terms at as 
many as the State courts. If, therefore, all proceedings incident to 


bankruptcy business were conducted only in the Federal courts, the incon- 
venience to parties in interest would be very much greater than it would be 
if such laws were administered in the State courts. 
But our bill provides, in order to overcome such possible difficulty, that 
the or t of the eres business will be conducted, not in the 
courts, but before assistant judicial officers known as referees. Such officers 
may be appointed in such numbers as are necessary to deliberately but ex- 
peditiously dispose of the bankruptcy business. It is contemplated that at 
east one such officer shall be apeetet in every county, and as many more 
as shall prove to be . It thus transpires that the administration of 
the law may in reality be en more nearly to the homes of the parties in 
interest than is tower the case when kindred laws are administered in the 
State courts. 

It has been suggested in various quarters that the State courts should be 
authorized to administer the bankruptcy law. The reply is that Congressis 


without power to compel State courts to administer national laws. Besides, 
as a practical the confusion which would ensue from the attempt 
to have the law 


by one set of Federal courts and forty-five sets 
of State courts would punstinallity amount to a denial of justice. 

“The last bankruptcy law made ample provision for the punishment of 
fraudulent debtors, but in the twelve years of its existence we succeeded in 
convicting but two debtors, both of whom escaped punishment. One fled 
from the court room while the jury was determining its verdict, and the 

one, after conviction Saar @ motion for a new trial, took sick, 
died, and was y buried; but subsequently it developed that he was 
living in luxury in a foreign country, at the expense of his creditors.” 
Too bad you did not suceeed in convicting a larger number of your debt- 
ors! How many did you ute? The two you did prosecute got away, 
did they? You seem to be more effective at building up a great business 
than you are in conducting litigation. 

Yes, [have heard for years how you were fooled by the man who pretended 
to be sick, pretended to die, and pretended that he was buried. I have heard, 
too, that there was nothing in this story, and that he actually died and was 
buried, and that ever since you have been, metaphoricaily speaking, dancing 
upon his we, and regretting that you did not succeed in having him put 
behind m bars, instead of in his grave! 

here is another form of protest in addition to the one printed; it contains 
only three grounds and is a little differentiy worded. One of these protests 
is ruled in red and the other in black; but there is indisputable evidence to 
the effect that both of them were printed in the cellar printing office of the 
great firm of Marshall Field & Co. 

The foregoing letter of instructions and protest (referred to in the letter 
of instructions as a petition) are but companion pieces to the circular which 
has been reviewed as above. - 

The three documents show the extent to which the right of petition may 
be prostituted. 


A letter of instructions was sent also by this firm, in addition 
to the protests and the circular, which is as follows: 


CurIcaGco, January 17, 1399. 


. 


Dear Sir: We are 


to the enactment of bankruptcy legislation, 
our reasons 


given in the inclosed communication. If you agree with 
us, we will be glad to have you circulate the inclosed petitions and have them 
as numerously signed as possible by the merchants in the various lines of 
trade, the bankers, and attorneys of your city. When so signed, please send 
one to your Congressman in Washington and the other to one of the United 
States Senators of your State. 

Kindly advise us, in the inclosed envelope, of your action. Sincerely hop- 
ing that you will cooperate with us in defeating legislation that will certainly 
be detrimental to the best interests of the country, thanking you in advance, 
and always ready to reciprocate the favor, we are, with respect, 


Vi truly, yours, 
— - MARSHALL PIELD & CO. 


The opening sentence of this letter refers the recipient of it to 
the communication inclosed with it as the reasons w 7 this great. 
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firm is opposed to the enactment of a bankruptcy law. These 
reasons, as I have shown, were not reasons at all why bankruptcy 
legislation should be opposed. It follows, therefore, that protests 
which may have been signed pursuant to these representations, 
and in consequence that the signatures have been obtained by false 
pretense, ought not to be considered for a moment by members of 
this House in the course they ought to pursue in the pending bill. 

It will be noted that this letter refers to protests as ‘‘ peti- 
tions.” They speak for themselves, and as they are protests in 
form and effect, it is a misleading misnomer to refer to them as 
petitions. 

Piease note the particularity which the recipient of the above 
letter of instructions is directed from whom and how to obtain 
signatures, and what to do with the protests when they have been 
completed. 

It is not only desired that these instructions should be complied 
with, but that the dependent debtor should report to the principal 
of the property performance of the stewardship. A stamped en- 
velope was inclosed with each of these letters of instructions, 
directed to Messrs. Marshall Field & Co., and in the lower left-hand 
corner was stamped in red ink the significant initials ‘‘H. N. H.” 
The terms in which this house with untold millions and unlimited 
credit appeals to its dependent debtors to defeat the proposed 
legislation is truly touching. 

ote the fact that it is going to reciprocate the favor. Quick 
and safe terms, I imagine, in view of the improbability that anyof 
its dependent debtors will undertake to influence national legisla- 
tion and appeal to this great house. 

The foregoing letter was printed in typewriting type and the 
names of the dependent debtors to whom sent were filled in at the 
top,and an autograph was printed at the bottom, all with the evi- 
dent intent of making it appear that it was in every instance an 
original letter of instructions. 

Some time ago Mr. Marshall Field wrote a letter which was 
ee in the Dry Goods Economist, of New York, which read 
as follows: 


CONGRESSIONAL 


CHICAGO, February 9, 1895. 

My Dear Mr. LAWRENCE: Replying to your valued favor of the 6th 
instant, I am pleased to say that we have invariably op bankruptcy 
legislation, for the reason that it places the honest debtor at a serious dis- 

vantage, ee him to carry on his business by the side of and in 
competition with his dishonest neighbor, who, after having obtained credit, 
fraudulently conceals his assets, pretending to have lost heavily by theft or 
speculation, and seeks relief in a bankruptcy court, engages in business at 
the old stand, perhaps in due time to repeat his former experience if mean- 
while the bankruptcy law has not been repealed. 

This suppositious case may be a debtor of yours and may reside ina distant 
State. You can not, either in person or by proxy, be present at every stage 
of the proceodings, and you must therefore be represented bya localattorne 
who frequentiv, if not always, cares less for his client than for his fee, whic 
will be increased if the case drags, and is frequently continued from one term 
of court to another. Delays in realizing on the assets of the debtor and dis- 
tributing the results can not be prevented, as it is to the advantage of officers 
and attorney not to hasten the final settlement of an estate. 

Dishonest debtors who have in advance secreted a large portion of their 
assets can not be prosecuted save by the personal presence and attention of 
the creditor and perhaps several of his employees, whose presence at home 
can not be spared without serious interruption to his business. We have 
had cases when it took away from our office at one time the credit man, the 
salesman, the bookkeeper, and the shipping clerk. These, together with the 
attorneys, not only make the prosecution under the fraudulent clause a 
heavy tax, but it becomes at once so burdensome that creditors will not and 
can not undertake to prosecute fraudulent debtors. 

It requires from me no argument to convince you that attorneys can not 
secure conviction of criminals without evidence, which must be worked up 
and furnished by the creditors, and the very men that in well-ordered busi- 
ness are required continuously at their posts are the very ones required per- 
haps a thousand miles away to prove the fraud, and it has been our experi- 
ence that cases are called and, when apparently ready for trial, on one pre- 
text or another, carried over to the next term, so that the journey must be 
repeated or the case abandoned. Z 

Another serious objection to bankruptcy law is that it invariably dissi- 

ates a large percentage of the assets. Under the old law, when in vogue 
on 1867 to 1879, we realized on estatys that went into bankruptcy an aver- 
age of 22 per cent of our claim, as against the following in the years next 
succeeding the repeal of the bankruptcy law: 


Per cent. 


The difference is due to fees and expenses incidental to the administration 
under the bankruptcy law. 

I know you will agree with me that that law should prevail that will make 

ssible the very highest code of commercial ethics. It is my conviction that 

nkruptcy laws, no matter how wisely and carefully framed, will have a 
tendency to lower the standard that we have spent so many years of our 
lives in maintaining and inculcating. _ 

Referring to your mention of the difficulty or disadvantage of obtaining 
justice in the State courts, I wish to say that while I admit the truth, I an- 
swer that itis better, for the reason that without bankruptcy laws the debtor 
can be driven out of businessand kept out. Knowing this, under the present 
system such cases are much more infrequent. 

There has drifted into this country a class of merchants the last twent 
ears that it will not do to tempt with bankruptcy laws. There is a muc. 
arger percentage of this class now in business than there was from 1867 to 

1879, and therefore the danger of serious consequences of a bankruptcy law 
would be augmented in the same ratio. 

A good oe merchants favor (or say they do) a good and wise bankruptcy 

w, but do not stop to think that the most serious difficulty is not in the law, 
ut in its administration. Nothing short of eternal vigilance and strong, 

, vigorous handling of the good law will make a good law good. 
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You have doubtless observed how difficult it is for a strong corporation to 
obtain justice, or rather to prevent injustice being done, in cases before the 


average jury. 
We had a case in our United States court here a few days ago where a 
jeree told the judge that he would not join in a verdict acco ing to the law. 
mention this only to emphasize the fact that if a creditor sought to prose. 
cute a debtor under the criminal clause of a bankruptcy law, it would be said 
that the strong was persecuting the weak, and conviction would be almost 
impossible, so that I conclude that a good bankru law must make provi- 


sion for the punishment of criminals, and then ew face the fact that its 
execution will from the start be a failure. 


The honest debtor does not require a bankruptcy law, and the dishonest 
one should be kept out of business, and this can not be done with a bank- 
ruptcy law in vogue. 


It is claimed by some that the reason we oppose bankruptcy legislation 
that without it we have a decided advantage over other oredibure. * 

Replying to this, I beg to say that this reason has no weight with us what- 
ever, as we do not think we have an advan over our neighbors, for the 
reason that we are selling practically all over the country. © avenue open 
to us for information, as well as the means employed by us for the collection 
of our accounts, is open to all alike. 


Our solicitude is always occasioned by the one predominating thought— 
the protection of our honest debtors. is has more weight with us than all 
the other reasons combined. 


There are other objections, but I feel that the letter addressed to our Sen- 
ators and the foregoing will enable you to understand our position, and [ 
hope to hear that in future it will be your pleasure to join us in opposing 
the enactment of such a law. 


With great respect, I am, sincerly yours, 
Mr. A. A. LAWRENCE, Boston, Mass. 


The merchant prince does not oa and openly that he ia 
opposed to bankruptcy legislation ause it is against his selfish 
interests. If in this letter he had done so, we might have respected 
him as a frank, honest man. But instead he starts out his long 
letter witha long paragraph in the beginning showing how dread- 
ful the enactment of such a law would be for the honest debtor, 
You might as well expect this man to have a thought for the best 
interests of a debtor as that a one-legged man would win a foot 
race. 

One of the greatest reasons for the enactment of a bankruptcy 
law is to prevent the honest debtor from being placed “at a seri- 
ous disadvantage” when carrying on his business in competition 
with a dishonest neighbor. Such honest debtor practically has no 
protection now from a dishonest neighbor; but we propose by the 
enactment of this bill to give him protection. We propose that 
the long list of dishonest practices by which thieves in the guise 
of business men steal money from the banks and property from 
creditors shall be stopped, and this bill provides the means by 
which it shall be done. 

Mr. Field, in describing the horrible things which may happen 
to an honest debtor under the a of the bankruptcy law, 
gives avery fair statement of what en to a debtor under most 
present State laws. A reading of the first paragraph of his letter 
would indicate that there are now no more troubles in the busi- 
ness world. One would think from his statement that the present 
honest business man is not ‘‘in competition with his dishonest 
neighbor, who, after having obtained credit, fraudulently con- 
ceals his assets.” Mr. Field knew when he wrote it, and you 
gentlemen all know, that there never was a time in the history of 
our country when dishonest men were so brazen in the perpetra- 
tion of fraud as now. He knows and you know that there never 
was a time when there was so little danger to these men that they 
would be punished for their wrongdoing. This condition, quite 
as much as ~ other, calls for the enactment and the enforce- 
ment of the bill we are considering. 

In the second paragraph of this letter this man offers a gratui- 
tous insult to the members of the legal profession. Why should 
he go out of his way to say of all local attorneys that they care 
less for their clients than for their fee? One would suppose from 
the statement contained in this paragraph that under present 
laws his debtors do not reside ina distant State; that whenever 
there are insolvency proceedings, he can be present at every stage 
in person and does not of necessity require the services of a local 
attorney who is so wicked as to careless for his client than his fee, 
and that cases do not now drag, and that they are not frequently 
continued from one term to another. 

As a matter of fact, Mr. Field knows, and you know, gentlemen, 
that whenever a man does business in the number of countries 
that Mr. Field does, he must necessarily do a great deal of his 
business at long range. He knows, and you know, too, that the 
inconveniences of which he speaks exist now under present State 
insolvency laws in this a (I of course can not say how 
it is in other countries, so far as he isconcerned.) Iam confident, 
and you have a right to anticipate, that the inconveniences and 
delays of which he speaks, and which he doubtless suffers now, 
will be greatly assuaged by the enactment of this bill, since it pro- 
vides for prompt administrations. . 

Please note that this gentleman states as a fact that ‘‘ delays in 
realizing on the assets of the debtor and distributing the results 
can not be prevented, as it is to the advantage of officers and at- 
torney not to hasten the final settlement of an estate.” He in- 
tends, of course, that this statement shall constitute an objection 
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1898. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





1903 





tcy legislation. We all know that delays are unavoid- 
eae State courts hold short sessions and do not do any 
business during vacation. 

One of the test advantages to be derived from the enactment 
of this bill will be the fact that United States courts will always 
be open, and that proceedings can always be taken before referees. 
I am at a loss to understand why this man should say of officers 
and attorneys that they neglect their duties and violate their 
trusts. 1 never have found such to be the case, although I know 
that it is the fashion among a certain class of men to be impatient 
that claims they have are not settled in full without the slightest 
delay, although it may take a great deal of time to unravel the 
complications which they themselves have made. 

I note with satisfaction that it is provided in the bill before the 
House that the referees and trustees will be paid chiefly by a com- 
mission upon the amounts realized in dividends out of the estates 
for creditors, and that these commissions, together with the petty 
fees paid them, can not be received until after the estates have 
been finally closed. This provision of the bill makes it to the finan- 
cial advantage of these officers to secure prompt and economical 
administrations. . 

In the third and fourth paragraphs of this remarkable produc- 
tion it is all as a reason why a bankruptcy bill should not be 
enacted that dishonest debtors can not be prosecuted without the 
attendance of witnesses. He refers to cases in which he was the 
prosecutor and it was necessary to take important employees to 
court. It is apparent that he would have us believe that it would 
be more troublesome to prosecute rogues under a national law 
than State laws. This. can not betrue. One might think from 
what he says that there is no occasion to prosecute rogues under 
existing laws. Every well-informed man knows that it is now 
more difficult to prosecute such men than it ought to be, and one 
of the p of this bill is to make it possible for honesty to 
prosecute dishonesty reasonably, eee and effectively. 

It will be noted that thus far there not been stated a single, 
solitary reason which is any opposition to the enactment of the 
bill before the House. 

In the fifth paragraph the gentleman starts out with a broad, 
sweeping statement which is not true. An estate can not be 
administered without expense. One would imagine from this 
statement that this man would desire that an estate should be 
administered by officers of the law for sweet charity’s sake. 

I undertake to say that estates will be administered at much 
less expense under the pans bill than they are now being ad- 
ministered in any of the State courts of the country. He says 
that they realized on estates during the pendency of the last 
bankruptcy law 22 per cent of their claims, and for the years 
1880 to 1888, inclusive, a larger per cent, the lowest being 44 per 
cent in 1887 and the largest 82 per cent in 1882. Iam glad he 
gave this table, as it furnishes food for thought. First, as to the 
purposes for which he presentsit. Hesays of it that the disparity 
is due to the fees and expenses incidental to the administration 
under the bankruptcy law. 

First, let me say that his statement might be entirely true, and 
= it would not constitute any argument against the pending bill, 

ause, under it, the question of excessive fees has been care- 
fully guarded. Again, the last law was enacted at theclose of the 
war, at a time when bankruptcy was almost the rule instead of 
the exception, and all creditors who then held claims could not 
and did not realize a very large percentage upon them. They 
would not have done so if there had been no bankruptcy law en- 
acted. This disparity may occur out of the fact, and I doubt not 
but what it does in part arise from the improved business methods 
of this great house. 

I can not help wondering what percentage their fellow-creditors 
received during the years in which they made this wonderful 
record as collectors of debts. No wonder that this man does not 
want an equitable bankruptcy law passed under which he will not 
be permitted to take preferences from debtors and collect from 
them his entire claim, while other creditors of equal rights get 
nothing. I undertake to say, as one who has been conversant for 
many years with the affairs of good, strong business men, that 
this record of amounts collected against insolvent estates is abnor- 
mally large, and I know that just in proportion as this house has 
flourished in this respect that other houses have suffered. Iam 
perfectly content that this house should be prosperous, and I want 
it to be prosperous upon its merits under the rules of equity and 
not to flourish at the expense of other men of equal rights —— 

ause there is no adequate law under which the rights of 
may be protected. 

Yes; I agree perfectly, in his sixth paragraph, that alaw should 
prevail which will make possible the very highest code of com- 
mercial ethics. Think of aman whocomplains that his employees 
might be taken away to a court of justice to prosecute fraudulent 
creditors talking about having “‘ spent so many years” ‘‘in main- 
taining and inculcating” a standard of ‘‘ commercial ethics.” As 
near as I can make out, he has amassed a great fortune while 


in the cocoanut,” as 
—— system such cases are more infrequent.” 


to pay other creditors only in part or not at all. 
merchant prince have the right, as he says, under State laws, to 
drive debtors out of business and keep them out? 
is that the debtor is quite as much entitled to the protection of 
the law as the creditor. 
passage of any law which did not amply protect the creditor and 
amply protect the debtor, any more than I would consent to the 
wr of such a law that did not protect the interest of the 
ebtor. 


under it he can not drive men, irrespective of their 
honesty, out of business and keep them out. 
ought to be kept out of business, and he will be under the provisions 





“inculeating” in poor debtors the belief that they must give up 


everything they have and then mortgage their future lives to pay 

the balance; that the ‘“‘commercial ethics ” of his code is to secure 

preferences, voluntarily or by compulsory process, and take prop- 

=, which belongs to other men in equity in the payment of his 
ebt. 


In the seventh paragraph of his letter he comes to the real ‘‘ milk 
e states it. A man who started out with a 


voluble communication with a warning cry to honest debtors, now 


comes down to the real merit of the subject, from his standpoint. 


That is, he says, ‘‘ Without bankruptcy laws the debtor can be 
driven out of business and kept out. Knowing this, under the 
Here we have it. 
he present laws “urnish him opportunities to drive debtors out 


of business and keep them out! 


Unless what? Unless what? I repeat. Unless, of course, they 
pay him in full irrespective of the misfortune which compels them 
Why should this 


My thought 


I would not consent for a moment to the 


Speaking for myself, I am delighted with the fact that we have 
before us for consideration a bill which this man 5 anew because 
onesty or dis- 

A dishonest debtor 


of thislaw. But the honest creditor ought to have the protection 
of the law offered men of this class. 

I note with regret the gratuitous insult offered by this man to 
the merchants of this country. I have examined the reports of 
the commercial agents with reference to the percentage of fail- 
ures which arise from the dishonesty of debtors, and I find that it 
is very small. My experience has been, and I doubt not it has 
been the experience of every member upon this floor who is a 
member of the profession, that there are very few men in business 
who are dishonest; very few men in business but who do the very 
best they can; and hence for one I resent this imputation upon 
the character of the men in business. . 

Itis interesting to note this man’s opinion, in the ninth paragraph 
of his letter, of what is necessary to ‘‘ make a good law good.” If 
it takes ‘‘ eternal vigilance and strong, calm, sharp, vigorous hand- 
ling” to “make a good law good,” I wonder what it would take 
to make a bad law good. This paragraph certainly does not con- 
stitute any argument against the enactment of good law; but, on 
the contrary, it shows how imperative it is that there should be a 
good law enacted without further delay. 

In the tenth and eleventh paragraphs an attempt is made, as it 
seems to me, to show us that because of the reply of one stupid, 
vicious juror in a United States court the people are not entitled 
to have the constitutional right of living under a bankruptcy 
law enforced. 

In the twelfth paragraph Mr. Field comes back again to the 
argument of why an honest debtor does not require a bankruptcy 
law, or rather the dictatorial statement that such isthe case. He 
has already shown in a preceding paragraph that it is necessary, 
in order to keep such men as Mr. Field from running him out of 
business and keeping him out under State laws. 

In the thirteenth and fourteenth paragraphs Mr. Field under- 
takes to state the reasons why other people think he is opposed to 
the bankruptcy law, and to make answer thereto. He says that 
he is “‘selling practically all over the country.” This statement 
is interesting, and throws light upon the fact that he has been 
able to secure from his dependent debtors in all parts of the coun- 
try signatures to both his red and black forms of protest. He 
says: 

We do not think we have an advantage over our neighbors. 

The facts are that he has as a partof the equipment of his great 
house a corps of clerks who run in his behalf a mercantile agency 
for obtaining facts about their customers. He also has, as a part 
of his equipment, a corps of lawyers who devote themselves to 
planning and carrying out schemes by which they can ‘‘run debt- 
ors out of business and keep them out,” obtain preferences, and 
insure ‘‘ doing” other creditors of equal rights. have been told 
that they have a letter head on which is printed in big type the 
words “law department,” in addition to the matter upon the let- 
ter head referred to by me. 

The acme of absurd pretended solicitude for the poor debtor is 
reached in the fifteenth paragraph, in which he says: ‘‘ Our solici- 
tude is always occasioned by the one predominating thought—the 
protection of our honest debtors.” What kind of protection? I 
would ask. He has goods to sell and wants to sell them, and 
rightfully wants to collect for them; and there is no objection to 
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his doing so, provided he does so with reference to the rights of 
others. 

Then why should he try to fool reasonable people by saying in 
one and the same communication that he prefers State laws to a 
national law, because under the former he can run debtors out 
of business and keep them out, and under the latter he could not 
if they were honest and unfortunate? 

But enough of this merchant prince and his silly attempt to 
fool his correspondent. 


PROTESTS AGAINST THE ENACTMENT OF A BANERUPT LAW. 


Protests in opposition to the enactment by Congress of a bank- 
rupt law, on the blanks furnished by Messrs. Marshall Field & 
Co., of Chicago, are on file with the Committee on Judiciary from 
individuals residing in places as follows: 

Elkader, Iowa; Waukon, Iowa; Tennessee; Saline County, 
Nebr.; Osceola, Nebr.; Hudson, Mich.; Blue Rapids, Kans.; 
Houghton, Wis.; Monroeville, Ind.; Sterling, Colo.; New Har- 
mony, Ind.: Pecatonica, Ill.; Galena, Ml.; Dexter, Ill.; Mapleton, 
Towa; Sanborn, Iowa; St. Louis, Mo.; Centralia, 0l.; Auburn, IL; 
Holland, Il1.; Lamar, Colo.; Saginaw, Mich.; Traer, Iowa; Bur- 
lington, Wis.; Brodhead, Wis.; Grayville, Il.; Petoskey, Mich.; 
Maryville, Tenn.; Edgar, Nebr.; Mesa, Ariz.; Pima, Ariz.; 
Goliad, Tex.; Redfield, 8. Dak.; Magnolia, Ark.; Bethany, II1.; 
Farmington, [ll.; Lyons, Iowa; Bellair, lowa; Crownpoint, Ind.; 
West Lebanon, Ind.; Brook, Ind.; Westville, Ind.; Frankfort 
Station, Il.; Lockport, [li.; Momence, Dl.; Watseka, Ill.; Water- 
loo, Iowa; Cordele, Ga. (Board of Trade); Bolivar, Mo.; New 
Carlisle, Ind.; Williamson County; Pennville, Jay County, Ind.; 
New Boston, fll.; Maysville, Ky.; McCulloch County, Tex.; Ot- 
tumwa, Iowa; eleven, no place given. 

The above foots upin number 67 protests. The letter of instruc- 
tions of Messrs. Marshall Field & Co. was dated January 17. The 
above are the protests received up to February 15, i. e., in thirty 
days the army of dependent debtors of that great firm have suc- 
ceeded in procuring protests at the rate of two and seven-thirtieths 

er day. 

. There are 1,833 signers totheabove protests. There are instances 
where as many as three men belonging to one firm have signed 
individually. Allowing thirty days for the work of the army of 
the dependent debtors of Messrs. Marshall Field & Co., it appears 
that they have succeeded in obtaining 61.1 signatures per day. 

All of the protests against the enactment of a bankruptcy law 
other than the foregoing which were on file before the Committee 
on the Judiciary up to February 15, 1898, are as follows: 

A letter from the president of a bank at Lansing, Iowa, which 
is simply a writing out of a part of the “‘machine protest” of 
Messrs. Marshall ield & Co. 

Resolutions by the Board of Trade at Waterloo, Iowa, the mem- 
bers of which signed one of the ‘‘ machine protests” of Messrs. 
Marshall Field & Co. 

A letter from the officers and directors of the First National 
Bank at Nora Springs, Iowa, in which are repeated a part of the 
reasons stated in the ‘“‘machine protest” of Messrs. Marshall 
Field & Co. 

- circular letter direct from the firm of Messrs. Marshall Field 

40. 

A letter from the president of a bank at Humboldt, Iowa. 

Resolutions from the Indianapolis Board of Trade. 

A copy of the resolutions of the Indianapolis Board of Trade as 
— and sent in by Mr. Jonn F. FitzGERa.p, of Boston, 

ass. 


A letter from a big a firm of St. Louis, Mo., which fears 
that some of its debtors wil 


be discharged in the event of the pas- 
es of a bankruptcy law. 


© opposition, then, means simply this, that Messrs. Marshall 
Field & Co., of Chicago and elsewhere, the Board of Trade at 
Indianapolis, Ind.,a bank at Humboldt, Iowa, and a big drug 
company of St. Louis do not want a bankruptcy law enacted. 


Sr. Louis, Mo., January 7, 1898. 

DEAR Str: We wish to be recorded as being unequivocally opposed to the 
passage of a general bankruptcy law at this session of Congress, and we sin- 
cerely trust as a resentative from the State of Missouri, with its far- 
reaching commercial interests, you will use every means to defeat at this 
time ~~ act of this character. 

For the last five years the business community throughout the States has 
experienced most unsatisfactory conditions in business generally, and just 
now, with more confidence exhibited, the volume of trading in: , values 
for the most part more satisfactory in nearly every section, it seems not an 
opportune time to disturb the commercial world generally by such an enact- 
ment. While the laws in some States are far from what the mercantile fra- 
ternity want, still we trust Congress will drop this matter for the present. 
All merchants, ete., have borne one another's burdens, and the passage of 
such a law would be taken advantage of by many throughout the country, 

rticularly the smaller merchants, and might be the cause of a most disas- 


8 ic. 
We mis bt add we write advisedly, as our business extends to every State 
and Territory of the country. 


Yours, respectfully, Meyer Bros. Dave Co. 


By ©. W. WALL, Treasurer. 
Hon. Rrcenarp BanrTnoupr. 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 





Sr. Lous, Mo., February 16, 1998. 
My Dear Str: Mr. D. Crawford's protest against a bankruptcy law, sent 
from St. Louis, only represents twelve of our most wealth 


men out of the 

many thousands engaged in some kind of business here. inety per cent of 

our page wanta bankruptcy law, and during the extreme icky times 
ew 


ofa months back nodoubt these twelve men wanted a law, but now some 
of their customers might take the benefit of the law; hence the protest of 
twelve men, mostall of whom are in the wholesale business. The retailer and 
the builder are entitled to more consideration than the wholesaler, as their 
number is many thousands to one. A bankruptcy law for the people would 
be the beginning of a new life for more than 50 per cent of the able. brainy 
business men throughout our country who are hopelessly in debt and can 
never pay out, no matter how honest they may be. 

If R. G. Dun & Co.'s report be true that ninety-four out of each hundre|] 
business men fail, then ninety-four of this hundred able men are seeking em. 
ployment at the hands of the six and thus swelling the ranks of the unem. 
ployed. After a man is 40 years of age he stands no show against the young 
man to secure employment, consequently many, many thousands of pure, 
good mothers and little children drag through a miserable life of poverty, 
sorrow, and want. ; 


I do sincerely hope that you can see pom way clear to doall in your power 

to get a bankruptcy law passed, and thus earn and receive the thanks and 

gratitude of the large majority of the people throughout the land. 
Iam, very sincerely, yours, 

J.C. BANKS. 


Hon. CASE BRoDERICK, Washington, D.C. 


MEMORIALS, RESOLUTIONS, PETITIONS, AND LETTERS FAVORING THE ENACT- 
MENT OF A BANKRUPT LAW. 

Memorials, resolutions, petitions, and letters favoring the pas- 
sage of a bankrupt law by Congress are on file with the Commitieo 
on the Judiciary from bodies. firms, and individuals, as follows: 

Grocers and Importers’ Exchange of Philadelphia. 

Maritime Exchange of Philadelphia. 

National Board of Trade. This national organization is com- 
posed of representatives from constituent commercial and indus- 
trial bodies in all parts of the country, as follows: American 
Warehousemen’s Association, Baltimore Corn and Flour Ex- 
change, Baltimore Board of Trade, Boston Chamber of Commerce, 
Boston Merchants’ Association, Boston Paper Trade Association, 
Bridgeport Board of Trade, Buffalo Merchants’ Exchange, Chester 
Board of Trade, Chester Merchants and Business Men’s Associa- 
tion, Chicago Board of Trade, Cincinnati Chamber of Commerce, 
Cleveland Chamber of Commerce, Columbus Board of Trade, 
Easton (Pa.) Board of Trade, Indianapolis Board of Trade, Kansas 
City Board of Trade, Kansas City Conmrmercial Club, Louisville 
Board of Trade, New Orleans Chamber of Commerce and Indus- 
try, New York Board of Trade and Transportation, New York 
Cotton Exchange, Omaha Board of Trade, Peoria Board of Trade, 
Philadelphia Board of Trade, Philadelphia Grocers and Importers’ 
Exchange, Philadelphia Trades League, Pittsburg Chamber of 
Commerce, Portland (Oreg.) Chamber of Commerce, Providence 
Board of Trade, Rochester Chamber of Commerce, Scranton Board 
of Trade, St. Louis Associated Wholesale Grocers, St. Louis Build- 
ers’ Exchange, St. Louis Merchants’ Exchange, Toledo Produce 
Exchange nmton Board of Trade, Mr (D.C.) Board of 
Trade, and Wilmington (Del.) Board of Trade. 

Drug Exchange of Philadelphia. 

Minneapolis Board of Trade. 

Wayne Knitting Mills, of Fort Wayne, Ind. 

Massachusetts State Board of Trade. 

Boston Chamber of Commerce. 

Oakland (Cal.) Board of Trade. 

a Trade Section of the New York Board of Trade and Trans- 
portation. 

National League of Commission Merchants of the United States 
1 wee in attendance at its last meeting from 18 different 

ta ° 
St. Paul Chamber of Commerce. 
National Wholesale Druggists’ Association. 
Philadelphia Credit Men’s Association. 
Cincinnati Chamber of Commerce. 
Wymore mn Business Men's Association. 


Minneapolis Bar Association. 
Meller & Rittenhouse Company, Philadelphia. 


William H. Anthony, Allentown, Pa. 
Shoemaker & Busch, Philadelphia. 
Dr. F. J. Slough, Allentown, 
Superior (Wis. ) Commercial Club. 
timore, Md., petition of citizens. 
Alton, T., ition of citizens. 
Milwaukee Branch National League of Commission Merchants. 
State of Wisconsin legislative joint resolution No. 14. 
The foregoing bodies have a membership of approximately 
25,000, and directly or indirectly represent the sentiments of four 
or five times as many more. is estimateis aside from the num- 


ber of people represented by the legislature of the State of Wis- 
consin. 


Joint Resolution, No. 14 8.—Joint resolution 
Wisconsin in Congress tosecure the passage of the y bankruptcy law. 

Resolved, by the senate (the concurring): 

Whereas the Torrey bankere has ready passed the House of Bp 

resentatives of the United States and now awaits favorable action cf the 

Senate to become a law; 


the Representatives of 
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Huntsville; Robert F. Ligon, Montgomery; William L. Miller, Talladega; 
Edward L. Russell, Mobile; Gregory L. Smith, Mobile; Henry C. Tompkins, 


ae 

A .— Arkansas Lumbermen's Association, Little Rock; Fort Smith 
Chamber of Commerce; Helena Chamberof Commerce: Little Rock Board of 
Trade; Merchant Tailors’ Exchange, Little Rock; Pine Bluff Board of Trade; 
James H. Clendening, Fort Smith; John G. Fletcher, Little Rock; James A. 
Fones, Little Rock; Albert S. Honnet, Pine Bluff; John J. Hornor, Helena; 
George G. Latta, Hot Springs; Julius Lesser, Marianna; Elias W. Rector, Hot 
or ; Matthew T. Sanders, Helena; Seange Sengel, Fort Smith: George 
W. shina, Little Rock; William G. Whipple, Little Rock; John E. Williams, 


California.—Board of Trade of San Francisco; Chamber of Commerce, 

Eureka; Chamber of Commerce, Los Angeles; Los Angeles Board of Trade; 

Board of Trade; Vallejo Board of Trade; Alvin L. Bryan, San Fran- 

cisco; Abner Doble, San Francisco; Michael J. Keller, Oakland; J. Ludwig 

Koethen, Riverside; Joseph P. Le Count, San Francisco; Samuel B. Lewis, 

pce Anesien, Wilson C. Patterson, Los Angeles; William R. Tolles, San 
; John Vance, Eureka; Charles M. Wells, Los Angeles. 

Colorado.—Chamber of Commerce and Board of Trade, Denver; Chamber 
of Commerce, Trinidad; Denver Keal Estate and Stock Exchange; Pueblo 
Board of e Association; Silas M. Allen, Denver; J. Sidney Brown, Den- 
ver; Joseph T. Cornforth, Denver; James W. Denio, Longmont; William G 
Fisher, Denver; Walter P. Kell Denver; Fred. Lockwood, Boulder; An- 
drew McClelland, Pueblo; John J. McGinnity, Denver; Edward Monash, Den- 
ver; John K. Mullen, Denver; John W. Nesmith, Denver; Isham B. Porter. 
Denver; Fred. E. Smith, Greeley; Horace A. W. Tabor, Denver; George 
Tritch, Denver. 

Connecticut.—Chamber of Commerce, New Haven; Connecticut State 
Board of Trade, New Haven; Hartford Board of Trade; Norwich Board.of 
Trade; James D. Dewell, New Haven; Charles E. Perkins, Hartford. 

Delaware.—Wilmington Board of 'Trade; Daniel W. Taylor, Wilmington. 

Florida.—Chamber of Commerce, Pensacola; Florida Division, Traveler’ 
Protective Association, Pensacola; Jacksonville Board of Trade; Solomon N. 
Van Praag, Pensacola; James A. Waddell, Key West; William A.S. Wheeler 
Pensacola; William 8. Wightman, Jacksonville; Robert W. Williams, Talla- 


Whereas believe that this measure, if consid wh in all respects afford 
odenate soliat and protection, which the nation at this time stands greatly 
in need of; and 

Whereas also believe that a national bankrupt law is a great necessity 
to the basiuaas interests of our country, and that’ the enactment of such a 
law will to a great extent militate against the present unsettled condition of 
financial and affairs, and will bring about a stability in such re- 
lations which will be hailed with universal approbation; and 

Whereas we further believe that a failure to enact this measure will in- 
volve indefinite delay in the adoption of a general bankruptcy law, and will 
operate disastrously upon trade, commerce, and business generally: There- 
“—— it resolved by the senate (the assembly concurring), Represent- 

req 





































in Congress of the United States te. ate 
W n © Uni . ey are, 
ee uested to use their best efforts to secure the ol 

bill now in the Senate of the United tes at 


ne carliest e time; an 
Resolved rer. That copies of Sigppeeme and resolutions be forwarded 
to each of Representatives from in Congress. 
L. W. THA 
President of the Senate. 
G. A. BUCESTAFFP, 
Speaker of the Assembly. 
Given under my hand and official seal at the capitol, in the city of Madison, 
this 27th day of February, A. D. 1897. 
(SBAL.] HENRY CASSON, Secretary of State. 
STATE OF WISCONSIN, 88: 
This resolution originated in the Senate. 
W. L. HOUSER, Chief Clerk. 
innati Chamber of Commerce. Copy of re of special committee on 
— bankruptcy legislation. Adepted November 16, 1807. 


To the President of the Cincinnati Chamber of Commerce: 

The special committee on bankruptcy ae leave to submit the 
following resolutions, as embodyin ts conclusions on the subject referred to 
it, and respectfully recomme: the adoption of them by Chamber of 
Commerce: 


Resolved, That the action taken by the chamber February 16, 1897, which 
is set forth in the following paper, be reaffirmed: 
‘Whereas there has been for years a steady oped by the people and by 
f the coun fo 













Georgia.—Brunswick Board of Trade; Columbus Board of Trade; Macon 
Board of Trade; Retail Grocers’ Association, Augusta; Benjamin F. Abbott, 
Atlanta; Columbia Seen, Brunswick; Frederick B. Gordon, Colum- 
bus; Walter B. Hill, Macon; McKinne Law, Augusta; Alexander R. Lawton, 
jr., Savannah; Stewart F. Woodson, Atlanta; John R. Young, Savannah. 











commercial organizations in all parts o r the enactment of an idaho.—Citizens of Chesterfield (petition); Montie B. Gwinn, Caldwell; 
equitable bankrupt law; and : John P. Voilmer, Lewiston. 

“ Whereas the severe ‘business de on that has afflicted our country for Illinois.—Board of Trade of the city of Chicago; Business Men's Associa- 
fully three years past em izes the necessity for relief to oppressed - | tion, East St. Louis; Business Men's Association, Dixon; Chicago Drapers 
ness men that a national pt law that would have just regard for the | and Tailors’ Exchan ; Chicago Furniture Manufacturers’ Association (two 
rights of both debtors and creditors would afford; and resolutions, 1889, 18%); Chicago Jewelers’ Association; Chicago Paint, Oil, 

* Whereas the bill known as the Torrey bankrupt bill, which has the | and Varnish Club; Citizens’ Improvement Association, Rock Island; Com- 





United States House of Representatives and is now pend in the Senate, 
having been long before the people of the entire country and subject to such 
revision as experience, acute criticism, and widespread discussion have so far 
been -_ to suggest, commends itself to acceptance and enactment into law: 
Therefore, 

“ a That the Cincinnati Shaheen ot pa moma ieee te pp- 

val o m respectfully urges the prom 2 as 
oe before the United States Senate, to the end that the commercial inter- 
ests of the country shall speedily experience the relief that such a measure 
is calculated to afford. 

“ Resolved, That a copy of this action be at once forwarded to the Senators 
from Ohio and to the committee of the United States Senate which now has 
the measure before it. urging its at the present session of Congress.”’ 

The committee also recommends the adoption of the following: 

a — ox subject of Senirantey legislation as Lgoumeated iho 

nt status Congress calls for a against of the 

deen till anda renewal 4f cies eee a secure 

= este of the Torrey as last considered by the United States 
nate. 





mercial Club, Mattoon; = Board of Trade; Lincoln Improvement Asso- 
ciation ; Lumber Mercantile Association, Chicago; Peoria Board of Trade; 
Thomas M. Avery, Chicago; Henry H. Aldrich, Chicago; Thomas Austin, 
uincy; William T. Baker, Chicago; David F. Barclay, Elgin: George W. 
nett, Chicago; Adolphus C. Bartlett, Chicago; J. Harley Bradley, Chicago; 
Mortimer N. Burchard, Chicago; William F. Burgdorff, Carlinville: John B. 
Coupe. Seeenes: Thomas Davies, Chic ; John G. Drennan, Taylorville; 
William B. Dunlap, Mattoon: Leo Ernst, Chicago; Herman F. Hahn, Chicago; 
William A. Haskell, Alton; Frederick Hass, Rock Island; Azel F. Hatch, Chi. 
cago; Robert T. Hicks, Pittsfield; J. Otis Humphrey, Springfield; Adolph 
Karpen, Chicago; Samuel J. Keline, —— Franklin MacVeagh, Chicago; 
Charles P. McAvoy, Chicago; Charles C. Mills, Peoria; Henry T. Noble, Dixon; 
pname E. ng, Chicago; He D. Sexton, East St. Louis; Charles H. 
Sey bt, Highland; Graeme Stewart, Chicago; Daniel K. Tenny, Chicago: Peter 
Van Schaack, Chi ; Louis C. Wachsmuth, Chicago; John R. Walsh, Chi- 
ng same Wam Chicago; John H. Yager, Alton. 
iana.—Me ts and Manufacturers’ Club, Madison; Richmond Board 
of Trade; Joseph C. Abbott, Madison; Charles S. Bash, Fort Wayne; Jolin C. 
Dalton, Indianapolis; Frederick A. W. Davis, Indianapolis; Washington L 































Resolved, That copies of the of the action of the Chamber of Com- | Dulin, Richmond; Roscoe O. Hawkins, Indianapolis; Jacquelin S. Holiday, 
merce hereon be ptly laid before the Senators and Representatives pean Naam Moores, Ind lis; Nathan Morris, Indianapolis; 
from this State in and before the Judiciary Committee of the Sen- | John P. ¥; Elkhart; James W. Wartmann, Evansville. 
ate and of the House tatives. Indian Territory.—Robert L. Owen, Muscogee. 

Respectfully submitted. Jowa.—Blue Grass League of Southwestern Iowa, Creston; Board of Trade 


of Burlin ;, Business Men's Association, Davenport; Business Men's Asso- 
ciation, Keokuk; Iowa Bankers’ Association, Dubuque; State Business Men's 
Association, ; William L. Allen, pavengeat, John Blaul, Bur- 
lington; John H. Branch, Maren, ; Arthur 8. Burnell, Marshalltown; Jonas 
M. Cleland, Sioux City; Philip ape, Saenatans William H. Dent, Le 
Mars; James B. bioel Srestees Fran. Bron, Keokuk; Daniel B. Naah, 
Davenport; Oscar O. Tolerton, Sioux City; Lucius Wells, Council Bluffs. 
Kansas.—Board of Trade of the city of Topeka; Leavenworth Board of 
Trade; Merchants’ Protective Association, Salina; Wichita Board of Trade; 
James 8. Collins, «+ Winfield S. Corbett, Wichita; Silas S. Galloway, 
Kingman; James Graybill, Leavenworth; Robley E. Heller, Topeka; 
Jobn O. D. Milliken, McPherson; Ezra M. Ober, Salina: Uri B. Pearsall, Fort 


JOHN A. GANO, 

RICH’D DYMOND, 

B. W. WASSON, 

GEO. M. CLARK, 

5. F. DANA, 

W. A. HOPPLE, 

JULIUS FREIBERG, 
Committee. 


Commer ial and essional bodies which have been as 
being in favor of bankraptaylegiatatign, and individuals who are optcers and 

















comimitteemen of the organ ‘on which has been perfected to promote Scott; George R. Peck, Topeka; Alfred B. Quinton, Topeka; Sam Radges, 

»P os of Rs ptcy dill. ‘entucky.—Hopkinsville Commercial Club; Louisville Board of Trade; 

Bodies other than local or State-—American Association of Flint and Louisville Merchant Tailors’ Exchange; Owensboro Board of Trade: Padua- 

Glass Pittsburg; American Boiler Manufacturers’ Associa- Commercial Club; John M. Atherton, Louisville; Charles IT. Ballard, 
and Canada, St. Louis; American Paper Manu- 


tion of the United 


Louisville; E. Birch Bassett, Hopkinsville; Temple Bodley, Louisville; Wil- 
facturers’ Association, Boston; Cigar ay of the United States, 


liam Cornwall, jr.. Louisville; James E. Gaither, Louisville: Frank T. Gun- 

New York City; Commercial Men's Ga.; First Western | ther, Owensboro; Ed. P. Noble, Paducah; William T. Rolph, Louisville: Ster- 
Coagtens, Kansas City: Merchant Tailors’ National Ex- B. Toney, Louisville; Harry Weissinger, Louisville. 

of the United of America, Bt. Louis Association of isiana.—Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Louisiana, New 

Cleveland; National Association of Stove Manufacturers, ; | Orleans; Credit Association, Limited, New Orleans; Louisiana Sugar and 

Ni Board of ‘Trade, Boston: National Brick Manufacturers Rice Ex New Orleans; Mechanics, Dealers, and Lumbermen's Ex- 

Indianapolis; National C©ase Association, Chicago; National Con- , New ; New Orleans Board of Trade, Limited; New Orleans 

Association, St. Louis; National Furni Manufacturers House; New Orleans Cotton Exchange; New Orleans Credit Men's 

cia ; National League of Commission ts, Chicago; Na- | Association; Shre Board of Trade; Wholesale Grocers’ Association, 


» Asso- 

Merchan 
tional Pa Of'and Varnish Amociation, Chicago: National Wholesale Drug- 
" Association, Snesngary's ottes, 1 
Frlers’ Assocation, Boston; New Hneand Fu Paint and Oil Clab of New 


E Boston; ’ Association of New York City; 
Trans Mlnienippl Commercial f—— ew ad ity 
go = St. Louis; Western Commercial Travelers’ Association, 
Chamber of Commerce Le a mre ae erg ht ‘Mobile; 
John C. Bush, Mobile; Robert 


; ©. Brickell Huntsville; Orville F. Gawthon, 
. ontgomery Fees Fe Nathaniel H. B. Dawson, Selma; John W. 
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New Orleans; Albert Baldwin, New Orleans; William J. Behan, New Or- 
leans; Thomas G. Brigham, Bastrop; Walter C. Flower, New Orleans; Frank 
M. Hicks, Shreveport; Chauncey 8. Kellogg. New Orleans; Ernest B. Krutt- 
sch: New Orleans; John B. Levert, New Orleans; Joseph McCormick, 
Monroe; Albion K. Miller, New Orleans; Fred. F. Myles, New Orleans; Fred- 
erick J. Odendahl, New Orleans; Walter L. Saxon, New Orleans; William RK 

t, New Orleans; Raymond B. Scudder, New Orleans; Thomas J 
Semmes, New Orleans; Breedlove Smith, New Orleans; James F. Utz 


Maine.—Bangor Board of Trade; Biddeford Board of Trade: Calais Board 
of Trade; Fruit and Produce Exc ; Portland Mechanics’ Ex- 
change and Board of Trade; Saco Board of Trade; State Board of Trad 
a Leslie C. Cornish, Augusta; Charles F. Libbey, Portland; Al 
Savage, Auburn. 
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Maryland.—Baltimore Clearing House; Business Men’s Association, Annap- 
olis; Credit Men’s Association of Baltimore City; Maryland Division, Tray 
elers’ Protective Association, Baltimore: Merchants and Manufacturers’ As- 
sociation, Baltimore; Shoe and Leather Board of Trade, Baltimore; Alfred J. 
Carr, Baltimore; Thomas Deford, Baltimore; J. Ross Diggs, Baltimore; Solo- 
mon Frank, Baltimore; J. Walter Hodges, Annapolis. 

Massachusetts.—Arkwright Club, Boston; Board of Trade, Amesbury; 
Board of Trade, Beverly; Board of Trade, Lowell; Board of Trade, Pitts- 
field; Board of Trade, Springfield; Board of Trade, Stoneham; Boston Board 
of Fire Underwriters; Boston Executive Business Association; Boston Fish 
Bureau; Boston Fruit and Produce Exchange; Boston Merchants’ Associa- 
tion; Boston Merchants’ Club; Boston Paper Trade Association; Commercial 
Club, Boston; Drysalters’ Club of New England, Boston: Gardner Board of 
Trade; Grocers’ Associaton, Boston; Massachusetts State Board of Trade, 
Lowell; Massachusetts Wholesale Lumber Association; Mechanics’ Exchange, 
Boston; members of the Lowell Master Builders’ Exchange (petition); Mer- 
chant Tailors’ Exchange of the city of Boston; Wholesale Grocers’ Asso- 
ciation, Boston; Jonathan Bigelow, Boston; Walstein R. Chester, Boston; 
Henry D. Dupee, Boston; Robert R. Endicott, Beverly; James B. Forsythe, 
Boston; George A. Miner, Boston; Beverly K. Moore, Boston; Edward OC. 
Rogers, Springfield; Joseph Sawyer, Boston; James I. Wingate, Boston. 

Michigan.—Business Men's Association, Ann Arbor; Business Men’s Asso- 
ciation, East Saginaw; Business Men’s Association, Grand Haven; Business 
Men’s Association, Kalamazoo; Business Men's Association, Sault Ste. Marie; 
Chamber of Commerce, Sault Ste. Marie; Detroit Credit Men’s Association; 
Detroit Paint, Oil, and Varnish Club; Furniture Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion of Northwestern Michigan, Muskegon; Grand Rapids Board of Trade; 
Grand Rapids Furniture Manufacturers’ Association; Manufacturers’ Club, 
Detroit; Merchants and Manufacturers’ Exchange, Detroit; Michigan State 
Business Men's Association, Grand Rapids; George H. Barbour, Detroit; 
George G. Briggs. Grand Rapids; Wellington R. Burt, East Saginaw; John A. 
Covode, Grand Rapids; Bernhard Desenberg, Sault Ste. Marie; Albert K. 
Edwards, Kalamazoo; Richard C. Flannigan, Norway; Theodore H. Hinchman, 
Detroit; George E. Howes, Battle Creek; Adam 8. Kedzie, Grand Haven; Ed- 
ward A. Moseley, Grand Rapids; Samuel E. Pittman, Detroit; Charles R. Sligh, 
Grand Rapids. 

Minnesota.—Board of Trade of Minneapolis; Chamber of Commerce of St. 
Paul; citizens of Duluth (petition); citizens of Mankato (petition); citizens 
of Marshall oes Contractors and Builders’ Board of Trade, St. Paul; 
Duluth Board of Trade; Duluth Chamber of Commerce; Fergus Falls Cham- 
ber of Commerce; Jobbers’ Association, Minneapolis; Minneapolis Produce 
Exchange; Rochester Board of Trade; St. Paul Board of Trade; St. Paul Job- 
bers’ Union; Wholesale Grocers’ Association, Minneapolis; Winona Board of 
Trade; Winona Jobbers’ Association; Isaac Atwater, Minneapolis; Melvin 
R. Baldwin, Duluth; John M. Bartlett, Minneapolis; William B. Dean, St. 
Paul; Paul D. Ferguson, St. Paul; Frank L. Greenleaf, Minneapolis; George 
W. Gregory, Winona; Christopher B. Heffelfinger, Minneapolis; Thomas B. 
Janney, Minneapolis; Anthony ~~ Minneapolis; Elliott A. Knowlton, 
Rochester; Daniel R. Noyes, St. Paul; Frank L. Randall, Winona; Charles F. 
Sawyer, Crookston; Channing Seabury, St. Paul; WilliamE. Steele, Minne.- 

lis; Judson L. Wicks, Minneapolis; James T. Wyman, Minneapolis; William 

. Yale, Winona. 

Mississippi.—Board of Trade, Jackson; Mississippi Bar Association, Jack- 
son; Roswell V. Booth, Vicksburg; Eaton J. Bowers, Bay St. Louis; Edward 
C. Carroll, Vicksburg; William C. Craig, Yazoo City; James H. Duke, 
Scooba: John F. Halpin, Vicksburg; Aug. Keller, Bay St. Louis; Simon H. 
Lowenberg, Natchez; John T. Lyle, Meridian; John McC. Martin, Port Gib- 
son; T. Marshall Miller, Vicksburg. 

Missouri.—Associated Wholesale Grocers of St. Louis; Business Men's 
Club, J oplin; Cape Girardeau Board of Trade; Kansas City Commercial Club; 
Kansas City Paint, Oil, and Varnish Club; Lawyers of Sedalia (petition); Me- 
chanics’ Exchange, St. Louis; Merchants’ Exchange, St. Louis (two resolu- 
tions, 1839, 1890); Mexican and Spanish-American Commercial Exchange, St. 
Louis; Missouri Bar Association, St. Louis; St. Charles Board of Trade; St. 
Joseph Board of Trade: St. Louis Credit Men’s Association; St. Louis Furni- 
ture Board of Trade; St. Louis Paint, Oil, and Drug Club; St. Louis Retail 
Grocers’ Association; Springfield Board of Trade; Young Men's Business 
Association, Louisiana; Young Men’s Commercial Club, Moberly; Leon 
J. Albert, Cape Girardeau; Rufus E. Anderson, Hannibal; Charles C. 
Bell, Boonville; James O. Broadhead, St. Louis; Robert 8. Brookings, St. 
Louis; Baxter Brown, Warrensburg; Calvin F. Burnes, St. Joseph; James K. 
Burnham, Kansas City; Adolphus Busch, St. Louis; Charles Christensen, St. 
Louis: Martin L. Clardy, Farmington; John Cosgrove, Boonville; Charles A. 
Cox, St. Louis; Samuel Cupples, St. Louis; William 8. Curtis, St. Louis; 
James D. Davison, Kansas City; Daniel R. Flagg, Louisiana; Frank Gaiennie, 
St. Louis; Baldwin B. Gill, Chillicothe; Noah M. Givan, Harrisonville; Lam- 
din E. Irwin, Kansas ag! Anthony Ittner, St. Louis; George P. B. Jackson, 
Sedalia; John A. Lee, St. Louis; William B. McAlister, Bowling Green; 
Charles A. McCann, Springfield; Francis J. McMaster, St. Louis; James M. 
Nave. Kansas City; Samuel M. Nave, St. Joseph; Peter Nicholson, St. Louis; 
Elijah H. Norton, Platte City; John C. O’Keefe, Moberly; Joseph M. Patter- 
gon, Kansas City; oegces H. Peckham, St. Louis; George F. Putnam, Kansas 
City; Ferdinand W. Risque, St. Louis; William E. pa St. Lonis; D. 
Howell Shields, Hannibal; Edward C. Simmons, St. Louis; ward C. Smith, 
St. Joseph; Edwin W. Stephens, Columbia; James G. Stowe, Kansas City; 
Gerrit H. Ten Broek, St. Louis; John H. Voglesang, St. Louis; Cyrus P. Wal- 
bridge, St. Louis; Robert F. Walker, St. Louis; Henry K. White, St. Joseph; 
William A. Wood, Kingston; jy W. Zimmerman, Sedalia. 

Montana,—Charles K. Cole, Helena; Timothy E. Collins, Great Falls. 

Nebraska.—Hastings Board of Trade; Lincoln Board of Trade; Lincoln Re- 
tail Grocers’ Association: Nebraska Paint, Oil,and Glass Club, Omaha: Ne- 
braska State Business Men's Association, Lincoln Branch; Nebraska State 
Business Men's Association (115 local branches; membership, 2,200), Omaha; 
Omaha Board of Trade; Union Club, Hastings; Edward M. Anderson, Omaha; 
Augustus C. Barler, Fremont; William J. Broatch, Omaha; Andrew J .Conlee, 
Beatrice; George M. Darrow, Omaha; Luther Drake, Omaha; Manford L. 
Elsmore, Hastings; Griff J. Evans, Hastings; James G. Gilmore, Omaha; 
Charles J. Grable, Crawford; Frank B. Kennard, Omaha; Thomas Kil trick, 
Omaha; Freeman P. Kirkendall, Omaha; William V. Morse, Omaha; Rolland 
H, Oakley, Lincoln; Allen T. Rector, Omaha; John W. Roland, Crawford; 
Dudley Smith, Omaha; Rollin G. Smith, Crawford; David F. Trunkey, Red 
Cloud; Robert B. Windham, Plattsmouth. 

Nevacda.—Citizens of Mineral Hill (petition). 

New Hampshire.—Concord Commercial Club; Manchester Board of Trade; 
Nashua Board of Trade; George B. Chandler, Manchester; Edward R. Kent, 
Lancaster; James H. Tolles, Nashua. 

New Jersey.—Asbury Park Board of Trade; Board of Trade of Jersey City; 
Brewers’ Association of New Jersey, Newark; James H. Bird, Asbury Park; 
Anthony W. Dimock, Elizabeth; J. Frank Fort, Newark; Leonard J.Gordon, 
Jersey City. 

New Mexico.—Santa Fe Board cf Trade; Charles M. Creamer, Santa Fe. 

New York.—Albany Chamber of Commerce; Amsterdam Board of Trade; 
Black Rock Business Men's Association; Brewers’ Association, Buffalo; Buf- 
falo Fire Underwriters’ Association; Buffalo Merchants’ Exchange; 


de Comercio Espafiola en Nueva York; Chamber of Commerce of the State 
of New York, New York City; Clothiers’ Association of New York City: 
Consolidated Stock and Petroleum Exchange, New York City; Credit Men's 
Association, New_York City; Elmira Board of Trade: Italian Chamber of 
Commerce, New York City: Lumber Exchange, Buffalo; Mercantile Ex. 
change, New York Cit Merchant Tailors’ ee the City of New York: 
New York Board of Trade and Transportation, New York City (two reso- 
lutions, 1889, 1890); New York Jewelers’ Association; New York Jewelers’ 
Board of Trade, New York City: New York State Wholesale Grocers’ Asso. 
ciation, Elmira; Oneonta Board of Trade; Paint, Oil and Varnish Club, New 
York City; Retail Grocers’ Association, Buffalo; Rochester Chamber of Com- 
merce; Sing Sing Board of Trade; Stationers’ Board of Trade, New York 
City; United Retail Grocers’ Association, scons Warsaw Board of Trade; 
Wholesale Grocers’ Association of New York and vicinity; Michael E. Bannin, 
New York City; Herbert P. Bissell, Buffalo; Henry W. Carpenter, Oneida: 
Charles T. Clark, New York City; Herbert M. Condit, St. Paul Building: 
New York City; James M. Constable, New_York City; Henry L. Dreyer, 
New York City; John Esser, Black Rock; Joseph Fahys, New York City; 
Patrick Farrelly, New York City; John C. Graves, Buffalo; Divid Hirsch, 
New York City; Henry A. Meyer, Brooklyn: Ludwig Nissen, New York 
City; Alexander E. Orr, New York City; Edward . Peck, Rochester: 
George Sandrock, Buffalo; Charles 8. Smith, New York City; G. Waldo 
Smith, New York City; Daniel M. Thomas, New York City: Francis B 
Thurber, New York City; Walter P. Warren, Troy; Alfred R. Whitney, New 
York City; Morris 8. Wise, New York City. 

North Carolina.—Newbern_ Cotton and Grain Exchange; Thomas B, 
Keogh, Greensboro; Samuel W. Smallwood, Newbern. 

North Dakota. ae Board of Trade; Anson 8. Brooks, Grand Forks: Ad- 
ns W. Clark, Grand Forks; Martin Hector, Fargo; John W. Von Nieda, 

‘argo. 

Ohio.—Akron Board of Trade; Ashtabula Board of Trade; Board of Trade, 
Chillicothe; Board of Trade, Gallipolis; Board of Trade, Nelsonville; Build- 
ders’ Exchange, Cincinnati; Cincinnati Board of Trade and Transportation; 
Cincinnati Chamber of Commerce and Merchants’ Exchange; Cincinnati 
Clothiers’ Association; Cincinnati Retail Grocers’ Association: Cleveland Re- 
tail Grocers’ Association; Deflance Board of Trade; Massillon Board of Trade; 
Piqua Board of Trade and Improvement Association; Produce Exchange, 
Toledo; Retail Merchants’ Protective Association, New Philadelphia; San- 
dusky Business Men's Association; Springfield Board of Trade: Tiffin 
Board of Trade; Albert Beebe, Dayton; Burr W. Blair, Cincinnati; Lee H. 
Brooks, Cincinnati; Cornelius A. Brouse, Akron; John H. Doyle, Toledo; 
Richard Dymond, Cincinnati: Lowe Emerson, Cincinnati; Clinton D. Fire- 
stone, Columbus; James M. Glenn, Cincinnati; Justus Goebel, Cincinnati; 
Lawrence Grace, Cincinnati; Robert J. Harrison, Cincinnati; Anthony 
Howells, Massillon; Anson Hurd, Findlay; John C. Hutsinpiller,’ Gallipolis; 
John 8. Kountz, Toledo; Thomas W. Lewis, Zanesville; Arthur McAllister, 
Cleveland; William J. McManigal, Orbiston; Oscar T. Martin, Springfield; 
Joshua Nickerson, New Burlington; Louis H. Pike, Toledo; Frank A. Rothier, 
Cincinnati; Michael Ryan, Cincinnati; Alfred Soagengoot, Cincinnati; Joseph 
G. Sextro, Cincinnati; John N. Stewart, Ashtabula; Earl W. Stimson, Cincin- 
nati; Jacob W.Stoody, New Philadelphia; Ezra B. Taylor, Warren; Albert 
C. nee, Portsmouth; John L. Vance, Gallipolis; Simon P. Wolcott, 
Kent; William W. Woodward, Sandusky; Charles J. Yingling, Tiffin; J. Frank 
Zahm, Toledo. 

Oregon.—Astoria Chamber of Commerce; Board of Trade of Portland; 
Chamber of Commerce, Portland; Merchants’ Protective Union, Portland; 
Oregon Immigration Board, Portland; John Q. A. Bowlby, Astoria; Charles 
H. Dodd, Portland; James E. Haseltine, Portland; Donald Macleay, Portland; 
Richard H. Thorntcn, Portland. 

Pennsylvania.—Board of Trade, Plymouth; Board of Trade of Wilkesbarre; 
business firms, Philadelphia (petition); Central Furniture Manufacturers’ 
Association, Williamsport; Chamber of Commerce, Pittsburg; Commercial 
Exchange, Philadelphia; Grocers and Importers’ Exchange, Philadelphia; 
Lancaster Board of Trade; Paint and Drug Club, Pittsburg; Philadelphia 
Board of Trade; Paint Club of Philadelphia; Philadelphia Drug Exchange; 
Philadelphia Produce Exchange; Philadelphia Maritime Exchange; Scranton 
Board of Trade; Shoe Exchange of Philadelphia; Titusville Board of Trade; 
Theodore H. Bechtel, Philadelphia; Frederick tig? Mane: = hia; Samuel 
L. FrenchgPlymouth; Henry A. Fry, Philadelphia; ward H. Toate, Phila- 
deiphia; Benjamin 8. Janney, jr., Philadelphia; Geo: A. Kelly, Pittsburg; 
G. Murray Reynolds, Wilkesbarre; Daniel C. Ripley, Pittsburg; William T. 
Smith, Scranton; Henry M. Steel, Philadelphia; Samuel Wagner, Philadel- 
phia; Elias Z. Wallower, Harrisburg. 

Rhode Island.—Board cf Trade, Providence; Manufacturing Jeweler? 
Board of Trade, Providence; Mechanics’ Exchange, Providence; James Mur- 
ray, Woonsocket; Joseph U. Starkweather, Providence; William B. Wright- 
man, Providence. 

South Carolina.—Charleston Chamber of Commerce; D’Arcy P. Duncan, 
Columbia; Thomas C. Gower, Greenville; Henry T. Thompson, Darlington. 

South Dakota.—Commercial Club, Sioux Falls; Robert #. Bacon, Rapid 
City; Albert W. Coe, Deadwood; James Halley, Rapid City; Hosmer H. 
Keith, Sioux Falls; Henry L. Loucks, Huron. _ 

Tennessee.—Chattanooga Board of de; Jackson Board of Trade; Knox- 
ville Board of Trade; Knoxville Chamber of Commerce; Memphis Lumber 
Exchange; Alexander A. Arthur, Knoxville; Louis Erb, Memphis: Henry 0. 
Ewing, Chattanooga; Doc. W. Fly, Memphis; Edward E. Hooker, Knoxville; 
Robert E. Hunter, Memphis; Henry H. Ingersoll, Knoxyille’ James P. .Jor- 
dan, Memphis; Ben Lindauer, Nashville; illiam B. Lockett, Knoxville; 
Jacob S. Menken, Memphis; Thomas O. Morris, Nashville: Frederick W. “r- 
gill, Memphis; Zeboim C. Patten, Chattan ; Robert F. Patterson, Mem- 
yhis; Ike F. Peters, Memphis; William K. Phillips, Nashville; Joseph F. Shipp, 

hattanooga; Thomas B. Turley, Memphis; Peter P. Van Vleet, Memphis. 

Texas.—Austin Board of Trade; Cleburne Board of Trade; Dallas Board of 
Trade; El Paso of Trade; Galveston Cotton Exchange; Henrietta Board 
of Trade; San Antonio Board of Trade; The Builders’ —— of Dallas; 
Benjamin N. Boren, Dallas; Oliver P. Bowser, Dallas; Richard D. Coughanour, 
Dallas; John W. Crowdus, Dallas; Joseph Deutschman, Texarkana; Newton 
W. Finley, Tyler; Moses D. Garlington, Dallas; William H. Harrell, Dallas; 
William Heuermann, San Antonio; Smith J. Howell, Dallas; Joseph A. Kemp, 
Wichita Falls; Christopher W. Mertz, Cleburne; Joseph F. Meyer, Houston; 
Arthur F. Platter, Denison; Nathan Redlich, Galveston; Julius Runge, Ual- 
veston; William J. Swain, Henrietta; co Villegas, Laredo; Paul Waples, 
Fort Worth; William D. Will Fort Worth. 2. 

Utah.—Edward P. Ferry, Park ty Henry W. Lawrence, Salt Lake City; 
Fred Simon, Salt Lake City; Jabez G. Sutherland, Salt Lake City. i 

Vermont.—George F. Edmunds, Burlington; Andrew J. Sibley, Montpelier; 
Urban A. Woodbury, Burlington. mete. 

Virginia.—Board of Trade of the city of Lynchburg; Post A, Virginia Di- 
vision, Travelers’ Protective Association, Richmond; fieal Estate Exchange, 
Norfolk; Richmond Chamber of Commerce; Staunton Chamber of Com- 
merce; A. Berkeley Carrington, Danville; John M. ns, Richmond; Ben- 
amin F. Johnson, Richmond; Egbert G. Leigh, jr., Richmond; Abraham 

ers, Norfolk; Ma Tandon; Robert R. ntis, Suffolk. 


nn , B 
ashington.—State ers’ Association, Olympia; Seattle Chamber of 








1898. 


- Tacoma Chamber of Commerce; Tacoma Commercial Club; Walla 
Goeumeroe:i of Trade; Charles M. Atkins, Whatcom; Nelson G. Blalock, 
‘alla Walla; Noah B. Coffman, Chehalis; Samuel Collyer, Tacoma; Simon B. 
vorer. Port Townsend; Marion D. Egbert, South Bend; John W. Feighan, 
Spokane; Emory C. Ferguson, Snohomish; Jacob Furth, Seattle; John P. 
man. jr., Uup; rge H. Heilbron, Seattle; John H. McGraw, 
Seattle; Ezra iocker, Puyallup; Miles C. Moore, Walla Walla; Thomas M 
Reed, Olympia; Clinton A. Snowden, Tacoma; Hugh C. Wallace, Tacoma, 
West Pir nia.—Board of Trade, Martinsburg; ling Chamber of Com- 
merce; be d Faulkner, Martinsburg: J. Ellwood ughes, Wheeling; 
William M. Miller, Parkersburg; Hullihen Quarrier, Wheeling; Thomas 
Riley, Wheeling 


Wisconsin.—Association for the Advancement of Milwaukee; Business 
Men’s Association, Green Bay; Chamber of Commerce of the city of Milwau- 
kee; Credit Men's Association, Milwaukee; legislature of the State; La 
Crosse Board of Trade (2 resolutions, 1889, 1590); Milwaukee Brewers’ Asso- 
ciation; Milwaukee Merchants and Manufacturers’ Association; Paint, Oil, 
Club, Milwaukee; John M. Holley, La Crosse; Frederick W. In: 
busch, Milwaukee; Thomas L. Kelly, Milwaukee; Wilbur P. Massuere, Arca- 
dia; Frank McDonough, Eau Claire; He M. Mendel, Milwaukee: Simon J. 
Murphy, jr..Green Bay; John R. Boe heboygan; John M. Smith, Green 
Bay; John ‘EB Thomas, Sheboygan Falls; Richard Valentine, Janesville; 


. Wall, Milwaukee. 
al .—Board of Trade, Cheyenne; Board of Trade, Sundance; Chey- 
remont County Business Men's Club, Lander; 


r of Commerce; 
ee ee Cane Imm tion Board, Lander; Wyoming Stock Growers’ As- 


: . Baird eyenne; an . Brooks, Casper; 
sociation, Cheyenne: Selo; Bamund J. urchill, emies Gibeon Clack: 
Cheyenne; Truman B. Hicks, Cheyenne; William O. Irvine, Ross; John K. 
Jeffrey, Cheyenne; Geo W. Munkres, Buffalo; Charles N. Potter, Chey- 
enne; Be Forrest Ric Douglas; Charles W. Riner, Cheyenne; William 
A Robins, Cheyenne; Edward A. Slack, Cheyenne; Jay L. Torrey, Embar; 
Willis Van Devanter, Cheyenne. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, owing to my physical condition, 
I will not be able to occupy but a very short time of the House 
upon this important subject. 

For the past eight years Congress has been endeavoring to ne 
a bankrupt bill, but so far nothing has been accomplished. This 
should not be a party question. At the first session of the pres- 
ent Congress a large number of Democrats submitted a request 
to the Committee on, Rules for an order which would permit the 
House to consider a bankruptcy measure that would be alike just 
to creditors and debtors. 

I also recall the fact that, when Congress met in December last— 
and I am, in aoe this statement, not betraying party secrets, 
for it was published in all of the papers—a caucus of the Demo- 
cratic members of the House passed a resolution favoring a wise 
and just bankrupt bill, and it was stated distinctly in the caucus, 
over and over again, that it would not be considered a party 
measure, but that each Democrat would be left to act upon the 
matter oa to his best judgment. 

Mr. Speaker, I now propose to so act. I regard a bankrupt 
measure as strictly and exclusively a business proposition and as 
undoubtedly within the jurisdiction of Congress, and I think that 
it would be very unwise indeed to inject party politics into its 
consideration. 

I have before me a list, by States, of insolvents from 1879 to 
1895. It shows that the number of commercial and industrial 
failures in the country between the years 1879 and 1895, inclusive, 
was 171,389, and that the liabilities aggregated the extraordinary 
sum of $2,611,521,000. 

But, sir, I may be pardoned for referring to a class of debtors 
not embraced in this list. In my own State, and most probably 
in other Southern and Western States, some eight or ten years ago, 
it will be remembered, there was an extensive spirit of specula- 
tion; the greatest activity prevailed for a time in the sale and pur- 
chase of real estate, especially town and city lots. Part of the 
purchase money was paid when the sales were made, and for the 
remainder notes were executed with the vendor's lien reserved on 
the property sold. 

The crash came, and the purchasers were unable, in conse- 
quence of the heavy and rapid decline in the value of such prop- 
erty, to meet their unpaid notes. Suits were instituted and 
prosecuted to judgments. Orders of sale were issued, and the 
property sold for far less than the amount of the decrees, and in 
the great majority of cases purchased by the original vendors. 

Thus it will be seen that the vendors not only had the cash pay- 
ments, but recovered the property at amounts much smaller than 
the penne, and still hold the unpaid indebtedness against the 
vendees, 





Very many of these purchasers—and they may be numbered by 
the hundreds—are honest, industrious, and energetic men; but so 
long as these judgments can be enforced against them their efforts 


to do anything for themselves will be vain. 
Sir, the House is divided upon two propositions—the Senate bill 
and the substitute reported from the Judiciary Committee. Both 


measures provide for voluntary and for involuntary bankruptcy. 

The minority of the Judiciary Committee have not reported a 
measure of their own for the consideration of the House. Their 
report is very brief and reads as follows: 


The undersigned, members of the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred Senate bill 1035, having considered the same in said committee, 
are unable to with the co: ttee in recommending the amendment in 


but substitute in fact, which it has reported to 
lieve the bill as so amended, with the extensive 


t ill. We do not 
courts, is a wise and just measure, or one 


wers it confers on the 
t should be passed. 
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It will be observed that, while they condemn the substitute pro- 
ed by the majority of the committee, they do not approve the 
mate bill. The gentlemen making the minority report have put 
themselves in a purely negative position and have not laid before 
the House for its consideration a measure having the sanction of 
their own approval. 

We are, therefore, Mr. Speaker, left to consider the Senate bill 
and that reported by a majority of the Judiciary Committee. 

If I correctly understand the parliamentary status, it is this: 
By adopting the substitute, both bills will go into a conference 
between the two Houses for further consideration, with the power 
in the conference committee to report a measure. 

My judgment, Mr. Speaker, is that if the House substitute 
should be voted down the only opportunity that will be had for 

sing a bankruptcy measure during the present Congress will 
lost, and that nothing further can or will be done in the mat- 
ter for two years to come. 

The indications are that we will reach an early adjournment of 
the present session, and we all know that it will be scarcely possi- 
ble to do anything at the next or final session of this Congress 
except to pass the general appropriation bills. If the committee 
substitute should be defeated, the Senate bill will also be defeated, 
and by a much larger vote. This, I believe, would be inevitable, 

I am strongly of the opinion that the present Congress should 
not fail to enact a wise and just bankrupt law, and in order that 
the opportunity to enact such legislation may not be altogether 
defeated, I shall for that reason vote for the committee substi- 
tute, so that the entire matter can go into a conference between 
the Houses and a bill wise and just in itself and satisfactory to the 
country may be reported back. I can not see how anyone really 
desiring any bankruptcy legislation at all could do otherwise. I 
will not, however, Mr. Speaker, now commit myself to such con- 
ference report, but will reserve to myself the right to vote for or 
against it, as my judgment may dictate. 

Mr. Speaker, I have not had the time to give the committee sub- 
stitute the careful examination which its importance demands. 

Its basic or fundamental features I understand to be (first) that 
any person who owes debts, except a corporation, may become a 
voluntary bankrupt; (second) that any person owing debts to the 
amount of $1,000 or over, ifadjudged aninvoluntary bankruptupon 
an impartial trial, shall besubject to bankruptcy,except a national 
bank, a person engaged chiefly in farming or the tillage of the 
soil, or a wage-earner; (third) that acts of bankruptcy by a person 
shall consist of his having (1) concealed himself, departed or re- 
mained away from his place of business, residence, or domicile 
with intent to avoid the service of civil process and to defeat his 
creditors, and shall not have returned at least forty-eight hours 
before the filing of a petition in bankruptcy, and before the rights 
of creditors shall have been impaired, altered, or interfered with; 
(2) failed for thirty days and until a petition is filed while insol- 
vent to secure the release of any property levied upon under proc- 
ess of law for $500 or over, or if such property is to be sold within 
such time under such process, then until three days before the 
time fixed for such sale; (3) made a transfer of any of his prop- 
erty with intent to defeat his creditors, and has not regained 
the ownership and possession of such property before the rights 
of creditors have been altered, cneeheed, or changed by reason of 
such transfer, and at least ten days before the commencement of 
a proceeding in bankruptcy; (4) made anassignment for the ben- 
efit of his creditors, or filed in courta written statement admitting 
his inability to pay his debts; (5) made, while insolvent, a transfer 
of any of his property or suffered any of it to be taken or levied 
upon by a process of law or otherwise for the purpose of giving a 
preference, and has not regained the ownership of such property 
or released same from such levy before the rights of creditors 
shall have been altered, changed, or impaired by reason of such 
transfer, taking, or levy, and at least ten days before the com- 
mencement of a proceeding in bankruptcy; (6) procured or suf- 
fered a judgment to be entered against himself with intent to 
defeat his creditors, and suffered same to remain unpaid until ten 
days before the filing of a petition in bankruptcy, provided that 
a payment or satisfaction gf such a judgment by a sale of any of 
the debtor’s property, or bem the proceeds of such a sale, shall 
not be deemed a payment of such judgment under the provisions 
of this section; (7) secreted any of his property to avoid its 
being levied upon under legal process against himself and to 
defeat his creditors, and has not surrendered such property to. 
such legal process at least ten days before the filing of a peti- 
tion in bankruptcy; (8) suffered, while insolvent, an execution 
from a court of record for $500 or over, or a number of executions 
aggregating such amount, against himself to be returned ‘‘ no prop- 
erty found,” unless the amount shown to be due by such execu- 
tions shall be paid before a petition is filed: (fourth) that a peti- 
tion may be filed against a person who has committed an act of 
bankruptcy within four months after the commission of such act; 
(fifth) that when a petition is filed by any person for the purpose 
of having another declared or adjudged a bankrupt, the petitioner 
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shall file therewith, or within five days thereafter, and before any 
action is taken thereon. and in the same court, a bond, with at 
least two good and sufficient sureties, who shall reside within 
the jurisdiction of said court, to be approved by the court or a 
judge thereof, in such sum as the court shall direct, conditioned for 
the payment to the respondent, his or her heirs, executors, admin- 
istrators, or assigns, all expenses, damages occasioned by the 
wrongful institution of such proceedings, costs, and counsel fees 
to be allowed by the court. 

If such petition be dismissed by the court, or withdrawn by the 
petitioner with leave of the court, the respondent or respondents 
shall be allowed all damages occasioned by the wrongful institu- 
tion of such proceedings, counsel fees, and costs incurred in de- 
fending against said proceedings, and the same shall be paid by 
the principal and sureties on said bond. 

And forthe purpose of ascertaining the damages, costs, and 
counsel fees sustained by the respondent the court shall have juris- 
diction of the principal and sureties on said bond without issue 
of further process against them, upon the respondent filing in 
the court a statement of the amount of damages, costs, and 
counsel fees claimed by him; and the amount shall be ascertained 
by a jury in said court, or by the court, with the consent of the 
parties thereto; (sixth) that a person against whom an invol- 
untary petition has been filed shall be entitled to have a trial 
by jury in respect to any act of bankruptcy alleged in such 
petition to have been committed, upon filing a written appli- 
cation therefor at or before the time in which an answer may 
be filed; (seventh) and that the act shall not affect the allowance 
to the bankrupts of the exemptions which are prescribed by the 
State laws in force at the time of the filing uf the petition in the 
State wherein they have had their domicile for the six months or 
the greater portion thereof immediately preceding the filing of 
the petition. 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that if involuntary bankruptcy is 
to be provided for at all the committee substitute furnishes the 
most ample security to the debtor. It would be indeed difficult 
to suggest, in cases of involuntary bankruptcy, other and better 
safeguards, consistent with a proper regard for the rights of the 
creditor, than those which I have read. 

The remainder of the bill I understand to be administrative in 
its character, and I am assured by my colleague [Mr. Lannam], 
who is a member of the Judiciary Committee, and who assisted in 
the preparation of the substitute, that it is neither harsh nor 
severe. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 


Mr. TERRY. I now yield tomy colleague on the committee, the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dz Arnmonp], for thirty minutes. 


[Mr. DE ARMOND addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


Mr. TERRY. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]. 


[Mr. WHEELER of Alabama addressed the House. See Ap- 
pendix. ] 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. S$ er, in view of some statements that 
have been made with reference to arrest and interference with 
personal liberty permitted under this bill and the misapprehen- 
sions which may exist in the minds of those who may not have 
carefully read the bill, I wish to place in the Recorp the clause 
of the bill relating thereto, and which is as follows: 

b The judge may, at any time after the filing of a petition by or 
person, and before the expiration of four months after he has been 


a 
judged 
@ bankrupt, upon affidavit of ony party in interest that such bankrupt is 
about to leave the district to avoid examination, and that his d ture will 
defeat the proceedings therein, issue a warrant to the him 
te bring such bankrupt forthwith before the court. If, upon bore the 
evidence, it shall appear to the judge that the allegations of such affidavit are 
true and that it is necessary, he shall order such marshal to keep such bank- 
rupt in custody, but not imprison him, until he shall be colunant or give bail 
conditioned for his a rance, from time to time, as required by the court, 
and for his obedience to all lawful orders. 


Mr. TERRY. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. Lewis]. 
Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I have serious misgiv- 


890 
ings as to the good results of bankrhptcy laws, and think it a | ig92 


pitiful and unfortunate condition of affairs that any country 
should have to keep upon its statute books at all times a standing 
system of bankrupt laws. I believe at certain stages of all coun- 
tries, after devasting wars and long-protracted financial complica- 
tions, some temporary system of relief for the unfortunate and 
fallen is needed. And that time is at hand when we need, —— 
and simply, a voluntary bankruptcy law, to give permanent relief 
and restore to full commercial life and manhood many fallen, w 
right, energetic, and patriotic men. It is true, many fell for 
want of sagacious methods and capacity, while very many suc- 
cumbed not by personal bad management, but in the avalanche of 
misfortune a on by a nation’s reverses. A bankrupt law 
that will give relief and restore all such Iam proud to say I will 
support with all possible earnestness. 
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I am ready at all times to assist in passing a bill to give relief 
the honest and real bankrupt, but never can I su Saizeliet 
like the present bill, that be the means of 
Let us redeem bankrupts, but, no, never make them. 

Bankruptcy branches out into two different and distinct direc- 
tions. Voluntary ptcy is the means of the redemption of 
the unsuccessful and fallen debtor. Involuntary bankruptcy is g 
weapon in the hands of the creditor to press collections of debt 
harshly, to intimidate, and to destroy. 

Involuntary bankruptcy carries me back to the olden days when 
the unfortunate debtor who could not pay his debts was placed in 
prison. I believe that our forefathers, in forming the Bonstite 
tion of this country, had in view, when they gave Congress the 
power “ to establish uniform laws on the subject of bankruptcies 
throughout the United States,” therelease from bon: and prison 
the overburdened and distressed debtor. I can not for a moment 
believe that they had in view the involuntary feature. 

For this House to determine whether a bankrupt law is wise and 
what kind of a law is needed, we have only to make two investiga- 
tions: First, is there sufficient distress in the country for inal a 
law; then, if that proposition be true, second, what is the moral 
condition of this nation of 70,000,000 people? 

I claim that the people have grown rapidly in intelligence, in- 

rity, and honesty, that we are a debt-paying people, and asa 
rule credit has become almost universally based on the financial 
condition and honesty of the man. For that reason I can not ap- 
rove of involuntary bankruptcy on one ground, and that 
is dishonesty and fraud committed by the debtor. 

From what class of our people doesthe demand for involuntary 
bankruptcy come? Itis largely from the wholesale and jobbing 
merchants. If that be true, then I want to say that Ido not know 
of any class of people of the United States that is to-day doing 
better than this class of our business men, unless it be the greedy 
trust monopolies, the bondholders, the money power. Why, down 
in my State every little town and city is overrun by the repre- 
sentatives of these business houses, overanxious to sell goods to 
the retail merchants. Whyisitso? Because they find them prof- 
itable and desirable customers to sell to. 

It must be borne in mind that where debt is created it also car- 
ries with it a profit to the creditor. Then it would be unjust to 
place the power in the creditors, probably after years of profit- 
able dealing with a debtor, that should the debtor become tem- 
porarily depressed and fail to meet his obligations for a time he 
should be dragged into a court of ban itey, his property sacri- 
ficed and absor in costs and fees, and he be disgraced in the 
eyes of his people. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I am fully convinced that just at this time a 
voluntary bankrupt law is greatly needed, and if this House will 
pass a voluntary bill it will be a wisestep. It will, in a measure, 
relieve the all-pervading depression and restore activity and give 
a new lease of life to thousands of good men who have lost not 
only their property but the right to usetheir names. Mr. Speaker, 
for the past few years this country has undergone a most terrible 
financial depression, and the skies are not clear yet. Thousands 
of good men have been buried in the wreck of destruction. 

I submit a table, prepared by the Burean of Statistics, showing 
the business failures since the repeal of the last bankrupt law, in 
1878, to October 1, 1897: 


Liabilities. 


Third quarter, 1897 


ePRERERSEE ecb Eeonre 
SESSRESSESRESSEZERE 


From these statistics we see that 196,169 individuals, firms, and 
corporations have failed since the of the last bankruptcy law 
in 1878. We could, Ithink, safely say that this would indicate that 
from 300,000 to 500,000 individuals have failed this time. 
Some have recovered, of course, but the great are still 
bowed down with misfortune. 

Now, we will have failures at all times, good times as well a8 
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of young manhood vanishing and he, overwhelmed with the gloom 
of his misfortunes, undertakes to penetrate the future, but no ray 
of hope is presented. He takes aretrospective view and considers 
the success and happiness of the past only to meet the remorseful 
thought that his future in life must continue to be a failure as 
dismal as that in which he is involved. 

In these times of financial depression, with the retail merchants 
of the smaller towns and villages scarcely able, with the utmost 
caution, prudence, and economy, to make a living and meet their 
obligations to their creditors, burdened as most of them are with 
debt, I do not feel that it would be right to so place them at the 
mercy of their creditors that they could be forced into bankruptcy 
and required to answer in a United States court under the penalty 
of imprisonment. Who is demanding a bankrupt law such as 
the pending bill? My opinion is that it is the creditor class alone. 
I have received numbers of letters and circulars from manufac- 
turing associations and wholesale establishments urging the pas- 
sage of this bill, and 1 have no doubt every member on this floor 
has; but I do not hear of an —- debtor in the throes of 
bankruptcy asking that an involuntary bankrupt law be passed 
for his relief. What does the bankrupt debtor want? Not alaw 
for the collection of debts, but absolution from liability to pay 
that which he can not meet. 

I am not in favor of the Congress of this country passing laws 
for the collection of debts; that is a proper matter for State regu- 
lation. It is urged in reply that the State laws are not uniform 
on this subject. Perhaps they should not be. Each State should 
control its own collection laws. Besides, the pending bill will not 
make them uniform, for the bill permits the exemptions to debt- 
ors which are made in the States where the bankrupts reside, and 
these exemption laws are not uniform. I submit herewith a state- 
ment showing the exemptions that are allowed in the various 
States of the Union. 


Value of 
homestead. 


Personal 
property. 


$1, 000 
500 


State. 


Alabama 
Arkansas 
California 
Colorado 
Connecticut 
Delaware 


500 
500 
400 
200 


Kentucky 
Louisiana ... 
Maine 
OS Sere 
Massachusetts 
chigan 
Tictbteckeees access scees 


ee ppi 

issouri 

qoptane sea 
ebraska ... 
hla diisi wiih dintiinkkseetinedadeat éonecviea 
ew Hampshire 


POE < conanncce 
Pennsylvania 
Rhode Island 
South Carolina 
South Dakota 
SE alah kiccapeicticcna dcatabasgudeabbadltebtel 





Vermont ...... ‘ se 
a a as 
ashington 
West Virginia 
Wisconsin 
Wyoming 


2100 acres of land in country, one-half acre in town. 

b Value of personal property and homestead. 

ec 40 acres of land in country, one-half acre in town. 
4160 acres of land in country, 1 acre in town. 

e80 acres of land in country, one-half acre in town. 

J # acres of land in country; one-fourth acre in town. 


It will be plainly observed from an examination of the forego- 
pg tables that the pending bill will not produce uniformity in 
ections. In fact, it would make nothing more of uniformity 

n now exists. These several States have, under their constitu- 
tions and the laws of the United States, enacted laws for the col- 
tion of debts, and it is not within the power, or it would not be 

© province, of this body to attempt to interfere with the several 
State laws regarding exemptions; and yet it seems to me, from a 
strict construction of the proposed bill, that none of the laws af- 
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fecting collections and exemptions and homesteads could be 
en by the several States if the pending bill were to become 
a law. 

Statistics have been invoked to show the increased number of 
failures in this country, and thereby to show the necessity for a 
bankrupt law. I submit herewith a statement showing the num- 
ber of failures and amount of liabilities involved in those failures 
during the period intervening from the beginning of the year 1863 
to the close of the year 1895, as follows: 





Number Amount 
of failures. ot failures, 


$7,000, 000 

9, 000, 000 
17,000, 000 
54, 000, 000 


SEZ5EE 


85, 000, 000 
121, 000, 000 
228, 000, 000 
155, 000, 000 
201, 000, 000 
191, 000, 000 
190, 000, 000 
234, 000, 000 

98, 000, 000 

65, 000, 000 

81,000, 000 
101, 000, 000 
172, 000, 000 
226, 000, 000 
124, 000, 000 
pogo 


, 


123) 000, 000 
1 00 


m™ do COTO RS RO 
= 
— 
an 


BIRSSRSEZ 


ze 


— 
QO AO HOO 


_ ese eo 


-——_ 
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Soserteoceos 


a et 


189, 000, 000 
189, 000, 000 
114, 000, 000 
346, 000, 000 
> 172, 000, 000 
18, 197 | 173,000, 000 


REESSESSERSEBERE 


et ee 
PASN 


There was enacted in this country in 1867 an involuntary bank- 
ruptcy law which continued in operation, with some modifica- 
tions, until 1878, when it was —— 


Now, I wish you to observe that in the four years preceding 
1867 there were only 3,050 failures, with liabilities aggregating 
the sum of $87,000,000; that in the four years immediately fol- 
we the passage of the bankrupt law there were 11,873 failures, 
with liabilities aggregating $311,000,000—nearly four times as 
many failures and almost four times the liabilities as in the period 
immediately preceding the passage of the law. 

Now, let us examine further and ascertain, if we may, what 
was the effect of the a ae law in the matter of the number 
of failures by comparison of the four years immediately preced- 
ing its repeal in 1878 with the four years which followed its re- 
peal. You will observe from the above table that the failures in 
the four = preceding 1878 aggregated 31,534, and that the lia- 
bilities of those thus failing aggregated $737,000,000; that in the 
four years subsequent to 1878 the failures aggregated only 23,713, 
and the amount involved in such failures aggregated $345,000,000— 
less than one-half that which was cavelverr in the four-year period 
immediately preceding the repeal of the law. So that, if the 
argument with reference to failures amounts to anything, it shows 
conclusively that the passage of the bankrupt law tends to in- 
crease the number of failures rather than diminish them. 

Another significant fact. In the year 1895, the last year in which 
we have accurate statistics, the amount involved in failures was 
$175,000,000, and in the year 1877, immediately preceding the re- 
peal of the law, the amount of failures amounted to $190,000,000, 
a@ greater amount than was involved in the failures of 1895. It 
may be argued from these statistics that the passage of a bank- 
ruptcy bill such as that which is now pending wil! increase the 
number of bankrupts rather than diminish them, and it seems to 
me very patent that the reason for this is evident. By the invol- 
untary feature of this bill, and that of the law which wasin exist- 
ence from 1867 to 1878, the creditor could force the debtor to bank- 
ruptcy, and by reason of this power the creditors exerted it to such 
an extent as tocause a muchgreater number of failures than there 
would have been without such law, and certainly, judging the 
future by the past, we may expect that if the ote oa bill should 
become a law there will be a greater number of failures following 
than there would be without the passage of such a bill. 

It might be well to inquire at this time as to the history and 
effect of previous bankruptcy legislation in this country. The 
first bankrupt law was passed on the 8d of April, in the year 1800, 
and contained a provision which limited its force to five years; 
but, notwithstanding its limitation, the law was so unpopular that 
it was repealed on the 19th — December, 1803, a period of & 
little over three years and a half after its passage. There was 20 





1898. 





when a bill somewhat similar to the one now pending was passed. 
The necessity for the passage of this bill was brought about as 
the result of the fearful panic of 1837; but this law thus passed 
was repealed on the 3d day of March, 1843, remaining in force less 
than two years. 

I have referred to the fact that a bankrupt law was passed on 
the 2d day of March, 1867, and that it, with its modifications, re- 
mained in force until 1878. Now, it is plainly seen from the his- 
tory of these measures in our own country that they have proven 
unsatisfactory; at least only one pu has thus far been 
served by them. It has been attempted in each case where a law 
was enacted to overcome to some extent the evil consequences of 

nic—the law passed in 1841 to overcome the dire distress pro- 

uced by the panic of 1837; the law passed in 1867 to overcome 
the evil effects of ruined fortunes, and blasted lives thereby pro- 
duced, by the fearful effects of the civil war. 

This law passed over the financial crisis of 1873, and was on the 
statute book during that period. Now, in the financial panic from 
1893 to 1895, the worst known in the history of this Republic, the 
aggregate liabilities of those failing for those years amounted to 
$691,000,000, while in the corresponding period of 1873, 1874, and 
1875 the liabilities of those failing amounted to $584,000,000. 
Thus it will be observed that the liabilities of those failing in the 
financial distress of the panic of 1873 and the liabilities of those 

ailing in the great anic of 1893 were very nearly the same. 
Notwithstanding the fact that twenty years had intervened, the 
business interests of the country had developed, there was more 
wealth and a much greater population than in the former period. 

I call special attention to these two crises—one with the law, the 
other without it—to show that the evils resulting from failure were 
as severe during the es of the bankrupt law as they were in 
the more severe trial when no bankruptcy law existed. 

It might be of interest to inquire also, and give to the country, 
some expression of opinion of those occupying places in this y 
at the time the law was attempted to be repealed in 1878. Mr. 
Lapham, of New York, said, on the question of the repeal of the 
law in 1878: 

The a object of a bankrupt law is an ~~ distribution of the property 
of those who areembarrassed at the time of its passage, an equal distribution 
of their pecperty among all their creditors, and the release of the debtor from 

It never was designed that a bankrupt law should remain a permanent 
— in view of which men may calculate their chances, intending when 

e time comes to avail themselves of its provisions. hat occasion is there 
for a continuance of this law? Is there any other than to leave the door open 
for that system of frauds which are being perpetrated under it, and which 
are as patent to the public as the sun at noonday? Now,under the op- 
eration of this law it is a notorious fact that not a tithe of the debtor’s prop- 
erty reaches his creditors. Careful estimates show that the average of the 
debtor's property that reaches the creditors is not 10 per cent under the 
bapvkrupt law, while the average dividend under the insolvent laws of the State 
runs as high as 35 per cent. 

ey Calkins, of Indiana, in the discussion of the same subject, 
said: 

The fact remains, under the operation of this law, while it has been upon 
the gatete book it has been a constant, crying fraud upon all classes of 
peop. e. 

Mr. Burchard, of Illinois, said: 


It is the judgment of the country, the desire of the commercial world, cred- 
itors and debtors, and of all lawyers acquainted with the practical workin 
of the law, that it should be repealed on account of the frauds, injustice, an 
injurious effects resulting from the law. 


Mr. White, of Pennsylvania, on the same subject, said: 

The bankrupt law has been employed as a trap in which to catch the hon- 
est business man of the country. Itis full of devices, uncertainties, and per 
plexities; isa dark shadow upon the fair face of the jurisprudence of the 
country. The sooner it is dispelled the better it will be for the currents of 
the trade among the people. uniform system of ers Uniform 
in what? Im its invitations to the dishonest debtor to thwart and evade his 
popest creditor; to the relentless creditor to harass and destroy the honest 

eotor. 

The House of Representatives at that time, which is regarded 
as the index of public sentiment, repealed the law by the decisive 
vote of 205 yeas, 40 nays. In these times of peril, with the debtor 
oppressed, should we not be very cautiousin any steps that may be 
taken which will in any wise affect his interests? 

What are the rights of a creditor in compelling a debtor to be- 
come a bankrupt? This bill has eight different provisions, any one 
of which may be alleged by the creditor, and the debtor would be 
required to answer to the charge of being a bankrupt, and the issue 
would be tried somewhat as an attachment case under the laws of 
the various States. The acts which authorize the proceeding in 
bankruptcy are stated as follows: 

(1) Concealed himself, departed or remained away from his place of busi 
ness, residence, or domicile with intent to avoid the service of civil process 
and to defeat his creditors, and shall not have returned at least forty-eight 
hours before the filing of a petition in bankruptcy, and before the rights of 
creditors haye been impaired, altered, or interfered with. 

(2) Failed for thirty days and until a petition is filed while insolvent to 
secure the release of any property levied upon under process of law for $500 
or over, or if such p aby is to be sold wi such time under such process 

nm until three da fore the time fixed for such sale. 

(3) Made a transior of any of his property with intent to defeat his credit- 

and has not regained the ownershi 


possession of such property be- 
the rights of creditors have been by reason 


tered. impaired, or changed 
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of such transfer and at least ten days before the commencement of a pro- 
ceeding in bankruptcy. 

(4) Made an ent for the benefit of his creditors or filed in court a 
written statement admitting his inability to pay his debts. 

{) Made, while insolvent, a transfer of any of his property or suffered any 
of it to be taken or levied upon by process of law or otherwise for the purpose 
of giving a preference, and has not regained the ownership of such property 
or released same from such levy before the rights of creditors shall have been 
altered, changed, or impaired by reason of such transfer, taking, or levy, and 
at least ten days before the commencement of a proceeding in bankruptcy. 

(6) Procu or suffered a judgment to be entered against himself with 
intent to defeat his creditors, and suffered same to remain unpaid until ten 
days before the filing of — in bankruptcy, provided that a payment 
or satisfaction of such a judgment by asale of any of the debtor's property, or 
from the proceeds of such a sale, shall not be deemed a payment of such judg- 
ment under the provisions of this section. 

(7) Secreted any of his property to avoid its being levied upon under legal 
process against himself and to defeat his creditors, and has not surrendered 
such property to such legal process at least ten days before the filing of a 
petition in bankrupte 


tcy. 

(8) Suffered while Lisstvent an execution from a court of record for $500 
or over, or a number of executions aggregating such amount, against him- 
self to be returned “no proper’ found,” unless the amount shown to be due 
by such executions shall be paid before a petition is filed. 

The courts of bankruptcy, which alone have jurisdiction of 
bankruptcy proceedings, are defined to be— 

The district courts of the United Statesand of the Territories, the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia, and the United States courts in the fndian 
Territory and of Alaska. 

What are the duties, if any, required of the individual adjudged 
to be a bankrupt? They are defined to be: 

To attend the first mreeting of his creditors, if notified by any of them to 
do so, and the hearing upon his application for a discharge, if filed; to com- 
ply with all lawful orders of the court; to examine the correctness of all 
proofs of claims filed against his estate; to execute and deliver such papers 
as shall be ordered by the court; to execute to his trustee transfers of all his 
gecperty in foreign countries; to immediately inform his trustee of any at- 

mpt, by his creditors or other persons, to evade the provisions of this act 
comin his knowledge; in case of any person having to his knowledge 

roved a false claim against his estate, disclose that fact immediately to his 

rustee; to prepare, make oath to, and file in court within ten days, unless 
further time is granted. after the adjudication, if an involuntary bankrupt, 
and with the petition if a voluntary bankrupt, a schedule of his property, 
showing the amount and kind of property, the location thereof, its money 
value in detail, and a list of his creditors, showing their residences, if known, 
if unknown that fact to be stated, the amounts due each of them, the con- 
sideration thereof, the security held by them, if any, and a claim for such 
exemptions as he may be entitled to, all in triplicate, one copy of each for 
the clerk, one for the referee, and one for the trustee; and, when present 
at the first meeting of his creditors and at such other times as the court 
shall order, submit to an examination concerning the conducting of his busi- 
ness, the cause of his bankru toy. his dealings with his creditors and other 
persons, the amount, kind, and whereabouts of his property, and, in addition, 
all matters which may affect the administration and settlement of his estate. 

If it occurs that he fails todischarge fully and perfectly all these 
requirements, he is liable to criminal prosecution and severe pun- 
ishment. 

What of these requirements? Shall wesupporta measure which 
takes from the State courts all jurisdiction on insolvent estates 
and the suits growing outof them? Shall we vote for a bill which 
takes the honest but unfortunate debtor, struggling against adver- 
sity, away from his home and friends, and allow him to be forced 
into the United States court by any creditor, however exacting, 
there to comply with the numerous requirements of this bill? Shall 
we add to his sorrow and mortification by placing him in dread of 
his nonresident creditors? Certainly this would not be such a 
course as our constituents would desire ustopursue. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, it is admitted on all hands that relief is needed for 
the debtor classes. But the serious question is, How shall they ob- 
tain it? Not by a bankruptcy bill which has as its principal fea- 
ture the collection of debts and takes from the debtor all his prop- 
erty and cancels the remainder of his obligations, but by the 
enactment of such measures as will make it possible for him to 
accumulate the means with which to pay his debts. 

Open the mints of the country to the coinage of silver as well 
as gold. Increase the circulating medium. Open up the chan- 
nels of trade. Appreciate the prices of the commodities of the 
country to the value of the money in which it is measured. 
Tear down the trusts and monopolies of. the land. Legislate in 
the interests of all the people instead of a few favored classes, and 
the star of hope will be brought to the farmer and laborer, and 
through him to the merchants and tradesmen, and the apparent 
necessity for bankrupt legislation will cease to exist, and the era 
of better times will be usheredin. [Applause. ] 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to the gentle- 
man from Idaho [Mr. Gunny}. 

Mr. GUNN. Mr. Speaker, of late years but few public ques- 
tions have occupied the attention of Congress more fully than the 
enactment of a bankruptcy act. Nor have we been successful in 
the adoption of such measures. Three times in our history we 
have enacted bankruptcy bills, all containing the involuntary 
feature, and each time they have been repealed in compliance 
with a widespread sentiment in opposition to their continuance. 
Each time they proved to be terrible engines of oppression in the 
hands of the creditors, enabling them to degrade the debtors. 

We need not expect any better results from the measure before 
the House, for many of its features are more repulsive to our peo- 
ple than their predecessors. Gentlemen of the House, it is time 
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we learned something from e ience. Looking back over the 
past, weare warned to avoid the breakers that and found- 
ered so many bankruptcy bills—the involuntary feature. Give 
us a voluntary bankruptcy bill and there will be but little, per- 
haps no, opposition to it in this House. Give us a voluntary bill 
and then when you discuss the subject from a humanitarian stand- 
point your words will have weight. But when you incorporate 
with your measure the involuntary feature we know that you are 
disguising for the unfortunate debtor a fatal death trap beneath 
the spider’s web woven out of honeyed but misleading words. 
Do not misunderstand me; I will support a voluntary bankruptcy 
act, but an involuntary one never. One that places the debtor 
helplessly at the mercy of the creditor is abhorrent to my nature. 

A more inopportune time could not have been selected for the 

introduction of this bill than the present. Never before haveour 
ple been pinched by the cold hand of poverty more relentlessly 
an now. A dollar was never more hard to get than now. 
Thousands of workingmen are out on a strike, paralyzing business 
over a large area of the country. The products of the farm, with 
the single exception of wheat, were never as low as they are at 
this time. Over that vast extent of country known as the cotton 
belt thereis universal distress, owing to the low price of the prin- 
cipal product. 

In all localities where silver memos bes been the leading indus- 
try you have legislated the a into poverty. It appears tome 
as cruel and heartless at this time a to the dis mer- 
chant, manufacturer, or mechanic with a bill that resembles a 
two-edged sword, and offer him one, saying to him, ‘‘Go into vol- 
untary neninegeay, immolate yourself in m paninen or with 
this other oneI will behead you.” A more brutal alternative could 
not very well be conceived. In this process no sympathy can be 
detec for the suffering wife or the helpless and dependent 
children. 

This is the cold, stern, and heartless provision presented by the 
Henderson bill. Yet we hear men who advocate its passage — 
out sympathetic words for the poor man and his family, and 
they are going to relieve his distress with an a, bank- 
ruptcy act. Lord protect the poor man from the kind of merc 
that is dealt out to him in a bankruptcy court. It makes no dii- 
ference what the circumstances may be that force an honest man 
into ee either as a voluntary or an involuntary victim, 
he is entitled to sympathy, not the kind he will receive from the 
cold alternative of the law, but true, genuine sympathy, the kind 
that comes from the human heart. 

It means that he leaves behind him all his earthly accumula- 
tions and what he has struggled possibly for a lifetime to acquire; 
and when he walks forth bereft of all his possessions, penniless 
and despondent, once more he must commence the struggle for 
existence. The man who must pass through this dread experi- 
ence should be dealt with kindly, gently, not with the harshness 
that characterizes this bill. 

The Republican party, when it sought to be returned to power, 
promised us that with its return to Government control the nation 
would be submerged with a tidal wave of prosperity. They came 
into power, but the tidal wave did not come with them. They 
told us that it was a short distance behind; that it would overtake 
us as soon as the tariff bill was passed. So anxious were they to 

this measure that al] other legislation was stopped until the 
ingley bill and prosperity should be ushered in simultaneously, 
The Dingley bill came, and when we seek the ees we must 
look for it among the idle mill hands in New England, now li 
at the soup houses, and in this bill which is designed to crush ou 
the remaining ray of hope left to the poor man, after the last thirty- 
odd years of bad financial legislation. 

In the report accompanying this bill there is given a record of 
the business failures running back for the last sixteen years. 
The disastrous list might with profit commence with the year 
1878 or 1870 and could have been continued to 1897, the last year 
to which our record is complete, so as to show that with the 
change in our financial policy business wrecks were multiplied. 
There is no effort in the report to account for the increase in busi- 
ness failures, but there is an intimation running throughout the 
report that the increase of failures is owing toa gro desire 
on the part of our —_ to practice dishonest methods. Other- 
wise why this harsh,repressive bill? This covert charge against 
our fellow-citizens should be spurned with contempt. 

If this is not the charge leveled inst our industrial elemen 
then the failures must be attributed to other causes. In that even 
would it not be our duty to inquire into the source of all this dis- 
aster, and, after it was discovered, endeavor to apply a remedy, 
instead of punishing the people for business failures which they 
could not preventand could not anticipate? The business failures 
referred to by the committee amounted to 170,389, and repre- 
sented $2,611,521,704. 

The table compiled by the committee does not include Sighs oe 
year 1878 nor any of the preceding years. If it did, we might de- 





duce a lesson showing that the change in our financial policy j 
1873 caused an increase in our business disasters. paver in 
it did. The business failures from 1872 to and including 1878 
amounted to $1,321,964,968. To this let us add the failures for 
last year, amounting to $154,332,071, which makes a grand tota) 
for the twenty-five years, reaching from 1872 to 1897, of $4,087,- 
818,743, divided among 235,004 unfortunate debtors, All will cer- 
tainly admit that this is a disastrous record. 

Let us take it up by periods and see what kind of a lesson can 
be drawn from it. In 1872 we had a bimetallic standard, gold 
and silver circulating side by side, each with the same legal- 
tender function, each alike admitted to the mints, each alike 
recognized by the Government, and each alike assisting in up- 
holding the honor and the credit of the nation. In that year wo 
had 4,069 failures, and putting the population of the country at 
40,000,000, we had in round numbers one failure in each 10,000 of 
es — The following year we demonetized silver, con- 


the circulating medium, and commenced that long chain 
of financial disasters that has continued to the present time with 
one short interval. 


Without giving the failures by years, let it be sufficient to say 
that they increased year by year without a break until 1878 was 
reached, and then we touched the culminating point. The failures 
amounted to 10,478, and placing the ulation at 48,000,000, we 
had one failure to each 4,531 of the population. From this we can 
see that in five years after the demonetization of silver the busi- 
ness failures more than doubled. Congress took action in the 
year 1878 that temporarily checked the hurricane of disaster that 
was sweeping across the land. In that year the Bland-Allison bill 
was passed, and the following year its good effects were felt, for 
failures fell off to 6,658 and the next a to 4,735. 
That was the year, 1880, we touched high-water mark of pros- 
perity. The census put our population at 50,000,000. This gives 
us one failure in 10,592 of the population. We had gone back to 
the conditions that prevailed before silver was demonetized. The 
land was blessed with prosperity from ocean to ocean. Wheat 
sold as high as a dollar and thirty-one cents per bushel, and cot- 
ton, which was quoted as high as 20 cents in 1873, after the de- 
monetization of silver fell to 11 cents per pound, now became 
steady in price and went to 12 cents per pound. But this happy 
state of affairs was destined to continue but a short time. 
Each suc ing Secretary of the Treasury worked against the 
Bland-Allison Act, and Presidents made it a special point to de- 
nounce it in their messages. In the purchase of silver the Secre- 
tary was governed by the price on the London market. A set of 
sharpers on the other side of the Atlantic Ocean fixed the price of 
our money metals with as unerring certainty as though the United 
States was a dependency of Great Britain. Thus the good effect 
produced by the Bland-Allison Act was in the course of a few 
years neutralized, and eventually undermined and destroyed, and 
a me a cyclone of business failures commenced to devastate 
e land. 
Finally, thecommercial doctors—did I say doctors? no; quacks— 
who had been running the nation deeper and deeper in the financial 
Slough of —. put their heads together and evolved an idea. 
They said, ‘‘ We know what will cure the existing distress. Let 
us re the Sherman law. No more silver shall be coined or 
Pp d by the Government. We will make of it a renegade 
metal. The white coin shall be dishonored at home and disgraced 
abroad.” President Cleveland wrote to the governor of Georgia, 
saying that the repeal of the Sherman law would restore confi- 
dence and confidence would bring prosperity. Sherman, the au- 
thor of the law, said that in ten days the effects of the repeal 
would be felt. 

mo Shee tor a Sapna business failures that year 
were the heaviest that the nation ever experienced. Fifteen thou- 
sand two hundred and forty-two individuals or firms failed, rep- 
resenting $346,000,000, or one failure to each 4,264 of our popula- 
tion. The financial quacks were wrong in their predictions once 
more. rae in their efforts to bring ny om A or even a mod- 
icum of relief to the distressed country, they turned next and 
tried _—— That 2 rege Fag AS noe a last aes ey 
bring bankruptcy bill. ey have one more expedient. 
a will a mre being on batere a United 

tates judge—in a court where a jury is a very doubtful quantity— 
make him testify inst himself, and imprison him on a trivi 
pretext. After all golden promises out to us in the last 
campaign, this is the best that can be done for us. 

I have shown by a that are recognized by the Government 
as correct that in 1873 and 1893, when you contracted the cur- 

increased. It will be admitted by all fair-minded 
business failures is icative of wide- 


ison Act became a law and it was supposed that it would be 
fairly executed, that it would increase our cir medium, 
prices advanced and business failures fell off. Now, gentlemen 
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favor this bill with all its abhorrent features, first put forth 
pee effort to relieve the distress which your vicious legisla- 
= erie aon ioe erty 4 than punish 
's sake do nm islate aman pov an P 
oe being in that deplorable condition when he is not to 
blame; you are the culprits. 

He is a stony and hard hearted man who would force on the 
nation a policy that would make money scarce, so that the mass 
of our people would be compelled to do without the necessaries of 
life, or at least a we = less than . ee es and 

us create a ic in the business world; com ) r 
e go without Pafficient clothing and without sufficient Food, os 
leaving the merchant without customers and the artisan and me- 
chanic without patrons. Then at this particular time of unusual 
distress drag into a bankruptcy court every business man who may 
beembarrassed by the disas conditions that reign around him. 
This is a policy that might suit medizeval times, but is a disgrace 
to the nineteenth century. 4 

This bill is sectional, and is aimed particularly at the people of 
the West and South and in favor of the money-loaning classes in 
the East. In the West we are opening up the vee The farm 
must be fenced and. brought to a state fit for cultivation. The 
building of houses and barns costs money and takes time. Roads 
must be constructed, churches and sch uses have to be erected. 
All this presses heavy on the settler; as a consequence debts are 
contracted. Settlers are poor and merchants must carry them; 
this in turn throws the country retail merchant behind with the 
wholesale dealer. 

The low price of cotton in the South, continued through a long 
series of years, reduces the Southern peopie to a condition similar 
to that borne by the Western brethren. As a result this act bears 
heavily on them and gives to their creditors a club with which to 
terrify them. If all moneyed men or all manufacturing concerns 
or all wholesale dealers would confine themselves to business op- 
erations and use the immense advantage their wealth gives them 
in a business way, there would not be so much to complain of. 
Let me illustrate the point I wish to make. During the last cam- 
paign Eastern capi endeavored, and in some instances suc- 
cessfully, to coerce the Western merchants into an abandonment 
of their political views. 

In Boise, the capital city of my State, business houses that at 
the opening of the cam declared for Bryan and free silver 
received from the Eastern houses with which they dealt a notice 
that it would be to their advan to throw their influence with 
the other side, coupled with an tion that otherwise their 
accommodations might be cut off and they might be called on to 
settle up speedily. Business houses that the public imagined 
stood on an independent foundation obeyed that order. 

Clothe the —_ element with the power that this bill extends 
to them and it give them an influence, an authority that will 
be dangerous in the hands of any element in our population and 
subversive of the liberties of a large body of intelligent citizens. 
The coercion that was practiced on the voters in the last campaign 
is a matter of sincere regret to all lovers of liberty. 

I met laboring men, railroad men, and others who assured me 
of their support and of their sympathy with the principles I rep- 
resented, came to me voluntarily and expressed themselves, and 
then when I pointed to the Mckini ey badge on their breast and 
asked them, ‘‘ Why are you wearing that emblem?” the answer 
invariably was, ‘‘1 must wear this to hold my job.” The Hender- 
son bill will put the business man in the same category, and it 
will narrow down the list of free men to as ling and broken 
column. Therefore I denounce this bill as sectional and designed 
to bear with especial severity on the West and South. 

If it is impossible to draw up and enforce a bankruptcy act 
without giving so much power to the United States courts, it isan 
unfortunate situation. ese tribunals have lost the confidence 
of the people; they are as unpopular as they were in the days of 
Abraham coln. If we refer to the tform at that time 
adopted by the Republicans, we find this plank: 

That wo brand the recent feopening of the African slave trade, under the 
cover of our national fing. aided by perversions of judicial power, as a crime 
against humanity and a burning hone to our country and age. 

Strong language that which denounced our judiciary for re- 
sorting to a perversion of their power whereby they perpetrated 
acrime against humanity. Since that time the Republicans have 
changed their views, in fact both parties have changed their 
views, capeecone, He Federal judiciary. In Lincoln’s time the 
Democrats upheld the courts and denounced the Republicans as 
anarchists for assailing them. Now the Republicans uphold the 
courts and denounce the Democrats as anarchists for 
them. If the court issues an arbitrary injunction and arrests an 
imprisons a citizen without a trial by jury for disobeying its 
command, the Republicans defend the court. 

The true situation is this: There is no tribunal, no institution, 
no individual exercising authority under our form of government 
above criticism. Whenever we surround any tribunal with an 
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States courts, composed of judges not selected by the 
in sympathy with the people, supplant a judiciary that comes 
direct from the people. It is not clear that a bankrupt can have 
under this bill a trial by jury. Section 18, paragraph d, says: 


and controvert the fac 
as soon as may be, the issues presented by the pleadings with or without the 
intervention of a jury, and make the adjudication or dismiss the petition. 


person, and 


& bankrupt, upon affidavit of my party in interest that such bankrupt is 
about to leave the district to avoi 














me; the last spark of freedom has departed from the land. For 
reason it can be said that it is unfortunate that the vanes 
ple, not 


If the bankrupt or — Ae his creditors shall appear within the time limited 
alleged in the petition, the judge shall determine, 


The language is so ambiguous that one has the right to infer 


that it is optional with the judge whether he calls a jury or not. 


The bill imprisons bankrupts for a term of years on light and 


trivial offenses and restores imprisonment for debt. Section 8, 
paragraph b, says: 


b The judge may. at any time after the filing of a petition by or against a 
‘ore the expiration of four months after he has been adjudged 


examination, and that his departure will 
ings herein, issue a warrant to the marshal directing him 


och - U 
to bank rupt fort hwith bef ore the court If u on hearin the evi- 


appear to the judge that the allegations of such affidavit are 


true and that it is necessary, he shall order such marshal to — such bank- 


rupt in custody, but not imprison him, until he shall be rel or give bail 
tioned for his appearance from time to time as required by the court and 


for his obedience to all lawful orders. 


While the bankrupt is not imprisoned, he is deprived of his lib- 


erty and is kept in the custody of a United States marshal. In 
fact there seems to be no limit to what United States courts may 


do. They can even ‘‘extradite bankrupts from their respective 


districts to other districts.” In this waya bankrupt is completely 


surrendered to the jurisdiction of the United States judges. Iam 
satisfied that this bill in its present shape will never become a law. 
It is contrary to the spirit of our institutions; but should it be- 
come a law, an effort to enforce it will breed the same discontent 
that its predecessors produced, and it will go down ina maelstrom 
of public indignation. [Applause. } 

r. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Ray]. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, the remarks made by 
gentlemen on both sides of this Chamber and by those who favor 
and those who oppose the bill now before the House concede the 
necessity of a law establishing a uniform system of bankruptcy 
throughout the United States. The main difference is whether 
the bill should contain both voluntary and involuntary features, 
and to this question and the character and effect of the involun- 
tary features of this bill I propose to confine my remarks. 

is a business proposition, and must be treated in a business- 
like spirit and manner. We should approach its consideration 
without passion or prejudice and with a desire to conserve the best 
interests of our country and all its a 

Icommenced my investigation of this subject asa member of 
the Committee on the Judiciary in the Fifty-second Congress, 
when the old and now condemned and discarded so-called Torrey 
bill was up for consideration. That bill was championed by the 
Hon. W. C. Oates, then a member of this House and later zov- 
ernor of the State of Alabama. The battle was renewed in the 
Fifty-third Congress, when a purely voluntary bill was finally 

assed in the House. In the Fifty-fourth Congress we passed the 

enderson bill, which was substantially the bill now before the 
House. That bill, however, has been amended and improved and 
substantially liberalized in the Committee on the Judiciary, and, 
aside from the involuntary features, met substantially the unani- 
mous approval of the committee. 

I opposed the Torrey bill in the Fifty-second and Fifty-third 
Congresses for the reason that it was not framed on lines of jus- 
tice to the debtor class. It was designed to forward the interests 
of collecting agencies, and was harsh, drastic, and unjust. I¢ 
met little approval and was permitted to be reported to the House 
as a bankruptcy measure, but without the approval of a majority 
of the committee. 

In both the Fifty-second and Fifty-third Congresses I most 
strenuously and persistently opposed the so-called Torrey bill, 
because of its harsh and drastic features. 

Mr. LANHAM. Is it not true that Torrey is opposed to this 
bill as it now stands? 

Mr. RAY of New York. That is true. 

In the Fifty-fourth Congress Judge Culberson, who was chair- 
man of the Committee on the Judiciary in both the Fifty-second 
and Fifty-third Congresses, became a loyal and enthusiastic sup- 

r of the bill now before the House, although it contained 

h features now wholly eliminated. I may be permitted to 
say that where Judges Culberson and Lanua™ lead any Democrat 
may safely follow. Neither of those gentlemen would seal with 
his approval any bill that is unjust to the debtor class. 

A voluntary bill permits any honest person who owes debts he 
can not pay to surrender all he has, except exempt property, and 
secure an absolute discharge and commence business life anew, 
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unfettered by debts which would otherwise make it impossible 
for him to embark in business—in his own name, atleast. Such 
a law, properly guarded, ought to be constantly on the statute 
books. It will encourage business enterprise and will discourage 
rascality in business matters. Such a law will always say to the 
honest man, ‘‘ You may safely venture, for if unfortunate but 
honest you have a way out,” while it will also say to the rascal, 
“‘If you become involved, there is no door open for you, no way 
whereby you can escape.” In this way honest dealing is encour- 
aged and dishonesty condemned by the law. 

The safeguards to such a bill are the involuntary features, such 
as are found in the bill now under consideration. A purely vol- 
untary bill is an open bid for rascals to cheat and defraud their 
creditors and take their chances of ultimately obtaining a dis- 
charge. Dishonest men will run in debt with no intention of pay- 
ing, se!l the property obtained, and conceal or use up the proceeds 
in riotous living and laugh at their creditors. They will then 
change their residence to another State, go into voluntary bank- 
ruptcy, and obtain a discharge, as their creditors will not and fre- 
quently can not be to the expense of following the dishonest to 
other States simply for the purpose of opposing a discharge. 

A purely voluntary bill is an encouragement to prodigality and 
extravagance. The debtor will say, ‘‘ It makes no difference whether 
I am economical or not, whether I pursue safe business methods 
or not, whether I pay my debts or not, the law has provided a way 
by which I can easily be discharged from all my obligations.” 

A bill containing only voluntary features might be well entitled 
**An act to encourage fraud.” 

Such a bill enacted into law would almost, if it did not entirely, 
ruin credit. 

When you look abroad, gentiemen, over this land and count the 
thousands of active, energetic, brainy men who are now tied down, 
bound hand and foot by a load of debt they never can pay and 
who, if this law is enacted, will come again to the front and be- 
come active, energetic, and useful business men in the community, 
it seems to me impossible that any man should seek to prevent its 
speedy enactment. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Will the gentleman permit a question? Is 
the involuntary feature of the law in any way necessary to that 
purpose? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Certainly; and I was coming to that 
immediately. 

Now, gentlemen,I contend that a voluntary bankruptcy law, 
properly guarded with involuntary provisions, ought to stand 

rpetually upon our statute books, not for the encouragement of 

aud, not for the encouragement of dishonest men, but for the 
rotection of honest and innocent men who through misfortune 
2come involved in debt. 

Enact a purely voluntary law and distrust is at once created in 
the business world. The merchant would suspect that some, if 
not all, of his customers were seeking credit for the purpose of ulti- 
mately secreting the property and taking the chance of securin 
a discharge from their debts at a future day. Such a law woul 
destroy all confidence between the debtor and the creditor classes. 
Well-established credit and confidence is absolutely essential to 
successful commerce. When capital is protected by wise and rea- 
sonable laws, it greedily seeksinvestment. When unprotected, it 
hides itself, and business stagnation follows. 

It is a mistake to talk so much of the debtor class and the cred- 
itor class. In this country we have three classes—the very rich, 
the very poor, and the great middle class. The very rich usuall 
do nothing. They live on the interest of their money. They toil 
not, neither do theyspin. They haveinherited their wealth; kee 
it invested in Government securities, bank stock, or railroac 
shares. This class is limited in number, and has no interest in 
bankruptcy legislation. They neither ask nor give credit. They 
give no life to any business enterprise. 

The very poor, aside from those made so by sickness or misfor- 
tunes for which they are not to blame, is made up largely of the 
lazy, the shiftless, the drones, the Weary Waggleses, and they 
neither seek nor expect nor give credit. This class is not specially 
interested in legislation of this kind. 

But we have the third class, the great mass of our population, 
made up of active, intelligent, industrious, and energetic men and 
women. This class is engaged in business of some kind. Thein- 
dividual members are thinkers, workers, and doers. When young 
and hopeful, they borrow ae start business, set factory 
wheels in motion, and make things hum. Others buy the farm 
on credit, and the lowing of cattle, the bleating of sheep, and the 
singing of the mower and the rattle of the reaper tell the world 
that business is being done. The products of these mills and fac- 
tories and farms are sold on credit, and so all these people belong 
to both the so-called debtor and creditor classes. .Really they be- 
long to neither; they belong to and constitute the business class. 
The same is true of the millions who, possessed of ample means, 
are not content with a competence, but desire to add to their cap- 
ital, and so they engage in large business enterprises and both 
buy and sell on credit. 
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None of these people, and they constitute the masses, are inter- 
ested to cripple their debtors. The very life and success of their 
business depend on the business success of those to whom they 
give credit. The failure of the one involves the failure of the 
other. The same is true of the man who has money to loan and 
depends on the interest he derives from investments made by 
way of loansto businessmen. When he crushes the borrower, he 
cuts off his own revenue. Hence it is that the great mass of our 
business men are interested in a law containing both voluntary 
and involuntary features; a law that will aid him in adversity 
and protect him against rascality at all times. 

No honest man can declaim against such involuntary features 
strike at no man 
who is honest so long as he has the slightest chance to prosecute 


his business. 


A correct definition of a constitutional law on the subject of 
bankruptcies requires both voluntary and involuntary features, 


oe on the Constitution, volume 2, fourth edition, page 50, note 
, Says: 


Perhaps as satisfactory a description of a bankrupt law as can be framed 


is that it is a law for the benefit and relief of creditors and their debtors in 


cases in which the latter are unable or unwilling to pay their debts. Anda 
law on the ones of bankruptcies, in the sense of the Conetitntion. isa law 
making provisions for cases of persons failing to pay their debts. 

A law that has for its object the discharge of debtors from their 
obligations is one for the benefit and relief of debtors, and does 
not take into account the creditor at all, except as it prevents him 
from ever enforcing his just and legal claim against the debtor. 
Such a law as that would be one-sided and unjust to the creditor 
and can not meet with the approval of the great mass of our busi- 
ness people, who are at the same time both debtor and creditor, 
Any law that meets with favor with the American people must 
work harmoniously and equitably in the interest of both the debt- 
ors and the creditors; it must protect all interests and do no 


ong. 

The bill now under consideration will meet the demand made 
from all parts of the country for a a law. All persons 
except corporations may have its benefits. No one can complain 
of this provision, for it is universal and treats all alike. Small 
debtors, that is, those owing debts amounting in ths aggregate to 
less than $1,000, are not subject to its provisions; neither are those 
who are chiefly engagedin farming. Neither can it touch a wage- 
earner. 

Much has been said by our Populist friends of the drastic and 
harsh features of this bill, as they term them, and by which terms 
they refer to the acts of bankruptcy contained in the second sec- 
tion of the bill. Let us see what these are. 

If a debtor conceals himself, departs, or remains away from his 
place of business, residence, or domicile, with intent to avoid the 
service of civil process and to defeat his creditors, and does not 
return; or if he makes a transferof any of his property with intent 
to defeat his creditors, and does not regain the ownership and 
possession; or if while insolvent he transfers any of his property 
or suffers it to be taken for the purpose of giving a preference to 
one of his debtors over the others, and does not regain it; or if he 

rocures or suffers a judgment to be entered against himself with 
intent to defeat his creditors, and suffers such judgment to remain 
unpaid; or if he secretes any of his property to defeat his cred- 
itors and does not surrender it, he has committed an act of bank- 
ruptcy, and if either of these facts is established on a trial by a 
jury of his peers he may be adjudged a bankrupt. 

The element of fraud and dishonest dealing is present in each 
and every of these cases. Is there a member of this House whose 
sense of justice and right is so dormant that he will not approve 
these provisions of this bill? Who will say that any one of these 
acts is not a sufficient justification for setting in motior the wheels 
of justice? 

The bill further provides that if a debtor fails for oe days, 
and until a petition is filed while insolvent, to secure the release of 

oe levied on under a judgment for $500 or more, an act of 

ankruptcy has been committed. Every just-minded man must 
concede that this is a condition where the creditor ought to be per- 
mitted to proceed at once and collect his debt, and a condition of 
things where all the creditors of the debtor ought to share and 
share alike in whatever property may be reached. , 

The bill further provides that if the debtor makes an ee 
ment for the benefit of his creditors, which is a confession of his 
inability to pay his debts, or files a written statement admitting 
his inability to pay his debts. then he may be adjudged a bank- 
rupt. Who will claim that in such a case the creditors should 
not be permitted to take the property of the debtor not exempt 
from execution and apply it to the payment of their just debts? 

The bill further provides that if a debtor suffers while insolvent 
an execution of $500 or over, or a number of executions aggre- 
gating that amount or more, to be returned ‘‘no property found,” 
then he has committed an act of bankruptcy. 

Who will contend for an instant that when a debtor is in such a 
condition as that financially his creditors should not be permitted 
to proceed and have his property applied equitably and eqvally to 
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the payment of all their demands? Every ground of bankruptcy 
involves either actual fraud or a condition of hopeless insolvency. 
Such acts of fraud must be open and active, while the condition 
of insolvency must be such as to forbid any hope that the debtor 
can proceed with his business. =~ 

This is the mildest law containing involuntary features ever 

ut upon the statute book in this or any other country. It is far 
ess drastic and far less harsh than was the act of 1867. This as- 
sertion is broadly made in the face of the assertion of the gentle- 
man from Colorado [Mr. BELL], who stated, ignorantly and for 
effect, that this bill is more harsh and drastic than was the act re- 

rred to. 
“2 reading section 2 the members of this House should keep in 
mind the definition of the word defeat as there used. ‘* Defeat 
includes defraud or delay, evade, hinder, and impede with intent 

defraud.” 

anand the most successful commercial nation on the face of 
the earth, has had a bankruptcy law containing much harsher 
features than this for two centuries or more constantly upon her 
statute book, and we hear no claim that her law works injustice 
or is used to destroy credit. 

In this connection it is well to say that England has never had 
a bankruptcy law that did not contain both voluntary and invol- 
untary features, except that once she did a law entitled ‘‘An 
act for the relief of poor English gentlemen,” which did not con- 
tain involuntary features. This act was, however, very short 
lived. 

Another criticism of this bill was made by the gentleman from 
Colorado, and he stated in broad language that this bill, if enacted 
into law, would repeal the State laws providing for attachments 
and assignments. This bill does no such thing. In this respect 
it is not as drastic or harsh as was the law of 1867. That act pro- 
vided that all liens upon the eee of a debtor created within 
four months prior to his being adjudicated a bankrupt should be 
absolutely void. This bill, in section 67, simply provides that 
liens created by or obtained in any suit or proceeding at law or in 
equity including an attachment, and which suit was begun within 
four months prior to the filing of a petition, shall be dissolved by 
the adjudication if it appears (1) that said lien was obtained and 
permitted while the defendant was insolvent and in contempla- 
tion of bankruptcy and with a view to work a preference; or (2) 
the party or parties to be benefited had reasonable cause to be- 
lieve that the defendant was insolvent and in contemplation of 
bankruptcy; or (3) that such lien was sought and permitted in 

fraud of the provisions of the act. 

Can any just-minded man complain of such a provision as this? 
In effect these provisions do not invalidate a lien created by judg- 
ment, attachment, or otherwise unless there was fraud in its 
creation. "When a debtor is owing several persons and he permits 
the one to secure a preference to the detriment of the others 
through any fraudulent practice, connivance, or concealment, all 
honest men will concede that such lien ought to be set aside and 
annulled. Iam so constituted that I can not appreciate an argu- 
ment against such a wise and equitable provision as thisis. Itis 
said that if a man has property, is engaged in business, and pro- 
cures indorsers upon his note to raise money to purchase goods, 
such indorser ought to be protected in preference to all other cred- 
itors. Concede that this is true. The debtor may secure his 
indorsers either by mortgage or a confession of = by way 
of security and put the same on record. Such alien would not be 
sought or permitted in fraud of the provisions of this act; such a 
lien would not be given or taken by a person who had reasonable 
cause to believe that the defendant was insolvent and contemplat- 
ing bankruptcy. Should a man indorse a note and take security, 
having reasonable cause to believe the defendant insolvent and in 
contemplation of bankruptcy, he ought not to be protected by his 
lien, for he would be conniving at a fraud. Should a person take 
such a lien to protect an indorsement when the defendant was 
insolvent and in contemplation of bankruptcy, and with a view 
to gain a preference, he ought not to be protected. 

In short, no man ought to be protected by a lien which he ob- 
tains knowing the debtor to be insolvent and in contemplation of 
bankruptcy, or who seeks such a lien in fraud of any law of the 
United States. 

_Every member of this House, when he comes to vote upon this 
bill, and who has objection to involuntary bankruptcy, should re- 
member that no wrong can be done to the business, character, or 
standing of the person proceeded against. The moving party, 
when he institutes his proceeding, must file a bond with sufficient 
sureties, who must reside within the jurisdiction of the court, and 
which bond must be conditioned to pay to the party proceeded 
against all expenses and all damages occasioned by the wrongful 
institution of such proceeding, and also all costs and counsel fees 
allowed by the court. 

To make the remedy of the party proceeded against complete 
and easy of enforcement, the bill provides that the respondent 
shall be allowed all damages and his counsel fees and costs in- 
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curred in defending against the proceeding. The bill further pro- 
vides that for the purpose of ascertaining the damages, costs, and 
counsel fees the court shall have jurisdiction of the principal and 
sureties on the bond, without issue of process against them, upon 
the respondent filing a statement of the amount claimed by him, 
and that the amount shall be adjudicated by a jury unless the 
parties consent that the court fix the same. 

It must beas clearas the noonday sun that no creditor will proceed 
against his debtor unless he has a clear case, and that if he does 
the debtor is amply protected, not only for his expenses in defend- 
ing the proceeding, but for all damage to his business. The act of 
1867 contained no such provision as this for the protection of a 
debtor, nor can it be found in either of the other acts previously 
on the statute book in this country. Indeed, I doubt if any such 
provision can be found written in any bankruptcy law in any 
country of the earth. 

Mr. Speaker, I dislike to hear so much talk here about the vari- 
ous classes of our citizens. We have, as I have stated, only three 
classes in this country of ours, and hardly those. We have the 
very poor, made up of the Weary Waggleses, of the lazy and the 
shiftless; and we have some not properly of that class who are 
very poor because of misfortune or disease, for which they are in 
no way responsible. These people have very little interest, sub- 
stantially no interest, in bankruptcy legislation. We haveanother 
class, the very, very rich—the millionaires. 

They do not ask credit; they do not give credit. It is of no ac- 
count to them whether they have a bankrupt law or not. They 
have their money invested in Government bonds, in railroad 
stocks, and all they do is to eat, drink, be merry, and draw their 
interest. They amount to nothing, except in fashionable society, 
and the Committee on the Judiciary has not heard from nor has 
it paid any attention tothem. They do not do anything, the one 
way or the other. They are not interested particularly in the com- 
merce of our country, in the business of our country. 

Mr. BRUCKER. They are the sacred bondholders. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Well, they are very few in number. 
You may cry out against them all you please. They take no part 
in making the laws or in the management of this country of ours. 
Whenever there is a great political battle that involves principle, 
you do not hear from them. They wear their broadcloth, they 
give their dinners, they drink their wine, but they do not take part 
in any business. They have no interest in our commerce. 

Mr, BRUCKER. Not ostensibly; but as a matter of fact they 
cut a pretty wide swath. 

Mr. RAY of New York. They are few in number. Now. do 
not mistake me. I am not applying these remarks to those whom 
many of you would call rich men. I only apply my remarks to 
the few who are very rich, who have inherited their riches, and 
who do not care for anybody on God's earth. They think they 
were born kings, and their only ambition is to be kings in fashion- 
able society. 

Mr. KELLEY. Do they not aim to rule as kings as well? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Certainly not. The class to whom I 
refer does not take any part in politics or business. 

Mr. KELLEY. Who managed Cleveland, and whois managing 
the present occupant of the White House? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Do not divert me to that. 

Mr. KELLEY. Itisa subject I thought the gentleman would 
not be willing to discuss. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Cleveland is out. The present occu- 

ant of the White House is in the full tide of success as Chief 

agistrate, as is the Republican party in this House and in the 
country. [Applause.] Now, I have not referred to the great 
middle class. I wish, then, to refer to them. This third class 
is made up of the great masses of our people, ordinarily spoken 
of as the rich and the poor—the merchant, the professional man, 
the farmer, the laboring man. This class includes all, from the 
farmers and day laborers all the way up to the great mauufac- 
turers, the great merchants—the rich men, as you call them—in 
the cities and in the towns who are engaged in business. it takes 
them all in. These men are active; they are energetic: they are 
interested in business. They take part in business. They loan 


money, they borrow money; they buy on credit, they sell on credit. 
They belong neither to the debtor class nor to the creditor class 
alone. They are both debtors and creditors. 

These belong to what I call the great business class, the active, 
energetic class, the class that gives life and energy and character 
tothe American people. All men whocome within that definition 
are clamoring for a law upon the subject of bankruptcy. But 


they are opposed to a law that contains simply voluntary features, 
because they want it guarded in the way | have suggested, so that 
while the good and the honest but unfortunate man may escape 
from the load of debt that overwhelms him, the rascal shall not 
find a way out when he has committed frauds against his neigh- 
bor in the conduct of the great business interests of this country. 
It has already been said here, and I repeat it, Mr. Speaker, that 
there is no sectionalism in this bill. 
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Mr. BARLOW. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
Mr. RAY of New York. Certainly. 





Mr. BARLOW. You use the expression, ‘‘This great middle 


class, that includes from the farmer all the way up.” 

Mr. RAY of New York. To the rich. 

Mr. BARLOW. Thenyou put thefarmer as the next class from 
the Weary Waggles class? 

Mr. RAY of New York. I did not do any such thing, and you 
know perfectly well that I did not. You know perfectly well that 
I spoke of the lazy, of the shiftless, of the Weary Waggles of this 
country of ours 

Mr. BARLOW. And then—— 

Mr. RAY of New York. Then I said, in the same connection, 
that among the very poor we found another class—those who are 
very poor by reason of misfortune and sickness, for which they are 
not at all to blame. 

Mr. BARLOW. That is right. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Now, take what I said as I said it, 
and as you know I said it,and as you know I meant it,and do not 
try to misrepresent me. 

Mr. BARLOW. I leave it to the reporter's notes if, when you 
spoke of this third class, you did not use the words “this includes 
from the farmers all the way up.” That is the beginning and 
opening expression of your definition of the third class, 

Mr. RAY of New York. And then I modified it—— 

Mr. BARLOW. I think you had better modify it. 

Mr. RAY of New York (continuing). With the other expres- 
sion, and you know I did, and the man who secks to misrepresent 
what aman says here demonstrates that he has no foundation 
on which to stand when he casts his vote against this bill. 

Every provision has been made for the speedy, the cheap, and 
the economical administration of the estates of bankrupts. The 
trial of disputed questions of fact in all ordinary cases has been 
brought to the very door of the debtor. The right to the trial by 
jury is preserved. Only two new offices are created. The fees 
and expenses of administering the law are made extremely light, 
and no man is prevented from taking the benefits of the act be- 
cause of his poverty. 

Something has been said to the effect that this bill creates of- 
fenses that may be punished by fine or imprisonment. Stringent 
rules are made to guard against the wrongs and the dishonesty of 
the referee and the trustee. Every precaution has been taken to 
guard the estate and compel its speedy administration and distri- 
bution among the creditors. It is true that the bill creates cer- 
tain offenses of which the bankrupt may be found guilty. But if 
found guilty and punished for any one of these offenses, it will be 
because of his own wrongdoing, his own moral turpitude. If the 
debtor offends against the provisions of this act, he will do so with 
his eyes wide open and should suffer the consequences. 

The offenses are few in number and defined with clearness and 
precision, so clearly that none but the intentionally dishonest man 
will ever incur a penalty by reason thereof. The bill has been 
modified in this regard, for many offenses made penal by the bill 
as it passed the House in the Fifty-fourth Congress have either 
been stricken out or transferred to the causes for denying a dis- 
charge tothe bankrupt. In every case the bankrupt will have a 
clean bill of health, a free discharge from his debts, with certain 
wise exceptions, unless he shall have been guilty of some flagrant 
wrong knowingly committed against his creditors. 

It has been contended that we should enact into law a voluntary 
bankruptcy bill permitting the estates of debtors to be adminis- 
tered in the State courts and discharges there granted. It isplain 
and self-evident to all thinking men that such a law would not be 
a uniform law on the subject of bankruptcies throughout the 
United States. In effect it would be adopting the various and 
conflicting laws now in operation in the various States. There 
would be no uniformity in either the law or its enforcement, and 
it may well be doubted whether such an act would be constitu- 
tional. 

It is clear that any such law would not be within the plain in- 
tent and purpose of the Constitution. In any event the creditor 
in Boston should be enabled, under a bankruptcy law which 
makes any pretence to uniformity, to proceed against his debtor 
in California under the same procedure and conditions that he 
would in Massachusetts or New York or New Jersey. 

It has been stated here during this debate that the proposed 
law revives and permits imprisonment for debt. 

Such is not the fact. There is not a line ora syllable in the 
bill that permits imprisonment for debt, and no man can point 
out such a provision. 

Every proposed law is o to fair and legitimate criticism, and 
the advocates thereof ones to invite the closest and most careful 
scrutiny. When, however, men who oppose a measure resort to 
aes, it a eae ttm os aan a ee 

or opposition. © opponents of a w do not - 
stand it sufficiently to state its provisions correctly, they should 
remain silent, for they have no right to misrepresent, even igno- 
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rantly, It is presumed that some gentleman has construed sec- 
tion 8 of the bill as authorizing imprisonment for debt. Such is 
not its intent or its effect. In framing this bill we have sought to 
interfere with the laws of the several States as little as possible. 

In some States there are laws tting imprisonment for 
certain debts, and Subdivision A of section 8 provides that the 
bankrupt, under certain conditions, shall be exempt from arrest 
and imprisonment on civil Subdivision B of that sec- 
tion provides that a bankrupt may be detained without being im- 
prisoned when it appears that he is about to leave the district to 
avoid an examination and his departure will defeat the proceedings. 

No honest man will attempt to leave the district in which he 
lives to avoid an examination and defeat, defraud, and cheat his 
creditors. If a man should attempt to evade the law for such a 
purpose, he ought to be detained. The bill is liberal, however, 

or it prohibits imprisonment even under such circumstances. 
OFFENSES. 

Section 29, page 45, defines offensesagainstthelaw. Subdivision 
A makes it an offense for the trustee to knowingly and fraudu- 
lently embezzle the trust estate. 

No honest man will complain of this. Subdivision B makes it 
an offense to— 

1. Knowingly and fraudulently falsely account for or fail to 
—% 7 a. dulentl ceal of the 

. owingly 0) ¥ con any ropert 
belonging to the aaah from the trustee. — 

8. Knowingly and a make a false oath. 

4. Knowingly and fraudulently obtain, in contemplation of 
bankruptcy, any property with intent to increase his estate in 


ptcy. 

5. Knowingly and fraudulently present or use a false or sub- 
stantially exaggerated claim for proof aguinst the estate or to 
i enede ly and fraudulent! i rty from the bank. 

. Knowingly an y receive prope: om nk- 
By fr ee me 

: owingly receive or pay money or pro 
erty to influence acts in bankruptcy. — 

Every good citizen is aware that pains and penalties of some kind 
must be imposed for the violation of law, else government fails 
and anarchy reigns. 

There is not a line or word.in the above provisions that will 
injure or even disturb the honest man. 

ese provisions make perjury, larceny, embezzlement, the 
fraudulent making and use of false accounts, and bribery, crim- 
inal offenses. They do nothi more. They include nothing 
else. Every lover of law and and justice will approve these 
a i “4 cael seein ——— yee a onesty , 
and properly cons ing to their plain ing give no 
warrant for the criticisms made by the opponents of the bill. 

It will be observed that no can be proceeded against 
under the criminal provisions of this act unless the indictment is 
found within one year from the commission of the offense. 

States may pass insolvent laws and provide for the discharge of 
debtors from debts contracted after their within the 
State. No State can pass a valid law impairing the obligation of 
a contract made prior to the passage of law or made without 
its jurisdiction. It is therefore plain that the several States are 
powerless to ——_ - — now ci = relieve the savers 
now oppressed ycan not y, or to meet the 
condition that arise hereafter. = 

The demand for this legislation has come from every quarier 
of the Union, and from all classes of our citizens. Our fathers 
when they framed the Constitution foresaw the necessity of the 

islation proposed and wisely provided for it. 

hen let us meet the di This bill is not a basty produc- 
tion. It is the result of careful investigation made »y the J udi- 
ciary Committee of four different Congresses. The fact that only 
three members of that committee now oppose, and they on grounds 
which concede the necessity of a law on the subject, is a most 
potent argument in favor of this bill. 

The jurisdiction of the courts and the mode of procedure are 
y provided for; 
officer is pointed out; the y settlement and 
e estate, and the final discharge of the insolvent 
debtor are made certain; and when we think of the weight of 
debt that will be lifted from the shoulders of thousands of our 
citizens under the beneficent operation of this law, we are im- 
pelled to say that its enactment will redound to the credit of every 
mem Fifty. 


I ee to friends from Are t es d new 
sa m : , and ne 
South that there ie me sectionaliam im tila tit, It dace not dic- 


criminate in favor of the one section or against the other. it is 
and just in its every line. Enact it into law, and you wil! 

e fetters that encumber many a man who, since the late 

inst financial reverses he had no power 
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With te laws written by the 
United States, and which can not be re or 
consent of a majority of the States through 
their tatives, the capitalists of the East, of New York 
and Boston and Phi — will as readily invest in business 
enterprises in i exas, Alabama, and Georgia as though 
they were to be carried on in New England or New York. What 
they want is an adequate, uniform law the State can not change 
to their detriment, for the protection of their interests. 

The enactment of this bill into law will not only increase but 
it will create confidence where confidence is now wanting. It 
will encourage trade, enlarge and extend credit, build up and pro- 
mote business, put active, energetic, and brainy men at work, and 
adda to the dignity and wealth of our common country. 

The time bas come in the history of our country when sectional 


aid to your business men. 
Congress of the 
changed except by the 


lines are vanished. Those who wore the blue and those who wore 
the gray and met as foes thirty-three years ago now meet as 


friends, as brothers in a common country, and with them the fra- 
ternal hand is ever extended, ever w y grasped, 

Let us have an equal union of industrial and commercial in- 
terests. Let our business relations be of the most friendly and 
cordial character. Let us frame laws that work for the common 
good of all classes and conditions and do injury tonone. [Ap- 

lause. 
. On ce lines this bill has been framed, and te as it is 
from Maine to Texas, and from Texas to Oregon, let it be speedily 
enacted into law, to the end that all our business interests may be 
strengthened and our Union the more firmly cemented. [Ap- 


lause. 
ERRY. I yield ten minutes tothe gentleman from South 





Mr. 
Dakota [Mr. KELLEY]. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, I have listened to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Ray] with a good deal of interest, and I have 
no doubt whatever that the gentleman is absolutely conscientious 
in his advocacy of this bankruptcy measure; but I say the tle- 
man has taken rather an extraordinary position upon some things 
I do not undertake to qaote the gentleman verbatim as to what he 
said, bu t he took the position in his remarks that no man of honesty 
or honor could oppose this bill brought in here by the committee, 

Nobody presumes to say that there is not some good in this 
bill. I scarcely know of anything so bad that something good 
could not be found in it, or something good could not be said 
about it. Sol —o there are some good things in this meas- 
ure. The gentleman's argument, however, reminds meof astor 
of an American who visited India and returned. He met an ol 
acquaintance, who asked him what kind of a country it was there. 
“Oh, it’s a very fine country; nothing the matter whatever with 
that country,” he said, “except a terrible scarcity of water and 
rather bad society.” ‘‘ Well,” drawled out his questioner, “if 
they had ev of water and good society in hell, it would not be 
a very bad place.” [Laughter.] 

Now, the same reasoning might be — to this bill that the 
gentleman has so eloquently advocated here for the past hour. I 
have not a doubt if certain obnoxious provisions were eliminated, 


it would be very good; and the passage of a bankruptcy law at 


this time is certainly a — measure, and proves in an eminent 
degree that mt conditions are fully appreciated advo- 


by the 
cates of this bill, however vociferous they may be in ‘dedlarin g that 
a great wave of prosperity has swept over the country. Vast 
numbers of our ple are unquestionably bankrupt, and a law 
should be that would relieve the honest but unfortunate 
business man who is laboring under burdens and disabilities caused 
by conditions over which he had no immediate control. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I could never give my consent or vote toa 
measure containing so many drastic provisions as I find here; 
which puts such despotic power in the hands of the great creditors 
whereby any debtor owing them a sum of $1,000 knows not at 
what time he may be sei upon, dragged before a court, and left 
at the mercy of a Federal judge to determine whether he shall be 
held in custody or not. 

Section 3 of this act reads: 


Who may become bankrupt. Any person 
$1,000 or over, if adjudged an fevubealery bankrupt 
shall be subject to the provisions of this act. 


From\the above it seems that any person doing business and 

Owing $1,000 or more may be declared a bankrupt at the whim or 
rice of a creditor. 

8 of this bill reads: 


A bankruptshall be exempt from apprehension u civil except 
upon & warrant from a court of Denke npecy Cl) untess the anme is founded 


| 
owing debts to the amount of 


upon an impartial trial, 


upon some debt or claim from which his discharge in bankru would not 
be a release, and (2) when inattendance upon such acourt, or a the 
of his or when actually e in the performance of a duty 
this or prescribed by order of court. 

The may, at any time of a petition by or sta 
pereon, and ~ of Soar Ten ae te 
upon party interest such 

Qbout to leaverthe district te aval examination and 


that his departure 
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If, wpon hearing the 
evidence, it shall appear to the judge that the allegations of such affidavit are 
true and that it is necessary, he shall order such marshal to keep such bank- 
rupt in custody, but notimprison him, until he shall be released or give bail 
conditioned for his appyarance, from time to time, as required by the court, 
and for his obedience toaall lawful orders. 





The annoyance to which merchants may be subjected should 
this bill become a law is made plain enough by a reading of the 
foregoing provision. Mr. Speaker, it is well known that the bulk 
of the business of this country is done on credit, and the merchant 
whose indebtedness is not more than $1,000 many times during 
the year is indeed doing a small business. Yet, if it be this 
amount, he is absolutely at the mercy of his creditors. Supposea 
merchant in the city of Flandreau, my home town, should desire 
to visit the city of Washington. He may be owing $1,000 and 
more and think nothing of it, but after he i« here enjoying him- 
self his creditors may think otherwise, or may be actuated by 
malicious motives. 

They may accordingly file a petition with a Federal judge, who in 
turn may issue a warrant for the arrest of the absentee, and some 
bright morning as the merchant gentleman is strolling up Capitol 
hill to take a view of the beautiful surroundings he is met by an 
officer who very much desires hiscompany. He is taken back to 
his home surrounded by all the apparent evidence attending an 
escaped c ‘ 

Gentlemen in favor of this bill may argue that this is not likely 
to occur, but, Mr. Speaker, the possibility of such occurring in 
this age of civilization is a proposition so monstrous that it seems 
astonishing that supporters could be found for it in this country. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. ALEXANDER] who has just 
taken his seat has declared that thereis great necessity for the en- 
actment of this billintolaw. Why is there great necessity forit? 

Have you not been telling us that mighty waves of prosperity 
have been sweeping over this land ever since the election of a 
Republican President and the restoration of confidence took 
ae Sirs, your actions contradict your words. Your demand 

or such legislation as this proves conclusively that this people is 
not prosperous, that you do not expect prosperity, and that the 
claims you have made were but idle vaporings for partisan pur- 


Our merchants do not engage in business for the purpose of 
cheating their creditors. It is their desire to do an honest busi- 
ness, and as a rule they do an honest business until overwhelmed 
by conditions largely brought about by the mighty aggregations 
of wealth, the very institutions which are now demanding the 
passage of this bill. 

Those are the men who previous to the last election, in every 
letter sent to the retail dealer throughout the land, inserted a 
printed slip advising him by all means to vote and work for the 
gold standard, threatening that credit would surely be denied 
should free silver carry the day. Well, the gold standard was 
successful once more. The merchant has heavy fixed charges to 
meet annually besides paying for his goods, so he must sell goods 
at fair profits or shut up shop. 

He can sell goods readily enough, for hungry mouths wil! be fed 
and famishing bodies will be clothed if goods can be obtsined. 


But when he come; to get his pay—‘ aye, there's the rub.” Here 
is where the gold standard gets in its deadly work. Prices have 
been falling for twenty years; his customers are hard up: even 
many of his best customers can not pay this year, for it will take 
all the money they can raise to pay the interest on the mortgage 


which is on the homestead. 

This soon drives many merchants to the wall, and shou! this 
bill become a law they will find themselves beautifully situated 
between the gold standard on the one side and the national bank- 
ruptcy law on the other, or the “‘ devil and the deep sea,” as you 
choose to call it. 

However, there is no great loss without some little gain. and 
the situation will doubtless afford many merchants an opportunity 
for reflection and close observation, and in addition to this they 
have presented to them a magnificent and forcible illustration of 
the irony of fate. They, ora majority of them, have followed the 
advice of the gigantic combinations of wealth and voted for 
the gold standard in order “‘to strengthen their credit,” but it 
proved to be simply a hammer placed in their hands that they 
might themselves rivet the chains by which they are bound. 

But, Mr. Speaker, it is little wonder those mighty gatherers of 
wealth ask the legal power to force people into involuntary bank- 
ruptcy whenever it suits their purpose. It is but afew years since 
one of their agents, then an occupant of the White House, the 

r of their gentlemanly agent who occupies the mansion 
at present, declared the entire nation bankrupt, and appointed 
Pierpont Morgan, the agent of a London Jew, as receiver. The 


financier kept the infant Republic under his protecting wing 

or a period of six months, by the terms of a contract, for which 
services he received but the trifling sum of about $26,000,000. 

It is perfectly apparent at this time that those who are now 
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ruling this great Republic intend to establish an absolute aris- Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 
tocratic oligarchy upon the ruins of our free institutions, and this Mr. HENDERSON. I desire to say that obviously there wil) 
bill, which is two hundred years behind what we imagine our | be a square vote on the question of voluntary and involuntary 
civilization to be, is one of the instruments by which itisattempted | bankruptcy. The amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
to be accomplished. The next move will undoubtedly be, should | Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD], which has been agreed to by those 
this succeed, to enact a law by which a debtor can be thrown into | favoring a voluntary bill, will squarely raise that question, and | 
yrison and left there at the pleasure of the millionaire creditor, as | think it an eminently proper method of reaching the sense of the 
it was in olden times. House on that subject. 
THE CONDITION OF THE NATION. The SPEAKER. To-morrow the vote will be taken upon such 
I noticed, among others, the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr, | Separate amendments as the members of the House desire to offer, 
Moopy] and the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BRODERICK] making | but this vote is to be upon an amendment presented by the gen- 
strong pleas for the passage of this bill. This seemed more aston- | tleman from Alabama to the amendment recommended by the 
ishing after listening to the encomiums which have been pro- | Committee as the House finds itat 4 o'clock. Is there objection to 
nounced upon those States on this floor because of the great pros- | the request of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWoop]? 
perity they were enjoying under the Dingley bill. But, Mr, | [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
Speaker, the whole dreadful situation is revealed by this docu- Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, if to-morrow the amendment 
ment, the Abstract of the Census of 1890. These figures were ob- | Offered by my colleague from Alabama is voted down, or at the 
tained before the second curse of Clevelandism fell upon the | proper time, | want to offer amendments which I hold in my hand, 
country and hence must be considered the blight of Harrisonism. | and in the meantime I ask that they be printed in the Recorp 
On page 224 it is shown that Massachusetts had, in 1890, 479,790 | for_the information of the House. 
families, and of this number 304,737 were tenants at will, or 63 | TheSPEAKER. The Chair will have to say that that would 
- cent of its people. Add to these figures 66,240 who hold their | not come in after the other had been voted down unless by special 
omes subject to the merciless mortgage, and we find but 20 per | atrangement. 
cent of the population of Massachusetts free home owners. In Mr. HENDERSON. The gentleman asks no special advantage 
the State of Kansas, whose prosperity was so eloquently described | at all, but only to print his amendments in the Recorp for the 
by Mr. Curtis a few days since, it is shown that but 29 per cent | information of the House. 
of her people were free home owners in 1890. The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
ILLInoIs.—The per cent of families living in encumbered and | tleman from Alabama [Mr. CLayton]? The Chair hears none. 
hired homes, 66.55. The per cent of families hiring or renting The proposed amendment referred to by Mr. CLAYTON is as fol- 








homes, 50.3. lows: 
Iowa.—The per cent of families living in hired and encumbered By ss 2 a 
homes, 60.6. The per cent of families living in hired homes, 36.8. Insert “and exemptions” in line 7. page 23, after the word “allowance; 


, oan ota ; so that section 7, on page 28, will read as tollows: 

Micnican.—The per cent of families living in encumbered and “Seo. 7. Death or insanity of bankrupts.—a The death or insanity of a 
hired homes, 62.8. The per cent of families renting or hiring | a bankrupt shall not abate the proceedings, but the same shall be conducted 
homes, 36.8. and concluded in the same manner, so far as possible, as though he had not 


ee . ene Bacet a died or become insane: Provided, That in case of death the widow and chil- 
MIN NESoTA.—The per cent of families liv ingin encumbered and | dren shall be entitled to all rights of dower and allowance and exemptions 
hired homes, 62.68. The per cent of families living in rented or | fixed by the laws of the State of the bankrupts residence.” 


hired homes, 35. ‘ Also, strike mae the words ‘or the information is filed in court,” in line 24 
But it is not necessary to select individual States. Thesumming af page hand Bash of gaged 
up of the conditions of the nation is as follows (same page):| Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 


Total number of families, 12,690,152; occupying rented homes, | the final report of the president of the Board of Lady Managers 
6,623,735, or about 52 per cent; number living in homes owned | of the World’s Columbian Commission be taken from the files of 
and mortgaged, 1,696,890, : the House and referred to the Committee on Printing. I will say 

From this it is seen that only about one-third of all our people | that during the closing hours of the Fifty-fourth Congress it was 
owned the homes they lived in even in 1890. What would the | inadvertently referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
figures show if taken to-day, after nine more years of gold-stand- | after the expiration of the life of that Congress went to the files 
ard ruin, appreciating money, and falling prices have elapsed? | of the House. The Committee on Appropriations does not desire 
The answer to my question is briefly and forcibly given by the | to deal with the question, having no jurisdiction under the rules, 


introduction of this iniquitous national bankruptcy bill. and Iask that it be taken from the files and referred to the Com- 
Nobody will deny, by reason of the official figures which I have | mittee on Printing. 


given, as well as reliable statistics from other sources, that 75 per The SPEAKER. Is ita voluminous report? 

cent of all our people are at this time bankrupt—that is, they do Mr. DOCKERY. About 600 pages, I think. It is a sammary 
not own the homes they live in, have comparatively little or no | of the work of the woman’s department of the World’s Columbian 
property, and are not able to save any property, it requiring all | Exposition. 

their efforts to make a living—while about 40,000 others, those| wr HENDERSON. Is it for the purpose of having it printed? 
favored by legislation in their interests—those legalized robbers— | Mr, DOCKERY. It is for the purpose of having it considered 
have wealth beyond their ability to utilize or the mind of man to | py the Committee on Printing. 

have an adequate conception of its immensity. Mr. HENDERSON. Then this does not determine the question 

Certainly, then, we need a national bankruptcy law, but we | of printing? 
need a law to protect and care for the bankrupts, who have been Mr. DOCKERY. It does not 
made such by law, and not a law to dishonor, degrade, and har-| ‘The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
ass them as this bill will do, Voluntary bankruptcy we should | ,.4) from Missouri [Mr. Dockery], that the final report of the 
have so long as we continue the gold standard, whereby debtors : : . s 

; : ; ; ; , resident of the Board of Lady Managers of the World’s Colum 
_ — over their prope to their es ~~ han eee Pian Comumsiestom the taken from the files af the House and 
should amount to final liquidation. A law should also be passe : cai : “a 
prohibiting any person from becoming a preferred creditor. referred to the Committee on Printing? The Chair hears none. 

These propositions are simple and readily understood by all, and MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
the committee in charge of this bill will find little opposition to 
such a bill from the real representatives of the great plain, honest A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, 
people of our country. [Loud applause. ] announced that the Senate had insisted upon its amendments to 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, on day before yesterday I | the bill (H. R. 7441) making appropriations for fortifications and 
obtained leave to print in the Recorp the amendment which I | other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procure- 

ropose to offer. In printing that amendment, in paragraph 15, | ment of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other pur- 

t says: ‘‘A]l after the word ‘adjudications,’ where it occurs in | poses, disagreed to by the House of Kepresentatives, had agreed 
line 14, page 87.” Now, line 14, as it is in the Recorp, should | to the conference asked by the House on the bill and amendments, 
read line 11. I wish to ask unanimous consent of the House that | and had appointed Mr. Perkins, Mr. Hae, and Mr. Murpny as 
that correction be made and that the first thing after 4 o’clock to- | the conferees on the part of the Senate. ; 

morrow to be considered by the House shall be this amendment. The message also announced that the Senate had passed joint 

The SPEAKER. Is itan amendment to the bill reported by the | resolution of the following title; in which the concurrence of the 
committee? House was requested: 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is prepared with a view tocliminatea| 8S. R. 109. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of the 
number of votes on amendments to strike out the involuntary | Navy to engage the service, vessels, and apparatus of a wrecking 
Clauses in the bill. It is our desire to have one vote to strike out | company or companies for the purpose of recovering the remains 
all involuntary clauses of the bill. Therefore this amendment | of the officers and men lost on the U. S. S. Maine, and of saving 
was prepared to strike out all of the involuntary clauses. the vessel, or such parts thereof and so much of her stores, guns, 

The SPEAKER. It is in the nature of an amendment to the | material, equipment, fittings, and appurtenances as may be prao 
amendment proposed by the committee? ticable. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills and joint resolution 
of the following titles were taken from the ae table and 
referred to their appropriate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 2495. An act for the relief of the heirs of Margaret Kennedy--- 
to the Committee on War Claims. — : 

S. 3179. An act = a pension to Bethiah H. Rollins—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. — 

S. R. 109. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to engage the service, vessels, and apparatus of a wrecking 
company or companies for the pu of recovering the remains 
of the officers and men lost on the U. 8S. 8S. Maine, and of saving 
the vessel, or such parts thereof and so much of her stores, guns, 
material, equipment, fittings, and appurtenances as may be prac- 
ticable—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of the fol- 
lowing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. ih. 7933. An act making appropriations for expenses of United 
States courts, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of the 
following title: 

S. 3192. An act to provide an American register for the steamer 
Leelanaw. 


ANNOUNCEMENT OF APPOINTMENT TO COMMITTEE, 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. Warp to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. WuitE of North Carolina, for one week, on account of 
important business. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion of Mr. HENDERSON was — to; and accordingly 
(at 5 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
communication from D. N. Morgan, late Treasurer of the United 
States, asking reimbursement for payment of a shortage discov- 
ered during the count of the peal mm silver dollars for transfer 
of funds on the change in the treasurership—to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Attorney-General, recom- 
mending an appropriation for erection of certain penitentiary 
buildings—to the Communities on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. GRIFFITH, from the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, to which was referred the bill of the 
House (H. R. 1689) donating the abandoned military reservation 
in Wheeler County, Tex., to the State of Texas for school pur- 
poses, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 
= (No. 477); which said bill and report were referred to the 
mmittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2793) for the relief 
of Pay Inspector John H. Stevenson, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a rt (No. 478); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. STURTEVANT, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1547) granting 
& pension to Sarah E. Daub, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 479); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 


of Emanuel Jones, deceased, a British subject—Committee on 
Forei 
War Claims. 


tee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 


Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
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CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 

















A bill (H. R. 8261) for the relief of Hannah J. Jones, executrix 

















Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on 




















A bill (H. R. 8078) granting a pension to Mary Dozha—Commit- 

















Invalid Pensions. 
A bill (H. R. 8250) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah A. Aspold— 




















tee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8147) granting a pension to J. M. Plunket—Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8144) granting a pension to Franklin Bannon— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R.8197) for the relief of Mrs. Mary B. Hulings—Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 8214) to increase the pension of Francis Scott, late 
a private, Company B, Twenty-third Regiment Wisconsin Infan- 
try Volunteers—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 























































































PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
pt te following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. MADDOX (by request): A bill (H. R. 8848) referring 
the claim of the Turtle Mountain Band of the Pembina Chippewa 
Indians to the Court of Claims under the provisions of the Row. 
man Act, approved March 3, 1883—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ELLIS (by request): A bill (H. R. 8344) for the relief 
of the settlers upon certain lands in the States of Minnesota, North 
Dakota, Montana, Idaho, Oregon, and Washington—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa (by request): A bill (H. R. 8345) to 
amend section 4 of the act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act relating 
to the supreme court of the District of Columbia,” approved June 
21, 1870, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 8346) for the 
admission into the United States of certain works of art free of 
duty—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JONES of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8347) to provide for 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a post-office building 
thereon at Cape Charles, in the State of Virginia—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FOOTE: A bill (H. R. 8348) for the purchase of a battle 
ship to replace the battle ship Maine—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SHERMAN (by request): A bill (H. R. 8349) granting 
additional powers to railroad companies created by laws of the 
United States and operating lines in the Indian Territory—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CASTLE: A bill (H. R. 8350) authorizing and directing 
the Secretary of War to make P eliminary surveys for wagon roads 
in the Yosemite National Park, in the State of California—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MORRIS: A bill (H. R. 8351) permitting the building 
of a dam across Rainy Lake River—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 8385) entitling 
State militiamen to pensions under certain circumstances—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 8386) to extend the 
time for the construction of the railway of the Chicago, Rock Island 
and Pacific Railway Company through the Indian Territory—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A joint resolution (H. Res. 149) directing 
the Secretary of War to submit plans and estimates for the pro- 
posed improvement of Hillsboro Bay, Florida, from its confluence 
with Tampa Bay, through Hilisboro Bay and River to the city of 
Tampa—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. Res. 150) directing the Secretary of 
War to submit plans and estimates for the improvement of Tampa 
Bay, Florida, from Port Tampa to its mouth, in the Gulf of Mex- 
ico—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A joint resolution (H. Res. 151) au- 
thorizing the National Reunion Monument Association to erect a 
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monument in the city of Washington to the Union soldiers, sail- 
ors. and marines of the war of the rebellion—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SWANSON: A joint resolution (H. Res. 152) author- 
izing the printing of additional copies of the Report of the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture on the Adulteration of Wheat Flour—to the 
Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A joint resolution (H. Res. 153) 
to secure the erection of a monument in honor of the officers and 
sailors lost on the Maine—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A joint resolution (H. Res. 154) to 
print Bulletin No. 19 of the Bureau of Animal Industry, Agri- 
cultural Department—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A concurrent resolution (House Con. 
Res. No. 20) to print 7,500 copies of the final report of the Board 
of Lady Managers of the World’s Columbian Commission—to the 
Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A resolution (House Res. No. 228) di- 
recting the Committee on Appropriations to provide for the pay- 
ment of certain sums to the persons named therein—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as fol- 
lows: 

By Mr. BENNETT: A bill (H. R. 8352) increasing the pension 
of Mary McCoy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BENTON: A bill (H. R. 8353) for relief of James H. 
Wimpey, of McDonald County, Mo.—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 8354) to increase pension of John B. Hurlbut— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BODINE: A bill (H. R. 8355) for the relief of the suf- 
ferers by the wreck of the United States steamer Maine—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. BOOZE: A bill (H. R. 8356) for the relief of Ferdinand 
Keller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRENNER of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8357) granting an 
increase of pension to David S. Shannon—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8358) to pension Mary J. Black—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRUMM: A bill (H. R. 8359) removing charge of de- 
sertion from military record of James Mangham—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (A. R. 8360) for the relief of the 
estate of Joel Hullum, deceased, late of Warren County, Miss. 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8361) for the relief of Mary Ann Nagle, of 
Vicksburg, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8362) for the relief of Frank Harris, of Bovina, 
Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8363) for the relief of the estate of F. C. Hen- 
derson, deceased, late of Warren County, Miss.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8364) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Hart Nailor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8365) for the relief of Adeline L. Hebron, of 
Warren County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8366) for the relief of the estate of Samuel 
Worthington, deceased, late of Washington County, Miss.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 8367) for the re- 
lief of James K. Van Matre—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8368) for the relief of Frank Lincoln—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8369) for the relief of Fordyce R. Melvin—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 8370) for the relief of 
John Bailey—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CRUMP: A bill (H. R. 8371) giving military record to 
Peter Parker—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8372) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the wed record of Charles D. Tifft—to the Committee on Mili- 
oe airs. 

Mr. FITZPATRICE: A bill (H. R. 8373) for the relief of 
Jack Hamilton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8374) for the relief of Elijah Francis, sr.—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8375) for the relief of Arch Huffman—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8376) for the relief of John M. Fidler—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8377) for the relief of Lewis Salyer—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JONES of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8378) for the relief of 
= heirs of P. A. Leatherbury, deceased—to the Committee on 

Ylaims. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 8379) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Sarah A. Sane the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 8380) for the relief of 
William O. Eagle—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RIDGELY: A bill (H. R. 8381) granting a pension to 
James B. Stephens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8382) granting a pension to Capt. George F, 
Petit—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHATTUC: A bill (H. R. 8383) for the relief of the 
Black Brigade—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 8384) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary A. Hanson, of Jackson County, Ill.—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARHAM: A bill (H. R. 8387) granting a pension to 
Nancy Hall—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SNOVER: A bill (H. R. 8388) to correct the military 
record of 8, D. Gleason—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following pee and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Petition of Heinrich Dreisbach, jr., and other 
citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation which will more effectually restrict immigration and pre- 
vent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to 
the United States—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

By Mr. BARHAM: Petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance unions of Sonoma and Marin, Cal., for the enactment of leg- 
islation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that 
cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any State 
shall become subject to its laws—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BARROWS: Petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance unions of Dorchester and Neponset, Mass., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws 
by providing that Se imported in original packages on en- 
tering any State shall become subject to its laws—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Boston Merchants’ Association, of Boston, 
Mass., in favor of the passage of the so-called anti-scalping ticket 
bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Fruit and Produce Exchange of Boston, 
Mass., favoring reciprocity with Canada and Newfoundland—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Boston Associated Board of Trade, on 
manning coast defenses—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Susan 8S. Fessenden, of the Massachusetts 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, relating to the collection 
of special taxes from wholesale and retail liquor dealers—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BELKNAP: Petition of C. H. Knight & Co. and other 
firms of Chicago, [ll., indorsing the report of the Indianapolis 
monetary convention, January 25, 1898, favoring currency reform 
based on the gold standard—to the Committee on Banking and 

urrency. 

Also, resolutions of the Minois Commandery of the Loyal Le- 
gion, favoring the erection of monuments to mark the lines of 
— at all the national military parks—to the Committee on the 

ibrary. 

By Mr. BELL: Petitions of Lewis Yost, M. J. Powell, R. D. 
Jamison, Frederick Goble, and other citizens of Florence, Colo., in 
favor of legislation to more effectually restrict immigration and 
prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to 
jer United States—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

By Mr. BENNER of Pennsylvania: Petitions of John P. Wild 
and other citizens of Mechanicsburg, Pa., George W. Winters and 
others, of Wrightsville, Pa., in opposition to the admission of illit- 
erate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United States—to tho 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BENTON: Papers to accompany House bill for the re- 

McDonald County, Mo.—to the 


ief of James H. Whimpey, of 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill No. 7644, a state- 
ment of the physi at the National Soldiers’ Home of Ohio as 
- the condition of William Sutton—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 7648, for the relief of 
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By Mr. HICKS: Twelve petitions of John L. Wilson, Jerry 
Vaughen, Isaac B. Hogins, and 21 others, of Coopersdale and 
vicinity; G. W. Lawrence, Wesley Hutchens, 8. A. Grimbling, 
and 47 others, of Johnstown; I. W. Sullivan, Morrison Brougher, 
Herbert Dyke, and 21 others, of Somerset County; John A. Marsh, 
George W. Adams, Theo. D. Helsel, and 22 others, of Johnstown; 
W.A. Leer, John Clevenger, Benjamin F’. Clevenger, and 21 others, 
of Kingwood and vicinity; L. W. Sullivan, E. E. Sullivan, E. B. 
Leer, and 13 others, of Kingwood and vicinity; William J. Beeker, 
Charles M. Temple, and 24 others, residents and citizens of Johns- 
town; W. E. Swartzenstine, J. J. Lochman, and 24 others of South 
Fork; John K. Patterson, Andrew Obt, and 24 others of East Free- 
dom and Blair County; David E. Unger, Frank Zoder, and 23 others 
of South Fork; George B. Rondabusk, W. H. Berkebele, of Johns- 
town; D. B. Raffensberger, H. B. Miller, William Ott, and 52 
others of Freedom and Blair townships, all citizens of the State 
of Pennsylvania, in favor of legislation which will more effectually 
restrict immigration and prevent the admission of illiterate, pau- 
per, and criminal classes to the United States—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Petition of W.C. Norton and other citizens 
of San Francisco, Cal., in favor of legislation to more effectually 
restrict immigration and prevent the admission of illiterate, 
pauper, and criminal classes to the United States, and the speedy 

assage of the Lodge bill—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Setusatiantion. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance unions of Fillmore, Sherman, and Mayville, 160 citizens 
of Bolivar, First Presbyterian Church of Andover, First Baptist 
Church of Andover, all in the State of New York, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by 

roviding that cigarettes imported in original packages on enter- 

g any State shall become subject to its laws—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of the Endeavor Society of the Baptist Church 
and the Seventh-Day Baptist Church of Andover; also petition of 
the Independent Order of Good Templars of Rushford, all in the 
State of New York, asking for the passage of a bill to forbid the 
sale of intoxicating beverages in all Government buildings—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Jamestown and Falconer, N. Y., in 
favor of the passage of a bill to prevent the admission of illiterate, 

uper, and criminal immigrants into the United States—to the 

ommittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. JOY: Petition of John R. Leonard, for correction of his 
military record—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

B r. KETCHAM: Petition of Theodore Ruggles Timby, of 
Philadelphia, Pa., the inventor of the revolving turret gun bat- 
tery, for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK: Resolutions of the Pennsylvania So- 
ciety for the Advancement of the Deaf, in favor of the passage of 
a bill tosuppress ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of 22 citizens of Mauch Chunk, 18 citizens of 
Beaver Meadows, and 19 citizens of Messport, Pa., in favor of leg- 
islation which will more effectually restrict immigration and pre- 
vent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to 
the United States—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

By Mr. LOUD: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., urging that a treaty be made with the gov- 
ernment of British Columbia for a modification of their laws in 
relation to American wrecking companies—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
Cal., in opposition to House bill No. 5854, in relation to civil serv- 
ice—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
Cal., asking for the immediate removal of Arch and Shag rocks, 
in the Bay of San Francisco—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
Cal., in favor of the passage of House bill No. 7180 and Senate bill 
No. 1575, restricting the right to buy and sell railroad tickets—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
Cal., in favor of the passage of House bill No. 5359, known as the 
Loud bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petitions of Junior Order United 
American Mechanics of Ocean City, N. J., and George A. Cheever 
and others, of Vineland, N. J.,in favor of legislation which will more 
effectually restrict immigration and prevent the admission of illit- 
erate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United States—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MARANY (by request): Petition of the Medical Society 
of the county of Erie, N. Y., in favor of a national health bureau, 
to be a branch of the Treasury Department—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
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By Mr. McCALL: Petition of the Woman's Christian Temper. 
ance Union of Ashland, N. H., favoring the passage of a bill to 
forbid the interstate transmission of lottery messages and gam. 
bling matter by telegraph—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MCEWAN: Petitions of Howard H. Schopp and 103 
citizens of Hudson County; A. A. Bergstrom and 50 others, of 
Jersey City, all in the State of New Jersey, in favor of legislation 
to more effectually restrict immigration and prevent the admis- 
sion of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United 
States—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MILLER: Petitions of J. C. ger are and 150 others. of 
Mason County; W. A. F. Smith and 150 others, of Tyler County; 
Ira C. Williamson and 60 others, of Ritchie County; Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Guyandotte, State of West Vir- 
ginia, in favor of the enactment of legislation which will more 
effectually restrict immigration and prevent the admission of 
illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United States—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MORRIS: Two petitions of citizens of Koochiching, 
Rainy Lake, and vicinity, in the State of Minnesota, asking for the 
construction of a dam on Rainy Lake River at Koochiching, 
Minn.—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Twenty-four petitions of numerous citizeng 
of Oberlin, Steelton, Harrisburg, New Buffalo, Dauphin County, 
Middletown, Lykens, and other towns, all in the State of Penn. 
sylvania, in favor of the enactment of legislation which will more 
effectually restrict immigration and prevent the admission of illit- 
erate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United States—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance unions of Moravia and Reeds Corners, and citizens of Onta- 
rio, all in the State of New York, favoring legislation providing 
that cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any 
State shall become subject to its laws—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
New York City, for the passage ofa bill to forbid interstate trans- 
mission of lottery and other gambling matter by telegraph—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
New York City, asking for the yo of a bill to forbid the sale 
of ace rome beverages in all Government buildings—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
New York City, praying that the age of protection for ‘girls be 
raised to 18 years in the District of Columbia and the Territories— 
to the Committee on the J ae 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Reeds Corners, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
substitute voluntary arbitration for railway strikes—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Reeds Corners, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation 
prohibiting ee reproduction of prize fights in the District 
of Columbia and the Territories—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Reeds Corners, N. Y., for the passage of a bill to prohibit the 
transmission by mail or interstate commerce of newspaper descrip- 
tions of prize fights—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. ° 

a Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of the Wayne Knitting 
Mills, of Fort Wayne, Ind., in favor of the Torrey bankruptcy 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of the Seattle (Wash.) Board of 
Trade, in favor of the passage of a bill to suppress ticket broker- 
age—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SHOWALTER: Petition of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Butler, Pa., and the Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union of Petrolia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation 
substituting voluntary arbitration for railway strikes—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Butler, Pa., 
and the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Petrolia, Pa., 
for the passage of a bill to further protect the first day of the week 
in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Butler, Pa., 
and the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Petrolia, Pa., 
praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the interstate 
transmission of newspaper descriptions of prize fights, etc.—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Butler, Pa., 
and the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Petrolia, Pa., 
praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting kinetoscope 
reproductions of prize fights in the District of Columbia and the 
Territories—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Butler, 
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Pa., and the Woman's Christian Tem ce Unions of Petrolia 
and Ellwood City, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation 
rohibiting the sale of intoxicati liquors in all Government 
Puildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
Also, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Butler, Pa., 
and the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Petrolia, Pa., 
raying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting interstate 
gambling by telegraph, telephone, or otherwise—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Butler, Pa., 
and the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Petrolia, Pa., 
praying for the enactment of legislation raising the age of protec- 
tion for girls to 18 years in the District of Columbia and the Ter- 
ritories—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petitions of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Butler, 
Pa., and the Woman's Christian fe ores Union of Petrolia, 
Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to protect State anti- 
cigarette laws by providin emp Ns aan pi in original 
packages on entering any State become subject to its laws— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Butler, 
Pa., and the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Petrolia, 
Pa., asking for the passage of a bill which will more effectually 
restrict immigration and prevent the admission of illiterate, pau- 
per, and cri classes to the United States—to the Co ttee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petitions of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Butler, 
Pa., and the Woman’s Temperance Union of Petrolia, 
Pa., in favor of the of certain bills in the interest of la- 
bor—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. SPRAGUE: Petition of the Young People’s Christian 
Union of Milford, Mass., favoring the eeueae of a bill to oe 
the sale of liquors in the Capitol and all Government buildings— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of Susan S. Fessenden and Ruth B. Baker, of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Massachusetts, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to substitute voluntary arbitra- 
tion for railway strikes—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. STE Sof Minnesota: Petition of 46 citizens of St. 
Paul, Minn., native and me born, favoring the enactment of 
legislation which will more effectually restrict immigration and 
prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes 
to the United States—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of citizens of Hamlin, Minn., urging the passage 
of a bill to prohibit the sale of liquors in Government buildings— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of citizens of Hamlin, Minn., for the passage of a 
bill to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors—to the Committee 
on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, wy tee of citizens of Hamlin, Minn., in favor of the a 
sage of the Broderick bill to raise the age of protection for girls to 
18 years in the District of Columbia and the Territories—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. STROWD of North Carolina: Petition of H. G. Col- 
lins and other citizens of Randleman, N. C., for the passage of a 
bill to more effectually restrict immigration and prevent the ad- 
mission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United 
States—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 











The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa, in making 
this request, refer to the inserted bill? Is anything to be done 
with the original bill? 

Mr. HENDERSON. I refer to the substitute reported in lieu 
of the Senate bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to submit an inquiry as to the parlia- 
mentary situation. I think the request submitted by the gentle- 
man from Iowa a very reasonable one, and I shall not object to 
it; but before it is granted I desire to know whether the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary has reported the committee bill as a sub- 
stitute for the Senate bill, or whether they have reported the 
committee bill, and at the same time recommend that the Senate 
bill lie on the table. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Our proposition is to strike out all after 
the enacting clause of the Senate bill and insert in lieu thereof tho 
bill which we have prepared. 

Mr. BAILEY. en, Mr. Speaker, I desire to see whether we 
can reach an understanding by which the sense of the House can 
be tested on that proposition in a somewhat different form. I de- 
sire to suggest an agreement by unanimous consent that we be 
permitted to offer the Senate bill in lieu of the bill reported by the 
committee, so that in addition to the other amendments which 
may be offered in the progress of the day’s proceedings we can at 
some time during the day test the sense of the House as between 
the Senate bill and the bill recommended by the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Texas that the question he desires voted upon will be reached in 
the natural course of things if the request of the gentleman from 
Iowa be acceded to. In that case the course of procedure will be 
this: The bill proposed to be inserted in lieu of the Senate bill 
will be gone over section by section or paragraph by paragraph so 
far as time will allow; amendments will be submitted upon each 
portion of the bill as reached. Then, on the arrival of 4 o'clock 
the first thing in order will be the motion made by the gentleman 
from Alabama {Mr. UNDERWooD], which is, substantially, to 
strike out the clauses of the bill proposed to be inserted and pro- 
viding for involuntary bankruptcy. If that motion be rejected, 
the vote will come upon the vill offered by the committee; and if 
that be adopted the vote will then substantially be (not speaking 
in exact parliamentary language) whether that bill shall be sub- 
stituted for the Senate bill; and when that question is presented 
a negative vote will be a vote in favor of the Senate bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. I say frankly that those of us who intend to vote 
for the Senate bill desire to reverse that order of taking the ques- 
tion. Our request, which we think a reasonable one, is that we 
may have an opportunity to vote for the Senate bill as against the 
committee's substitute, because some gentlemen on this side—not 
myself among that number—if that motion fails, intend to vote 
for the committee’s bill. 

The SPEAKER. They will be obliged to do that. 

Mr. BAILEY. I understand, Mr. Speaker; but they would 
rather vote first for the Senate bill, and, that proposition failing, 
if it should fail, some of them may vote for and some against the 
other proposition. I frankly say that we think there is an advan- 
tage in this course of procedure. We do not desire to take any 
unfair advantage; and, if there is any objection, of course this 
proposition can not be carried out. But I ask unanimous consent 
that the vote, instead of being taken on the substitute of the com- 
mittee for the Senate bill, be taken on substituting the Senate bill 
for the bill of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that course would create a 
great deal of confusion in the record. 

Mr. BAILEY. I think not. Every gentleman in the House 
would understand what he was voting for or against. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I can not consent to the course which the 
gentleman proposes. There will be fair opportunity to test the 
sense of the House in a parliamentary form. We consented last 
night unanimously to have the motion of the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] voted on at 4 o’clock to-day. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Texas and his friends 
who favor the provision to which he refers shall yote down the 
question of substitution, they will have an opportunity of voting 
on the other proposition. 

Mr. BAILEY. The parliamentary practice, Mr. Speaker, has 
been, and the Manual says, that any committee reporting a bill 
with the recommendation that the Senate bill lie on the table 
shall submit their bill as a new and independent proposition—— 

Mr. HENDERSON. That was carefully avoided by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BAILEY (continuing). And then the friends of the Sen- 
ate bill could have offered it as a substitute to the House bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The Judiciary Committee carefully 
avoided that course, as I have just said. ; 

Mr. BAILEY. And I assume that they adopted this plan a4- 
visedly, because it gave them an advantage, and that I concede is 
vost because it does give the committee an advantage in this re- 
gar 



























































HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


SATURDAY, February 19, 1898. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
BANKRUPTCY BILL. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, we have now reached a point 
in the consideration of the bill when it is to be considered in the 
House as in Committee of the Whole. The usual course, I pre- 
sume, is to read the bill section by section, each section or para- 
graph being subject to amendment and discussion. Some gentle- 
men have ——— that it might be sufficient to have the Clerk 
announce each section and then pause to allow opportunity to 
offeramendments. I want to do whatever is the wish of the House, 
in order to facilitate the fair consideration of the bill. The gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. FLEm1NG] called my attention to the 
advisability of pursuing this course. I presume it will require 
unanimous consent. herefore, for the purpose of ascertainin 
the wish of the House, I ask unanimous consent that the Clerk 
call the number of each section in order, pausing in each case in 


order to give opportunity for the offering of amendments to that 
on. 
- FLEMING. And that the Speaker call for amendments. 
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Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, if Ican now make the suggestion 
which I was not permitted to make a moment ago, I desire to call 
the attention of the House, and the gentleman from Texas also, 
to the fact that we do not desire to take any advantage either on 
one side or the other. The question is, if we are to vote upon the 
Senate bill as a whole at some time during the proceedings, 
why we shall not perfect that bill? We should have an opportu- 
nity to call the sections of the Senate bill and make such amend- 
ments as we deem necessary. For instance, there are some per- 
sons who would like to see certain provisions of the Senate bill 
stricken out or amended. And the suggestion of my colleague 
from Iowa as to the methods of submitting the question seems to 
ignore the idea of amending the Senate bill at all. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asked that question, whether it 
was desired to submit amendments to the bill, and in order to 
ascertain the desire of the House to amend the bill the Chair will 
again submit that question. Perhaps wecan get at the matter by 
ascertaining the desire of members as to the number of amend- 
ments to be proposed to the Senate bill. Are there any amend- 
ments to be proposed to it? 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes, Mr. Speaker; there will be a number of 
amendments, and I say frankly that that is the reason I desired 
the privilege of offering the Senate bill as a substitute for the 
committee bill, because it was intended to offer the Senate bill 
with substantial changes. I think under the rule probably we 
would have the right to offer the amended Senate bill in place of, 
or as a substitute for, the House bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON. After we have offered this as a substitute 
for the Senate bill? 

Mr. BAILEY. Of course the gentleman desires to have the fair 
sense of the House tested. He would not wish to take advantage 
of the House in a parliamentary procedure of this kind. Now, 
we desire to have the Senate bill, with changes—the important 
change being to limit the operation of the law to a certain time— 
submitted for the sense of the House. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I take it, Mr. Speaker, that there are 
various sentiments in connection with the matter in the House, 
There are, of course, some members who are against any bank- 
ruptcy bill: there are some who are opposed to the involuntary 
features of the bill, and others to the voluntary features. There 
are also some, if they must take the bill with both features in it, 
who would prefer to take the Senate bill to the substitute pro- 
posed by the Judiciary Committee. 

Now, by unanimous consent last night we agreed that the first 
vote should be taken upon the Underwood amendment, which 
moves to strike out all of the involuntary features of the substi- 
tute proposed by the Judiciary Committee. That will take the 
sense of the House as between a voluntary bill and a bill with 
voluntary and involuntary features. Then will come the vote on 
the adoption of the proposition coming from the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. Those who want the Senate bill instead will vote against 
that. Then would come the vote upon the Senate bill, so that it 
seems to me that all three ae are squarely provided for 
in the parliamentary status that is now legitimately before the 
House. 

Mr. BAILEY. Except that it forces us to vote as between the 
substitute of the committee and the bill of the Senate as it came 
to the House. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The Senate bill might not have come be- 
fore you at all. Of course you have got to take the propositions 
that are before the House for consideration. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. Is not 
the Senate bill before the House now subject toamendment if any 
gentleman sees fit? 

The SPEAKER. The Senate bill is entitled to be amended be- 
fore it is stricken out. It is entitled to be perfected. 

Mr. BAILEY. I understand, but it is perfectly apparent that 
we shall not get through with the amendments. 

The SPEAKER. Precisely. The House has got to consider by 
what method it may arrive more nearly at the carrying out of its 


wishes. 

Mr. BAILEY. And therefore, it being impossible or unreason- 
able to hope that we can get through with the amendments offered 
to the substitutes, the right to amend the Senate bill is a barren 
one, and I simply desired, if possible, to vote upon the whole 
‘ question at once. Still, the situation is as the gentleman says. 

The SPEAKER. Then is the request of the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] agreed to? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears no objection, and the Clerk will announce the first section 
of Chapter L. 


The Clerk announced Chapter I, section 1; which is as follows: 


CHAPTER I. 
BANKRUPTS. 


Section 1. Meaning of words and phrases,—a The words and phrases used 
in this act and in pr pursuant hereto shall, unless the same be incon- 
sistent with the context, be construed asfollows: (1) “A person 
e 


it whom 

a postion pee been filed ” shall include a paren Bw aoe . vane: 
on; “adjudication "’ shall m of the adecree 

the defen tine bankruptcy iets a Gotereph ont if such decree is 


ap ed from, then the date when such decree is finally confirmed; (3) “ap- 
te courts” shall include the circuit courts of appeals of the United 
Btates. the supreme courts of the Territories, and the Saprenme Court of the 
Jnited States; (4) “bankrupt” shall include a person against whom an 
involuntary —— or an application to seta composition aside or to revoke 
a discharge has been filed, or who has filed a voluntary tion, or who 
has been adjudged a bankrupt; (5) “clerk” shall mean the clerk of a court of 
bankruptcy; (6) “corporations” mean all bodies having any of the pow- 
ers and privileges of private corporations not possessed viduals or 
partnerships; (7) “court” shall mean the court of bankruptcy in which the 
proceedings are pending and may include the referee; (8) “courts of bank- 
ruptcy *’ shall include the district courts of the United States and of the Ter- 
ritories, the supreme court of the District of Columbia, and the United States 
court of the Indian Territory, and of Alaska; (9) “creditor” shall include 


aagene who owns a demand or claim oe in bankruptcy and his duly 
authorizec lagent, attorney, or proxy; (10) “date of ee ee “time of 
bankruptcy,” or “commencement of proceedings,” or “ ” with 


reference to time, shall mean the date when the petition was filed; (11) 
“debt” shall include any debt, demand, or claim Lo nt eg in bankruptcy; 
(12) ““defeat’’ shall include defraud or delay, evade, hinder, and iupede, with 
intent to defraud; (13) “d ” shall mean the release of 
from all of his debts which are provable in benbruptey ex such as are ex- 
cepted by thisact; (14) document” shall include book, deed, and instrument 
in writing; (15) “holiday” shall include Christmas, the Fourth of July, the 
22d of February, and any day a ted by the President of the United States 
as a holiday or as a day of public fasting or than ving; (16) “insolvent,” as 
applied to a person, shall mean that his property is not sufficient in amount, 
at a fair valuation, to pay his debts, and when insolvency is to be inquired into 
with reference to an act of bankruptcy it shall be determined as of the date 
of the filing of the petition; (17) “judge” shall mean a judge of a court of 
panlrentes.2e including the referee; (15) “oath” shall include affirmation; 
(19) “officer ” shall inclu een ene receiver, referee, and trustes, and 
the imposing of a duty u or the forbidding of an act by any officer shall 
include his successor and any personau by law to perform the duties 
of such officer; (20) “persons” shall include corporations, officers, partner- 
ships, and women, and when used with reference to the commission of acts 
which are herein forbidden shall include persons who are participants in the 
forbidden acts, and the nts, officers, and members of the board of direct- 
ors or trustees, or other similarcontrolling bodies of corporations; (21) ** peti- 
tion” shall mean a poner filed in a court of Deperepter. with a clerk 
or deputy clerk by a debtor praying for the benefits of t or by cred- 
itors alleging the commission of an of ptcy by a debtor therein 
named; (22) * hall mean the referee who has jurisdiction of the 
case or to whom the case has been referred, or anyone acting in his stead; 
(3 “secrete” shall include conceal, , mutilate, remove, and suppress; 

24) “secured creditor ” shall include a itor who has for his debt 
upon the property of the bankrupt of a nature to be under this 
act, or who owns such a debt for which some indorser, surety, or other per- 
son secondarily liable for the bankrupt has such sone See the bankrupt's 
assets; (25) “States” shall include the Territories, the Indian Territory, 
Alaska, and the District of Columbia; (26) “transfer” shall include the sale 
and every other and different mode of of or partes with property, 
or the on of property, absolutely or conditionally, as a payment, 
pledge, mortgage, or security and the creation of a lien on rty 

er 


b 
any means ot by compulsory process prosecuted in faith; (at) 
“trustee” shall include all of The Z f 


of an estate; Oe earner” 
shall mean an individual who works for wages, salary, or s at a rate of 
compensation not —— $1,500 per year; (29) words importing the mascu- 
line gender may be appl to and include corporations, partnersbips, and 
women; (30) words importing the plural number 7 be toand mean 
only a le person or thing; (81) words importing the singular number may 
be applied to and mean several persons or things. 


The SPEAKER. Is any amendment proposed to that? 

Mr. BELL. Mr. Speaker, I have an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELL] 
presents an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. BELL moves totranspose section 1 to the latter part of bill and to make 


it secticn No. 707, and to move up every section one number appearing before 
this section. 


Mr. BELL. Mr. Speaker, my object in presenting this amend- 
ment is to reach a mere matter of convenience. e have here 
four pages of defining terms. Ido not object to those terms. I 
believe it is a good idea, and that these terms, while they may ex- 
tend the body of the bill, give a bill with a construction. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to suggest to the gentleman 
from Colorado that the ordinary method of arriving at this is to 
move to strike out section 1, giving notice that he will, at the 
proper time, offer section 1 in the place where he desires it to be. 

r. BELL. Mr. Speaker, I would like to move to proceed in 
this way. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Chair will sub- 
mit the gentleman’s proposition. 

Mr. BELL. Yes, that is what I want, because I do not want to 
strike it out. I am in favor of the section, if we must have the 
bill. My objection is simply that it is in the wrong place. These 
defining terms in the act of 1867 were at the end of the bill. 
Such terms are usually in the latter part of a bill, as far as Iam 
aware. We have the same thing in our codes of procedure all 
over the country. We have them in a t many bills, and, as 
far as I know, always in latter part of bill. If this bill is enacted 
into law, when we come to read it we have got to go through four 
long pages of definitions of terms. Now, it seems to me it 1s more 
convenient and more systematic that these terms be in the latter 
part of the book, as is usual. As I say, it is only for the matter 
of convenience, and if it is numbered 70 f, it is just before the 
repealing clause. Ido notthink any lawyer would want to take up 
this bill and every day have to run over four or five long pages of 
definitions before reaching causes of bankruptcy. What he wants 
first is either the jurisdiction of the court or the causes of bank- 
ruptcy. Asa mere matter of convenience, I think this ought to 
be transposed, 


a bankru 





—. 


Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that so far as 
that section is 
Mr. HENDERSON. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 
I had undertaken to give the gentleman from Mississippi ten min- 
utes’ time in general debate, but was not able todoso. Inowask 
unanimous consent that he be allowed to proceed for ten minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from Mississippi be allowed to pro- 
ceed for ten minutes. ; E : 

Mr. BELL. Ido not want to object, but I would like to dispose 
of my motion. i k ‘ 

Mr. HENDERSON. We might just as well take the time now. 

Mr. BELL. I do not want it forgotten. 

Mr. HENDERSON. It will not be forgotten, and we will have 
it discussed. se 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. Speaker, so faras this particular feature 
of the bill is concerned, it would occur to anyone who desires to 
understand what he reads that that plan is the best which gives 
the definition of the terms at the nning. This section defines 
what each term means as you go along, and you can not under- 
take to read intelligently or understand the law unless you under- 
stand the terms that are used. Therefore we have not put the 
cart before the horse, but the horse before the cart. So far as that 
particular point is concerned, I leave it with that statement. 

Now, the next question that itself to my mind is this: 
When we go back to our constituents, what was it that we prom- 
ised to them when we came here, and what answer have we to 
give them when we get back there and they ask us, ‘Did you 
not promise a bankruptcy law?” What answer have we to give 
when we get back there and admit that at the special session we 
were demanding the age of such alaw? How many times did 
we call for that? ow many times was it flung in the face of 
gentlemen on the one side, saying that they gave us no opportunity 
to vote for a bankruptcy bill? Now you have a bill that is pro- 

osed; you have a law that does not touch a single one of the 
abo ing men, the farming class, the tillers of the soul, or that class 
of sean . That is to say, so far as the involuntary feature is con- 
cerned there is not a single farmer who can be forced into bank- 
ruptcy. 
nt there is the volun feature of the bill that can be ap- 
plied to him and through which he can get a discharge, and when 
we go back and talk to these people, when we have had an oppor- 
tunity to place a provision of that kind in the law that can not 
hurt but must help them, what answer can we make to that class 
when they say, ‘‘ You had an opportunity and right to pass a bill 
that would fasten _ the statute book a law that would give us 
liberty and financial freedom.” 

Mr. $ er, so far as the voluntary feature of this biil is con- 
cerned, I can find no reason for any objection to it on either side 
of the House. 1 hear none; there can be none. I would not vote 
for a law that I believed unfair. I would not vote forany feature, 
either voluntary or involuntary, if it were unfair. There are pro- 
visions in this bill which should be and can be amended and which 
ought to be amended. But I accept the fact that in the main 
5 — of its provisions it is a good law. It has been wisely 

ramed. 

It has been written by those who have had experience in bank- 
ruptcy practice. It is well guarded, not only as to the rights of 
the creditor, but also as to the rights of the debtor. I would like 
for gentlemen to take the features of the bill and go over them 
one by one in the spirit of fairness, in the spirit of honesty, and in 
the spirit of a desire to do justice to both sides, and tell me whether 
or not there is anything to which an honest man can object. I 
would like for anybody to give a good reason why a man who 
covers up his property and tries to get it out of the reach of his 
creditors ought not to be considered guilty of an act of bank- 


ruptcy. 

; The feature of the bill to which there seems to be chief objec- 
tion is where a person insolvent has a judgment rendered against 
him for $500 and a return of nulla bona has been made, that then 
he might be put into bankruptcy to prevent an unfair preference. 
What is there about that? If a judgment has been rendered 
against such a man for $500 and the execution has been returned 
nulla bona, in the name of God how is he to be hurt if he has no 
property? But suppose that was true, and suppose that he had 
property, and suppose that ju 1ent had been rendered inst 

im and the quullibor had no right or power to put him into bank- 
ruptey. Would he not thus be authorized to give a preference to 
the extent of $500? Now, mark you, no man except an insolvent 
a is — — a provision. = & man who . = 
1¢ does not apply, and when a judgment against an insolvent 
been mae and he permits nulla bona to be returned and 
does not the judgment, then by this act he gives a 


reference in favor of one creditor over another. I think one 
ebt to a commercial creditor stands upon just as high ground as 


preference, he is 


the other. When he, the bankrupt, gives such 


guilty of an act of involuntary bankruptcy. 
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more for the benefit of the debtor than it is for the creditor. 
any man who has had any experience in practice in bankruptcy 
courts, any man who has had any experience in commercial transac- 











Mr. Speaker, I think that the involuntary feature of the law is 
not only for the benefit of the creditor, but, in my judgment, is 


And 


tions, any man who has had anything to do with the rules of trade, 
of commerce, or common sense, can not object tothis provision, nor 
fail to see the result.- Let us see. When one goes to sell gooda, 
the merchant, sitting in his countingroom at Boston, has, before 
he can sell the goods, to look over the statute book to see what 
aru enen laws exist in the State where the party is going to buy 
those 

Then the question is, Is it true that in the State where these 
goods are to be sold a man can give a fraudulent or preferential 
assignment? Is it true that the law gives a right to one creditor 
to attach and take everything that belongs to the debtor and apply 
it to the payment of a single debt? Is that true? If it is true, 
then, in order to meet the risk that I assume when I sell goods 
there, in order to meet that very danger that I assume, I have got 
to add to the price of the goods which I sell in such a State a sum 
sufficient to indemnify me and hold me harmless in that kind of 
accident. There isnot a man but knows that the wholesaler, 
when he makes a sale to people in these States, takes into con- 
sideration the collection laws of the particular State. 

In the State where I live we have a right to make preferential 
assignments and to issue an attachment and levy on the goods 
of the debtor, and ruin him and apply every portion of the pro- 


ceeds to the payment of one debt to the absolute exclusion of all 
others. That is not just; that it not right; that is not fair. 


Not 
only is it unjust and unfair, but it deprives the debtor of the credit 
which he ought to be entitled to. It is said that there are certain 
evils in the law here created in the nature of crimes; that certain 
criminal offenses have been by this law created. I dare say that 
a careful reading of this bill will show very little that does not 
exist on the statute book of every State, or in the common law 
that governs in every State where the statute is silent. 

There are provisions against the embezzlement by trustees. 
There is not a State in the Union that does not have ample pro- 
vision against embezzlement—obtaining goods under false pre- 
tenses; every State in the Union has laws of that kind. There is 
scarcely a single thing that is denominated a criminal offense in 
this law that is not a criminal offense to-day, by the same con- 
duct, in almost every State inthe Union. So far as that provision 
of the law—that feature of the law—is concerned, there is abso- 
lutely nothing in it when considered from a fair standpoint. 
Then we have here a law presented to us giving an opportunity 
for relief for that large class of people that till the soil and that 
large class that rats mmm There are no provisions against 
them that are unkind or harsh or cruel. 

We have an opportunity to give them relief, and yet there are 
gentlemen in this House who stand here and, while their constitu- 
ents almost entirely belong to that class, are unwilling to vote for 
a law that gives that relief. They stand by what they think to be 
the interest of the merchant and the small dealer, but in truth 
and fact they are mistaken in this respect. The interests of the 
small dealer, the merchant, are better subserved by the involun- 
tary feature of this law than any other. Why? Because as long 
as one creditor has no right to attach and take a preference, the 
creditors will not demand this unfair advantage of the debtor. 
In that way it is a protection and a defense to the local creditor, 
and instead of being a weapon to be used against the debtor it is 
the most effective weapon the small dealer could have. It is a 
shield, not a sword. In addition to that, it not only gives him a 
defensive weapon, but increases his credit and makes it stronger 
at home and abroad; and thus he and those he trusts are benefited, 
relief is granted, and the exemptions of all are preserved under 
the State law. 

Here the hammer fell. 

r. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. My colleague asks what an- 
swer we are going to make to our constituents when they say 
**yvou promised to give us a bankrupt law and yon did not do it.” 
The answer will be one of the simplest inthe world. We will say 
that we asked for bread and the Republican majority offered us 
a stone; we asked for relief in a bankrupt law for honest debtors, 
and they offered us a Federal court collection scheme for the whole- 
sale creditors of the country. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Will the gentleman admit that only the 
Federal courts can grant a discharge? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No court except the Federal 
court can discharge any bankrupt, but Statecourts do now furnish 
opportunities for collections by ordinary process and by attach- 
ment, and what the provisions of this bill means is simply that the 
attachment jurisdiction of the State courts shall be transferred 
under the guise of bankruptcy proceedings to the Federal courts. 
My colleague says that this bill creates no new criminal offenses; 
that all of its offenses are now offenses. So they are; but they are 
not punishable in the Federal courts. Nobody knows better than 
my colleague the injustice of dragging a man off on charges of all 
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sorts far from his home, at an immense expense, to the Federal 
courts. 

If the desire is to give relief to honest debtors, and if that be 
the sole desire, it can be readily granted by this House with its 
Republican majority. The opportunity will be furnished to the 
House to vote for a voluntary bankruptcy law, pure and simple. 
The opportunity will also be furnished to vote for the Senate bill, 
a voluntary bankruptcy law. For both of those bills, so far as I 
am concerned, I shall vote. The Democratic party here, I think, 
is almost solidly in favor of either and of giving the honest debt- 
ors of the country relief by a bankruptcy law. 

But it is one of the most curious things in the world that, when- 
ever we come to this forum and ask relief for honest debtors in 
bankruptcy, we are met by a measure coupling that relief with a 
condition; and the condition always is that we shall permit for- 
eign creditors to drag our people into the Federal courts by pro- 
ceedings almost identical with the attachment proceedings of the 
States. And the sole object is to escape the action of the State 
courts by going into the Federal courts. And my people are op- 
posed to that. Our State courts are honest; the instrumentalities 
which they give for debt collection are sufficient. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Is there a word in this bill in favor of for- 
eign creditors? Can nota home creditor take advantage of this 
bill to the same extent as a foreign creditor? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Certainly. . 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Why, then, does the gentleman speak of the 
bill as one designed for the benefit of ‘‘ foreign creditors?” 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. There is no better lawyer in 
our State than my friend and colleague [Mr. SULLIVAN], and 
therefore there is no man there who knows better than he that 
the power behind this bill is the power which is unwilling to con- 
tent itself with State courts and State juries and State attachment 
proceedings, and therefore wants to force debtors into Federal 
courts in bankruptcy proceedings, and that these persons are not 
State, but are creditors from other States. While home creditors 
may not have an opportunity to file a petition in bankruptcy to 
put the gentleman or myself into involuntary bankruptcy, yet the 

ower behind the throne, the voice that is calling for this sort of 
egislation, is the voice of the Northeastern creditor classes and 
ao of the great cities, and the gentleman knows it as well 
as I do. 
Mr. SULLIVAN. They could not put you or me into bank- 
ruptcy because we are not in commercial business. 
r. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I am speaking of the gentle- 
man and myself as representatives of our eee, 

Mr. SULLIVAN. But the gentleman ought to say that they 
can not put any farmer into bankruptcy under this Dill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Ispeak in behalf, and in equal 
behalf, of all classes of my pa. I have particular objection to 
a bill containing features of the kind even if it were good enough 
in other respects, but I wish to say a word on the subject of pref- 
erences. Preferences are made a cause of involuntary bankruptcy 
in this bill. A man may be thrown into a bankrupt court, his 
estate put in the handsofareceiver, the name ‘‘ bankrupt” attached 
to him because he has given a preference within four months 
— to filing the petition against him. I hold that it is not only 

onest under certain circumstances for a debtor to make prefer- 
ences among his creditors, but that under certain circumstances 
it is absolutely dishonest and dishonorable for him not to do so. 
Suppose Iam deaiing with a man who is a merchant in regular 
business, who takes a profit on the goods he sells me, or a man 
who lends me money upon interest. In these cases the man takes 
a profit upon the goods that he sells me or the money that he lends, 
and this profit or this interest is the premium against the hazard 
of loss. The obligation of such a debt is by no means comparable 
with that of another class of obligations. Let me instance acred- 
itor of another class. Suppose that I go to my friend, General 
HENDERSON, and tell him that I need money, that I need the use 
of his name as an accommodation indorser. I am a solicitor. 
The very crisis ison me. He gives me the assistance I ask, gives 
it without profit or the hope of profit of any sort. He helps me 
in my emergency. The day comes when I can not fully pay my 
debts. Now, in that case I say it is not only honest to prefer a 
creditor, such as Iam supposing the gentleman from Iowa to be, 
over and above the man who took the ordinary risks of business, 
who trusted me in a business way with his eyes wide open, with col- 
lection agencies such as Dun’s and Bradstreet’s at his service to 
help him get information, but I hold it would be dishonorable if 
I did not give a preference in such a case, provided the law allowed 
it. And the supreme court of the State of Mississippi has agreed 
with me. They have held that in many cases preferences are not 
only permissible, but laudable. There may be other classes of ob- 
ligations entitled to preference, as, for instance, ages due por- 
ters, laborers, or other employees who can not afford to suffer a 
loss; trustees for orphans or widows. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. They are protected under this bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. They are not, except laborers. 


Then, for instance, there are accommodation indorsers, trustees 
for orphans, etc., in whose favor preferences are not only allow- 
able, but praiseworthy and laudable and right. None of them 
are protected in preference made to them by any provision of this 
bill. [Applause. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say that debate under 
the rules of the House should be confined to the amendments be- 
forethe House. TheChair has allowed this debate to go on because 
it was understood to be by the consent of the House; but if we in- 
tend to make any progress with this bill it will be impossible to 
do so unless members in discussion confine themselves to the mat- 
ter before the House. The Chair will recognize any gentleman 
who desires to speak upon the pending question, which is the 
amendment of the gentleman from Colorado. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I call for the reading of that 
amendment. 

The amendment was again read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say further that when 
all amendments have been disposed of by the House kindly con- 
fining the discussion to the matter under consideration, the timo 
then remaining, if any, could be utilized by general debate under 
the five-minute rule. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I move to strike out section 1. 

Mr. COX. With the purpose of inserting it elsewhere? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. No; not for the purpose of inserting 
it anywhere. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests to the gentleman from 
Kentucky that he submit his amendment after the pending amend- 
ment has been voted on. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Very well; I will reserve my amend- 
ment for the present. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Colorado. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire simply to say to the 
House that the location of this section at the beginning of the bill, 
as stated by the gentleman from Mississippi, seems to be clearly 
its proper place. We are defining the terms that are used 
throughout the bill, so that there may be no question as to their 
construction. You have the vocabulary, therefore, at the very 
beginning, and after that you take up the bill section by section, 
where these terms are applied, and you know precisely the mean- 
ing of every word that is used. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Colorado. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move to strike 
out the first section of the bill. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I desire to rise to a question of 
order first. I think perhaps that there are some amendments to 
be suggested by the committee to section 1 of the bill, which 
should be first considered. 

Mr. HENDERSON. No; there is only one amendment, and 
that is at the end of section 2. 

Mr. LANHAM. I thought there were some amendments to 
section 1. 

Mr. HENDERSON.’ No; there are none. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, the rupee of this sec- 
tion is to define the words used throughout the bill. My motion 
is to strike out the section. If this section is to remain as a part 
of the bill, I concede it ought to be just where it is. But I desire 
tocall the attention of the House tosome factsin connection with it. 

Gentlemen who take the position that they should insert a vo- 
cabulary in the bill base that ition upon the idea that it will 
enable the courts and the people of the country to better under- 
stand the terms used throughout the bill. But I wish to submit 
one suggestion in reference to that position which I think will be 
convincing. Take, for instance, the word ‘‘defeat,” as used in 
the bill. The definition is given that this shall include ‘‘ defraud, 
or delay, evade, hinder, and impede with intent to defraud.” 

Now, I submit to the House that in order to determine the exact 
signification of the term ‘‘defeat,” as used here, any court consid- 
ering the question has to determine also the exact signification of 
every other word included in the definition given. And so, also, 
with the word “transfer,” which is used in this section and to 
which the definition is given. It is defined in the bill as inciud- 
ing ‘‘the sale and every other and different mode of sing of 
or parting with property, or the possession of property, absolute! y 
or conditionally, as a payment, pledge, mortgage, gift, or security, 
and so on, including every other process of disposing of property 
other than by the process of law. So in determining its meaning, 
instead of determining as under ordinary circumstances the tecli- 
nical signification of one word, the courts must construe the mean- 
ing of a half dozen or a dozen different words which are embodied 
in this paragraph of the bill. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, many of the words used in our laws havo 
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a technical signification that is well and almost universally un- 
derstood. These have been in many cases construed over and 
over again by the courts. I maintain that there ought to be ab- 
solute consistency in all legislation. In that respect we ought to 
leave these words in our legislation to mean exactly what the 
country now understands them to mean, instead of wresting them 
from the place that has been assigned to them by the ages which 
ve gone by. 

ba PRAY Mt New York. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? : 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Certainly. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Sup you strike out the section you 

ropose by your amendment. ould the law, in — judgment, 
applicable to the Territories, to the Indian Territory, or to 

aska? 

= SMITH of Kentucky. Perhaps not, unless we substitute 
something else in its place covering that particular condition and 

roviding terms applicable to Alaska and the Indian Territory. 

ut when you put into the section such wordsas ‘‘ defeat,” ‘‘ trans- 
fer,” *‘ sec creditor,” and further, in section 60, undertake to 
define the word ‘‘ preference” in an entirely separate part of the 
bill, you make the whole proposition misleading to the courts as 
well as to the ple of the country. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, a word as to the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

These definitions were inserted for two reasons: First, to save a 
large amount of repetition as we pass through the bill for the 
purpose of defining the meaning of certain terms used, so that 
there could be no mistake as to the meaning and import of the 
language. This shortens and greatly simplifies its consideration 
and construction. That is the first reason. But there is another 
and avery important reason. I am = my friend from Ken- 
tucky called attention to the word ‘ defeat,” as used in the bill. 
This will be found on page 18, in paragraph 12, which reads as 
follows: 

Defeat shall include defraud, or delay, evade, hinder, and impede with 
intent to defraud. 

Now, if you will turn to page 21, section 2, paragraph 3, which 
is the third und of bankruptcy, you will find this as one of the 
grounds for bankruptcy proceedings: 

Failed for thirty days and until a petition is filed while insolvent to secure 
the release of any property levied upon under apn of law for $500 or over, 
or if such property is to be sold within such time under such process, then 
until three days before the time fixed for such sale. 

Now, with the definition of “‘ defeat,” which includes— 

With the intent to defraud— 


You here give a meaning and significance which throws the 
onus probandi upon the moving creditor to show that in ‘ defeat- 
ing” he is seeking to defeat with the intent to defraud. And all 
through the definitions are incorporated thoughts that strengthen 
the bill for the protection of the man who is moved against. I 
believe it clearly a valuable feature of the bill. 

Mr. GREENE. Are not these definitions just about what the 
courts usually give? 

Mr. HENDE SON. Most of them are; but under the practice 
under the act of 1867 some courts held one way and some another, 
and we traced through Bump on Bankruptcy and the decisions of 
the different courts to find out the meaning applied by the courts 
to these words. The law itself, tracing through these decisions, 
gives the definitions that were adopted in the main by the courts 
under the old law. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I think clause 16 of these defini- 
tions has not probably received that consideration that it deserves. 

“Tnsolyvent,” as applied to a person, shall mean that his property is not 
sufficient in amount, at a fair valuation, to pay his debts, and when insol- 
vency isto be inquired into with reference to an act of bankruptcy it shall 
be determined as of the date of the filing of the petition. 

What is the effect of that declaration in this bill? Itis to doclare 
by an act of Congress that more than one-half of the mercantile 
houses in this country are to-day bankrupt or insolvent. 

It is a decree issued from the court of the United States con- 
demning more than half of the men now in business and strug- 
pling with difficulties to maintain themselves in that business. 

tis very true that it does not, eo nomine, put them into bank- 
ruptcy or bring them into court, but it does set them aside as 
suspects, to be watched, to be guarded by spies; and when we 
have come through the difficulties which we have endured for the 
past few years, we know that if you undertake to force men to 
pay their debts that not one-half of them, probably, when their 
property is marshaled and put up for judicial sale, will find it 
sufficient to pay their debts. Does this mean that? If it does 
not mean that, what does it mean? What other meaning can be 
attached toit? And yet the man in business, whose property would 
not pay his debts if forced on the market, may pay his debts by 
his industry, his thrift, and close attention to his business, and 
finally accumulate a competence for himself and his family in old 
age, if let alone, 
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And whatnext? The other sections, defining acts of bankruptcy, 
which will bring him into a bankruptcy court, absolutely take 
from a man all resource to save himself if pressed. A man can 
not borrow money and give a preference. If a friend desires to 
loan him money when he is in distress, he can not doit without tak- 
ing security or great risk, and if he takes security it is an act of 
bankruptcy. So that every man to-day whose property, if put up 
for sale, or put upon the market, would not pay his debts is cut 
off from all opportunity of saving himself if he is pressed. 

Yet gentlemen tell me that this bill will protect an honest mer- 
chant: We know there are creditors pressing all the while for 
their debts. We know that when this act is passed advantage 
will be taken of it, and creditors will threaten, ‘If you do not pay 
immediately, we will put you into the bankruptcy court,” in order 
to extort preferences for themselves; whereas if this law was not 
upon the statute books, the man who is defined by this act to be 
insolvent would have an opportunity to procure money from his 
friends or from his bank or otherwise to make arrangements and 
save himself and go on in honest business andindustry. But here 
he is declared from the beginning to be insolvent, because if his 

oroperty is forced upon the market he can not pay his debts, and 

aving made him a suspect, having made him an object of sus- 
picion and set upon him the dogs of war, I might say, of oppres- 
sive creditors, you have cut off all opportunity of meeting his 
obligations except by putting his property in a bankruptcy court 
to be wasted and himself branded through life as a dishonest 
bankrapt. I protest against it. 

And that is the difficulty with this whole bill. Instead of giv- 
ing relief to those who may in their misfortune be justified in re- 
ceiving such relief, you have established here a system the inevi- 
table effect of which will be to press honest men into bankruptcy 
whoaresurviving to-day, and who, under ordinary circumstances, 
would be able to pay their debts in the course of time. 

Here the hammer fell. } 
he SPEAKER. Thequestion is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky to strike out the first section. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. Speaker, we can not have a bankruptcy bill without having 
this technical, formal declaration of what constitutes insolvency, 
It is absolutely necessary. We must interpret these words in the 
—_ of the relation which debtors and creditors have to each 
other, and to the customs of the business men of the country, with 
reference to the words used in this bill. 

I suggest to gentlemen upon the other side that if these words 
are stricken out, if the fact of there not being sufficient property 
to pay a man’s debts does not constitute a condition of insolvency, 
then we can not have a bankruptcy law. 

Mr. BLAND. You ought not tohave any. They are frauds to 
begin with and end in rascality. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Very well; the gentleman 
has now stated his position, his ideas of business relations—that 
we ought not to have any such law; that it is ‘‘a fraud to begin 
with and end in rascality.” 

Mr. BLAND. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, the unhappy 
occurrences of thirty years ago have left their traces more upon 
one part of this country than they have upon the other. Millions 
of dollars are being paid to residents of the North in pensions, and 
unfortunately the South are not entitled to or receiving them. 
As gentlemen well know, I for one would avail myself of every 

roposition that can possibly be justified to pay claims of the 
uth, or anything else that is just to help that impoverished part 
of our common country. But the facts to which I have referred 
are having a very large influence on this floor, and are used by de- 
signing persons to defeat the cause of justice, by taking advan- 
tage of the fact that the people of the South are smarting under 
these unhappy conditions. believe to-day they are just as hon- 
est, just as able, just as patriotic men as others. I am willing to 
admit that. ‘And if gentlemen on the other side knew the under- 
lying reasons that provoke the effort to defeat this legislation on 
this floor, they, above all men, would refuse to allow themselves 
to be so used as to defeat justice. 

Now, let us ask for a moment what the relations are between 
the debtor and creditor. They are necessarily the most friendly. 
When a man puts his property into the hands of another, he be- 
lieves, first, that he isan honest man; he believes, second, that he is 
an able man, certainly of sufficient ability to manage the property 
committed to his hands; and he believes, further, that he will 
make any reasonable self-sacrifice that is necessary to fulfill the 
obligations which he assimes. Now, what are the obligations 
which the debtor assumes? He assumes the obligation of industry, 
the obligation of honesty, and the obligation of self-sacrifice; and 
if the debtor fulfills these, implied and understood, the creditor has 
no right to anything more than an honest distribution of his effects 
among his creditors. If by fire, by flood, by sickness, or want of 
good judgment, or wantof wise self-sacrifice, he becomes insolvent, 
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the law, as do all Christian obligations, ought to absolve him from 
anything more than a fair distribution of his effects. And that 
is all this bill aims to do. 

Again, we must have a provision of involuntary bankruptcy in 

rder to protect the debtor himself as well as his creditor. If the 
debtor's good judgment should be fortified by that of the larger 
experience, nine times out of ten, of his creditors, he is to know 
whether there is any chance of his working out. Now, while the 
law says that if his property does not equal his debts he shall 
be declared a bankrupt, thereis no business man in this country — 
no one that you can find anywhere—who would not also take into 
consideration his integrity, his ability, his self-sacrifice, as a very 
large element of his financial ability to pay. Why? Because it 
is for the interest of his creditor to take that into consideration 
and get 100) cents on the dollar rather than to press the man into 
bankruptcy and get less than that. So that every consideration 
that can be urged upon a man or upon the creditor is to deal with 
the debtor in the most lenient fashion in his own interest, 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I would like five minutes 
more. 

Mr.SETTLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of the 
House and the chairman of the committee to the definition of the 
word ‘‘insolvent” in clause 16,referred to by the gentleman from 
Missouri, and inquire if it is not very inconsistent with the fifth act 
of bankruptcy. The fifth act of bankrupicy forbids any person 
while inaateent from making a preferential transfer of any of his 

roperty. We understand what that means. Insolvency mustre- 
ate to the time of the act, which may be, as elsewhere provided in 
the bill, aslong as four months before the petition is filed against him. 
Now, this definition in clause 16, page19, saysthat when insolvency 
isto be inquired into that relates toan act of bankruptcy it shall be 
determined as of the date of the filing of the petition, so that it is 
evident there is an irreconcilable difference between the two sec- 
tions. A man may be solvent at the time he makes a preference 
and become insolvent afterwards, and yet the insolvency is to be 
inquired into, not as of the date of the act, but of the filing of the 
petition, which may be as long as four months afterwards. Iam 
of opinion the sections should be amended so as to harmonize. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, when the distinguished gentleman 
from Missouri was speaking I tried to understand what he said as 
well as the conditions which prevail in this Hall would permit, 
conditions, Mr. Speaker, which practically forbid the successful 
transaction of public business of the character in which we are 
now engaged. If I understood him aright, I understood he com- 
plained, among other things, of the definition of the word “ in- 
solvent,’? contained in the first paragraph of the bill. If I am cor- 
rect, it is a most curious complaint from his pointof view. There 
is not in the bill a more signal instance of the care which the 
committee has exercised in guarding the rights of debtors than 
thé definition of ‘‘insolvency ” which they have placed in the first 
section. 

If it were stricken out, the word ‘‘ insolvency ” all ——_ the 
bill would have the meaning which has always been attached to 
it by courts of justice, and that meaning is in substance this: A 
man is insolvent according to the decisions of the courts when he 
is unable to pay his debts when they fall due in the ordinary 
course of trade. Any one by comparing the two definitions can 
see at once that that adopted by the committee is infinitely milder 
and infinitely safer for the debtor than that which would have 
existed without that provision, and I repeat that this very section 
shows the great care with which the committee has guarded the 
rights of debtors who may come under the operation of this bill, 
if it becomes a law. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I disagree with my colleague [Mr. 
HENDERSON] on this bill. I have been accustomed so long to 
march side by side with him in so many matters that when I find 
him heartily in favor of any proposition I feel like taking unusual 
care to make up my mind if I feel inclined to disagree with him. 
But my convictions on this question are of too long standing to be 
influenced now by my confidence in my colleague’s judgment. 
They are based on too much actual practice and experience, too 
much practical observation of the workings of the last bankrupt 
law to hesitate a moment in condemning the involuntary features 
of this bankruptcy bill [applause on the Democratic side], but the 
only thing that shakes my faith is applause on the Democractic 
side [renewed applause on the Democratic side], because immedi- 
ately after a Democratic Administration there is always a demand 
forsome sort of relief. [Lau ae. 

Now, as to this particular bill, the involuntary feature of i 
Mr. Speaker, observation and rience, based upon the act 
1867, has led me to the belief that any system for the settlement 
of insolvents’ estates in the Federal courts must practically trans- 
fer the whole collection business to the United States courts. And 
the better the bill is, the more carefully it is drawn, the more 
thoroughly it is prepared in order to carry out its purposes, the 


what particular time his condition shall 
= it at the time the petition is filed, so that the creditor can not 


case by rendering him 


bring into t 





worse the bill will be in its effects. It is said that this bill is not 
as bad as the act of 1867. This is doubtful praise. 

I have studied its provisions caretully to see wherein itis not so 
bad, and I find thatit devises a complete system for the collection 
of commercial debts in the Federal courts. We have here a strik- 
ing illustration in the paragraph the House is just now consider- 
ing—as to the date when the insolvency of the debtor is to be de- 


termined; it is provided that it shall be at the time the petition 
is filed, and not when the case is tried. 


Why? Because it is recognized that iy may file a petition 
against a man who is solvent and he will become a bankrupt in 
twenty-four hours. Therefore, for the pu of determining at 
considered, the bill 


ring him into court before he is actually bankrupt and gain the 
an insolvent afterwards. 

To those gentlemen who do not live in Federal court cities what 
I say about the transfer of the whole collection business to the 


Federal courts may not now strike them forcibly, but if they were 
in the practice of the law during the eleven years when the act of 


1867 was in force they could better appreciate it. If this bill be- 
comes a law, they will all soon realize what a dangerous scheme 
it is. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him how 


would you administer a Federal bankrupt law except through the 


Federal courts? 
Mr. LACEY. There is no other way to doit; therefore I oppose 
the re feature of the law. I say that this provision will 
he Federal courts every merchant who can not pay his 
debts without a suit. Commercial collections in the State courts 
will cease. Every merchant will transact business with the threat 
of a bankruptcy proceeding in the Federal courts of a distant city 
—a hanging over him. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, the object of this bill is evident. It is asa 


rule being pushed by the great commercial centers and by attor- 
neys living at Federal court cities. The only advan the job- 


bers in the towns of Iowa and similar States have y is that 
they are on the spot and sometimes protect themselves in the way 
of preferences in the case of failing debtors. 

his bill proposes to take away that advantage. To-day the 
men who do business in the commercial centers ot New York and 
Boston have an advantagein transportation rates and facilities to 
the detriment of the local jobbers. The local jobber is near his 
customer and in closer touch with his surroundings, and thereby 
oumnerey secures his claim <p failing debtors. 

The local jobber is compelled constantly to struggle against the 
special transportation privileges which the great wholesalers of 
the seaboard cities have been able to secure in spite of the law. 
This law proposes to take from the local jobber the sole advantage 
that now remains. Every tendency is to concentrate all business 
in the great commercial centers. This involuntary bankruptcy 
bill is one more step in that undesirable direction. This Torrey 
bill has appeared at every term of for the last ten years 
except at one, when that able and accomplished gentleman, Colonel 
Torrey, was speaker of the Wyoming legislature, and Congress 
got a short rest on the subject. No bill has been pushed more 
persistently than this. 

_— the hanumer fell. } 

r. LACEY. I ask unanimous consent that I may have five 
eee more. I did not speak when the bill was under general 
ebate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that his time be extended for five minutes. Is there ob- 


jection? [After apause.] The Chair hears none. 
Mr. SULLIVAN. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 
Mr. LACEY. i 


estopped from making com t of the bankrupt law, as its 
necessity was brought about by McKinley meee’ 
Mr. LACEY. Notat all. Ido not feel guilty atall. We all 
remember the good times of 1892. The adversity came with the 
of the Wilson bill. Its effects are rapidly pessing away. 
ow, let me call attention to one of the defects of this bill. In 
section 8 there is a proposition by which the bankrupt may be ar- 
rested and imprisoned, not in terms, not in name, but it is stated 
that the shall take him into custody and keep him in cus- 
tody, but ‘shall not imprison him.” Now, where is the differ- 
ence? Here we have a proposition that after the bankrupt is put 
in and carried around by the marshal from place to place 
for months he shall not be imprisoned, and therefore this bill 
shall not be amenable to the criticism that it provides for a revival 
of the old imprisonment law for the nonpayment of debt. 
Mr. HENDERSON. Yon refer to section 8 of the bill, which I 
will read: 
The ju 
person an: 


y- 
Mr. SULLIVAN. Do not a think as a Republican you are 


may, at time after the of a petition by or against 
before the expiration of tour mouths attor he has been adjudged 
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bankrupt, upon affidavit of perty in interest that such bankrupt is 
2 Oa rt athe district to avoid examination, and that his will 
defeat the . a warrant to the marshal him 
bring such bankrupt forthwith before the court. = eee 
evidence, it shall to the judge that the of such affidavit 
are true, and tha’ he shall order su to keep 


i mall Tat tees beat 
bankrupt in y. 
for his appearance, 

bet onion aie obedience to all lawful orders. 

He must leave with the mean, contemptible, dishonest purpose 
of avoiding an examination. Do you defend that course? Do you 
attack a bill that intends to bring a scoundrel up to face his cred- 
itors, toanswertothem? If he does not undertake to leave for that 
purpose, we do not touch him to arrest him. 

Mr. LACEY. Very well. My colleague says that this bill is 
only to arrest scoundrels——- 

Mr. HENDERSON. Iam disussing your specification. Stick 

e oe that nobody but a scoun- 
y of 


to your text, my boy, and answer it. 

Mr. LACEY. My but a 
drel will be placed in marshal. Now, it will often 
occur that men who are not scoundrels will go round in that way. 
It may very well happen that the court may be mistaken as to 
whether the man is a scoundrel or not. Courts should not be 
given the power of making such a mistake as the imprisoning an 
unfortunate honest debtor. The proposition is that an affidavit 
shall be filed, and upon the filing of that affidavit the court shall 
order the debtor to be placed in the custody of the marshal, but 
that the marshal shall not imprison him. It even provides for 
extradition of bankrupts as criminals. 

Sec. 9. Extradition of bankrupts.—a Whenever a warrant for the appre- 
hension of a bankrupt shall have been issued, and he shall have been found 
within the jurisdi nm of a court other than the one issuing the warrant, he 
may be extradited in the same manner in which persons under indictment 
are now extradited from one district within which a district court has juris- 
diction to another. 

This bill, in short, has been carefully drawn so as to give to the 
Federal courts the most drastic and complete powers ever given 
to any court. This bill goes even beyond the act of 1867. It is, 
from one point of view, a better bill for its purposes than that act, 
and therefore a worse bill in its results. It more thoroughly car- 
ries out the objects of its framers, and therefore it more effectually 
transfers the whole collection business from the State courts to the 
courts of the United States. Whata bonanza this would be to the 
lawyers who reside in the towns so fortunate as to have United 
States courts located in their midst. 

Now, we ought to have possibly some house-cleaning bill. Per- 
haps some opportunity ought to be given that those who have 
become involved in business troubles through the recent panic and 
period of depression may be enabled to wipe out the old marks 
and start over again. e act of 1867 was passed to allow the 
wrecks of the war to be cleared from our harbors. 

It may be desirable now that we should have some voluntary 
bankruptcy bill. But we have tried that three times already. 
These bankruptcy bills have lived two or three years and then 
have gone out of existence. The act of 1867 lasted a little longer. 
Buta —— on the other side of the Chamber—a gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. LANHAM ]—has informed us that no bill for volun- 
tary bankruptcy shall pass unless the Torrey bill be ingrafted 
upon it; that those who are in favor of a voluntary ee 
bill must take this other feature—the involuntary provision, wi 
all its complex system—in order to accomplish the purpose they 
have in view for the benefit of those men to whom our sympathies 
oe out after tho hard times through which they have just 
passed. 

The same argument was made in 1867 when the bankrupt law 
of that year was passed. It was intended to relieve the debtors 
who had gone through the war; but on top of such relief there 
was erected a complete system for the transfer of the collection 
of debts to the Federal courts. We know well the baleful results. 
When that act died there were no mourners or regrets. My 
a in practicing in the courts under that law led me to 
believe that the law was not only vicious in its form, but that 
the fundamental principle upon which it was founded was so 
erroneous that it was utterly impossible to frame a measure upon 
fag Soon which would not be amenable to the same objections. 

mse, 
ere the hammer fell. 
r. PERKINS obtained the floor. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I wish to make in regard to my coll e 
the same statement I made in regard to the gentleman from Mi 
sissippi [Mr. SuLiivan]. I promised to give ee ten 
minutes uring the general debate, but was not able todo so. I 
= mo glad if the House will allew him to proceed for ten 

utes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks that his col- 

[Mr. PERKINS] be allowed ten minutes. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that it is im t 
I should make any observations whatever upon this bill, but I have 
desired to say a few words in view of some suggestions that have 


to time, as req 


been made here touching the alleged sectional character of the 
bill — touching the class of people who, it is stated, are promot- 
ts 


passage. 
y good friend from Colorado, Judge BELL, referred yesterday 


to the proceedings of the Kansas City convention. 
that convention as a meeting of the creditors’ association. In 
fact, it was a meeting of the National Association of Credit Men. 
Now, who are these credit men? They are those engaged in mer- 
cantile houses who have charge of the credits of the house; they 
are employees. 

take some interest in this association, because it originated in 
the town where I reside. W.H. Preston was its first president. 
He is the credit man in a wholesale house in my city. My friend 
from Colorado, having before him a copy of the Bankruptcy Mag- 
azine for October, said that Mr. Field, of Philadelphia, in his 
speech before that convention, ‘‘stampeded” it. Mr. Field made 
an attractive speech, such a speech as we sometimes have in this 
House; but the statement that it controlled the action of that con- 
vention is not borne out by the record. In that same magazine, 
on page 7 and page 20, my friend might have found these declara- 
tions: 

Whatever may be said of the delegates to that convention as parliamenta- 
rians or as orators, every mother’s son was a thinker, trained by vocation to 
independence. Hence John Field made no converts, but many admirers. 

aE * * . > * 

If Mr. Field’s reasons had been sound,the National Association of Credit 
Men would not have passed resolutions indorsing the Torrey bankruptcy 
bill. As it and not his reasons were sound, it was indorsed. I hope that ip 
all other contentions in which he may engage he will be right, onli in conse 
quence may succeed. 

I find also in this same number a communication from W. H. 
Preston, of Sioux City, the first president of that national asso- 
ciation, in which he says: 

There was one marked feature of our Kansas City convention which f 
think has never been made public. The first morning of our convention the 
vice-president, Mr. Bannin, presided; and it was his duty to appoint some 
committees, and among them a committee on resolutions. The personnel of 
this committee was decided upon by Mr. Bannin, Secretary Boocock, and 
myself after a careful consultation the evening previous to the assembling 
of the convention. The one thing we had in mind in making up the commit- 
tee was that it should be composed of able men who would represent the 
different sections of the country. The matter of what resolutions would be 
referred to the committee or what the views of the members probably were 
upon the different subjects which would be discussed was never referred to. 
It was simply a question of a fair selection of able men to represent th» dif- 
ferent sections of the country. 


Mr. Preston adds: 

I was very much surprised in talking with the chairman of the committee 
on resolutions, Mr. E. A. Young, of St. Pau!, since, to have him assert that 
every member of the committee was heartily in favor of bankruptcy legisia- 
tion, and, of course, a supporter of the Torrey bill. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this organization of credit men is a new or- 
ganization in this country. In each commercial city, so far as 

ible, it is supported by a local bureau of credit men. Mr. 

eston is now the president of the local bureau in my city, and 

I notice by a paper I have before me that he has now gone to New 

Orleans upon an invitation to be the guest of the New Orleans 

bureau, and before a meeting of the bureaus of Southern cities 

Mr. Preston will read an address on ‘‘ Bankrupt estates: A suc- 
cessful plan for cooperation.” 

Under the influence of this organization, national in its char- 
acter, extending to every considerable commercial city in the 
country, these bureaus have brought the credit men of those 
places into close relationship; and the educational influence of 
these bureaus has been in the direction of bankruptcy legislation, 
it having been found that their interests are mutual and that the 
policy which has prevailed of each secking his own advantage to 
the detriment of others was bad business policy. 

Honest business men are gravitating toward this higher ground, 
and it ought to be the policy of the Congress of the United States 
to encourage them therein. It ought not, Mr. Speaker, to be the 
policy of Congress to encourage fraud or dishonesty in the collec- 
tion of debts anywhere throughout thecountry. Onthe contrary, 
it should be our policy to place all the interests involved on an 

ual footing before the law. 

ow, Mr. Speaker, Iam not here to contend as to what policy 
isin the interest of attorneys, whether it is to their advantage 
to practice in the State or the Federal courts. I am here as a 
Western man, representing Western interests, representing a 
Western constituency, and it is true that only a few years ago 
nearly all of the wholesalers in my city were opposed to any gen- 
eral Roudametey legislation. Now, as I understand it, largely 
under the educational influence of this credit association, as I 
believe, there has been a substantial change, and there is practical 
unanimity among them, in the city to which I have referred, in 
behalf of the passage of the bill. 

It has been asserted that the support of the bill comes mainly 
from the Northeast; but the proceedings of the Kansas City con- 
vention, the representations of the business men collected there, 
and representations made to the Committee on the Judiciary, as 
well as the statements made on the floor of the House by genitle- 
men competent to state the conditions prevailing in their sections, 
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all tend to establish the fact that it is not in any sense a sectional 
movement. [Applause. } 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I had supposed that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, in the argument he made upon the floor, in- 
tended to answer my suggestions with reference to the objection- 
able features of this bill to which I had called the attention of 
the House. What difference does the contention he makes with 
regard to the ‘‘ insolvent debtor” have on the argument which I 
presented? My contention was, and is, that in the present condi- 
tion of the country no bill of this character should be passed at 
all. It is not a question of “‘solvency” or “insolvency.” Itisa 
question of policy. No bill, I claim, should be passed like this at 
this time. 

The gentleman must not forget the fact that the mercantile 
business, especially, has suffered severely in the last few years. 
That fact the gentleman must know. He must know that among 
the retail dealers throughout the country many have gone to the 
wall; that many have suffered seriously, and under the condi- 
tions now prevailing others are tottering toward a fall. It is 
true that some have survived. But under the definitions given 
in this bill, or which will be given by the courts of law to its 
provisions as it comes up for construction, even those who have 
survived, in many instances, could be forced into bankruptcy 
under other provisions of the bill. And I say, deliberately, that 
if this bill becomes a law more than one-half of the merchants 
throughout the country can be thrown into bankruptcy under 
some of its provisions. Why? Because you may suspect the 
man to be insolvent; you may claim that because, probably, 
if his property were put up for sale under the terms of this bill, it 
would not pay his debts. If that is to be the test, you will find 
that more than one-half of the people of the country are bank- 
rupt at the very start. 

If a man, in the ordinary course of business, finds it necessary 
to obtain a loan from a bank, under certain conditions he might 
be adjudged a bankrupt if this bill becomes a law. They can not 
make their business profitable. They can not borrow money, can 
not obtain a loan from their bank, because you make it a “‘sus- 
picious act” under this bill, and provide that they have committed 
an act of bankruptcy in doing so; and so you make it impossible 
for them to proceed in the ordinary way of conducting business. 
You therefore immediately declare them insolvent, and make it 
impossible for them to proceed with their business except in the 
insolvent court. Is that justice? Is that reason? Is that a relief 
to the people of the country? Yousimply put them at the feet of, 
and subject to, the mercy of the ‘‘credit committee” we have 
heard so inuch of during this discussion. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, before this bill becomes a law, even while it 
is being ooustene’, the wholesale merchants have organized the 
**committee of credit,” for the purpose of putting every man in 
bankruptcy who does not and can not pay his bills at once. Is it 
possible that such a thing as that should be done? Is this House 
ready to proceed to such an extreme as that? The wholesalers, as 
we are told, have met in convention and have appointed com- 
mittees to proceed in all sections of the country. There are spies 
to be set on the business of every man, and opportunities under 
the bill you offer by their connivance to declare each one a bank- 
rupt. They go, for instance, and demand paeee of their debts. 
They claim that the property in hand will not pay the debt, and 
if the poor merchant undertakes to get money from the bank or a 
loan to pay his bills, they at once, under the operation of this law, 
put him in bankruptcy! 

The creditor takes his property, takes his all, and what he gets 
is adischarge. But what does that mean, except to brand him as 
a bankrupt and a dishonest man? I protestagainstit. And, Mr. 
Speaker, if it is dishonest to protest against a proceeding of this 
kind, I accept the term; but I deny it. It has become the fashion 
is this country, and especially in this House, to denounce as dis- 
honest every man who raises his voice to protest against the ag- 
gressions of wealth in its effort to secure the property of the poor 
and drive them further into courts of bankruptcy, to make their 
lines harder, and to take from them their substance. If that be 
dishonesty, then I fear not the epithet. But the dishonesty is on 
the other side. It comes from the insatiate greed of the capitalist, 
who desires, after having got the poor man in his clutches, to take 
his all. 

More than that, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacry] has 
well said that this law is for the purpose of taking litigation from 
the local courts, taking it out of the State courts, and compelling 
the poor man to go to the Federal court at a distance to have his 
case tried by a jury unknown to him; to have his case tried at 
great expense in courts distant from his home. It is for the pur- 
pose of instituting a system of collecting debts in the Federal 
courts, or else to compel men to buy goods of this credit commit- 
tee and their representatives. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 
r. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker—— 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I should like the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] to giveme ten minutes. I wasone of tha 
unfortunates who had ten minutes and yielded it to the committee, 

Mr. HENDERSON. I do not control the time to-day. I am 
willing, however, to ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania be allowed to proceed for ten minutes. He 
knocked at the general door during the last three days, but we 
could not let himin. I trust the House will indulge him for ten 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ma- 
HON] asks that he may have ten minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I intend to support this bill and 
vote for it if the involuntary feature is allowed to remain in the 
bill. If stricken out, I do not know exactly whatI shall do. [ 
want to say in reply to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] that 
I had some years’ experience under the bankruptcy law of 1867 as 
a register, and in my observation three things grew out of that 
act that are prevented by this act. The first was the great incon- 
venience that was made by the bill for the voluntary and the invol- 
untary bankrupt. The second was the excessive fees that were 
allowed to be charged in that bill. The other was the allowing 
the register to hold his meetings wherever he saw proper. 

Now. Mr. Speaker, under this bill these things have all been 
corrected. There is no inconvenience to the involuntary bank- 
rupt that the voluntary bankrupt must not undergo. The ex- 
penses to the involuntary bankrupt are no greater than to the 
voluntary. 

I have listened to the speeches of gentlemen who oppose the in- 
voluntary clause, and I find that they are hostile to the Federal 
courts and to the Federal marshals, denouncing the Federal courts 
as administering justice with partiality and the United States 
marshals as being selected from the scum of this nation and gen- 
erally a class of scoundrels. Notwithstanding this assertion, 
Mr. Speaker, these people who op the involuntary clause in 
this bankruptcy law are willing that their friends shall go into 
the Federal courts, lay their property down, and have it divided 
by the same marshals and by the same United States judges when 
they voluntarily go into bankruptcy. 

Certainly, if these courts are good enough, if there is enough 
integrity in them, and if the marshals are officers who can be re- 
lied upon to settle up the estates of voluntary bankrupts whom 
you are so anxious shall have the opportunity to go into Federal 
courts, why are not these courts proper institutions for the invol- 
untary bankrupt to have his estate in. 

But I will tell you the reason, Mr. Speaker. My experience, and 
that of every man who has had much to do with the old bank- 
ruptcy law, has been that where one man files a voluntary petition 
in bankruptcy four men have been compelled to come in under 
the involuntary clause. 

Now, as a jurisdictional fact in involuntary proceedings, the 
person must be proved a bankrupt. Under this bill a creditor 
must file a bond as soon as he files his petition, and if he fails to 
prove the debtor a bankrupt, then the petitioning creditor must 

av all the costs and expenses of the proceeding. If a man is 
Ehent a bankrupt, the same law, the same courts, and the same 
officers that apply the law to the voluntary bankrupt apply it to 
the involuntary. 

It is a very nice law which provides that a man can go into the 
world and secure large quantities of goods on credit, then take his 
time to dispose of them, giving the property to his wife, to his 
son, or to any other person to whom he never owed a dollar, can 
act dishonestly with his creditors, and, after he has done all this, 
go into the courts and file a petition and ask this Government to 
throw a blanket over him to protect him from the creditors whom 
he has outraged. That is a nice law. ; 

Mr. Speaker, if we are to have a bankruptcy law at all that is 
to give the creditors of this nation an opportunity to make their 
debtors do what is right in the face of God and man, that law 
must have an involuntary clause in it. Why, there is not a com- 
munity in this country that is not infested with commercial vul- 
tures—men who go into the world and get credit, having no other 
purpose than to defraud those who give them large stocks of 
goods or indorse their paper in the ba It is the experience of 
every lawyer in this country and in the House that men who have 
large property interests received at the hands of men who are 
willing to trust them, when the time of pressure would come 
would ascertain that in the long ago they had received from their 
wives three, four, or five hundred dollars of her inheritance, and 
then, with the interest on that, they would make a claim running 
into thousands of dollars. 

Then, again, he would think of his sons, who had worked for 
him without any thought of recompense and without any thought 
on the part of the father that they were to be paid, and suddenly dis- 
covers that he owes them large sums of money which they should 
have been given in their boyhood days; and soitis the experience 
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of business men that the commercial vultures of this country will 

ile up judgment after judgment in your courts and have execu- 

ons from one to hundreds of thousands of dollars, sweeping away 
all their estates by people to whom the man did not owe a dollar. 
If a business man is brought into court to be declared a bankrupt, 
he has a full opportunity to beheard. If he has Le ee and is not 
a bankrupt, and if he can show that his business sheet has been a 
clean one, petition will be dismissed. My experience is that the 
creditors are more willing to help keep him out of the bankruptcy 
court than they are to put himintoit. If you donot pass a bill like 
this, with the involuntary clause, then you rob the business men 
of this country by allowing a scoundrel, who has taken his prop- 
erty and given it away to people he does not owe, to deliberately 
rob his creditors, and you will allow him to go in with a little 
remnant of his property, hand it over to the court, allow them to 
distribute it, and then ask the court to discharge him from ras- 
cally deeds. 

Mr. COONEY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 

uestion? 

Mr. MAHON. Certainly. 

Mr.COONEY. Doesthe gentleman consider that the voluntary 
feature of this bill is against rascals only? 

Mr. MAHON. I simply believe that the voluntary features of 
this bill will permit thousands of rascals in this country to take 
advantage of it. 

Mr. COONEY. I should like to ask the gentleman one question 
further, and that is if it is a safe and proper measure for this 
Congress to pass? 

Mr. MAHON. I say that this bill is a very proper bill. I say 
that there are thousands of men who will take their property and 
dispose of it, and then collect the little remnant and ask for a dis- 
charge. Now, sir, what can anyone think of the honesty of a 
business man who will undertake to prefer creditors in a fraudu- 
lent way and deprive men of their rights who have trusted him 
with their goods. I want a clause that wiil bring these men into 
the courts and — them to disgorge and lay down the prop- 
erty and give it to those to whom it pe Rhee morally belongs. 
Mr. Speaker, we have heard a great deal about the grasping cred- 
itor. Iam one of the men who say that when a man gets the 

roperty of a man who sells his goods or indorses his note in the 
co , that his creditor has as full and complete a right to the pro- 
tection of the laws of his country as the debtor or the man who 
has received his indorsement. I do not pro to vote for any 
law without the involuntary clause, which will be like the handle 
on a ing, all on one side. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Do you not think that cred- 
itors are protected from fraudulent debtors in the State of Penn- 
sylvania? 

Mr. MAHON. No,sir. If I had $50,000 in property under the 
laws of the State of Pennsylvania, and your State, and other 
States, give me a little time and I will put it in such a shape that 
you can not reach it, or any other creditor. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Ido not know about the law 
of the State of Pennsylvania, but I can assure the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania that if he were to attempt to make a fraudulent use 
of the laws of the State of Mississippi, he would find it a very 
difficult matter. 

Mr. MAHON. If he had a judgment of any court in his favor, 
no citizen and no honest creditor can attack it, because he is not 
a an creditor. 

r. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
transfer? 

Mr. MAHON. Unless you are a judgment creditor you can not 
do that in Pennsylvania. That is the lawin many of the States in 
this Union. You could indict him for fraud, but it would be hard 
to prove it. Now, Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of the passage of 
this law. I have the utmost confidence in the judgment and hon- 
esty of the marshals. I am not afraid that any man is going to 
have any injustice done him by this bill. The trouble here is that 
many gentlemen want the involuntary clause struck ont because 
they do not want the creditor from the East to come in and have 
an even share with the home creditors. They prefer to take them 
into the home courts and divide the assets, while those outside of 
the State remain unpaid. I have heard that asserted here on the 
floor of the House. 

Mr.COONEY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Manon] who has just spoken has a happy way of classifying 
people under this bill—the involuntary feature is for the virtuous 
and the voluntary feature for the rascals. 

Mr. MAHON. I did not say so. I said the rascals could take 
advan of it. 

Mr. COONEY. The gentleman laid much stress on the oppor- 
tunities that a merely voluntary bankrupt bill would give to ras- 
cals, while he did not refer to the rascals who would be given the 
es to harass and destroy their debtors by the involuntary 

tures of the bill. 
There is one subject connected with this bill that I desire to call 
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attention to fora moment. That subject is one of such peculiar 

right and privilege to the debtor under the State laws that any 

amount of fraud or criminal conduct on his part can not affect. 

I refer to the debtor’s homestead. There is no provision in this 

bill which satisfactorily and clearly defines and protects the home- 

— of the bankrupt as now exists in the laws of the several 
tates. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I beg to differ with the gentleman. 
The bill expressly recognizes the exemption given by the laws of 
the several States—all of those exemptions. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. On page 26, section 5, you will find that this 
act shall not affect the allowance to bankrupts of the exemptions 
now prescribed by the State laws in force at the time of filing the 

tition. 
o> COONEY. The words of this bill are: 

The act shall not affect the allowance to bankrupts of the speuptions 


which are prescribed in the State laws in force at the time of the filing of 
the petition, etc. 























































































It is possible that a proper interpretation of these words would 
include the homestead, but I do not like the apparent lack of gen- 
erosity of expression usod in excepting from the provisions of 
this bill a subject of so much importance to the debtor. 

When sections and pages and chapters are devoted to define the 
title and interest which the creditor has not only in the property 
and person of the bankrupt, but in his soul likewise; when the 
authors of this bill, after having rifled and exhausted all the dic- 
tionaries of the law and the English language, tacitly admit their 
deficiency and compile a new dictionary of their own and add it 
to this bill as a part thereof, it appears to me that the scant ex- 

ression of the fifth section about exemptions indicates, at the 
east, a contempt for the debtor’s homestead that is liable to ex- 
cite suspicion. 

If it is the intention of section 5 to preserve the homestead, that 
intention should be so expressed as to cover the various homestead 
acts throughout the Union, and leave nothing to presumption, 
nothing to doubt, nothing to the technical construction of courts. 

The homestead is the citadel of the family, the refuge of inde- 
pendent See the nursery of American liberties. There is 
no institution in this country that is as hateful to the eye of the 
creditor as the law-protected homestead, and all the moral and 
immoral forces of credit are naturally and forever being directed 
toward its destruction, and I fear that the spirit of this bill is in 
alliance with those forces. 

Mr. LANHAM. Are not homesteads exempted under the laws 
of the States? 

Mr. COONEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LANHAM, So they will be under this bill. 

Mr. COONEY. This bill is notaStatelaw. Itis to bea United 
States law, and to be administered wholly in the Federal courts. 
The word ‘‘ homestead” is not used once in the bill; it is the only 
word in the language that is left out of it. The subject is only 
presumed to be included in the scant language of the fifth section. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Will the gentleman allow me a sug- 
gestion? 

Mr. COONEY. Yes. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Are not those the exemptions to which 
the gentleman has referred? He refers, does he not, to property 
that can not be reached by execution? 

Mr. COONEY. Well! 

Mr. RAY of New York. Those exemptions aregvhat you are 
talking about, are they not? 

Mr. COONEY. They are. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Very well. Now, if you will turn to 
section 5 of this bill, on page 26, under the heading “ Exemption 
of bankrupts,” you will find this language: 

This act shall not affect the allowance to bankrupts of the exemptions 
which are prescribed by the State laws in force at the time of the filing of 
the petition. 

Mr. COONEY. That is the section I have been talking about, 
It does not contain the words ‘‘exemption” or ‘‘attachment” nor 
the expression of ‘‘exemptions of personal property and real 
estate.” I have no doubt that the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Ray], who is a member of the committee that has con- 
structed this bill, is fully assured in his own mind that the home- 
stead is included in the language of the fifth section. Every man 
in this House might agree with him, but I would have it in such j 
language that it might not be disputed outside of this House, any- i 















































































































where, nor on any occasion. This bill, if it becomes a law, has f 
got to pass through the ordeal of legal construction and interpre- 5 
tation in every section and in every word, not in the State courts i 


that have nourished the institution of homestead, but in the Fed- 
eral courts, where it is a stranger and will be looked upon with 
suspicion. 

e trend and logic of the law is to separate the statute of al- 
lowance of exemptions in personal property from the statute 
which gives a homestead title to real estate. The law that gov- 
erns and the rights that spring from each are different. The bare 
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use of the expression of ‘allowance of exemptions” in my State, 
among lawyers and laymen alike, is generally applicable to a 
debtor's interest in his personal property. In Miso uri we now 
have seven volumes of the Digest of the Decisions of the Appellate 
and Supreme Courts. In the early volumes under the subject 
“Exemptions,” the reader is simply cited to the subjects ‘*‘ Execu- 
tion,” “ Attachment,” ‘“‘ Homestead,” etc.; but in the last two vol- 
umes the decisions relating to exemptions in personalty alone are 
collected under the title ‘‘ Exemptions.” 

This bill carries the subject of the homestead into a new court. 
It will be the signal for a life-and-death struggle between debtor 
and creditor. The homestead is of such transcendent value and 
of so much greater importance to the debtor than his mere exemp- 
tions in personalty that I do not think that I stand merely on a 
“quibble” when I insist that it be protected by more significant 
language than the bare expression of ‘‘allowance of exemptions.” 

The authors of this bill say it is in substance the Torrey bill 
with ‘friendly amendments.” 

On this subject of exemptions the Torrey bill reads as follows: 

This act shall not affect the property of bankrupts exempted from proc- 
ess for the collection of debts under the State laws in force at the time of the 
filing of the petition, etc. 

There is no doubt about this language covering the homestead 
of the bankrupt. The ‘friendly amendment” made here does 
not certainly reach out in the direction of the bankrupt. 

There is nothing in the balance of this bill to relieve the sus- 
picion raised by the meager, general, vague, and equivocal ex- 
pression of the fifth section. 

Now, admitting that the homestead is included in the fifth sec- 
tion as effectually as words could make it, I then hold that the 
spirit and operation of this bill will be inimical to the bankrupt’s 
homestead, Gentlemen who are pressing this measure assert that 
it protects all the rights of homestead as they are now protected 
to the creditor under his own State laws. I believe these tle- 
men to be perfectly sincere in their expressions, but I would much 
prefer to see those expressions incorporated in the bill than sim- 
ply falling from their lips. In the bill they can not be found. 

‘The safety of the homestead as it now exists lies in the State 
statutes and rules of procedure for setting it apart to the debtor. 
This procedure is not adopted or resommended by any provision 
in this bill. It is absolutely and directly ignored and set aside by 
the substitution of another procedure, and power is given to the 
trustee of the bankrupt’s estate to ‘“‘set apart the bankrupt’s ex- 
emptions and report the items and estimated value thereof to the 
court,” 

What court? The Federal court. What trustee? The trustee 
that is appointed by the creditors and advised by them inall his pro- 

ings. Are there any rules by which the trustee is to be gov- 
erned in setting apart exemptions? Notone. He can act in the 
matter as he pleases, with the pleasure of the creditors who have 
selected him for that office. He has to report to the court and the 
court can approve or reject. If there is an injustice done the 
creditor he has a right to go to the court and so convince it 
against the power of the trustee and the creditors. The court 
has a right to “determine all claims of bankrupts to their ex- 
emptions,” to ‘‘cause the estates of bankrupts to be collected, 
reduced to money and distributed, and determine controversies in 
relation thereto.” And all this is done by the court through the 
trustee. 

Thus every safeguard now thrown around the homestead may 
be mown down like grass before the keen edge of the provisions 
of this act when put inoperation. The right of a foreign tribunal 
to sell the homestead of the debtor without restraint, without ref- 
erence to its value or condition, destroys the motive of humanity 
and good citizenship that prompted its existence in the several 
States of the Union. The homestead may be worth very little in 
money, but is priceless when in a home, to him whom it shelters; 
and under this law it may be turned into an instrument in the 
hands of a bold and selfish creditor to wring blood money from 
the debtor his family and his friends. 

We have had three national bankrupt bills in this country, and 
each in turn has proved itself out of ony with the spirit of 
the American people, and the last one has left traces of its infamy 
deep in the memories of those who came within the influences of 
its operation. 

In the meantime the States have been building up and perfect- 
ing their commercial laws and protecting the rights of both cred- 
itor and debtor in a spirit of justice and wisdom. We admit that 
those laws are neither perfect nor uniform throughout the coun- 
try, but they are as perfect as conditions will permit, and as uni- 
form as the peoples, their prejudices, their habits, their locations, 
their sources of wealth, their wants and aspirations. There isa 
moral uniformity which springs from nature and conditions which 
is preferable to statute-made conformity. 

The Federal Government has abandoned again and —. its 
efforts to legislate for the States on this subject. It has itted 
ite incompetency. The States are great experimental stations, 





giving object lessons to each other and solving the problems of 
good government at those depths of human society that are beyond 
the reach of the Federal Government; rd are tiazin g the shin- 
ing pathway of that great nationhood of the American people 
which is but in its infancy; their aim is high, their hopes are great, 
and they will again, as ame need before, spurn with contempt an 
effort on the part of the Federal Government to taint the yout 
TA po nationhood with the element of common bankruptcy, 
plause. 

Mr. LE . Inres to the remarks just made on the sub- 
ject of exemptions I wish to say that Iam quite certain that in 
the State of Ohio the word ‘“‘ exemptions” would not be suffi- 
cient to accomplish the purpose which seems to be designed by 
this bill, for the reason in our State we have provisions for 
homesteads and also provisions for other exemptions. In other 
words, in addition to homestead exemptions we have provisions 
for the exemption of certain personal property. It seems to me 
that if we would insert after the word ‘‘ the,” in the fourteenth 
line of page 26, three additional words, we would make the provi- 
sion applicable to the State of Ohio and possibly to the other 
States of the Union. Therefore, at the proper time I propose to 
move to amend by Se ee the word ‘‘the” the words 
‘homestead and other;” so that the language will read: 

This act shall not affect the allowance to bankrupts of the homestead and 
other exemptions which are prescribed by the State laws. 

In my opinion, that would probably be sufficient in 
our State and ibly in other States. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Speaker, in five minutes I shall not 
have time to present my views in full upon this measure. I had 
hoped to take part in general debate and had secured some 
time for that purpose; but work upon a committee kept me from 
the floor of the House. I shall only have time now to devote my- 
self to one or two questions pertaining to this bill. And the one 

uestion of importance is that of involuntary bankruptcy. From 
debates on this floor I gather that all members here—certainly 
a large majority of them—favor a provision for voluntary bank- 
ruptcy, so that all those opposing a system of involuntary bank- 
ruptcy favor those sections of law which permit a debtor to go 
into the Federal court as he chooses and appeal to that court to 
discharge him from his debts. Now, let us look a little at the 
philosophy of this matter. We want to be consistent. Debtor 
and creditor should stand upon the same footing. If I buy of you 
a@ thousand dollars’ worth of goods and take the goods, we have 
made a contract—executed on your part; and why should you not 
have full right to compel me to execute it on my part? It is an 
executory contract so far as that is concerned. 

Now, a bankrupt law which provides for a debtor going into 
the United States court to procure his discharge is a law in favor 
of the debtor. But why should not the man from whom he buys 
the goods or from whom he borrows the money have the same 
right of appeal to the same court that he has? Is there any jus- 
tice in excluding him from the one court to which the debtor has 
the right to appeal? Is it possible that the people of this country 
will say that the debtor shall have the right of appeal to a court to 
—— the creditor may not also apply for relief? I do not be- 

eve it. 

Now, another thing. I submit that the creditor, when he has 
en into a contract with a man who is then solvent, but who 
afterwards becomes a bankrupt, shall have the same right to ap- 
— to the courts to compel the performance of the contract that 

e debtor would have the right to appeal to. It would be an out- 
rage if it should be maintained as between the creditor and the 
debtor that. one had rights before the law which the other had not. 

It is said, and has been said in this discussion, that the Federal 
court is a court of hardship. The debtor appeals to it. He may 
appeal to be discharged from the debt of the crediter-— 

he SPEAKER. time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

that the gentleman from Ohio be permitted to have five minutes 


longer. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Now,I submit that if the United States 
court can be appealed to by one party to a contract, it ought to be 
appealed to by the other party to the same contract; and if it is a 
fair court for the one party to appeal to it is equally a fair court 
for the other party to al to. 

Now, let me see. A debtor goes into the United States court 
and asks a discharge from his debts. The creditor feels that that 
debtor is concealing eee. He knows that he is concealing 
pears, Without this involuntary clause the creditor is abso- 

utely powerless. He sees that debtor go into the United States 
court and there procure a discharge from his debts while be is 
virtually stealing thousands of dollars’ worth of property, and the 
creditor ho gtaper to appeal to the same court where that debtor 
has planted his suit. 
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, the debtor is adjudged a bankrupt. If the involun 
part of this bill prevails, it enables the creditor to have him ad- 
judged an involuntary bankrupt, in order that he may test the 
question of his dishonor in covering up his p rty. But the 
very moment he does that, gentlemen upon the other side say that 
the Federal court is a court of dishonor that will rob the debtor. 
He has appealed to it, and the very act of appealing to it is the act 
of bankruptcy which ought to give the creditor the right to ap- 
peal to it and to uncover the property which is fraudulently con- 
cealed, and which can be uncovered in that very court. 

Now, do you say that it ought not to be done? I submit to you 
that it ought to be done. In the first place, the involuntary part 
of this bill will harm no debtor more than he can be harmed in a 
State court. The —— of all our States are allowed toa 
man. In many of our Western States aman can be worth $50,000, 
and yet not be reached by an execution. There are some of our 
Western States where a man, having a city lot of 2 acres of land, 
can have that and all the buildings upon it exempted from levy 
or execution. And how much a man can be worth in the State 
of Texas or the State of California and not be touched for his 
debts, God only knows, I do not. He can have everything he can 
pile on the ground. He can not be harmed. 

We ought to have this bankruptcy law. I want it as against 
the State from which my brother Manon comes, the State of 
Pennsylvania. They have there what they call “ tight notes.” 
You give a note y over in Pennsylvania due in four years, 
and in fifteen minutes a fellow may enter it up as a lien on your 
land. A manout inanother State, not knowing of it, waits until 
his debt falls due, and then he wants his money. When he gots 
there, he learns that the debtor in the State of Pennsylvania 
had a judgment entered up in favor of his wife, and they proceed 
to sell the property,and he is absolutely powerless. Why? Be- 
cause he has not got a judgment, andcan not attack this ju ent 
in a Pennsylvania court. Now,I submit that for protection as 
against Brother Manon’s State of Pennsylvania we ought to have 
the involuntary feature of this law. 

Now, it is all nonsense to talk about creditors being thieves and 
scoundrels, The same man may be a debtor and a creditor. The 
country merchant buys his stock of goods and becomes the debtor 
of the Eastern man. He sells his stock to the country people 
around and becomes their creditor. Is one half of him a scoun- 
drel and the other half an honest man? Shall the one half of him 
appeal to the United States court to be discharged from his debt 
and the other half of him, because he is a c tor, be denied the 
same course? I submit not. I submit that this law is very care- 
fully drawn. 

Now, some gentlemen have spoken of their experience under the 
old law of 1867. Ihada good deal of it. I say to them that I 
never saw creditors undertake to oppress debtors. Creditors do 
not do it and will not do it so long as there is an opportunity for 
them to collect their money, and eee when under this law 
every time they appeal to the United States court, before the 
debtor is served, or within a certain number of days, they must 
give a bond which covers not only the expense of the debtor and 
the attorney fees, but all possible which may result to 
him by virtue of that process. Do eves creditors are going 
to rush in and give such a bond? t bond must be signed by 
two sureties within the j ction of the court. Do you sup- 
pose they are going to play with their money in that way unless 
they have something to show for it? 

If a debtor fraudulently undertakes to cover his property, then 
there ought to be a law to compel him to surrender, and whether 
it isin the United States court or the State court I care not. 

There is not a single provision in this bill providing for the ar- 
rest of a man under the Federal jurisdiction that does not pertain 
to the State of Ohio under its present law and to nearly every 
State in this Union. A man can be arrested for the same offense 
for which he can be arrested under this law. Unless a man is 
trying to commit an act of fraud, he can not be arrested, and do 
you say a man, because he is a debtor and trying to commit an act 
of fraud, is an honorable man and should be protected against the 
man is is trying to steal from or to cheat out of his dues? 

Shall he, as a fraudulent debtor, be permitted to enter a court 
which is d to the creditor. I say, sir, it would bean outrage 
to - men having entered into a contract on the two sides 
equally, any court to which one can appeal should not be equally 
appealed to by the other; for in that way, and that way only, can 
we have justice done. 

Mr. W. of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I listened with a 
great deal of in t to the gentleman from Ohio, as I always 
do, Heseems to He under a as This is no ques- 
tion as to the relative honesty or dishonesty of Federal and State 
courts. The gentleman says: 


a th t to go into a Federal court for the purpose 
of heme pioy, why, then. should not the érediter be 
Hooft to vollect hisdebt? If hohest enough for one, 
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put his hands in the creditor’s pockets and stolen his money. 
murder is bad, rape is bad, arson is bad; but because of that are 











My answer, and the answer is a very simple one, is simply be- 


cause the Constitution of the United States has made that line of 
demarcation. 


the debtor can not apply to any other court in order to obtain a 


The Constitution of the United States states that 


discharge in bankruptcy except the Federal courts. It does not 
t the State courts to grant discharges in bankruptcy. It 
oes permit them toand they do collect debts. If the Constitution 
of the United States did not state that the debtor must go into the 
Federal courts for a discharge in bankruptcy, I for one would be 
opposed to saying it now; and I for one would be in favor of 
leaving the debtor, when he wanted a discharge from his debts, to 
get it in his State courts. In other words, Mr. Speaker, this bill, 
under the guise of doing what the Constitution permits the Fed- 
eral courts to do, namely, to discharge honest debtors from their 
obligations in bankruptcy, is attempting to conjoin with it an ad- 
dition to the jurisdiction of the Federal courts by making them 
an arm for the collection of debts against the debtors of the 
country. 

But the gentleman says there are a great many dishonest things 
in the homestead exemption laws of the various States. If so, 
this bill does not disturb them in the slightest, because it leaves 
the homestead and other exemptions untouched and untrammeled 
in their operation, as the gentleman from New York has so well 
explained. The gentleman says that a great many frauds are 


committed by many debtors everywhere against creditors. Un- 
fortunately for civilization this is also frequently true. I myself 


believe that a fraud committed by a debtor against his creditor 
whereby he gets what does not belong to him under the guise of 
law is just as bad, just as mean, just as villainous as if he had 


But 
you going to carry the jurisdiction over them into the Federal 
courts? 


I believe that the State courts—I know that the State courts of 
Mississippi—will protect creditors in their honest endeavors to 
obtain their just debts. There has never been since the sun rose 
on any law-governed country a State where there was a fairer ad- 
ministration of justice between debtors and creditors. And in 
my own State we do not have the excessive exemptions of which 
the gentleman complains. I combat, I resent any bill, no matter 
what it is, brought into the Congress of the United States which, 
read between the lines, by insinuation, express or implied, reflects 
upon the fairness of the courts of my State. I do not believe it is 
necessary to relegate these matters to Federal court jurisdiction 
in order that justice may be administered between debtor and 
creditor in the collection of debts. 

It may be in the State of Pennsylvania, for all I know. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania has said that it is. I know it is 
not necessary in the State of Mississippi, and I am one of those 
who do not favor constant addition to the jurisdiction of the 
Federal courts. Frankly, I am jealous of the constant accretions 
to the jurisdiction of the Federal courts. I believe that the nearer 
the court is to the home of the citizens the better it is for the citi- 
zen. Your sincerity in this regard will be tested when an amend- 
ment to this bill will be offered to have these referees provided for 
in the bill hold their courts at the county seat of each county and 
to have juries empaneled to try the issues between citizens in 
matters of petition to force involuntary bankruptcy. I believe 
that justice ought to be administered where possible at the very 
doorstep of the citizen. I see no good to be done by taking out 
of the State courts the administration of matters now determined 
by State laws and determining them by summary proceedings for 
the collection of debts in the Federal courts under the guise and 
name of ‘‘involuntary bankruptcy.” 

Mr. RAY of New York. Do you not know that this bill does 
not do any such thing? 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I know that this bill does that 


very thing, and I know that you gentlemen have boasted that it 
does. Notin so many words; but you have done what I say in 
No. 1 of section 2, No. 3 of section 2, and No. 7 of section 2. I 


can not give themall. In many clauses you have given as causes 
for throwing a man into involuntary bankruptcy causes that exist 
in the State laws as causes of attachment proceedings. 

Indeed, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Burke] defended the 
bill on that identical ground—that these causes which would 
throw a man into involuntary bankruptcy were not harsh, ‘‘ be- 
cause they were a mere repetition of the causes of attachment in 
the several States.” [Applause. | 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's time has expired. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Speaker, not having had an opportunity 
to participate in the general debate on the bill, I simply wish an 
ee now to say that Iam opposed to the principle of the 

. In the first place, I am especially opposed to this particular 
provision of it which throws a man into bankruptcy at the will 
and, perhaps, at the caprice of his creditor, when he has simply 
failed for thirty days to meet his obligations; and, further, that it 
not only throws him into bankruptcy, but on the affidavit ofa 
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single person, supposed to be interested in the case, he is put 
under the charge of a United States marshal and kept, as it were, 
in imprisonment. 

It contains no authority for actual imprisonment, but if I had 
to take my choice between a secluded spot somewhere in the dark 
recesses of a prison or be chained or handcuffed to a United States 
marshal, I should take the darkness of the prison cell. In the 
first place, I want to say that there are, to my mind, serious 
objections to the provisions of this bill when they come to its 
application in practice. People perhaps hundreds of miles distant 
from the United States courts may be dragged up to these courts 
for the adjudication of their claims or claims against them, and it 
becomes expensive to them, and most certainly troublesome and 
annoying to them. 

I am further opposed to it because I look with grave apprehen- 
sion upon the progress of that movement, which seems to beconstant 
and insidious, of transferring from the State courts to the United 
States courts the common business transactions of this country. 
The provisions of this bill arrange to transfer the business of the 
people of the country, which may be easily transacted in their 
own circuit courts at home, to the different circuit and district 
courts of the United States. You have first, by a system of legis- 
lation which has brought a large per cent of our people to the 
verge of pauperism, made it impossible for them to pay their debts. 
You have by such legislation created bankrupts, and now you 
want to make them criminals because they are bankrupts—a relic 
of the barbarism of past ages. 

I say to gentlemen on the other side that if they would take the 
money that is locked up in the United States Treasury—nearly 
four Ladeed millions of silver dollars—and put it into circula- 
tion in payment of Government obligations, you would have fewer 
bankrupts and less necessity for bankrupt legislation. I have not 
attempted to go into the details of different parts of this bill, for 
I frankly confess that I am unable todoso. Ihave not had the 
time todo so. I will not trespass upon the time of the House now 
in attempting to do so, but I wish to enter this protest against 
making the United States courts collecting agencies for the great 
commercial and banking interests of the country. It is a fact 
that has been admitted by gentlemen on the other side of the 
question that a large percentage of the people in the large com- 
mercial centers are in favor of this bill, while agricultural people 
and small dealers are against it, and I am with the latter class. 

Mr. GREENE. Mr. Speaker, this is not a political measure, 
and I am somewhat sorry to find gentlemen on either side of this 
Chamber attempting to — their arguments in such a way as to 
draw political lines on a bill of this kind. I know a great many 
Republicans out in my State who are bankrupts; I know, too, a 
great many Democrats and a great many Populists who are bank- 
rupts. I think we shall find bankrupts scattered here and there 
all over the country; they belong to no particular party. People 
who are greatly in debt and who can not pay their debts are 
interested in the passage of some kind of a bankruptcy bill which 
will enable them to be relieved from the demands of their cred- 
itors and to start again in life with their hands untied. And 
there is no politics in a measure which proposes to give such re- 
lief—none in the world. I receive letters every few days on this 
subject, some of them from Republicans, some from Populists, 
and some from Democrats, suggesting to me that the country 
needs bankruptcy legislation. 

Now, I wish to say there is nothing so hard and severe in the 
present bill as some gentlemen think there is. There is sucha 
thing as a man getting scared before he is hurt. That old saying 
that ‘‘ the wicked flee when no man pursueth” might be applicable 
to some men touching this bankruptcy bill. It is said that there 
are certain causes named in this bill for which men may be 
thrown into bankruptcy which are improper, and there is won- 
derful alarm that creditors are going to jump on the debtors of 
the country and throw them into bankruptcy. Now, let us see 
whether this will occur, and on this point I should like to have 
the patient attention of the House for a little while. 

Now, I fail to find in this bill a single act, named as an act of 
bankruptcy, for which an attachment would not be allowed in 
the State in which I reside, and in a majority of the States of this 
Union. Under the laws of most of the States the man who gets 
in first with an attachment obtains a prior lien upon the property 
of the debtor. Now, suppose there is residing in my State a man 
who is insolvent; he has a stock of merchandise. A man from 
New England or the Middle States who happens to get on the 
ground first and obtains an attachment levies upon the eaeeny 
of that debtor or secures a chattel mortgage with immediate de- 
livery, as is sometimes done, and thus he obtains advantage over 
everybody else. 

Now, is there not double the danger under these conditions that 
the creditor will jump in and attach the property of the poor 
debtor, when by doing so he obtains an advantage over the other 
creditors, than there is of his throwing the debtor into bankruptcy 
when he obtains no advantage by doing so? I want gentlemen to 


think about that. Let me make myself perfectly clear to every- 
one who may not have em of the question. Here is a man 
living in your town who is about to fail—that is, he is in a condi. 
tion where, unless he be properly treated, he will go to the wall, 
Now, the first creditor who gets to your town and puts an attach. 
ment upon the property of t debtor secures a preference over 
other creditors. If he can do that, there is a strong incentive for 
him to levy the attachment and to doit upon much less ground 
than he would if by doing so he obtained no advantage over other 
creditors. 

I have known instances where creditors have taken a large risk 
in levying attachment upon the goods of a debtor, because by tak- 
ing that risk, if they could make the attachment stick, they would 
secure payment of their claim to the exclusion of other creditors, 
But if they had been unable to get any advantage over other 
creditors by filing an attachment they would have waited a long 
time before they would have taken the extraordinary risks of fail- 
ing in the attachment and a consequent suit on the attachment 


nd. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Where there are State insolvency laws that 
would not be the case. 

Mr. GREENE. Iam speaking about the attachment laws exist- 
ing in the majority of the States. 

‘Here the hammer fell. ] 
r. SIMPSON of Kansas. I ask that the gentleman from Ne- 
braska [Mr. GREENE] be allowed five minutes more. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GREENE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to speak briefly with 
reference to the exemption clauses of this bill, which some gen- 
tlemen here do not seem to understand; at least their questions 
would so indicate. There is aclause in this bill providing that 
the exemptions allowed by the several States shall be allowed 
under this bill; for instance, where a State has provided that a 
homestead shall be exempt from levy and sale, there is the same 
exemption under this bill, 

Now, in the State where I live the debtor may have 160 acres of 
land exempt from levy and sale, provided the land does not ex- 
ceed in value $2,000. There is also an exemption in favor of farm 
machinery and a certain number of horses and hogs less than 6 
months old; and there is provision for exempting food for his 
stock for six months, and numerous other things. nder the pro- 
visions of this bill all that property of whatsoever kind and char- 
acter will be exempt in the bankruptcy court. In other words, 
the same exemption, great or small, which your State may have 
wraps for the protection of the debtor will be secured under 
this bill. 

And so it strikes me, upon the whole investigation of the bill, 
that it is not nearly so dangerous as some men seem tothink. I 
would rather vote for a voluntary bankruptcy law; but I want to 
say to you that the demand of this country is so great at this time 
that if I can not get tu vote for a voluntary bankruptcy law, I will 
vote for this bill rather than taxe no bill at all. ere is a great 
demand throughout this country, among the men who have strug- 
= and toiled, not scoundrels and thieves, but men who have 

abored against adverse circumstances and who can not pay their 

debts. They want the opportunity to step out into a new place, 
into a clean place, where they can start again with their heads 
above water and do business in their own names. 

There are thousands of men who, if they have that opportunity, 
will again get on their feet and take their places among our best 
business men. If they can not doit; if they are hampered at 
every turn and at every step they make by some of these credit- 
ors that we have heard so much about; if, as fast as they get a few 
dollars ahead, the money is taken away from them, or if they are 
compelled to do business in the names of their wives or of some 
of their neighbors—which so many men despise to do—that is a 
hardship and a humiliation that they ought not to be subjected to. 
They are generally good men, and but for adverse circumstances 
would not need this legislation. A man can not do his best if he 
is hampered at every turn. They want the privilege, which will 
be conferred by this bill, of being freed from the hounding of 
merciless creditors. ; . 

I am not going to discuss the causes that brought these condi- 
tions about, because they do not belong to a discussion of this bill. 
“It is a condition that confronts us now, and not a theory.” We 
have these men over the country who are in this condition, and 
whether Republicans put them there or Democrats put them there 
or Populists put them there—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. Or whether they put themselves there. 

Mr. GREENE. Or whether they put themselves there, cuts no 
figure so far as the merits of this bill are concerned. They are 
there now. They want to be enabled to put their property into a 
bankruptcy court, to turn over their property, not to pay one man 
in full and to entirely rob another, but to put their property into 
the bankruptcy court and have it equally distributed among their 
creditors, as the court shall decree; and when a ag done that, 
they have done all they can. Let them get their discharge and 
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from this. The bill may not be perfect, but it is a magnificent 
specimen of evolution in which the survival of the fittest is 


manifest. 


It is not sufficient to induce me to oppose the bill, that a few 
large commercial concerns with millions of money and agents 
everywhere, are against it; I am not induced to oppose it because 
these great concerns, with their enormous resources, can always 
arrange for their own preferences to the disadvantage of smaller 
creditors. I am in favor of the bill because, in pursuing that 
course, I am aware that it strikes a blow at the career of those 


pirates in the commercial world who, while they prey on the 
feeble debtor, rob honest creditors of their just dues, 

But 1 am especially and above all things in favor of the bill be- 
cause it lifts from the shoulders of thousands of worthy American 
citizens a burden which they can no longer carry; because it will 
release the shackled energies of enterprise and open the door of 
hope; because it will vitalize ten times ten thousand vigorous 
spirits and add untold efficiency to the forces of American civili- 
zation. Let us open wide the door of opportunity and let every 
waiting spirit in. Speed the day when every man of force and 
enterprise may come out into the epen and, with his face set toward 
the rising sun, bravely run his race with unfettered limbs and 
vigorous hope. [Applause.] 

Mr. VINCENT. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Mississippi 
{Mr. SULLIVAN] said in his remarks this morning that he was at 
@ loss to know what he should say to his constituents if he failed 
to vote for this bill. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. The gentleman is mistaken. I did not say 
that. 

Mr. VINCENT. I understood him tosay that. He says that 
he did not. Well, whether he said it or not, I will say that Iam 
more interested to know what my constituents would say to meif 
I should vote for it, and a more important question is, What would 
they do to me? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. They would not ‘‘doa thing to you.” 
fs 

Mr. VINCENT. My friend the gentleman from Missouri says 
they would not “‘doa thing to me,” and I believe he is right. 
Now, I am in favor of this amendment, but I am opposed to the 
bankruptcy bill as reported by the Judiciary Committee, because 
it seems to me that its effect will be, if it becomes a law, to injure 
those who are in debt and not to benefit them; to increase the 
number of bankrupts instead of enabling those who are now in- 
solvent, or who may hereafter become insolvent, to pay their 
debts and resame business. 

I would be glad to vote for a bill that would do justice to both 
debtor and creditor, but the pending bill seems to ignore the 
rights of the debtor. It places him at the absolute mercy of hig 
creditors. Hecan bethrown into bankruptcy and his commercial 
standing ruined, perhaps forever, if the man he owes sees fit to 
take advantage of him. He may have property that is worth ten 
times the amount of his debts, but if he owes $1,000 or more, he 
can be throwninto bankruptcy at the will of his creditors. Debts 
can not be discharged with merchandise or with any other form 
of property but dollars. 

is lw has very properly made debts and taxes payable in dol- 
lars, but the law has also made money so scarce that millions of 

ple are unable to obtain the dollars with which to pay. The 
bam governing our financial system for many years past have 
continually increased the volume of debt, while at the same time 
reducing the people’s ability to pay. Nearly every law that has 
been placed upon the statute books of this nation for the 
twenty-five years has boen written there in the interest of the 
creditor class. And the direct effect of the pending bill will be to 
give that same class still greater advantages. 

Mr. Speaker, there seems to be no dispute as to the necessity for 
a bankrupt law. On page 30of the report which is filed with this 
bill I find the following, in answer to the question, “Is a bank- 
rupt law needed?” 

The committee will suggest a few reasons for answering in the affirmative 
the question “Is a bankruptcy law needed?” From the Bureau of Statisticg 
we learn that the total number of failures in the United States from 1879 to 
1895, both inclusive, amount to 171,389; this vast number constitutes an army 
of men crippled financially—most of them active, aggressive, honest men who 


have met with misfortune in the struggle of life, and who, if eved from 


the burden of debt, would reenter the struggle with fresh hope and vigorand 
become active and useful members of society. 


What is the burden resting upon these men? From the same source we 
learn that the total liabilities from 1879 to 1895, inclusive, of the number who 
failed as just stated aggregates $2,611,521,704. 

On page 31 the committee very properly says this ‘‘shows a vast 
army of crippled men and a seadtlin load of disabilities p 
that army down,” and I am surprised, Mr. Speaker, that a b 
was not reported for their relief instead of one that will presa down 
upon them still greater. A burden of over two and one- - 
lion dollars resting upon this class of business men is only an 
index to the enormous debts resting upon 70,000,000 of pegple, 
Year by year conditions continually grow worse, and all kinds of 
remedies are tried except the right ones, 














In 1893 we were told that oupes of the eoatins clause of 
the Sherman Act would remove all obstacles that stood in the way 


of universal affluence and national welfare. An extra session of 
Congress was called to rid the country of the curse of coining 
silver dollars. After this was done, what then? The only result 
was an increase in our burdens and a multiplication of our hard- 
ships. Wewere then told that we would have to wait for “‘restored 
confidence.” The country needed the assurance that a President 
would be elected who was not an advocate of ‘‘ repudiation.” 

The ‘‘advance agent of prosperity” was elected, and he is ag 
much in advance to-day as he ever was. Then we waited several 
monthsfor the Dingley bill. That was the panacea for allour ills, 
when another extra session was called. A high tariff ‘‘ revenue 
producer” was enacted, and still there is something in the way of 
the great business boom that was to follow. The Sherman law 
was repealed; confidence was restored; the ‘‘advance agent” has 
arrived, and the oa tariff has been in operation six months, 
but the only visible evidence of prosperity is the ever-increasing 
deficit in the Treasury. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I will not pretend to deny that in certain 
sections of the country there has been some improvement in busi- 
ness. That is notably true of the wheat-growing States, and 
why? Simply because of the advance in the price of wheat. Tho 
farmer receives more money for a given amount of the at of 
his farm than he did when the price was low. In other words, 
his wages are increased because he receives more money for his 
labor. This enables him to ney meee debts and purchase more of 
the products of the factory. short, as his money increases his 
prosperity increases in like ratio. It makes business. It increases 
the demand for the things he buys, thereby benefiting all the 
men he deals with. 

This is the way, Mr. S er, to open the factories and to keep 
them open. People will buy the products of the factory when 
they have the money to buy with, and without money they can 
neither buy goods nor pay debts. All the bankrupt laws and all 
the tariff laws and all the restored confidence in the universe will 
not take the place of money. You may open your factories, but 
your goods will lie on your shelves until the consumers are able 
to — them. The consumers’ ability to buy will continue to 
grow less as long as you continue in the policy of reducing the 
prices of his products. 

The Western farmer who produced 1,000 bushels of wheat last 

ear sold it for about $750. e year before he received less than 
for the same number of bushels. Under the increased price 
he was able to pay $250 more of debt or to invest $250 more in 
products of the factory. When the price of his wheat is reduced 
to its former level his ability to buy, and consequently the de- 
mand for, the —— of other men’s labor will be reduced to 
that extent. high-priced wheat has produced a measure of 
rosperity, and no one will deny that it has, it necessarily follows 
t when the prices of all the pene ‘of labor go up the good 
results will be more evenly divided and more extensive. 

It will surely give more employment to labor and enable more 
men to pay their debts, and in yoepertion as it improves the finan- 
cial condition of the people it does away with the necessity for a 
bankruptcy law. Important aaa legislation may be, it 
seems to me that it is more important that such measures should 
be adopted as will enable the people to avoid peer It is 
better to legislate them out of their difficulties than that they 
should not get out at all, but that does not change the fact that 
their misfortunes are largely due to wicked legislative enactments. 

But, Mr. Speaker, why has the price of wheat gone up? Has 
‘* restored confidence” or the Dingley bill had anything to do with 
it? No well-informed man will make such a contention, On the 
contrary, the price of wheat went up in spite of the tariff law, tho 
gold standard, and a penly which stands behind them, Every 
man of ordinary intelligerice knows that the shortage in the 
world’s supply of wheat is the cause, and the only cause. This is 
as self-evident as the law of a demand. The natural 
demand increases every year wi increase in r- 

The demand is greater now than it has ever been before, but 
the world’s ones ous year was about 160,000,000 bushels less than 
the ovesnan. usands of people in foreign lands have starved 
to death for the want of wheat. ey are starving now and bid- 
ding against each other for our surplus, Our c was much 
= than usual, but not large enough by 160,000,000 bushels 

supply the foreign sho . Is it any wonder, under these 
circumstances, that we are able to sell our wheat for a good price? 
And can any political party claim the credit for it? 

Did the Dingley = and gold standard lagistation roduce the 
awful famine and s ti pf e Old 1d? Was the rain 
and sunshine in our own country the t 0 arr law and 
a ‘*sound-money” on? y, Mr. 8 , had it 
not been for thé fi cone for eat and other farm 

es about overp m that were made 


fo do servis mi so long would be tod ow with 
1 80 much eloquence an feeling that the Goddess of 1 on the 
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is building would be moved to tears, and the tender- 
Domne ot cectanats in the galleries would fly to the basement sa- 
loon in search of something with which to smother their emotion. 

The advance in prices resulting from the increased foreign de- 
mand for the products of our farms increases the volume of our 
money to that extent. As money becomes more plentiful it be- 
comes cheaper, and we get more money for what we have to sell. 
In other words, prices are higher. As prices of other things go 
up the price of the dollar goes down. They can not both go up 
a the same time nor down at the same time. When the price of 
the dollar down it is a cheaper dollar than it was before, and 
évery intelligent wheat grower would rather have cheap dollars 
than cheap wheat. It will not require any ar ent to convince 
a farmer who is capable of reasoning that if the sale of his prod- 
ucts this year at prices was a blessing high prices next year 
and the years following will be equally beneficial. _ 

But, Mr. Speaker, how long can he expect a continuation of 
such prices? The famine in India and in other countries will not 
likely be repeated every year. The cattle and sheep will not die 
off in foreign countries every year as they have for the past few 
years. The fore demand will in time settle down to its nor- 
mal condition, an — — down to where they were; and 
if the present gold-standard policy is continued prices will go 
even lower than they had been before. There is nothing in the 
pending bill or in the Dingley tariff law to prevent it. There is 
everything in the gold-standard policy to bring it about. 

But, Mr. Speaker, with all these conditions in our favor, with 
all the natural advantages and resources that any country could 
ask for, with the most intelligent, enterprising, and industrious 
citizens on the face of the globe, surrounded by all the comforts 
and luxuries, with everything in the way of material wealth that 
the human mind could wish for, what do we find? Hunger, and 
want, and poverty on every hand; hundreds of thousands of men 
out of employment and begging for an opportunity to earn their 
daily bread; a few thousand immensely wealthy men and a few 
millions extremely poor. I have here, Mr. Speaker, two pen 
pictures taken from the daily papers which describe the situation 
more vividly than any words of mine could doit. They are only 
samples of what may be found almost daily in the public press. 
They have become socommon that they scarcely attract attention, 
except as items of unimportant news. Here isthe first picture: 
PROFITS IN OIL—THE TRUST CLEANTD UP NEARLY $50,000,000 LAST YEAR— 

SCHEME DEVISED TO MAKE THE PER CENT SMALLER AND EVADE THE 


LAWS~—PROPOSED PLAN HAS ALREADY SENT THE STOCK UP, MAKING 
THE HOLDERS $27,000,000 RICHER. 
New York, February 11. 


Pre toward the com rehabilitation of the Standard Oil 
trust pant a. by John D. omplota rs and the other m naires 
who control the oil fie <—Sove. The trust is too unwieldy in its - 
ent shape, and the dividend which it declares eatery on its $1 


00,000,000 
of “ liquidating certificates "—which are nothing more than collateral trust 
stock certificates issued in exc for the stock of various small compa- 
ae Soman the trust—attracts much attention from the legislatures 
and people. 


When this change is to only in the councils of the company 
know, though the secret has ou’ + the reorganization plan is being 
thought out by ne minds in Dopey of the trast. When its details are 
announced the en of t be greatly surprised. It will set at 
naught all antitrust laws in the country and challenge, by its ingenious con- 
struction, the efforts of lawmakers to attack it. 

Thus far no details are vouchsafed. 
from several 


There is ie report which comes 
bel 


of the country simultaneously. t this report is so firmly 

all Street that it put up the price of Standard Oil certificates 
Wall Street belloved at the plan is to organize the whole 
with an elastic charter which will permit it to 
versified business without violation of any law. 


Wall Street that this new company will uire all the capital 
of the seventy-eight com ies composing the trust, of which at present i 
holds onlya —— put forth an entire new issue of stock, retiring the 


a fica 
t is that the ex will be on the basis of four shares of the 
new Standard Oil Company for each liquidating certificate of a par value of 
$100. When this change is to come is —a problematical. 
The dividends declared by the Stan Oil Company on its $100,000,000 of 
capital during 1897, were as follows: 





Regular 
percent. 


Extra 
per cent.| per cent. 





8 
8 
8 
8 
2 


In other words, the Standard Oil Company earned 
mous sum it turned into its surplus fund and the cost of cpesating a 
It is believed that the actual coratngy of the trust in 1897 were $50,000,000. 
These Giritende have aan pene to the following great holders in proportion 
their s : 


$33,000,000 above an enor- 


XXXI——122 





The remaining shares of the Standard Oil must be distributed among indt- 
viduals in the subsidiary comeenees. the largest holders being Clement A. 
Griscom, the Worden estate o 

rda of 
u 


Philadelphia, and Joseph Seep. Without a 
iration, Standard Oil stockholders have grown richer since Sat- 
,000,000 by the advance in the value of the stock. 

five years $110,000,000 have been handed to stockholders, as fol- 


$11, 700, 000 
21, 450,000 
21, 450,000 
80, 125, 000 
25, 000, 000 

CHIcaGo, February 11, 1898. 

The chief Chi capitalists interested in the Standard Oil properties are 
Marshall Field and Robert T. Lincoln. The stock of the Standard Oil Com- 
pen like that of several other trusts of big earning powers, is not listed at 

ew York, ag listing would require statements from time to time as to earn- 
ings, and such items of information the company zealously guards against 
making public in order to avoid legislative assaults. Hence few facts are 
ticked over the wires and local speculators have no data to attract their at- 
tention. Dividends have been paid at the rate of 3 per cent annually. The 
appreciation in the stock during the last five months has been enormous— 
about $100 a share. During the last three days the stock has been quoted at 
nearly 25 points advance. The closing yesterday was at 425, representing the 
enormous capitalization value of $425.000,000. 

Here, Mr. Speaker, is one trust that is cleaning up in net profits 
every year from twenty-five million to fifty million dollars. The 
profits of one stockholder last year amounted to $7,500,000. Tho 
value of the stock was advanced $27,000,000 inside of a few days. 
How? By the formation of a more complete trust combination, 
whereby they openly boast that they will set at naught all anti- 
trust laws and challenge the efforts of lawmakers to attack it. 
What attempt ie being put forth by the majority in this House to 
stop this gigantic robbery? None whatever. Where do these 
immense profits come from? Who pays the bills? Every dollar 
of it is the product of labor, but not the labor of those who are 
reaping the benefits. 

_ New trusts are being organized every day and it is only a ques- 
tion of time, if things go on as they have been going, when every 
business and industry in this country will be controlled by one 
vasttrust. Here is one member of this one trust accumulating 
wealth at the rate of $24,000 a day for every working day in the 
ee Does anyone pretend to say that he earns it? His income 

om this one monopoly alone amounts to more every working 
hour in the day than the average wage earner receives in seven 

years. Is it any wonder that men are striking for higher wages? 
is it any wonder that there is a crying need of bankruptcy legis- 
tion? Is it any wonder that the oil trust is able to employ the 
best legal talent in the world to so perfect their infamous organi- 
zation as to openly and boastingly defy the lawmaking power of 
the nation? 

No effort is being made by those who are sent here to represent 
the people to throttle these great combinations. We sit here 
meekly as if it were no concern of ours or of our constituents. 
Gradually the few are absorbing all the wealth, and by our ac- 
tions we practically say that a man is entitled to all he can get 
possession of without getting into the penitentiary. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, here is the second picture: 

STARVING STRIKERS—PITIABLE CONDITION OF THE COTTON-MILL OPERA- 
TIVES AT NEW BEDFORD AND OTHER POINTS IN STRIKE DISTRICT—SOUP 
HOUSES SET UP—MAD RUSH FOR A CONTRIBUTION OF FISH—WINDOW 
SMASHED BY THE EAGER AND HUNGRY CROWD. 

New Beprorp, Mass., February 1. 

The visitor to New Bediord will be struck by the thousands of idle people 
to be seen on the streets, the silent factories which give out no sign of life, 
the empty 2,000 houses which have been vacated b operatives now in refuge 
in other places; but, saddest of all, will he be struck by the destitution which 
drives men, women, and children to fish markets and soup houses, more like 
Pani, wi beasts than the thrifty employee with his deposits in the savings 

‘oll 





k, which New England economists have so persistently painted. The 
owing description from the New Bedford Evening Standard tells the 


story: 

“Ko one eutteipates that there would be an unbridled onslaught or any 
such scenes as led one young fellow who was caught in the rush at Dollard’s 
fish market to remark that if he had known beforehand what he was going 


through he would have borrowed a football rig. 
**When the distribution at Dollard’s commenced, it was intended to dis- 
tribute 500 pounds of fish which had been contributed by a Boston firm. 


Soon a crowd gathered and the sidewalk became packed, the later comers 
extending out into the street and well onto the street-car track. 
“Everything went along decently and in order for a few minutes, but the 
proceeding a’ red slow to the waiting multitude, and every one in the 
crowd was with an idea that the supply would soon be exhausted and 
that some would get left. Then a wild was started, every pody appar- 
ently nang Seeeemeed that he would not be the unfortunate. In the crush 
the men who had charge of the distribution were swept away from the bar- 
rels, ay market, and almost against the wall in the rear. One man 
t in rush, while trying to extricate himself, was forced through 
show window in front. 
the contribution from Boston was exhausted the crowd was still 
clamoring, and an —- amount from Mr. Dollard's own stock was dispensed 
before it was possible to clear the place. The breaking of the window per- 
mitted a little ruse on Mr. Dollard's part, and the passage of a dozen or two 
smoked haddock through the hole helped to transfer the excitement and the 
crowd on the sidewalk. 
“Each person was given a fish weighing 3 or 4 pounds, or half of one of 
twice that size.” 
Besides t scenes at the fish markets, half a dozen soup houses have 
been set up in the various parts of the city, around which are to be found 
en, women, and children c oring for their share. All this has been done 
deep local giv pride, which would have nes it, the efforts of 
ge of the affairs of the poor, and that mythical bank accounts 
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Here is one of the richest cotton-spinning centers in the Union, where the 
factory treasurer reigns like a king, where the dividends of a generation 
have made them prodigal, where it was asserted the “help” was in heaven 
when compared with the condition of their Southern brothers. They had 
been enjoying that oupetior wages which the Arkwright Club thought so 
exorbitant that it could stand a 10 per cent cut, and yet, within one week 
after they have been closed out, they are penniless and starving. 

* Indeed,” said Mrs. Harriet Pickering, one of the most intefligent of the 
strikers, “there is suffering among the poor. There is pride among the 
Weavers and they would not have their poverty known, but live on a crust 
and look smilingly at the world. But yesterday a neighbor of mine, the 
father of a family, fell upon the floor in a dead faint. Dr. Huff was sent for 
and he said: ‘Poor man. it’s only the hunger!’ My God!” exclaimed the 
lady, wringing her hands in a paroxysm of grief, “the world does not know 
how we are starving even now, while we walk around and try to look 
cheerful.” 

Mr. Speaker, it is a sad picture, indeed, to find the once proud 
and independent American laborers actually starving to death in 
the midst of plenty. In New England, in the very center of the 
protected industries, able-bodied, industrious men are fightin 
each other like ‘‘ ravenous beasts” in a mad rush for free soup tha 
is being doled out by charity. They have gone hungry so long 
that they have lost their reason. They are no longer able to con- 
trol themselves when they are in sight of food. 

These horrible scenes are not confined to New Bedford, Mass., 
but they are taking place in almost every Eastern city. One page 
of your great daily papers will contain long editorials about the 
beauties of returning prosperity, while on another page of the 
game paper may be found whole columns descriptive of such 
scenes as I have just read. Notwithstanding all this, the gentle- 
men on the other side of the Chamber will continue to point with 

ride to their past record and prate about how the laboring man 
s basking in the sunshine as a result of the Dingley bill and 
* honest” money. 

Mr. Speaker, the very fact that any kind of a bankruptcy law 

being considered and is admitted by nearly every member of 
this House to be necessary is evidence of the unfortunate condi- 

on of trade and of the people. But the measure you propose 

oes not relieve the situation. It will only aggravateit. It vir- 
tually reestablishes the old barbarism of imprisonment for debt. 
It transfers to the Federal courts more power when justice de- 
mands that much of the power which they now assume should 
be taken from them. It turns the courts into a vast collection 
agency for the benefit of afew men. The bill has some good in 
it, but not enough to offset the bad. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
pending amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks for the 
previous question on the pending amendment. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kentucky to strike out this section. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SETTLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment, 

The amendment of Mr. SETTLE was read, as follows: 

Strike out all of lines 8 and 9 and part of line 10, page 19, being the follow- 
ing words: “And when insolvency is to be inquired into with reference to 
oe act of, bankruptcy, it shall be determined as of the date of the filing of the 
pe 5 

The amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. Is there any other amendment to be offered 
to section 1? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I wish to offer an amendment. 

The amendment of Mr. D—E ARMOND was read, as follows: 

Strike out clause 4, page 18, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“**Bankrupt’ shall mean a person who has been adjudged a bankrupt.” 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of that amend- 
ment is apparent from the reading of the provision proposed to be 
stricken out, which is this: 

“Bankrupt” shall include a person serine whom an involuntary petition 
or an application to set a composition aside or to revoke a discharge has been 
— or who has filed a voluntary petition, or who has been adjudged a bank- 
rupt. 

This attaches the word ‘ bankrupt ” to the person against whom 
@ petition “ has been filed,” as well as to a person who “has filed” 
a cae immediately upon the filing of the first paper. 

e proposed amendment is to strike that out and insert inlieu 
thereof a definition of ‘‘ bankrupt” which shall confine the word 
to those who shall be adjudged bankrupts. I do not care todetain 
the House in the discussion of the matter. I merely call attention 
to it. Ifit is desired to have the term “ bankrupt,” which car- 
ries with it odium and reproach according to the estimation of 
many, attached to a person at the moment of the filing of a peti- 
tion against him, the House by voting down the amendment can 
accomplish that purpose. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed joint resolutions of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 


I ask for the previous question on the 


uested: 
S. R. 111. Joint resolution providing for the completion of Dams 
Nos. 2, 3, 4, and 5 on the Ohio River, 
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S. R. 110. Joint resolution authorizing the National Reunion 
Monument Association to erect a monument in the city of Wash- 
ington to the Union soldiers, sailors, and marines of the war of 
the rebellion. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, joint resolutions were taken from 
the Speaker’s table and referred to their appropriate committees 
as indicated below: 

8. R. 110. Joint resolution authorizing the National Reunion 
Monument Association to erect a monument in the city of Wash- 
ington to the Union soldiers, sailors, and marines of the war of 
the rebellion—to the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, 

8. R. 111. Joint resolution providing for the completion of Dams 
Nos. 2, 3,4, and 5 on the Ohio River—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

THE BANKRUPTCY BILL, 


Mr. HOWE. Mr. Speaker, representing, as I do, a Congres- 
sional district that probably has more capital invested in com- 
mercial, manufacturing, and industrial interests than almost any 
other district in the United States, I would be recreant not only 
to its interests, but to the great business interests of the United 
States, if I failed to voice their sentiments in favor of the passage 
of the pending bankruptcy bill. 

The commercial transactions of the business men of the United 
States have come to be so extensive and often so far separated that 
an adequate ee law is an absolute necessity. Enormous 
credits are demanded and extended without proper protection be- 
cause of conflicting State laws, each State being a law unto itself 
and each in opposition to the other, so that honesty in one State 
means dishonesty in another. 

The passage of the bill now under consideration would, in my 
opinion, prevent designing, fraudulent debtors from imposing on 
legitimate business firms. It would bar out those who are ob- 
stacles in the way of the transaction of honest and legitimate 
business, who, through fraudulent representations, obtain goods 
and afterwards jeopardize the interests of legitimate business by 
selling goods at one-half the original cost; in that sense, if in no 
other, this bill would promote honesty in business transactions. 

The e of this bill would be in the interest of the creditor 
and debtor alike; it would protect the buyer as well as the seller, 

Allow me to say further that the passage of this bill would open 
up a way for men of honesty, integrity, and business ability to 
obtain credit. Besides,a uniform bankruptcy law would contrib- 
ute largely to the growth of confidence on the part of those from 
whom credit is asked. It would protect the honest as against the 
dishonest. 

Since the repeal of the last bankruptcy law the number of debt- 
ors throughout the United States has greatly increased, many of 
whom will never be able to free themselves from the incubus, 
debt, unless a bill of the character of the one now under consider- 
ation shall become a law, the great majority of whom are bank- 
rupt through no fault of their own, but through the folly of unwise 
legislation which crippled and prostrated thé general financial and 
industrial affairs of our common ery 

The passage of the pending bill would be but an act of justice 
to the thousands of honest men who have been made beggars 
through no fault of their own. Now, as to the terms voluntary 
and involuntary bankrupts, I have only to say that after close and 
careful investigation of the eee of this bill I am fully sat- 
isfied that it provides ample protection and can not fail to be 
_ hly beneficial to the highest interests of both the creditor and 

ebtor. 

The fact that this bill has been indorsed by leading business 
men and boards of trade throughout the United States should 
commend it to our confidence and vote. 

It is not a sectional measure; it is national in importance, and 
concerns the interests of the whole country. 

Mr. Speaker, allow me to say in conclusion that any legislation 
that promotes credit and confidence will not fail to promote com- 
mercial, industrial, and national prosperity. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Missouri. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
DE ARMOND) there were—ayes 61, noes 108. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Insert in line 9, 18, after the word “ partnership,” the following: 

“‘And shall include limited or other partnership associations © 
under laws making the capital subseribed alone responsible for the 
the association.” 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, we have in Pennsylvania, and I 
believe there are also in New York, and — in other States, 
thousands of organizations which are technically termed partner- 
ae a which are organized under laws 
making them substantially corporations. Their status, under the 
term “‘ corporation,” as defined in this section, is very uncertain. 
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They have seals, interests in them are declared by statute to be 
‘personal property, the same as shares in corporations, and in Penn- 
sylvania these interests or memberships are taxed as capital stock 
in corporations istaxed. cee 

I think it was the intention of the framer of this bill to treat 
them as corporations,and I think they ought to be so treated. 
But it is not clear that the word ‘‘corporations,” as defined in the 
first section, would include them. It is subject to such construc- 
tion as would leave them out, to be treated as ordinary partner- 
ships. These limited partnership companies are usually formed 
by persons of small means—manufacturers, merchants, small 
traders, retail dealers, coal miners, = in every branch of trade 
and industry. They are frequently formed by those who have 
notsufficient capital to engage in large corporateenterprises. The 
hazards of business are assumed under acts of assembly distinctly 
providing that the partners or members shall not be liable person- 
ally beyond the amounts of capital by them respectively sub- 
scribed. 

Section 4 of this bill, relating to partners and partnerships, is not 
roperly applicable to such companies, as it gives to courts of 
ankruptecy jurisdiction over the property of individual partners 

for the payment of partnership debts where the partnership prop- 
erty will not reach. It would be as wrong to confiscate the indi- 
vidual property of the holder of an interest in one of these limited 
partnerships as it would to seize the private progeny of an indi- 
vidual because he might be so unfortunate as to hold shares in a 
bankrupt railroad company or other corporation. My amendment 
simply prevents the possibility of such an occurrence. On page 
18 the word ‘‘corporations” is defined as meaning: 

i of the powers and privileges of private corporations 
not pale ae ey peiiritoals oe partnertnige. — _ 

That term ‘‘ partnerships” is not defined anywhere in this sec- 
tion. These limited companies are styled partnerships in some of 
the States, but they are properly corporations under the provi- 
sions. The provisions relating to corporations are more properly 
applicable to them than the provisions relating to partnerships. 

Mr. GREENE. I think the gentleman will find that “‘ partner- 
ship” and ‘‘ copartnership” are defined under the word ‘‘ persons.” 

Mr. OLMSTED. The word “ ms” is defined as including 
both corporations and partnerships, but does not designate to 
which class limited companies shall belong. I think the word 
“corporations” should be defined so as clearly to include what 
are substantially corporations, but might possibly, under the 
present reading of the bill, be construed by some courts to be 
partnerships, thus causing this bill to work injustice to thousands 
of people and throwing into confusion the business of thousands 
of these limited partnership companies in Pennsylvania and other 


States. 

Mr. MOODY. DoI understand the gentleman to say that they 
were not individually liable? 

Mr. OLMSTED. In Pennsylvania the capital is alone respon- 
sible for the debts of the association. 

Mr. MOODY. Then would they not come within this definition 
as ‘‘ bodies having any of the powers and privileges of private cor- 
porations”? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I think not. They would if it were not for 
the following words, “‘ not possessed by individuals or partner- 
ships.” I propose simply that the term “corporations” shall be 
extended so as to include “limited partnership associations,” in 
which the capital alone is responsible for the debts of the associa- 
tion. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that while I 
have not had an opportunity to consider this, my impressions are 
strongly in favor of the amendment. 

Mr. BODINE. Mr. Speaker, the readers of the history of the 
United States can not help noticing that for many years there has 
been a constant and continual increase of the jurisdiction exercised 
by the General Government in all its departments, executive, leg- 
islative, and judicial. Our internal-revenue laws, the national- 
banking act, the law relating to public carriers, and the jurisdic- 
tion exercised by Federal courts in matters relating to interstate 
commerce, the latter to an extent undreamed of by the framers of 
the Constitution, and extending even to the punishment of men 
for crime, and that, too, without trial by jury—all these are but a 
few manifestations of this tendency. 

Tn addition to this, vast siieonll properties traversing a conti- 
nent have been and are being taken charge of by the Federal 
courts, and their vast business, down to the smallest minutia, is 
ma and conducted by them; and as incident to the exer- 
cise of this jurisdiction, government by injunction has been estab- 
lished, and citizens charged with criminal offenses are dragged 
hundreds of miles from their homes, far from the scenes of the 
alleged offense, are arraigned, convicted, and punished by the man- 
date of a Federal judge. Under the law as construed by the United 
States Supreme Court, corporations are citizens only of the State 
under the laws of which they are chartered. 

A corporation may be doing a larger business in the State of 
California than in the State of Maine, yet if it was chartered in the 
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against it, originating in his own State and exceeding $2,500 in 
amount, such case, if the corporation so desires, is transferred 
to the United States court. And even when a corporation is a 
citizen of a particular State and the party whom they wish to sue 
is a citizen of the same State all it need do, in many instances, is 
to employ some nonresident stockholder to bring the suit, he rep- 
resenting the interest of the stockholders and of the corporation, 
and those interests alone; and they even go so far as to have one 
or more nonresident stockholders to bring a suit in the interest of 
the corporation against its officials in order to prevent these offi- 
cials from doing that which they do not wish nor do not intend to 
do, that is, from obeying the laws of the State in which they do 
business. 

Even in bona fide suits litigants are dragged away from their 
homes, from a jury and court of the vicinage, at an expenditure 
of time and money, for which, often, even a favorable verdict and 
ae does not compensate. In spite of all this there isa 

arge and most powerful class that would still intensify these 

evils and concentrate still more power in and confer still more 
jurisdiction upon the Federal courts. It is a class that has a su- 
preme contempt for the local authorities, courts and juries, for 
the representatives of the local community on the venire, and the 
judges whom these communities elect. 

The attention of thousands of the most thoughtful citizens of 
this country has been called to these evils, and their indigna- 
tion aroused against them. Especially is this true of the 6,000,000 
voters that supported William J. Bryan in the last campaign. 
Some day, and that, too, in the no distant future, this great and 
mighty giant, the — of the United States, will awake from 
the sleep into which it has been hypnotized by the representatives 
of the great plutocratic and corporate powers, and enact, even by 
amendments to the Constitution of the United States, when neces- 
sary, two enactments, one that every corporation, for the purpose 
of suing or a. sued, shall be a citizen of any State in which it 
does business. The other is that the Federal judiciary shall be 
elected for stated terms and every trace of life tenure abolished, 

As far as possible, every man in any trial of any kind should 
have a jury of the vicinage, before a court elected by the people 
and whose legal knowledge is tempered by sympathy with their 
feelings and aspirations and by a sense of responsibility to them. 
I am opposed to giving to the class that demand the passage of 
the involuntary features of this law, who, like the daughters of 
the horse-leech, are continually crying ‘‘ More, more,” any more 
blood. I would oppose any national bankrupt law except a vol- 
untary one, and that applying only to natural persons. Nor 
would I favor a voluntary one were it not for the fact that the 
several States have no power to enact one by which the debtor ig 
released, at least from his nonresident creditors. 

I had supposed that these views were almost universally enter- 
tained by gentlemen on this side of the House, but to my surprise 
I find some of them supporting a bill wider and more grasping 
in its application and effects than any bankrupt bill that was 
everenacted. It absolutely nullifies whole chapters of the statutes 
of every Statein the Union. It applies to all persons except farm- 
ers and to all corporations except national banks, and in its ex- 
ceptions is as illogical, unique, and partial as it is severe and 
drastic in its application to other persons and corporations. 

This bill is the first one of its kind to include corporations at all. 
It may be that there is a certain class of corporations that are as 
appropriately made subject to its provisions as are natural persons. 
I refer to those engaged in mining, manufacturing, merchandis- 
ing, trading, and the buying and selling of property of any kind, 
and, in fine, engage in any business of the same kind as that usu- 
ally carried on by individuals. But this bill goes much further 
than this. It embraces insurance companies, both fire and life, 
stock, mutual, assessment, or benevolent; it embraces building 
and loan associations, trust companies, savings banks, and all 
other State banks. 

Now, in nearly every State in the Union there are chapters on 
chapters of the statutes regulating to the smallest minutia the 
proceedings in case of the insolvency of any of those classes of 
corporations. It is made the duty of designated officials to make 
critical and periodical examination of their affairs, to proceed 
against them when insolvent, and to take charge of their property, 
including the securities deposited for the protection of the benefi- 
ciaries, to distribute the assets pro rata among those havin 
claims against such corporation, and, in fine, to doand perform al 
the duties of a trustee in bankruptcy. 

By this bill, at one fell swoop, all the jurisdiction of the several 
States as to these matters is taken away and vested in the trus- 
tee in bankruptcy, and the duties imposed by the State itseif 
upon its own officials are taken away and imposed upon the offi- 
cer of the bankrupt court, to be performed, no doubt, at an ex- 
pense many fold greater; and if the experience of the past is any 
criterion, the creditors, the beneficiaries, or depositors. as the case 
may be, will receive but a pittance, and the funds to which they 
aré equitably entitled will go into the pockets of the court officials, 
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Under this bill a trustee in bankruptcy becomes the insurance 
commissioner, the railroad commissioner, the bank examiner and 
commissioner, and the building and loan commissioner of the sev- 
eral States. The bill further provides that the business of the 
bankrupt may be carried on for a limited period by the trustee. 
Under the tendency of courts to give a liberal construction tolaws 
conferring jurisdiction upon them even the term “ limited” can be 
clothed with a very expansive meaning. Heretofore the Federal 
courts have confined themselves principally to carry onthe business 
of the great railroads of the country; but now it is proposed to en- 
large their business, to make them vast department stores, in 
which everything can be bought and every business conducted, 
from a railroad down to a peanut stand. 

It is proposed that the trustee, for a “limited time” at least, 
shall engage in competition with the local merchant. The bill 
does not provide to what extent the trustee may resort to the writ 
of injunction against his local competitors, but shrewdly leaves 
nature to take its course. In fine, Mr. Speaker, the bill intensi- 
fies many-fold one of the greatest evils that afflict this country 
to-day, the accumulation of business an power in the hands of 
the United States courts. [Applause.] It involves a greater 
sacrifice of the jurisdiction and authority of the several States 
than any bill ever enacted; but not content with invading the 
domain of the State, not content with its jurisdiction over every 
kind of corporation organized for business purposes, it invades 
the domain of charity and religion. 

If achurch is a corporationand is guilty of an act of insolvency— 
which it can be under this bill without violating a single precept 
of the Master—it can be thrown into bankruptcy, and the trustee 
can take into his possession and sell the bread and wine and the 
cup and plate which contain them and the sacred book itself 
[laughter], and leave its members nothing except their hope of 
salvation in another world where creditors, indeed, may enter bu 
do not trouble, and debtors are at rest. [Laughter and applause 
on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. Speaker, every involuntary bankrupt bill containing the 
usual grounds of bankruptcy is harsh and cruel in its operations 
and effects—it tends to make bankrupts. As soon as one becomes 
financially embarrassed, when he is near the line which separates 
solvency From insolvency, sts his fate is trembling in the bal- 
ance, but when friends would be willing to come fo his assist- 
ance, such a law cruelly stands in the way of any relief from 
them. 

They fear, and rightly fear, future proceedings in a bankrupt 
court contesting the validity of any security they may take. 8 
gentleman from Texas [Mr, ad ainted in a most eloquent 
and powerful manner the pathetic condition of the honest insolvent 
debtor. He showed, in a manner unsurpassed, the beneficent 
effect of the voluntary features of this bill. But everything said 
by him in that connection is equally applicable to the debtor who 
is struggling against insolvency; all the mental sufferings of the 
other are his, yet this bill practically forbids any aid or help to 
him. 

Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to this bill because it condemns as 
need that which is not, because it imposes penalties for the 
doing of that which is not wrong. There are hundreds of in- 
stances in which a man ought to prefer one or more of his credit- 
ors. There is not a member of this ate Fg would not prefer 
the friend who, through feelings of friendship alone, indorsed for 
him to the creditor who had sold to him, as a retailer, goods in 
the ordinary vourse of trade; who would not prefer the man who 
had sold him the necessaries of life for himself and peeity when 
it was doubtful if he could repay him. But this bill for - all 
that. It creates an artificial immorality at the expense of 
morality. 

No law ought to forbid that which it is not wrong to do; a 
ought to be no mala prohibita which, under circumstances 
existing, are not mala in se. 

Mr. Speaker, as I said, this bill has two remarkable exceptions 
in itsinvoluntary featu_'es—the national bank and farmers. er 
it a national bank can prefer its creditors, but a — is visited 
upon all others who do the same thing. The first exception is, no 
doubt, made through the 7 spirit of favori shown by 
our friends on the other side to such institutions. 
tion is easy, but that of the last exception is more difficult. May 
we not hope that this is the explanation? You, ara = 
gold stan and by your vexatious tariff laws, have 
made, in a moral sense, so many of the farmers of this land invol- 
untary bankrupts that you have concluded at last to let up on 


them. [Laughter. 
TONGUE. tym the gentleman permit me to ask a ques- 


Mr. 
tion? 

Mr. BODINE, This is a new forum to me. Iam not in the 
habit of addressing the House—— 

Mr. TONGUE. Isimply wanted to know if the tariff act that 

oo Fe distress among the farmers was the Wilson or 

ey bill? 
Mr, BODINE. I am frank to say that the Wilson bill, andthe 
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McKinley bill, and the Dingley bill, were and are all infected with 
the vice of protection, I wish to say that the farmers of this 
country, eyer since silver was demonetized in 1873 [laughter on 
the Republican side], under Democratic tariff, under Republican 
tariff, under the so-called tariff for revenue, have been suffering 
pecuniarily; and if I had the time I could quote the words of a 
distinguished President of the United States to that effect. 

I have no doubt that the objections that I have offered havo 
presented themselves to the gentlemen on this side of the House, 
who will vote for this bill. They do it, because of its voluntary 
feature. They are willing to take the evil in order to obtain, what 
they conceive to be, the greater good. Like them, I favor a vol- 
untary bankrupt law, and while opposed to an involuntary one I 
=e be willing to accept one of the latter character whose pro- 

ons were less severe and drastic than , but even to secure 
the advantages resulting from a voluntary law, I can not, and will 
not vote for a bill containing the sweeping and drastic provision 
of this. [Applanse) 

Mr. BAILEY. . Speaker, before I begin I believe I will im- 
pose upon the patience of the House by as g to be itted to 
proceed until I conclude what I have to say. I think t will not 
require over twelve or fifteen minutes. 

. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Ba1LEY] may have what time ho 
wishes, not to exceed fifteen minutes. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I hope that will be granted. We 
had some 6 to our credit when the general debate was closed. 
the request of the gen- 


The SPE. Is there objection 
tieman from Maine that the gentleman from Texas be recognized 
for fifteen minutes? [After a pause. ] @ Chair hears none. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, Iam as anxious as any member of 
this House to see the present Congress pass a bankrupt law; but 
I am not so anxious that I will vote for a bill which I believe will 
injure the solvent more than it will benefit the insolvent debtors 
of the land. 

What we need—and all that we need—is a simple and inexpen- 
sive system under which honest but unfortunate men can surrender 
their property and obtain a release from their debts. The need of 
such a law is universally admitted; but wholesale creditors, per- 
ceiving here an opportunity to increase their power oyer their re- 
tail debtors, are demanding that Congress shall include in this 
useful and necessary measure of relief provisions that are harsh 
almost to the point of cruelty. 

If creditors had no means now of 
debtors now have no means of release from their debts, then it 
would be just and sensible to insist that a bill which provides for 
the debtor's relief should also provide for = creditor’s tion. 
But, sir, the creditors of this country oe ample facilities 
for the collection of their debts. The co of Sa stand 
open to them; the officers of every court are ready, both day and 
night, to execute their writs; they have their ordi and extraor- 
dinary remedies; wherever the conduct and condition of the 
debtor renders the usual procedure of judgment and execution 
insufficient for their ae creditors have the unusual process 
of attachment. With all these advantages the creditor needs no 
more; and it is almost an a for him to throw himself 
across the pathway of unfortunate debtors and demand that unless 
given additional power the debtor shall have no place of refuge 
where he may meen his property and take up the burden of 


life anew. [Applause. 
in this debate—and almost every other 


orcing their claims, as 


It has been sugges 
debate on this subject since I have had the honor of being a member 
of this House—that a volun bankruptcy law is crude and un- 
equal, and some have gone so faras to declare it unconstitutional. 
I shall not consume your time in attempting to vindicate it 
ae such charges. I am content to the attention of the 

ouse and of the country to the fact that on the 5th day of June, 
1840, while a bee vey bill was peacing in the Senate, Mr. 
Clay, then a Senator from Kentucky, moved to strike out its in- 
yoluntary provision, and when the roll was called on that motion 
I find recorded as voting him the immortal W , from 
Massachusetts, and the equally immortal Calhoun, from South 
Carolina. [Applause.] ; : 

Mr. Yar. yee reputation as a constitutional lawyer will 
not be impeached on the other side of this Chamber, did not thi 
it unconstitutional in that day. Mr. Calhoun, whose sense of 
justice all men on this side must respect, because— 

In Israel's court there sat no Abethden 
With hands more clean or more discerning eyes than him— 
did not think it unjust, manent, or unconstitutional. These threo 
= men—the greatest that ever adorned the Senate at any 00° 
ime in all its history—united (and it was a rare occasion whéh 
ae unite) in to — the 
its involuntary provisions. were defeated. 
a law with those involuntary provisions in it; and very Con- 
that enacted it was ~~ by an aroused and ou 
public sentiment to repeal [Appian 
truth is, Mr. Speaker, that two purposes. The 


w 
act of 1841 
bill became 
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i increase the power of creditors over their debtors, and 
first is toto nullify the laws of the various States which permi 
debtors to give preferences among their creditors. If any man 
take the trouble to analyze the speeches which have been deliv 
in support of it, he will find the two thoughts which run throug: 
them all are that the States can not be trusted ane Sen 
ties between debtors and creditors and that preferences are in 
ture of a crime. 
“7 am not surprised that this distrust of the justice and wisdom 
of State legislation should find expression on the other side of the 
Chamber, but I have been aeons almost beyond 
hear gentlemen on this side advance ae wh if sound 
at all. establish the ancient contention of our pottiea wereneiee 
that the sovereign States of this Union can not besafely trusted to 
deal with questions of this character. As for my part, I am - 
ing to trust every State in this Union to enact laws for the collec- 
tion of all honest debts, and I point to the fact that they have all 
enacted such laws as an oo proof that they are worthy 
of my confidence. Not only do I trust the States, but I deny that 
the advocates of this bill have any right to denounce the practice 
of preferring one creditor over another as either dishonest or 
unjust. 

i will grant you, sir, that no debtor hasa right to pay some of 
his creditors with his property, and to pay others with a certifi- 
cate of a pt court. I freely admit t no debtor who has 
given preferences ought to be permitted to take the benefit of u 
volun bankruptcy law; but, sir, if he feels that a single one 
of his debts is of such a high and peculiar moral obligation that 
he ought to pay that, and then struggle on in the hope of paying 
the rest, he is guilty of no crime in doing so, and no Fast and wise 
law ought to treat him like a criminal. 

Gentlemen who have spoken in support of this bill have iterated 
and reiterated that every debt is a moral obligation. We do not 
deny that, but that statement does not meet our contention. Our 

»sition is that all debts are not of equal moral o tion, and I 
rave not heard one of them venture to deny that proposition. 
Why, sir, it would shock the common sense of an ordi man 
to be told that the wholesale merchant who has sold him goods 
for twenty years oo the profit of it, and has made money 
on his sales each year, as high a claim his conscience as 
the neighbor who has loaned him money to tide him over a critical 
een who loaned it to him purely as an accommodation, 
without the e tation or the desire of profit. 

The 1 obligation of both debts undoubtedly is complete, but 
the moral obligation is not the same, and any law that makes it 
so is vicious and inst the highest instincts of human nature. 
No measure can beneficial in the end which yields to the 
intensely commercial spirit and di the affections of kin- 
ship and the kindly offices of friendship. 

Iam myself so strongly impressed with the need of some legis- 
lation on this subject that, although I do ant believe in any law 
with an involuntary provision, I would be to vote for the 
passage of a bill which provides involun besieee tcy in cases 
of actual fraud. I have no sympathy with fraudulent debtors, 
and although I believe the dishonest ones can be dealt with in 
the State and Federal courts as they now exist, yet I would be 
willing, as a compromise, to vote for this bill if it limited its 
causes of involuntary bankruptcy to cases of actual fraud. But, 
sir, I will never vote for any bill which makes a bankrupt out of 
an honest man simply because he is unable to satisfy his creditors. 

Bankruptcy, even when voluntary, is a remedy from which men 
of pride and self- + always shrink and to which they never 
resort except in the fast extremity. It leaves upon thema stigma 
which no time can efface—a stigma which not only follows them 
through life, but which follows their children after they are dead. 
If men are willing to bear this odium in order to free themselves 
from the ing and oppressive burden of debt, it is their own 
choice, I am willing for them to make it; but, sir, I will never 
vote to give a merciless and ofttimes vindictive creditor the right 
to affix the stigma of bankruptcy to the name of an honest man 
whose only misfortune is that he can not pay his debts. 

I would not support the committee substitute if it were free 
from every objection except this one, nor would I support it if it 
were free from this objection so long asit contains other provisions 
which I have not now the time to discuss. I desire, however, in 
the short time remaining to call the attention of the House to a 
provision which, in my judgment, ought to prevent the passage 
of the bill, even if it were perfect in every other respect. I refer 
to the section which authorizes a Federal judge to restrain the 
bankrupt of his liberty, although he is neither charged with nor 
suspected of a crime. 

It permits the men who have forced him into boeken: 
against his will and against his interests, who have destroy: 
business and sacrificed his p , to make an affidavit that he 


is about to leave the district and ony may be needed 
and upon that affidavit he must be taken e custody of thé 
marshal and held against his will and in of his rights aa 


up his property. 

ir, I understand the importance of a law which enforces con- 
ts which insures the collection of honest debts. I know 
t such Jaws are n in every country where industry 


ves and commerce expands; but, sir, I am not ready to admit 

that either the interests of commerce or the thrift of industry is 
above the rights of man, and I hold the liberty of the citizen more 
sacred all the debts on earth. [Applause.] 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the next section 
be called, and to that I wish to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is a pending amendment. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the pending 
amendment be again reported. 

The amendment of Mr. OLMSTED was again read, as follows: 

Insert in line 9, 18, after the word “ partnership,” the following: 

“And shall include limited or other partnership associations organized 
under laws making the capital subscribed alone responsible for the debts of 
the association.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SETTLE. Mr. Speaker, I have an amendment to that sec- 
tion. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 9, 19, after the word “date,” strike out the following: “of the 
filing of the petition * and insert “of the act of bankruptcy complained of.” 

Mr. SETTLE. I ask the Clerk to read that as it will read when 
amended. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

So that it will read as amended: 


“ Reference to an act of bankruptcy shall be determined as of the date of 


the act of bankruptcy complained of.’ 


Mr. SETTLE. That certainly is unobjectionable, is it not? 

Mr. HENDERSON. No, we can not agree to that. 

Mr. SETTLE. I desire to say this concerning this amendment: 
Clause 16 is an attempt to define the word “insolvent: ” 

“Insolvent,” as applied to a person, shall mean that his property is not 
sufficient in amount, at a fair valuation, to pay his debts. 

That is all right. But the section proceeds to give a definition 
of insolvency: 

And when aecnaey Ss to be inquired into with reference to an act of 
bankruptcy it shall be determined as of the date of the filing of the petition. 

That <r is unreasonable, in view of the fifth act of bank- 
ruptcy alone. I need call attention to no other act of bankruptcy. 
That clause declares against fraudulent preferences. Now, if this 
definition is accepted as to what an insolvent is, his condition of 
solvency is not to be determined by his condition at the date of 
the act of preference, which may have been four months before the 
date of the filing of the petition, but at the date of the filing of the 
i: A man may, when solyent, make a preference, and yet 

four months afterwards a petition in bankruptcy may be filed 
against him and his insolvency then relates to that date, and not 
to the date of the act of bankruptcy complained of. I think it is 
@ reasonable and fair amendment. I do not expect to vote for the 
bill, but ee we all want a plain bill and a consistent bill, 
and I think the House ought to adopt the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. . Speaker, I only desire a minute in which 
to state that I shall vote against this bill. I did so when it was 
under consideration before, and I am against an involuntary bank- 
ruptact. [Applause.} I think this bill, from what litile exam- 
ination I have been able to give it, is prepared very thoroughly, 
and perhaps under our Federal Constitution it is as good a bill as 
is practicable, unless some means could be devised to bring the 
courts that would make the adjudication nearer the people. Take 
it, for instance, in my own State of Illinois; most of the people 
are situated at magnificent distances from the court, qnadabe 
when you get away from Chicago, and my recollection is—and I 
had familiarity with the subject under the former bankrupt law— 
that estates were practically eaten up in costs. 

It was said then, and I apprehend will be said under any bank- 
ruptey system, that under the involuntary feature of it creditors 
might abandon hope when they entered there, especially the great 
mass of small creditors. Now, as the years have passed by we 
have matured our State legislation and, in my judgment, in the 
absence of power to confer upon the local courts of the forty-five 
States under our Federal Constitution jurisdiction to make ad- 
seep es in bankruptcy, no bankrupt law that we can pass will 


I recollect i voted to repeal the last bankruptcy act, in 1877 or 
1878, and that re was madein answer to the demand of a uni- 
versal public sentiment throughout the length and breadth of the 
country. With my recollection of the condition then, and for the 
reasons I have ed, and which I have only time to assign 
eres. my ju ent is that an involuntary bankruptcy act 
oug tnot to be enacted. I desire to say that much in justification 


an a of ay va. [Applause. } 
> ee . Speaker, I desire to call the attention of 
the to what seems to me to be a very serious defect in one 
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part of this bill. Ishall not vote for it even if that defect is cured, 

scause I am not in favor of a bill that is built along this line; but 
the defect is one that can be cured by an amendment. I allude, 
Mr. Speaker, to the unlimited power which is given to lawyersand 
courts to eat up and consume the trust fund brought into court 
for the benefit of creditors by dividing it out among the lawyers 
as fees. 

The man who is best protected under this bill is not the debtor 
nor yet the creditor. The man who is best protected under this 
bill is the lawyer. Not only does the bill seem to have been 
framed partly for that purpose, but the very method in which it 
is printed seems to carry out the same idea. I find upon one page 
of this bill in large letters, ‘‘Compensation of trustees.” I find 
on another page in large letters, ‘‘ Compensation of referees.” But 
nowhere in any headline, by article or section or otherwise, do 
you find in any large print any reference to the compensation of 
the lawyers. But it is in this bill nevertheless, and it is in here, 
too, in a way that it ought not to be here. 

If you will look on page 72 you will find that in the case of in- 
voluntary bankruptcy a fee is allowed to the lawyer of the creditor 
and also to the lawyer of the bankrupt. You will find thatina 
case of voluntary bankruptcy a fee is allowed to the lawyer of 
the bankrupt, and there is absolutely no limit fixed to the amount 
of the fee in any case, except that the law says it must be a “‘ rea- 
sonable” amount, which means, of course, that it is left to the 
conscience of the chancellor. Now, all lawyers understand what 
the conscience of the chancellor is. It is very much like a piece 
of india rubber, very elastic, easily stretched, especially when a 
good lawyer is pulling at either end of it. 

Now, imagineafund incourt. Everything has been completed, 
and the chancellor says, ‘‘ Well, gentlemen, what are you going 
to do about the fees in this case?” The lawyer rises and says, 
“Why. may it please your honor, we have relieved the court 
from all embarrassment in that matter. The lawyers upon both 
sides here have had a consultation upon that question, and we 
have agreed upon the fees.” The judge says, ‘‘Send up your order, 
gentlemen;” and the judge signs it, and the fund in court is often 
absolutely swept away, so that the creditors have nothing left. 

But that is not the worst feature of this bill along that line. I 
was utterly surprised myself when I examined page 69, subsec- 
tion d. Now, mark you, that section says a debtor shall not be 
allowed to prefer his creditors. 

That is the general principle laid down; but if you will read on 
to the bottom of that page, under subsection d, you will see 
that they have set aside that rule in favor of the lawyer, abso- 
lutely and positively, for under this bill a lawyer is allowed to be 
& preferred creditor to any amount that he and the man who is 

oing into bankruptcy may agree upon. Not only that; the only 

imitation put upon it is that it must be a ‘‘reasonable” amount, 
and that reasonable amount, of course, is to be fixed by the same 
conscience of the chancellor, or perhaps a jury. If any objection 
is raised to that, what is your remedy? The only remedy allowed 
by this bill is that the trustee shall bring a suit for what? For 
the excess. Thelawyercan not loseadollar. If he charges $5,000 
where he ought to charge $500, he only subjects himself to the 
danger of being sued and the $4,500 being recovered. He will not 
lose a dollar of the $500 that he should have received. 

a the hammer fell. 

tr. DPDEGRAFF. r. Speaker, I just want to say a few 
words upon this bill. I intend to vote for it. I think itis the 
best bill we can get. There are some things in it I would be glad 
to see changed, but on the whole I desire to see the scores of thou- 
sands of people, men who are oppressed by the misfortune of in- 
debtedness, set free and their energies permitted to be used in the 
development of our coming prosperity. But I rosesimply to make 
an answer tosome of the Sunealnute made by the gentleman from 
Illinois, or to try to. I remember distinctly-—— 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, is it not possible to have 
order in the Hall? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is not impossible, but 
quite near there. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF,. Mr. Speaker, I remember distinctly the 
operation of the law of 1867, for I had a very considerable prac- 
tice under that law on both sides—for the creditor and for the 
debtor. I remember distinctly that the difficulty with that law, 
the complaint against it, was that the officers of the Federal courts 
ate up the estate of the bankrupt, and unless a man was more 
than solvent at the time he was taken into court, his estate ordi- 
narily would not pay the officers’ fees. I know I have forced to 

ttlement man rman, jobber after jobber, when the retail 

ealer was unable to pay him, by offering him a settlement or giv- 
ing him the alternative of the bankruptcy court; and he almost 
uniformly settled. The trouble was in the charges made by the 
Federal officers. Now, in the pending bill this is cured as far as 
possible for human ingenuity to do such a thing. 

That was the point I looked after myself in the committee more 
than any other point, for I knew the wrongs that were perpetrated 
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under the old law. I once went to the Federal court, a youn 
lawyer, with an enormous fee bill, expecting the judge to correc 
it. I meta friend, an older lawyer, at the place where the Federa] 
court was held, and I told him my purpose and fear, and he laughed 
at me. He said that they had tried that; that the clerk was the 
brother of the judge and the marshal was his nephew. Now, 
then, under this bil the clerk can not in any case receive morse 
than $10. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. That was in Iowa. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Under the pending bill, no matter what 
his services are, the clerk shall receive as full compensation for 
services in each case the filing fee of $10, except when a fee is not 
required in voluntary bankruptcy. The referee can not exceed 
$10 in any case. The trustee can not exceed $5 in any case. One 
of them, I believe the trustee, is entitled to a small oe 
1, 2, or 3 per cent—in certain cases; and in so far as this objection 
is made to this bill, it is not, in my judgment, any objection what- 
ever. 

Mr. FLEMING. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Certainly. 

Mr. FLEMING. If it appears that it was wise practice to limit 
the fees to be pt to the trustees and also the fees to be paid to 
the referee, why was it not more wise in reference to the lawyer's 


ees? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Oh, well; every man employs his own law- 
yer and selects his own lawyer. 

Mr. FLEMING. But the lawyer is paid out of the estate? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. No man has to paya lawyer anything that 
he does not agree to pay him. 

Mr, SETTLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the previous question on 
my amendment. 

r. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. HENDERSON. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Kentucky. 

The question was taken; and the previous question was ordered. 

Mr. HENDERSON. This, Mr. Speaker, is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Kentucky. I hope that amend- 
ment will be adopted, after a close examination of it. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was eed to. 

Mr. MAHANY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to submit the fol- 
lowing amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Capese 20, after line 25, add the following: 
* This act shall expire by limitation at the expiration of two yearsfrom and 
after the date of its oming a law, except as to such cases as may be then 


nding, which shall proceed in the same manner as if this act were still in 
orce.”’ 


Mr. MAHANY. Mr. Speaker, sepreing this amendment, I 


desire to say that if it prevails I shall be glad to vote for this bill; 
but I do not believe blanket legislation of the character involved 
in this measure should be enacted so to speak, in perpetuity. 
While it is comparatively easy to pass a bill of this kind, the diffi- 
culties in the way of repealing or modifying it are almost insur- 
mountable. Therefore, I hope the amendment will prevail. I ask 
for the previous question. 

Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman permit me—— 

Mr. MAHANY. I asked for the previous question, but will 
pm 28 that request out of respect for the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania. 

yur. LIVINGSTON. You will not get it through in time. 

Mr. MAHANY. Then Iam forced to renew my request for the 
previous question. 

The question was taken; and the previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MAHANY. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 118, noes 104. 


; [Ap- 
plause. 
LENDERSON. Tellers, Mr. Speaker. 


Mr. 
Mr. DE ARMOND. Yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The ee was taken on wen, # sn yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER (after counting). ot a sufficient number, and 
the yeas and nays are refused. 

Tellers were ordered. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from New York, Mr. MaAHANY, 
and the gentleman from New York, Mr. Ray, will take their 
places as tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 152, 
noes 129. 

So the amendment was adopted. ‘ 

Mr. HENDERSON, Mr. er, I move to reconsider the 
vote which has just been taken, and on that I call for the yeas and 
nays. 





1898. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1943 





Mr. MAHANY. Mr. Speaker, I move to lay that motion on the 
le. 
“2 HENDERSON. Upon that I call for the yeas and nays. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. r. Ls reamed I would lke to ask if the 
gentleman — Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] voted in favor of the 
dment 
“i PITNEY. That makesnodifference. It was nota yea-and- 


vote. 
os UNDERWOOD. I withdraw the question. 
The and nays were ordered. 
Mr. MAHANY. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a statement of the par- 


Hementery soa 
The SP R. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON 
moves to reconsider the vote whereby the amendment was adopted. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. MAHANyY] moves to lay that 
motion on the table. As many as are in favor of laying the mo- 
tion on the table will say “ yea” and those opposed ‘“‘nay.” The 
Clerk ‘will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 145, nays 156, 


answered ‘‘present” 5, not voting 50; as follows: 


YEAS—145. 
Adamson, Cowherd, Jones, Wash. Robb, 
Allen, Cox, Kelley, Robbins, 
Bailey, Cranford, Eing. Robertson, La 
er, Davenport, Kitchin, Robinson, Ind. 

1, Davis, Kleberg, Settle, 
Bankhead, De Armond, pacer Shafroth, 
Barlow, De Graffenreid, Lamb, Showalter, 
pesos, De Vries, Lentz, Shuford, 

ll, Dinsmore, Lester, Simpson, 
Benner, Pa. Dockery, Lewis, Ga Sims, 
Benton, Dolliver, Linney, Skinner. 
Bland, Epes, Little, Smith, Ky. 
Bodine, Ermentrout, Livingston, oanemen, 
Botkin Faris, Lloyd, Stallings, 
Boutell, Ml. Fitzpatrick, Love, Stark, 
Bradley, Fleming, McCormic Stephens, Tex. 
Brantley, Fowler, N. C. McCulloch, Strait, 
Brenner, Ohio Fox, McDowe Strowd, N. 0. 
Broussard, Gaines, McEwan, Sulloway, 
Brown Greene, Maddox, Sutherland, 
Brownlow, Griffith, ire, Swanson, 

cker, M y; Talbert, 
Brundidge, Gunn, Marsh, Tate, 
Burke, r, Marshall, Terry, 
Cannon. dy, Martin Todd, 
Hartman, Maxwell, Underwood, 
Castle, Hay, Meekison, Vincent, 
Catchings, Henry, Miss. Miers, Ind. Wheeler, Ky. 
Clardy Henry, Tex. oon, ite, Til. 
Clark, Mo. Hepburn, en, iliiams, 
Clarke, N. H. Hinrichsen y, Williams, Pa. 
Clayton, Howard, Peters, Wilson, 
Cochran, Mo. Howard, Ga. Pierce, Tenn. Young, Va 
Colson, Hunter, nce, mor. 
Gooner... sot. N a a 
Cooper, Tex. ohnson, N. Dak. gely, 
Cousins, Jones, Va. ixey, 
NAYS—156. 
Adams, Dalzell, Jenkins, Payne, 
drich. Danford, Johnson, Ind. Pearson, 
Alexander, pore oy, Perkins, 
beock Davidson, Wis. Kerr, Pitney, 
Baker, Ma Davison, Ky. etc ‘ Powers, 
Barber, Dingley, Kirkpatrick, Ray, 
Barham, rT, Ox, Reeves, 
Barney, Dovener, Kulp, Royse, 
Barrows, D \ Landis, Russell, 
Bartholdt, Eddy, Shannon, 
Belden. Elliott, Lawrence, Shattuc, 
Belford, Ellis, Littauer, Shelden, 
cna Evans, rimer, Sherman, 
ett, Fitzgerald, ud, Simpkins, 
Bingham, Fletcher, Lovering, Smith, Ill. 
\ Foote, Ww, Smith, 8. W. 
telle, Me. c eas, Snover, 
ewster, Fowler, N. J cAleer, Sou 
erick, Gardner, McCall, Southwick, 
mwell, Gibson, McCl Sperry, 

us, Gillet, N. Y. McDo Sprague, 

Gillett, Mass. McIntire, Stevens, Minn. 
: raff, Mahon, Stewart, N. J. 
rleigh, Griffin, n, Stewart, Wis. 

m, Grosvenor, Mercer, Stone, C. W. 
Butler, rout, Mesick, Strode, Nebr. 

ron, Hamilton, Meyer, La. Tawney 

ckering, Harmer, Miller, Tayler, Ohio 
Clark, Iowa Hawley, Minor, Upd ff, 
Cochrane, N.Y. Hemenway, Mitchell, Van Voorhis, 

\ Henderson, oody, Wadsworth, 

Connell, Henry, Conn. Morris, Walker, Mass. 
Seer, Henry, Ind. Mudd, Walker, Va 
Coons icks, Northway, Wanger, 
——— Hilborn, ell, ‘ 

P, Hill Olmsted, Warner, 
Crumpacker, Hooker, Otjen, Weaver, 
Cumm ‘ Howe. Overstreet, Weymouth, 
Curtis, Howell, Packer, Pa. Young, Pa. 

ANSWERED “PRESENT”—5. 
McClellan, ‘Slayden, Vandiver, Wheeler, Ala. 
Richardson. 


NOT VOTING—. 


Acheson, Grow, Newlands, Stokes, 
Arnold, Heatwole, Norton, Ohio Stone, W. A. 
Baird, Hitt, Norton, 8. C. Sturtevant, 
Barrett, septa, Osborne, Sullivan, 
Beach, Hull, Parker, N. J. Sulzer, 
Berry, Perey. Pearce, Mo. Taylor, Ala. 
Bishop, Knowles, uigg, Tongue, 
Brewer, Latimer, hea, Vehslage, 
Campbell, Lewis, Wash. Sauerhering, White, N. & 
Curtis, Iowa Loudenslager, Sayers, Wilber, 

yton, MeMillin, Smith,Wm. Alden Yost. 

‘enton, McRae, Spalding, 

Fischer, Mills, Steele, 

So the motion to lay the motion to reconsider on the table was 
not agreed to. 


At the conclusion of the roll call the following occurred: 

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Speaker, I voted in the aftirmative, but 
I learn that I am paired with Mr. Pearce of Missouri, and I wish 
to recall that vote and answer “ present.” 

Mr. BREWER. Iam paired with Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. 
If permitted to vote, I should vote “‘ yea.” 

r. McCLELLAN. Iam paired with Mr. WrLLiAM A. STONE, 
and I wish to change my vote from ‘‘no” to ‘ present.” 

Mr. LANHAM. My colleague, Mr. Savers, issick. He would 
be in favor of the bill, but how he would vote upon this amend- 
ment I do not know. 

Mr. SWANSON. Iam paired with Mr. Yost. He telegraphs 
me as follows: 

I oppose bankrupt bill—involuntary feature. If you oppose it also, pair 
me against it with some one else. 

I have transferred the pair to Mr. SuLZER of New York, 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Grow with Mr. RIcHARDSON. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri with Mr. VANDIVER. 

Mr: SPALDING with Mr. BRucKER. 

Mr. Hopkins with Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. STEELE with Mr. Tay.or of Alabama. 

Mr. STURTEVANT with Mr. SLAYDEN. 

Mr, HEATWOLE with Mr. Barrp. 

Mr. Yost with Mr. SuuzEr. 

Mr. FIscHER with Mr. Lewis of Washington, 

Mr. WILBER with Mr. McMILLIN. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE with Mr. McCLELLAN, 

Mr. Quie@ with Mr. McRae. 

Mr. Bisnop with Mr. Ruea of Kentucky. 

On this vote: 

Mr. Hitt with Mr. Berry. 

Mr. ACHESON with Mr. KNOWLEs. 

Mr. PARKER with Mr. BREWER. 

Mr. BARRETT with Mr, Curtis of Iowa, 

For this day: 

Mr. Beacu with Mr. Norton. 

Mr. Hutt with Mr. OsBorNE. 

Mr. BRUCKER. Mr. Speaker,I am paired with Mr. SHELDEN, 
of Michigan. He announced to me that he was opposed to this 
bankrupt bill. I voted “aye,” and I want my vote to stand. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I am paired with the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, Mr. Grow, and I wish to withdraw my vote in the 
affirmative and answer “ present.” 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, Mr. SturTEVANT of Pennsyl- 
vania, before he left, asked me if I would pair with him, and I 

eed to pair with him. I have no idea how he would vote, and 
I find that the members of his own delegation do not know. I 
therefore wish to withdraw my votein the affirmative and answer 
** present.” 

he vote was then announced as above recorded. 

TheSPEAKER. The question now recurs on the motion of the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] to reconsider. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, the order of the House was to 
take a vote on the bill at 4 o'clock. I wish to inquire whether it is 
not now in order to take the vote on the passage of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has examined that matter some- 
what, and finds that the understanding, as presented by the Chair 
to the House, was that at 4 o’clock a vote should be taken upon 
the amendment of the gentleman from Alabama. The Chair 
thinks, in accordance with the custom of the House in similar 
cases, that would cut off any pending amendment, and therefore, 
the point of order being made, it seems to the Chair that proposi- 
tion should come up. 

Mr. LACEY. The point of order is too late. 

Mr. BAILEY. The amendment by the gentleman from New 
oa ae MAHANY] had been incorporated into the bill before 4 
o’clock. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The House has voted to reconsider, so that 
it would stand as an original proposition. 
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Mr. BAILEY. The order, of course, did not preclude amend- 
ments, and an amendment that had been adopted by the House 
before 4 o’clock would undoubtedly be a part of the substitute 
reported by the committee. After 4 o’clock no further amend- 


ment could be offered or adopted, but at 4 o’clock the House was 
to proceed with the vote, whatever the status of the bill might 
be, the first vote to be upon the proposition of the gentleman from 
Alabama. 

Now, I submit to the Chair that before 4 o’clock arrived an 
amendment had been proposed to this bill and had been ad 
The adoption of it must have been complete, because had it not 
been the motion to reconsider could not have been made. 

Mr. DALZELL., The vote was being taken on the amendment 
at 4 o’clock. 

Mr. BAILEY. But the amendment had been adopted upon a 
vote by tellers, and the vote which we have just taken has been 
upon the motion to table the motion to reconsider. How could 
the gentleman from Iowa have made a motion to reconsider 
unless the amendment of the gentleman from New York had been 
adopted? [Applause. 

Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine. The House has voted to reconsider. 

Mr. BAILEY. But it would not be in order now to vote down 
that amendment, ever if we could reconsider the vote by which 
it was adopted. But the House has simply refused to table the 
motion to reconsider. The pending question is now not on the 
amendment of the gentleman from New York, but on the motion 
of the gentleman from Iowa to reconsider the vote by which that 
amendment was adopted. 

Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Several Mempers. The motion to reconsider has been carried. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas is mistaken as to 
the matter of fact. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iam willing to be set right if I am in error. 

Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine. The record shows that we, have 
reconsidered that vote. 

Mr. LACEY rose. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the gentleman will permit me, I am going to 
state the parliamentary situation. 

Mr, LACEY. The vote was reconsidered after 4 o’clock. 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman from Iowa moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the amendment of the gentleman from New 
York was adopted. The gentleman from New York moved to 
oe Ree motion to reconsider. Upon that question the roll was 
called. 

That roll call was completed after 4 o’clock. Then the motion 
of the gentleman from lowa to reconsider was voted on and car- 
ried. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, himself a friend of that 
motion, makes the point of order that it is only in order now to 
vote upon the amendment of the gentleman from Alabama, it be- 
ing now after 4 o'clock. Isubmit that under the decision of the 
Chair and in accordance with the point of order submitted by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, the only thing in order now, under 
the order heretofore adopted, is a vote upon the motion of the 
gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Do I understand the gentleman from 
Texas to say that the only thing now in order is the vote on the 
motion of the gentleman from Alabama? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly, on the motion of the gentleman from 
Alabama; and if that is defeated, then on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa to substitute the bill of the committee, as 
amended by the House, for the Senate bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Why, Mr. Speaker, I do not find that 
there is any difference between the gentleman from Texas and 
myself. I contend that the question now in order is on the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Alabama. 

The SPEA . The Chair must insist that the House come 
toorder. Gentlemen will take their seats and cease conversation. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa is recognized. 

Mr. HENDERSON. If I understand my friend from Texas cor- 
rectly, he simply contends that the vote now in order is on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD]. 
Is that the gentleman’s position? 

Mr. BAILEY. It is. 

Mr. HENDERSON. That is my position; and I have no argu- 
ment with the gentleman. 

Mr. WILL of Mississippi. I rise to a parliamentary in- 


quiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Before 4 o’clock the motion of 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. MaHany] was made and car- 
ried. Then the motion was made by the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HenpERSON] to reconsider that vote. Then a motion was 
made by the gentleman from New York to table the motion to 
reconsider. Before 4 o’clock the roll call began upon that motion 
to table the motion to reconsider. 

After 4 o’clock the result was announced, to the effect that the 


motion to table had failed; and after 4 o’clock the question wag 
ut on the motion of the gentleman from Iowa to reconsider, 

t was anno the Chair as carried. Now, the order of 
House having prescribed that after 4 o’clock no new amendments 
or motions should be entertained, but that the order should be 
the consideration of the amendment of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, was the vote on the motion to reconsider a nullity under 
the order of the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. MAHANY, Mr. Speaker—— 
wont SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from New 

ork. 

Mr. MAHANY. I would like to makea parliamentary inquiry, 
The amendment which I submitted was adopted before 4 o'clock, 
and the motion to table the motion of the gentleman from Iowa 
was lost on the completion of the yea-and-nay vote after 4 o’clock, 
cone ae circumstances, is not my amendment now a part of 

© 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state his understanding of 
this matter. Prior to the hour of 40’clock the motion of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. MaHany] was submitted to the 
House, was voted upon by the House, and was carried; but there 
was then a motion to reconsider, and under our parli qntary 
— neither a bill nor an amendmentis passed or adopted un 
the motion to reconsider is disposed of. The Speaker is not al- 
lowed to sign a bill during the pendency of a motion to recon- 
sider. Consequently it remains an inchoate affair. So that 
if the motion to reconsider had not been disposed of at all the 
amendment would probably still not be ad: . 

But it is not neces decide that to of this matter, 
because there was a motion to reconsider and a motion that that 
motion to reconsider be laid m the table, which latter motion 
was defeated. Thereupon the Speaker put to the Housethe ques- 
tion of reconsideration and it was carried, and the amendment 
became simplya pending amendment. TheChair was proces 
to put it to ouse when the gentleman from Pennsyl 
made the point of order, and on that point of order the Chair de- 
cided that the amendment, being a price amendment, must be 
like those amendments which fail to be offered even, in accord- 
ance with the custom of House in similar cases, where the 
House has made a direct provision for a vote at a definite time. 
That vote was not taken at 4 o’clock, simply because a roll call 
was pending. 

Now, when a roll call is pending, according to the custom of 
the Honse, it projects itself even beyond the time of a recess, so 
that on Friday afternoon, when a roll call is pending at 5 o’clock, 
it goes on and is finished notwithstanding the fact that the rules 
of the House require a recess of the House at 5 o'clock. It seems 
to me that covers the whole matter. 

Mr. HENDERSON. order, Mr. S er. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. S , on that ques of order—— 

Mr. MAHANY. Mr. Speaker, the point I desire to emphasize 
for the attention of the Chair is that the motion to reconsider and 
the motion to lay that motion on the table were both made, as I 
understand it, su uent to 4 o’clock, and therefore, my amend- 
ment having prevail rior tothat time, was part of the bill, and 
to be voted on in accordance with the special order which directed 
the vote on the entire bill as amended to take place at 4 o'clock. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to suggest that if the Chair 
were to hold that an amendment, having been adopted, wouid still 
not be a of the bill, surely the Chair must hold that a motion 
to reconsider, not having been voted on, had failed. It can not be 
ruling to hold that when a motion to reconsider has been 
made, an amendment already adopted is inchoate, because that 
involves the necessity of holding that a mere motion to reconsider, 
before being determined, is more important than a prior motion 
already decided by the House. 

I respectfully submit tothe Chair that the real condition would 
be this: What has been done by the House remained a finished 
work, subject to be reconsidered; but if the motion to reconsider 
should be defeated, either by the vote of the House or by the ar- 
rival of the hour that rendered it incompetent to vote upon it, it 
is the motion to reconsider which fails, and not the amendment, - 
which has been adopted. This ruling of the Chair holds that a 
motion submitted but not decided may undo what has already 
been done. . 

Now, I repeat that the difficulty here to my mind is this, that 
the point of order was not made against the motion to reconsidér. 
I had originally submitted myself the motion to table, but the 
gentleman from New York did it about the same time, and the 
Chair held that the vote was on his motion. If I had been siire 
that he was going to make the motion in time,I should not have 
made it. The vote being taken upon his motion to reconside?, I 
of course left the matter for him to manage; but I have no kind 
of doubt that the ruling of the Chair would be an error if the 
point -~ order had been made in time against taking the voté to 
reconsider. 
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House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is quite aware of that occurrence. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER (continuing). He simply desires to say, in fur- 
ther lanation, that whatever action House took upon the 
mation hes beam sessinded. The action of the House has been 
met by the action of the House itself, and therefore the Chair 
could only treat of the question when it came up on the point of 
order. He did not undertake on his own motion to make any 
suggestion of this sort, either to the House or to anybody else; 
but when the point of order was raised there was nothing to do 
but to decide it. The question now is upon the motion of the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD]. The gentleman 
will send his amendment to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment of Mr. UNDERWOOD was read, as follows: 

Amend the bill S. 1085 by ee out the following: 


(1) Lines 18 and 19, on ; 
(2) The words ‘“‘an involuntary petition or” where they occur on line 3, 


18. 
3 All after the word “bankruptcy,” on line 7, page 18, to “court,” on 


tne Rate ae 
4 word “corporations” where it occurs on line 16, page 19. 
2) | eee the word “acts,” on line 19, page 19, down to “ (21),"’ on line 


a after the word “act,” on line 24, page 19, down to ‘(22),” on line 1, 


The word “corporations” where it occurs in lines 21 and 22, on page 20. 
8) All of section 2, on pages 21, 22, 23, and 24. 
9 eee rome Do: 28. ae 19, on page 24. 
1 A oy wae “court,” on line 6, page 27, down to the word 
= on line © 27. 
( All after the word “petition,” on line 8, page 27, to the words “ asched- 
ule,” on line 9, page 27. 


“or st a person,” on line 19, page 25. 
“against him,” on line 17, 29. 
the word “ persons,” on line 24, page 35, down to the word 


36. 
e word “adjudications” where it occurs on line 11, page 
including line 21, page 37. 
“The bankrupt or,"’ on line 22, page 37. 
“the or,”’ on line 3, 38. 
the word “ ” on line 24, page 38, down to and including 
section 32, on page 47. 
8 to 25, inclusive, on page 67, and lines 1 to 12, inclusivo, on 


21 “other than titioners,” on line 13, 68. 
Gas ape weeds «other them ertgtnnl pettionees es ee 

(23) The words “or i ” on line 19, page 69. 

; (24) Allafter the word “petition,” on line 6, page 72, down to “ (3), on line 
’ page bee 
25) The words “ it,” on line 13, page 75. 

(36 ) All anette Gee manent ond 77. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, for the information of the 
House, I wish to state that that amendment strikes out all of the 
involuntary features in the bill and the features relating to cor- 
porations. To save time, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I agree as to the statement and as to the 

nest. 
he yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 139, nays 157, 

answered “present” 1, not voting 59; as follows: 


oy 


. 
- 


ESE? 
eh 


B 


eae 
HL 


och. 
~ 5 
a 
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YEAS—139. 
Adamson, Colson, Hay, Maddox, 
Allen, Cooney, Henry, Miss. Segui < 
Bailey, r, Tex. Henry, Tex. y; 
Baker, Ill. Cousins, Hepburn, Marsh, 
Ball, Cowherd, Hinrichsen. Marshall, 
Bankhead, Cox, Howard, Ala. Martin, 
Barlow, Cranford, Howard, Ga. Maxwell, 
Bartlett. Davis, Hunter, Meekison 
Bell, De Armond, Jett, Miers, Ind. 
Benner, Pa De Graffenreid, Johnson, N. Dak. Minor, 
Benton, De Vries, Jones, Va. Moon, 
Bland, Dinsmore, Jones, Wash. Newlands, 
Bodine, Dockery, Kelley, Ogden, 
Botkin, Dolliver, King, Osborne, 
Bradley, Epes, Kitchin, Otey, 
Brantley, Ermentrout, Kleberg, Peters, 
Brenner, Ohio Faris, Lacey, Pierce, Tenn. 
Broussard, Fitzpatrick, Lan. Prince, 
Brown, Fleming. Lentz, Pugh, 
Brucker, Fowler, N. C. Lester, - Ridgley, 
Brundidge, Fox, Lewis, Ga. Rixey, 

. Gaines, Linney, Robb, 
Carmack, Greene, Little, Robbins, 
Castle, Griflith, Livingston, Robertson, La. 
Clardy. Griggs, Lloyd, Robinson, Ind. 
Clark, Mo. Guna, Love, Settle, 
Clarke, N. 8. Hager, McCormick, Shafroth, 
Clayton. Handy, McCulloch, Showalter, 
Cochran, Mo. Hartmau, McDowell, Shuford, 
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Strait, Tate, White, Dl. 
Strowd, N. C. rene Williams, Miss. 
oway, T Wilson, 
Smith, = ae vi a —— oe 
° wanson, ncen b 
Stark, Talbert, Wheeier, Ky. 
NAYS—157. 
Adams, Dalzell, Joy, Pitney, 
Aldrich Danford, Kerr, Powers, 
‘Alexander, Davenport, Ketcham, Ray, 
beock Davey, Kirkpatrick, Reeves, 
Baker, Ma. Davidson, Wis. Knox, Royse, 
ber, Davison, Ky. Kulp, Russell, 
Barham, Dingley, Landis, Shattuc, 
Barrows, Dorr, Lanham, Shelden, 
Bartholdt, Driggs, Lawrence, Sherman, 
Belden, Elliott, Littauer, Simpkins, 
Belford, Ellis, Lorimer, Smith, S. W. 
Belknap, Evans, Loud, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Bennet Fitzgerald, Lovering, Snover, 
Bingham, Fletcher, Low, Southard, 
Booze, Foote, Lybrand, Southwick, 
Boutell, Ml. Foss. McAleer, Sperry, 
Boutelle, Me. Fowler, N. J. McCall, Sprague, 
Brewster, Gardner, ne Stephens, Tex. 
Broderick, Gibson, McDonald, Stevens, Minn. 
Bromwell, Gillet, N. Y. McEwan, Stewart, N. J. 
Brosius, Gillett, Mass. McIntire, Stewart, Wis. 
Brownlow, Graff, Mahon, Stone, C. W. 
Brumm, Griffin, Mann, Strode, Nebr. 
Bull, Grosvenor, Mercer, Tawney, 
Burke, Grout, Mesick, Tayler, Ohio 
Burleigh, Hamilton, Meyer, La. Updegraff, 
Burton, Harmer, Miller, Van Voorhis, 
Butler, Hawley, Mitchell, Wadsworth, 
ron, Hemenway, Moody, Walker, Mass. 
Chickering, Henderson, Morris, Walker, Va. 
Clark, Iowa Henry, Conn. Mudd, Wanger, 
Cochrane, N. ¥. Henry, Ind. Northway, Ward, 
Codding, Hicks, Odell, Warner, 
Connell, Hilborn, Olmsted, Weaver, 
Connolly, Hill, Otjen, Weymonth, 
Corliss, Hooker, Overstreet, Williams, Pa. 
Crump, Howe, Packer, Pa. Young, Pa. 
Crumpacker, Hurley, Payne, 
Cummi Jenkins, Pearson, 
Curtis, ‘ons. Johnson, Ind. Perkins, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—L 
McClellan. 
NOT VOTING—59. 
Acheson, Eddy, Mills, Steele, 
Arnold, Fenton, Norton, Ohio Stokes, 
Baird, Fischer, Norton, 8.C. Stone, W. A. 
Barney, Grow, Parker, N. J. Sturtevant, 
Barrett, Heatwole, Pearce, Mo. Sullivan, 
Beach, Hitt, uigg, Sulzer, 
Berry, Hopkins, Rhea, Taylor, Ala 
Bishop, Howell, Richardson, Tongue, 
Brewer, Hull, Sauerhering, Vandiver, 
oa. Knowles, Sayers, Vehslage, 
Cate xing. Latimer, Shannon, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cooper, Wis. Lewis, Wash. Slayden, White, N.C 
Curtis, lowa Loudenslager, Spalding, Wilber, 
Dayton, McMillin, Sparkman, Yost. 
Dovener, McRae, Stallings, 


So the amendment of Mr. UNDERWOOD was rejected. 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. DovVENER with Mr. SPARKMAN, until further notice. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. WILLIAM A. SToNE} with whom I am paired asked 
me to announce that had he been present he would have voted 
against the Henderson substitute and for the Nelson bill. If he 
were here, I should have voted for the Henderson substitute and 
against the Nelson bill and against this amendment. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Speaker, being paired with the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. Pearce}, I have not voted on this prop- 
osition; but if he had been present, I should have voted in the 
affirmative. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is upon the motion made 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON], on behalf of the 
Committee on the Judiciary, to strike out the Senate bill and sub- 
stitute the bill which has been reported by the committee. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Strike out all after the enacting clause. 

The SPEAKER. Strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert the bill which has been read to the House. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 153, noes 114. 

So the substitute was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the third reading of 
the bill as amended. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I present a motion to recommit 
with instructions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Senate bill 1085 be recommitted to the Committee on Judi- 
ciary with instructions to strike outall acts of and provisions for involuntary 
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bankruptcy except those based on actual fraud, and add, as section 71, the 


following: 


“That this act shall continue in force two years, and no longer: Provided, 
however, That all actions commenced within that time shall be unaffected by 


its expiration and shall be conducted to a conclusion, as if this act were in 
full force and effect.” 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion to 


recommit. 


Mr. TERRY. 


I ask for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 131, nays 157, 
answered ‘‘ present” 4, not voting 64; as follows: 


YEAS—131. 


Adamson, 
Allen, 
Bailey, 
Baker, Il. 
Ball 


Bankhead, 
Barlow, 
Bartlett, 
Beli, 
Benton, 
Bland, 
Bodine, 
Botkin, 
Bradley, 
Brantley, 
2enner, Ohio 
Broussard, 
Brown, 
Brucker, 
Brundidge, 


Alexander, 
beock 


Ba . 
Baker, Md. 
Barber, 
Barham, 
Barrows, 
Bartholdt, 
Belden, 
Belford, 
Belknap, 
Bennett, 
Bingham, 


Ze, 
Boutelle, Me. 
Brewster, 
Broderick, 
Bromwell, 
Brosius, 
Brownlow, 
Brumm, 
Bull, 

Burke, 
Burleigh, 
Burton, 
Butler, 
Capron, 
Chickering, 
Clark, Iowa 


Cochrane, N. Y. 


Codding, 
Connell, 
Connolly, 
Corliss, 
Crump, 
Crumpacker, 
Cummings, 
Curtis, Kans. 
zell, 


Cannon, 


Acheson, 
Arnold, 
Baird, 
Barney, 
Barrett, 
Beach, 
Benner, Pa. 


Brewer, 
Campbell, 
Cate ings. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Curtis, Iowa 
Davenport, 


Cranford, 
Davis, 

De Armond, 
De Graffenreid, 
De Vries, 
Dinsmore, 
Dockery, 
Dolliver, 
Epes, 
Ermentrout, 
Faris, 
Fitzpatrick, 
Fleming, 
Fowler, N. C. 
Fox, 

Gaines, 
Greene, 
Griffith, 
Griggs, 
Gunn, 
Hager, 
Handy, 
Hartman, 
Hay, 

Henry, Miss. 
Henry, Tex. 
Hepburn, 
Hinrichsen, 
Howard, Ala. 
Howard, Ga. 


Kitchin, 
Kleberg, 
Lacey, 
Lamb, 
Lentz, 
Lester, 
Lewis, Ga. 
Linney, 
Little, 
Livingstcn, 
Lloyd, 
Love, 
McCormick, 
McCulloch, 
McDowell, 
Maddox, 
Maguire, 
Mahany, 
Marsh, 
Marshall, 
Martin, 
Maxwell, 
Meekison, 
Miers, Ind. 
Minor, 
Moon, 
Ogden, 
Osborne, 
Otey, 
Peters, 


NAYS—157. 


Danford. 
Davidson, Wis. 
Davison, Ky. 
Dingley, 

rr, 
Driggs, 
Eddy, 
Elliott, 
Ellis, 
Fitzgerald, 
Fletcher, 
Foote, 
Foss, 
Fowler, N. J. 
Gardner, 
Gibson, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Graff, 
Grifiin, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Hamilton, 
Harmer, 
Hawley, 
Hemenway, 
Henderson, 
Henry, Conn. 
Henry, Ind. 
Hicks, 
Hilborn, 
Hill, 
Hooker, 
Howe, 
Howell, 
Hurley, 
Jenkins, 
Johnson, Ind. 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Joy, 


ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—4. 


McClellan, 


Ketcham, 
Kirkpatrick, 
Knox, 

Kulp, 
Landis, 
Lanham, 
Lawrence, 
Littauer, 
Lorimer, 

Lo 


Type a 
ybrand, 
MeAleer. 
McCall, 
eeey 
McDona d, 
McEwan, 
McIntire, 
Mahon, 
Mann, 
Mercer, 
Mesick, 
Meyer, La. 
Miller, 
Mitchell, 
Moody, 
Morris, 
Mudd, 
Northway, 
Norton, S.C. 
Odell, 
Olmsted, 
Otjen, 
Overstreet, 
Packer, Pa. 
Payne, 
Pearson, 
Perkins, 
Pitney, 


Stallings, 


NOT VOTING—&. 


Davey, 
Dayton, 
Dovener, 
Evans, 
Fenton, 
Fischer, 
Grow, 
Heatwole, 
Hitt. 


Hopkins, 
Huil, 


Kerr, 
Knowles, 
Latimer, 
Lewis, Wash. 
Loudenslager, 


McMillin, 
McRae, 
Mills, 
Newlands, 
Norton, Ohio 
Parker, N. J. 
Pearce, Mo. 

uigg, 

hea, 
Richardson, 
Sauerhering, 
Sa 


Slayden, 
Smith, IL 
Snover, 


So the motion to recommit was rejected. 


Pierce, Tenn. 
Pugh, 
Ridgely, 
Rixey, 

Robb, 
Robbins, 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Ind, 
Settle, 
Shafroth, 
Showalter, 
Shuford, 
Simpson, 
Sims, 

Smith, Ky. 
Stark, 
Strait, 
Sullivan, 
Sulloway, 
Sutherland, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, 
Tate, 

Terry, 

Todd, 
Tongue, 
Underwood, 
Vincent, 
Wheeler, Ky. 
Williams, Misa. 
Young, Va. 
Zenor. 


Powers, 
Prince, 

Ray, 

Reeves, 
Royse, 
Russell, 
Shattuc, 
Shelden, 
Sherman, 
Simpkins, 
Skinner, 
Smith, 8. W. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Southard, 
Southwick, 
Sperry, 
Sprague, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stevens, Minn, 
Stewart, N. J. 
Stewart, Wis. 
Stone, C. W. 
Strode, Nebr. 
Tawney, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Updegraff, 
Van Voorhis, 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, Mass. 
Walker, Va. 
Wanger, 
Ward, 
Warner, 
Weaver, 
Weymouth, 
Williams, Pa. 
Young, Pa. 


Wilson. 


Spalding, 
Sparkman, 
Steele, 
Stokes, 
Stone, W. A. 
Strowd, N.C. 
Sturtevant, 
Sulzer, 
Taylor, Ala. 
Vehslage, 

8 5 
Wheeler, Ala. 
White, Ill. 
White, N.C. 
Wilber, 
Yost. 


FEBRUARY 19, 


The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. CANNON with Mr. Sayers, for this day. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I have just paired with the gen- 
tleman from Texas, Mr. Sayers, who is absent from the House, 
sick, and requested a pair. I would have voted “ yea,” if he were 


present. 


Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that I am 
with the gentleman from South Dakota, Mr. 


ired 


OWLES, and I un- 


derstood from our agreement I was entitled to vote on this ques- 


tion. 


I have received this telegram from him: 
Vote as you wish on bankruptcy bill. 


Will not be a violation of pair. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded, 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 


Mr. TERRY. On that 


ask for a yea-and-nay vote. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 159, nays 126, 
answered ‘‘ present” 3, not voting 69; as follows: 


YEAS—159. 


Adams, 
Aldrich, 
Alexander, 


pecock 
Baker, Ma. 
Barber, 
Barham, 
Barney, 
Barrows, 
Bartholdt, 
Belden 
Belford, 
Benner, Pa 
Bennett, 
Bingham, 


Ze, 
Boutelle, Me. 
Brewster, 
Broderick, 
Bromwell, 
Brosius, 
Brumm, 
Bull, 

Burke, 
Burleigh, 
Burton, 
Butler, 
Capron, 
Chickering, 
Clark, Iowa 
Cochrane, N. Y. 
ena 
Connolly, 
Corliss, 
Crump, 
Crumpacker, 
Cummings, 
Curtis, Kans, 
Dalzell, 
Danford, 


Adamson, 
Allen, 
Bailey, 
Baker, DL 
Ball 


Bankhead, 
Barlow, 
Bartlett, 
Bell 


Benton, 
Bland, 
Bodine, 
Botkin, 
Brantley, 
Brenner, Ohio 
Broussard, 
Brown, 
Brucker, 
Brundidge, 
Carmack, 
Castle, 
Clardy 
Ciark, Mo. 
Clarke, N. H. 
Clayton, 
Cochran, Mo. 
Cooney, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cousins, 
Cowherd, 
Cox, 
Davenport, 


Brownlow, 


Acheson, 


Davey. 
Davidson, Wis. 
Davison, Ky. 
Dingley, 


Fitzgerald, 
Fletcher, 
Foote, 


Foss, 
Fowler, N. J. 


» & 4A 
Gillett, Mass. 
Graff, 
Greene, 
Griffin, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Hamilton, 
Harmer, 
Hawley, 
Hemenway, 
Henderson, 
Henry, Conn. 
Henry, Ind. 
Hicks, 
Hilborn, 


Hil 
Hooker, 
H 


Davis, 
De Armond, 
De Graffenreid, 
De Vries, 
Dinsmore, 
Dockery 
aren 

pes, 
Ermentrout, 

aris, 
Fitzpatrick, 
Fleming. 
Fowler, N.C. 
Fox, 
Gaines, 
Griffith, 
Griggs, 
gone, 

ager, 
Handy, 
Hartman, 
Hay, 
Henry, Miss. 
Henry, Tex. 
Hinrichss 

inrichsen 
Howard, Ala. 
Howard, Ga. 
Hunter, 
Jett, 
Johnson, Ind. 


Ketcham, 


Ray, 
Kirkpatrick, 


Reeves, 
Rixey, 
Royse 
Russe 
Shattuc, 
Shelden, 
Sherman, 
spose, 
impkins, 
Skin: 
Smith, iu. * 
Smith, 8. W. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 


Southard 
Southwick, 
Sperry, 


Walker, Mass. 
Walker, Va. 


Wi ?, 
Ward, 

Warner, 
Weaver, 


Weymou 
Williams Ba 
Young, Pa. 


Pete 
Secon Tenn. 


Sulloway, 
Sutherland, 
Talbert, 
Terry, 
a 


2, 
Underwood, 
Vincent, 


Wheeler, Ky. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson. 
Moon, Young, Va. 
ren Zenor. 


Osborne, 


Johnson, N. Dak. Otey, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—3. 


McClellan, 


Wheeler, Ala. 


NOT VOTING—69. 


Campbell, 
Cannon, 
Catchings, 
Colson 
Connell, 


Fischer, 
+ " 

eatwo 
Hovkine, 
Hull, 
Kerr, 

ow 

Latimer, 
Lentz, 
Lewis, ‘Wash. 
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Strowd, N. OC. 


chardson. Spalding, Sturtevant, White, N. C. 
Saucrbering, Sparkman, Sulzer, Wilber, 
Sayers, Stallings, Swanson, Yost. 
Shafroth, Steele, Taylor, Ala. 

Shannon, Stokes, Vandiver, 
Slayden Stone, W. A. Vehslage, 
So the bill was passed. 


At the conclusion of the roll call the following occurred: 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, lam paired with the gentleman 
from Vermont, Mr. Powers. If he were present, he would vote 
‘‘ ave,” and I would vote ‘‘no.” I desire to withdraw my vote. 

. STALLINGS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to withdraw my vote. 
I am paired with Mr. LouDENSLAGER. If present, he would vote 
“aye,” and I would vote ‘‘no.” 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Iam paired with the gentleman 
from Illinois, Mr. Hopkins. I voted ‘‘present.” If permitted to 
vote, I should vote against the bill. 

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Speaker, I didnot vote. Iam 
Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Had I been permit 
would vote in the negative. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

For this day: 

Mr. SHANNON with Mr. Strowp of North Carolina. 

Mr. BELKNAP with Mr. SHAFROTH. 

Mr. Snow with Mr. CoLson. 

For this vote: 

Mr. BROwNLOwW with Mr. Pua. 

On the bankruptcy bill: 

Mr. Powers with Mr. SWANSON. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. HENDERSON, a motion to reconsider the 
= ene the bill was passed was, upon his motion, laid on 

e table. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I now move that a confer- 
ence with the Senate be requested. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa moves that a con- 
ference with the Senate be requested. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Chair spurenet the follow- 
ing conferees on the of the House: Mr. HENDERSON, Mr. 
Ray of New York, and Mr. TERRY. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I now move that the House 
adjourn. 

The motion was 
minutes p. m.) the 


ired with 
to vote, I 


eed to; and accordingly (at 6 o’clock and 5 
ouse adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
——_ were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 

ollows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, for 
the consideration of Congress, a copy of a communication from 
the Postmaster-General submitting a supplemental estimate of 
appropriation out of the postal revenues for compiling, printing, 
and binding a revised edition of Postal Laws and Regulations— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending a 
modification of the act authorizing the erection of a public build- 
ing in Norfolk, Va.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed y the court in the case of 
Rosa B. Hill, administratrix of John H. Batte, deceased, against 
The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 
follows: 

Mr. WANGER, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
8293) to establish a depot for the Sixth light-house district and to 
make appropriation for the same, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 486); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 26) for the establishment of a light and 
fog-signal station on or near Hog Island Shoal, Narragansett Bay, 
Rhode Island, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
= by a report (No. 487); which said bill and report were re- 
ae to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion. 
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He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6906) to authorize the Shreveport Bridge 
and Terminal Company to construct and maintain a bridge across 
Red River, in the State of Louisiana, at or near Shreveport, re- 
portedthe same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
nae which said bill and report were referred to the House Cal- 
endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 2683) for the establishment of a light- 
house and fog signal at or near Point Arguello, California, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 489); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5030) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across St. Francis River, in the State of Arkansas, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 490); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 













REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. OTJEN from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2232) for the relief of the 
estate of A. H. Herr, deceased, late of the District of Columbia, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 480); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi, from the Committee on War Claims, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1038) for the relief 
of the Mobile Marine Dock Company, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 481); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BROMWELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7008) granting pension 
to R. G. English, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 484); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3889) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Calista Hadley, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 485); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 





ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to 
the Clerk and laid on the table, as follows: 

Mr. STALLINGS, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1465) to pension Lilla 
Thomasson, reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report 
(No. 482); which said bill and report were laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 1429) granting a pension to Lucretia Cur- 
tis, reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 
483); which said bill and report were laid on the table. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2988) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of John Mander—Committee on Invalid Pensions 
discharged. and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 8327) granting a pension to Elizabeth Currey— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 8389) to regulate expert testi- 
mony in the courts of the District of Columbia—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 8390) to regulate the 
sale of poisons in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MUDD (by request): A bill (H. R. 8391) to abolish 
estates of curtesy and dower in the District of Columbia, to pro- 
vide for the custody of the persons of children under 14 years of 
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age, to regulate the descent and distribution of the estates of 
intestates, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8416) to amend the act authorizing the Wash- 
ington and Marlboro Electric Railway Company to extend its 
lines into and within the District of Columbia—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MORRIS: A bill (H. R. 8417) to amend an act entitled 
**An act to provide for the adjudication and payment of claims 
arising from Indian depredations,” approved March 3, 1891—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8418) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
— for the adjudication and payment of claims arising from 

ndian depredations,” approved March 3, 1891—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. FOOTE: A bill (H. R. 8419) for the purchase of the 

unds, fortifications, redoubts, and breastworks of Fort Ticon- 
Son. at Ticonderoga, Essex County, N. Y.—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 8420) relating to 
the Metropolitan Railroad Company—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ODELL: A bill (H. R. 8421) to regulate taxes upon 
street railroads within the District of Columbia—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR (by request): A joint resolution (H. Res. 
155) asserting the pensionable status of commissioners and sur- 
— of the enrolling boards created by the enrollment act of 

arch 3, 1863—to tiny Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: A joint resolution (H. Res. 156) directing 
the Secretary of War to submit estimates for the construction of 
a pier fora harbor of refuge on the east shore of Lake Pepin, 
Mississippi River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HITT: A joint resolution (H. Res. 157) regarding the 
Paris Exposition in 1900—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A joint resolution (H. Res. 158) authoriz- 
ing and requiring the Secretary of War to contract with Charles 
Stoughton for the improvement of the Harlem Kills, New York 
City, by a canal to connect the Lower Harlem River with Long 
Island Sound, 3,400 feet in length, 300 feet in width, and 15 feet 
in depth at mean low water, or by a similar canal 18 feet in depth 
at mean low water, in strict i ty See the survey and re- 
port made thereon in 1881 by Col. John Newton—to the Commit- 
tee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. HOWE: A memorial of the New York legislature, urg- 
ing the passage of House bill 5170—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a memorial of the New York legislature, relative to the 
postal service or delivery in the city of New York—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FISCHER: A memorial of the New York legislature, 
relative to the postal service or delivery in the city of New York— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a memorial of the New York legislature, urging the pas- 
sage of H. R. 5170, a bill to establish a national military park 
and naval reservation along the Palisades of the Hudson—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as fol- 
lows: 

By Mr. BAKER of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 8392) ting a pen- 
sion to Sarah A. North—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BROMWELL: A bill (H. R. 8393) to increase the pen- 
sion of Benjamin IF’. Schott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 8394) granting a pension to 
Deborah J. Fogle, of Terra Alta, W. Va.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DORR: A bill (H. R. 8395) granting a pension to James 
Trustler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8396) granting a pension to Miner Kesling— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 8397) granting a pension to 
J.A.J. Lightburn, of Lewis County, W. Va.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER: A bill (H. R. 8398) for the relief of Wil- 
liam Ottmer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 8399) for the relief of Campbel. 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: A bill (H. R. 8400) to correct the military 
record of Ira Pollock—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 8401) to pay J. & O. P. Cobb 
the value of the barge Moule, taken and used by the United States— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 8402) for the relief of J. H. 
Rector—to the Committee on Affairs. 
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By Mr. HOOKER: A bill (H. R. 8403) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Phillip Cam pbell—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 8404) to correct the military 
record of Lew. Ha —to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. LYBRAND: A bill (H. R. 8405 — @ pension to 
Jacob Feaster—to the Committee on Inv Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8406) ting an increase of pension to 
Martha Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8407) granting an increase of pension to Show 
Hinebaugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8408) granting a pension to James J, Fuller— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8409) granting an increase of pension to Isaiah 
W. Buckney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

oS Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H.R. 8410) for the relief 
of William H. Wilder, testamentary executor of the succession of 
Myra Clark Gaines, deceased, of the parish of Orleans, La.—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: A bill (H. R. 8411) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of John A. White and grant 
him an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Mili airs. 

By Mr. SPRAGUE: A bill (H. R. 8412) for the relief of Richard 
Flaherty—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8418) granting a pension to Mary Richard 
Gore—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 8414) granting an increase 
$ pension to Abraham T. Schenck—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. TATE: A bill (H. R. 8415) for the relief of Moses Gil- 
lespie, Georgia Volunteers, Indian war—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MEEKISON: A bill (H. R. 8422) granting a pension to 
Adaline Kauffman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8423) granting a pension to Thomas B. Hol- 
land—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIDGELY: A bill (H. R. 8424) removing the charge of 
——- from Benjamin Day—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 8425) for the relief of Eli 
Ricketson, of Llano, Tex.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WALKER of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8426) to increase 
the pension of Na Cloud—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN (by request): A bill (H. R. 8427) confer- 
ring upon railroad companies created by laws of the United States 
additional powers—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following we and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union and citizens of Arena, Wis., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by provid- 
ing that cigarettes imported in original — on en any 
State shall become subject to its laws—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and a Commerce. 

By Mr. BARNEY: Petition of Mrs. H. H. Hollen, of the Wis- 
consin Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, relating tothe col- 
lection of special taxes from wholesale and retail liquor dealers— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BENTON: Papers to accompany House bill for the re- 
lief of James H. Whimpey, of McDonald County, Mo.—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BLAND: Papers relating to the claim of W.Son 
& Co., asking reference of their claim to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Petition of the fourteenth annual con- 
vention of the Master House Painters and Decorators’ Association 
of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the speedy passage of the Lodge 
immigration bill—to the Committee on igration and Natu- 
ralization. 

Also, petition of A. J. Bachman and many other citizens of Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation restricting 
ee the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 

on. 

By Mr. BULL (by request): Petition of representatives of cer- 
tain steamship companies of New York and business firms of New 
York City engaged in docking and repairing ships, in favor of the 

roposition of the International Dry Dock Company to furnish 
acilities for dry docking at the port of New York—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARKE of New Hampshire: Petitions of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Unions of Ashland, Newport, North 
Charlestown, and Derry, N. H., for the of a bill forbid- 
ding the sale of liquor in all Gevsmnntins talline 00 the Com- 
mittee on Public 7 and Grounds. - 

Also, petitions of the Woman's Christian Temperance Unions 
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verhill and Derry, N. H.,to substitute voluntary arbitration 
erosions strikes—to the Committee on Labor. 
Also, a of the W oman’s Christian Temperance Unions of 
Ashlan 
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and Derry, N. H., praying for the enactment of legisla- 

tion prohibiting kinetoscope re uctions of prize fights in the 

District of Columbia and the Territories—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. _ ; 

Also, petitions of the Woman's Christian Temperance Unions of 

, North Charlestown, Ashland, and Haverhill, N. H., favor- 

ing of a Sabbath law for the national capital—to the 

Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Unions of 
North lestown, Greenville, Newport, and New Hampton, 
N. H., in favor of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws 
by providing that cigarettes imported in original packages on 
entering any State shall become subject to its laws—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of the Woman's Christian Temperance Unions of 
Sunapee, North Charlestown, Greenville, Derry, and Haverhill, 
N. HL, ying for the enactment of legislation raising the age of 

rotection for girls to 18 years in the District of Columbia and the 
Nerritories—to the Committee on tie District of Columbia. 

Also, petitions of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
North Charlestown, Greenville, and Derry, N. H., for the pas- 
sage of a bill to forbid interstate transmission of lottery and other 
gambling matter by telegraph—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce 


Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Derry, N. H., praying for the passage of a bill to prohibit inter- | 
state transmission of pictures and descriptions of prize fights—to | 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CONNELL: Petition of numerous citizens of Moosic 
and Old Forge, Lackawanna County, Pa., in opposition to the ad- 
mission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United 
States—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: Petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Palestine, Tex., for the passage of a bill to 
further protect the first day of the week in the District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Palestine, Tex., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibit- 
ing the interstate transmission of newspaper ee of prize 

ts, etc.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Palestine, Tex., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibit- 
ing ee ps reproductions of prize fights in the District of Co- 
lumbia and Territories~-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

AJso, petition of the Wornan’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Palestine Tex., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibit- 
ing the sale of intoxicating liquors in ail Government buildings— 
to the Committee on Pullic Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Palestine, Tex., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibit- 
ing interstate gambling by tel hh, telephone, or otherwise—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Tem ce Union of 
Palestine, Tex., praying for the enactment of legislation raising 
the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the District of Colum- 
bia and the Territories—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 


Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Palestine, Tex., praying for the enactment of lation to pro- 
tect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that ttes im- 


ported in original packages on entering any State 1 become 
subject to its laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance 
Palestine, Tex., asking for the of a bill which will more 
effectually restrict immigration and prevent the admission of 
illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United States—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. : 

Also, petitions of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 

ine, Tex., in favor of the passage of certain bills in the inter- 
est of labor—to the Committee on Labor. i 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of the Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Milton, Wis., for the enactznent of leg- 
islation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by a hat 
cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any State 
shall become subject to its laws—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Petition of the Trades and Labor 
Assembly of Muscatine, Iowa, for the passage of House bill No. 
7389, eight hours as a legal day's work—to the Committee 
on Labor. 


Also, resolution of the Scott County Medical Society of Daven- 
port, lowa, protesting against the passage of Senate bill 1552, known 
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Also, resolutions of Tri-City Lodge, No. 888, International Asso- 
ciation of Machinists, of Davenport, Iowa, in favor of House bills 
Nos. 7389, 6092, and 1638, relating to the interests of labor—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Resolution of the Cigar Makers’ 
Union of Kansas City, Kans., protesting against the passage of the 
so-called anti-scalping ticket bill—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DANFORD: Petition of C. G. Stripel, George E. Terry, 
and 322 other citizens of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the pas- 
sage of the Lodge immigration bill—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Petitions of W.H. Prager, of Wheeling 
and vicinity; J.C. McCurdy, G. W. Hand, W. M. Lindsay and 
others, of E Grove and vicinity, all in the State of West Vir- 
ginia, praying for the enactment of legislation which will more 
effectually restrict immigration and prevent the admission of 
illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United States—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
J. A. J. Lightburn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: Petitions of Lewis Israel, E.S. Wood, H.B. 
Jennings, W. I. Yates, and many other citizens of Charleston, all 
of the State of South Carolina, praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation restricting immigration—to the Committee on Immigra- 


tion and Naturalization. 


By Mr. EPES: Petition of W. E. England and 90 other citizens 
of Farmville, Va., praying for the enactment of legislation restrict- 
ing immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Petition of the Western Presbyterian Church, 

of Washington, D. C., in favor of the passage of a bill to prohibit 
the sale of liquors in Government buildings—to the Committees on 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 
. By Mr. ER NTROUT: Resolutions of Cigar Makers’ Unicn 
No. 236, of Reading, Pa., asking for the passage of House bill No. 
7389, known as the eight-hour bill, and bill No. 6092, known as 
the prison-labor bill—to the Committee on Labor. 

iin petitions of George H. Wilfert and others, George W. 
Lingard and others, all of Reading; 5 petitions of citizens of Lees- 
port and vicinity: P. P. Mohr, W. A. Jackson, H. D. Basel, and 
others, of Fogelsville, Allentown, and Litzenberg; H. J. Jobst and 
others, of Kurtztown and vicinity, and citizens of Slatington and 
Haafsville, all in the State of Pennsylvania, in favor of legislation 
to more effectually restrict immigration and prevent the admis- 
sion of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United 
States—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petitions cf John B. Lafierty and 30 others, John W. 
Davis, Harvey McCook, and others, citizens of Birdsboro; Oscar B. 
Houp, Andrew Keller. and others, of Monocacy; H. A. Babb and 
others, of Reading; Albert Fritz, Mark Danner, and others, of 
Birdsboro, all of the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation restricting immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalzation. 

Also, memorial of Barker & Co., wholesale merchants of Phila- 
delphia, Pa.. favoring the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial and resolutions passed at a meeting of the citi- 
zens of Reading, Pa.,in the Sixteenth Ward, in favor of the rec- 
ognition of Cuban independence—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. FISCHER: Resolutions of the Kings County Repub- 
lican general committee in favor of the annexation of the Hawaiian 
Islands—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of the South Baptist Church, 
of Boston, Mass., in favor of legislation to protect State anti- 
cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in original 
packages on entering any State shall become subject to its laws— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the South Babtist Church. of Boston, Mass., 
praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the South Baptist Church, of Boston, Mass., 
praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting interstate 
gambling by telegraph, telephone. or other wise—to the Committes 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the South Baptist Church, of Boston, Mass., 
praying for the enactment of legislation raising the age of protec- 
tion for girls to 18 years in the District of Columbia and the Ter- 
ritories—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the South Baptist Church, of Boston, Mass., 
praying for the enactment of legislation substituting voluntary 
arbitration for railway strikes—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the South Baptist Church, of Boston, Mass., 
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for the passage of a bill to further protect the first day of the 
week in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the South Baptist Church, of Boston, Mass., 
praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the interstate 
transmission of newspaper descriptions of prize fights, etc.—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the South Baptist Church, of Boston, Mass., 
praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting kineotoscope 
reproductions of prize fights in the District of Columbia and the 
Territories—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Boston Associated Board of Trade, for an 
increase in the artillery force for harbor defenses—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of the Iron Molders’ Union, No. 164, of San Fran- 
cisco, in regard to prison-made articles—to the Committee on 
Labor. 

Also, protest of the citizens of Bangor, Dexter, Boston and 
vicinity. in the State of Massachusetts, against the passage of the 
so-called anti-scalping ticket bill—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Boston Chamber of Commerce, on be- 
half of currency reform and in favor of the gold standard—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. GARDNER: Petitions of M. M. Townsend and others, 
A. R. Herbert and others, J. B. Rider and others, J. R. Cox and 
others, Hudson Gaskill and others, Joel H. Ridgeway and others, 
John Marshall and others, I. W. Truex and others, John W. Petit 
and others, all of the Life-Saving Service, asking Congress to 
enact legislation for the relief and support of those of the service 
who become enfeebled by age or disabled by accident—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of the St. Nicholaus Society of Egg Harbor City, 
N. J., in opposition to the Lodge immigration bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church in Tuckerton, 
N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation raising the age of 
meters for girls to 18 years inthe District of Columbia and the 

erritories—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church in Tuckerton, 
N. J., for the passage of a bill to forbid interstate transmission of 
lottery and other gambling matter by telegraph—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of the Methodist Episcopal Church in Tuckerton, 
the Endeavor Societies of the Baptist Church of Hightown, Central 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Linwood, and Epworth League of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church of Burlington, N. J., for the 
enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in all Government buildings—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Protest of citizens of Knoxville, Tenn., against 
the passage of a general bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of George W. Swaney, for muster and discharge— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Petition of Dr. George T. MacCoy, of 
Columbus, Ind., relating to the establishment of a department of 
public health—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


merce. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petitions of 270 citizens of Pennsyl- 
vania, 175 citizens of Michigan and Minnesota, 75 citizens of IIli- 
nois, 60 citizens of New York, 36 citizens of Colorado, 25 citizens 
of Iowa, 18 citizens of Massachusetts, 15 citizens of New Jersey, 25 
citizens of Connecticut, 50 citizens of Indiana, 20 citizens of Texas, 
16 citizens of Mississippi, 14 citizens of Missouri, 50 citizens of 
South Dakota, 50 citizens of California, 1,250 citizens of Ohio, 52 
citizens of Tuppers Plains, Ohio; 125 citizens of Bashan, Ohio; 63 
citizens of Racine, Ohio, praying for the enactment of laws re- 
stricting immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Petitions of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church and Star Christian Endeavor Society of Hastings; the 
Evangelical churches of Castleton and Kalamo; the Baptist, Con- 
gregational, and Methodist Episcopal churches of Nashville, all 
in the State of Michigan, in favor of the passage of the Broderick 
bill to raise the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and the Territories—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, petitions of the Methodist Episcopal Church and Star 
Christian Endeavor Society of Hastings; the Evangelical churches 
of Castleton and Kalamo; the Baptist, Congregational, and Meth- 
odist Episcopal churches of Nashville, Mich., praying for the 
enactment of legislation prohibiting kinetoscope reproductions of 
= fights in the District of Columbia and the Territories—to 

e Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
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Also, petitions of the Methodist Episcopal Church and Star 
Christian Endeavor Society of Hastings; the Evangelical churches 
of Castleton and Kalamo; the Baptist, —— egational, and Meth- 
odist Episcopal churches of Nashville, Mich., favoring a bill pro- 
viding that Ge one imported in original packages on entering 
any State shall become subject to its laws—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of the Methodist Episcopal Church and Star Chris- 
tian Endeavor Society of Hastings; the Evangelical churches of 
Castleton and Kalamo; the Baptist, Congregational, and Methodist 
Episcopal churches of Nashville, Mich., asking for the passage of 
a bill to forbid the sale of intoxicating beverages in all Govern- 
ment buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, petitions of the Methodist Episcopal Church and Star Chris- 
tian Endeavor Society of Hastings; the Evangelical churches of 
Castleton and Kalamo; the Baptist and Methodist Episcopal 
churches of Nashville, Mich., urging the passage of a bill pro- 
hibiting the publication of pictures and descriptions of suicides, 
except in scientific journals or on judicial order for identification— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of the Christian Endeavor Society 
of Memorial Presbyterian Church, of Philadelphia, Pa., asking 
for the passage of a@ bill to forbid the sale of intoxicating bever- 
ages in all Government buildings—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of citizens of Philadelphia, native and foreign 
born, favoring the enactment of legislation which will more effec- 
tually restrict immigration and prevent the admission of illiterate, 
pauper, and criminal classes to the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HENRY of Indiana: Resolutions of the Bluffton (Ind.) 
Commercial Club, indorsing the Loud tal-reform bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HICKS: Petition of James A. McGary, Jacob Wendell, 
W. W. Baker, and 78 other citizens of Cambria County, Pa., 
favoring the enactment of legislation to more effectually restrict 
immigration and prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and 
criminal classes to the United States—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of the First Baptist Church of Belvi- 
dere, Ill., praying for the enactment of legislation to protect State 
anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in orig- 
inal packages on entering any State shall become subject to its 
laws—tc the Consmittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the First Baptist Church of Belvidere, Il., 
praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the First Baptist Church of Belvidere, [1., 
praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting interstate 
gambling by telegraph, telephone, or otherwise—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the First Baptist Church of Belvidere, Il., 
praying for the enactment of 4 oes raising the age of protec- 
tion for girls to 18 years in the District of Columbia and the Ter- 
ritories—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the First Baptist Church of Belvidere, IL, 
praying for the enactment of legislation substituting voluntary 
arbitration for railway strikes—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the First Baptist Church of Belvidere, IIl., 
for the passage of a bill to further protect the first day of the 
week in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the First Baptist Church of Belvidere, IIl., 
praying for the enactment of legislation oe the interstate 
transmission of newspaper descriptions of prize fights, etc.—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the First Baptist Church of Belvidere, Ml., 
praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting semeposcope 
reproduction of = fights in the District of Columbia and the 
Territories—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, resolution of the Illinois Society of the Sons of the Amer- 
ican Revolution, favoring the purchase by the Government of 
Fort Ticonderoga—to the Committee on Militar Affairs. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Cuba, N. Y., asking for the passage of a bill to for- 
bid the transmission by mail or interstate commerce of pictures 
or descriptions of prize fights—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. : 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Cuba, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting 
the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol and all Government 
buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 





Cuba, N. Y., for the age of a bill to forbid interstate trans- 
mission of lottery and other gambling matter by telegraph—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, —- of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Cuba, N. Y., for the passage of a bill to further protect the first 
day of the week in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. wg : 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Cuba, N. Y., to prohibit kinetoscope reproductions of pugilistic 
encounters in the District of Columbia and the Territories and the 
interstate transportation of materials of the same—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill to correct military record 
of Hiram S. Stimson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Ellington, N. Y., in favor of legislation to protect State anti- 
cigarette laws by providing that —— imported in origins! 
packages on entering any State shall become subject to its laws— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HOWE: Petition of the Kings County Republican gen- 
eral committee, in favor of the annexation of Hawaii—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of S. W. Thomas and 50 citizens of New York 
City, for the restriction of immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petitions of Samuel I. Johnson and many 
other citizens of Imlaystown, I. S. Vorhees and 135 others, Charles 
N. Van Horn and 86 other citizens of Monmouth County, all of 
the State of New Jersey, praying for the enactment of legislation 
restricting immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Robert F. Longstreet and others, for the relief 
of members of the Life-Saving Service of the United States—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: Petitions of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance unions and citizens of Grandin; Baptist, 
Methodist, and Presbyterian churches of St. Thomas; Methodist 
Episcopal, Baptist, Presbyterian, and Evangelical congregations 
of Cavaliér, and citizens of Maza, allin the State of North Dakota, 
for the enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws 
by providing that cigarettes imported in original packages on en- 
tering any State shall become subject to its laws—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Casselton, N. Dak., for the passage of a bill to forbid interstate 
transmission of ee and other gambling matter by telegraph— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Epworth League of Casselton, N. Dak., for 
the passage of a bill to further protect the first day of the week in 
= 2 istrict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Co- 

umbia. 
" Also, petition of the Methodist Church of Casselton, N. Dak., 
praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: Petition of H. D. Smith and 

7 other citizens of Spokane, Wash., praying for the enactment of 
legislation restricting immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. JOY: Resolutions of the St. Louis Merchants’ Exchange, 
favoring the Loud pee bill and various other measures—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union, Ladies’ Aid Society of the Christian Church, and 
Ladies’ Social Union, all of Lancaster, Mo., asking for the passage 
of a bill to forbid the sale of intoxicating beverages in all Gov- 
ernment buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, petitions of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union, 
Ladies’ Aid Society of the Christian Church, and Ladies’ Social 
Union of the Methodist Episcopal Church, all of Lancaster, Mo., 
praying for the enactment of legislation raising the age of protec- 
tion for girls to 18 years in the District of Columbia and the Ter- 
ritories—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MAHANY: Resolution of Bidwell-Wilkeson Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, expressing regret and sympathy 
in the destruction of the war ship Maine—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MAHON: Petitions of J. H. Barker and 28 others; 
Ephraim Anderson and 29 other citizens of Clear Ridge; Frank 

den and 25 others, of Maddensville, all of the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for the enactment of legislation restricting immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. McALEER: Petition of John R. Marlin and 44 citizens 
of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the passage of the Lodge bill for 
the further restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 
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By Mr. McINTIRE: Petition of banks and trust companies, 


wholesale boot and shoe dealers, dry goods and notion merchants 
of Baltimore. Md., asking for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. MEEKISON: Papers in support of House bill granting a 


pension to Adaline Kauffman—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 8109, for the removal 


of the charge of desertion against Levi Leveck—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. MILLER: Petition of L. J. Kel'y, Monroe Miller, and 70 


other citizens of Jackson County, W. Va., in favor of legislation 
to more effectually restrict immigration and prevent the admis- 
sion of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United 


States—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MOODY: Petitions of citizens of Rockland, Me., and 
Athol, Mass., favoring the passage of House bill No. 5855, on be- 
half of currency reform oak in favor of the gold standard—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. NORTHWAY: Petition of J. W. August and 23 other 
citizens of Ashtabula, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion restricting immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Petitions of Penbrook Council, No. 398, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Penbrook, Pa., and 
citizens of Hummelstown, Pa.,in favor of the enactment of legis- 
lation which will more effectually restrict immigration and pre- 
vent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to 
the United States—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: Sundry petitions of D. T. Marsh and other 
citizens of Sewickley Township; 8. T. Clark, Stewart Hendricks, 
and others, of Bolivar and vicinity; G. W. Connor and others, of 
Beringer and vicinity; F. H. Steen and others, of Bellevernon and 
vicinity; J. W. Shoaf and others, of New Stanton and vicinity; 
I. F. Henry and others, of Bellevernon and vicinity; E. F. Cloman 
and others, of Greenock and vicinity; E. B. Keener, Charles Rea, 
and others, of Slate Lick and vicinity; Bert Ellis and other citi- 
zens of Mount Pleasant and vicinity; James Carey, J. F. Koehn- 
lein, and others, of Jeannette and vicinity; Joseph H. Barr, William 
McSpadden, Harry 8. Christie, D. W. M. Jones, Harry B. Stephens, 
and other citizens of Cokeville and vicinity, all in the State of 
Pennsylvania, favoring the enactment of legislation to more effec- 
tually restrict immigration and prevent the admission of illiterate, 
pauper, and criminal classes to the United States—to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, protest of A. J. Blockinger and other citizens of Bolivar, 
Pa., against the passage of the Loud postal bill—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Presbyterian Church of Rural Valley, Pa., in 
favor of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by provid- 
ing that cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any 
State shall become subject to its laws—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of Trades and Labor 
Council, and Friendship Lodge, No. 70, International Association 
of Machinists, of Fort Wayne, Ind., in favor of labor legislation— 
to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Resolutions of Thames Union, No. 137, 
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Norwich, Conn., in 
favor of the passage of House bills 7389 and 6092, relating to 
labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: Petition of W. N. Brown and others, of 
Villapark, Colo., and vicinity, in favor of the passage of a bill to 
prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal immi- 
grants to the United States—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of the New England Confectioners’ 
Club, in favor of the passage of a bill to suppress ticket brokerage— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Protest of A. Clark and others, 
of Caledonia, Mich., against the passage of a general bankruptcy 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Sparta, Mich., for the passage of a bill to substitute voluntary 
— arbitration for railway strikes—to the Committee on 

abor. 

Also, = of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Sparta, Mich., urging the passage of a bill to prohibit the trans- 
mission by mail of newspaper descriptions of prize fights—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Sparta. Mich., asking for the passage of a bill to raise the age of 
protection to 18 years in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, — of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Sparta, Mich., asking for the passage of a bill to forbid the sale of 
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intoxicating beverages in all Government buildings—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Resolution adopted by Pioneer Council, No.1, 
Order United American Mechanics, of New Haven, Conn., favor- 
ing the passage of the Lodge bill—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SNOVER: Papers to accompany House bill No. 8157, 
relating to sessions of the United States court at Port Huron—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Petition of officers and numerous 
citizens of Wilbarger County, Tex., requesting Congress to ratify 
a treaty made by the United States with the Comanche, Kiowa, 
and Apache Indians, and to open their reservation in Oklahoma 
to settlement—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. STEWART of New Jersey: Petition of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Paterson, N. J., favoring legisla- 
tion providing that cigarettes imported in original packages on 
entering any State shall become subject to its laws—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, 
Prospect Street Methodist Episcopal Church, Cross Street Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church, all of Paterson, and Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Little Falls, N. J., for the passage of a bill to forbid in- 
terstate transmission of lottery and other gambling matter by 
telegraph—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, 
Prospect Street Methodist Episcopal Church, Grace Methodist 
Episcopal Church, Cross Street Methodist Episcopal Church, all 
of Paterson, N. J., and Methodist Episcopal Church of Little 
Falls, N. J., asking for the passage of a bill to forbid the sale of 
intoxicating beverages in all Government buildings—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, 
Prospect Street Methodist Episcopal Church, Cross Street Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church, all of Paterson, and Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Little Falls, N. J., praying that the age of protection 
for girls be raised to 18 years in the District of Columbia and the 
Territories—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Paterson, N. J., in favor of a Sun- 
day-rest law for the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of many citizens of Passaic City, N. J., protesting 
against any changes of the civil-service law—to the Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, petitions of many citizens of Paterson, Midvale, West Mil- 
ford, Ridgewood, and Passaic County, N. J., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation which will more effectually restrict immigra- 
tion and prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal 
classes to the United States—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Petition of 63 citizens of War- 
ren, Pa., favoring the passage of a bill to prohibit the sale of liq- 
uors in the Capitol and ail Government buildings, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of T. C. Anderson, T. D. Keverline, and other 
citizens of Fertigs, Pa., asking for the enactment of legislation 
which will more effectually restrict immigration—to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of 1,555 voters of Oil City, Pa., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by 
providing that cigarettes imported in original packages on entering 
any State shall become subject to its laws—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Petitions of C. E. Pease, M. D., 
and 120 citizens of Middletown, Pa.; W. J. Robinson, G. H. 
Moore, and citizens of Etna, Sharpsburg, and vicinity; Thomas L. 
McElheny and others, of Russ Township, in the county of Alle- 
gheny, Pa., in favor of the enactment of legislation which will 
more effectually restrict immigration and prevent the admission 
of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United States—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petition of Charles Severance and 23 
citizens of Manchester, N. H., in favor of legislation to more 
effectually restrict immigration and prevent the admission of 
illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United States—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance unions of 
Seabrook and Suncook, N. H., in favor of legislation to protect 
State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported 
in original packages on entering any State shall become subject to 
its laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Newport, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation to sub- 
stitute voluntary arbitration for railway strikes—to the Commit- 
tee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Newport, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation to raise 
the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the District of Colum- 


we ane the Territories—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
umbia. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Sunapee, N. H., to prohibit the sale of intoxicating beverages in 
all Government buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. WEYMOUTH: Petition of the Baptist Church of Clin- 
ton, Mass., praying for the age of a bill prohibiting the sale 
of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol and all Government build- 
ings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 





SENATE. 
Monpay, February 21, 1898. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitzurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Friday last, when, on motion of Mr. KyYL&, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

FINDINGS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the find- 
ings filed by the court in the cause of George E. Morrison, admin- 
istrator of John Morrison, deceased, vs. The United States; which, 


with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


DEATH OF SENATOR GEORGE. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
resolutions adopted by the legislature of the State of Mississippi 


as a tribute to the memory of Hon. James Z. George, late a Sena- 
tor from that State. 


Mr.MONEY. Iask that the resolutions be noted on the Journal 
and printed in full in the REcorp. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so 
ordered. 


The resolutions were ordered to lie on the table, and to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Whereas since the last session of the legislature there has passed from this 
life James Z. George, a citizen of this State, and a Senator in the Federal 
Cnpgrenn, and 

Whereas we deem it to be right that we should record some expression of 
the admiration, love, and gratitude felt for him not only by the members of 
this body, but also by the entire people of Mississippi: Therefore, 

Be it resolved (as the sense of this body), First, that in the death of Senator 
George, Mississippi has lost an eminent citizen, an unselfish patriot, a far- 
seeing statesman, a wise and safe counselor, and an intrepid leader; 

Second, that his services to the people of Mississippi were so great, disin- 
terested, and beneficent as not only to win for him an undying fame, but also 
to merit our lasting gratitude and affection; 

Third, that we are gratified that in him Mississippi contributed to the 
services of the Federal Government a statesman whose profound learning, 
simple honesty, and steadfast devotion to the rights and interests of the pev- 
ple recalled the earlier and better days of the Republic; 

Fourth, that we are rejoiced to know that he passed away not only ripe 
in years and in honors, but rich in the strong assurance of another and bet- 


ter life; 

Fifth, that we will cherish his memory and guard his fame, while westrive 
to emulate his virtues and follow his example; 

Sixth, that these resolutions be spread upon the journals of both houses, 
and that an engrossed copy be sent to the presiding officer of the United 
States Senate, also to each member of the imm te family of Senator 


George. 
ae by the legislature of the State of Mississippi in joint session Janu- 
ary 18, bs 
J. H. JONES. 
Attest: President of the Senate. 
Jno. Y. MURRAY, Jr., 
Secretary of the Senate. 
JAMES F. McCOOL, 
Attest: 


Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
L. Pink SMITH, 


Clerk of the House of Representatives. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of General Fran- 
cis Marion Council, No. 95, Junior Order of United American 
Mechanics, of Brooklyn, N. Y., praying for an immediate and 
thorough investigation into the cause of the destruction of the 
— ship Maine; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the legislature of the State of 
New York, denouncing the atrocities committed by Spanish troops 
upon the Cubans, and praying that the Government of the United 
States exercise its influence in behalf of peace and for the termi- 
nation of the s le with the Cubans; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Lem , N. H., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors 
in the Capitol and all Government buildings; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Lempster, N. H., and a petition of the Woman's 


Christian Tem Union of Plymouth, N. H., praying for the 
enactment of i to prohibit, as far as the power of Con- 
gress extends, the reproduction of prize fights by the kinetoscope 


or other kindred devices; which were ordered to lie on the table. 


He 
ance Union of Lempster, N. 


enactment of 


po, = 
aon e Judiciary. 


He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance unions of Newmarket, Suncook, and Seabrook, all in the 
State of New Hampshire, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that ci ttes 
imported in original packages on entering any State shall 8 
subject to its laws; which were referred to the Committee on In- 


terstate Commerce. 


Mr. PLATT of New York presented resolutions adopted by the 
legislature of the State of New York, relative to the establishment 
of a national military park and naval reservation along the Pali- 
sades of the Hudson; which were read, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, as follows: 

Stats or New YORK, IN ASSEMBLY 


By Mr. Nrxon: 


Whereas a bill has been introduced and is now pending in the House of 
Representatives known as House bill No.5170, to establish a national military 
park and naval reservation along the Palisades of the Hudson: Therefore, 

1. Be it resolved by the assembly (the senate concurring), That the Senators 


of the United States the 
be 1h 


By order of the assembly. 


In Senate February 9, 1898. Concurred in without amendment. 


By order of the senate. 


Mr, PLATT of New York presented the following resolution, 
adopted by the ae of the State of New York, urging the 
tate in the Congress of the United States 

t en any alteration of the 
ch was read, and referred to 


STaTE oF NEw seen, ye ASSEMBLY, 


Representatives of that 
° 
Ww 

Post- 

By Mr. CuLiEn: 


Whereas it is im 


nation; 


constitute an 


vent any 
hich is 


By order of the assembly. 


Mr, PLATT of New York presented petitions of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance unions of Moira, Ellington, Rensselaer 
Falls, Gloversville, and Bergen, all in the State of New York, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to protect State anti- 

i that oe imported in original 
packages on entering any State sh 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Gloversville; of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Glens Falls, and of the Woman's Christian Tem- 

Union No. 2, of Syracuse, all in the State of New York, 
ying for the enactment of 


cigarette laws by providi 


pra 

intoxicating liquors in the 
which were oa 

Grounds. 


law for the 


a 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Gloversville, N. Y., praying for the enactment of 


XXXI——123 


also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 

H., praying for the enactment of le - 

islation to substitute voluntary arbitration for railway strikes; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 

ance Union of Plymouth, N. H., and a petition of the Woman's 

Christian Temperance Union of Lempster, N. H., praying. for the 

fegislation to prohibit interstate gamb. 

hone, or otherwise; which were referred to the Com- 


resentatives in from New York 
influence for and to urge the passage 


; and 
2. Beit resolved, Thatacopy of this resolution, duly certified by the speaker 
of the assembly and the p ent of the senate, be sent to each of the Sena- 
tors and Representatives in Congress from the State of New York. 


— service in New York City; 
e Co 


portant for the preservation of the commercial supremacy 

of the city of New York that its citizens should have every r facility 

for the on of business, and we 

ment to do all things requisite or advisa’ to facilitate, within reasonable 
the commerce and industries of the — New York, and thus 

promote not alone the welfare of the individuals, but of the city, State, and 


the returns from the post-office 
borough of Brooklyn are greatly in excess of the cost of their support and 
important and valuable part of the whole revenue; and 
an a frequent, and efficient service is essential 
to the proper of business in a large city, as well as to the convenience 

and comfort of its citizens: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Representatives in Congress from New York State 
be urgentl reupested to use every honorable means in their power to pre- 
itera of the service or delivery in the city of New York 
w ted to nish in any manner the number or frequency of 
mail deliveries or carriers in said city or in any of the boroughs thereof. 


itol and all Government buildings; 
ommittee on Public Buildings and 


He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Gloversville, N. Y., and a petition of the New 
York County Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to raise the of — for girls 
to 18 years in the District of Columbia and the 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Gloversville, N. Y., praying for the enactment of 


erred to the 
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legislation to prohibit interstate gambling by telegraph, telephone, 
or otherwise; which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 















































ciary. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of St. Louis Bridge and 
Tunnel Division, No. 327, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, 
and a petition of Local Union No. 13, Metal Polishers, Buffers, 
Platers, and Brass Workers’ Union, of St. Louis, Mo., praying for 
the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill, the prison-labor bill, 
the anti-injunction bill, and the bill for the relief of American 
seamen; which were referred to the Committee on Education and 


g by tele- 


r. 

He also presented a petition of the board of directors of the 
Merchants’ Exchange of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation creating a reform in the postal service, for the 
construction and control of the Nicaragua Canal by the Govern- 
ment, and for the establishment of a department of commerce 
and industries; which was referred to the Select Committee on 
the Construction of the Nicaragua Canal. 

He also presented a petition of the Implement and Vehicle 
Board of Trade of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the passage of the 
so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which hel 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. ih 

He also presented a petition of the Ladies’ Christian Aid Society eu 
of Lancaster, Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation to hb 

rohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government build- 
ings; which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings i> 
and Grounds. ig 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- i 
ance Union of Miller, Mo., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that ciga- " 
rettes imported in original packages on entering any State shall iP 
become subject to its laws; which was referred to the Committee a 
on Interstate Commerce. td 

He also presented a petition of the Ladies’ Christian Aid Society j Me 
of Lancaster, Mo., and a petition of the Ladies’ Social Union of the ‘i 
Methodist a Church of Lancaster, Mo., praying for the t 
enactment of legislation to raise the age of protection for girls to big 
18 years in the District of Columbia and the Territories; which tg 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of the board of directors 
of the Chamber of Commerce of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for 
the passage of the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union and sundry citizens of Arena, Wis., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by 
ss that = imported in original packages on enter- 
ing any Stateshall become subject toits laws; which was referred i 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also a a petition of the Trade and Labor Council of 
Oshkosh, Wis., praying for the enactment of the so-called eight- 
hour bill, the prison-labor bill, the anti-injunction bill, and the 
bill for the protection of American seamen; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. BATE presented a memorial of sundry citizensof Memphis, 

Tenn., remonstrating against the enactment of a general bank- 
ruptcy law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

r. MILLS presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Lockhart, Tex., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that 
cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any State 
shall become subject to its laws; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Palestine, Tex., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to prohibit the transmission by mail or interstate com- 
merce of newspaper descriptions of prize fights; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Palestine, Tex., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to limit absolute divorces in the District of Columbia and 
the Territories; which was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 


Albany, February 8, 1398. 


A. E. BAXTER, Clerk. 


J. 8. WHIPPLE, Clerk. 


mmittee on Post-Offices and 


Albany, N. Y., February 7, 1398. 


it as the duty of the Govern- 





of New York City and the 







































A. E. BAXTER, Clerk. 


become subject to its laws; 


lation to prohibit the sale of 


He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- : 
ance Union of Palestine, Tex., praying for the enactment of leg- : 
islation to raise the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the : 
District of Columbia and the Territories; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Palestine, Tex., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Govern- 
ment buildings: which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Palestine, Tex., praying for the enactment of leg- 


erritories; which | 
islation to exclude illiterate immigrants; which was ordered to ; 


ct of Co umbia; which was re- 


lie on the table. 
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He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Palestine, Tex., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to substitute voluntary acblizntion for railway strikes; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Palestine, Tex., praying for the appointment of a 
commission to investigate the labor problem; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Palestine, Tex., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to prohibit the interstate transmission of lottery messages 
and other gambling matter by telegraph; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Palestine, Tex., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that 
cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any State 
shall become subject to its laws; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Pulestine, Tex., praying for the enactment of a 
Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MURPHY presented the petition of J. Sargent Cram, presi- 
dent of the dock board, and sundry other prominent citizens of 
New York City, praying Congress to authorize the Secretary of 
War to contract with Charles Stoughton and his associates for the 
entire work of the Harlem Kills Canal, New York City; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the New York County Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Govern- 
ment buildings; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the New York County Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to prohibit the interstate transmission of lottery messages 
and other gambling matter by telegraph; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Andover, N. Y., praying for the enactment of leg- 


islation to raise the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the 


District of Columbia and the Territories; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance unions of Port Byron, Ceres, Brooklyn, and Kings County, 
all in the State of New York, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that ciga- 
rettes imported in original packages on entering any State shall 


become subject to its laws; which were referred to the Committee 


on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a memorial of Kaw Valley Beef Butch- 
ers’ Union, No. 4, of Kansas City, Kans., remonstrating against 
the passage of the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the United Presbyterian congre- 
gation of Linden, Kans., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government 
buildings; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of the Republican Editorial 
Association of Indiana, praying for the passage of the so-called 
Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial ef sundry citizens of Hobart, Ind., 
remonstrating against the enactment of a general bankruptcy 
law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Vanderburg County Med- 
ical Society, of Indiana, remonstrating against the passage of Sen- 
ate bill No. 1063, for the further prevention of cruelty to animals 
in the District of Columbia; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Friendship Lodge, No. 70, Inter- 
national Association of Machinists, of Fort Wayne, Ind., praying 
for the eo of the so-called eight-hour bill and the prison- 
a bills which was referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Paint and Oil Club of 
New England, praying for the establishment of a department of 
commerce and industries; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the New England Confectioners’ 
Club, of Boston, Mass., praying for the ratification of a reciprocity 
treaty with the Dominion of Canada and the Crown Colony of 
Newfoundland; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Boston Merchants’ Associa- 
tion, of Boston, Mass., praying for the passage of the so-called 
anti-scalping ticket bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


ings and Grounds. 









He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper. 
ance Union of Boston, Mass., praying for the enactment of legis- 


lation to prohibit the sale of ne te in all Government 


buildings; which was referred to the Committee on Public Buila- 


He also presented petitions of the Central Labor Union of 
Springfield; of Needle Workers’ Union No. 7001, American Fed- 
eration of Labor, of Springfield; of Local Union No. 69, Boot and 
Shoe Workers’ Union, of Whitman, and of Local Union No. 4, 
Journeymen Bakers and Confectioners’ International Union, of 
Boston, all in the State of Massachusetts, praying for the passage 
of the so-called eight-hour bill, the prison-labor bill, the anti- 
injunction bill, and the bill for the relief of American seamen: 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PERKINS presented petitions of sun merchants and 
citizens of San Francisco, Cal.; Atlantic City, N. J.; Evanston, 
Tll.; Chicago, Tll.; New York City, N. Y., and Key West, Fla., 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the retire- 
ment of certain officers and men in the Light-House Board; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. VEST presented a — of the Ladies’ Social Union of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church of Lancaster, Mo., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in all Government buil ings which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Merchants’ Exch of St. 
Louis, Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 
a reform in the i service, for the construction and control of 
the Nicaragua Canal by the Government, and for the establish- 
ment of a department of commerce and industries; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Ministers’ Association of 
Monett, Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation to protect 
State anti-cigarette laws by providing that c ttes imported in 
original packages on entering any State shall become subject to 


its laws; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce, 


Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Bakers and Confection- 
ers’ International Union, of Washington, D. CE for the en- 
actment of legislation to prevent the abuse of the writ of injunc- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on the J udiciary. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas presented a petition of sundry citizens 
of Ozark, Ark., praying for the passage of the so-called Loud bill, 
relating to second-class mail matter; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also P esented a petition of the Commercial League of Fort 
Smith, Ark., praying that the proceeds from the sale of a certain 
coe of ground in that city be devoted to the erection of a public 

ospital open to physicians of all schools of medicine, and to be 
maintained by and at the expense of that city; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, 

He also presented a memorial of — citizens of Arkansas, 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended to 
destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of the Cherokee 
Nation, Ind. T., praying for the enactment of ean to provide 
for making rolls of citizenship of the Five Civilized Tribes in that 
Territory; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present the petition of Richard Yates, United 
States collector of internal revenue, and sundry other citizens of 
Illinois, praying for amendment to the pension laws so as to give 
the soldiers who sustained wounds equivalent to the loss of a foot 
the same pension which is given to soldiers who have actually lost 
afoot. I desire to state that this pwn comes to me from my 
late colleague, General Palmer, with the request that attention be 
given toit. I move that the petition be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Chicago Commercial 
Association, of Chicago, Ill., praying for the passage of the Torrey 
bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Chicago Varnish Company, 
of Chicago, Ill., praying for the passage of the so-called Loud bill, 
relating to second-class mail matter; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. : 

He also — a petition of the ane Sees Christian 
Union of the Henderson Church, of Eleanor, Ill., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors 
in all Government buildings; which was referred to the Committeo 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Commandery of the State of 
Illinois, Military Order of the Loyal Legion of the United States, 
praying for the erection of a suitable monument to mark the lo- 
cation of points where the regular troops were engaged; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 174, of 
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Joliet, Tl., g for the passage of the so-called eight-hour 
bill, the ie bor bill, the anti-injunction bill, and the bill for 
the relief of American seamen; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of Division No. 41, Order of Rail- 
way Conductors, of Blue Island, Ill.; of the Girls’ Friendly So- 
ciety of Newark, N. J., and of the Chamber of Commerce of San 
Francisco, Cal., nas for the of the so-called anti- 
scalping ticket bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. LEN presented a os of the congregation of the 
Congregational Church of South Platte, Nebr., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in all Government buildings; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Congre- 
gational Guasch of South Platte, Nebr., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to raise the age of protection for girls to 18 
years in the District of Columbia and the Territories; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Congre- 
gational Church of South Piatte, Nebr., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit, as far as the power of Congress 
extends, the reproduction of prize fights by the kinetoscope or 
other kindred devices; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Congre- 
gational Church of South Platte, Nebr., praying for the enactment 
of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Congre- 
gational Church of South Platte, Nebr., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing 
that cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any 
State shall become subject to its laws; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Congre- 
gational Church of South Platte, Nebr., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit interstate gambling by telegraph, tele- 

— or otherwise; which was referred to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Congre- 
gational Church of South Platte, Nebr., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the interstate and mail circulation of ex- 
tended newspaper descriptions of prize fights; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also ee a petition of the congregation of the Congre- 
gational Church of South Platte, Nebr., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to substitute voluntary arbitration for railway 
strikes; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 


Labor. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Paint and Oil Club of 
New England, and a petition of the executive committee of the 
National Association of Agricultural Implement and Vehicle 
Manufacturers, praying for the establishment of a department of 
commerce and industries; which were referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also —— a petition of Journeymen Bakers’ Union No. 
118, of the District of Columbia, praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to amend the laws relating to American seamen, for the 
protection of such seamen, and to promote commerce; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MONEY. I present a joint resolution adopted by the legis- 
lature of the State of Mississippi relative to the abolishment of the 
Pearl River custom-house district in that State. I ask that the 
joint resolution be printed in the Recorp, and that it be referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the 
REcorD, as follows: 


House joint resolution No. 17. 


Whereas it is stated by the press dispatches that there is an effort being 
made to abolish the Pearl River custom-house district in the State of Missis- 
sippi: pn, 

it resolved by the house of representatives of the State of Mississippi (the 
senate concurring therein), t our Senators and Representatives in the 
Congress of the United States be requested to most earnestly protest against 
such action, assuring the Congress that in view of cur hope of securing an 
inland deep-water harbor on our coast the facilitios of the Pearl River custom- 
house district ought to be increased and not decreased. 

Resolved, second, That the secretary of state be requested to mail acopy of 
this resolution to each of our Sonators and Representatives at Washington. 

Adopted by the house January 31, 1898. 

JAMES F. McCOOL, 


Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
Adopted by the senate February 1, 1898. 
JAMES T. HARRISON, 
President of the Senate. 


Approved February 5, 1898. 
75 A. J. MoLAURIN, Governor. 


Attest: 
(szau.) J. L. Power, 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH presented petitions of the congregations 
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of the Methodist Church and the Congregational Church of Wah- 
peton; of the congregations of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
and the Presbyterian Church of Emerado; of the congregation of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church of Oakville; of the congregations 
of the Methodist Church and the Baptist Church of Fairmount, 
and of sundry citizens of Tower City, all in the State of North 
Dakota, praying for the enactment of legislation to protect State 
anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes imported in orig- 
inal pac on entering any State shall become subject to its 
laws; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 


merce. 

Mr. FORAKER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ohio, 
raying for the enactment of the so-called anti-scalping ticket 
ill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HANNA presented the memorials of M. R. Garton and 29 
other citizens; of G. F. U. Harner and 51 other citizens; of J. P. 
Alexander and 51 other citizens; of A. E. Christopher and 51 other 
citizens; of W. Lawrence and 49 other citizens; of F. L. Gardner 
and 16 other citizens; of Dan J. Murray and 15 other citizens; of 
P. M. Keller and 28 other citizens; of J. Barth and 18 other citi- 
zens; of J. B. Richards and 18 other citizens; of F. Randall and 
17 other citizens; of O. W. Jones and 17 other citizens; of J. J. 
Sutterly and 17 other citizens; of J. 8. Smith and 17 other citi- 
zens; of Dr. A. A. Tramey and 17 other citizens; of C. C. Coroy 
and 6 other citizens; of B. J. Carvin & Co., and 9 other citizens; 
of S. Brucker and 12 other citizens; of G. Young and 10 other 
citizens; of J. O. Upson and 15 other citizens; of R. W. Parmen- 
ter and 177 other citizens; of C. E. Simons and 155 other citizens; 
of J. A. Rigby and 18 other citizens; of L. Pinsins and 18 other 
citizens; of R. H. McCready and 18 other citizens; of Harry Bell 
and 18 other citizens; of W. A. Tilton and 18 other citizens; of G. D. 
Rapson and 18 other citizens; of M. H. Gonniss and 18 other citi- 
zens; of J. Barth and 18 other citizens; of William Hutton and 18 
other citizens; of J.S. Brooks and 18 other citizens; of E. H. Keating 
and 19 other citizens; of E. D. Hanton and 19 other citizens; of S. M. 
Douglas and 19 other citizens; of W. N. Starch and 19 other citizens; 
of A. Somers and 19 other citizens; of H. Payette and 19 other cit- 
izens; of J. J. Ledeman and 19 other citizens; of J. A. Graves and 
19 other citizens; of H. A. Clancy and 19 other citizens; of J. B. 
Sexsmith and 19 other citizens; of O. L. Ely and 19 other citizens; 
of Charles C. Braner and 19 other citizens; of T. D. Leach and 19 
other citizens; of J. V. Colwell and 19 other citizens; of S. L. Stone 
and 19 other citizens; of C. Wunderfich and 19 other citizens; of 
Phil Love and 19 other citizens; of W. H. Newman arid 19 other 
citizens; of L. A. Bodley and 19 other citizens; of R. E. McDuffie 
and 19 other citizens; of G. A. Kilmer and 19 other citizens; of R. 
C. Bates and 19 other citizens; of U. Brooks and 19 other citizens; 
of H. L. Duryee and 19 other citizens; of G. C. Mayer and 19 other 
citizens; of C. J. Wilkins and 19 other citizens; of William F. Wolf 
and 19 other citizens; of Charles Hillis and 19 other citizens; of 
William Raubitschek and 19 other citizens; of the Journeymen 
Barbers’ International Union of America, No. 105; of River City 
Council, No. 11, United Commercial Travelers; of the Webster 
Mutual Aid Society, No. 1; of the Cincinnati Mutual Aid of Camp 
Washington; of the Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of 
America, No. 2; of Iron Molders’ Union No. 3; of Stonemasons’ 
International Union No. 13; of Cincinnati Waiters’ Alliance, 
Local No. 58; of the Walnut Mutual Aid; of Brighton Associa- 
tion, No. 25, National Association of Stationary Engineers; and of 
the Clothing Cutters and Trimmers’ Union, all in the State of 
Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called anti- 
scalping ticket bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Home Missionary 
Society of the Methodist Episcopal Church, of Cincinnati, Ohio, 
praying for the passage of the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of George H. Thomas Post, No. 13, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the 
recognition of Cuba as a free and independent nation; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor and Epworth League of Sabina, Ohio, and a 
memorial of the congregation of the Souls’ Universalist Church of 
Cleveland, Ohio, remonstrating against the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in all Government buildings; which were referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Corning, 
Ohio, remonstrating against the ratification of any special treaty 
with England; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of the German Central Bund of 
Toledo, Ohio, remonstrating against any further restriction of 
immigration; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Minerva Post, No. 106, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Minerva, Ohio, remonstrating against 
the proposed management of Soldiers’ Homes by the War Depart- 
ment; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. PENROSE presented petitions of the Christian Endeavor 









































i 







1956 


Society of the First Presbyterian Church, of Chestnut Hill, Phil- 
adelphia; of the Christian Endeavor Society of the Memorial 
Presbyterian Church, of Philadelphia, and of the congregation of 
the Presbyterian Church of Frazer, all in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings; which 
were referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the First 
Baptist Church, of Kane, Pa., praying for the enactment of legi 
lation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol 
and all Government buildings; to prohibit interstate gambling 
by telegraph and telephone; to raise the age of protection for girls 
to 18 years in the District of Columbia and the Territories; to pro- 
tect the first day of the week as a day of rest in the District of 
Columbia; to substitute voluntary arbitration for railway strikes, 
and to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that ciga- 
rettes imported in original packages on entering any State shall 
become subject to its laws; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Ministerial Association of 
Milton, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit 
interstate gambling by telegraph; to substitute voluntary arbi- 
tration for railway strikes; to prohibit the transmission by mail 
or interstate commerce of pictures or descriptions of prize fights; 
to prohibit the publication of pictures and descriptions of suicides, 
except in scientific journals or on judicial order for identification; 
to prohibit kinetoscope reproductions of prize fights in the District 
of Columbia and the Territories; to protect State anti-cigarette 
laws by providing that cigarettes imported in original packages 
on entering any State shall become subject to its laws; to pro- 
hibit traffic and public sports in the District of Columbia on the 
first day of the week; to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors 
in all Government buildings; to exclude illiterate immigrants, and 
to raise the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the District of 
Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Plymouth Congregational Church, of West Des Moines, Iowa, and 
a petition of the congregation of the Asbury Methodist Episco- 
pal Church, of East Des Moines, Iowa, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing 
that cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any State 
shall become subject to its laws; which were referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. CHILTON presented the memorials of A. B. Briscoe, W. O. 
Murray, W. B. Campbell, W. D. Crothers, J. R. Spiller, J. G. 
Plummer, F. M. Newton, and sundry other citizens of Texas, re- 
monstrating against the enactment of a general bankruptcy law; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Local Young People’s Society 
of Christian Endeavor of Austin, Tex., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit, so far as the power of Congress 
extends, the interstate and mail circulation of extended news- 
paper descriptions of prize fights; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Local Young People’s Society 
of Christian Endeavor of Austin, Tex., praying for enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the reproduction of prize fights by the 
ae or other kindred devices; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Local Young People’s Society 
of Christian Endeavor of Austin, Tex., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit interstate gambling b telegraph, tele- 

hone, or otherwise; which was referred to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Local aang People’s Society 
of Christian Endeavor of Austin, Tex., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to raise the age of protection for girls to 18 years in 
the District of Columbia and the Territories; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Local Young People’s Society 
of Christian Endeavor of Austin, Tex., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to substitute voluntary arbitration for ra 
— which was referred to the Committee on Education an 

r. 

He also presented a petition of the Local Young People’s Society 
of Christian Endeavor of Austin, Tex., praying for the enactment 
of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian oeaeer 
ance Union of Marshall, Tex., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Govern- 
ment buil : which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented Se of the Woman’s Christian a 
ance Union of Marshall, Tex., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that 
cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any State 
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shall become subject to its laws; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the West Duluth Business 
Men’s Association of Minnesota, praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to establish postal saving depositaries in connection with 
the Post-Office Department of the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of St. Paul, Minn., 
praying for the enactment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of 
Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of St. Paul, Minn., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the transmis- 
sion of lottery m and other gambling matter by telegraph, 
telephone, or otherwise; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

REVIEW OF COINAGE LAWS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Ihave an interesting review of the coinage 
laws of the United States, written by Mr. Frank G. Winn, of 
Claremont, N. H., which I ask to have printed as a document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthere objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Mjaes had 
a joint resolution (H. Res. 148) to provide for recovering the re- 
mains of officers and men and property from the wrec U.S. 8. 
Maine, and making an appropriation therefor; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 
UNITED STATES SHIP MAINE, 


Mr. HALE. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the joint 
resolution just received from the House of Representatives. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 148) to provide for recovering the 
remains of officers and men and pro from the wrecked 
U.S.8. Maine, and making an appropriation therefor, was read 
the first time by its title. 

Mr. HALE. I should like to have the joint resolution put on 


its age. 

The CE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was read the 
second time at length, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to engage the services of a wrecking company, or com having 
proper facilities for the prompt and efficient performance of su ine 


work, for the purpose of recovering the the officers and men lost 
on the U.S.5. Maine, and of sa’ , and so 


much of her stores, guns, material, equipment, fittings, and appurtenances, 
as may be practicable; and for this purpose the sum of $200, or so much 


orem as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated and made immediately 
av’ abie. 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally witLout 
amendment: 

A bill (H. R. 2484) giving the assent of Con to a change of 
the compact entered into between the United States and the State 
of Arkansas on her admission into the Union. 

A bill (H. R. 4885) relating to leases on the Hot Springs Reser- 
vation, and for other p ; and 

A bill (H. R. 5434) to in part and to limit section 3480 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. 
PENROSE on the 11th instant, intended to ——— to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia appropriation bill, r favorably thereon, 
and moved that it be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. Foraker on the 1st instant, in- 
tended to be proposed to the District of Columbia appropriation 
bill, reported it with an amendment, and moved that it be printed, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by himself on the 2d instant, intended to be 
roposed to the District of Columbia appropriation bill, reported 
avorably thereon, and moved that it be printed, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Appropriations; 
which was to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by himself on the 4th instant, intended to 
be proposed to the District of Columbia appropriation bill, re- 
ported favorably thereon, and moved that it be printed, and, with 
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tho eccumpenying popes, seterred to the Committee on Apgrepe!- 


ations; which was a 

He also, fem the seme commities, a tanner ee 

ded to be proposed e District umbia appropria’ 

wall; which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Appropriations. ; 

fic. McMILLAN. I am directed by the mittee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2619) to au- 
thorize the extension eastwardly of the Columbia Railway, to 
report it adversely, as a similar bill is now pending upon the Cal- 
endar. I move the bill be postponed indefinitely. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. McBRIDE. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom were referred two amendments submitted by myself on 
last, intended to be proposed to the diplomatic and con- 
rt favorably thereon. I desire to 
sta ve been favorably reported on by 
the Secretary of State. I move that the amendments be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and printed. 


The motion was to. 

Mr. VEST. I am directed the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7203) extending the time within 
which the a d Railroad Company is author- 
ized to construct a bridge across the Monongahela River, to report 
it without amendment, and I ask that the bill S. 3246 upon the 
game subject and with identically the same title, now upon the 
Calendar, be indefinitely. 

The VICE- IDENT. House bill 7203 will be ed upon 
the Calendar and Senate bill 3246 will be postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3540) to authorize the Pensacola, Alabama and 
Tennessee Railway Company to erect, maintain, and operate a 
railway bridge across the Alabama River in Wilcox County, in 
the State of bama, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 4929) extending the time for the completion of bridge 
across St. Lawrence River, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. CARTER, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3729) making further provision for a civil gov- 
ernment for Alaska, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

r. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, sub- 
mitted a report to accompany the bill (S. 2640) to authorize two 
additional regiments of artillery, heretofore reported by him. 

BULLETIN OF BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY. 


Mr. LODGE. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 108) providing for 
= Lema de oe 0. = of the amen ee 

partment of Agriculture, to report it out amendment, an 
I ask for its immediate consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It provides for 
—— 10,000 copies of Bulletin No. 19 of the Bureau of Animal 

dustry, Department of Agriculture, of which there shall be 2,000 
copies for the use of the Senate, 3,000 copies for the use of the 
House of Representatives, and 5,000 copies for the use of the De- 


partment of Agriculture. 

The joint resolution was ed to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be en for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


CATALOGUE OF GOVERNMENT PUBLICATIONS, 

Mr. LODGE. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing to 
report a bill to amend ‘‘An act providing for public printing and 
binding and the distribution of public documents,” approved 
Jan 12, 1895, for which I ask immediate consideration. 

The bill (S. 3809) to amend ‘‘An act providing for the public 
printing and binding and the distribution of public documents,” 
savers January 12, 1895, was read the first time by its title and 

second time at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives o. 
States of America in Congress assembled, That section 69, 

28, United States Statutes at , be 
out the words “two thousand 
sand ” so as to make the section : eof Government 
ublica’ shall be prepares by the Superintendent of Documents on the 
Drosuding maths enero coisasbie’ tot the price theres Four thowand 
copies of such catalogue shall be printed in pamphlet form for distribution.” 
_The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? J 
There a ne enone, the bill was considered as in Com- 


mittee of the e. 

Mr. Is that for Bulletin No. 19? 

Mr. LODGE. Bulletin 19, I say to the Senator from Mis- 
souri, relates to the exportation of meat products, a very im- 
portant matter. This is a bulletin relating to the catalogue of 
publications. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


the United 


read: 


LICENSING OF MATES, 


Mr. FRYE. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom were referred the amendments of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to the bill (8S. 2781) to amend section 4440 of the 
vised Statutes, authorizing the licensing of mates on river and 
ocean steamers, to move that the Senate disagree to the amend- 
ments and request a conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments of the House of 
Re tatives will be stated. 

he Secretary read as follows: 

On page 1, line 7, after the word “vessels,” insert “‘and second or third 
mate of ocean steamers;” and on 1, line 12, after the word “ steamers,” 
insert “and second or third mate of ocean steamers.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is that the Senate disa- 
gree to the amendments of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate request a conference with 
- House of Representatives on the disagreeing votes of the two 

ouses, 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
—— the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Frye, 

. ELKINS, and Mr. MILLs were appointed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 3810) for the relief of Charles 
Spear; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 3811) for the relief of Henry 
Brant; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3812) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion now existing on the records of the War Department against 
Reuben Seiler; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3813) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion now existing on the records of the War Department against 
Samuel G. Stoutzenberger; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 3814) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the name of August Richter, late a seaman on the 
United States steamship Tempest; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 3815) for the removal 
of the charge of desertion from the name of George Davis, late of 
Company D, Twentieth Massachusetts Infantry Volunteers; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3816) for the relief of Mary J. 
Cranston, of Washington, D. C.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GEAR introduced a bill (S. 3817) empowering the Secretary 
of the Treasury to settle the claims of O. J. King against the 
United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 3818) restoring 
Edward Kershner to his rank and pay as medical inspector in the 
Navy of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Naval 


Affairs. 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S. 3819) to amend an act grant- 
ing to the St. Louis, Oklahoma and Southern Railway Company 
a right of way through the Indian Territory and Oklahoma Terri- 
tory, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 3820) for the relief of the 
heirs of Lemuel J. Bowden, late a Senator from the State of Vir- 
ginia; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying Oo pereee to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. A introduced a bill (S. 3821) for the relief of Daniel 
M. Humer; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 3822) to pension Frances A. Jones (with an accompa- 
nying paper) ; ; : 

A bill (5S. 3823) granting an increase of pension to Daniel M. 
Humer (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (8. 3824) granting an increase of pension to Zachary T. 
Parcher (with eeeeennes papers). 

Mr. HANNA in uced the following bills; which were sever- 
=, read twice vy their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Mi ey Affairs: 

A bill (S. 3825) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Samuel Critchfield (with an accompanying paper); 
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A bill (S. 3826) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of George G. Patterson (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 3827) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of William Andrews (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 3828) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Edward Hines (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 3829) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of George L. Sullivan (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 3830) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of John G. Richardson (with an accompanying 


per); 

A bill (S. 3831) to correct the military record of Joseph T. Vin- 
cent (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 3832) for the relief of William M. Buckles; 

A bill (S. 3833) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Henry Beason (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 3834) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Michael Mahar (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 3835) to correct the military record of William H. 
Phillips (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 3336) relinquishing the interest 
of the United States in part of alley in square 491 in Washington 
City; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 3837) to regulate ingur- 
ance in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 3838) for the relief of 
Edward Kolb, of Washington, D. C.; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 3839) authorizing 
the Mississippi River, Hamburg and Western Railway Company 
to construct and maintain a bridge across the Bayou Bartholomew 
in Arkansas; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 3840) to change the time 
of holding the United States courts in the eastern district of North 
Carolina, and to provide a salary for the clerk of the district court 
at Elizabeth City; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the J oo 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (8S. 3841) to grant a pension to 
Matthew Ulen; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PASCO introduced a biil (S. 3842) to grant a pension to 
Mrs. Mima A. Read; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 3843) granting a pension to Deborah J. Fogle, of Terra 
Alta, W. Va.: 

A bill (S. 3844) granting a pension to Martin Hope; 

A bill (8. 8845) granting a pension to Catharine Hey; 

A bill (8.3846) granting a pension to George W. Johnson; 

A bill (S. 3847) for the relief of Thomas D. Hawker; 

A bill (8.38848) for the relief of Nancy A. E. Hoffman; 

A bill (S. 3849) for the relief of John C. Felton; 

A bill (S. 8850) granting an increase of pension to Isaac M. 

k: 


A bill (S. 8851) granting an increase of pension to Isaac H. Rice; 


A bill (S. 3852) granting an increase of pension to Silas H. 
Mickey; and 

A bill (S. 8853) granting a pension to Henrietta B. Lee, surviv- 
ing child of Daniel Bedinger, a soldier in the Revolutionary 


war. 

Mr. ELKINS introdnced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs: 

A bill (S. 3854) for the relief of James Evans; and 

A bill (S. 8855) to remove charge of desertion from John Lyons. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 8856) for the relief of George W. Graham; 

A bill (S. 3857) for the reiief of James V. Moore; 

A bill (S. 3858) for the relief of the trustees of Trinity Episcopal 
Church, of Martinsburg, W. Va.; 

A bill (S. 3859) for the relief of John Viands, of Jefferson County, 
W. Va.; 


. Va.; 

A bill (S. 8860) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church, of Martinsburg, W. Va.; 

A bill (8. 8861) for the relief of William Norris; 

A bill (S. 8862) for the relief of George Koonce, of Jefferson 
County, W. Va.; 
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A bill (8. 3863) for the relief of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
at Webster, W. Va.; 

A bill (S. 3864) for the relief of Robert S. Moss, administrator 
of James A. Moss, deceased; 

A bill (S. 3865) for the relief of the trustees of Tuscarora Lodge, 
Independent Order of Odd Fellows, of Martinsburg, W. Va.; 

A bill (S. 8866) for the relief of John W. Smith, of West Vir- 


ginia; 

A bill (S. 3867) for the relief of the estate of Daniel Ott, deceased, 
late of Jefferson County, W. Va.; 

A bill (S. 8868) for the relief of A. B. Rohrbough; 

A bill (S. 3869) for the relief of Howard F. Smallwood, of Jef. 
ferson County, W. Va.; and 

A bill (S. 3870) for the relief of Mrs. Ann E. Heiskell. 

Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 3871) to authorize the Mont- 
gomery-Elmore Bridge and Improvement Company to construct 
and maintain a bridge across the Alabama River, near the city of 
Montgomery, Ala.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 3872) for the relief of Dr. 
John B. Read; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 114) proposing 
the transfer of historical manuscripts from the different Depart- 
ments of the Government to the National Library; which wasread 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HANSBROOGH submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill = 3729) making further provision for 
a civil government in Alaska; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. 5975) extending the homestead laws and 
providing for right of way for rail in the District of Alaska, 
and for other p ; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STEWART. I submit an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by me to the sandry civil appropriation bill. I move that 
the amendment be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
with a letter of Judge Thomas P. Hawley, of the United States 
circuit court of appeals, of San Francisco, Cal., explaining the 
amendment. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. KYLE. I submit an amendment intended to be proposed 
by me to the bill making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899. It 
relates to erection of permanent quarters, storehouses, magazines, 
defenses, and other necessary improvements and buildings of a 
permanent character at Fort Meade, 8. Dak. I move that the 
amendment be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. A bill upon the sub- 
ject has been favorably reported by the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KYLE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ROACH submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was 
ates to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. WARREN submitted an amendmentintended tobe proposed 
by him to the District of Columbia appropriation billy which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. GRAY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


DESTRUCTION OF THE BATTLE SHIP MAINE. 
Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval 
directed to make thorough in 
battle ship Maine in Ha Har 
result of the same to the Senate. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 17th instant approved and signed the following acts and 
joint resolution: 


An act (S. 471) relating to the adulteration of foods and drugs 
in the District of Columbia; 


Affairs be, and they are hereby, 
into the cause of the destruction of the 
r on the 15th instant, and to report the 





1898. . 


act (S. 3580) to amend the laws re to navigation; and 
ee resolution (8S. R. 98) sconaten te invitation of the 
Government of Norway to take part in an International Fisher- 
Exposition to be held at the city of Bergen, Norway, from 
ie to September, A. D. 1898. . 
The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had on the 19th instant approved and signed the following 
act and joint resolution: — : ‘ 
An act (S. 3192) to provide an American register for the steamer 
Leelanaw; and sib 
A joint resolution (S. R. 53) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to deliver to the mayor of the city of Milwaukee, for use 
in ornamenting the parks of that city, the Parrott rifled cannon 
and carriage recently used on the revenue cutter Andrew Johnson. 
CONSIDERATION OF THE CALENDAR. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business appears to be 
dlosed. The Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 

Mr. HALE. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed 
to the Calendar,to consider unobjected cases, under Rule VIII. 
The Calendar has accumulated largely since the Senate last con- 
sidered it, and there are many unobjected cases upon it that can 
be readily dis of. I learn that the Oregon case is not likel 
to come up this morning, and the Senator in charge of the Mili- 
tary Academy appropriation bill is not in his seat. Therefore, it 
seems to me that this is a very time to devote to-day or a 
part of the day to the Calendar, and I make that request. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Unless some other order of business 
is made to displace it, the Calendar under Rule VIII is now the 
order of business. 

Mr. CARTER. I desire to su t to the Senator from Maine 
that the census bill is pending, I understand, as the unfinished 
business of the Senate, and I ask for the requis order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Calendar is the regular order. 

Mr. CARTER. The Calender under Rule VIII? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheCalender under Rule VIII is the 
regular order, as suggested by the Senator from Maine. The cen- 
gos bill, which holds its place as unfinished business, comes up at 

’clock. 


Mr. HALE. Will that satisfy the Senator from Montana? 

eee Yes, to proceed with the Calendar until 2 
o'clock. 

Mr. HALE. I ask the Senate to proceed under the five-minute 
rule with a cases on the Calendar until 2 o’clock. 

The VICE-P IDENT. Is there any objection to the request 
oe the Calendar of unobjected cases shall proceed until 2 o’clock? 

e Chair hears no objection, and the first bill on the Calendar 
will be announced. 
ESTATE OF GEORGE M’DOUGALL, 


The bill > st) for the relief of the legal re of 
George McDougall, Was announced as in order on 
the Calendar, and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to its consideration. It proposes to pay to the legal repre- 
sentative of the estate of George MeDougall the sum appropriated 
the general deficiency bill of August 4, 1886, to pay ee 
t of the Court of Claims in favor of John Paul Jones, admin- 
istrator, in the same manner as though the 2 ent had been 
affirmed on appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States, to 
wit, the sum of $81,250, but without interest or cost. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AMES & DETRICK. 


The bill (S. 707) for the relief of Ames & Detrick, of San Fran- 
cisco, in the State of California, was considered as in Committee 
of the le. It directs 
to Ames & Detrick, manufacturers of bags at San Fran- 
cisco, or to the person or persons | y entitled to receive the 
same, theamounts actually collected from thefirm and its predeces- 
sors, Detrick & Co., E. Detrick & Co., and E. Detrick, for alleged 
extra expenses incurred by customs officers in a ex- 

of grain bags, with benefit of drawback, over and above the 

0 per cent retention provided by law. 
e bill was re to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. CROOK. 


The bill (S. 759) for the relief of William H. Crook was con- 
as Committee of the Whole. It bce ane to pay to 
William H. Crook $6,000 as compensation for ces as secretary 
to the President to sign land patents for the fiscal years of 1879, 
1880, 1881, and 1882, inclusive, and which services were additional 
his duties as executive clerk and disbursing agent, the 
amount being the same as was formerly paid for such service. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be e or a third reading, and was read the third time. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 
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Mr. COCKRELL. I simply want to enter upon record that I 
am opposed to this bill and to the principle involved in it. I vote 
**no. ? 

The bill was passed. 


ATLANTIC WORKS, OF BOSTON, MASS. 


The bill (S. 1016) for the relief of the Atlantic Works, of Boston, 

., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides 

that the claims of the Atlantic Works, of Boston, Mass., for fur- 
ther compensation for the construction of the ironclad monitor 
Casco and the turrets of the Monadnock and Agamenticus, may 
be submitted by the claimant within six months after the passage 
of this act to the Court of Claims, under and in compliance with 
the rules and regulations of that court, and the court shall have 
jurisdiction to hear and determine and render judgment upon the 





same. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to inquire from the 
Senator who reported the bill whether there is any appeal from 
the ju ent of the Court of Claims in this case? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator who reported the bill 
seems not to be in his seat. The bill was introduced by the junior 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE], who is also not present. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There ought to be an appeal, I 
suppose; and I do not know but that the bill provides for one. It 
does not do so specifically. All that it says is that the court “‘ shall 
have jurisdiction to hear and determine and render judgment 
upon the same.” I do not know that I wish to propose any amend- 
ment. The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] who reported 
the bill has now come in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The junior Senator from Massachu- 
setts is also entering the Chamber. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. My inquiry is whether it is under- 
stood that upon the trial of this case in the Court of Claims there 
is any ap provided for. The bill gives jurisdiction to the 
Court of Claims, ‘‘in compliance with the rules and regulations of 
said court,” to try the same and render judgment on it. I do not 
know enough about the rules and regulations of the court to say 
whether that carries an appeal or not. I think it does not, and I 
think there ought to be an appeal in this case. Perhaps the bill 
had better be passed over for a few moments. It can be taken up 


again. 

Mr. WARREN. I have just come into the Chamber. I will 
say to the Senator from Connecticut that I do not recall the case 
just at this time. The bill can be yoeees over without prejudice 
until I shall be able to r nd to the inquiry. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie over temporarily. 

Mr. LODGE subsequently said: I ask that the bill (S. 1016) for 
the relief of the Atlantic Works, of Boston, Mass., which was 
passed over for the moment, may be considered. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. LODGE. I see no objection to accepting the amendment 
pro by the Senator from Connecticut |Mr. PLatr]. 

r. PLATT of Connecticut. I propose to amend the bill, then, 
in line 10, after the word ‘“‘same,” by inserting “with right of 
— as in other cases.” 

6 amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


REGULATION OF SAIL VESSELS. 


Mr. FRYE. I ask the Senate to go back to the bill (S. 662) con- 
cerning sail vessels of over 700 tons. The bill was passed over in- 


‘0 ; 
The VICE-PRESIDEN T. Is there objection to the present con- 

sideration of the bill? 

Mr. FRYE. It is entitled to consideration. It has been passed 
over ery. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill was passed over informally, 
and it is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. FRYE. In section 2, line 14,1 move to strike out ‘‘one 
year” and insert “five years;” so as to read: 


Sxc. 2. That section 4439 of the Revised Statutes be, and is hereby, amended 
to read as follows: 
“Smo. 4439. Whenever any person applies to be licensed as master of any 
veasel, or of a sail vessel of over 700 tons, the inspectors shall make 
d mt inquiry as to his character, and shall carefully examine the appli- 
cant, as wellas the proofs which he presents in support of his claim, and if 
they are satisfied that his capacity, experience, habits of life, and character 
are such as warrant the belief that he can safely be intrusted with the duties 
and a of the station for which he makes application, they shall 
grant a license authorizing him to discharge such duties on any such ves- 
sel for the term of five years; but such license shall be suspended or revoked 
upon satisfactory proof of bad conduct, intemperate habits, incapacity, inat- 
tention to his duties, or the willful violation of any provision of this title 
applicable to him.” 


The amendment was agreed to, 


aa 
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Mr. FRYE. In section 3, lines 18 and 14, I move to strike out 
*‘one year” and insert ‘‘ five years;” so as to read: 


Sxc. 3. That section 4440 of the Revised Statutes be, and is hereby, amended 
to re ad as follows: 


‘Spc, 4440. Whenever any person applies for authority to be employed as 
chief ma ate of steam vessels, or of sail vessels of over 700 tons, the ne ee 
shall require satisfactory evidence of the knowledge, experience, and skill 
the applicant in lading cargo, and in the hand stowage of ‘freight, a 
= examine him as to owledge and ability in navigation and — 

ng such vessels, and all other du pertaining to his station; and if sat- 
fstied of his qu ualifications and good character they shall t him a license 
authorizing him to perform such duties for the ao of ears; but su 
license shall be suspended or revoked upon satisfac —y ered of f bad condu: 
intemperate habits, unskillfulness, or want of knowledge of the duties of his 
station, or the willful violation of any provision of this title applicable to 


These amendments are made necessary by existing law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. There is an amendment of the committee to be 
acted upon. 

The amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 
5, line 2, after “eighteen hundred,” to strike out “‘ ninety-eight” 
and insert “ ninety-nine;” so as to ‘make the section read: 

Sec. 5. That this act shall take effect on July 1, 1899. 

The iesiniinlidh was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to 6 the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third .reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CERTIFICATES OF TITLE TO VESSELS. 


Mr. FRYE. I now ask for the consideration of Senate bill 946, 
— the collection of fees for furnishing certificates of title 
to vessels. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the bill referred 
to by the Senator from Maine will be considered. 

Mr. ALLEN, I ae we were considering bills on the Cal- 
endar in their order, under Rule VIII. 

Mr. FRYE. This is the regular order. It was simply passed 
over informally. Itis prior to other bills which have been con- 
sidered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill referred to by the Senator 
from Maine was passed over informally. Is there objection to its 
present consideration? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 946) providing for the col- 
lection of fees for furnishing certificates of title to vessels. It 
provides that collectors of customs shall collect and receive $1 for 
each certificate provided for in section 4194 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States from ms or corporations the 
same, and repeals section 1 of the act of June 19, 1886, entitled 
“An ‘act. abo ishing certain fees for official services,” so far as it 
authorizes the payment by the United States of any fee for furnish- 
ing such certificate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ISSUANCE OF BONDS IN TERRITORIES. 


Mr. SHOUP. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 3578) to amend an act to prohibit the pas- 
sage of local or special laws in the Territories, to limit Territo- 
rial indebtedness, etc. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I demand the regular order, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made, and the next bill 
on the Calendar will be stated. 

WYOMING STATE SOLDIERS AND SAILORS’ HOME. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. 1965) granting to the State of Wyoming 50,000 
acres of land to aid in the continuation, enlargement, and main- 
tenance of the Wyoming ‘State Soldiers and Sailors’ Home; which 
had been reported by the Committee on Public Lands with amend- 
ments in line 4, after the word “ unap ro riated, ” to insert ‘*non- 


mineral;” and in line 8, after the wor ome,” to insert: 
Provided, That such portion of said i lands as may not bei found 

necessary for the ——— specified shall lied to pete enh such 

public, benevolent, reformatory, or other aan onal institu the leg- 


islature of said State may designate. 
So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That there be, and is hereby, granted 50,000 acres of the 
unap ropriated nonmineral public lands within the State of Wyoming unto 
said State, to be selected by proper authorities thereof, to aid in Boldlers 
tinuation, enlargement, and main of = Ww oming State 

of sai genes lands as may 


tenance 
and ’ Home: Provided, Thatsuch portion 
not be found necessary for the purpose specified shall 


lied —— 
port of such public, benevolent, reemeeery or other ed ucational insti 
as the legislature of said State may design 
The amendments were 


agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend by ces the words 
** 50,000 acres of land” and inserting “$50,000.” Ido not believe in 
beginning to make a eee for the enlargement of build- 
ings or the erection of new buildings by an appropriation of pub- 


lic lands. Therefore I move to insert “$50,000” instead of ‘ 50,- 


000 acres of land,” wherever the occur. 

Mr. WARREN. I did not hear the amendment proposed = 
Senator from Vermont. I ask that the Secretary may report the 
amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Vermont will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 3, page 1, after the word “hereby,” it 
is proposed to strike out “‘ granted 50, 000 acres of the unappropri- 
ated nonmineral public lands within the State of Wyoming,” and 
in lieu thereof to insert ‘‘ $50,000.” 

Mr. MORRILL. And after the words “‘ See dollars,” 
insert ‘‘be, and the same is hereby, appropriated. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I realize that the intent of the 
mover of the amendment is to deal fairly by the Wyoming Sol- 
diers’ Home, but unless there is some s reason for offering 
it, I wish he would withdraw the amen ent, because while the 
$50, 000 may be more than the land would be worth, yet if the land 
is a eee it can be leased ont at an annual rental which 

n small amounts as needed to help sustain this Home 
and in the snenetiae the reserve or the capitalsum will be csere | 
in a safe manner; that is to in the land. 

= MORRILL. a. President, 7 mm I hope we ~— not set ee ex- 
ample appropriating and for the purpose of increasing the size 
of any public building nor of erecting new buildings. I do not 
wish to have this example set; and, therefore, I insist on my 
amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 

by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morri11]. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I take it that the Senator from Vermont 
desires to strike out everything in the bill relating to the appro- 
priation of public lands and to insert ‘“‘ that $50,000 be, and the 
same is hereby, appropriated out of ror in the Treasury 


not otherwise a ed.” I take it is his purpose. 
Mr. MOREILE. “That ie is m 


Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e Chair understands the bill will 
require other amendments to make it conform to the one proposed 
by the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. BERRY. I hope the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Vermont will not be . I donot think the committee 
would have reported any bill giving mone yh 2 the purpose therein 
named. The custom has grown up in the last —— years in the 
different States to give a certain amount “oe land in aid of 
Soldiers’ Homes, ih some instances, for educational purposes. 
There is, however, no ent appropriating money for an object 
of this kind—State Soldiers’ Home in a State. I am certain that 
the committee never would have anon to report the bill with such 
@ provision as the Senator from Vermont has moved to insert in 


I trust the amendment will be voted down. 
Mr.WARREN. Mr. President, I must again appeal to the Sen- 
ator from Vermont and ask him if he will not withdraw the 


amendment, because, as has been said by the distin 


ator from Arkansas (Mr. B BERRY], the Committee on Public Lands, 
who had charge of the bill reported it, after looking into the facts 
surrounding the whole matter, with the understanding that it 
would not only be a relief to the Soldiers’ Home, but that} it would 
be a safe investment, helpful alike to the Soldiers’ Home and the 
State; and, furthermore, it becomes a matter of accommodation 
to the settlers on lands in that section of the country. Ina State 
like Wyoming, where the lands are arid, farming must be of a 
certain character; that is to say, stock farming—the raising of 
live stock, with cultivated land. enough to raise the forage for 
winter and with grazing land enough for pasture in summer, and 
in winter as well. 
This grant of land, while it might not be worth $50,000 in cash, 


would be worth a great deal more to the State and to the settlers 
because a 


Sen- 


to the worth proving ere land, and at no loss to the State, but 
rather to its gain, and at no loss to the U States. There 
would be a rental from year to year, which 


as I said before, 
sufficiently provide, in addition to 


other available revenue, for the 
Home. It is not the purpose to sell the land. Im fact, under 
eg ater mall meagre yin yee eee eee mp of 
the State of Wyoming, and ae subject to sale unless at a price 
above ——_ it will = So that it 


Ghceut boca te money for desirable 
object for which an was needed. At all events, I 
consider this a very vi way of making appropria , for it 





of these 
ch are worth a y may 
ue less; bar ff the Committee on Public fara favor 
of such a bill as this, I withdraw the amendment. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


The amendment of the Senator from 
Commenh ipeliieies 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
BLACK RIVER BRIDGE IN ARKANSAS, 


The bill (S. 2063) to authorize the White and Black River Val- 
ley Railway Company eens 2 tettnn anne the Black River in 


Mr. BERRY. Tank thet that bil wong be over for the 
moment, without (te Ve its place, so sajuvding it may consult the Sena- 


il  cietaeanatickaiiee tan Eemaber toon 
i ae eae said: I now ask that Senate bill 2063 


ma 

ee Senate, as qt Committee of the byt eomy roceeded to con- 
sider the bill, which had been reported fro: Committee on 
Commerce with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 21, after the word 
“telegraph,” to insert “ and telephone;” so as to make the section 
read: 


That the White and Black River Valley Railway Company, a 
created and under the laws of the State of Arka: 
by, authorized to erect and maintain a bridge across the 
to 2 Tes eae 
be by ‘way company for 
way line, the said bridge to have a 
navigation of said river: Provided, That any pettige constructed under 
plead ane eS ae & be a lawful 

own 
a poat route, upon which alao no higher charge shall 


nal privileges 
tothe mil lige! as 
ca angie anal 


‘ieementanen was to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3 
**do so,” to strike out ‘‘ the Secretary of of War shall have authority 
to make the same at the of the said company, and;” and 
in line 13, after the word “forfeited,” to strike out “ and Congress 
shall have power to do an and all things necessary to secure the 
free navigation of the said river;” so as to make the section read: 


Seo. 3. That Congress reserves the 
eh ong, sme: eee time na’ 


, and i his aut 


ma: noe aoe 
Et upon reasonable name te Be 
fon Ga oman Has S does, 


= munitions of vers the 
passing over said bridge 
railroads 


over the 
the use of said bridge shall be 
aphone companies and the United States 
bridge and its approaches for postal- 


8, line 11, after the words 


or improvemen 
by this act shall be forfei 
"The amendment was aie 
The next amendment was, to insert as a new section the follow- 


Bre. 4. That all railroad companies desiring the use of said bridge shall 


have and be entitled to equal rights and pri relative to the passage of 
railroad trains or cars over the same, and over the a hes to the same, 
use; and in case the 


upon the payment of a reasonable bat the several for su 


owner or owners of said pees eee © several companies, or any 
one of them, g such use shall f: So ogee Spee SA ees Sr eas to Be 
and upon the rules and caltaetine ‘orm in using 


shall conf 
al matters at issue between them shall be decided by the Secre- 

tary of War upon a hearing of the allegations and proofs of the parties. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS GUINEAN. 
The bill (S. 743) for the relief of Thomas Guinean, of Oregon, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
pay to Thomas Guinean, of Oregon, the assignee of Bradley 8. 


deceased, of California, $160, the United States by Raid 
Hoyt on account oe entry at sit pa th Cal., which entry was 


e the was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
tobe engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
AVERY D. BABCOCK AND WIFE. 
an bill ye 1149) for the relief of Avery D. Babcock and wife, 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 


to A D. Babcock, of Polk County, 
Kiso Py & are By, Babeonky af Poly Coun, Ou divided be- 
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tween them, in full ponent of their claim against the Govern- 
ment for the use and occupation by the United States of their 
donation claim No. 58, in section 8, in township 6 south, range 7 
west of the Willamette meridian, in the State of Oregon. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


GRANT OF LAND TO WILMINGTON, DEL. 


The bill (S. 2097) to grant to the city of Wilmington, Del., the 
use of certain real estate in said c — on which is situated the 
building ee ene for Federal purposes was considered as 
in Committee of Whol 

Mr. GRAY. I ae to amend the bill wherever the words 
“city of Wilmington” are used by striking out ‘‘city of Ww ilming- 
ton” and inserting “ mayor - penne of Wilmington.” 

The amendment was 

Mr. GRAY. That will a 
the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be so amended in tho 
absence of objection. The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to grant to the 
mayor and council of Wilmington, Del., the use of certain real 
estate in said city on which is situated the building recently occu- 
pied for Federal purposes.” 


TRANSPORTATION OF CATTLE, 


The bill (S. 2041) to amend section 4386 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, striking out ‘‘ twenty-eight consecutive hours” 
and ‘‘ twenty-eight hours ” and inserting ‘‘ forty consecutive hours” 
and “ forty loo > was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. LODGE. I should like to ask the Senator from Texas to 
what this bill refers? 

Mr. CHILTON. Simply this: The law now requires live stock 
transported on railroad trains to be taken off the cars once in every 
twenty-eight hours, but such improvements have been made in 
the facilities for taking care of the animals in transit that cattle- 
men and railroad companies think that it is now sufficient to pro- 
vide for cattle being unloaded once in every forty hours. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I should like to further inquire of the 
Senator—because my attention has never been called to this mat- 
ter—what these facilitiesare? Are the railroad companies enabled 
to place water at the disposal of the cattle so thai it lasts a longer 
time? 

_ CHILTON. Ihave no personal knowledge of the case, and 
I only speak from letters which I have received from cattlemen in 
the West. They claim that when this old law was passed many 
years ago accommodations for taking care of cattle were very rude 

and inadequate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does not the greater speed at which cattle 
are now transported enter into consideration? 

Mr. CHILTON. The speed of the trains would hardly affect 
the question, but the facilities for watering and taking care of 
cattle have been so much improved that it would now be ample 
protection, upon grounds of mercy to the beasts and every other 
consideration, to provide for taking off cattle once in every forty 
hours. I have never heard the slightest objection to the proposed 
change of the law. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I want to understand this. Does the Sen- 
ator mean that this bill contemplates the watering of cattle only 
once in forty hours? 

Mr. CHILTON. 


app iy to wherever the phrase occurs in 


Oh, no. That is now done more frequently 
in the cars. This refers to taking the cattle off the cars, as I un- 
derstand it. I have not given attention to this subject recently. 
Senators will note that the bill was reported at the last session of 
Congress, and by turning to the section of Revised Statutes the 
Senator will see exactly the force of the amendment. The ques- 
tion touched is simply the time for unloading cattle, so as to give 
opportunity for exercise and rest. This bill merely refers to that 
particular requisite in the statute. I have no desire in the world 
to crowd the bill over any objection, and : will ask the Senator 
from New eee simply to take time to look at the statute. 

Mr. GALLIN will say to the Senator that I think I 
understand it now. The old statute provides that cattle shall be 
taken from the train once in twenty-eight hours for the purpose of 
rest and change 

Mr. CHILTON. That is right. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think that is a sufficiently long time to 
confine cattle in any kind of a car, whether it be a modern car or 
an cbsolete car. I will, however, ask the Senator to let the bill 
go over, so that I may examine it a little more closely. 

Mr. CHILTON. y: 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill goes over. 
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WILLIAM H. TIBBITS. 


The bill (S. 1446) for the relief of William H. Tibbits was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
an amendment, in section 1, line 21, before the word “‘entry,” to 
insert the word “ valid;” so as to make the section read: 

Beit enacted, etc., That aspecial act of Congress “authorizing W. H. Tibbits, 
or his legal representatives, to locate 160 acres of any public lands subject to 


—— entry, at $1.25 per acre, of the United States,” be, and the same is 
éreby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“That the Commissioner of the General Land Office be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and required to permit W. H. Tibbits, or his legal heirs or repre- 
sentatives, to enter 160 acres of public land subject to entry under the home- 
stead or settlement laws, not mineral, nor in the actual Pweg mee of any 
settler, in lieu of the northeast quarter of section 21, township 9 north, range 
11 east, in the State of Nebraska, which land was entered by said W. H. T 
bits on the 4th day of January, 1872, under the homestead laws, the title to 
which failed because of the prior disposition of the same, which did not then 
appear upon the records of the land office: Provided, however, That said 
w H. Tibbits shall not have madeany other valid entry of land of the United 
States under the homestead laws: And provided further, Thata final certifi- 
cate and patent shall issue to said W. H. Tibbits, or his legal heirs or repre- 
sentatives, upon such entry as he or his legal heirs or representatives may 
make thereunder, without proof of residence or cultivation.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


PATENT TO LANDS ON THE PENINSULA OF EAST FLORIDA. 


The bill (S. 1990) torequire patents to be issued to land actually 
settled under the act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the armed oc- 
cupation and settlement of the unsettled part of the peninsula of 
Florida,” approved August 4, 1842, was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the ole. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think a similar bill has hereto- 
fore passed the Senate, has it not? 

Mr. PASCO. The bill was originally introduced in the Fifty- 
second Congress. Certain amendments were made to it then upon 
the recommendation of the Interior Department, and it passed the 
Senate, and it has passed in every Congress since then. 

The matter was reported upon by Acting Secretary Chandler, 
and in the report of the committee appears a communication from 
the present Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER], who was at that 
time Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I wish now to inquire whether 
the recommendations of the Senator from Montana when he was 
Commissioner of the Land Office have been complied with? 

Mr. PASCO. They have all been incorporated in the bill. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I wish the Senator from Florida 
would point out one, as to which the Commissioner said: 

I see no objections to sections 1, 2, and 3; but in order to prevent any com- 
plications which might arise from construction of the fourth section, I think 
@ provision should be made that nothing contained in the act shall be so con- 
strued as to interfere with any valid adverse right, asserted under any law 
of the United States, to any of the lands settled upon under the armed-occu- 
pation act, which may have intervened. 

Looking at the bill hastily, I do not see that that is provided 
for. Perhaps the Senator can point it out. 

Mr. PASCO. To what section does the Senator refer? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Section 4. The recommendation 
of the Commissioner is that it shall be provided in the bill that 
nothing therein shall be construed to interfere with any valid ad- 
verse right asserted under any law of the United States to any of 
the lands settled upon under the armed-occupation act, which may 
have intervened. I do not see that that is in the bill at all, and 
such an amendment having been recommended by the Commis- 
sioner and not being included in the bill, it suggests the question 
whether there are valid adverse rights, as the Commissioner says, 
which might be cut off by the p e of this bill which does not 
make provision for them. I do not know anything about it. 

Mr. PASCO. That is the actual condition of things; but if the 
Senator desires that amendment to be included he can easily offer 
it. The bill has passed this body in its present shape and the 
‘House of Representatives in its present shape, and perhaps-—— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I will offer an amendment to be 
inserted at the end of section 4. 

The SEcRETARY. At the end of section 4 it is proposed to insert 
the following proviso: 

Provided, That nothing contained in this act shall be so construed as to in- 
terfere with any valid adverse right, asserted under any law of the United 
States, to any of the lands settled upon under the armed-occupation act, 
which may have intervened. 

Mr. PASCO. There is no objection to the amendment, I will 
state that the amendment was not made by the committee, be- 
cause it was not considered necessary, but as the Senator from 
eng deems it desirable to put it in, I have no objection at 
all to it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


FEBRUARY 21, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. ™ 


MARY A. COULSON, 


The bill (S. 1945) for the relief of Mary A. Coulson, executrix 
of Sewell Coulson, deceased, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to Ray to Mary A. Coulson, executrix 
and sole legatee of Sewell Coulson, deceased, late of Sullivan, 
Ind., $3,950, for services rendered as attorney in the defense of 
sundry actions against a military officer and men of his command 
for act done by them while in the discharge of their duty. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that part of the report be read com- 


moncing: on the first page, where the House committee’s report is 
adopted. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecretary will read as requested. 
The Secretary read from the report submitted by Mr. Farr- 
BANKS from the Committee on Claims, June 22, 1897, as follows: 


Your committee hereby adopt said Senate Report No. 93 and recommend 
the of the pending bill. 
The adopted report is as follows: 


{Senate Report No. 93, Fifty-first Congress, first session. ] 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 825) for the 
payment of Sewell Coulson and Porter, Harrison & Fishback, for 1 serv- 
ices, ge had the same under consideration, beg to submit the ollowing 
report: i 

e facts in this case are clearly and fully stated in a report made to the 
House by the House Committee on Claims, first session Forty-seventh Con- 
gress (Report No. 1755), and adopted and readopted by the Senate Committee 
on Claims (Report No. 101), first session Forty-ninth Co and (Report 
No. 935) first session Fiftieth Congress, which reads as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4431) for 
the payment of Sewell Coulson and Porter, Harrison & Fishback, for legal 
services, having had the sarme under consideration, have carefully examined 
all the papers and evidence connected therewith, and find the facts substan- 
tially as «tated in a letter of Mr. Coulson, which is in as follows: 

‘* About the Ist of October, 1864, Samuel McCormick, of Sullivan County, 
Ind., was captain of a company of State militia, o: and mustered in 
his county. under and in pursuance of the act of the State le ture ap- 
proved and signed May 11, 1861. Bedee Johnson, John McConnel, John Rot- 
ramel, John G. Kimberlain, Thomas Wells, Peter Wilso::, and others were 
members of said company. This company was uently called into active 
service by the provost-marshal of the district, to aid in enforcing the laws of 
the United States, and a gporenting opposition to the drafts or uprising of 
the le to resist the d 8. 

“In February, 1866, five civil suits were commenced against Captain Mc- 
Cormick and his men, in the Sullivan circuit court, to recover for 
false imprisonment in cases where they had made arrests under and in pur- 
suance to orders from Gen. A. P. Hovey, in command of the tof In- 
diana, R. W. Thompson, captain and provost-marshal, and Daniel Conover 
captain and provost-marshal, both of the Seventh Congressional district of 
Indiana, accompanied by ordersfrom Maj. Gen. James Hughs, in command 
of the State militia. 

“‘ At the same term of the Sullivan circuit court the d jury returned 
an indictment against the same men, them with grand for 
seizing two kegs of powder found con ed, and which were undoubted! 
ond and intended to be used in o the Government of the Unit 

tutes. Iwas employed as counsel to defend all of these six towit: An 
drew Humphrey vs. uel McCormick et al.; Thomas Mayfield vs. Same; 
James Leach vs. Same; William Holson vs. Same; John Sisson vs. Same, and 


the State of Indiana vs. Same. 
rance in the civil cases the defendants filed 


“On entering their first ap 
their affidavits and motions with an offer to make requisite bonds to remove 


said cases to the circuit court of the United States for the district of Indiana 
for trial. The motions were severally overruled by Judge Ec he holdin 
the act of Congress of 3d of March, 1 unconstitutio: and and rulec 
the defendants to answer, pending which all the cases were continued. At 
the August term, 1866, judgment was taken by default in the case of Hum. 
= vs. McCormick et al., and his assessed at $25,000. Issues wero 
ormed in all the other cases, and the case of Mayfield vs. McCormick et al. 
was tried by the court, which resulted in finding a judgment for plaintiff 


for $500. These two cases defendants appealed to the supreme court; in the 
to the Knox 


other three, on defendant's application, the venue was chan 
circuit court. The indictment in the criminal case was ed. 

After the —— of the cases of Humphreys and Mayheld to the supreme 
court, Messrs. Porter, Harrison & Fishback, of Indianapolis, were retained 
to assist in those cases, and did so. ng: | filed a brief that required t la- 
bor, tongning, and research to prepare, the cases involving new questions not 
then fully adjudicated. 

These cases were decided at the November term, of thesupreme court, 
by which decision the judgment and ru of the Sullivan circuit court was 
reversed, and the cause remanded, with auctions to the court below to 
pass upon the sufficiency of the bond that might be offered under the law of 
Congress, etc. (see cases Mayfield against McCormick et al., 27 Indiana, 145. 
and McCormick et al. vs. Humphreys, 27 Indiana, 144, where a more detailed 


statement will be found). 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN L. RHEA AND JOHN ANDERSON, 


The bill (S. 1166) for the relief of John L. Rhea, executor of 
Samuel Rhea, deceased, and John Anderson, administrator of 
Joseph R. Anderson, deceased, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It proposes to pay to John L. Rhea, executor of 
Samuel Rhea, deceased, $12,825.61, and to John Anderson, ad- 
ministrator of Joseph R. Anderson, deceased, $1,803.35, being the 
proportion to which each party is entitled in sixty-three bales of 
cotton taken and turned over to United States Treasury agents. 

Mr. TELLER. I move to strike out lines 21 and 22, in refer- 
ence to the decision of the Court of Claims. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out lines 21 and 
as follows: 

(Fourth Court of Claims Reports, page 237.) 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I understand that the question as 
to this cotton has been before the Court of Claims, and that the 
Court of Claims found that cotton similarly situated should be 
paid for, and that some portion of the cotton taken was paid for. 

Mr. TELLER. It was paid for. Thatisafact. Itdetermined 
the amounts to go to these men, but they were not before the 
Court of Claims. ; 

Mr. BATE. The bill has been recommended by committees of 
the Senate and House of Representatives. F 

Mr. TELLER. On page 1, line 8, I move to strike out “heirs 
or;” so that it will be left to be paid to these persons or their legal 
representatives. . 

e SECRETARY. In line 8, page 1, it is proposed to strike out 
the words “heirs or.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ACCEPTANCE OF MEDALS BY NAVAL OFFICERS. 


The bill (8S. 2284) to authorize Admiral T. O. Selfridge, United 
States Navy; Capt. G. H. Wadleigh, United States Navy; Lieut. 
Commander E, H. Gheen, United States Navy; Lieut. Com- 
mander Raymond P. Rodgers, United States Navy; Paymaster 
J. B. Redfield, United States Navy; Lieut. J. J. Hunker, United 
States Navy; Surg. D. N. Bertolette, United States Navy, and 
Ensign RL Russe)i, United States Navy, to accept medals pre- 

mted to them by “he Russian Government, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
TAXES AND TAX SALES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The bill (S. 916) in relation to taxes and tax sales in the District 
of Columbia was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iask the Senate to substitute for this bill 
the bill (H. R. 2283) in relation to taxes and tax sales in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. It is thesame bill, but it has passed the House 
and has been reported from our Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. Not remembering that the other bill had been previously 
pecs. the request for its substitution was not ene at that 


e. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER inthechair). Is 
there objection to the request of the Senator from West Virginia? 
The Chair hears none. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill - R. 2283) in relation to taxes and tax sales in the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ishould like to ask the Senator who rted 
the bill from the Committee on the District of Columbia whether 
there has ever been a decision 7 a court on the validity of deeds 
made by the District of Columbia to the purchasers under a tax 


sale? 
Mr. FAULKNER. There have been decisions in various cases, 
but the only real amendment of the law as it exists to-day pro- 
in the pending bill is in reference to a decision found in the 
volume of d ons, which refers to the question of the ef- 
fect of those deeds. The supreme court of the District of Colum- 
held that the District Commissioners can not under the law as 
it exists to-day sell land for taxes except for one year, and that if 
it is not redeemed at the end of two years, under the present stat- 
ute, and a deed is executed by the ioners under the pro- 
visions of the statute as it stands to-day, the effect of that deed is 
to wipe out all back taxes due upon the land except for the year 
for which it was sold. 

The result is that the Commissioners find that since that deci- 
sion has become prominently known in the District of Columbia 
parties allow their taxes to go by year after year, the sale is made 

or one year, they get somebody to buy in the property, the deed 
is executed at the end of two years, and the back taxes for three 
or four years unpaid are absolutely wi out by the decisions 
under that particular deed. It isso unjust to the men who pay 
taxes, involving an amount equal to thirty to fifty thousand dol- 
lars annually to the District, that the District Commissioners are 
y anxious that the bill shall be Lara 4)” ge That 

virt the only new provision in the whole bill. 

Mr. YKRELL. But the questionis, Do the courts hold, as a 
rule, that the deeds made by the District of Columbia are valid? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Asa generalrule,Iam frank to say, a major- 
iy of the decisions are against the validity of tax-sale deeds in 

District, as they are in every State. 
— LL. I beg the Senator's pardon; not in all the 

i: FAULKNER. They are in mine. 

. COCKRELL. They are valid in every State where the 
ew taxation has n followed; that is, the State has a 
upon the real estate for the payment of taxes, and has a right 
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to go into the courts and enforce that lien by a judgment, and 
the sale is as valid as the sale of any other property under any 
other kind of a judgment. If these sales are not sustained by the 
courts, why not authorize the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to go into court and sue to enforce the lien and take a 
judgment of foreclosure of the lien, just as if it were a regularly 
executed maton. and sell it by the United States marshal act- 
ing = sheriff, and give a valid conveyance that will hold in any 
court 

It does seem to me that the law ought to be made in that way, 
and that we should avoid a long, tedious, useless contest in trying 
to advertise a sale und give 15 per cent to a speculator and invite 
everyone to take advantage of it in every way he can. A very 
simple law could provide that the District of Columbia shall have 
a lien for all these taxes, and will have a suit brought in the court 
against the known owner and any other one who may have any 
claim to it, and that that lien for taxes shall be enforced like a 
judgment entered, and then let the party come in and contest it 
if he desires. Then everything is settled and the purchaser gets a 
good title. That ought to be the law. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iam frank to say that it would be well to 
enact such a law in this District, because I can see the effective- 
ness of it. Fortunately there are not many of these cases, but I 
am satisfied that in the District there are not 50 per cent of the 
contests maintained, because the court is acting under the old 
common-law rules here toa great extent, and it is held that any 
defective description of property in that way which would mis- 
lead the owner, or any improper advertisement of it, invalidates 
the lien, in accordance with the provisions of the statute, on the 
ground that, being a ae remedy given to the District, it 
must be strictly and absolutely followed. But that would bea 
new policy here, and although I agree with my friend that it 
would be decidedly an advantageous one, for’ I think the number 
of lots sold in this District reaches up into the thousands by 
reason of the very decision I have spoken of. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They would not reach to half a hundred if 
there was a —— in the law. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I expect that would be true if the law could 
be changed. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I move that the bill (S. 916) in relation to 
an and tax sales in the District of Columbia be indefinitely post- 
pon . 

The motion was agreed to. 

REFUNDING CERTAIN IMPORT DUTIES, 

The bill (S. 1311) to refund certain import duties was an- 
nounced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I may be mistaken, but my recol- 
lection is that a similar bill is pending in the Committee on 
Finance, and has been referred to a subcommittee to examine it. 
I wish the bill meg go over for a few moments. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This bill was before the Finance Committee; 
the Finance Committee was discharged from its consideration 
and it was referred to the Committee on Claims; and it has been 
reported from that committee. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let it go over for the present. I 
wish to make an res from the committee. 

— PRESIDING OFFICER. -The bill will go over tempo- 
rarily. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut subsequently said: I do not wish 
longer to object to the preceding bill: and as the morning hour 
has about oe I ask that it be taken up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill (S. 1311) to refund cer- 
tain import duties is before the Senate. 

Mr. PASCO. I hope the bill will be allowed to come up at some 
time when there will be a better opportunity to discuss it than is 
possible now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over. 

Mr. WARREN. Without prejudice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over without 
prejudice. 





FRANKLIN INSURANCE COMPANY. 


The bill (S. 1865) to extend the charter of the Franklin Insurance 
Omnaets of the city of Washington was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time. and passed. 

DISTRICT PUBLIC PARKS AND IMPROVED RESERVATIONS. 


The bill (S. 921) to regulate the use of the public parks and im- 
proved reservations in the District of Columbia under the charge 
of the Chief of Engineers of the United States Army was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

The preamble was agreed to. 
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EAST WASHINGTON HEIGHTS TRACTION RAILWAY, 


The bill (S. 919) to incorporate the East Washington Heights 
Traction Railway Company of the District of Columbia was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. McMILLAN, I ask that that bill may go over and still re- 
tain its place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, that order 
will be made. 


AUGUST BOLTEN AND GUSTAVE RICHELIEU. 


The joint resolution (S. R. 61) for the relief of August Bolten 
and Gustave Richelieu was announced as next in order on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to hear some word of explanation 
about the joint resolution. 

Mr. PASCO. It was reported by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. LopGE}. 

. Mr. GRAY. The junior Senator from Massachusetts is not 
ere. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it go over, then. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it go over for the present, retaining its place 
until my colleague comes in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made. The 
hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay 
before the Senate the unfinished business. witty 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChair has had placed before 
him as unfinished business the resolution relating to the claim of 
Henry W. Corbett to a seat in the Senate,and likewise the so- 
called census bill. The Chair is informed that by agreement the 
census bill is to be taken up at 2 o’clock. 


ISSUANCE OF BONDS IN TERRITORIES. 


Mr.SHOUP. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Montana 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. CARTER. For what purpose? 

Mr. SHOUP. For the purpose of calling up a bill, 
like to ask unanimous consent for its consideration. 

Mr. CARTER. If the bill does not lead to any discussion what- 
ever, and is brief, I have no objection. I shall have to object, 
however, if it leads to discussion. 

Mr. SHOUP. If it leads to discussion, I will not press it. 

Mr. CARTER, Very well. 

Mr. SHOUP. Iask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 3578) to amend an act to prohibit the passage of 
local and special laws in the Territories, to limit Territorial indebt- 
edness, and so forth. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Territories with an amendment, to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the act of Con approved July 30, 1886, entitled “An act to pro- 
hibit the e of local or — lawsin the Territories of the United Sta 
to limit ‘Territorial indebtedness, and for other purposes,” is hereby amen 
so as to permit, authorize, and legalize the issuance of bonds by chartered 
municipal corporations having a bona fide population of not less than 1,000 

srsons, a8 shown by the last school census taken before any election fo be 
neld under the provisions of this act, in any Territory of the United States, 
for sanitary and health purposes, the construction of sewers, waterworks, 
and the improvement of streets. The limitations of said act of July 30, 1886, 
shall not apply to such municipal corporations: Provided, That before an 
bonds shall be issued the mayor and common council of said chartered aman 
cipal corporations shall cause an election to be held in such city or town, and 
the mayor and common council of such municipal corporation cause to be 
published, in a newspaper of general circulation published in such city or town, 
a notice of the time and place or —_— of holding such election. Such notice 
shall be given at least thirty days before such election. On the question of the 
issuance of said bonds no person shall be qualified to vote except he be in all 
respects a qualified elector and owner of real or personal property subject 
to taxation within the municipality. In case two-thirds of the qualified 
voters, as above described, s vote affirmatively for the issuance of said 
bonds, then the mayor and common council shall issue the same, and not oth- 
erwise. Said bonds shall contain all necessary provisions as to form, and 
such municipality shall provide a proper sinking fund for the redemption of 
said bonds. Said bonds shall not bear a rate of interest exceeding 6 per cent 

r annum, and the interest shall be paid semiannually, and none of said 
nds shall be sold at less than their par value. 

Sze. 2. That the act of the Territory of Arizona, approved the 8th day of 
March, 1897, which authorizes the issuance of the bonds of the ‘Territory for 
the construction of a capitol building, is hereby confirmed and ratified. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have some explanation of 
the last section, The first section seems to be eminently proper, 
but how about the bonds issued for a capitol building in Arizona? 
What is the amount of the bonds? Has any building been actu- 
ally constructed, or have the bonds been wasted and expended 
without any actual benefit? : 

Mr.SHOUP,. The amount of bonds under the act of the Terri- 
torial legislature, as I remember it, is $80,000 for the erection of 
the State building in Arizona, but the $80,000 which was directed 
to be appropriated by the legislature of the Terri would ex- 

the 4 per cent under what is usually known as the Harrison 


I should 
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Act. Therefore, it is to have Congressional legislation 
in order that ‘hoy Sar bo ates te law, and in order that the 
bonds may be placed. 

Mr. CO . Have the bonds been sold? 

Mr. SHOUP. The bonds have not been sold. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The fund, then, as a matter of course, has 
not been wasted. 

Mr. SHOUP. I have no objection to striking out the second 
section of the substitute if the Senator ers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no objec to the section if the 
bonds have not been sold, and if it is in @ proper way. 

Mr. SHOUP. The bonds have not been sold. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In the case of bonds which might have been 
sold for a mere trifle, such a provision would not have been right, 
but as the bonds have not been sold, as a matter of course they go 
upon the market as valid bonds and at full value. 

Mr. SHOUP. I will state that a bill has already the 
House embracing this section, and it will come up on its passage 
here, but it was thought by the Delegate from Arizona that it 
would be better to add the section to the pending bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of resentatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. Soins a pension to Mrs. Marietta Hayes. 

The message announced that the House had , with an 
amendment, the bill (S. 1035) to establish a uniform system of 
bankruptcy throughout the United States, asks a conference with 
the Senate on the bill and amendment, and had appointed Mr. 
HENDERSON, Mr, Ray of New York, and Mr. Terry managers at 
the con“erence on the part of the House. 


UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 


Mr. HOAR. I ask that the bankruptcy bill, which has been 
received from the House of Representatives, may now be laid 
before the Senate. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair) laid 
before the Senate the action of the House of Representatives on 
the bill (S. 1035) to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy 
throughout the United States, which was to strike out all after 
the enacting clause of the bill and to insert a substitute, and ask- 
ing for a conference with the Senate on the bill and amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the bill with the amendment of the 
House of Representatives be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ADDITIONAL REGIMENTS OF ARTILLERY. 


Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senate will indulge me a moment, I 
wish to give notice that to-morrow, if it is a working day, and, if 
it is not, on the next day, I propose to call up what is known as 
the artillery bill. 

THE CENSUS. 


Mr. CARTER. Now let the census bill be proceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 94) to provide for the Twelfth and sub- 
sequent censuses. 

r. CARTER. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson] has an 
amendment to prone. 

Mr. ALLISON. When the bill was under consideration before, 
I believe a number of amendments to the bill were adopted. 

Mr. CARTER. I will state to the Senator that none of the 
amendments of the committee were ae ee 

Mr. ALLISON. They are still to be a upon? 

Mr. CARTER. And in view of the amendment suggested b 
the Senator from Iowa on a former occasion the co ttee will, 
for the time being, refrain from presenting the amendment offered— 
to insert the word ‘‘ President” instead of the words ‘‘Secretary 
of the Interior,” the bill being in eons the Senator's idea. 

Mr. ALLISON. When the bill was ore I to the 
committee that the Census Office should be under some msible 

ent of the Government, and if the Senator will allow me 
at stage of the consideration of the bill, I will move, in line 3, 
on the first page, in section 1, to strike out, after the word “be,” 
the words “‘at the seat of government” and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: 


Established in the Degestnenhet the Interior and under the general super- 
vision of the Secretary thereof. 


So that the Census Office will be in the Department of the 
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terior and not be an ndent department of the Govern- 
— I think it should be p under some responsible Depart- 
ment with a Cabinet officer. I understand the committee do not 

ject—— 
= PASCO. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Iowa what 
effect that amendment will have upon the question of appoint- 
ments? Would it bring them then under the civil-service rules? 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that it does not in any sense 
change that question. That will appear later in the discussion. 

Mr. CAR It does not in any sense change the manner of 
appointments, which is specs rovided for in the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is provided for later on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Sen- 
ator from Iowa that, as he understands it, the committee amend- 
ments have not as yet been acted upon. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that to be the situation, and also 
that the chairman of the committee in charge of the bill desires 
that this matter shall be disposed of before the committee amend- 
ments are reached. 

Mr. CARTER. It would very much facilitate the general dis- 
position of the bill ir a harmonious manner to have the question 
of the su ision di of at the beginning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With that understanding, the 

uestion will first be taken on the amendment submitted by the 
nator from Iowa. 

Mr. BERRY. I ask theSenator from Montana, who states that 
the appointments are provided for elsewhere, who is to make the 
appointment of officers according to the provisions of the bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is a subject which will be considered 
later. 


Mr. CARTER. The Senator from Arkansas will observe that 
it is provided in the substitute for section 3 that persons ‘‘shall be 
appointed according to the discretion of the director of the cen- 
sus, subject to such examination as said director may, with the 
approval of the Secretary of the Interior, ete 

r. BERRY. It occurred to me thatif the bill is to be put 
under the supervision of the Secretary of the Interior and in that 
Department, then the Secretary of the Interior would be the head 
of the Department in which was included the Census Bureau, and 
the ——a could only be made under the Constitution by 
him, authority being conferred ™ the President, or 
the head of a Department, or a court. erefore, if it is put in 
that Department, it seems to me that necessarily the Secretary of 
the Interior would be compelled to make the appointments, 

Mr. CARTER. The apt suggestion made by the Senator from 
Arkansas indicates the reason why the committee desire first 
to dispose of the amendment presented by the Senator from Io 
It is true that if the census is to be under the general supervision 
of the Interior artment certain amendments will be ae 
throu es the bill in order to harmonize its provisions with the 
amendments. 

Mr, LODGE. I do not understand that any of the committee 
amendments have yet been acted upon. 

Mr, CAR . None of the committee amendments have been 


upon. 
Mr. LODGE. Therefore, section 3 is still open to action. 
Mr. CARTER. It is still open to discussion and amendment. 
Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not know that I want to 
antagonize the amendment of the Senator from Iowa, but it would 
lease me much more and I believe it would be better to put the 
msus Office under the es of Labor rather than under 
the Interior Department. e Interior Department is a great 
Department, involving a great many interests and embracing a 
great many subjects. I believe that it would be very much bet- 
ter to add the Office to the Department of Labor. Iam 
anxious that it shall not be an nies department or bureau, 


but that it shall go into some established Department. I do not | 


know why the Senator from Iowa ees prefers the Interior 
e 


eg remy It seems to me that the Department of Labor would 
be better. I make the suggestion to him. 


Mr. ALLISON. Onereason, atleast, =a prefer the Secretary 
of the Interior is because the bead of the Department of the In- 
terior is a Cabinet officer. This is an important matter in many 
and it should be a matter directly, at least in theory, 
under the supervision of the President of the United States. The 
Depaxtunens of Labor itself is not a department within the gen- 
meaning of the organization of the several responsible De- 
its of the Government. Besides, I think if the Senator 
! Colorado will consider a little further he will see that this 
is, in the nature of things, a bureau that will be very for a 
brief space of time. It would certainly interfere with the cur- 
rent work of the Department of Labor, which is now performing, 
I think, a important and efficient service in the line of i 
work. That t+ has all it can do, I think, in the line 
marked out already for it by the law. f 
SoI think it is wiser and better that this work of taking the 
census, whether we shall finally conclude to make it a 


rmanent bureau or only a temporary bureau for the purpose of 
ies the Twelfth Census, shall be under the general supervision 
and care of a Department officer who is responsible to the Presi- 
dent directly for the work of his Department. My reasons, I hope, 
are satisfactory to the Senator from Colorado. Ithink what I have 
8 is the wisest and best rule to follow. 

r. TELLER. Iam not quite satisfied with the reasons given 
by the Senator from Iowa, because I understand the President 
will have quite as much control over the work of the census if it 

oes into the Department of Labor as he will otherwise. The 

partment of Labor is, of course, doing a special work; but it 

can do more work and do it easier, I think, than it can be done in 
the Interior Department. 

This seems to me to be a work which ought to be put in the De- 
partment of Labor, out of which ought to grow in that depart- 
ment a statistical force, and that department ought to become 
the statistical department of this Government, in my opinion. I 
think the present head of the Department of Labor is better 
qualified for that kind of work than anybody we are likely to get, 
when we change the heads of these Departments every four years. 
I believe Mr. Wright would be very much better qualified than 
any man we are likely to select for the head of a Department, 
however able he may be, because he will not have the experience 
which Mr. Wright has had. While I do not wish to interfere un- 
necessarily with the committee, still it seems to me that that is the 
place where this work ought to go. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, of course the object of the estab- 
lishment of this bureau is to secure a good and accurate census. 
It seems to me that, if we are to make any change in the commit- 
tee bill, what we ought to do is to pursue the policy of consolidat- 
ing, so far as possible, all the statistical departments of the Gov- 
ernment. The Interior Department is an overloaded Department, 
with a great variety of wholly differing subjects under it, and 
this is simply adding one more. I think it would be better to 
keep it as the committee has got it, or else put it under the De- 

ent of Labor, where it would naturally go. Of course the 
ead or the commissioner of any department of that sort would 
have immediate access to the President, who is the head of all 
the Executive Departments. I do not see the importance of hav- 
ing a Cabinet officer who has already more work than he can pos- 
sibly attend to take charge of this bureau also. It seems to me 
that it was originally — very well; and if there is any change to 
be made, I hope it will be the Department of Labor in which it 
will be placed. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, if the Department of Labor was 

ted in the Cabinet, I should say that the addition of the 
census to that department or bureau would be eminently proper. 
However, every objection urged against an independent bureau 
for the census applies with equal force to the establishment when 
attached to another bureau not represented in the Cabinet. Con- 
sequently, if the change is to be made upon the principle under- 
lying, it is essential that the Cabinet officer should have super- 
vision over the census, and not an independent bureau having no 
relation whatever to Cabinet sessions or conferences. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, there is great force in what the 
Senator from Montana [Mr. CarTER] says. I myself think that 
we ought to have all of what are practically bureaus, although 
they may be called departments, under some Department of the Gov- 
ernment. But wehavestartedouton anew method. We havees- 
tablished several bureaus which are practically independent of the 
regular Departments. The establishment of the Labor Burean or 
Department was one. I[t will not be in violation of the principle 
the Senator suggests if we add the Census Office to that depart- 
ment, because we have already that Department established. I 
think we should get in time, not a department entitled to a Cab- 
inet officer, but a department to be known and recognized as the 
Department of Labor. I believe in time we shall make that the 
statistical bureau or department of the Government. Certainly, 
that is the a which ought to deal with the census, or 
else we should put it all under the head of some one of the regular 
Departments. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, it seems to me the reason which 
the Senator from Montana [ Mr. Carrer] has assigned for putting 
the Census Office under the Interior Department, if it is put any- 
where, that the person supervising it should have a seat in the 
Cabinet, is not entirely satisfactory. I suppose the first thing 
which we desire for the census is that it shall be absolutely up- 
right and impartial, never affected by any possible political forces 
or temptations; and, next, that it shall be so understeod to be by 
the whole country. 

The ent of Labor is now a department removed in 
public estimation from political influences and forces. The head 
of it has not been changed when changes have taken place in the 
Presidency; and I hope it is not likely that such a change will 
take placeinfuture. A Cabinet officer, with a seat in the Cabinet, 
is, above all, one of the great political advisers of the President, 
one of the great political leaders of the party which controls the 
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Administration. So, if unhappily there should come up any ques- 
tion about the integrity of the census—which would be the most 
unhappy and unfortunate — that could present itself to the 
American people—it would be quite desirable to have the control 
of that matter in an official who was not liable to that suspicion. 

I suppose all Senators will remember that in the census of 1880 
it turned out that there had been a most marvelous and impossible 
growth in certain portions of the State of South Carolina, and 
there was great excitement regarding it throughout the whole 
country. There was a similar claim that the census was wrong 
in some parts of the city of New York; but the fact that that 
census was under the control of General Walker, who everybod 
knew was a man without political affiliations, entirely independ- 
ent, a scientific man, pursuing with a single eye the truth, 
quieted the public discontent. It turned out that General Walker 
was able to show that it was impossible that there could have been 
a serious mistake in those returns from South Carolina. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. I ask for information entirely, because there is 
some difference of opinion amongst Senators who sit near me. 
The Constitution says that ‘‘the Congress may by law vest the 
appointment of such inferior officers as they think proper in the 
President alone, in the courts of law, or in the heads of Depart- 
ments.” I wish to know of the Senator from Massachusetts if, in 
that case, the word ‘“‘ Department” is confined to a Department 
the head of which is a member of the Cabinet? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly not. 

Mr. BERRY. Would that confer upon the head of any depart- 
ment or bureau created by Congress the power to appoint? 

Mr. HOAR. Iso understand it. That, however, is foreign to 
the point of which I am speaking. 

Mr. BERRY. But itis not foreign to the question as to how 
those appointments shall be made and whether they are to be non- 
partisan or otherwise. All those questions will arise hereafter if 
this Bureau is put under the head of the Interior Department. 
The appointments might be made in a certain way if the Bureau 
is put under the Department of Labor. What I want to know is 
in regard to the power to do it. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me the best solution of this subject is 
the one advocated by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], 
to wit, that the Census Office shall go to the Department of Labor. 
It will then go to a department now recognized as nonpartisan, 
one likely to continue nonpartisan, and likely at the same time to 
retain the service of a competent and able man. No doubt what- 
ever party shall be in power in this country would take an honest 
and haved census in all respects. I have not any fear as to 
that, but it is also important, not only that that should be the 
fact, but that it should be believed to be the fact by the people at 
large in times of great political excitement. 

I have only one thing toadd, and that is this: The census of 1900 
will be taken in the summer of the year in which the Presidential 
election occurs, and the result will be reported to the country very 
largely not very long after a change of Administration. If the 
Secretary of the Interior has any large responsibility in the direc- 
tion of the matter, the responsible ne of that census 
may be changed within a few days after the 4th of March, 1901. 
I think it would be a great misfortune just as the census is being 
completed and its results tabulated to bring in an official who 
would be entirely new to the whole process, and who may have 
altogether different theories and ideas from his predecessor. So 
either the Secretary of the Interior is to be a mere figurehead in 
the matter or you will have to — your horses just as you are 

etting across the stream. I hope the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
asa will take the sense of the Senate on his _— of having 
the census made under the direction of the Labor Bureau. 

Mr. TELLER. I move to amend the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Iowa by striking out the words ‘‘the Depart- 
ment of the Interior ” and inserting ‘‘the Department of Labor;” 
and by striking out the words ‘‘Secretary of the Interior” where 
they occur and inserting ‘‘ the Commissioner of Labor.” 

Mr. ALLEN. What has become of the pending amendment 
offered by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson]? 

Mr. LODGE. That is pending. 

Mr. TELLER. Let the amendment of the Senator from Iowa 
be read, and then my amendment will come in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson] will be stated. 

The SecrRETARY. In section 1, line 3, after the words ‘‘shall 
be,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘at the seat of government” and 
insert “established in the Department of the Interior and under 
the general supervision of the Secretary thereof.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed by the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] to the amendmentof the Sen- 
ator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] will now be stated. 

The SzoretTaRy. It is proposed tostrike out of the amendment 
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the words “the Interior,” in line 2, and insert ‘“‘ Labor ;” and, in 
line 4 of the amendment, to strike out “Secretary” and insert 
‘* Commissioner ;” so as to read: ~ 

That there shall be established in the Department of Labor and under the 
general supervision of the Commissioner thereof a census office,” etc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Colorado to the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. HALE. Why does not the Senator from Colorado go a lit- 
tle further and simply provide that the Commissioner of Labor 
shall take the census? t would perhaps have some merit if 
Senators believe that there is anything in the work of the Bureau 
of Labor which makes it especially competent to do this kind of 
work. I should say that, if the director of the census is put un- 
der anybody, itshould be under the head of one of the great Depart- 
ments; or, if youare not going todo that, leave him independent, but 
not put him under another branch of the Government which is not 
technically one of the great Sate but is a smaller branch 
of the Government ed the bureau or Department of Labor. 
There is nothing in that Bureau that makes it y fitting 
that the census work should be done byit. Therefore, it seems to 
me, if you are going to summon the Commissioner of Labor and 
make him in any. way the director of this work, you had better let 
him have supervision of the whole census. 

Mr. FRYE. Is the Commissioner of Labor any higher in rank? 

Mr.HALE. Mycolleagueinquiresif the Commissionerof Labor 
is of any higher rank than the director of the census? The Com- 
missioner of Labor is not a Department officer in the sense of hav- 
ing control of a great De ent; he is not higher in rank than 
the director of the census; he is not higher than the Superintend- 
ent of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, but he has a bureau limited 
in facilities and confined to a limited line of action, getting up sta- 
tistics in reference to labor. 

Mr. FRYE. If my colleague will allow me, is not the head of 
that Bureau from Massachusetts? 

Mr. HALE. He has that advantage, and the Senators from 
Massachusetts are, of course, interested. As my colleague in- 
timates, the Commissioner of Labor is a Massachusetts man, and 
@ very good man, who is doing very good work in the Bureau of 
Labor; but while I should have no objection to the director of the 
census being taken from Massachusetts—and I have some hope 
that he will be taken from Massachusetts—I would not put him 
under another Massachusetts man who has not any higher rank 
than he has. I think you would friction out of it. 

I think the best thing that could have been done was the orig- 
inal proposition of the committee, to leave the census independent, 
because it is not specially te to any Department. re is 
no danger of its running wild or taking too much authority. Let 
it be a separate and distinct establishment, just as is the Bu- 
reau of Labor, just asis the Fish Commission, and let it do its 
work. It will be rid of the suspicion of improper political influ- 
ence if itis not put under any Department whatever, but is al- 
lowed to stand by itself, 

I had some experience with two censuses, and was intrusted, as 
chairman of the Committee on Census, with the care of them, 
winding up of the census of 1880 and the entire work of the cen- 
sus of 1890, and I have no fear that any competent, broad-minded, 
large-experienced man who has dealt in his life with questions 
like this would ever make it a eres lye for improper political 
appointments. Everything about it will tend to just the reverse; 
will tend to the getting of good men from all parts of the United 
States. You can not get the important officers who are to be 
under the director of the census, provided for in this bill, in any 
Way so well as you can if you get this large, broad-minded man 
who is the director to search the United States for suitable men. 
He can pick them out a great deal better than can ary board of 
examination. He can get a professor from a college for one place; 
he can get a man who was connected with the last census for 
another; he can get another man who was connected with the 
previous census for another place, and he can select men of 
singular aptitudes from the business establishments of the coun- 
7 and from the schools, colleges, and universities. He will know 
all about themin afewdays. I have had letters calling attention 
to gentlemen with peculiar aptitudes who could be selected by 
the director. 

There never has been heretofore any fear that too much power 
would be lodged in the director of the census, and there would be 
none now but for the fact that pretty much everything has been 
absorbed under the civil-service administration. The Civil Serv- 
ice Commission are not content with the immense amount of 
offices and appointments which have been sent to that commis- 
sion; but there seems to be a disposition to get e into it. 
While I do note that the commission will be abolished, and 
am not hostile to it, I think there are some things which can be 
done in this Government without invoking the in on of 
the Civil Service Commission. My experience, ——— had ch 
of two censuses, so far as the Senate is concerned, is that 
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but that is not the fault of Mr. Wright, who took the census in its 
latter administration. 

Mr. HOAR. I put that question with reference to the Senator’s 
observation about not having a permanent bureau, and having the 
work pass away. If the Senator will pardon me for a moment, if 
the country is to grow hereafter as it has heretofore, and now it 
has got so large that an official, of whom nobody makes any com- 

laint, so far as I know, does not get the result of the oe done 

y several large volumes in the year 1898, eight years after the 
last census and two years before the next, it is practically a con- 
tinuous work now. 

Mr, ALLISON. If the facts were as stated by the Senator from 
Massachusetts it would be a continuing work, but the work done 
by the Census Bureau has been completed now nearly three years. 
The details of printing these great volumes are in the hands of a 
single clerk or two clerks in the Interior Department. But the 
argument of the Senator from Massachusetts proves too much. 
If the census is of value, I agree that it ought to be published at 
an early day in all its details. 

Mr. WILSON. I wish toask the Senator from Iowa, for infor- 
mation, why it is not possible merely to take an enumeration of the 
population of the United States and have that information at an 
early day, and then leave all this other statistical information to 
be gathered by the various Departments? Why can we not have 
an enumeration of population within the decade in which it is 
taken? 

Mr. ALLISON. I was approaching the very suggestion now 
made by the Senator from Washington. 

The Constitution requires that once in ten years we shall have 
an enumeration of the population of the United States for pur- 

»0ses of representation. From decade to decade we have added 
by statute other things which we require of the Commissioner of 
the Census. We require him, under rules and regulations made 
by the Secretary of the Interior, or by some authority, to gather 
an enormous amount of information outside of the constitutional 
requirement—vital statistics, statistics of age, statistics as respects 
nativity, color, race and condition; statistics of agriculture, of 
manufacture, of trade—— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Of debt. 

Mr. ALLISON. And as the Senator from Connecticut very 
properly sugmeets, of debt, of deaf and dumb people, and so on. 

We provided by law that the last census should take into con- 
sideration the debts, individual and corporate, of the United 
States. We expended $2,000,000 to ascertain that we were not as 
poverty-stricken as some of our people supposed we were. We 
ascertamed that instead of the State of Iowa, in which I live, its 
farms and its agriculturists, being borne down under a load of 
debt, it had less debt per capita than the State of Massachusetts; 
that debts were not illustrations of poverty; and that there was 
more debt within a radius of 30 miles of the city of New York 
than there was in those. Northwestern States. I was opposed to 
taking statistics of the private and individual debts of the people 
of the United States, but it was pressed upon us in such a way 
that we took those statistics. 

Now is it proposed that we shall recapitulate the debts of the 
people of the United States in 1900? It may be a wise or an unwise 
thing todo. Who shall decide the question? This bill provides 
that it shall be decided substantially by the Congress of the United 
States. But the superintendent or the director of the census, as 
provided in the pending bill, is to make up immediately, or as 
soon as he can after the passage of the bill, a projet of all that is 
to be taken by the census of 1900, and Congress is very likely to 
follow in the main the suggestions made to it as to the scope and 
extent of the census. 

My judgment, and I may be wrong, is that it belongs to the 
administrative power of this Government, through the head of 
some great Department of the Government, carefully to prepare 
and arrange for the subjects and topics to which the census is to 
be applied in 1900, and they should be passed upon, as is suggested 
to me by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER], not by a 
superintendant or director of the census in his own private office, 
but should be the subject of deliberation by the administrative 
power of this Government, with a responsible recommendation 
to Congress as respects the subjects and topics to be embraced 
within the census, because all these questions enter into considera- 
tion in determining the cost of the census, the time of its final 
meer seme and the great interests of our country which are to 

embraced within it. 

Now, these tabulations, I agree, are important. They were im- 
portant in 1890. They were especially important in 1880, although 
the census was delayed in printing in 1880 as in 1890. Butit hap- 
pens now that there are so many of trade and so many 
organizations, mercantile and otherwise, which furnish statistics 
of trade and manufactures in our country, that it is a compara- 
tively easy thing to gather up these statistics as compared with 
former periods when they were taken. 

Mr. President, others may do as they choose, but for one I shall 


not consent that we shall ee ten or twelve million dollars, 
embracing an inquiry into all the occupations of Pe of the 
United States, under an independent officer as created by this bil], 
without the responsible supervision and care of a Cabinet officer 
who is held responsible to the Executive of this country. 

I have no fear that under the present Administration we wil] 
have a fraudulent census. I have no fear that any man who will 
undertake this responsible work will be so ignorant or innocent, 
or so disposed to palm off upon the xy of the United States a 
fraudulent census as to use the several thousand people who must 
be engaged in the detail of this work to encompass that fraud as 
respects the population of the United States, because 1 never 
heard any other fraud alleged in the taking of the census. 

On the question whether it should go to the Department of 
Labor or the Secretary of the Interior, if the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts be right then the Senator from Maine has made the 
—o suggestion, that we should write in the bill that the census 
shall be taken by the Department of Labor, and give the commis- 
sioner the authority to employ, in such way as we may choose, 
whether under civil service or otherwise, such subordinates as he 
desires to oe who are competent. But I think itis wiser 
and better that the general disposition of this question shall be in 
the hands of an officer of the Government responsible to the Pres- 
ident. I have the highest confidence in the Commissioner of 
Labor, in his fidelity and industry and capacity, but I think I 
know that he does not crave this work. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I have observed for many 
years a very unsatisfactory method of collecting statistics and 
also of arriving at the population. The ascertainment of the pop- 
ulation once in ten years must be done summarily, and it isa great 
undertaking of itself. I have always believed and have often said 
that nothing else should be contained in the census but a simple 
enumeration of population. As to accumulating statistics and 
knowledge on other subjects, that is a matter of constant work 
the year round. What is being collected momentarily is of very 
0 use, because it can not be sufficiently accurate to be used for 
other p . 

We want to know every year, and we want to know it in that 

ear, what has been the progress of ne in that year. 

e want to know how agriculture has prospered in that year; 
what about the products of the country, because then we can 
make a comparison. When it is ten years old it is ancient his- 
tory. It seems to me what we ought to have is a bureau of statis- 
tics to be constantly in session, arranged so as to report on every- 
thing required; and we should not have a dozen offices collecting 
statistics without adequate means and machinery, making mis- 
takes, not held to responsibility. You find it in various bureaus 
of every Department. They are publishing statistics which are 
lying loose everywhere. If you get them, you will find that they 

o not co md, and you can not rely on them in making a 
statement. e statistics gathered in this way, without method 
en appropriation, are the most unreliable things in the 
world. 

Take, for example, the statistics of the Director of the Mint. 
That is not his business. business is to coin money. He has 
no appropriation for gathering statistics. Take many other de- 
partments. They give statistics, and they have neither the money 
nor the authority to doit. Even in the tural Department 
they undertake to do a great deal which they can not accomplish 
in the way of statistics. 

It seems to me there ought to be a department of statistics al- 
ways operating, not large, which could furnish current informa- 
_ on = matters, -— then once in ten years, = _ 

e ent or any other, proper arrangements can e for 
taking the census. But to load up the census with matters that 
are going to postpone its publication from year to year and make 
it ancient history, entirely without value when it comes out, it 
seems to me is a waste of money and a want of method of which 
we should not be guilty. 

M:. CHAND » . President, I wish to say a word in be- 
half of the of this bill. Of course [ would not un- 
dertake to limit debate upon any question in this body, and the 
views of Senators as to how the next census shall be taken are of 
course useful. But the ap bill is very limited in its scope. 
It is a mere preliminary bill, and it ought to pass both Houses of 
Congress at the earliest possible moment. ; 

The chairman of the committee has shown to the Senate that it 
poeraee for only 41 employees—a very limited force. It is a pre- 

iminary organization of the Census ce merely, and it is only 
intended to go forward and submit to Congress at the earliest 
papel moment the plan upon which the next census is to be 

en; and when that plan is under discussion in this House and 
the other ev suggestion which has been made by Senators 
here to-day will be as pertinent as it is now. : 

I call attention to the carefully prepared language of section 6: 


That the Twelfth Census shall be restricted to such specific topics and 
features as may be authorized by Congress. 





The Census Office, whether it is under the De t of Labor 
or the Secretary of the Interior or is independent, can do no act 
whatever toward taking the next census, because the census is to 
be limited to such specific topics and features as may be hereafter 
authorized by Congress. The section continues: 

And to this end the director of the census shall proceed at once to make 
all ne preparations for the next decennial enumeration, and 
submit to the Congress, as soon after his appointment as practicable, a re- 

rt, with recommendations, relating to such topics of features as he may 

eem adequate for the purpose intended by this act; and in his report he 
shall make such further suggestions and recommendations relating to the 
details necessary for taking the Twelfth and pobenqees censuses and for 
the continuous work of a permanent census office as he may deem proper. 

It is perfectly clear that under the proposed law, which ought 
to be passed immediately, so that we may have a preliminary in- 
vestigation of this whole subject, these forty-one men, headed by 
the director of the census, ~- do nothing whatever but submit a 
mere programme to Congress for its action. 

Mr. ALLISON . Isuggested what the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire now suggests, but I also suggested that that programme 
should come from a responsible head of a Department and not 
from a subordinate officer. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I agree to that. I am going to vote for 
every amendment anyone may pro to the pending bill, I do 
not care what it is, so that we may get the bill through and have 
this preliminary work done that will give us the information and 
the suggestions we need, so that we may adopt a permanent plan 
for the taking of the next census, which preliminary work has 
been too long delayed. 

There are before the Senate the results of an inquiry made by 
the committee, in which it appears that everyone wants to limit 
the work of the next census. The Senator from lowa has shown 
that toomuch work was put upon the enumerators. The consti- 
tutional work is the enumeration of the inhabitants of this coun- 
try, and the enumerators ought not to be loaded down with the 
duty of ascertaining a vast number of other facts. That question 
will be open when the preliminary report is made to Congress for 
its consideration. All this other work, which occupied so many 
volumes in our last census, is to come before Congress for its re- 
consideration, and it is the intention of everyone who has given 
consideration to the subject so to limit the work of the next cen- 
sus that instead of having 15 or 20 volumes, if ible the work 
of the census of 1900 shall be included within a half dozen volumes. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator from New Hampshire 
what his recollection is as to how long the enumerators under the 
census of 1890 were in office or were employed? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think several months. 

Mr. HOAR. I guess not more thanamonth. I do not know 
about that. But I understood the Senator to state that they were 
loaded down. Was there any trouble in the enumerators getting 
all their work done? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, a vast trouble. When the 
enumerators went to a house, instead of ascertaining the number 
of residents of that house with very few details, they were charged 
with a vast amount of inquiry. I think when the enumerators 
went to a farmhouse they had to ascertain the products of that 
farm — year. Ican not give the details, but the paper 
which has n already printed by the Census Office will show 
what they had to do, and it will show that the enumerators were 
loaded down with work which they ought not to have been asked 
to do, and with work that the enumerators of the inhabitants of 
any other country never have done. 

r. WILSON. May I ask the Senator from New Hampshire a 
question? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON. I should like to have the Senator take the bill 
and look at line 20, after the word ‘‘ and.” 

Mr. CHANDLER. On what e? 

Mr. WILSON. On page 2. I should like to know what would 
by the salary under the language there of a charwoman or laborer. 

And at $1,000 per annum, watchmen, assistant watchmen, messengers, as- 
sistant messengers, laborers, skilled laborers, and charwomen. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The meaning of that clause is perfectly 
plain tome. There used to be four classes of clerks in the De- 
partments, as nearly all Senators know perfectly well—fourth- 
class clerks at $1,800, third-class clerks at $1,600, second-class 
clerks at $1,400, and first-class clerks at $1,200. Subsequently 
ti en: up a class of clerks who received $1,000, and this clause 
pr for those five classes of clerks. Then the watchmen, 
assistant watchmen, messengers, assistant messengers, laborers, 
skilled laborers, and charwomen are to be paid the usual price 
paid to that class of er in the Government service. 

Mr. WILSON. The bill does not say that, if the Senator will 
pardon me. It provides that they shall receive $1,000. 

Mr.CHANDLER. No. The language of the clause may justify 
that impression, but it will not be so construed by the accounting 
Officers. It refers to a class of clerks at a thousand dollars. The 
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Senator need not be at all afraid that any charwoman is going to 
get a thousand dollars under any bill that he may vote for here 
to-day. 











































Mr. WILSON, I am not at all alarmed. I want to get the 


phraseology of the bill so that it shall be perfectly clear. 


Mr. CHANDLER. The chairman of the committee suggests 


two words in order to make plain what was perfectly plain before. 
He suggests two words that will answer the suggestion of the 
Senator, and that is to put in after the word ‘“‘and,” in line 20, the 
words ‘‘clerks classified;” so as to read: 


And clerks classified at $1,000 per annum. 
Mr. President, I have been diverted from the ideas that I had 


in mind by this detail. I will merely repeat that this bill is only 
preliminary. It authorizes 41 clerks to be employed. It author- 
izes a director of the census. Ido not care personally whether 
eo put him under the Department of Labor or whether you put 


im under the Department of the Interior, but I do say that if the 


census work of 1900 is to be done well and carefully, it is essen- 
tial that the pending bill in some form should get through the 


Senate at a very early day. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from New Hampshire permit 
me a question? Was the census of 1890 taken in this way—first 
by a preliminary bill and then by a general census bill? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand not. I understand that one 
general bill was passed. The Senator from Maine [Mr. Have} 
will answer that question, as he is always willing to answer ques- 
tions put by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. My understanding is that heretofore provisions 
for the census have been embraced in one act and that this bill is 
a new departure. 

Mr. HALE. Heretofore there has been no feature looking to a 

rmanent bureau. There have been single censuses taken, each 

itself. There was no feature of this kind in either of the pre- 
vious bills for taking the census, but mainly for that reason. The 
measures did not contemplate a permanent bureau. 

Mr. CARTER. In the line of the suggestion of the Senator 
from Maine, the fact that on previous occasions bills were sub- 
mitted without any general plan or collation of facts or figures 
that guided the Senate and the House seems to have resulted in 
lumbering up each census bill with such suggestions as might at 
the moment originate in the fertile brain of any Senator or Mem- 
ber of the House, andin the end those accumulated ideas resulted 
in affixing to the census such a burden of questions that the un- 
fortunate results which obtained in the last census afflicted the 
country and caused extraordinary expense. It is to avoid the re- 
currence of that in the future that this preliminary plan is called 
for as a guide in the way of suggestion. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from Montana allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. Do I understand the Senator to say that Con- 
gress fixed in the bill providing for the census what should be 
reported in the census? - 

r. CARTER. It will be found upon tracing the history of 
census legislation during the preliminary work of 1880 and 1890 
that the most unfortunate features connected with the bill in giv- 
ing wide scope and an unlimited range to the inquiry arose from 
amendments eperneee in the respective Houses. 

Mr. TELLER. I suppose the Senator refers to the taking of the 
debt statistics, but that is practically all that Congress indicated 
that they wanted to have taken, as I recollect. I may be mis- 
taken, but I think I am not. If the Senator will allow me, I 
should like to state—— 

Mr. CARTER. It will be borne in mind that after the blanks 
were prepared by the Superintendent of the Census, and after 
tons of paper had been used in the preparation of the blanks, 
some member of Congress, in one branch or the other, suggested 
an additional line of inquiry, and Congress favorably passed upon 
the suggestion. 

Mr. TELLER. What was that inquiry? 

Mr. CARTER. I do not now recall the additional inquiry that 
was propounded, but it resulted, according to Mr. Porter's report, 
in the destruction of all the printing theretofore obtained at great 
“me and retarded the work of the census very materially. 

r. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Montana 
what ~ total annual expense will be, under the pending bill, for 


Mr. CARTER. That would of course depend somewhat upon 
the length of time to be occupied in the preparation of the plan 
contemplated by the bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; but I understand that after the bill becomes 
a law the office becomes permanent and forty-one persons will be 
appointed to discharge certain duties under it. What will be 
under those circumstances the annual expense for salaries under 
this bill? 

Mr.CARTER. The appropriation provided in the bill is $75,000, 
and it ic believed by the committee that that amount will be 





OO SALE LLL EEL EY _ 
: eae o eee 









CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 21, 





ample to pay all salaries and charges connected with the work 
contemplated by the bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator contemplate that we shall be 
rec _ hereafter to provide offices for the appointees under this 
bill? 

Mr. CARTER. Notwithstanding anything that appears in the 
bill, I will say to the Senator that Congress may make provisions 
entirely at variance with the plan proposed by the director and 
those appointed under him to prepare plans. Congress may pro- 
ceed to authorize the taking of a census just as though this bill 
had not been passed. There is nothing authorized in the bill to 
be done which will in any sense limit Congress in the scope of its 
future action. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then, why should we pass this bill? 

Mr. CARTER. For the purpose of securing the suggestions 
and the general plan outlined by competent persons, so as to enable 
Congress to determine what kind of a bill will best suit the present 
temper of the country with reference to a limited line of inquiry. 

Mr. ALLEN. I suppose all this signifies that we are to have a 
permanent census bureau, and that we start now in the year 1898 
with a new and distinct and permanent bureau for the purpose 
of taking the census. 

Mr. CARTER. That may be; but this bill does not establish 
such a bureau. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Nebraska always wishes 
to be fair. Will he allow me a moment? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr.CHANDLER. I call his attention to the close of section 6— 
and in his report he shall make such further suggestions and recommenda- 
tions relating to the details necessary for taking the Twelfth and subsequent 
censuses and for the continuous work of a permanent census office as he may 
deem proper. 

So far as Iam concerned the words “for the continuous work 
of a permanent census office” may be left out. But, Mr. Presi- 
dent, the Senator ought not to argue that because we receive these 
suggestions and recommendations we propose to do anything in 
this bill that binds Congress in any way whatever as to the next 
bill that is to be passed as soon as we get the preliminary report. 
When that report comes in we can wipe out, if we please, this 
whole force, this preliminary force of 41 men, and adopt an en- 
tirely different method or taking the census; and we can put it 
under the War Department, or the Navy Department, or the 
Attorney-General’s Office, or anywhere else we choose to put it. 

Mr. ALLEN. My observation has been thus far that itis not 
very easy to wipe out anything in the Government of the United 
States that carries a salary with it. It is a great deal easier at 
the present time to prevent the creation of a bureau of this kind 
and the expenditure of $100,000 a year or morein connection with it 
than to wipe it out after it has been established. I see lurking in 
the bill, in the very first three lines of it and in other portions of 
it, a purpose to establish a permanent census bureau, or “census 
office” as it is called. 

No man can foretell the expense that the bill will - the Gov- 
ernment to if it becomesa law. There is no earthly use for it. 
The census of 1890 is not yet completed. A portion of it, I am in- 
formed, will never be published. At least one volume of it has 
been practically of no value to the people of the United States. It 
has only been within the last two years, I think, that we have got 
rid of a portion of the census force employed to take and perfect 
the census of 1890. 

Mr. President, it is not our duty to constantly create useless 
offices and devise ways and means to pension persons on the Gov- 
ernment, for that is what it would amount to if we passed the 
yentins bill. Heretofore, as lam informed, and the Senator from 

ew Hampshire admits it, when we have prepared to take the 
census provided for in the Constitution, one bill creating the office 
and defining its duties has been introduced and perfected and 
became alaw. Now we are departing from the course heretofore 
pursued. It is proposed to lay the foundation by creating a per- 
manent census office, with a force of forty-one persons. hat 
are these forty-one persons to do? Here is a superintendent or 
director at $5,000 a year, and subordinate officers almost without 
number at large salaries. 

What are they to do? Senators say they are to perfect a plan 
by which, when Congress sees fit to pass the proper census bill, 
we shall understand what our duty is, so that we can perform it 
with some degree of enlightenment. Nothing has been shown, 
however, as to the necessity for the existence of such a bureau. 
Its purpose is studiously kept in the background. Is there any- 
thing connected with this proposed preliminary bureau that can 
not be done by the force already at the disposition of the Govern- 
ment, by the Interior Department, or the Department of Labor, 
or some other Department? Not a thing. 

Mr. President, there can be no excuse for it except that excuse 
which always precedes and goes along with a measure that is un- 
Shei that the duties could be performed more acceptably 

having a preliminary inquiry and a plan laid before us. Who 


is to be employed under the bill if it should become a law? What 
plan are they to place before Congress? We all know that we 
must take an enumeration of the inhabitants of thecountry. That 
is the thing contemplated primarily by the Constitution. We 
can gather through enumerators or co agencies other 
and valuable information. All that can be provided for by the 
regular census bill, and prevent the establishment of this bureau, 
numbering at the start 41 persons, perhaps to number 441 persons 
inside of eighteen months or two years from this date, or from 
the date of the = of the bill. 

Mr. CHILTON. There will be a great many more than that 
number. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Texas says there will be a 
great many more than that number. 


Mr. CHILTON. There were 3,100 at one time employed in the 
work of the last census. 
Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, this is simply the taproot; it is 


the beginning of a permanent institution in this country that is 
to grow and take within its grasp hundreds and thousands of per- 
sons to be pensioned on the Government in one form or another. 
Mr. President, there are in the Departments around this city 
to-day 25,000 persons who are not rendering a particle of service 
to the Government, drawing pay every month. There are 25,000 
persons who are pensioners under the name of clerks and em- 
Paap The money that pays those persons, Mr. President, comes 
rom the pockets of your constituents and mine, and the constit- 
uents of other Senators. Taxes are hard to pay nowadays. If a 
man has enjoyed a large salary at the hands of the Government 
for thirty-five or forty years of his life and has not saved any por- 
tion of his money, why should he be pensioned on the Govern- 
ment any more than a man in private life? And yet we are en- 
gaged in exactly that kind of business. 
at is there about taking the census and making the proper 
returns and publishing the result that can not be done within four 
years after the year 1900, or by January 1, 1904? Are we to have 
the census work of 1900 scattered along through the years until 
1910, as we have had the work of the Eleventh Census scattered 
along for eight years up to this time? Sir, information that was 
gathered in 1890 and wanted by you and by me and by other citi- 
zens of the United States two and three years after could not be 
found until within ayearortwo. Ithas me absolutely worth- 
less for practical purposes. And yet that was a temporary census 
taken in accordance with the established rule of our Government 
with reference to taking thecensus. But here we are to grow up 
a distinct branch, an entirely separate institution, to increase the 
official force of this country for all time to do a work that could 
be done under private contract better than it was done the last 
time and completed within three years from the time it was started. 
Now, I shall oppose this bill. I do not know that that will de- 
feat it, but I shall at least have the satisfaction of knowing that I 
opposed it and cast my vote against it. I want to offer in this 
connection and as a part‘of my remarks a proposed amendment to 
the bill, to be inserted on page 3, after line 35. I will read it, for 
it is in my own handwriting: 
Provided, That the work of the Census Office hereby created shall be done 
and completed by the Ist day of January, 1904, and thereafter said office shall 


cease to exist. 

At the pro r time I shall offer and insist on that amendment. 

Mr. ST WART. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CARTER. If the Senator from Nevada will allow me—— 

Mr. STEWART. I want to call the attention of the Senator 
having this bill in charge to what seems to me an inconsistency. 
It makes provision for a large number of officers at good salaries, 
and it also prescribes the duty of those officers, and states how 
they shall go ahead and spend the money. 

Sec. 7. That the director of the census is hereby authorized to print and 


bind in the Census Office such blanks, circulars, bulletins, andother small mat- 
tere as may be necessary and advisable for the proper conduct of the Census 


ce. 

Sxc. 8. That such records, books, and files as relate to preceding censuses 
as may be necessary in conducting the work of the Census Office, and the 
printing-office outfit used in the Eleventh Census— 

It goes on to provide for a large expenditure of mouey without 
waiting until there shall be a plan for your blanks, and the blanks 
will be utterly useless. Then there is a provision in it that re- 
quires the director appointed as soon as icable to report a 

lan for the action of Congress. It provides that nothing shall 
included in the census except what Congress directs. Now, 
before you have your plan as to what you will include, the idea 
of having a large expenditure for printing blanks to get up a sys- 
tem seems to be irregular, because if you allow the printing of 
blanks to go on and preparation to go on for the system suggested 
before Congress acts, Congress will be very much embarrassed in 
—s You will not want to throw away the work or interfere 
with it. 

The first thing that we ought to have isa plan. That ought to 
come first, so that we could know what blanks would be required 
and what system would be required in carrying out the plan. 





1898. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





1971 





it is to include everything, if it is to include the great variety of 
things that were included in the last census, a very different set 
of blanks would be required to be used. If it is merely confined 
to enumerating the bitants, the necessary blanks can very 
soon be devised. It need not be a difficult work with the experi- 
ence we have already had to a the necessary blanks for tak- 
ing an enumeration of the inhabitants. That has been done over 
and over again. But then to authorize this work to go on before 
we decide as to what shall be done seems to me very irregular. I 
should like to hear some explanation of it. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the provision made in section 7 
of the bill for the printing of certain matter at the request of the 
director of the census was inserted there because during the 
taking of the last census and in the prosecution of the work con- 
seo with it, very great delay occurred in procuring necessary 

rinting through the os power bow the Department of the Interior. 
t was frequently found that Con onal work took precedence 
of and crowded out the census work. 

Mr. STEWART. There is nodoubt about that; but that is not 
m int. 

CARTER. And this section was inserted in the bill for the 
purpose of enabling the director of the census to perfect his own 
printing arrangements. : 

Mr. STEWART. How can he perfect those arrangements until 
Congress shall provide what he shall have printed? 

Mr. CARTER. It was 4 at this time, and it was pro- 

to be incorporated into the bill, because the present force 
connected with the preparation of the preliminary work may per- 
chance, and doubtless will, be called upon to have certain printing 
done, and this provision would authorize the printing to be done 
expeditiously under the authority of the director rather than 
through a request preferred through the Department. 

Mr. STEWART. What are you going to do with the blanks if 
they do not fit the subjects-matter to be investigated? Why have 
them printed? 

Mr. CARTER. In that behalf I will state to the Senator that 
it will undoubtedly be necessary to present as a part of the plan 
the blanks or forms deemed by the director and his assistants 
suitable to a presented. 

Mr. STEWART. Why not confine this renin bill to the 
point of ascertaining the proper plan, and not go into a large 
amount of expenditure for officials, etc., before you know what 
you are ing to do? That ought not to be done. 

Mr. C . Unquestionably the Senator from Nevada will 
concede that all the sections of this bill would be construed in pari 
materia; that the bill would be construed as a whole; and, lookin 
at it from that standpoint, the director would not be authoriz 
to prepare elaborate blanks and cause books to be bound in con- 
formity with oo not yet adopted by Congress. 

Mr. STEWART. I differ with the tor. The appointment 
of these officers would precede everything else and could not be 
construed with reference to anything else. Theclerks would first 
be appointed and the work gone on with before there would be 
any proper plan upon which towork. My objection is to appoint- 
ing a large number of officers and clerks to devise a plan of what 
the census shall be. If there is a man appointed who is fit to be 
director of the census, that man can e out a plan in two or 
three weeks. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Nevada allow me to 
make a cungeetont 

Mr. 8 ART. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think the Senator has madea point. Sec- 
tion 8, authorizing the printing, was in the original draft of the 
bill, which contained a clause providing a — scope of the 
census—the original census bill, section 6, which is on page 24 of 
the pamphlet which I now send to the Senator from Nevada. It 
was deemed advisable by the committee to have this preliminary 
report; and so the original section 6 was stricken out, and a new 
section 6 inserted, providing for this preliminary report; and sec- 
tion 8 was not stricken out. I do not see any reason why the 
chairman of the committee should not allow section 8 to be stricken 
out, if any Senator desires it. 

_ Mr. CARTER. There is no objection; that is reenacted. But, 
if there is any objection to its being in the body of the bill at pres- 
ent, it can be stricken out, provided section 7 remains. 

Mr. STEWART. Section 7 should go out, too. 

Mr. CARTER. But the question before the Senate is on the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] 
to the amendment of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson]. 

gret that the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] has tem- 
po y absented himself from the Chamber, for I should be very 
glad to assure him that there has been no studious effort to kee 
anything connected with this plain a of legislation concealed. 
The Senator gested that we had about 25,000 loafers on the 
pay rolls of the Government in the District of Columbia, drawing 
money as clerks, when, in truth and in fact, they were Govern- 
ment pensioners. I presume the balance of the tor’s state- 
ment is as accurate as that. We only have about 10,000 clerks, 


all told, in the District of Columbia transacting Government busi- 
ness. 

Mr. LODGE. And the Senator from Nebraska says that 25,000 
of those are loafers. 

Mr. CARTER. Twenty-five thousand of them being loafers, 
according to the statement of the Senator from Nebraska. That, 
however, is a matter which may be considered by the Senate later. 

The pending proposition is upon the amendment of the Senator 
from Colorado fo the amendment of the Senator from Iowa, and 
it is well that the Senate, after the somewhat desultory discussion 
oo has obtained, should understand precisely the point pre- 
sented. 

Mr. STEWART. Let the amendment be again stated. 

Mr. CARTER. Yes; let the amendment be stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] to the amendment of the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 2 of the amendment it is proposed to 
strike out the words ‘‘the Interior” and insert ‘“‘ Labor;” and in 
line 4 of the amendment to strike out ‘‘Secretary” and insert 
** Commissioner;” so as to read: 

That there shall be established in the Department of Labor and under the 
general supervision of the Commissioner thereof a census office, etc. 

Mr.CARTER. Mr. President, the committee, after giving con- 
siderable attention to this bill, determined that the census could 
be taken in a more effective and satisfactory manner by a separate 
bureau established for that purpose. In the judgment of certain 
Senators, however, the establishment of independent bureaus, not 
subject tosupervision by a Cabinet officer, is a pernicious practice 
and ought not to be continued. With that view I confess much 
sympathy. Unfortunate results seem to follow the establishment 
of ay ee bureaus, naturally seeking for an extension of 
power the very moment they are created. 

However, as applied to this aah pao situation, if the Senate 
determine that a Department should control, I submit that it will 
be practically impossible to secure a competent man to act as 
director of the census if such director is to be put under the con- 
trol of acommissioner. I concur in the suggestion of the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. Har] that it would bea more direct and proper 
method of procedure to specify in the bill that the Commissioner 
of Labor should employ certain clerks and proceed to take the 
census. A director of the census placed under the charge of a 
Cabinet officer, who will exercise at best only a general supervi- 
sion, occupies a position of some dignity. You can not get one 
lieutenant to go into the field under the command of another lieu- 
tenant; you can not get one captain in the Army to feel entirely 
comfortable when placed under another captain or a person not 
of superior rank; and we ought not to ask that the services of any 
man in the country at all competent to direct the census should 
be placed under the direction of a commissioner. The director 
would be the fifth wheel to the wagon. Specify in the bill, if the 
Commissioner of Labor is to direct the taking of the census, that 
he shall do so, without any indirection. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I should very much prefer the 
suggestion made by the Senator from Montana, who has just taken 
his seat. I should very much prefer that this whole matter should 
be left to the Commissioner of the Department of Labor. I did 
not, however, feel inclined to so far interfere with the work of the 
committee as to suggest that, and so I suggested that it should be 
under the control of one of the great Departments. That, in my 
Pa. is the most suitable thing. 

e Senator from Montana need not worry himself about not 
tting a good man under the superintendency of Mr. Wright. 
There will be no trouble about that. Any man who would accept 
the position of director of the census at a salary of $5,000 a 
accept it under the control of the Department of Labor as readily 
as he would under the supervision of the Department of the 
Interior. Of course the Department of the Interior may have more 
business and be somewhat in advance of the Department of Labor 
on account of its head being a Cabinet officer. 

There is not any question but what the Department of Labor is 
better qualified to ‘Caeheren this duty and supervise the census 
than any man who has been or is likely to be at any time the head 
of the Department of the Interior. That is no reflection upon 
anybody who is there now or has been there. Thereis notrouble 
in getting a good man to take the superintendency of the census. 
The census of 1880 was taken by Gen. Francis A. Walker, and 
there was not a more competent man in the United States for the 
work than he. I doubt whether we have ever had a census taken 
at any time by any man who was so well qualified for the labor as 
was General Walker. 

Mr. HALE. Yet the Senator will remember that so largely did 
that census become extended, so much beyond the original scope, 
that General Walker himself grew so weary and tired of it that 
he dropped the work and went out of it rather than complete it. 

Mr.HOAR. ButGeneral Walker had a great place offered him, 
which was an advance in distinction. 

Mr. TELLER. Ishall have to dissent from the statement of 
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the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hag}, as I havea thorough knowl- 
edge of the affair. 

Mr. HALE. Did not General Walker drop the work? 

Mr. TELLER. General Walker did drop the work; but I will 
state to the Senate and the country why he did so. When the 
work was nearly completed, and when General Walker thought 
it could be disposed of by a subordinate who had acted in the 
place of assistant to him—who unfortunately afterwards became 
very ill and became disqualified for performing the duties—he ac- 
cepted the appointment in one of the great schools of thiscountry, 
a place for which he was most especially qualified. I think I will 
say now, as the General is dead, that I doubt whether in the whole 
catalogue of public teachers in the United States there wasa man 
who could fill his place in that school. He built it up in a very 
short time into a very great institution. I regard his death asa 
public calamity to the educational interests of this country. 

Mr. President, after General Walker had turned over this matter 
to a subordinate there was some trouble in Congress with refer- 
ence to it; there was a complaint that we were getting too many 
volumes and unnecessarily enlarging the census, and there was an 
attempt made here to restrict the number of volumes. I tele- 
graphed to General Walker at Boston to come down here. He 
came, and I had an interview with him. I told him what the 
trouble was, and that I was afraid that the work he had done so 
well was likely to be marred. Thereupon, notwithstanding his 
great work in Boston, he agreed to superintend the census until 
the documents went to publication. He came here repeatedly for 
that purpose, and gave to the work until it was cumgheaell his 
personal supervision. 

I did General Walker injustice the other day in saying that that 
censuscost nearly $10,000,000. Imade thatstatementon information 
furnished tome. The next day, or the day following, I received 
a letter from the Commissioner of the Department of Labor giv- 
ing me a statement of exactly what that census cost. It cost less 
than $7,000,000, instead of $10,000,000. It was the following cen- 
sus which cost so much. 

While there is much in the census reports which a great many 
people think is useless, I do not believe there is very much in the 
census of 1880 or that of 1890 which ought not to have been there. 
We added some topics, the cost of which the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLISON] seemed to complain of. One was to determine the 
private indebtedness of this country. I believe that proposition 
came from the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry]. 

Mr. BERRY. Yes; I offered the amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. That was not an unnecessary work. I think it 
has been a good work and worth all that it has cost, because it 
has enabled us to form some definite idea of what the indebted- 
ness of the country has been and what it is. There have been 
very many wild statements made about the matter, one man plac- 
ing it at double the amount that another would; and now, while 
we have not probably a very accurate statement, we have some- 
thing upon which we can base our action. 

Mr. President, the only desire I have in this matter is to get a 
census which will be valuable and useful and accredited when it 
comes. Ido not believe that there is any better way to do that 
than to put it under the charge of the Commissioner of Labor, a 
man who is more thoroughly acquainted with these quéstions 
than any other man in public life or any man who is likely to ac- 
cept the position—a man who has been dealing with this question 
very recently, and who has in his office the elements of a prelim- 
inary force, at least, which can do the work pro to be done 
by this bill, among them a large number of people who were con- 
nected with the census of 1880, and I know of one or two who, I 
think, were connected with the census of 1870. 

I want to say that it is not from any disposition to interfere with 
the Interior Department that I favor the amendment I have offered; 
but I know how much work there is in that Department and how 
little attention can be we to the workof the census by the head 
of that Department. should like to put the work where some- 
a can supervise it. I do not feel that I can interfere with the 
work of the committee, but the work of the census can go on with- 
out being disturbed or interfered with under the direction of the 
Commissioner of Labor. 

Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President, the pending question, as I un- 
er it, is on the amendment of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 

LLISON }. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment 
- that amendment proposed by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 

LLER |. 

Mr.CHILTON. The pending question, then, is upon the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Colorado, and that is to com- 
mit the direction of the bureau of the census to the Commissioner 
of Labor? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. To commit it to the Cu.somissioner 
of Labor 


Mr. CHILTON. Iwant to makea few remarks on a subsequent 
part of the bill, but not on that. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Colorado to the amendment of the 
Senator from Towa. 

Mr. TELLER. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. YE. Let the amendment be stated. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the —— amendment and the amend- 
ment to the amendment be 

a VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecretary will state both amend- 
ments. 

The SECRETARY. The amendment proposed by Mr. ALLIson is, 
in line 3, section 1, after the words ‘‘shall be,” to strike out the 
words ‘“‘atthe seat of government” and insert ‘‘ es in tho 
Department of the Interior and under the general supervision of 
the Secretary thereof.” 

The amendment of Mr. TeLLer to the amendment is, in line 2 
after the words ‘Department of,” to strike out “the Interior” 
and insert ‘‘ Labor;” and in line 4, before the word “‘ thereof,” to 
strike out ‘‘ Secretary” and insert ‘‘ Commissioner;” so as to read: 

That there shall be established in the Department of Labor and under tho 
general supervision of the Commissioner therev?, a census office, etc. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Montana [Mr. ManTLE]. I withhold my 
vote in his absence. 

Mr. SHOUP (when his name wascalled). I havea regular pair 
with the Senator from California [Mr. Ware}, and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). 
pair with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WaLTHALL], 
who is absent. Ido not know how he would vote on this ques- 
tion, if eae and therefore I withhold my vote. If at liberty 
to vote, I should vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). 
= with the senior Senator from Vermont 

ot knowing how he would vote on this questi 
mm, vote. If he were present, I should vote “‘ nay.” 

he roll call was concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON. My colleague [Mr. GEAR] is absent this after- 
noon. He is paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr.Smiri). 
I do not know how either Senator would vote on this question if 


present. 

Mr. MCBRIDE. I have been requested by the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. Prrrcharp] to announce his pair with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. McLaurr}. the Senator 
from North Carolina were present, he would vote ‘‘nay.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair informs the Senator that 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. McLaurin] has voted. 

Mr. CULLOM (after having voted in the negative). I did not 
observe when I voted that Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
GRAY] with whom I am paired had not voted. I therefore with- 
draw my vote. 

Mr. GALLINGER (after having voted in the negative). I in- 
quire if the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. Mitis] has voted? 

ae VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas has not 
vo 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have a general pair with that Senator, 
and will therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam with the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Quay], and therefore withhold my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 27; as follows: 


I have a general 


I have a general 
. MoRRILL}. 
, 1 withhold 


YEAS—21. 
Berry, Hoar, Pasco, Teller, 
Cannon, Jones, Ark. Perkins, Tillman, 
— & ek 
Foraker, Mone r, Roach, 

Murgty, Stewart, 

NAYS—27. 
Allen, Clark, Harris, Platt, N. ¥. 
— Debo MeBriae 
Bacon, Deboe, bY Turley, 
Bate, Frye, McLaurin, Warren, 
Caffery, Gorman, Mc Millan, Wetmore, 
Carter, Hale, Nelson, Wilson. 
Chilton, Hanna, Piatt, 

NOT VOTING—4L 
= Gray, Mitchell, , 
er, 
a Hansbrough, Morgan, oy 
r, Jones, Nev. Morrill, 

Cullom, Kenney, Penrose, Waithen, 
Davis, McEnery Peiteieet w 
Fairbanks, Mantle, y. 
Faulkner, eer 
Gallinger, — Shoup, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson]. 
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Mr. LODGE. I ask forthe yeas and nays on the adoption of | remainder of the bill. It is now turned over to the Interior De- 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa. partment. Section 6, with a slight change, putting in “‘ the Sec- 
re of the Interior” instead of ‘‘the director of the census,” 



























The and nays were ordered. 2 } 
Mr. CULLOM. "9 the eee be stated. would require that Department to do this: 
Mr. COCKRELL. What is the motion? That the Twelfth Censusshall be restricted to such specific topi . 
The VICE-PRESIDENT, The amendment proposed by the Sen- | tures as may be authorized by Congress, and to this oud the Secrotary of the 
ator from Iowa [ Mr. ALLISON]. Interior shail proceed at once to make all necessary preparations for the next 
Mr WILSON. What is that amendment? enumeration, and shall submit to the Con S, as soon as practica- 
The VI CE-PRESIDENT The os will state the a ble, a report, with Ny ay: anny pone + = Soyaes Se ashe 
. Sec tary amend- | may deem adequa ‘0! © purpose ended by act; and in his report 
he shall mak h th rgesti i rec . s relati ‘© the 
—_ SECRETARY In section 1, line 8, after the words “shall be,” details creamy tpt et me Sl pa me eery prneenae = he 
itis _ dn alvin ouk “at the auad of Gow ent” andinsert | °timuous work of a permanent census office as he may deem proper. 
“ 


established in the Department of the Interior and under the gen- 
eral su ion of the Secretary thereof.” 

The roceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. C (when his name was called). I am paired gen- 
erally with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows]. I do 
not see him in his ah ae therefore withhold my vote. I will 
state that I should not have voted on the last vote I observed 
that the Senator from Michigan was —_ 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called) 
the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I am ed 
with the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. Mitts], but I will 
transfer that pair to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALp- 
RICH] and vote. I vote ‘‘yea.” : 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PritcHarp]. If he 
were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay]. He not being 
in his seat, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. reed (wae his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. S—ewe.LL]. If he were pres- 
ent, I should vote “‘ yea.” ; 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay], and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). I again announce 
m with the Senator from es . WALTHALL].— 

r. TURPIE (when his name was ). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorEILL]. Were he pres- 
ent, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr, CAFFERY. By an arrangement with the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. McMILLAN] who is paired with the Senator from 

: ar) ae pair with the Senator from Michi- 

gan Mr. BurROws] will be transferred to the Senator from Ken- 

cky, so that the ator from Michigan and I will be at liberty 
to vote. I vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. Mc . Under that arrangement I am at liberty to 
vote, and I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 39, nays 8; as follows: 


What I would do is to require him tosubmit a plan. Hecando 
it before the present Congress adjourns. He has the force, and if 
he wants more force he can call upon the Committee on Appro- 
—— and they will give him clerks. He can get the report in 

ere and it can be acted upon and the necessary officers provided 
for on his recommendation. Since it is turned over to the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, it seems to me that all we want to do now is 
to call upon him fora plan. That is the firstthing. Having the 
force at hand, he can give it certainly in thirty days, perhaps less; 
and then we can legislate intelligently. I do not ot oe in going 
into details now. 1 think we ought to trust the Secretary of the 
Interior to make the plan upon which we shall act. He has the 
force there. He can call on experts. The Committee on Appro- 
priations will give him all the money necessary to do it, and we 
will have some rational system. We are working now without a 
plan, giving him directions what to do and how many officers to 
— before we know what is required. 

y amendment is to strike out those sections, and then amend 
section 6 so as simply to call upon him fora plan. I think thatis 
the business way to do this work. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Nevada ro- 
state his amendment? 

Mr. STEWART. It is to strike out all of the bill after section 
1 to section 6, and after section 6 to the end. 

Mr. CULLOM. After section 2. 

Mr. STEWART. No; to strike out all of the bill except sec- 
tions 1 and 6. That will call upon the Secretary of the Interior 
for a plan to act upon, without complicating it with details. 

Mr. BERRY. r. President, I thoroughly agree with the Sen- 
ator from Nevada that, until we agree upon as to what subjects 
are to be contained in the next census reports, there is no necessity 
for creating forty-one additional officers in order to suggest what 
that plan shall be. As the bill now stands it not only provides 
for the creation of these officers, but that blanks shall be prepared 
in advance, when it is left to Congress to determine hereafter the 
subjects. It seems to me it is a useless expense to begin now, un- 
til we ascertain what the character of the work is to be, to make 
the blanks or to create officers under the provisions of the bill. 

The Secretary of the Interior can make his report to this Con- 
grers 1s has been suggested, within a short time, and thereafter 
we ‘same the bill, adopting his report, if we see proper to do 
so, rejecting it, if we think it 1s not wisely senmaiel and deter- 



































: mine precisely what subjects shall go into the bill and the charac- 
Aeon, a — a sh ter of blanks which will be necessary to carry it out, and the num- 
Bacon, boe, Murphy, Thurston, ber of officers it will be necessary to create in addition to those 
pane, Foraker, poe pores: now under his command in order to perform the work Congress 
ae, , eer, pone ton may determine shall be performed. ; 

Caffery, Platt, Conn. Warre I can see no necessity and no reason why, at this early day, in 
Hanna, Platt, N. Y. Wetmore, advance of any plan, forty-one additional officers shall be created 
Chandler, ae . aa Wilson. whose only purpose and only work will be to suggest to Congress 
F what kind of a bill we ought to have. ItseemstometheSecretary 
NAYS—8. of the Interior can do that with the force athiscommand. If not, 

Gane, qpeeeeet, Lodge, Pasco, let him employ somebody else who can. 
» ms —— Timea. Mr. HALE. Mr. President, quite likely the Senate may con- 
NOT VOTING—4. clude to adopt the suggestion of the Senator from Nevada, and 
Aldrich, Gray Mantle, Sewell, strike out all this part of the bill relating to a permanent census 
Burrows, Hansbrough, “a — , bureau. It ought not to do it, however, without fully under- 
Clay, Jones, Ark. Mitchell, Spooner, standing what the committee intended by these provisions making 
Cullom, Jones, Nev. Morgan, ie, appropriations and providing for a permanent census bureau. 
pa Keuney, Morrill, wa hall, e main object in providing for a permanent census bureau, in 
Elkins, Tietnew, bettiorey, ngeon, the consideration of the committee, was not preparing a bill for 
Fairbanks, McEnery, te: Wolcott. the next census. The Senator from Arkansas is right, and other 
ne, oe . r, Senators are right, in saying that we do not need so much force, 
, ory, Quay, and so much elaboration to prepare a bill. That is only one of 





So the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr, ALLISON. There are oneor two other amendments which 
—_ oughtto be made in harmony with the amendment already 


. TELLER. The Senator will have to make several now. 
Mr. ALLISON. I think one or two will be sufficient. 
Mr. STEWART. Let me suggest one amendment which I 
think will harmonize the whole business. 
Mr, ALLISON. Very well. 
Mr. STEWART. I suggest that we strike out sections 2, 3,4, 
and 5, retaining section 6, and strike out sections 7, 8, 9, all the 


the minor considerations which goes to show that we should have 
a ent census bureau. 

. STEWART. Will the Senator from Maine allow me? 

Mr. HALE. I ask the Senator from Nevada not to interrupt 

me just now. 

© great object of the committee was to take such a force as 
would make the next, the Twelfth Decennial Census, a limited 
census, mainly an enumeration of the people, a census that could 
be completed and published and distributed in eighteen months 
or two years at the most. One object and the great object of a 
permanent census bureau is that, with a moderate force, it shall 
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be running all the time. Outside subjects that Congress wants 
investigated, relating to debts, relating to farms, relating to 
special industries can be from time to time taken up and investi- 
gated and reported upon to Congress by the permanent bureau, 
and therefore the decennial census is unembarrassed with these 
questions; and one of the considerations, if you adopt this force 
provided for in the bill, which would be by the director and his 
subordinates taken into mind, is to make it a narrow census and 
leave these other subjects for investigation during the time be- 
tween the different censuses. 

Now, Congress can rejectit. It can say we shall goon, not pro- 
vide for a permanent census bureau, and have no organization 
that shall deal with these large matters, which ought not to go 
into a census, and leave it all as it had been left before; and then, 
having no permanent bureau, the demand will be inevitable, and 
it will come from this floor, and it will come from Senators who 
object now to a permanent census bureau, that we shall incor- 

orate into the decennial census every one of these features. 

hen, instead of an enumeration of the people, which can be com- 

leted in two years, you will have a census like that of 1880 and 
ike that of 1890, and it will extend as these have over almost the 
entire time of the ten years, and the results will only be presented 
to the public for any education or illumination toward the end of 
the ten years. 

The Senate should understand that in rejecting the plan of the 
committee they reject the grounds upon which the committee 
brought this matter to the Senate. Ido not think we can stand 
for a moment on the proposition that you need the paraphernalia 
provided in this bill to provide and elaborate a scheme for the 
next census. The Senator from Arkansas is right about that. 
That is only one of the minor considerations. Butwhen you have 
got, whether it is done now or whether it is done at some future 
time, a permanent census bureau that can deal with general sub- 
jects of investigation outside of an actual census, then you will 
get an actual census, and you will never get it otherwise; and if 
you do not provide that bureau which shall deal with these sub- 
jects, the next census will be like the census of 1890, as the census 
of 1890 was like the census of 1880. 

The Senate can throw out all this; it can strike out these pro- 
visions, and leave it as the Senator from Nevada suggests, to the 
Secretary to report. He willreport, and we will get a bill in here, 
and with no permanent census bureau, with no proposition for it 
and no likelihood of it, I repeat, every one of the propositions that 
was put on to the old census will be put on, as the Senator from 
Colorado indicates he thinks they ought to be put on, and we will 
have a repetition of these old censuses. The committee has tried 
to cure that evil. I have stood here as chairman of the commit- 
tee on two censuses, and have been obliged from time to time to 
postpone the day when I could say the work would be completed, 
and [ have seen it drag its slow length along until I became mor- 
tified at the condition which as chairman of the Census Commit- 
tee I was obliged to disclose to the Senate. 

To my mind one thing essentially necessary in this matter is so 

to legislate that we shall have, as they have in England, Germany, 
and France, a simple, plain, straight-out census, an enumeration 
of the people, and perhaps one or two other things, that can be 
given to us before men have forgotten that a census was/ever 
taken. 
Mr. STEWART. The subject which the Senator is so anxious 
to incorporate in the bill is found in the sixth section, so that we 
have not interfered with his planatall. It doesnot interfere with 
the permanent bureau. I believe in having a bureau in operation 
all the time, but I do not believe in having a great variety of bu- 
reaus collecting statistics. I believe that the enumeration should 
bedone quickly and by itself, independent of everything else. The 
latter clause in the sixth section provides: 

And in his report he shall make such further suggestions and recommenda- 


tions relating to the details necessary for taking the Twelfth and subsequent 
censuses and for the continuous work of a permanent census office as hemay 


deem proper. 

Who is better qualified than the Secretary of the Interior? I 
undertake to say that the Interior Department as organized, with 
its force, is better calculated and better in control of the means 
of information to makea good estimate, to draw details, than new 
officers created for that purpose. It takes a long time to create a 
board and get it in weakin order. Here is the Secretary of the 
Interior, who lias a force at hiscommand. Hecan call in experts. 
The Committee on Appropriations will provide for any experts he 
wants to assist, in order to accomplish this end at once, and it 
seems to me that this is more likely to suggest a rational plan for 
a permanent census than the organization of a large raw force 
a may not have the same responsibility upon them as the Sec- 
retary of the Interior has. The provision in relation to the per- 
manent census is in the sixth section, and I would rather have 
the report of a Department on that than I would the report of the 
commission seovibed for in this bill. It will be more satisfactery 
and we can get it much earlier, 
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Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator from Nevada allow me to call 
attention to the fact that the sixth section says: 


And to this end the director of the census shall proceed— 


Mr. STEWART. We have changed that. 

Mr. CULLOM. That must be stricken out. 

Mr. BERRY. It is proposed to insert ‘‘the Secretary of the 
Interior.” 

Mr. STEWART. I suggest the insertion of the words “the 
Secretary of the Interior.” 

Mr. CULLOM. You can provide that he shall do so, but the 
bill does not do it now. 

Mr. STEWART. It will be changed. I would let the Secre- 
tary of the Interior make the preliminary oe and suggestion. 
If the Secretary has not —— in his office to make a general 
plan, the office ought to reorganized. I think he can call to- 
gether a better force and call it out — and I suggest in the 
amendment the substitution of the retary of the Interior for 
director of the census; and that will be done if my amendment 
striking out the other sections is adopted. 

Mr. CULLOM. You will have to provide a force, 

Mr. STEWART. He has clerks there. 

Mr. CULLOM. He has no force there for this purpose. 

Mr. STEWART. Give him the force necessary. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is what I am calling attention to. 

Mr. STEWART. That is easily done. The Senator from Illi- 
nois isa member of the Committee on Appropriations. You can 
fix the force for him if he has not force one We can give 
him fifty other clerks. ‘I do not think it takes clerks. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the bill of the committee provided 
that a director of the census, presumably a competent person, a 
statistician, some one versed in such subjects, should a plan 
to Congress. The Senator from Colorado, in the interest, I believe, 
of good organization and of a good census and of the harmonious 
po economical conduct of the Government business, proposed to 
consolidate the census with the largest statistical department of 
the Government. The Senate voted that down. Now it is pro- 
posed to take the report from the director of the census and give 
it to the Secretary of the Interior, a Cabinet officer with immense 
laborsalready on his hands, who knowsnothing aboutcensuses; who 
never has had one in his charge; who is not a statistician. Hoe 
has not under his Department any of the great statistical bureaus 
of the Government. He can not employ the Department of Labor, 
because it is a separate Department. © Bureau of Statistics of 
the Treasury Department, under Mr. Ford, which is most admira- 
bly conducted, is under the Treasury. As the thing is now pro- 
— it is to give it to a Cabinet officer, who has not in his 

partment trained subordinates for this work, and ask him to 
report a plan to Congress. 

he scheme of the committee is an intelligent scheme; the 
scheme proposed by the Senator from Golereae, I think, was a 
better one; but this scheme seems to me to lead us nowhere. It 
is a great deal better that we should prepare our bill here, as has 
been done before. The fact is, as the Senator from Maine has 
pointed out, that the object of this bill is to try to establish a per- 
manent census, or rather a permanent force to take es the 
census, and until you do that you will go on and have slov- 
enly and expensive and tardy work with which our censuses have 
been afflicted in the past. e ought to prepare the machinery 
now and keep it ready so that when the time comes we can take 
the census quickly and give the results to the people. But this 
proposition as it now stands does not seem to me to advance it at 
all. Ishould think we could get along infinitely better by asking 
the committee itself to bring in a bill providing for the organiza- 
tion of the census office, as has been done before. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. President, the absurdity pointed out by 
the Senator from Massachusetts who has just akin his seat has 
already been permitted by the Senate. We have by vote declared 
that the Secretary of the Interior is the ae officer to have 
charge and direction of the entire work of the census, and the 
Senator from Massachusetts now maintains that he is not the 
proper officer to submit the plan by which the census shall be 
taken. It seems to me he is sufficiently equipped with intelligence 
and general knowledge and with assistants in the Department—— 

Mr. HALE. Is the Senator quite right in saying that when the 
Senate voted that this office should be created in the Interior De- 
partment and under the Secretary of the Interior it thereby meant 
to give him charge of the work? Many Senators voted for the 
amendment that it should be established in the Interior Depart- 
ment, to be under the Secretary, who are in favor of the provi- 
sions here, which are now sought to be stricken out by the Sen- 
ator from Nevada, which provide for a director and clerical force 
who shall have charge of the matter. I did not consider that the 
proposition of the Senator from Iowa in any way carried with it 
the proposition that we should strike out all these provisions 
about a director and other force; only that they should be und 
the Secretary of the Interior; not that he should have charge 











it. The director and his subordinates would have charge of it, 
being in subordinztion to the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. CULLOM. As heretofore. 

Mr. HALE. As heretofore. The proposition of the Senator 
from Nevada makes a clean rn everything in the bill and 
leaves it entirely in the hands of the Secretary of the Interior, in 
whom all of us believe, but who is overladen and overburdened 
with business, and who, as the Senator from Massachusetts has 
said, has nothing in his De ent cognate tothis work. It will 
only be a nuisance to him to put that upon him. 

Mr. CANNON. The Senator from Maine emphasizes the ab- 
surdity of the action already taken by the Senate in voting to 
place this work under the direction of the Secretary of the In- 
terior when he says that officer has in his Department no subject 
cognate to this one. I agree with the Senator from Nevada that 
at the present moment, as the bill stands, it is proper to strike out 
these provisions and let the Secretary of the Interior, either from 
his own knowledge on this subject or such information as he can 
gain from experts, submit to Congress a plan for the taking of the 
census. 

It is not necessary at this time to have a director of the census 
and forty assistants, costly men, to furnish the idea of a plan for 
Congress. I am thoroughly in accord with the principle of a per- 
manent census bureau. I should have been willing to vote for the 
bill as presented - the committee, being on the committee and 
not having differed from a majority in the presentation of their 
report, although I have been silent. I should have been much 
more in favor of the suggestion of the Senator from Colorado, the 
amalgamation of the statistical work and the permanency of a 
bureau which should furnish to the country honest and prompt 
statistics, not only of population, butof all the other subjects taken 
up by the statistical bureau. 

But the present attitude of the question is to me an absurdity. 
We propose to put under the direction of the Secretary of the In- 
terior this great work, and yet we will not trust him to makea 
plan for the carrying out of the work. We should, it seems to 
me, first of all now, as the matter stands, secure a definite, con- 
sistent, and reasonable plan for the establishment of a permanent 
census bureau; and in default of a better — to reach that 
end 1 shall vote for the amendment of the Senator from Nevada. 
Perhaps it might be better, as suggested, that the whole subject 
should go back to the committee. If we are not very careful, we 
shall lose the great advantage which we were on the point of 
gaining, of getting a bill for the establishment of a permanent 
census bureau, whose work shall not only be continuous but ac- 
curate and creditable and acceptable to the country. I will vote 
for the amendment of the Senator from Nevada unless the chair- 
man of the committee shall choose to take the matter back into 
the care of the committee. 

Mr. CARTER. The amendment adopted, omeaes by the Sen- 
ator from Iowa, does not establish a census bureau under the di- 
rection of the Secretary of the Interior exclusively, nor does it 
necessaril eee nd that that Cabinet officer shall be possessed of 
the special technical information as to the discharge of the 
duties connected with this work. The Secretary of the Interior 
has charge of the Indian service of the United States; he has 
charge of public lands; he has charge of the insane; he has charge 
of the Nicaragua Canal—— 

Mr. HALE. Patents. 

Mr. CARTER. Patents—— 

Mr. HALE. Pensions. 

Mr. CARTER. Pensions, and a great variety of questions of 
all kinds, presenting special and technical features. is general 
supervision over this work is, however, essential to the preserva- 
tion of the harmony of executive work in the Government. If 
the Patent Division were allowed to run with a bureau chief ac- 
countable to no one and supervised nowhere, if the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office were permitted by the law to execute 
his purpose according to his own sweet will, or if the various sub- 
divisions of the Government placed under the general supervision 
of the Secretary of the Interior were each turned loose, if you 
please, without being in any way tied up or made subject to the 
will of the Chief Executive, through his Cabinet, the utmost con- 
fusion would finally obtain throughout the entire Government. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the Senator from Montana answer an in- 


quiry? 

Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. What idea was in the mind of the chairman 
of the Committee on the Census when he submitted this bill, which 
did not tie up the Census Bureau to any particular Department? 

Mr. CARTER. This bill was presented in derogation of the 
general rule which has obtained with reference to the supervision 
of the details of the Government. There had been some prece- 
dents for separate bureaus, not under the direct pe ee con- 
trol of a Ca t officer, one, notably, the Bureau of Labor; an- 
Other, the Fish Commission. It was thought that if separate 
us could be tolerated in our system at all without serious 


1898. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





1975 


injury to the execution of the lawin a proper and harmonious 
manner, the principle could well be applied to the census work. 

But the present situation changes the aspect of the case as pre- 
sented by the committee. The Senate has adopted, and the com- 
mittee has not dissented from the adoption of the amendment 
presented by the Senator from Iowa, which places the census 
work under the Department of the Interior. That wholesome 
results may follow the supervision by that Department no one 
can question. The Bureau, if authorized to conduct its work 
singly and separate and apart from any Department, might have 
been conducted with great dispatch and vigor, but that question 
has been disposed of by the Senate. 

The amendment proposed by the Senator from Nevada suggests 
that the Secretary of the Interior shall supply information upon 
a subject without providing him with the necessary machinery 
for the purpose of collecting the data or information sought by 
the Senate. We could probably ascertain through a committee 
of the Senate about as much as the Secretary of the Interior could 
ascertain by ordinary inquiry. 

Mr. STEWART. I submit to the Senator that what we want 
to suggest is a plan for getting the information. 

Mr. CARTER. The plan to be suggested by anyone relative to 
this census work must involve an extensive inquiry by competent 
ewes into the experience of the past. The Census Committee 

tself could proceed to examine witnesses, to read books and papers, 
and endeavor to submit to the Senate in definite form their ideas 
concerning how the census work should be prosecuted. But the 
time is not at the disposal of the members of the Senate to prose- 
cute the inquiry necessary in this case, nor is the time at the dis- 
posal of the Secretary on his own account. Nor has the Secretary 
of the Interior the force qualified by experience to deal with the 
subject as intelligently as the Senate has a right to demand. 

There is but one census clerk left in the Department of the In- 
terior. Can the Secretary go to the General Land Office and 
secure the services of competent people to enlighten him on this 
question? Will he apply in the Patent Office for proper persons 
to look to? Can he go to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and 
get a force competent to advise the American Congress as to the 
proper census to take, or the plan to adopt? If he has not the 
people available in any one of these bureaus, then we must either 
refrain from casting the duty upon him or else provide the force 
necessary to supply the material and enlighten his judgment upon 
the plan which we ask him to recommend to the Senate. 

Mr. CANNON. May I ask the Senator from Montana a ques- 
tion before he seats himself? 

Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. The large force mentioned in the bill is cer- 
tainly not necessary to advise the Secretary on this subject. Cer- 
tainly charwomen and watchmen and other people of that char- 
acter can give to the Secretary of the Interior no information on 
which to base his statement of a plan to Congress. 

Mr. CARTER. With reference to the suggestion of the Senator 
from Utah, and I am very glad he made it, it will be observed that 
Senators have assumed, and erroneously, too, that the full com- 
_—— of employees authorized by the bill must be employed. 

he bill, in short, authorizes the appointment of a director, of an 
assistant director, of five statisticians, and a stenographer. Be- 
yond these, appointments are not required; but if the service of 
additional persons becomes necessary, such persons may be em- 
ployed to the limit of thirty-two; not in excess of that limit. 

I assume that the five statisticians, the director and assistant 
director, with a stenographer, might possibly and doubtless would 
require the services of clerks and copyists to aid them in their 
work, to aid them in prosecuting such correspondence as might 
be desirable in order to get the best thought of this country on 
the subject of collecting the information required for the census 
and the taking of the census itself. They may havo assistants to 
the extent of thirty-two in number and no more, but they are not 
required to employ thirty-two clerks. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Montana permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator carries in his remarks, more in man- 
ner, probably, than in what he sar, the thought that we must 
employ experts. Is it true that we nave to get what are known 
as census experts to formulate a plan for the census? 

Mr. CARTER. I assume that the word ‘‘expert” does not 
fairly express the idea the Senator has in mind, nor the idea that 

pervaded the Senate in the discussion of this matter. It is 
necessary to procure the services of experienced as distinguished 
from inexperienced people in order to secure an intelligent plan 
of operation. 

Mr. ALLEN. That hardly answers the question, if the Senator 
will permit me. A man may be a most excellent statistician and 
yet have no conception whatever of a rational plan for the taking 
of the census. He may have no conception of statistical work, 
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and yet he may have most excellent judgment as to the plan to be 
pursued in taking the census. 

Now, what is there in connection with this work that requires 
the services of an expert or an experienced man to formulate a 

lan to provide for the enumeration of the inhabitants of the 
Enited States, to provide for the taking of statistics in connection 
with manufactures, agriculture, and certain other things that may 
be deemed necessary and proper? Does it take a man who can 
talk Greek, Latin, French, German, and everything of that kind, 
and who is a master of mathematics, a master of civil engineer- 
ing, or of any other branch of science? Is there not something in 
connection with this Government that the common fellow can do, 
and is not this one of the things he may do? 

Mr. CARTER, I will say to the Senator in reply that the fact 
that a man is generally intelligent and possessed of fair education 
ought not to be any serious impediment to his employmentin cen- 
sus or any other Government work. 

Mr. ALLEN. Every American citizen has that qualification, 
Mr. President. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the proposition of the Sena- 
tor from Nevada [Mr. a’ would make the census bill the 
most crab-like proceeding that I ever heard of. I am surprised 
also at the suggestion of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY]. 
The Senator from Arkansas was a member of the Census Com- 
mittee more than a year ago, when the committee deemed it wise 
to begin early the preparation for the census of 1990. Soin Jan- 
nary last year a meeting of the committee was held, and the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas was present. There was prepared there a 
bill for going on immediately with the whole work of the census, 
and that bill covered in the sixth section the whole scope of the 
proposed new census. 

The suggestion was then made that perhaps we could make 
haste by going more slowly, and the sixth section, which defined 
the whole scope of the census, was striken out, and instead of a 
complete census bill one year ago we reported to this body a bill 
providing for this preliminary caeeatadiiin and this preliminary 
reform which should determine what the scope of the census 
should be and whether the 25 great volumes of the last census 
could not be reduced to6,7,or8atthecomingcensus. TheSenator 
from Arkansas was in favor ofthat plan. I am surprised thatthe 
Senator from Arkansas now wants us to throw away the whole 
interior of this bill and call upon the Secretary of the Interior, 
without any force at his command, without any means of infor- 
mation except such as are open to all of us, to advise us what 
should be the scope of the census. 

Mr. President, this bill ought to have been passed a year L 
It would have been advisable to have passed a complete census bill 
a year ago if we could have done it. The census enumeration 
ought to be taken in June, 1900. That is only two years from the 
coming June. If the committee were to undertake to frame a bill 
now, it would be the close of the session before we should pass 
any bill. If we wait until next winter, we are only a year and a 
half before the actual work of taking the census shall commence, 
The whole idea of the committee was that by taking time by the 
forelock and ascertaining and understanding beforehand exactly 
what we should do, we could get a briefer, more concise, better, 
and more valuable census; so in deference, I think somewhat, to 
the judgment of the Senator from Arkansas, it was openene that 
we should not pass a year ago a complete census bill, but that we 
should have a preliminary report made by the director of the cen- 
sus, or whoever might be the first appointee in connection with 
the census, and that at a later period we should define the exact 
scope and prescribe what should be the work of the census. 

ow, Mr. President, the committee has come in here with this 
bill, and the Senator from Arkansas proposes to have everything 
stricken out except a direction to the Secretary of the Interior to 
tell us how he thinks we ought to conduct the census and the-—— 

Mr. BERRY. Oh, no. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Arkansas and the Sena- 
tor from Utah commit themselves to this backward proceeding, 



























1900 census is the one we ought now to for, and there ig 
but little time in which to prepare forit. Itis wholly destructive, 
Isubmit again, of the purpose of the committee or what I be- 
lieve to be the purpose of the Senate, to have this crab-like pro- 
ceeding initiated here by the Senator from Nevada and the Senator 
from Arkansas. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, it is true that I was a member of 
the Census Committee a year ago. It is true that I am nota 
member of that committee now. The statement by the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] that I was sible for 
striking out the different items which it was pro: to investi- 
gate is a mistake. The bill that was considered when I was pres- 
ent was a bill to provide for the taking of the census, including 
the subjects to beinvestigated. It is true also that I was in favor 
of beens ee with that bill so as to avoid the delay that 
came in the last census. 

But it never occurred to me that a bill would be brought in from 
that committee and indorsed by the Senator from New Ham 
shire the only purpose of which was to su what subjects 
should be considered, and that that bill should authorize forty-one 
men to be employed for an indefinite length of time to state to Con- 
gress what the superintendent or the director — ought to be 
included in the census bill. If the Senator from New Hampshi 
has left the impression that I ever favored anything of that kin 
then the Senator is mistaken, because I was never present at any 
oe when such a proposition was made or intended. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator joined in the report that was 
mir. BERRY The rt ? 

r. ; o report a ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Which wes calukentt y this bill. 

Mr. BERRY. No; I was not present at the meeting. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It was substantially this bill except that 
the Meo of the Interior has been added. 

Mr. BERRY. Oh, Mr. President, the Senator came to my desk 
after the meeting at which I was not present and said he wanted 
to make some report, and I said to him, “All right; go ahead and 
make it.” But neither there nor elsewhere did I agree to the re- 
port. I never saw it or heard what was in it, and did not commit 
myself to it in any way. He wanted to make his report, and I 
told him to make it if he desired. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me one word, 
the Senator does himself great injustice. 

Mr. BERRY. Oh, no. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope he will not let it go home to his con- 
stituents, whom he so ably serves, that an important bill of this 
kind was before the Census Committee and he did not know any- 
thing about it until the chairman of the committee came to 
desk and asked him if he ht it. 

Those are not the meth of the Senate, Mr. President. As 
you and every other Senator well knows, the members of the com- 
mittee investigate these subjects as well as the chairman. But 
the Senator has forgotten. I well remember the in mt inter- 
est which he took in this bill from the first moment t it was 
introduced down to the time when it was reported by the - 
mittee. He is mistaken in su ing that he only consented to its 
— because I took it to his desk, word, every line, every 
syllable in that bill was studied by the Senator, and memory 
to-day is very short. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, prior to the last statement of the 
Senator from New Hampshire I had su he was speaking, 
as he frequently speaks, without inten to be serious. 
last statement appeared to be serious. As far as that is concerned 
I simply say that it is not the fact. I want to say that it is not 
true that I was present when everything in this bill was consid- 
ered. I was present when the ee ee See ee 
begi g of the census early in order that it might be completed. 

t that time it was contemplated to have a bill disposing of 
all these subjects. Subsequently the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire (and he can not put me in any false position here or else- 


ee to that) came to my desk and stated that some 
which, I undertake to say to Senators, will work serious injury | changes been made in to the bill at the last meeting 
to the method of taking the next census. when I was not t and that he would like to report it to 

I undestake to say that the committee does not care’ as a com-/| Senate. I stated to him of course I could not commit myself 


mittee what the Senate does with this bill. As the Senator from 
Maine has said, if the Senate choose to disembowel the bill and 
leave nothing in it but the Secretary of the Interior, with direc- 
tions to report a census, the Senate may do that. 

The committee is no more responsible for wise and prudent 
progress in the direction of taking the next census than are the 
members of the Senate. But, Mr. President, I say here that there 
should be action, and I believe that that action should be taken 
in the direction of creating the preliminary force that shall begin 
the work of the census without defining the complete scope of it. 

Mr. President, I am personally in favor of a permanent census 
bureau, but that question does not arise until 1901 or 1902, after 


any report that he would make as to the facts to support it, but 
that it was not necessary to call another meeting because I was 
not present at the last. 

Now, that is all there is of it, but the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire sought to twist and double and es eee to put 
me in a false position before the Senate. were the facts in 

to it and all that occurred with reference to it. , 
t that is neither here northere. That is not a eereecs 
before the Senate now. The Senate has voted upon the motion 


the work of the next census has been done. The work of the 
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the bill, however, a certain part of the machinery which was in the 
bill when it was proposed to make it a separate and distinct de- 
partment or bureau, if you please, a part of which provided for a 
permanent bureau, and that forty-one officials be now ap- 

inted who will have no duties to perform except to s to 
Congress what steps shall be investigated in the tables of next 
census, 

The Senator from Nevada said that until a plan was agreed on 
these forty-one officials would not be needed. I said that I agreed 
with him; it was not necessary, until we determined what kind of 
a bill we were to have, that we should determine how many officers 
would be necessary, the amount of the salaries, or the character 
of their work. 

Mr. President, it is unnecessary to create these offices now with- 
out duties to perform. But the Senator from Montana says they 
will not all be appointed. He wants them provided for in the 
bill, but he does not think they will be yo I say that it 
appears on its face a simple proposition that these men can not 
wait for the offices, but Senators want to create them now, so as 
to make forty-one more places for Republican officials. That is 
the meaning of the bill. That is the reason =r. they want to 

ut them in now. They can not even wait until the general bill 
is framed. 

Now, it seems to me, as this bill places the office under the super- 
vision of the Secretary of the Interior, that that official ought to 
make the suggestion as to what should be contained in the next 
bill. If we adopt his suggestions, then we will be prepared to sa 
how many public officials it will take to carry it into effect. If 
we do not adopt them, and we have a right to change them, we 
are not bound by his suggestions, then, Mr. President, it may or 
may not require so many officers. Congress may determine to do 
nothing except to enumerate the inhabitants. Congress may con- 
clude to leave everything but that out. Then what necessity for 
all these officials? Congress may conclude to put more in than 
that official may suggest. 

i want to say in reply to the Senator from Maine now that I 
know the complaint which has been coming continually as to what 
was done in the last census, and that complaint arises because 
Congress, over the objection of certain Senators, provided for the 
taking of a certain census relating to agriculture and the amount 
of mortgage indebtedness of the people of the United States. That 
is sine ioe hurtcame in. They were proposing to take every- 
thing that related to manufactures, to every character of com- 
merce, and to take nothing in regard to agricultural statistics and 
the amount of the mortgageindebtedness. That was placed on the 
bill, and all this complaint comes from that. Now, I say to him 
that, if it is —— to include all those other subjects, when the 
time comes I propose that, so far as my vote shall go, to include 
the same agricultural or home and farm statistics, as they are 
called, that were contained in the last bill. 

If or are willing to take the census and enumerate the inhab- 
itants alone and include nothing else but that, I think I would 
agree to it, but otherwise if we are going into these other sub- 
jects we will go into all of them. But I insist that until it is de- 
termined as to the character of the work it is folly and useless 
and a willful waste of public money to appoint forty-one officers 
now who will have no duty to perform except to suggest to Con- 
gress what subjects they think ought to be investigated. 

Mr. LODGE. AsI understand the purpose of the bill, it is to 
have a plan presented to Congress to accept, reject, or amend. If 
the object is to get a plan for a census, we have an officer at this 
moment who is now completing the present census. He has with 
him census experts. He can give us a plan which we can accept 
or reject or amend within a month, and he can do it without any 
additional force. It is his particular work. If we do not want to 
send it to him in the Department of Labor, you have a Bureau of 
Statistics in the Treasury Department with an admirable and ex- 

statistician at the head of it and a force of statisticians under 
im,and I havenot any doubt that he could give you a plan with- 
out any additional force. 

If you send it to the Secretary of the Interior, he must have an 
additional force, and that is what this bill provides. But to send 
it to the Secretary of the Interior, who has no machinery and no 
suitable person to do it, without any additional force, is absurd. 
The sendite with the bill is that instead of going the direct and 
simple way to get what Congress wants, a prompt report of a 
plan, it has abandoned all the machinery of the Government that 
exists, and is creating a new machinery in order to provide, I sup- 
pose, for the coming census. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator from Massachusetts per- 
mit me to interrupt him? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Jones of Arkansas in the 
chair). Does the Senator from Massachusetts yield to the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I wanted to ask the Senator from Massa- 


chusetts if, as he states, the Commissioner of Labor can make this 
report to Congress in a month, and has the present force to do it, 
and the Statistical Bureau of the Treasury Department has force 
to do it, and can do it in a very short time, why do we need this 
machinery in the bill that provides for forty-one additional offi- 
cials to accomplish this result? 

Mr. LODGE. I do not think we do, Mr. President. I think if 
a bill was brought in directing the Department of Labor—which 
is the obvious one, and which has charge of the census at this 
moment—to prepare and send in a plan, that could pass the Senate 
in fifteen minutes, and we should have a plan in the course of a 
month to do what we liked with it. I do not mean to accept it 
blindly, but to accept, reject, or amend it and make it anything 
we desired. We should then have a plan to work on, and I be- 
lieve we could have got it from the Bureau of Statistics, in the 
Treasury Department. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have certainly misinter- 

reted the Senator from Massachusetts, as I had supposed he had 
en arguing in favor of this bill. It is very clear to my limited 
vision that we do not want any such cumbersome bill as this to 
accomplish the desired result. I am notin favor of taking the 
census as we have been taking it in the past, in a way that we 
can not five years after it has been taken get the statistics which 
we desire on any important subject. At the same time, why we 
want to spend $75,000 a year—and it will be more than that, 
because we propose, in addition to this business, to establish a 
printing office and go into the printing business in the census 
office—I say why we want to spend $75,000 or $100,000, more or 
less, for two years in order to have a plan submitted to Congress 
for Congress to act upon, to either amend, reject, or accept in 
reference to this matter of taking the next census, is more than 
I can possibly comprehend. 

I do not know that I shall vote for the amendment submitted by 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Srewart], but I quite agree with 
the suggestion of the Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon] that this 
bill might properly go back to the committee, so that they might 
be able to evolve something, in view of the discussion and the 
action taken to-day, which would meet the approval of a majority 
of this body. I certainly shall not vote for the bill as it stands 
at the present time, but I am quite anxious to vote intelligently 
and in a way that will result in giving us a much better census 
than we have had at any time in ihe past. I hope that we shall 
reach some wise and sensible and economical conclusion, be- 
cause I do not think we want to waste the money of the people, as 
it occurs to me we are proposing to waste it in the bill under con- 
sideration. I move to recommit the bill to the Committee on the 
Census. 

Mr. FRYE. Doesthe Senator from Montana desire to press the 
bill further to-night? 

Mr. CARTER. Lhave been endeavoring to get recognition from 
the Chair for some minutes to make a suggestion relative to the 
di ition of what remains of the evening. 

r. FRYE. The Senator from Maine has been recognized, and 
he will yield to the Senator from Montana. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). 
the Senator from Nevada yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr.CARTER. I desire to make one observation, and then move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business, 

Mr. FRYE. hat is all right. 

Mr. STEWART. Thatis right. I will give way to that; but I 
have some observations to make on this subject. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I do not feel that we should 
allow to go unchallenged the statement made by the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] in the course of his remarks. It has not 
at any time or in any manner, so far as I am advised, occurred to 

| any member of the Census Committee that the few persons pro- 


Does 


vided to aid the director of the census in preparing this plan 
should be specially selected upon partisan crowds. The Sen- 
| ator would not have made the remark that this scheme had been 


conceived in a partisan purpose if he had taken the pains to refer 
to the Congressional Directory on his desk. He would thereby 
have ascertained that the Census Committee consists of four 


members from the Republican side of the Chamber and five mem- 
bers from the opposite side; indeed all parties known to our poli- 
tics, except the Prohibition party, are fairly represented in the 
Committee on the Census, and there was no sort of thought at any 
time of finding places for people, but to find a good, intelligent, 
substantial working plan upon which the next census might be 
conducted. 

I now move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of ex- 
ecutive business. 

The motion was eed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After a minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
23 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
February 22, 1898, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


\ 
| 
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NOMINATIONS, 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 21, 1898. 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT ATTORNEY. 


William B. Rodgers, of Montana, to be attorney of the United 
States for the district of Montana, vice Preston H. Leslie, whose 
term expired February 19, 1898. 


SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 


James Robert Spurgeon, of Kentucky, to be secretary of the 
legation of the United States at Monrovia, Liberia, vice C. Max 
Manning, resigned. 


UNITED STATES CONSULS. 


Edgar James Banks, of Vermont, to be consul of the United 
States at Bagdad, Turkey, vice John C. Sundberg, resigned. 

William W. Cobbs, of Virginia, to be consul of the United 
States at Colon, Colombia, vice William W. Ashby, deceased. 


NAVAL OFFICER. 


James O. Lyford, of New Hampshire, to be naval officer of cus- 
toms in the district of Boston and Charlestown, in the State of 
Massachusetts, to succeed Charles F. Stone, whose term of office 
will expire by limitation June 17, 1898. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


John H. Cozzens, of Rhode Island, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Newport, in the State of Rhode Island, to suc- 
ceed Stephen P. Slocum, whose term of office has expired by lim- 
itation. 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Thomas Mosgrove, of Walla Walla, Wash., to be receiver of 
public moneys at Walla Walla, Wash., vice William H. Dunphy, 
whose term will expire April 11, 1898. 

George A. Ramsey, of Springfield, Mo., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Springfield, Mo., vice Moses R. De Groff, term expired. 

Herman Schmidt, of Boonville, Mo., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Boonville, Mo., vice William M. Johnson, whose term 
will expire February 23, 1898. 

Albert L. Towle, of Niobrara, Nebr., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Valentine, Nebr., vice James A, Fike, whose term will 
expire March 6, 1898, 


REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


George Steel, of Hillsboro, Mo., to be register of the land office 
at Ironton, Mo., vice James H. Clark, whose term will expire 
February 23, 1898. 

Martin V. Gideon, of Ozark, Mo., to be register of the land 
office at Springfield, Mo., vice John G. Newbill, whose term will 
expire April 4, 1898. 

ames E. Pettijohn, of Valentine, Nebr., to be register of the 
land office at Valentine, Nebr., vice Charles R. Glover, whose term 
will expire March 6, 1898. 


POSTMASTERS, 


Thomas Hughes, to be postmaster at Tucson, in the county/of 
Pima and Territory of Arizona, in the place of Charles De Groff, 
resigned. 

Mr. Hughes is now serving under a temporary commission issued 
during the recess of the Senate. 

John C. Bell, to be postmaster at Forrest City, in the county of 
St. Francis and State of Arkansas, in the place of Robert T. Scott, 
resigned. 

illiam 8S. McCullough, to be postmaster at Brinkley, in the 
county of Monroe and State of Arkansas, in the place of William 
K. Sims, whose commission expires March 1, 1898. 

Wright H. Peck, to be postmaster at Lompoc, in the county of 
Santa Barbara and State of California, in the place of Irus B. 
Elkins, resigned. 

David L. Clinton, to be postmaster at Clintonville, in the county 
of New Haven and State of Connecticut, in the place of Daniel P. 
Gallivan, whose commission expired February 5, 1898. 

Holly C. Clark, to be postmaster at Mount Morris, in the county 
of Ogle and State of Illinois, in the place of J. E. McCoy, whose 
commission expired February 16, 1898. 

Romie P. Dryer, to be postmaster at Lagrange, in the county of 
Lagrange and State of Indiana, in place of Laora M. Rose, re- 
moved. 

Albert H. Leist, to be postmaster at Michigan City, in the county 
of Laporte and State of Indiana, in the place of Harvey R. Harris, 
whose commission expires March 20, 1898. 

Aaron W. ao to be postmaster at Valparaiso, in the county 
of Porter and State of Indiana, in the place of John Brodie, whose 
commission expires March 20, 1898. 

W. E. Peck, to be postmaster at Remington, in the county of 
Jasper and State of Indiana, in the place of John F. Major, whose 
commission expires March 14, 1898. 





Marion C. Reiter, to be postmaster at Rochester, in the county 
of Fulton and State of Indiana, in the place of William Jay Shields, 
whose commission expires March 20, 1898. 

William B. Arbuckle, to be postmaster at Villisca, in the count 
of Montgomery and State of Iowa, in the place of R. C. Morfor 
whose commission expires March 7, 1898. 

Daniel T. Bower, to be postmaster at Traer, in the county of 
Tama and State of Iowa, in the place of J. A. Ladd, whose com- 
mission expires March 29, 1898. 

James A. Cunningham, to be postmaster at Washington, in the 
county of Washington and State of Iowa, in the place of William 
N. Hood, whose commission expired January 30, 1898. 

J. D. McVay, to be postmaster at Lake City, in the county of 
Calhoun and State of Iowa, in the place of K. R. Burt, whose 
commission expires March 1, 1898. 

John 8. Willard, to be tmaster at Marion, in the county of 
Linn and State of Iowa, in the place of J. H. Unangst, resigned. 

William L. Chambers, to be tmaster at Stockton, in the 
county of Rooks and State of Kansas, in the place of Thomas 
McNulty, whose commission expires March 6, 1898. 

George W. Doty, to be postmaster at Burlingame, in the county 
of Osage and State of Kansas, in the place of George W. Stoors, 
whose commission expires March 6, 1898, 

Charles E. Hall, to be postmaster at Russell, in the county of 
Russell and State of Kansas, in the place of G. T. Robbins, whose 
commission expired November 3, 1897. 

John W. Keenan, to be postmaster at Lyndon, in the county of 
Osage and State of Kansas, in the place of J. M. Barnes, whose 
commission expires February 27, 1898. 

John Davis, to be postmaster at Frostburg, in the county of Al- 
epee and State of Maryland, in the place of John N. Benson, 
whose commission expired September 3, 1897. 

William M. Beekman, to postmaster at Charlotte, in the 
county of Eaton and State of Michigan, in the place of Frank A. 
Ells, whose commission expires March 14, 1898. 

Charles A. Gurney, to be postmaster at Hart. in the county of 
Oceana and State of Michigan, in the place of William E. Thorp, 
whose commission expires March 14, 1898, 

George E. Hilton, to be tmaster at Fremont, in the count 
of Newaygo and State of Michigan, in the place of Charles M. 
Gibson, whose commission expires March 14, 1898. 

Fred. C. Hotchin, to be postmaster at White Pigeon, in the 
county of St. Joseph and State of Michigan, in the place of Wil- 
liam Wiegand, whose commission expires March 14, 1898. 

Charles E. Callaghan, to be postmaster at Rochester, in the 
county of Olmsted and State of Minnesota, in the place of Amherst 
W. Blakely, whose commission expires March 5, 1898. 

Z. C. Goss, to be tmaster at Wabasha, in the county of 
Wabasha and State of Minnesota, in the place of Simon E. Drury, 
whose commission expires March 5, 1898. 

M. W. Grimes, to be postmaster at Lesueur, in the county of 
Lesueur and State of Minnesota, in the place of Edwin F. Barrett, 
whose commission expires March 5, 1898. 

John H. Weddendorf, to be postmaster at New Ulm, in the 
county of Brown and State of Minnesota, in the place of William 
Brust, whose commission expires March 15, 1898. 

William H. Vasser, to be postmaster at Aberdeen, in the county 
of Monroe and State of Mississippi, in the place of E. P. Thomp- 
son, whose commission expires Marcn 21, 1898. 

Thomas 8. Kelly, to be postmaster at Moberly, in the county of 
Randolph and State of Missouri, in the place of Theodore F. Priest, 
whose commission expires March 5, 1898. 

Jerry P. Wellman, to be postmaster at Keene, in the county of 
Cheshire and State of New Hampshire, in the place of Fred A. 
Barker, deceased. 

Alonzo D. Sherman, to be postmaster at Long Branch City, in 
the county of Monmouth and State of New Jersey, in the place of 
R. H. Curtis, whose commission expires Febru 21, 1898. 

J. P. Barden, to be postmaster at Painesville, in the county of 
Lake and State of Ohio, in the place of George P. Burridge, whose 
commission expires March 20, 1898, 

John R. Gow, to be  erggeey oad at Bellaire, in the county of 

Belmont and State of Ohio, in the place of William C. Warnock, 
whose commission expires March 9, 1898. 
Thomas N. Tarbox, to be postmaster at Cedarville, in the county 
of Greene and State of Ohio, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after January 1, 1898. 

Frederick H. Bartleson, to be postmaster at Sharpsville, in the 
county of Mercer and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Willis 
W. Kitch, whose commission expires March 29, 1898. 

Thomas F. Jacob, to be postmaster at Nanticoke, in the county 
of Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Thomas A. 
Butkiewicz, whose commission expired January 12, 1898. 

Orion B. Mellick, to be pene at Bloomsburg,in the coun 


of Columbia and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of James 


Mercer, whose commission expired February 5, 1898. 
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William H. Underwood, to be postmaster at Washington, in the 





county of Washington and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 
Edgar L. Brady, whose commission expires March 19, 1898. 

David A. Perrin, to be postmaster at White River Junction, in 
the county of Windsor and State of Vermont, in the place of 
Charles A. Fiegeee. whose commission expires March 15, 1898, 

Dan Peaslee Webster, to be postmaster at Brattleboro, in the 
county of Windham and State of Vermont, in the place of Fred- 
erick Wy. Childs, whose commission expires March 15, 1898. 

Joseph L. Crupper, to be postmaster at Alexandria, in thecount 
of Alexandria and State of Virginia, in the place of Charles C. 
Carlin, whose commission expires April 11, 1898. 

Alexander Clohan, to be postmaster at Martinsburg, in the 
county of Berkeley and State of West Virginia, in the place of 
Charles W. Bower, whose commission expired February 16, 1898, 

William A. Mayhew, to be postmaster at Clinton, in the count 
of Rock and State of Wisconsin, in the place of John E. B. Bud- 
long, whose commission expires April 5, 1898. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MonpDaAy, February 21, 1898. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon, and was called to order by 
the Speaker. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. CoupEN. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday, February 19, was 
read and approved. 

VOTE ON THE BANKRUPTCY BILL. 

Mr. STROWD of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, on the last vote 
on the bankruptcy bill I am recorded as not voting. Iwas paired 
on that vote with the gentleman from New York = SHANNON]. 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman would properly re- 
corded as not voting, if he did not vote. 

Mr. STROWD of North Carolina. Yes; but I wish to be re- 
corded as paired with the gentleman from New York [Mr. SHan- 
Non]. The gentleman from New York and myself went to the 


desk and arran the pair. 
The aPeAKine It ape stated in the RECORD. 


Mr. BERRY. Mr. Speaker, I was paired on Saturday, all the 
way through the controversy, with the gentleman from Ilinois 
{[Mr. Hrrr|, and yet I am recorded as not voting. 

The SPEAKER. Thatiscorrect. The gentleman did not vote. 

Mr. BERRY. But I think the pair ought to bereported, at least 
on the first vote, to show that a member was not absent. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recorded as paired on page 
1943. The a are read only once. 


Mr. BAILEY. ede am I believe the Journal has been ap- 
= I hope that will not interfere with the corrections sug- 


e The SPEAKER. No; without objection the Journal will be cor- 
rected, in order to correspond with the facts in these cases, where 
corrections are necessary. 

There was no objection. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, my friend the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. Sayers] has been sick since Friday. I desire to secure 
indefinite leave of absence for him. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the leave of absence will 
be granted. 

There was no objection. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will present the unfinished busi- 
ness of Friday. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a point of 
order, which I will ask the Chair to hear me on, before we enter 
upon the consideration of the unfinished business. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, two weeks ago—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, it is understood that I make 
a point of order. 

e SPEAKER. The gentleman's rights will be preserved. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I will make a parliamentary inquiry 
first. Two weeksago, when we various bills reported from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, I did not make a motion to 
reconsider and lay on the table until we were through with that 
class of bills. I then made the motion. The gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. Barry] objected, and said that he wanted the mo- 
tion made as to each bill separately. So I did not press it further. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the gentleman call my attention to the 


of the Recorp? It has out of my mind. 
r. RAY of New York. I can not dothat now. If the gentle- 
man will turn to the proceedings of two weeks ago, he will find 


the matter stated. 
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Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, on reading the Recorp it will be 
seen that the connection in which it was done shows that the objec- 
tion was based upon the fact that the day, which we thought 
ought to have been devoted to other matters as well, had been con- 
sumed in matters that ought to have been disposed of in very much 
lesstime. If the gentleman from New York (Mr. Ray] now desires 
unanimous consent to that effect, I shall not make any objection, 
but I recall now that there had been quite a debate upon matters 
that did not pertain to pensions, and we believed there had been 
some endeavor to consume the time uselessly. The objection was 
based on that. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Then, Mr. Speaker, if in order, I 
renew the motion. 

Mr. BAILEY. It would not be in order to make the motion, 
but the gentleman canaskunanimousconsent. A motion torecon- 
sider could not be entered after the second day, except by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Then I ask unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman propose to reconsider the 
vote on any bill? 

Mr. RAY of New York. To reconsider and lay on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Why is that necessary? 

Mr. RAY of New York. It may not be necessary at this time, 
but if it is necessary I prefer to have it done. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But more than two days have elapsed, 
and unless a motion to reconsider was formally entered it is not 
necessary. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Unless it is necessary, I withdraw 





a : ; 
he SPEAKER. The Clerk will present the first bill. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed, without amendment, joint 
resolution (H. Res. 148) to provide for recovering the remains of 
officers and men and property from the wrecked U. 8. S. Maine, 
and making an appropriation therefor. 


LAND TITLES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The first business was the bill (H. R. 6359) to quiet land titles 
in the District of Columbia. 

The title of the bill was read by the Clerk. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, that would not be in order 
to-day. That is from the District Committee, and under the 
agreement made the other day, only the business of Friday is in 
order to-day. 

The SPEAKER. That is a bill that was laid aside to be en- 
grossed, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes; but it could not come up to-day, 
It is a District of Columbia matter. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question was ordered on it, 
The Chair does not think it is a matter that will take any time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, the previous question having been 
ordered, it would have been in order several days ago. 

The SPEAKER. It was not in order under the special rule, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Under the special rule, probably not. I 
do not dbject. Let it pass. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair simply wants to get the business 
disposed of, it not being a contested matter at all. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is all right. 

The bill was read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The chairman of the District Committee 
does not seem to be present, and I move to reconsider and lay that 
motion on the table. 

The motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

CHARLES WINTERS, 


The next bill read by the Clerk was the bill (H. R. 820) for the 
relief of Charles Winters, a quartermaster, United States Navy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to remove the charge of desertion from the record of 
Charles Winters, late United States Navy, and to restore to him all the rights 
and privileges he would have been entitled to if said charges had never been 
entered against his name. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I make the point of 
order—— 

The SPEAKER. There is an amendment pending which will 
be reported first. 

The pending amendment was read, as follows: 

Provided, That no pay or allowances shall become due or payable by reason 
of the passage of this act 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, this bill and a number that 
follow it on the Private Calendar have been reported from the 
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Committee of the Whole at a Friday night session, but the pre- 
vious question has not been ordered, I therefore make the point 
of order that this bill is not in order to be considered at the day 
session of Friday, but that it should be considered at the night 
session. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Where is there any authority for that? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I propose to submit it if the gentleman 
will not disturb me. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman is about to submit his reasons, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, the only way that bills re- 
moving political disabilities, correcting military records, and 
granting pensions are given precedence is by virtue of a special 
rule of this House. That rule is clause 2 of Rule XXVI, which I 
will read: 


2. The House shall on each Friday at 5 o’clock p. m. take a recess until § 
o'clock, at which evening session private pension bills, bills for the removal 
of political disabilities, and bills removing — of desertion only shall be 
gata said evening session not to extend beyond W o'clock and 80 min- 
utes, 

Now, I say, Mr. Speaker, that bills of this class arein order un- 
der the rule on Friday nights, and not during the day on Friday. 
I know it has been held that where the previous question is or- 
dered on Friday night, the bill having been considered then in 
Committee of the Whole, it is in order during the day on the next 
Friday. 

The SPEAKER. No; it has been held that it would be in order 
on the next day. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, I understand; the very next legis- 
lative day. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Or any subsequent legislative day. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to say that I 
have looked through the cases reported in the Manual, and I find 
that this question was partially presented to the Speaker in the 
Fifty-first Congress, when the present Speaker was occupying the 
chair. 

It is reported on page 2237 of the RecorD, if any gentleman de- 
sires to look atit. But that, Mr. Speaker, was a case where the 
bill had been reported from a day session—not from a night ses- 
sion; therefore it was unlikethis bill. It was a bill in reference to 
which the Committee of the Whole in the day on a previous Fri- 
day had recommended to the House that the enacting clause of 
the bill be stricken out; and the Chair held in that case that the 
bill should be considered on Friday by the House before going 
into Committee of the Whole to consider the Private Calendar. 
Now, I say that was unlike this bill because it came from the day 
session of Friday and the previous question had not then been 
ordered. 

This question was partially presented again in the second ses- 
sion of the Fifty-second Congress; and then the late Speaker, Judge 
Crisp, of Georgia, wasinthechair. That was a pension case; but 
in that case the bill came over with a number of others from a 
previous Friday night session, and the previous question had been 
ordered on it with the other bills. In that case the Speaker held 
that they would be in order to be considered before going into 
Committee of the Whole for the consideration of the Private Cal- 
endar; and, as suggested by the Chair only a moment ago, they 
would have been in order on the first legislative day, under the 
holdings of Speaker Carlisle, of the present occupant of the chair, 
and other Speakers, for reasons not necessary to be mentioned 
now, the previous question having been ordered upon them. 
Therefore that is no authority against the contention which I now 
make. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, this question came before yourself as 
Speaker in the Fifty-fourth Congress, first session. By referring 
to page 365 of the Journal the Chair will find that a pension case 
then came before the House. The previous question in that case 
had not been ordered, therefore that case presents a question 
closely akin if not precisely like the present one. It was a - 
sion case coming over with a number of others, and the Chair 
held that those cases should be disposed of on Friday before go- 
ing into Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. But 
the Chair in so holding said—I will not undertake to use the exact 
language—that there might be doubt about this question, and he 
would so hold for the present and submit the question upon the 

nding bill. Nobody objected. The Chairstated that he would 
cou argument if any gentleman desired to argue the question; 
but no one desired to do so, and those pension bills were 
nem. con., nobody objecting to the ruling of the Chair. The 
Chair, however, clearly showed by his intimation that he had 
doubt about the correctness of that ruling. 

I do not find, Mr. Speaker, that this question has ever been be- 
fore the Chair since that time; therefore I take it that under the 
intimation made by the Chair at the time (and very properly, I 
think) the question is still an open one. Hence, I simply to 
have the Chair consider the question and hear me for just a 
moment upon it. 


I insist, Mr. ete that there is a broad distinction between 

day in the daytime under this specific rule and 
those heard at night under the — rule, where the previous 
question has not been ordered in either case. The unfinished 
business of the day session of Friday is in order every Friday in 
the day; but the unfinished business of a Friday t session, 
unless the previous question is ordered upon it, can not be in order 
under any rule of the House at any other time than at a Frida 
night session. The rule a that all Friday night busi. 
ness shall be completed on a day night session. ere is 
there any rule anywhere that gives us peculiar or special ey 
to consider as an_ original proposition a pension bill ora re- 
moving political disabilities or a bill removing the charge of deser- 
tion except on a Friday night? 

Mr. DINGLEY. On this point, which is a vital one, I should 
like to ask the gentleman a question. Does he contend that the 
provision for the consideration of pension bills on Friday evening 
confines the consideration of that class of bills to Friday evening? 
Is not that provision additional to the general rule settin apart 
Friday for the consideration of private claims? Does not the pro- 
vision for pension business on Friday night sessions simply extend 
the previous provision setting apart Friday for private claims? 

Mr. RIC DSON. No, sir; it is in derogation of it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is it not a matter of fact that when the pre- 
vious question has been ordered on a bill at a Friday evening 
session that bill comes up for consideration on the next legislative 


day? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It does, 

Mr. DINGLEY. And if the previous question has not been or- 
dered upon it, it comes up on next Friday when private bills 
are under consideration? Has not that been the practice always? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No, sir. The only time that I can find 
where it has been done was in the Fifty-fourth Congress, when 
the present occupant of the Chair intimated that he would hear 
argument upon the question. Now, Mr. § er, I assert—and I 
ask the attention of the tlemen to statement—that tho 
practice of the House oug t to control in this matter. 

It is a question of practice where there is no e rule. You 
get jurisdiction of pension cases on Friday, not y virtue of any 
rule to that effect, and I assert that until very lately it was never 
the practice of this House to do anyt with that class of busi- 
ness — on that night and before adjournment, and if there 
was anything done at any other time it was always by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The point is animportantone. We have—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. As soon as I finish this sentence I will 
yield to the gentleman, and not until then. It was usually the 
practice, I say, for the committee to rise at about 10 o’clock and 
report the bills that the committee had favorably considered at 
that night ~*ssion and pass them before half past 10, the hour of 
adjournmcat. Now yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I want to call your attention to the second 
clause of RuleXXVI. Youread argue as if the word “only” 
was transferred to another part of the clause. Itis “‘ private pen- 
sion bills, bills for the removal of political disabilities, and bills 
removing charges of desertion only shall be considered.” It does 
not say that they ‘‘shall be considered only on Friday evening.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Oh, no; 1 do not so insist. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But youhave transferred the word ‘‘only” to 
another yi of the clause. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I only want to say this, and then I will 
close. The rule especially sets a day evenings from 8 
o’clock to half past 10 to consider bills, private pension and the 
other bills I have mentioned. It does not anywhere provide for 
bills on the Private Calendar on any other day. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman hear me right there? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does not the former part of the rule say that 
Friday shall be set apart for the consideration of private bills, 
without any distinction—that Friday of each week shall be set 
apart for bills on the Private Calendar? 

Mr. DALZELL. Private business? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That, of course, is exclusive of this class 
of bills. It can not include these pension bills, because these are 
eet included in the second clause. , 

r. PAYNE. Does the gentleman hold that when the Private 
Calendar is taken up on a day morning a on bill on that 
Calendar can not be considered under that rule? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It may be. ; 

Mr. PAYNE. If Friday is set apart for bills on the Private 
Calendar, and the House is in Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar, it can take up any of those bills on Friday 
morning. They must be in order on Friday m , and any 


orning 
eridey morning after they have passed the Committee of the 
ole. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I will yield to the gentleman’ to make 








On Peidey evening eee ee mnitine of the Whole House rises and re- 
ports its it is the practice to first consider bills previously 
reported from that commi undisposed of by the House. 


But Friday night, under this rule, which I 
speak, is set for the consideration 
Scsiael of deab night, and toh, tay Go net have 
should be di ight, and if not, io not have 
priority on the next Private Calendar day. The Recorp shows 
that the previous —— has not been ordered on these bills, and 
insi they can not be considered until the night 


session. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. , L would like to call attention to 
what we did in the last We resolved to go into Commit- 
tee of the Whole for the consideration of the Private Calendar on 
Friday morning at 12 o'clock, and the Committee of the Whole 
decided not to take up the Calendar, inst the objection of gen- 
tlemen who were interested in other bills on the Private Calen- 
dar. That was the action of the Committee of the Whole on two 


or three occasions. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No point of order was made. 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, yes. It was fought over a considerable 
time, it being claimed to be in order, and the House decided it 

i he consideration of this business. 

Mr. BAILEY. ry. Speaker, my attention had not been called to 
this matter until the gentleman from Tennesseesubmitted his point 
of order. Upon hasty reflection I am satisfied that he is right. 
The rules of the House divide the business of the week. Monday 
is District of Columbia day; Tuesday. Wednesday, and Thursday 
are left unassigned. Friday is assigned to business on the Private 
Calendar, and Friday is further subdivided by setting aside the 
evening session for another class of business. So the rules pro- 
ne second and fourth week of any month Monday 

set apart for a special purpose. 

Friday of every week ben apart for another purpose, and then 
the ruling proceeded one step fnrther—provides a special i 
on Friday night for another and still different purpose. 
seems to me just as obvious that the business assi 
night mast be transacted on Friday night as that 
signed for Monday shall be on Monday, or that the 

Frida oa i ‘coon i Genustlousha " th 

on Friday during the session. y © previ- 
ous question had been emtetinns which tnd been tans. 

on Monday, the operation of the previous question would 
bring that matter before the House on Tuesday, but it would only 
be brought before the House by the operation of mt mein 
question. Where the previous question has not been on 
business transacted in the House one Monday, it over as 
unfinished work to be taken up the next Monday; is equally 
true as to business tran on Friday. Then why is it not 

ly true as to business transacted on Friday night? 

suggestion of the gentleman from Maine {Mr. DineLey] 
that when the rule says that only that busimess shall be trans- 
acted on Friday night it does not imply that this business shall 
only be transacted on Friday night. I call the attention of the 
ee that clause * of that rule says 


6. On Friday of each week, after the unfinished business has been dis- 
posed of, it shall be in order to entertain a motion that the House resolve it- 
self into the Committee of the Whole House to consider business on the Pri- 
vate Calendar 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. BAILEY. If you will let me finish my sentence upon this 
point. The word “only” does not appear, way by universal 
practice of the House it is only permissible on Friday to make a 
motion that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House to consider business on the Private Calendar, and 
so if the word ‘‘only” did not appear in either rule it practically 
amounts to the same thi As it is only in order on Friday to 
move that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
House to consider business on the Private Calendar, it must fol- 
low that it is only in order on ee to consider the mat- 
ters provided for in that rele. Now I will listen tothe gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Hopxrys}. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If section 2 of Rule XXII was stricken out, 
there is no question but that section 1 is broad enough to consider 
pension on Friday. 
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Mr. BAILEY. 

Mr. HOPKINS. 
we can consider pension bills, without limiting the power of the 
committee to consider them during the day? 


I t that. 
not section 2 simply extend the time that. 


Mr. BAILEY. Not at all. The very purpose of the rule was 
to segregate, as it were, Friday night for the special business, and 
the further p was, not only that the special business shorld 
be in order, but that such business should not be transacted at 

sessions. Now, if section 6of Rule XXIV was stricken ont, 
unquestionably it would then be in order on any day tomove that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole to consider 
business on the Private Calendar; but the section being in, the 
universal practice is to hold that it is not in order on any other 
a t Friday. 

r. HOPKINS. The gentleman concedes that under section 1 
of Rule XXVI these pension bills can be considered on- Friday. 
aoa does he find anything in section 2 that is a limitation upon 

at? 

Mr. BAILEY. I say that that section is followed by another 
section that provides specifically for that kind of business. There- 
fore, section 1 must be construed in connection with section 2, 
justas all rules must be construed in connection with section 6 of 

ule XXIV. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. BAILEY. Wait until I finish. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas declines to be in- 
terrupted. 

Mr. BAILEY. I do not decline, but I want to finish my state- 
ment. It has been held over and over again that it is not in order 
to vee any member to move a suspension of the rules except 
on the first and third Mondays of the month. No gentleman on 
the floor will insist that if that provision providing for recogni- 
tion were not in the rules, specifying the first and third Mondays, 
that it would not then be within the power of the Chair to recog- 
nize a member at any other time. But the construction is that 
by assigning the first and third Mondays for such motions these 
mctions are excluded from every other day except the two days 
specifically named. 

So it must be in the construction not only of the rules of this 
House, but of all written instruments. Thesensible way is to con- 
strue them as a whole, if we construe them atall. Buta further 
rule of construction, as old as the law books, is that the expres- 
sion of one thing is the exclusion of another thing; and when pen- 
sion business is assigned to Friday night, that business is confined 
to Friday night, subject only to be taken out of the operation of 
that rule by the operation of the previous question, which raises 
an entirley different question. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Will the gentleman permit me 
moment? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. But I desire first to yield to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopxtrys}. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Ihavestated to the gentleman all that I desire 
to state. I differ with him on the point he makes that section 2 is 
a limitation of section 1 of Rule XXVI. 

Mr. BAILEY. But the gentleman does not differ with me in 
ane both must be construed together. 

Mr. HOPKINS. That may be; but section 2 is an extension of 
the time for the business of the House, and provides, during that 
extension of time, for the consideration of a certain class of busi- 
ness; but it does not take from the House the power given under 
— 1 to consider pension bills whenever private bills are in 
order. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Now, if the gentleman from Texas 
will permit me, I wish to make a single suggestion. Rule XXVI 
provides: 

Friday in every week shall be set apart for the consideration of private 
business unless otherwise ordered by the House. 


Now let me read the continuation of that same rule: 

The House shall on each Friday at 5 o'clock p. m. take a recess until 8 o'clock 
at which evening session private pension bills, bills for the removal of political 
disabilities, and removing charges of desertion shall be considered. Said 
evening session shall not extend beyond 10 o'clock and 30 minutes. 

Now, that rule is to be taken together. In the first instance, it 
sets apart Friday for the consideration of private business, which, 
of course, includes these pension bills. The rule, continuing, says 
that at 5 o’clock we shall take a recess, which simply extends that 
day session into the evening; and the rule provides for the termi- 
nation of the evening session at 10 o’clock and 30 minutes. Of 
course these a bills are then properly under consideration. 
But at 10 o’clock and 30 minutes, however much or little business 
‘we may have done, or wherever we may be in the consideration of 
those bills, we must stop. Now, if certain bills have been consid- 
ered, and the committee rises and they are reported to the House, 
they become, it seems to me, unfinished business, so that they go 
upon the Calendar as unfinished business. And when we come 
round to the next Friday, why should not the unfinished business 


one 








1982 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 21, 





reported to the House for consideration at the termination of the 
Friday evening session be the first business in order and be first 
taken up? 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, when I first took the floor, I said 
I had not examined this question. My attention had not been 
called to it before. As the gentleman from New York has been 
delivering his opinion on the question, I have been reading what 
he has read, listening to what he was saying, and also reading 
the remainder of Rule XX VI, in the third section of which I finda 
conclusive answer to my friend from Illinois. The gentleman 
from [llinois insisted (and the gentleman from New York reen- 
forces that view) that the first section of the rule fixes private 
business for Friday, and that all private business is assigned to 
Friday under the rules. Under section 3 of that rule, it must be 
held, if the gentleman from Illinois and the gentleman from New 
York are correct, that a private bill coming over from District of 
Columbia day is in order on Friday, as well as a private bill com- 
ing over from Friday night, because it is a private bill, and the 
gentlemen insist that all private bills are in order on Friday. 

My contention is that all private bills, with two exceptions, are 
in order on Friday. Those two exceptions are the private bills 
which fall within some other rule of the House or within a sub- 
division of this rule. The general rule is that private bills are 
open for consideration on Friday. Section 2 and section 3 both 
make exceptions to the general rule, section 2 providing that pen- 
sion bills are only open for consideration on Friday night, and 
section 3 providing for District of Columbia day, limits the con- 
sideration of private bills reported from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia to ancther day than Friday. There are three 
classes of private bills. The general class, which, of course, in- 
cludes the great mass of private bills, are open for consideration 
on Friday. 

But there are two exceptions. One excepted class consists of 
— pension bills, which are open for consideration only on 

riday night; the other excepted class consists of bills reported 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia, which are only 
to be considered on the day set apart for the consideration of busi- 
ness pertaining to the District. District of Columbia bills, pri- 
vate in their nature, if not excepted, would, under the general pro- 
vision of the rule, be as much subject to consideration on Friday 
as private pension bills. The exceptions are made not only by 
implication, but by express merase: and it appears to me almost 
too clear for argument that both by intention and in effect the 
House has set ~~ Friday night for the consideration of a cer- 
tain class of bills, and that no other bills can be considered then, 
and that those bills can be considered nowhere else. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DALZELL. I never make an argument when I think the 
court is probably with me. [Laughter.] I only wanted to say, 
Mr. Speaker, that it is a queer sort of logic that argues that Dis- 
trict of Columbia bills are in order on Friday. 

Mr. BAILEY. No; private bills. I said private bills. 

Mr. DALZELL. District of Columbia bills are not on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and a provision of the rule which has been over- 
looked altogether in this argument is—— 

Mr. BAILEY. But, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will permit 
me, suppose that a bill for the relief of some individual should be 
introduced and referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. DALZELL. It could not be, under the rule. 

Mr. BAILEY. Could not go to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia? 

Mr. DALZELL. Not at all. 

Mr. BAILEY. Why, we had here only a short time ago a bill 
for the relief of the heirs of Peter Von Essen, which was reported 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia. I remember 
insisting that it should be considered in Committee of the Whole, 
because it released a right of the Government. It was purely a 
private bill, could not be anything else, and yet it came from the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. But the third section of Rule XXI pro- 
vides— 

Mr. DALZELL. Exactly. That is what I was going to read. 

The SPEAKER (continuing). That private claims shall only be 
referred to certain committees, of which the Committee on the 
District of Columbia is not one. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then I was misled by the fact that the Speaker 
referred that bill to the wrong committee. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is very sorry that he, either . 
sonally or by deputy, misled the gentleman from Texas. He 
tried not todo it. The Chair desires to say that this question 
which has been discussed to-day, although it has been twice de- 
cided by the Chair, is of recent origin, simply because the evil that 
it was intended to correct was of recent origin also. It has been 


the custom for many years for the House to completely dispose of 
pension business upon Friday evenings, but by and by there arose 
a system of obstruction which was met by having the bills reported 
from the committee and then not acted upon by the House itself, 

Now, if it be true, as contended by the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. RICHARDSON] and the gentleman from Texas > 
BaILEy] that the privilege given on Friday night excludes a 
similar privilege during Friday in the daytime, then there would 
be some ground for their contention, perhaps sufficient ground 
for it, but it has never been the custom so to consider it. On the 
contrary, the Friday night session is an additional advantage 
which is given to pension claims over other claims, and the Chair 
is not aware that when a pension claim has been reached on Fri- 
day that it has ever been refused consideration on the ground 
that it had no right to be considered during the daytime. 

lt is probably true that that matter has seldom come up, be- 
cause the Frida vo sessions have generally cleared the way 
upon the Calendar, so that a pension would not naturally be 
reached on the Calendar on Friday in the daytime. 

Now, what is the principle which is endeavored to be carried out 
throughout these rules? There is one which distinguishes these 
in one respect at least from other rules of the House which have 
existed before the Fifty-first Congress. That ——— is that 
business once undertaken is to be disposed of by the House in 
some way or other. Now, if we were to confine this 
business entirely to Friday evening and were not to regard it as 
the proper business of the whole day on Friday, you can see at 
once that practically the whole business of Friday evening ht 
be brought toaclose. It was brought to a close, and therefore 
and by that means the question came up before the House, on 
which the Chair ruled, saying, as the tleman has said, that he 
would hear argument at any time. t ruling was repeated in 
the Fifty-fourth Congress, and will be found somewhat at length 
in the proceedings of the 3d of a 1896. 

The ruling was that a bill on ered by the House to be consid- 
ered by the Committee of the Whole House, and reported by that 
committee, was unfinished busin Now, an - 

of business is 


ess. 

ness is always in order at the time when that 

in order, and surely that class of business is in order upon Friday; 
and being in order, it is the first thing to be disposed of, before 
the committee considers any other business. Any other ruling 
would oblige business which has already been passed upon by the 
committee to give way to business in a prior stage which had 
not been submitted to the committee. In other words, the less 
eee business would be given priority instead of the more 

vanced. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then I desire to inquire of the Chair if, under 
the parliamentary practice, it would be in order now to move that 
the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole for the 
consideration of business on the Private Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iam satisfied that is true, and I simply desire 
to call the attention of the Chair tothe fact that many times I 
have seen the House on Friday nights resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole without any question, while there were bills 
——< from the committee pending. 

he SPEAKER. If the point of order was not made, and the 
unanimous consent of the House was thereby given, no harm 
could follow. 

Mr. PAYNE. Thesecond clause of the rule would come in and 
exclude the consideration of any unfinished business except that 
relating to pensions and the removal of disabilities. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first bill. 

The first unfinished business was the bill (H. R. 820) for the 
relief of Charles Winters, a quartermaster in the United States 


avy. 

The title of the bill was again read by the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 


The amendment heretofore set forth in to-day’s proceedings was 
agreed 
and read a 


pension 


to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LOW, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

JOHN HURLEY. 

The next unfinished business was the bill (H. R. 4122) to correct 
the naval record of John Hurley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it en , ete., Secre is hereby, 
quiberteod oni maeibal to pamaee the Sharge Od desietes muy slanting 
the records against John Hurley, late of the United States steamers Ohio 

wanna, and grant him an honorable harge. 

With an amendment, as follows: 

Insert at the end of the bill the following: 


Provided, That wo psy or allowances shall become due or payable by. rea 
son of the passage of act.” 








1898. 





Mr. BAILEY. Let us have the read. 
The report (by Mr. BULL) was , as follows: 


Committee on Naval Asics, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
on to correct the naval record of John Hurley, have considered the same 


a appears from an examination of the records in the case of John Hurley 
that he enlisted in the Navy at Boston, Mass., June 16, 1864, as a second-c 

fireman for three years; served on board the U. 8. steamships Ohio, Lacka- 
wanna, and Vermont, and is charged with having deserted from the service 
‘August 29, 1865. He had previously served in the Navy in the gapacity of 
coal passer on the man-of-war San Jacinto from 1854 tol and re- 
ceived an honorable discharge. His application to the Navy Department for 
the removal of the charge of desertion was denied on the ground that the 
charge was properly entered and the Department had no authority of law 
since the expiration of the act “to relieve certain appointed or enlisted men 
of the ar and Marine Corps from the charge of desertion,” approved Au- 

, to remove 


gust 14, 1 the charge of desertion. 

From the evidence before your committee it a: that Hurley, after 
gorving faithfully until after the close of the war, obtained leave of absence 
from t. 


recei at Brooklyn, N. Y., on or about July 20, 1865, and went 
home to his forall cn providence i. L, which consisted of his wife and five 
young children, w condition rendered it necessary for him to stay home 


d port them, which he did, believing that his services were no longer 
needed | the Navy, as the war was over, and considering it his duty to pro- 


he 
vide for his family, unconscious of the fact that he was committin, 


offense or that it was necessary to procure a formal 
ne is further shown that Hurley bears a good reputation, that he served 
faithfully during both periods of his enlistment, enh that it was mainly due 
sine Reins nee itnd seca an" ease tet ns 
aaleel his services no longer needed by the Government, that induced 
on of these facts and circumstances your committee are of the opinion 
that the charge of desertion ought to be removed from the record of Hurley, 
and therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr.Speaker, I should like to havea little fur- 
ther explanation, from some gentleman who is familiar with this 
case, than the one contained in the report of the committee. To 
my mind it does not afford that full and reasonable explanation 
that should be given in order to justify the relief provided for in 
this bill. If this man had the intelligence of the average soldier 
or sailor, he ought to have known when he left the service of the 
United States and went to his home, and refused to go back into 
the service, that he was violating the public law, and I, for one, 
—_ prepared to accept that report without a further expla- 
nation. 
Mr. BULL. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the gentleman that this 
bill was fully considered in the Committee of the Whole at the 
Friday night session. This man did desert. He acknowledges 
that, but he deserted under conditions which, to the minds of the 
committee, excused him. He did not desert in the face of the 
enemy. He had an honorable record in the war, and he had 
served previously in the Navy. At the time he deserted the war 
was over. He went home on a furlough. He did not suppose 
that his services were needed any more. He had a large family 
to support, and he felt that he could do more by supporting his 
family than by returning to the service. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Ishould like to ask the —— from Rhode 
Island how old this man was at the time of his alleged desertion. 

Mr. BULL. I could not tell you exactly. He had a family of 
five or six children. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Do you know how long he had been in the 


service? 
Mr. BULL. He entered the service the first time in 1854, serv- 
ing on the man-of-war San Jacinto, and received an honorable 


discharge. 
att. HOPEINS. At what time did he receive the honorable 
i ? 


charge 

Mr. BULL. In 1855. 

Mr. HOPKINS. He served a year, then? 

Mr. BULL. Yes. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Well, now when did he go into the service 
the next time? 

Mr. BULL. June 16, 1864. 

Mr. HOPKINS. When did he desert? 

Mr. BULL. August 29, 1865. 

Mr. LOW. The war was over? 

Mr, BULL. The war was over. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Then his second service, according to the 
record, was less than a year? 

Mr. BULL. No. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Over a year? 

Mr. BULL. Over a year. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I understand from the report that this man 
did not desert the ship and go home, but that he obtained leave to 
go home, and after he got there he did not return. 

Mr. BULL. That is the fact. . 

Mr. BARTLETT. In other words, he left the ship by permis- 
sion, and after he got home he found the condition of his wife and 
children to be such that he remained there to take care of them. 

Mr. BRUCKER. 


g any 
from the 


After the war was over. 
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Mr. BULL. The war was over, and he felt that the country did 
not need him further. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I think we ought to pass the bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, there is nothing here to show but 
that this man maliciously and wantonly violated the laws of our 
country. If he left on a furlough, that furlough was notification 
to him at what time he should return to the ship. 

Now, in this report no excuse whatever is given for this man 
refusing to go except that his wife did not want him to go. 

Mr. COUSINS. He had a wife and four or five children. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It is no legal excuse. Now, I insist that in 
matters of this kind we should not grant wholesale excuses for 
these men and correct their military and naval records. Thereis 
nothing in this report that would warrant favorable action on the 
part of the House, and it brings the action of Congress into dis- 
grace by taking up claims of this kind without any reasonable 
cause whatever. The fact that the war was over is no reason why 
this man should not have reported. The Government might have 
needed his services. If it did not need them, he ought to have 
ae enough to make the proper application for his 

Mr. DOCKERY. What was his rank? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I donot know. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Rhode Island whether this man was a common sailor 
or an officer? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I understood he was a coal passer. 

Mr. BULL. He was a second-class fireman. His first service 
was in the capacity of a coal passer. 

Mr. DALZELL. What was the date of desertion? 

Mr. BULL. August 29, 1865, as shown by the records of the 
Navy Department. 

Mr. MAHANY. I would ask the gentleman from Illinois if 
favorable action on this case is not in line with innumerable prec- 
edents set by Congress. It has been developed in the proceed- 
ings of this House that many soldiers and sailors went home after 
the close of the war without any notification from the Department 
of their discharge; and is it not a fact that the Government was 
very glad to have these men return to their homes to take up the 
industries of the nation and to bring about prosperity after the 
disasters of the war? So it seems to me that a soldier or sailor 
when he has served his country to the conclusion of hostilities 
should not for an inadvertence of this kind be perpetually con- 
demned to disgrace, and to have that disgrace go down to his 
descendants; I hope, therefore, the — from Illinois will 
not insist on his objection to this bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The statement made by my friend from New 
York would apply in some cases; but it seems to me the facts do 
not warrant the consideration he would give the applicant in this 
case. He did not enlist until the war was nearly closed. He had 
had experi_ace in the Navy, and he had a wife and four or five 
children, and had served in the Navy in 1854 and 1855, and after 
that he had pursued private callings until 1864, when the war was 
nearing its close, and when they were giving bounties for the en- 
listment of men both in the Army and Navy. Now, this man 
undoubtedly went in from other than patriotic motives; because 
if he had been a patriot, as he had served before, he would have 
gone into the service earlier. 

Mr. MAHANY. You said that he had a wife and four or five 
children. These were very serious reasons. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Why did he enlist, then? 

Mr. MAHANY. Well, it was to his credit that he enlisted, not- 
withstanding these responsibilities. 

Mr. HOPKINS. You say it is to his credit that he enlisted. I 
want to know whether he enlisted at that time because of the 
bounty? 

Mr. LOW. There is one point about this that possibly the gen- 
tleman does not understand. The ship that he had been serving 
on went out of commission, and he was transferred on board the 
receiving ship, and he received his furlough from there. 

Mr. HOPKINS. This furlough would indicate that he should 
have reported himself, and he did not do so, 

Mr. LOW. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. He gives no excuse for his failure; and now he 
comes, nearly a generation after the time was out when he should 
have secured his discharge,and wants Congress to intercede in 
his behalf. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is there anything in the papers showing 
whether or not this gentleman secured any bounty when he en- 
listed in 1864? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I would like to ask the gentleman from Rhode 
Island, who introduced this bill, as to whether this man received 
any bounty; and if so, the amount that was paid him when he 
enlisted in 1864? 





I do not know about that. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Do you know anything about it? 
Mr. BULL. Thereis nothing toshow that he received a bounty, 
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Mr. MAHANY. I should like to call the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois to the fact that he himself has stated the war 
was practically over in 1864, and still he says the Government 
was giving large bounties. 

Mr. HOPKINS. We all know that nearly up to the close of the 
war not the Government, but local communities were giving large 
bounties. I remember that Dlinois sent into the Federal service 
259,000 as brave soldiers as ever faced an enemy, yet there were 
localities that gave bounties to some of those who enlisted during 
the closing period of the war. 

Mr. MAHANY. The Illinois troops were just as brave as the 
men who went from other States, no more so, 

Mr. KELLEY. Is it not a fact that the large bounties consti- 
tated a great part of the demand for men at that time? 

Mr. HOPKINS. This man did not want to get into the service 
until such time as he knew that he could goin under more advan- 
tageous conditions from a monetary point of view 

Mr. BULL. How do you know that? 

Mr. HOPKINS. This man went in 1864, when they were pay- 
ing bounties. 

Mr. BULL.. What authority have you for such a statement? 


Mr. MAHANY. The gentleman is evolving that from his inner 
consciousness. 


Mr. HOPKINS. Not at all. 

Mr. MAHANY. Isit not true that the report of the committee 
is unanimous in favor of this bill? 

Mr. BULL. It is a unanimous report of the committee. We 

re not forming any new precedent in the passage of this bill. 
We have passed many just similar to it. 

Mr. MAHANY. This is in line with precedent. 
create one. 

Mr. BULL. That the House formed years ago. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Then we should correct it, if it is like this, 
[ Laughter. ] 

I am in favor of relieving any man that ought to be relieved, 
but I think there ought to be a limit to this kind of legislation. i 
do not desire to take up any time in this matter, but want, how- 
ever, to attract the attention of the House to the character of that 
report, and I insist that the facts presented to the House are not 
sufficient on which to take the action proposed in this bill. 

This is not a question of sentiment, it is a question of protecting 
the rights of men who honestly served our country in the Army 
and Navy, and not to put a deserter on the same basis with those 
who served their country and were honorably discharged. 

Mr. MAHANY. The record of this debate is sufficient to make 
the discrimination desired by the gentleman from Illinois. The 
pending bill, if it becomes a law, places this man on an entirely 
different footing from those who served during the war and were 
honorably discharged at its close. 

And furthermore, Mr. Speaker, let me ask the gentleman from 
Illinois if it is not also true that one of the most serious problems 
that confronted this country in 1865 was the mustering out of 
great bodies of troops who in the four years’ war and its countless 
campaigns had become unaccustomed to civil life? Is not that a 
salient fact of the history to which the gentleman from Illinois has 
so learnedly referred? 

A candid statement of the matter is that the Government was 
delighted to have these men disperse quietly to their Various 
homes, and it will always be one of the noblest tributes to our 
citizenship and one of the greatest glories of the Republic that 
our victorious soldiers and sailors became the industrial army of 
the country they had saved. 

Mr. BULL. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was to. 

The biil as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third weet and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, an 

On motion of Mr. BULL, a motion to reconsider the vote whereby 
the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ELISABETH LANE, 


The next unfinished business on the Private Calendar was a bill 
(H. R. 2015) granting a pension to Elisabeth Lane. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. RAY of New York, a motion to reconsider the 
last yote was laid on the table. 


ie REPORT FROM COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. CANNON, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported 
the bill (H. R. 8428) making sercenens for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for ear ending June 30, 1899, 
and for other purposes; which was a first and second’ time, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 


It does not 


of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


printed. 

Mr. CANNON. I will ae notice that if the majority of tho 

House is with me I will ask to call up the bill to-morrow morning, 
Mr. DE ARMOND. I desire se reserve all points of order. 
The SPEAKER. All points of order are reserved. 


WILLIAM P. COOPER. 


next unfinished business on the Private Calendar _— the 

bill Wi R. 1957) to increase the on of William P, 

The amendment recommended by the committee was canned to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
on and engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passe 

On motion of Mr. RAY of New York, a motion to reconsider 
the vote whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


AUGUSTE WHITMER. 


The next business on the Private coer was the bill (H. R. 
92) ) granting a pension to Auguste Whitmer 
bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and | ng is hereby, 
autho and directed to place on the pension ae ect to the rovisions 
and limitations of the peusian laws, + — of A’ the ow 
eavy 


of Henry Whitmer, late a private in Cnueer ©. y B, Be Niath New oe 
Artillery, and Company B, enth Veteran rve Corps, and to pay her a 
pension of $24 per month, in lieu of that which she is now receiving. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendment: 


Strike out the word “twenty-four,” in line 9, and insert in lien thereof 
the word “twelve;” so that it will read “$12 per month.” 


Mr. LOUD. I ask for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. BREWSTER) was read, as follows: 


nue Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill ox R. 
ranting a pension to ee submit the ae 


is bill as amended Sa crease the pension of Whit- 
mer, of F; Y¥. ow of Henry Whitmer, from R - month, the 
maximum allowed under the act of June 2, 1890, to month, the 
amount she would be entitled to waist — Seen law if the husband's 

— were established at the Pension Bu — due to corms service. 
enry Whitmer, the —— bill, served in Com- 


~ B, ; BNinth New poe Hea fee on tien Tenth Veteran Reservo 
Gores, from December 7, 1863, ++ 4 May 31 805, wher when he was honorably dis- 
charged on oareoen ‘s certificate of disabilit because of “ amaurosis wing 
sunstroke in July last during the Md; is totally unfit for 
du yin the Veteran Reserve s, and Saicbes his discharge.” 


ee for im vision and general debility from sunstroke 
oon Se of discharge to death. The medical examination in April, 
ws: 


‘Tm: perfect use of his left leg, and occasionally the organs of prob- 
obi ae alk ot eae, ee ee cae een by een 
oral Gurvoun prostration. His intellect is im easily confused. 
Ea nd I think it doubtfal if bois ones any 

r 


In 1869 the rgeon said: “He appears dull fee seein: of 
wth ayy oe eo ee paralysis of 
e left limb, or an inability to move it.” 


nen 1873, “* general rostration, muscular debility.” em: “Is v¥ much 
debilitated tod.= In r extremities 2 ,and 


upper are numb and dropsica! 
he is bedridden in ho —- His mind is unsound and he can not talk 
mae “There is re oe, In 


gy ae ye and thetic, and t is 
November 10, 10, 188, “Action of heart is _— ray 


- not stand - one foot and 
raise the other without difficulty. His walk is unsteady and staggering or 


shambling. We judge him to have spinal trouble.” 

— died ated, Bepremies 24, ins. as shown by a co’ y of the record of cer- 
tificate bility,” for which oo peneenes . Dr. 
‘5 Cov 4nd eee | fc certificate of death Who tlgned. teatified in an 

av 

“T have treated th the sar for sictbosn years prior to his death, occasion- 
oy. For two years r to his death I attended him continually up to his 

death. The cause of his death was general debility, consisting of kidney and 
bladder trouble, gastritis, also rectal and general down of 


the system.” 
Soldier had a claim 


when he died for increase and additional pen- 
sion on account of affection 


ee en ee eee & oer: 


ice origin, but he had not had a medical examination for seven years when 
and, though his claim for increase had been nearly three 

ears when he died, it was rejected on the ground that he was there 
n no medical examination since His claim for new ities 


was also rejected after his death ¢ on the 
was the best Sa failed to 
of service 0 


The widow's ‘hata for pension under the law was 
legal reviewer and rogevier make wir dimiasion, ad wag ~—: medi: - 
examiner as ——— ka roves 


admission; death some queers 
ome b it this wes toe : "Approved for mea < 
acce * br a was read: “ © 
tion; Paeath resulted teaieanet _ tee y cause which has 
teeny oe pied,” and on tha or mosh un der act of Juno 2 1°. 
© widow now une 
She is broken down w_pensoned at her ie pers a husband his long ill- 
ness, teat emcunh ie Webaiiy Seeeticlent £ her needs. She is 56 years of 
that was done Se see 
Tacos indpeice J 
Sn On ee ae evidence, that ic death was 


age, and has no 
Your commi' 
by the regecsnn ¢ of her 
medical examiner and the reviewer for 
” made by — referee 


ible, after careful 

ana 
Bureau when its ad- 
as shown by tho 


nd that the evidence filed, which 
them as independent disabilities 


by the 
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ence filed; but it will not hesitate when the denial is based wholly on | sum as will keep him from actual want and suffering during the remainder 
evidenceanicality of medical science doctors 


some where d or de- | of his life. The Government does not undertake, and it is not the policy of 

fects of evidence where the facts sought to be estab! anquestionably | the pension laws, to fully support and care for old soldiers or their widows, 

exist. but to render such aid in proper cases as will alleviate suffering toa reason- 
The committee therefore the bill with a favorable recommendation | able degree. ; aoe 

and its passage being amended as follows: This case appeals strongly to your committee, and in view of all the facts 


recommend 
. - ” , and i 
oom out the et a — gis ae in lieu thereof 
committee amendment was a to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. RAY of New York, a motion to reconsider 
the vote whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


MARY E, WALLICK, 


circumstances surrounding it we think justice requires that this soldier 
be ted relief by special legislation. It is hardly consistent with the spirit 
purpose of our pope legislation to permit a blind soldier, who served 
his ae in its time of need, and who has been a good citizen, to 
his age in the poorhouse, as this one certainly must unless special 
relief qe for it is certain that $12 a month will not afford him a decent 
support. 
our committee therefore report the bill back with the recommendatien 
that it when the title is amended by striking out the words “ for increase 
of” and inserting in lieu thereof the words “increasing the.” 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The amendment to the title was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. RAY of New York, a motion to reconsider 
the vote whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


MRS. MARIETTA HAYES. 


The next business was the bill (S. 670) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Marietta Hayes. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
The amendment to the title was to. 
On motion of Mr. RAY of New York, a motion to reconsider 
the vote whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


CHARLES B, EADES. 


The next unfinished business on the Private Calendar was a bill | ~ On motion of Mr. RAY of New York, a motion to reconsider 


de . increase the pension of Charles B. Eades, of Hop- the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
The bill was read, as follows: JOHN C, DULL. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to on the pension subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the ion laws, the name of es B. Eades, late pri- 

K, Eleventh Kentucky ey es, and pay him a 
$24 per month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the reading of the 
he report (by Mr. Grsson) was read, as follows: 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 2307) to correct the naval 
history of John C. Dull. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was ae the third time, and passed. 

On motion o r. RAY of New York, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


JOHN P, THOMAS. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 164) granting an increase 
of pension to John P,. Thomas. 
bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here! 


SS oe De Mase and Comehened GS he Mets, ze et 


y : 
This bill to increase of of 
lage Company Ke, venth t Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, 






this soldier and death mother authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of John P. 

< documents 2 Bem to ie bis s who Thomas, late a private in Company H, Thirty-sixth lowa Volunteer infantry, 
papers, the loss of his furlough and pay him a pension of $50 per month, in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Soom a = jpaile in the | Mr. BARTLETT. What are the peculiar reasons why this 


man should receive a ean of $50 a month? 

Mr. RAY of New York. If the gentleman looks at the report 
in this case he will find that this bill increases from $12 to $5024 
month the pension of this soldier, who served from August, 1862, 
to A t, 1865. While in the service he was treated for measles 
and other diseases. His nervous system became seriously affected 
from those diseases. He was captured at the battle of Mark’s 
Mills and confined ten monthsin a rebel prison. The continuance 
of the disease contracted in the service down to the present time 
is proved. On application at the Pension Office he was granted a 
pension of $4 a month, and subsequently that pension was some- 
what increased. He is now drawing $12 a month under the act 
of June 27, 1890. He is now permanently helpless, has no prop- 
erty—no income—is wholly dependent upon his relatives for care 
and attention, which they are not able to give to him. 

He is 52 years of age. He contracted in the service disease of 
the lungs. The comrades who were with him in the war testify 
that he had measles while in the service, and this is corroborated 
by medical testimony. The examining boards rated him at $72 a 
month. He was sent from board to board, and they all said his 
disabilities had been incurred in the service in the line of duty, 
and are the result of such service and of his confinement in prison, 
They rated him at $72a month. There is an abundance of evi- 
nence—overwhelming evidence—— 

Mr. BARTLETT. But why is it he can not obtain this increase 
at the Pension Department? 

Mr. RAY of NewYork. I will come tothat point in a moment. 

Now, there is not any pretense that this man’s disabilities are not 
the result of his army service. There is no pretense of any vicious 
habits on his part. The medical referee of the Pension Bureau 
simply declined to recognize this man’s present paralysis and ab- 
solutely helpless condition as the result of his army service. The 

eree said there was no pathological connection. Well, sir, I 
ve tried during my lifetime a great many lawsuits involving 
this medical question, and I have studied medicine some. I know 
that the diseases from which this man suffered, and which were 
contracted in service, may result, and frequently do result, in 
ysis. The committee so believed. The physicians on three 
or four different boards, who have examined this man on a dozen 
different occasions, all say that those diseases have produced the 
condition now existing and from which he is now suffering. 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions are unanimons in the belie? 


to 
presumption is that his disa was of a seri- 
Seemes cae Shee neat ovitence show that he 
spaaeee and oir disaliities 
regret that officers of the Government charged with 
oS es So See hee ¥ ae 
and under b, eglect on 

the or is made 

Ww he y prosecution of 


is not of any vicious on 
disease of ys, and there is some évidencé 


eeeeenee este, 
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that all these physicians, some twelve or fifteen in number, who 
have seen and examined ‘this man personally must know as much 
about the case as the medical referee at the Pension Office; and, 

in view of the fact that nobody except the medical referee denies 
the conclusion which the circumstances of the case suggest and 
which the medical examiners support, we reported the bill favor- 
ably. And we did so the more readily in view of the fact that the 
claimant was a good soldier, that he is absolutely helpless, and that 
he has not a cent in the world and no one to care for him. It is a 
question whether this faithful old soldier shall go to the poor- 
house or receive from the Government an additional pénsion dur- 
ing the few days that he will remain on earth. 

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, I introduced this bill. The medical 
boards to which the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] has 
referred, who examined this soldier, were the board at Po d, 
Oreg., the board at McMinnville, Oreg., and boards at other places— 
most conservative boards, compos ‘of eminent physicians—and 
they gave it as their opinion that he was entitled to $72 a month. 

The question in the Department turned solely upon this fact: 
The record of the soldier’s discharge showed that he was dis 
charged for ‘‘ general debility. ” If the word “‘ nervous” had been 

used instead of ‘* general ”—if he had been discharged for “‘ nervous 
debility ” asa result of diseases contracted in the service—he would 
have been put upon the pension roll at $72 a month. 

But the record of his discharge uses the words ‘‘general de- 
bility,” not “‘nervous debility;” and it has been claimed at the 
Pension Office that ‘‘ general debility” is not necessarily traceable 
to the diseases which this man was shown to have had, that there 
is no “‘ pathological connection,” If the pension examiners could 
have connected the two circumstances, this man, as I have said, 
would be entitled to receive a pension of $72 a month. He is now 
in a pitiable condition, unable without assistance to attend to the 
wants of nature. He has no means to employ anyone to attend 
him; he is simply in this respect an object of charity. This is 
certainly a meritorious case and the bill should pass. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I have no doubt of that fact from the gen- 
tleman’s statement. The only reason I raised any question was 
because it occurred to me that this should be an extraordinary 
case to justify the —— of a pension of $50a month. I sub- 
mit that there ought to be some reform in the administration of 
the Pension Department, so that a man suffering in this way from 
diseases contracted during the war might not be compelled to re- 
sort to a special bill. I think this man ought to have been pen- 
sioned by the action of the Pension Bureau. 

The question being taken, the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

On motion of Mr. RAY of New York, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

LAURA E. DAVENPORT. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 2078) to pension Laura E. 
Davenport. 

The bill was — to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of te. RAY of New York, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

JOSEPH P. PATTON. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 1803) for the relief of Jo- 

— P. Patton. 

he bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and p: 

On motion of Mr. RAY of New York, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

MRS. CHRISTINE C. BARNARD. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 504) nting an increase 
of pension to Mrs. Christine C. Barnard, with an amendment, to 


strike out, in line 9, the word ‘‘forty,” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word ‘‘ thirty.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. RAY of New York, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

CHARLES A. NAZRO, 

The next business was the bill (S. 1603) for the relief of Charles 
A. Nazro. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place u a me nsion roll the name of Charlies 


A. Nazro, a lieutenant in Com L of the Twenty-sixth Illinois 
Infantry Volunteers, in the war of the sebeliton, at the rate of $50 per month. 


With an amendment, as follows: 


Strike out, in line 5, the words “in Com 
“IL,” and insert in lieu thereof the letter “ 


So that it will read: 
A lieutenant, F. and S., of the Twenty-sixth Illinois Infantry Volunteers. 


gee.” and strike out the letter 





Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I should like to hear the report 
read in that case. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the report, 
The report (by Mr. SamUEL W. SMITH) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bills (S, 
1603 and H. R. 1846) to increase the pension of Charles A. Nazro, which bills 
ore identical, have examined the same and the facts relating thereto, ito, and 

re pnie the Senate ba ae from $17 to $50 th the pensi 
8 ro crease ox m r mon 
This soldi ae lication ne oe Pension Basen a 
soldier an application now a mu for an 
increase of his pension which he and and his frie have been u ressin 
has beet eo diesen by 


for some time, as Se — is a oe a8 nn | that he is 
aa ce e utterly 


reason of disease and 
unable oe do any labor Tune requires constant aid and assistance, and 
entirel Spent ent upon the labor of his wife for support. The evidence 
shows that in 1a the soldier will not live — a a or two 
at the longest. © Pension Bureau has been very dila’ udica: 
this —. -_ your a comes = Rg 9 there’ sand seen 
promp on ore consen repo increasing on, to 
which increase the soldier is clearl — 
Within a few days the case has Sepertes $0 tho Buren by » 
examiner, recommen ding that further ‘omamndnaaion be had in three differen erent 
States. It is not probable that the soldier will survive to reap —~ fruits of 
these examinations, and for this reason your committee has taken action in 
the interest of what it believes justice Gelanmie. It is not suggested that fur- 
ther examination discredit any evidence on file. 


The followin is ¢ the statement of the case as shown a the papers on filo 
at the Pension 
This officer omved a0 first ——- and Seed 


Twenty-sixth Dlinois Velunbeor Infan 
Disa wee discha: = a oo. Tere ‘of 
cau 08s 
Se dee ae Schu Hs oe 


Anigast 31s, 


eye, impaired ee t right eye. 


ot 
Te: forwarding th is resignation I wealt ingly al end that i 
y be granted. This officer has been e: :. ae . 
his hutite ats since he joined me at New Madrid. sight. the result 
of an injury received in the service, he has now = rtunity, I am in- 
formed, co abroad to have examined into. It y disq him 
for duty with h ne alll 


rigin ce of his loss of sight. The evidence tends 
very strongly to show also iat as a result of his service he has suffered ever 
since with rheumatism, from which has resulted disease of heart. 
. J. P. Willard testifies as follows: 
“IT have known Charles A. Nazro for more than forty years. I know he 
wee mustered into the Sa Illinois Volunteer Infantry as first lieu- 
t, F. and 8., in the fall of 1861. On f received in the 
iw ot ‘duty, at ithe urgent tion of 
attended him, he was reluctantly obliged to commission in the 
Army in the summer of 1862 and for many months ee 


te 

vo Schuyler Hamilton also testifies to claimant having been attacked 
with rheumatism shortly after the service, which attack, he thinks, was due 
to exposure incident to arm nee 

Dr. J.C. Underw: 

“ When he came out of the Aree he had rheumatism, and has suffered from 
it ever since. = is now a complete rheumatic wreck; "suffers intensely; can 
not dress and himself; qn aoe up or sit down alone. is 
ually losing sight of his re 
pat do anys although ey de 


pany ay 7 have no interest in this case; wate = face uested by 
anyone else to e this statement. i do it because I know it to be true.” 

n 1891 he is rated niting heat disease. for loss of eye, and first grade for 
rheumatism and resulting heart 

Examination tay he Pee 5 

“ This claimant is bled from yeonanetion and sessiting heart disease 

as to be incapacitated for the performance of any manual labor.” 

lt appears that claimant is so disabled as tor re the attendance of an 
assistant, and mt on unable to do 


an 
tirely dependent on the labor of his wife for for br eupoort. "From the time of his 
wound he suffered intense pein ot at ae aan and in 
1879 his right eye became blind oping 9 restor restore ites ae surgeons re- 
moved the wounded eye, and found 6 em optic nerve a piece of 
metal, which had been festering there for an wee causing thereby the 
utter derangement of the whole nervous m. 
Claimant was penstenes at $12.75 from date of discharge, and $17 from 

Apri 3, 1 for the wound and resulting condition of his e 

In view of these facts, your committee is of the opinion that no reason ex- 
ists for any further examination in the field. No ion a es to any 
of the an a and the soldier is en to have his cls 
prompt nm either by the Bureau o That his blind- 


ness ey ate ceadeel | elplessness and inability te done for his own sup- 

rt is the result of his army service is not open to doubt. It will be noted 

t his loss of s' “ot is the result of wounds received in the service, and this 
has been admitted by the adjudications of the Pension Bureau. 


In view of these facts, your committee has no hesitation in reporting this 
bill with the vecountnentiaxion that it pass. 


The amendment was a to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and 


On motion of Mr. RAY of New York, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


ISABELLE G, DANIELS. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6211) granting a pensi 
to Isabelle G. Daniels, widow of Milton T. Daniels; with an amend- 
ment, as follows: 


Strike opt. in lines 6, 7, 8,and 9, the following: ‘‘ Who was killed in the se: rv; 
ice of the United States June 17, 1863, and to pa the said Isabelle G. Daniels 
and insert in lieu thereof the worda ‘and pay 


In line 10 strike out the words “now being paid * and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “she is now receiving.” 
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In line 9 strike out the word “thirty” and insert “twenty-four” in lieu 


> mend the title by inserting the words “an increase of” after the word 
“ granting.” 
The amendment was to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
The title of the bill was amended as recommended by the com- 
ttee. 
mon motion of Mr. RAY of New York, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill passed was ordered to lie on the table. 


WILLIAM H. KING. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 314) for the relief of Wil- 
liam H. King. 
With an amendment, as follows: 
at the end of the bill the following: 


* Provided, That no o yey allowances shall become due or payable by 
reason of the passage act.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 

On motion of Mr. RAY of New York, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 


PATRICK NADDY. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1852) removing the charge 
of desertion from the naval record of Patrick Naddy. 
With an amendment, as follows: 


és In line 3 strike out the word “war” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


navy. 
“Also ada at the end of the bill the followi . 
om i t no pay or allowances become due or payable by rea- 
son of the passage of this act." 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I should like to hear the report 
read in that case. 

The report (by Mr. PLowMAN) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 


1852) to remove the charge of desertion from the naval record of Patrick 
N y, having carefully considered the same, return it to the House with a 


favora that it be , 

The facts in the case, as pove affida on file, are as follows: Patrick 
ads was enlisted as a boy father in the United States Navy on March 
19, ; he served on board U. 8. 8. Galena, in the James River, under 

d of ore John Rogers; was ordered home to Philadelphia in 

une, 1863; was sick when he returned home and was confined to his for 
two months after his return. When he was well enough to leave his bed his 
father objected to his returning on account of his feeble condition of health. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. RAY of New York, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table, 


ELLEN DAY. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 3299) granting a pension 
to Ellen Day, stepmother of Albert L. Day. 

With an amendment, as follows: 

Tn lines 6 and 7, insert after the word “ Infantry” the words “‘and pay her 
a pension.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en 
third time; and it was aes read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. RAY of New York, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 


JOHN FOX. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1263) for the relief of 
John Fox. 
The bill was read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
instructed to cha x 


tea and the record of John Fox, a landsman of the 
. 8. 8. Queen, so as to a , “ Nativity, New York City, and a volunteer,” 
aoe as the record shows, to wit, “ Nativity, Montreal, Canada, and a 


With an amendment, as follows: 
Tn line 3, strike out ‘‘ Navy” and insert ‘“‘ War.” 
Mr. DOGKERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the report in that case 


read, 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 
The report (by Mr. CumMINGS) was read, as follows: 
Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 


__ The Committee on 
1263) for the relief of John Fox, respectfully repost it back to the House with 
a favora recommendation, amending said bill in line3 by, inserting the 


ble 
words senenetary of the Navy” in lieu of “Secretary of War. 
In support of the recommendation of your commitiee is submitted the affi- 
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davit of said John Fox, the beneficiary under this bill, and the affidavit of 
Mary Fox, the mother of said Fox, as follows: 


Crry AND County or New Yorks, ss: 


John Fox, being by me duly sworn, did declare and say as follows: I was 
born at 135 Amity street (now West Third street),in New York City, on the 
8th day of October, 1844, as evidenced by accompanying affidavit of my 
mother. On the th day of August, 1864, ther with some of my sho 
mates, when just paid off, we concluded to volunteer and go to the front in 
defense of our flag and our Union. We fell into the hands of some substitute 
broker, who took advantage of our condition. 

At the expiration of my term of enlistment, when I was honorably dis- 
charged, Ithen learned that I had served as ‘a substitute " instead of a“ volun- 
teer,”’ and that ay seers was made to appear Canada. My country needs 
the credit of maintaining its stability, and Iam inclined tosupport that theory. 
I therefore make this declaration, and ask that my record be changed soas to 
show me a volunteer and a native of New York City. one 

OHN FOX. 


Sworn and subscribed before me this 2lst day of March, 1896; and I certify 
that I have personally known John Fox from time of his birth, and know 
bs as ” his natio ty the same is true. 

SEAL. 


(Certificate filed in New York.) 





JAMES J. FERRIS, 
Notary Public, Kings County. 


Crry AND County oF New York, ss: 

Fox, 84 years or thereabouts, being by me duly sworn, declares 
on oath that she is the mother of John Fox, whose affidavit accompanies this. 
That she bore such son at 135 Amity street, in the city of New York, on the 
8th day of October, 1844. 

MARY FOX. 


Sworn and subscribed before me this 2lst day of March, 1896. 
[SEAL.] JAMES J. FERRIS, 


Notary Public, Kings County. 
(Certificate filed in New York.) 


The records of the Navy Department contain the nameof John Fox asa 
native of Canada and the word ‘‘sub” is written after his name. In the 
opinion of your committee a wrong was committed when the recruiting offi- 
cer wrote the nativity of John Fox as of Canada, and it is reasonable to sup- 
pose a similar wrong was e when he was placed on the rollsasa substitute. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, if I am not mistaken, this is the 
first bill of its kind that has ever sought passage in this House. 
This is a bill to correct the record of a substitute. Of course it is 
the initiatory ‘_o, toa pension. Now, this party enlisted 
as a substitute. @ says in that affidavit: 

We fell into the hands of some substitute broker, who took advantage of 
our condition. 

Now, as to the nativity of the man, of course that is a matter of 
no importance, whether he was from Canada, New York, or Mas- 
sachusetts, or any other part of the world. 

Mr. PAYNE. Itis probably of some importance to him whether 
he was a native of Canada or of New York. 

Mr. DOCKERY. He seems to think so, because he asks to be 
noted as from New York, and to that part of the bill I take no 
exception. But I think this is a new departure. If any gentle- 
man who has hadservice here for a number of years knows of any 
similar bill I should be glad to have it cited as a precedent, be- 
cause I am not willing, so far as my vote is concerned, to make 
this precedent. And even though a precedent can be cited, I am 
unwilling to votefor this bill. This man admits that he fell into the 
hands of a substitute broker, and that he went into the Navy asa 
substitute. 

Mr. MAHON. And is a substitute. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And was and is a substitute. 

Mr. DALZELL. And, I suppose, got paid as a substitute. 

Mr. MAHON. This might let in 20,000 other men. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I move that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the bill was indefinitely postponed. 


NICHOLAS GARDNER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4183) granting a pension 
to Nicholas Gardner. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
instructed and authorized to place on the pension roll, at the rate of $50 per 


month, the name of Nicholas Gardner, Company D, One hundred and first 
Indiana Infantry. 


With amendments as follows: 


In lines 4 and 5, strike out the words “ at the rate of $50 per month,” and 
add at the end of line 6 the words ‘‘and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 
per month.” 


Mr. DALZELL. I ask for the reading of the report in that case, 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 
The report (by Mr. SuLLOWay) was read, as follows: 


Your committee, having carefully considered this case (H. R. 4183) and all 
the evidence bearing thereon, seupecttudy report: 

The bill proposes to increase from $17 to $50 per month the pension of 
Nicholas Gardner, who served from August 18, 1362, to April 15, 1863, when 
he was honorably discharged from Company D, One hundred and first In- 
diana Volunteer Infantry. 

This soldier wep petatened at $4 per month from the date of his discharge 
to December 31, L for disease of spine incurred in and due to his Army 
service, when it was increased to $17 per month for disease of spine and re- 
— paralysis of the left arm and leg. He is totally blind, and bas been 
since 1874. He is 62 years of age and in necessitous circumstances. There is 
no person on whom he can rely for support, although he can for care. He 
has a wife and one child. 








1988 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 21, 





He claimed an increase of pension on the 


ound of his total blindn 
which he alleged to be due to Army service, 


ut not being able to establish 


this fact the application was ay Sa There is some evidence 
tending to show that the blindness may the result of the spinal trouble 
conceded to be of service origin. 


He is ae, poor, totally blind, and was 
a most faithful, brave, and loyal soldier is an exceptional case, ‘meri 
ous in every respect, and one that can not well be reached by a general law. 
His pension should be increased to a sum sufficient to make him comfortable. 
No patriotic citizen will consent that one of our country’s noble defenders, 
whose disabilities are not caused by his own wrongdoing, shall beg bread or 
languish in the almshouse. 

His condition is such that the general law would give him = 
were his disability traceable to hisarmy service. So much of it 


tori- 


r month 

ue thereto 
that we may, under the extraordinary circumstances, justly grant an increase 
to $50 per month without being accused of extravagance, and at the same 
time do a measure of justice to this old hero. 

Your committee report the bill back with the recommendation that it pass 
when amended by striking out the words “at the rate of $50 per month” in ” - 
lines 4 and 5,and by adding at the end of line 6 the words “and poy ptm 
pension at the rate of $50 per month.” Also amend the title so t it will 
read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to Nicholas Gardner.” 

We annex certain proofs which ought to be convincing. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the chairman 
of the Committee on Invalid Pensions what this man would be 
entitled to, supposing him to be totally blind, if the blindness 
could be shown to be the result of his army service? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, in reply to the gentle- 
man, my colleague from New York, I would say that this man is 
suffering from a disability that would give him $72 a month 
under the general law if the entire disability was recognized by 
the Pension Bureau as being due to his army service. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does he require the constant attendance of 
another person? 

r. RAY of New York. In answer to that, I will say that he 
has something in the natureof paralysis. He has a spinal trouble 
which renders it very difficult for him to move at all; and then, in 
addition, he is totally blind. Whether under those circumstances 
he needs the care and attendance of another person, periodically 
or uently, I leave it for my colleague to determine. I think, 
myself, if I was in that situation, I should need it. There is no 
member of the committee but was of that way of Sean Dom, | ee 
of course, there is some question whether this man’s dness 
resulted from army service. There is much good evidence thatit 
did; and still the Pension Bureau has refused to concede it. They 
have refused to give the soldier the benefit of the doubt. If there 
was no doubt on that question, he would have $72a month. He 
is poor, in necessitous circumstances. He has no person on earth 
on whom he can depend for support or to help him; and we 
thought, and still think, that it is a proper case—in view of all the 
circumstances, and not giving him the entire benefit of the doubt— 
to give him $50. He will not enjoy it a great while, and it is a 
question with him between the poorhouse and Congressional re- 
lief. We think we did what was right in this case. 

The a recommended by the Committee of the Whole 

was agr 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
= being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, an 

The title was amended in accordance with the recommendation 
of the committee. 

On motion of Mr. RAY of New York, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was jaid on the table. 


EUNICE TAYLOR. 


The next unfinished business was the bill (H. R. 90) granting a 
pension to Eunice Taylor. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre 
authorized and directed to 
month, the name of Eunice 

With an amendment, 

The amendment recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
was agreed to 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and ed. 

On motion of Mr. RAY of New York, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ELWIN A. SCUTT, 


The next unfinished business was the bill (H. R. 2246) to in- 
crease the pension of Elwin A. Scutt. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the = om the ponsion Fol, subject to the pr 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su 
pre of the ya One paams laws, the | name — 
a private in Com: One and Resiment 

Volunteer 5 ern ag A 7 a pension per month, in lieu the 


Td hae 


on now receiv 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr, Speaker, I would like to hear the Pet 
read, so as to show why this reduction was made from $30 


a month, 


of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
lace on the on roll, at the rate of $12 per 
ylor, a hospital nurse during the civil war 


by, 


The report (by Mr. CasTLE) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred House bill 2246, 
have carefully examin am, y report: 
This bill as amended p: s to increase the pension of Elwin A 
— hundred and aries a) 


of Regiment Now Yo , late a vow vate in omeene : I 
ew York Volunteer eee ised | to $24 per 
1864, to July 7186 


Sixty- fourth New York Veleueurn, and in Company 

Reserve Corps. He received in battle a gunshot wena of 

which he is now med under the general law at 
He claimed injury to the right shoulder and ue P, veumee while in the 

trenches and in the yo of the oer and which he pontnees ¢ - 

to show was ca aed any Snes svat 

was displaced from ie position by a cannon 

enemy's lines. Evidence is on file with the cane to cabohantiots ( 

claim. His claim for this i was, however, sages ected by the Pension a 

~ He was rated at $12 for the wound of foot, but this was allowed at $3 


onl 
Yous committee, after careful consideration of the y+ 


at the conclusion that he did receive a severe i =f ~ os eh t should 
and left hip while in the service and in the line of 
and now seriously disabled by reason thereof. ssoldier is ne oe ails 


incapacitated from labor by reason of these wounds to suc to such aie 
fairness and justice he should have a substantial in: 
view of the evidence produced your committee ttee believes t eon oe an increase 


eu 


$24 is only just. 

We annex hereto affidavits. of comrades that the injuries to the 
shoulder and iy received by the w the service 
and in the line uty in front of what was known as F 

The bill is therefore reported back 


with the recommenda that it 
when amended as follows: In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty” and 
in lieu thereof the word “ twenty-four.” 


STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, County of Cambria, ss: 
James O. dul 
that while se 


sworn aconrding to 
Pennsylvania V Volunteers, a fn ape One Seabees onl bes ont pert 


uring of Novem he met a 
comrade in the intrenchments near Fort ia front of Va., 
who had just been ure in the shoulder 
timber that had been 


og. OF hi o struck 
by a piece of knocked from by a she 
or shot from the enemy’s iy, ga ; that oa the a 

= them he learned t 


freien 


ree 
eeTER: 


& mem 
a t New ghanteors, t “had 
ce on noes. ay, oe and further that. he had wounded in the 
rt, freee Be Fowult of which he was nate to go with Wi a oad 


on refuge in the earthworks belisre, 
this deponent further says that he has 
that Elwin A. Scutt, now of Imlay City, 
tioned herein. 


Bide is the ite Petlgve, and 


JAMES ©. CRAMER. 
STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, County of Cambria, ss: 


Before me, the subscriber, a notary public 
caine the above-named James © Fee ren on pereh metres tice or ioe 
to the truth of the above aoe 
Witness my hand and 2a seal, at Johnstown, said county and State, 
this 7th day of March, 
(SHAL.] A. MONTGOMERY, Notary Public. 
AvsTIN, PA., January 19, 1888, 
Mr. Scurr. 
DEAR COMRADE: Mavinros mn peer naene tn Ss alee ans eating 
to the cireumstance of your hurt falling on you from the 
in front of Fort be: bya rebel — 
I did not see the t on, but can not cal to memory all 
ing over -two XS cottine since. to onion 
ments made on the reer: s getting My company was 


far from yours at 
I remain, yours in F., *o., and L., 
RANK REYNOLDS. 


F 
Com: 7%, Rewh eee 
pan i Heavy 


5 Scu te, I, One h 
a ale eae Yom Yosaatsas Wetess Cocoa Se 
fourth New York Veteran Volunteers. ] 
LANSING, Micu., February 11, 1396. 
STATE OF MICHIGAN, County of Ingham, ss: 
In relation to the abovo-entitled claim for "lio, in to tatrenet 
E, 


oath, as follows, to wit: = or about Novem 
in front of Petersburg, while serving as - 
fourth Regiment New York Vete Volentocte I te an injury to ny 
res ey ae ond left hip in the following manner: The U: t in 
inity were e in an artillery skirmish with tae enemy, 


ae a ma shot oo the naine — = dislodged s) from our aseewerts, 
hich came in contact oulder, crushin, 
the earth, there Sook oer cheites hal dace caiece 
wih sare eka a or tee omen me 
e e of rece 

command, and having been take n directly Spent ior 
never returning to my former regiment (Sixty- New Yoh and ng 
ha may eee with the comrades among Iwas when 

nave a Se peesnes sufficient oveneaee to 
om meee of some, the unkn 


of the Pension Pures mange 
bouts of oth the = time eae ad 
tion to puctees only trathfa ence, I can not furnish any 
mony ELWIN A. SCUTT. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me oe llth day of Fe 
acquainted wi 


reer, 1896; 
that [am ith said deponent, Elwin Beutt, 
Ms him to be trathful an and veracious, and that credence should be 


mani ts. 
a GEO. C. PRESLEY, Notary Public. 


Elwin A. Seu 
SS 
LANSING, Mrcn., December 10, 1895. 


Enlisted August 81,1862. Wounded by gunshot in right ankle November 
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mon Discharged by reason of said w: —y 
— — 1864. Received an inj to right shoulder and left 
hip in the follo manner: Was in the intrenchiments “in front of Peters- 


burg” uring an artless bombardment. A shot or shell from the enemy’s 
guns ae a piece of from the top of the breastworks on me, which 
caused the injuries from which I am now suffering to the extent of total dis- 
abilit oe manual labor. 


At 
md, which had recently broken out, and was not with my regim 
onich during the preceding t its position, tanieet me in 
camp alone, and in the — h — ae of a om and 
among strangers nD inj who sent me e ital, from 
whi = erred tothe Veteran Reserve Corps without 
returning to my command, which is the cause of my inability to furnish suf- 
tisfy the Pension Department of the justness of my 
on. 
Pension Commissioner, however, acknowl] the receipt of suffi- 
t testimony and evidence to show that my disability is total, and that 
under the “ dependent pension bill” I would be entitled to $12 per month. 
Knowing that I am justly entitled to at least four times that amount, and 
have been for the last pestiey ears, I can not humiliate myself to make 
another Se © Pension Bureau; hence my appeal to Con- 
gress to ustice to me. 
I eee al an original affidavit of a comrade who saw me immedi- 
ately after I was injured. e original should be on file in the Pension Office. 
It is the only one I have been able to produce. 


I have the honor to be, gentlemen, 
Very respectfully, or obedient servant, 


The CoMMITTER ON INVALID PENSIONS. 


Mr. PAYNE. I can see why this pension ought to be in- 
creased from the statements e in the report of the committee, 
but I do not understand why the committee did not make it $30 
instead of $24. I would like to have the matter explained to the 
House, if the oe who reported the bill is present. 

Mr. GIBSON. Do not let us waste time. 

aes PAYNE. Six dollars a month is worth a good deal to the 
soldier. 

Mr. RAY of New York. This bill was introduced, Mr. Speaker, 
by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Samur. W. Samir] and 


ELWIN A. SCUTT. 


the beneficiary resides in his district. In increasing this pension 
to $24 we necessarily overruled a decision made at the Pension 


Bureau, and we took new evidence and considered evidence that 
had not been presented at the Bureau. The gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. SamvueL W. SMITH] was able to give us consider- 
able information, and after a oo discussion of the matter 
and a comparison of yiews Mr. Samira himself was willing to con- 
cede that a month in t is case is fair and just, in view of the 
rates we had given in othe similar cases, and that it isa rule that 
should be adhered to by the committee, and that $24 was proper 
in this case in order that the action of the committee might be 
consistent throughout in reporting various bills. The man is un- 
doubtedly suffering from a disability where no wrong could be 
done to the Government if he should draw a pension of $30 a 
month. The Committee on Invalid Pensions in reporting these 
bills has been desirous that its work be so conservative, reasona- 
ble, and just that it shall not be open to criticism, at least not to 
deserved criticism. 

Mr. PAYNE. Do I understand the gentleman to state that 
new evidence was brought out before the committee that was not 
filed with the Pension Office? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Iso stated. 

Mr. PAYNE. Did that evidence disclose a case that if it were 
considered in the Pension Office would have given this man a 


pension? 

Mr. RAY of New York. I do not think it would. I do not 
think they would have changed their determination. 

Mr. PAYNE. How is it that this evidence was accessible to 
the committee and was not accessible to the Commissioner of 
Pensions? What reason was given why the soldier did not go 
there in the first place with that evidence? 

Mr. RAY of New York. It was probably the fact that this evi- 
dence, additional evidence, did not go to the Pension Office owing 
to the neglect of a pension attorney, a neglect for which the sol- 
dier is in no way nsible. 

Mr. PAYNE. Ithink that is all true, and still I do not think 
the House ought to be made a sort of court of appeals in such 
cases. I think in the first place the soldier ought to exhaust his 
evidence before the Commissioner of Pensions, and have a decision 


upon that. 

Mr. RAY of New York. The soldier did exhaust his evidence 
before the Commissioner, but much of it there filed was in such a 
, defective state that it led undoubtedly to the rejection of 
his claim. Before we took up the case we required that evidence 
to be made plainer, and clearer, and some additional evidence 

ven, so we should be satisfied that the bill ought to pass. 
y times, owing to technical defects in the evidence, the lack 
of some link in the chain of legal evidence, the Pension Bureau 
denies a pension. 

Now, when such evidence is sufficient, when aided by evidence 
not strictly of a legal nature, to enable us to say that we are morally 
certain that the fact sought to be established exists, when we are 
morally certain, or fully satisfied, that the missing link is there, 


: 


Fa 


that it exists, or that the fact did exist, then we overlook the 


defect in or want of legal evidence. 
case, 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. RAY of New York, a motion to reconsider 
the vote whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


SAMUEL L. BUSICK. 


_The next unfinished business on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 1039) to grant a pension to Samuel L. Busick. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel L. 
Busick, a teamster in Quartermaster's Department, and grant him a pension 
of $12 per month, for wounds received in battle. 

Mr. DALZELL. I call for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. WARNER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1039) granting a pension to Samuel L. Busick, have carefully considered the 
same, and respectfully report: 

bill proposes to pension, at $12 per month, Samuel L. Busick, of 
7 who served as teamster and private soldier and was wounded in 
tle. 

The evidence on file insupport of the bill shows that Samuel L. Busick is 55 
years old; that he was regularly employed by the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment of the United States Army at St. Louis, Mo., in February, 1864, as a 
teamster and sent to Little Rock, Ark.; that while acting as a teamster in 
that tof the Army commanded by General Steele on the Red River, in 
1864, his team was captured and he was placed in the ranks of an infantr 
regiment, in which he fought as a private soldier in three engagements wit 
the enemy, in one of whic meses he received a gunshot wound in his 
upper right arm, which has disabled him from performing more thau one- 
half the labor he otherwise would have been able to perform; that he con- 
tracted rheumatism in the service, from which he is still suffering, and that 
he was honorably discharged as ateamster from the service on the 13th day 
of September, 1564. He has no pensionable status at the Bureau, and the 
committee respectfully recommend that the bill do pass, when amended by 
inserting the word “ pay” in lieu of the word “* grant,” in line 6. 

Mr. DALZELL. I do not know whether there is any precedent 
for a case of this kind. It appears by the report that the man was 
not an enlisted man. He was a teamster and was not in the regu- 
lar service at all. If there is any such precedent, it seems to me 
that it should be a very strong case. I would like to hear from 
the gentlemen of the committee. _ 

Mr. RAY of New York. We did not look for precedents; woe 
looked at what hedid. Three several times he shouldered a musket 
and went into the ranks and fought as a private soldier—he so 
fought in three battles. , 

r. MAGUIRE. Then he should be pensioned as a soldier and 
not as a teamster. 

Mr. DOCKERY. He could not be pensioned as a soldier be- 
cause he was not a soldier, although he did the duty of a soldier. 
I want to say, however, in reply to the statement of the chairman, 
or as supplemental to it, that service in battle has always been 
considered as equivalent to mustering into service. 

Mr. WARNER. At this time in the West it was the practice 
or halt for the Quartermaster’s Department to employ citizen 
teamsters. They were not mustered into the service as enlisted 
men, but were carried on the rolls of the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment. This man was employed as a teamster. His team was 
taken from him, and he was placed in the ranks as a private sol- 
dier, but was not mustered in, and he fought in three engagements. 
He received a gunshot wound above the elbow that half incapac- 
itated him. Hecontracted rheumatism in the service that disabled 
him, and there is abundant and competent evidence of these facts. 
He was afterwards regularly discharged from the service by the 
Quartermaster’s Department that employed him. He fought as 
a private soldier, and the fact that he was not regularly enlisted 
and mustered in is no reason why he should not be pensioned, 
The case does not come within the rules laid down by the general 
pension law, and for that reason it should be taken care of by 
this Congress. __ 

Mr. DINGLEY. Would it not be well to have included in the 
bill some words showing the reason for the pension? 

Mr. RAY of New York. The report will be considered in con- 
nection with the bill. 

_ Mr. DINGLEY. I think the bill ought to show on the face of 
it the reasons for granting a pension. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I would like to say that the report 
shows that he was placed in the ranks of an infantry regiment in 
which he fought as a private soldier in three engagements with 
the enemy, in one of which he received a gunshot wound in his 
upper right arm which has disabled him from performing more 
than one-half the labor he otherwise would have been able to 


That is substantially this 


perform. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The report is all right; but the real record 
that will be consulted hereafter is the bill. 

Mr. GIBSON. I will say to the gentleman from Maine that the 
bill itself shows on its face that he is pensioned ‘‘for wounds re 
ceived in battle.” 
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Mr. DINGLEY. Then it is all right. 
words read. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I think I shall have to disagree with 
my colleague on the conimittee. 

Mr. GIBSON. I have the bill right before me, and I think I 
can pass a civil-service examination on reading. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RAY of New York. I will read the bill: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel L. 
Busick, a teamster in quartermaster's department, and grant him a pension 
of $12 per month, for wounds received in battle. 

Mr. GIBSON. Exactly; that is my statement. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I was looking at another bill. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. That shows him to have been a 
soldier. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. RAY of New York, a motion to reconsider 
the vote whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

SARAH A, BLAZER. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 1944) to grant a pension to 
Sarah A. Blazer. 

The amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House was agreed to. 

The bill as amended wasordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read a third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. RAY of New York, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


WILLIAM WARNER. 


The,next business was the bill (H. R. 1306) increasing the pen- 
sion of William Warner to $72 a month. 

The amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The amendment to the title of the bill, as reported from the 
Committee of the Whole House, was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. RAY of New York, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table, 


JAMES H. BLAKEMAN, 


The next business was the bill (H. R.3184) granting an increase 
of pension to James H. Blakeman. 
The amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House was read. 


Mr. PAYNE. I should like to hear the report in this case. 

The report was read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. RAY of New York, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


MRS. WELTHA POST-LEGGETT. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 2349) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Weltha Post-Leggett. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the general pension laws, the name of Mrs. Weltha Post- 
Leggett, widow of Maj. Gen. Mortimer D. Leggett, at tne rate of $75 per 
month. 


The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House were read, as follows: 


Strike out “seventy-five,” in line 7. and insert “fifty.” 

After “ Leggett,” in line 7, insert “‘and pay her a pension.” 

Amend the title of the bill soas to read: “A bill granting a pension to Mrs, 
Weltha Post-Leggett.” 


Mr. PAYNE. Unless some gentleman will explain this bill, I 
should like to hear the report read. 
The report (by Mr. WARNER) was read, as follows: 


Your committee, having carefully considered this bill, report as follows: 

(1) The bill as amended proposes to pension, at $50 permonth, Weltha Post- 
Leggett. of Cleveland, Ohio, widow of Maj. Gen. Mortimer D. Leggett, who 
served with honor and special distinction in the United States Army (volun- 
teer service) during the late civil war. 

(2) The service of General Leggett was, as shown by the official records, as 
follows: 

Mortimer D. Leggett was mustered into service as lientenant-colonel 
Seventy-cighth Ohio Infantry Volunteers, to date December 18, 1861, to serve 
three years, and is regarded by the Department as having been mustered 
into service as colonel of the same regiment, to date January 21, 1862. 

He was commissioned brigadier-general of volunteers April 15, 1863, to 
rank from November 26, 1862, and accepted the commission May 10, 1863. He 
was brevetted major-general of United States Volunteers, to date September 
1, 1864, “‘ for long and continuous service and for gallantry and competency 
as an officer during the Atlanta and Savannah Sens, was appointed 
major-generai of volunteers August 21, 1865, to rank from same date, and ac- 
—" the appointment August 22, 1865. . ; 

e is reported present with his regiment, Goventy cighth Ohio Infantry 
Volunteers, from date of muster in to November, 1862; in command of the 
Second Brigade, Third Division, Thirteenth Army Corps, from November to 


I did not hear those 












December, 1862; incommand of Second Brigade, Third Division, Seventeenth 
Army Corps, from December, 1862, toJanuary 3, 1863; in command of the First 
Brigade, same division and co June 3 to November, 1863, and in command 
of the Third Division, Seventeenth Army Corps, from November. 1863, to July 
18, 1845, except that he is reported absent with leave April 11, to May, 1863, and 
March to April, 1864, inclusive, and absent sick August to September, 1864, and 
from January 28, 1865, to March, 1865. It also appears that on January 24, 
1865, he was assigned to the temporary command of the Seventeenth Army 
Corps. 

He was ordered home, to report by letter, wae 18, 1865; was ordered to 
report to the commanding officer, Department of the Ohio. July 28, 1865, and 
was ordered to the district of Ohio for assignment August 14, 1865. 

He tendered his resignation September 1, 1865, on account of his services 
being no longer needed by the Government, and his resignation was accepted 
in special orders from the Department, dated September 28, 1865. 

These services were especially distinguished and meritorious. He was 
wounded five times in as many different battles, and also suffered from dis- 
ease contracted in the service, and this caused his death. He took part in 
more than a score of severe battles, and twice, when severely wounded, 
remained on the field and in active command until the close of the engage- 
ment. He only left the Army when his services were no longer needed. io 
died January 6, 1896, leaving his widow, Weltha Post Leggett. 

(3) Weltha Post Leggett, the widow, is now advanced in {ae a most 
deserving on and in necessitous circumstances. General Leggett died 
insolvent; his home was mortgaged to its full value, and the insurance upon 
his life was pledged to and taken by his creditors. 
or property in her own right. 
for support. 

This grateful country can not afford to let the widow of this gallant and 
meritorious officer, who periled his life for his country, was five times 
wounded in battle, and who was ever where duty called, go through life an 
oa - charity. It is certain she can not supply her necessities by her 

aily toil. 

The maximum pension allowed by general law in cases where death was 
due to service is $30 per month. The same rate is allowed to lieutenant- 
colonels and all above that grade. 

It is contrary to the policy of this committee to exceed these rates, and we 
only recommend it in exceptional cases of rare merit and necessity. While 
there are precedents for much higher rates in like cases, we can not consent to 
be guided bythem. Yourcommittee isof opinion that, in view of the fact that 
the widows of lieutenant-colonels are allowed a pension of $30 a month; that 
this officer was a major-general, and that his services were especially distin- 
guished and meritorious; that the widow has no property or means of sup- 
pork aside from what may be given her by this bill, that the maximum fixed 

y law in cases where death is due to the service may properly be exceeded. 

As this committee regards this an exceptional case and one where the 
Pension Bureau is without power to afford adequate and merited relief, and 
there is no question of her pensionalh'e status, it will not require an applica- 
tion there in the first instance. 

We therefore recommend that the bill be amended by striking out the 
words “seventy-five,” in line 7, and inserting in lieu thereof the word “fifty,” 

tt,” in line 7, insert the words “and pay her a 


and after the word * Le 
: “A bill granting a pension to 


The widow has no estate 
She has no relatives upon whom she can rely 


nsion."’ Amend the title so it will read 
rs. Weltha Post Leggett.” 


ARMY AND Navy Posi, No. 187, 
DEPARTMENT OF Onto, G. A. R., 
Cleveland, Ohio, April 13, 1896. 

Whereas we learn that a bill is pending in Congress granting a pension to 
the widow of Gen. M. D. Leggett, late a comrade of this post, and knowing 
the circumstances in which Mrs. Leggett is placed by the death of her illus- 
trious husband: Therefore, 

Resolved, That Army and weve, Post, No. 187, Department of Ohio, Grand 
Army of the Republic, respectfully but urgently petition Congress to grant 
her a pension to the maximum amount named in the bill. 
Resolved, That our Representatives from the Twentieth and Twenty-first 
districts, and the Senators from Ohio, be requested to use their best endeav- 
ors to promote the passage of the bill. 
Resolved, That copies of these resolutions be mailed to Senators John 
Sherman and Calvin 8. Brice, and Representatives T. E. BurTON and C. B, 


BEACH. 
Attest: 8. P. MOUNT, Adjutant. 


Tue STATE OF ONTO, Cuyahoga County, ss: 


Before me,a notary public, personally pepeared J. Kent Sanders, M. D., 

who, being duly sworn upon his oath, says that he is a practicing Seen 

and ty residing in the city of Cleveland, Ohio, and as such was in charge 

of Gen. M. D. Leggett during hislast illness. His illness began on January 1, 

1896, his death occurring on January 6, 1896. The cause of his death was 

cerebral apoplexy, superinduced by arterio-sclerosis, due f = are to 
e lost a 


chronic pyemia from a wound in the right side from which b, and 
which was received in the civil war. e has known General Leg; +4 per- 
m occa- 


analy and as his physician for ten years, and has prescribed for 
y 


during that time. 
J. KENT SANDERS. 
Sworn to before me and subscribed in my presence this —— day of Janu- 


y, A. D. 1898. 
or tamAL.j H. H. JOHNSON, Notary Public. 


THE STATE OF On10, Cuyahoga County, ss: 


Before me, a notary public in and for the above county and State, person- 
ally appeared Peter M. Hitchcock, who, upon his oath, says that he was @ 
lieutenant in the United States Army, and was closely associated with Gen. 
M. D. Leggett during the war, and kept up his tance with him until 
his death, which occurred on January 6, 1896; that he is also acquainted with 
Mrs. Weltha P. Leggett, the widow of General Leggett, and has known her 
since her marriage with General Leggett, on the day of Jan , 1879; 
that she is still the widow of Genera’ ett; that General Leggett left an 
estate that was entirely insolvent, he having substantially no property ex- 
cept a homestead, upon which there were mortgages for more than its value; 
that he left to his widow a part of an insurance upon his life, by which, with 
the aid of friends, she hopes to save the homestead or a part of it; that she 
has no other source of income whatever, and no prospects of receiving 
finanical aid from other sources, and that she is and will be unable, as I be- 
lieve, to maintain herself by her personal exertions. And further deponent 


ith not. 
ete PETER M. HITCHCOCK. 
Sworn to ee me and subscribed in my presence this 14th day of Jan- 


uary, A. D. 1 
H. O. JONES, Notary Public. 


sional 


(SEAL. ] 
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The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments from the Committee of the Whole House. 
Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask what committee 


rted this bill. ; ‘ 

Mtr. RAY of New York. The Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I thought that the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions had established a rule to which they were going 
to adhere on this subject; and some time ago I took occasion to 
highly commend the committee for their action in that direction; 
because, however much gentlemen on this floor may attempt to 
convince themselves that public sentiment is in favor of running 
wild upon the pension system, they can not convince the country 

that fact. 
othe argument used by the committee in this case might be a 
strong one to be used in defense of the repeal of the present law 
granting a pension of but $30 a month to the widow of a major- 

neral. But if these unequal conditions do exist, and if these 
Sictinctions should be made, as this committee seems to urge 
strongly in their report, then I think it should become their duty 
not to single out an individual woman and give her a pension of 
$50 a month, but to have the courage of their convictions and 
come before Congress and the country with the proposition that 
a line should be drawn in dealing with the widows of officers; 
that the widow of a lieutenant-colonel should receive $30 a month, 
the widow of a brigadier-general $40 or $50 a month, as the com- 
mittee may see fit to pro , and the widow of a major-general a 
still higher amount. It is an act of injustice to a great many other 
widows to pick out in this way the case of one widow and grant 
her an abnormal amount of money. 

The committee urge the celebrity of General Leggett as an offi- 
cer of the Union Army. Permit me to say, Mr. Speaker, that I 
have read and reread with interest the history of the late rebellion; 
I had the pleasure or the misfortune of serving three years myself 
in the Union Army; yet Iam obli to state—perhaps I ought 
not to admit it—that I never heard of General Leggett until to- 
day. Surely General Leggett’s name is not written in the history 
of the late rebellion side by side with the names of those who 
should be pointed to as special marks for the commendation of the 

ple of this country. Surely 100,000 others did as much to save 
is country from destruction as General Leggett. 

I have always been op to this character of pensions. I 
shall remain op to them until Con shall cease to pass 
this species of vicious special pension legislation, 

There is no warrant for the of this bill, none whatever. 
While it might possibly have existed from the sympathetic stand- 
point, when we pensioned the widows of those who had become 
preeminent as the commanders of army corps or of armies them- 
selves, yet the simple fact that a man during the closing days of 
the rebellion received a brevet rank or was promoted to a rank in 
which there was a vacancy is no reason why you should pick out 
his widow and accord to her the same privilege that you have ac- 
corded those whose services were more marked in the late war. 

It is but a step, Mr.S er, from one case to another. Itis but 
astep from the case of one widow to that of another. General 

ant, General Sherman, General Sheridan, General Hancock, 
eral Sedgwick, and so on down the line, until you shall include 
every man who wore two stars or one star upon his shoulder. I 
say the line of demarkation between the one next highest in order 
of merit and the one next below is so faint that you can scarcely 
rates it, and in the granting of the case that preceded it per- 
ps we find a precedent and a warrant for the granting of the 
one below it. But where are you going to stop, Mr. Speaker? 

I was told during the last Congress that we had about cleaned 
up the cases of the widuws of generals of the late war. Yet, Mr. 
Speaker, unless Congress sets its foot dewn they will continue to 
come long after you and I, sir, have been covered by 6 feet of 
earth. I stand, Mr. Speaker, where I have always stood. I be- 
lieve we should confine ourselves to the law. the law is not 
sufficiently generous, then let us extend the law; but do not pick 
out individuals who may have friends in this body to urge their 
claims and consider them and let many others remain, waiting 
and silent, until the resurrection day. 

I do not believe that simply because of the fact that a man 
oeves as a major-general or a brigadier-general his widow is en- 

tled to any more consideration at the hands of this body than as 
though that man performed his full duty as a private in the ranks, 
and I say again, Mr. Speaker, I hoped when the gentleman was 

at the head of the committee and after the resolutions were 

opted, that we had at last reached that point when Congress 
would put its foot down and go no further. ‘‘Oh,” but they say, 
“you can not put your foot down all at once.” No, you can not 

t your foot down so long as you let one case in, and it is no 
hander to put your foot down to-day than it will be to put it down 

morrow or one year from ods 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. en e 

is g 


er, ane from California 
(Mr. Loup] says that in his readin 


the history of the war he 


— 


never read of General Leggett. His reading must have been very 
superficial. He had better read that history again, and he had 
better begin with a primer, such as is adapted to the lowest pri- 
mary grades, and not with a book of the size for grown men. 

I may safely say without contradiction that the service of Gen- 
eral Leggett, next to that of General Logan, was more notable 
than that of any officer in the volunteer service in the late war. 
He was the intimate friend of General Grant. He was associated 
with Logan in his campaigns, and it gives a pathetic glamour to 
the life of both to know that in the last days of General Logan’s 
life, when the delirium was coming upon him, when he knew that 
he was going into the dark valley, he repeated one name, and 
that was the name of General Leggett, and he had the impression 
that in the chamber of death General Leggett was near him. 

The report which has been read shows what General Leggett’s 
service was. He was engaged in twenty battles, was five times 
wounded, pluckily staying on the field twice after receiving severe 
wounds. e have given $75 and $100 a month to the widows of 
men whose military service was not a tithe that of General Leg- 
gett’s, even though his record is so unfortunate that the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. Loup], in his evidently very limited 
reading, can come before the House and say he has not heard of 
it. Shall you draw the line on this widow, shall you draw the 
line on this man, whose service was so meritorious? The commit- 
tee made arule, it is true, but that rule in this case would be more 
honored in the breach than in the observance. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Permit me to say to the gentleman 
that that is a mistake, both on the part of the gentleman from Cal- 
ifornia [ Mr. tes Sas on the part of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Burton]. e committee have made no rule against such 
a case as this. They have made no rule that they have broken. 

Mr. BURTON. Iam glad to hear it. 

Mr. RAY of New York. They did not make any rule that is 
violated here. 

Mr. BURTON. In making the statement I took my cue from 
the gentleman from California [Mr. Loup]. 

Mr. RAY of New York. He is mistaken. 

Mr. BURTON. It seems he was in error in that statement, as 
well as very incompletely informed as to the military record of 
General Leggett. I think it is taking a serious step backward to 
say in this case that this House shall go back on its record in all 
cases of meritorious service. General Leggett had an unexcelled 
military record. Shall you show to him and to his widow less 
consideration than you have shown to others whose services were 
not nearly so meritorious? Shall you say to the soldiers who 
served with him that his widow shall be cut down to the pittance 
of twenty or thirty dollars a month when others far behind 
him, far less meritorious in service, are receiving $75 and $100 a 
month? 

I know somewhat of the circumstances of this widow. She 
was the a of a wealthy family. Her father failed some 
years ago and is now almost penniless and very much advanced 
in years. I knew the circumstances of General Leggett at the 
time of his death. The great military qualities that made him a 
os soldier, the bravery and courage that enabled him to lead 

is men did not make him a good financier, and he died leaving 
nothing to his widow, so that while having occupied an excellent 
social position, while having lived in some degree of luxury, and 
having enjoyed every comfort, his widow has been left in almost 
necessitous circumstances. It is not very much that is asked for 
her. Seventy-five dollars a month was asked in the bill. Fifty 
dollars is all the committee reported. This bill passed the Senate 
and was brought before the last House, but on coming up here, 
under exception, went out. This woman’s husband died two years 
ago. Do not refuse her this miserable pittance of $50 a month, 
which seems small in contrast with the provision that this House 
has regularly been making in cases far less deserving. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. Loup] had based his opposition to this bill upon the 
usual ground upon which he has opposed so many others, I should 
not have felt called upon to reply. But when he puts it upon the 

ound that General Leunett was not entitled, or that his widow 

ollowing him, by virtue of his great service, is not entitled, tothe 
generous consideration of the House, I feel called upon, as one 
who knew General Leggett in his lifetime, to say a very few words 
in answer to that proposition. 

Mr. LOUD. If the gentleman will allow me right there, I wish 
to state that I oppose this pension upon general grounds. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I understand that is the po- 
sition the gentleman takes, but I understood him also to disparage, 
so far as his own knowledge went, at least, the military record of 
General Leggett. I did not understand that he assailed him, but 
he did not seem to understand him as I did. 

General Leggett was one of the most accomplished of the vol- 
untary soldiers of the war. He wasa man of ability. He was @ 
lawyer. He went into the Army early, served in it all through 























the war, and came out a major-general, who had commanded a 
division of troops under the immediate eye first of Grant and after- 
wards of Sherman. He was an accomplished soldier, a soldier far 
above the average, almost up to the very topmost achievement of 
any voluntary soldier of the war. In point of excellence of mili- 
tary attainment he was the equal of John A. Logan. He did not 
have the same opportunities that Logan had, or I doubt not in 
point of the great characteristics of Logan he would have been 
quite his equal. Coming home from the war, he engaged in the 
pursuit of his profession. He was Commissioner of Patents. 
Afterwards he lost his property. I saw him a few months before 
his death. He told me then of the calamities that had come upon 
him, and I, in common with all the men in Ohio who knew him, 
felt that he had a claim, if any man had, upon the generosity of 
his Government. 

I put it upon the ground of the destitution of this widow. I 
put it upon the ground of the great claim of her husband, and Iam 
not willing, if I can prevent it, that there shall be a discrimina- 
tion made that shall put this widow upon a different footing from 
that upon which the House has so often placed the widows of 
officers of this grade. 

Mr. TONGUE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Just a moment, and then I will answer it. 
He was not an officer of the Regular Army. He had not drawn 
the pay of an officer of the Regular Army during all of these years; 
but he belonged to that great body of men who came to the rescue 
of this Government, and who furnished the men who to-day are 
at the head of the Army, at the head of the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral’s“Department, and in a very few days will be at the head of 
the Adjutant-General’s Department. It is a recognition of the 
great body of the volunteer soldiers who saved the Union, and I 
am not willing that a discrimination shall here obtain against the 
claim of this widow. Now, what does the gentleman desire to 
ask me? 

Mr. TONGUE. I have obtained the information from the gen- 
tleman’s colleague. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote! ”] 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, before the vote is taken 
upon this bill I desire that the House shall understand the posi- 
tion of the Committee on Invalid Pensions with regard to widows 
and widows’ pensions and the reason for its action in this case. 

How it is with other members of this committee I do not know, 
but the chairman of this committee is perfectly able to contend 
against the wiles and the charms of widows. e have done so 
thus far, and my observation is that the other members of the 
committee are able to withstand the wiles and charms of widows. 

We have before our committee something over 100 bills asking 
to increase the pensions of widows of general officers on the sole 
ground of the rank and service of the husband. Others are pend- 
ing based on the necessitous circumstances of the claimant. 

The last class come poorly clad and they plead their poverty as 
a reason for asking an increase, and that class has been gladly 
heard; and whenever their case is deserving and meritorious we 
shall report their bill gladly and grant such an increase as we 
believe they deserve. When widows come asking an increase of 
pension to enable them to maintain the style and position in oon 
they occupied prior to the death of their husbands, and when it 
appears that they have property sufficient to give them a reason- 
able support, they will be turned away. This has been the policy 
of this committee, and it will continue tobe our policy. No widow 
will be granted a pension or an increase of pension simply upon the 
fact that her husband did noble and meritorious service during 
the late civil war. 

Now, what are the circumstances of this case? General Leg- 
gett performed services as a soldier that have written his name 
upon the scroll of fame, and it will never be effaced. No citizen 
of this Republic who has read the history of the late civil war can 
have failed to note the meritorious and distinguished services of 

this general. In five different battles when he was sustaining the 
flag of his country he was shot and seriously wounded. Once or 
twice he was so disabled that he was unable to perform further 
duty. Once when he was so disabled that any ordinary man 
would have left the field, he remained at his post. From these 
wounds received in battle, and from other disabilities incurred in 
service, he eventually died. So that here is presented the case of 
the widow of a major-general who lost his life from diseases and 
wounds contracted in the service. 

Mr.LOUD. Willthe gentleman yield to me for a question there? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman states as an emphatic proposition 
that this man died as the result of service. Now, would not that 
entitle his widow to a pension of $30 under the present law? 

Mr. RAY of New York. I had not got to that statement, but 
was about to come to it. 














































applied for a poet 

r. RAY o 
turbed spirit for a few moments, I will try and inform him. 
had reached the point in my statement that this was a case in 































end his no 
five years ago, will ultimately deprive him of his life. That is 
something we see every day—an old soldier, seemingly sound, car- 
rying a bullet with him, or a bullet wound; it breaks out and 
ends his life. A sent read here to-day says of an old soldier 
that he carried a spli 


and then the eye suppurated and he lost 
and on that ground we granted him an increase of pension. 


Mr, LOUD. I therefore ask the gentleman why she had not 
New York. If the gentleman will quiet his per 
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which, under the general law, as I understand it, the widow ig 
entitled to $30 a month. 


Now, I do not suppose that my brave and valiant friend h 


by my side, Major WARNER, who introduced and reported this 
bill, is ashamed of his attitude or position in the matter. It has 
been customary heretofore in many instances to stand upon the 
floor of this House, announce that a man was a major-general in 
the late civil war, ask a pension for his widow of a hundred dol- 
lars a month, and it has been granted without any further cere- 
mony. The Committee on Invalid Pensions has established an 
entirely different rule. If this woman had good health, and if 
she had property to enable her to live and to care for herself, she 
would never have a pension one penny above $30 a month from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. We required proof,and had 
proof unquestionable, first, that she is the widow; second, that 
General Leggett died of disease and wounds contracted in the 
service; third, of the poverty of the widow. 


He had lived in g style in the city of Cleveland. When he 


died he had considerable property in his name, but it was mort- 
gaged. He had insurance on his life, but that life insurance had 


n pledged to creditors; and so, when this brave old general wag 


laid away in his grave by reason of wounds and $s con- 
tracted in the service, the creditors came in and swept away all 
the property that he had. Friends have stepped in and have 
save 

which the widow lived. She is not in g health. She is not 
able to perform manual labor; and in view of all these facts and 
circumstances your committee do believe and did believe that it 
is a case where we can justly and conscientiously go above $30 a 
month, and increase it to $50, upon the same riguee 1 that when 
we find an old soldier or the widow of a private so! 
circumstances we can and do go above the rate that the law gives 


irrespective of the amount of a the soldier’s widow has. 
Mr. LOUD. How old was General Lege when he died? 
cal 


from sale on foreclosure of the mortgage on it the house in 


dier in needy 


Mr. RAY of New York. Well, now, n not tell at this mo- 


ment. 

Mr. LOUD. The fact that he lived thirty-five years after the 
war might perhaps have some weight to show that he did not die 
of a disease contracted in the service. 


Mr. RAY of New York. The fact that a man received wounds 


in battle or contracted diseases and then lives thirty or thirty-five 
years after the war is no evidence that he did not die ultimately 
from diseases there contracted and wounds there received. Sworn 
medical evidence established in this case fully that the soldier died 
of disease and wounds. Now, I want to call attention to that 
magnificent man in this House, General HENDERSON, of Iowa, who 
lost his leg in battle, as I understand, and suffered amputation. 
He went for thirty-odd years on the stump of that limb, and now 
you know that once or twice a year, sometimes not so often and 
sometimes oftener, that wound breaks out; and once or twice 
since I haye been here he has suffered reamputation of that limb. 


It is sapping the life, and if something else does not come in to 
le career earlier, that wound, received in battle thirty- 


nter of iron in his - for over eleven years, 
e sight of both of them, 


I tell my friend from California that it is not a light matter to 


go through life with wounds received in battle, even if they do 
=< to be healed. I have sufficiently explained the reason 
why—— 


Mr. LOUD. How many legs did this man lose? 
Mr. RAY of New York. How many legs—— 
Mr. LOUD. Let us get back to the Leggett case and not try 


the Henderson case. 


Mr. RAY of New York. He lost his life because of wounds 
received in battle. 

Mr. LOUD. That is an assumption. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Five different times was he shot down 
in actual battle, fighting for his country. There is no dispute 
about that, and the wounds ultimately ended his life. The re- 
port so states; the evidence is on file, and it isan open book for 
anyone who desires to read. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in view of these facts, which I trust are satis- 
factory to every old soldier, satisfactory.to every man who served 
on the other side in the civil war, and which ought to be satisfac- 
tory to every member of this House, whether a soldier or not, I 
ask that this bill without further objection pass this House. 
[Cries of ‘* Vote!” ‘* Vote!”] 

The committee amendment was agreed to. : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and ‘a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 

The amendment to the title was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. RAY of New York, a motion toreconsider the 
vote whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
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JOHN FOX, 


Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I learn that while I was absent 
from the House on committee duty House bill 1263,‘ A bill forthe 
relief of John Fox,” was laid aside indefinitely. The gentleman 
who made the motion tells me that he is satisfied that the bill is 
all right, and if he had understood it he should not have made the 
motion. Now, Mr.S er, I ask unanimous consent that the bill 
be taken from the table and considered by the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cum- 
MINGS] asks unanimous consent for consideration of House bill 
1263. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, ectc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, au- 
teen a are eon ae eaten es 
Istend = as Ee recor Phows, to wit, a Nativity, Mon : Canada, and a 
substitute” 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the 
yote whereby the bill was indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was to 

The SPEAKER. 
ment. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, let us hear an explanation of the 
bill. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, this bill was first referred to 
the Naval Committee when | was chairman of the committee, and 
I voted inst it in committee. But since then, hp investi- 
gated it, I am satisfied that I did the man aninjustice. John Fox 
was born in New York City, of Irish a He volunteered in 
the Navy, and was mustered into the Navy the same as they mus- 
ter men into the Army. The muster rolls were taken from the 
States. Mr. Fox served his three years in the Navy and was 

nted an honorable discharge. Lately, however, he has dis- 
covered that his name is borne on the muster rolls here in Wash- 
ington as a native of Montreal, and as a substitute. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, affidavits from his mother and others show that he was 
born in New York, in the district I have the honor to represent, 
and there is no doubt at all but that he volunteered, and was not 
a substitute. Youcan imagine with what indignation an Ameri- 
can-born frish citizen would receive the information that he is 
borne upon the rolls as a British subject, and not an American 
subject. [Laughter.] I therefore ask that the bill may pass, as 
I believe it to be a just bill. 

Mr. LOUD. What does the bill propose to do? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. It simply proposes to correct his record on 
the muster rolls and make it read that he was a native of New 
York instead of Montreal, and to insert for the word “ substitute” 
the word *‘ volunteer.” 

Mr. LOUD. Is that all it does? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. That is all. 

Mr. LOUD. Is there not some difficulty about his getting a 

ion? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Not at all; he is not looking for a pension. 
He is an honest mechanic; but if he was disabled and justice was 
done him, he would be entitled to a pension, even if he were a 
substitute. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. He is just as much entitled to a pension 
with that record on the rolls as he would be if it was corrected. 

Mr. LOUD. It is a question of identity which we propose to 
remove? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It simply saves him the trouble of proving 
his identity. It gives him what he would be entitled to without 
proof of identity. 

Mr. LOUD. I suppose this body is much more competent to 
pass upon the question of identity than those whose business it is. 

Mr. GROS OR. Laccept that statement as true. 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York 
os CuMMINGs] tells me that he knows Mr. Fox personally; that 
- a type with him, and that he is an honorable man, and 

ht. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the committee 
amendment. 

The committee amendment was a, to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CUMMINGS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


NEWBERRY COLLEGE, 


Mr. GIBSON. I move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House to consider bills on the Private 


The motion was to. 

The House acco ly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House (Mr. Payne in the chair) and proceeded to the con- 
sideration of business on the Private Calendar. 


e question is on agreeing to the amend- 


The first business was the bill (S. 225) for the relief of the New- 
berry College, Newberry, S. C. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, to the trustees of the Newberry College of the Evangei- 
ical Lutheran Synod of South Carolina, in Newberry, in said State, the 
sum of $15,000 for injuries to the buildings of said college, resulting in its de- 
struction, and caused by the troops of the United States while in possession 
of it and occupying it as a barrack, after the close of the war, in 1865, in South 
Carolina, and said sum shal! be in full payment of all claims by said college 
on account of the use, occupation, and loss of the buildings. 


Mr. COOPER of Texas. I move that this bill be laid aside with 
a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, let us have the report read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Cooper] 
moves that this bill be laid aside to be favorably reported to the 
House. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] is 
recognized. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania { Mr. 
DALZELL] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MAHON. I want to make a single statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. er to his colleague [Mr. Manon]? 

Mr. DALZELL. For a moment. 

Mr. MAHON. I hope members of the House will give atten- 
tion to the reading of this report. It is short, and it gives a 
correct statement of this whole case. If gentlemen will listen 
ot will know exactly what this bill is, and the reasons in favor 
of it. 


The report (by Mr. Cooper of Texas) was read, as follows: 


The Newberry College was incorporated by the legislature of the State of 
South Carolina on the 20th day of December, 1956, and the institution was 
es y dedicated to the education of the youth of the country in all those 
branches of learning aa in similar institutions. Under the impulse thus 
created to extend educational advantages in the higher branches large sums 
of money were raised for the construction and endowment of said college, 
and in the year 1859 a handsome and commodious college building of brick, 
well adapted for the purposes of education, 273 by 123 feet in dimensions, was 
e 7 trustees of said college, and the cost of said building was 
$18,000 and the furniture more than $1,000. Just at the commencement of the 
war there were in attendance at said college about 175 pupils. 

The building thus constructed was u: for college purposes alone until 
about July, 1865, and wasat that time in a perfect state of preservation, when 
the Fifty-sixth Regiment of New York Infantry, of the United States Army, 
under the immediate command of Brevet Brigadier-General Van Wyck, took 
possession of it fora barrack. Said troops continued in the uninterrupted 
occupation thereof from about the ist day of July, 1865, to about the Ist da 
of December of that year. During said occupation under General Van Wyc 
the troops destroyed the chairs, benches, and other furniture of the college 
building, the chapel being filled with beds, and certain rooms in the building 
were used as market stalls. 

The troops caused the pipes which conducted the water from the roof of 
the building to be stop up, so that there was an accumulation of water to 
the depth of about 4 feet upon said roof, within the parapet walls of the build- 
ing, which was used by the troops for washing an bathin purposes. Asa 
consequence of such an increase of weight, wit thousands of gallons of water 
upon the roof, the wall was caused to bulge, so that the water thus accumu- 
lating soaked into the walls, thereby greatly weakening them. By reason 
thereof the heavy freezes which occurred in the winter of 1865-66 caused the 
demolition of some of the walls of the college building. 

Efforts were made to save said building after the troops vacated it, but 
quae to the thoroughness of the injuries wrought the efforts were ren- 
de unavailing. The building n to fall in the year 1866, so that only 
certain portions of it could be u for the purposes of the college. The 
building, owing to the great injuries it had sustained, was formally aban- 
doned in the year 1868 and the institution of learning removed to the town of 
Walhalla, in Oconee County. Finally, in the year 1877, the institution wus 
brought back to Newberry, when the building, even to its foundation walls, 
was condemned by competent architects, being in a state of ruin, and was 
entirely removed and a new building erected upon the site at a cost of about 
$17,000 to said trustees. The trustees ask an appropriation of not less than 
$15,000 to reimburse them in part for the losses resulting from the occupation 
of their property by the troops of the United States. 





This destruction and disregard of private property and rights was not on 
account of any manifestations of ill will toward the troops by the citizens of 
the town, forsome of the officers who were there at the time have stated that 


they were well treated during their stay, and left the place with pleasant 
recollections and kind feelings toward the inhabitants. Phese injuries were, 
however, light compared to the permanent damage to the main building, 
which resulted in its destruction. 


It is to our nationa! credit that reparation has been made in a number of 
cases where such d » was done by the United States armies while the 
late war between the States was going on and in the actual theater of mili- 
tary operations. This case rests upon a stronger foundation, because tho 
destruction occurred after the war ended, and at a time and place when no 


necessity existed for occupying the buildings for military purposes. 
The bill proposes to pay the claimants $15,000, and from the statements 


before the committee this appears to be less than it cost to repair the damage 
done to the building, without taking into consideration the destruction of 
the furniture and property of the college at the time the military occupation 
commenced. 

The committee regard this amount as reasonable, and recommend the 


passage of the bill. 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield to the gentleman from Maine | Mr. 
DINGLEY}. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I wish to make an inquiry of the chairman of 
the Committee on War Claims. I notice that according to the 
statement of the report the injury to this property was after the 
close of the war. 

Mr. MAHON. Theoccupation of the property beganin July, 1865. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Has not the Supreme Court of the United 
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States decided that the war did not close until a time subsequent 


to that? 

Mr. MAHON. The war was closed by proclamation of the 
President in August, 1866. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Therefore the occupation and injury to this 
a sg was during the war—before it had legally closed. 

r. MAHON. From July, 1865, to December, 1865. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Therefore this involves the question of pay- 

ing for the use, occupation, and injury of property in an insur- 


rectionary State during the war—the same question that we have 


had up heretofore upon other claims of this character. 

Mr. GIBSON. The war was over at that time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. My friend says the war was over. The Su- 
preme Court has decided that the war was not over at that time. 

I simply desire to call attention to the fact that we are gradu- 
ally getting closer and closer to paying for property destroyed or 
injured in insurrectionary States during the war. We have hada 
few cases of that kind heretofore; this is another one brought be- 
fore us. I wish merely to reiterate what I have already said, that 
this is the case of the camel who has got his head into the tent by 
courtesy, and now is gradually working his shoulders in, and soon 
will have his whole body in. As matters are going on, we shall 
have all these bills to pay. 

I do not desire to enter upon a discussion of the question; but 
there is necessarily the destruction or injury of property occur- 
ring during the progress of war, especially a war of this*charac- 
ter; and if the nation which prevails in the war is to be called 
upon to pay for the damages in such cases we shall require a 
great deal more revenue than this nation ever possessed. I do 
not wish to discuss the particular merits of this measure, because 
when we concede the principle under one kind of circumstances, 
other cases under other circumstances are sure to follow. If we 
are to enter upon paying for property injured or destroyed in the 
seceded States during the war of the rebellion, let us understandit, 
and take measures to raise the additional revenue that will be 
required to pay the many millions that will be required before we 
get through. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Willthe gentleman yield for 
a@ question? 

; Mr. DINGLEY. Iam through. The gentleman can take the 
oor. 

Mr. DALZELL. I should like to ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on War Claims [Mr. Manon] what was the character of 
the evidence before the committee upon which this report was 
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Mr. MAHON. The evidence of officers of the Army and trus- 
tees of the college. 

Mr. DALZELL. Has the claim ever been presented to any 
tribunal for adjudication? 

Mr. MAHON. So far as I know, it has not been. 


Mr. DALZELL. How does the gentleman explain the fact that 


this claim comes here now thirty years or more after the war? 

Mr. GAINES. Because Congress has failed to pay these cla.ms. 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes; Congress has failed to pay these claims, 
upon a principle recognized by every civilized nation, that dam- 
ages incurred in insurrectionary territory during the progress of 
a@ war are sustained and sustainable by the parties owning the 
property. There is no more reason why this claim should be paid 
than why tens of thousands of other Southern war claims should 
be paid. AsI said the other day, if there is one thing under the 
gun in human affairs that possesses the attribute of immortality it 
is a Southern war claim. These claims come up here Congress 
after Congress. 

Some of them are to be found before the Southern War Claims 
Commission—turned out; to be found in the Court of Claims— 
turned out; tobe foundinthe Supreme Courtof the United States— 
turned out; and then, after being turned out again and again in 
Congress after Congress, they ‘‘ bob up,” in the serene hope that 
some Congress or other will be found to recognize them; that some 
Congress or other by a coalition of Democrats on the other side of 
the Chamber and certain Republicans on this side will put its 
hands into the Treasury to loot it, as we did two or three weeks 
ago in the case of the Book Agents of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church South. I appeal to this side of the House that we protect 
the Federal Treasury instead of robbing it. I say to you, estab- 
lish a precedent of this kind and you open wide the door; and no 
man can foretell where the proceeding is likely to end. 

I agree with the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means 
[Mr. ae) that if we are to enter upon a policy of this kind 
we ought at the same time to make some provision for raising 
money to fill the Federal Treasury so as to pay these claims. Un- 
less we get protection on this side of the House, we shall get no 
protection at all; and the result will be that failing revenues will 
continue to fail, and that no revenue bill can be devised that will 
satisfy the greed of these claimants. I protest against the pay- 
ment not only of this claim, but of all claims of this character. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 








Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Dat- 
ZELL] denounces this as a robbery. I ask him how he will ac- 
count to his Republican friends for the fact that this is a unani- 
eee report, in which the Republicans of that committee have 
joined? 

Mr. DALZELL. Ido not take upon myself the burden of ac- 
counting for my Republican friends at all. 

Mr. BAILEY. You ought not to denounce as a ae bill 
which is unanimously reported from a committee of this House. 

Mr. GAINES. When you failed to fight one that was kicked 
out by the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Pe DALZELL. I did not say this one, but I said “such 
claims.” 
Mr. GAINES. You said the court had thrown out others like 
it. The Supreme Court of the United States threw out the Grant 
case, and yet you did not fight it. 

Mr. DALZELL. I voted against it. 

Mr. GAINES. You did not open your mouth against it on the 
floor of the House. 

Mr. DALZELL. I decline to be interrupted. I yield to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] ten minutes. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I should like 
to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania J a DALZELL] and the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. D1InG.LEy] if they do not think it will 
be for the best interests of this country, asa whole, to admit such 
claims as this upon the Government and to pay for the destruction 
of the educational institutions of the South, which destruction 
occurred between the surrender of Lee at Appomattox and the 
legal termination of the war? 

hile the South in their comparative poverty are struggling to 
reestablish their educational institutions and soliciting for that 

urpose contributions from benevolent persons at the North, I 
should like to ask these gentlemen if this great and rich people 
represented by this Government can do any more noble act than 
to pay all the damages done to educational institutionsin the South, 
which certainly could not have committed treason or entered into 
the war against this Government? Can we not afford to do it in 
order that that people may have the same chance for education 
that we at the North have? 

I stand here, Mr. Chairman, as these gentlemen know I have 
stood for the nearly ten years I have been in this Congress, seizing 
upon every goog 4 which we can justl ualize the con- 
ditions between the North and the South. hatever may have 
been the enmity, whatever may have been the conditions of the 
war, after war ends, after my enemy has surrendered and come 
within the province of my kindness and forbearance, yea, my be- 
nevolence, why should I longer regard his fault? God knows that 
an honest man will take every occasion to repair any wrong he 
has done his enemy, be it personal or public. [Applause. ] 

I certainly hope that every Republican will vote for this claim 
and every other claim that comes up from the South for the res- 
toration of the educational institutions that were destroyed at the 
South between the surrender of Lee at aroun and the dec- 
laration by Abraham Lincoln that the war closed. I hope we 
shall at least do that much. 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy]. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Chairman, I should like to have the atten- 
tion, if I may, of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon], 
the chairman of the committee which reported this bill. I have 
sat here during the Fifty-fourth and Fifty-fifth Con and 
I have been surprised to find that all the bills repo from the 
Committee on War Claims seem to be bills relating to the States 
in insurrection. 

Mr. MAHON. Not all of them. 

Mr. MOODY. Now, that can not be for the reason that there 
are not claims before that committee coming from some other 
= of the country. I should like to know—and I should like to 

ve the gentleman from Pennsylvania inform me—why a claim 
of the character which I am about to call his attention to can not 
receive attention and a report from that committee. 

In the year 1862, in August, in Boxford, in the county of Essex, 
in the State of Massachusetts, a brigade of soldiers, under the 
order of the United States Government, encamped upon a farm. 
They remained there three months. In the course of their occu- 
— they burned the wood upon the land, they burned one of 
he buildings, they removed the walls and fences for the purpose 
of making ovens, sinks, and drains, and they did great damage 
destroying other property of the owner of that farm, Benjamin 
8S. Barnes. The troops were there without the consent of the 
owner of the farm. ey were there by order of the United States 
ment. 
When the troops moved away the owner of the farm made a 
claim against the Government for the which he had suf- 


fered. e Government appointed a court for the purpose of 
inquiring into that claim, consisting of Captain McKimm, of the 
United States Army, and the two county commissioners of the 
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county of Essex. They heard the es and awarded oe 
in the sum of $1,273, and that v t was accepted by the War 
Department, apparently, according to a report made in the Fifty- 
second Co , Which I hold in my hand. 

From that day to this the old man whose property was destroyed, 
and who lived hundreds of miles from the theater of war, who was 
unquestionably a loyal citizen, rendering by his property, by his 
taxation, by his sympathy and feeling all aid possible to the Union 
arms, has been unable to obtain satisfaction for the damages which 
a court appointed by the United States has found to be due him. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, so far as I am concerned, until claims of 
this kind are _ I do not intend to vote for any claim which 
arises from military operations within the theater of war. 

Mr. COLSON. I understand the gentleman to say that the 
claim to which he has referred ought to be paid. 

Mr. MOODY. I do say so, unquestionably. 

Mr. COLSON. I am glad to hear the gentleman say that. 

Mr. MOODY. I add to what | have said, the report to which 
I referred, and venture to hope that a claim so old and so merito- 
rious may receive the early and favorable consideration of the 
committee. 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1166) 
for the relief of Benjamin 8. Barnes, submit the foliowing report: 

The proof filed in support of the bill shows that Benjamin S. Barnes, of 
Essex County, Mass., was on the 26th of August, 1862, the possessor and owner 
in fee simple of a certain farm with the farm buildings thereon, situated in 
said county of Essex; that on the said August 26 soldiers in the service of the 
United States were ordered to be encamped thereon by Capt. William McKim, 
assistant quartermaster of the United States; that soldiers then and there- 
afterwards encamped thereon, under said orders,comprised regiments of 
Massachusetts troops; that the encampment was under the command of Col. 
Edward F. Jones; that the said soldiers remained on said farm from said 
date to November 29, 1862; that during said time, by order of the post com- 
mandant, the wall was taken away to make room, and the best of it used to 
stone wells, ovens, sinks, drains, etc., and that wood and timber were cut off 
by order of the officers to make more room back of the camp, so that the 
one men be on astraight line; that the troops afterwards burned the said 
Ww and timber for fuel; that also said soldiers did great and serious dam- 
age and injury by destroying claimant's wood, timber, barn, and other prop- 
erty by fire, consuming the fruit and other crops growing on said farm. 

appears from the records and evidence in reference to the subject-mat- 
ter of this bill, obtained from the War Department and filed in this case, that 
the claimant filed a claim against the United States; that Captain McKim, 
nt rmaster United States Army, requested Abram D. Wait and 
James Kimball, two of the county commissioners of said Essex County, to 
view the said premises and determine the amount of damage and loss as 
herein alleged; that said county commissioners, after notifying parties in- 
terested, met at Boxford, Mass., on the 2Ist and also on the 22d of said Octo- 
ber, viewed and examined the premises and heard witnesses; that the said 
commissioners ,on the 25th of November and on the 8th and 16th of 
December following, having in the meantime been joined, by order of Col 
H. Day, military commander, with Capt. R. M. Morris, of the Third United 
States Cavalry,on the t of the United States, did make a further examin- 
ation; that in conclusion they awarded the sum of $1,273, to bo paid to the 
claimant by the United States, and that the costs of said examination be also 
paid by the United States. 

Your committee is of opinion that the claimant suffered great loss, and 
has never received from the United States, or from any other source, any 
satisfaction thereof. 

The committee do not regard the payment of this award as a question sub- 
mitted to their decision upon the original facts on which the award is based. 
It has been determined and allowed by a military board, called under the 
apparent sanction of the Government, and whose action seems to have been 
a ved by the officer commanding the department, and it has not been 

. And the action of the board seems to have been approved by the War 
pertment. The committee use the term ‘seems to have been approved” 
because the papers and record remaining in that Department show no Gisap- 
proval, which may be said to be a aes pregnant, almost as strong as 
affirmative proof; and your committee think its findings are entitled tocredit, 
and to hold such adjudications, not formally disapproved by the authority 
convening the board, as final. 
The committee report back the bill and recommend its passage. 


Mr. DALZELL. I reserve the balance of my time. 
(Mr. MAHON addressed the committee. See Appendix. | 


Mr. LATIMER. Mr. Chairman, I thought this bill was suffi- 
ciently explained to members of this House without any further 
discussion of it to-day. I think I have canvassed this House two 
or three times in the interest of this bill. In fact, I have discussed 
this matter so frequently with the members that when they would 
forget my name, they readily called me ‘‘ Newberry College.” In 
my judgment no Southern claim that has come before this Con- 
om or any Congress was ever more just and equitable than this 

m. . 

In 1856 the legislature of South Carolina granted a charter to 
build this Lutheran college. The money was contributed for its 
building by the Lutherans of South Carolina, Georgia, and North 
Carolina. It was a new building in 1860. In July, 1865, the Fed- 
eral soldiers, under Major-General Van Wyck, took possession of 
a handsome new building, dispossessing 175 pupils and a full corps 
of teachers, and used it as barracks. 

It had a parapet wall 4 feet high built around above where the 
roof sets upon the wall, similar to that around this Capitol build- 
ing, or that around the gallery in this Hall. The guttering was 
built in the wall similar to that on this Capitol building. 

The troops went upon the roof, broke off pieces of brick and 
dammed up that guttering so that the water could not get off the 
roof. The rain fell and the water rose to the depth of 4 feet on 


the roof. Thousands of gallons accumulated. The pressure and 
= of the water caused the roof to spring leaks, and the inner 
walls were fully saturated with water. 

The troops, as I have said, took possession of this building about 
July 1, 1865. Hostilities had ceased in April. Every Confederate 
soldier had laid down his arms and recognized the right of the 
Union as supreme, yet this building, in violation of the order of 
the President ‘that literary institutions should be exempt from 
use or abuse, except in cases of absolute necessity,” when no ne- 
cessity existed, in direct violation of the order, was taken charge 
of by the trocps and damage caused in the manner I have stated. 
During the cold winter of 1866 freezes came and caused the walls 
to crumble and fall, so that the building was a total wreck. 

It has been charged that we have delayed presenting theseclaims. 
In the Fifty-third Congress I came in here with a Lill asking 
damages to the amount of $15,000 for the destruction of this 
Lutheran college. You must not forget the feelings that existed 
soon after the war and that we have been unable to get action on 
matters of this kind. We are not to blame for the fact that they 
are postpone@d from one Congress to «other. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania {[Mr. DALZELL] makes no 
question as to the justice of this claim as compared with other 
claims, but with a mere wave of his hand he would blot out all 
these claims without questioning their justice. 

Why, gentlemen of the House, is it possible that the Congress 
of the United States will refuse to pay claims that are as just as 
this? Honorable members of this House would not refuse to pay 
a claim so just as this that stood against them individually; yet 
as representatives of the people in the Congress of the United 
States they are willing to waive off claims of this kind and refuse 
to pay them. I hope the House will vote to pay this claim. The 
Lutheran Church that built this college owes about $10,000 of 
debt contracted in rebuilding their college. This amount will 
reimburse them somewhat for what they owe, but never undo the 
damage, loss, and injury they have sustained. I hope this bill 
will pass. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
DALZELL] base their opposition to this claim upon several grounds, 
one of which, and the first mentioned, is that by passing this bill 
we would establish a precedent which would come back to haunt 
us—a precedent which would be dangerous. Now, I want toshow 
what precedents have already been established. 

In the Forty-first Congress the Kentucky University at Lexing- 
ton, Ky., was paid $25,000 for the use and occupation of their 
buildings by United States troops. The Forty-third Congress 
paid the East Tennessee University $18,500 for use of its property. 
The Forty-eighth Congress donated 46,080 acres of public land to 
the University of Alabama, to be applied to the erection of suit- 
able buildings for said university destroyed by fire on April 4, 1865, 
during military operations at Tuscaloosa. The Fiftieth Congress 
paid the following claims: 

Roman Catholic Church of St. Peter and St. Paul, at Chatta- 
nooga, Tenn., $18,729.09; Protestant Episcopal Theological Semi- 
nary and High School, at Alexandria, Va., $20,000; First Baptist 
Church of Smithland, Ky., $500; St. Joseph Commercial College, 
of St. Joseph, Mo., settled in Treasury Department and investi- 
gated by the War Department. 

The Fifty-first Congress paid the following claims: St. Cecilia’s 
Academy, of Nashville, Tenn., $930; Roman Catholic Church of 
Charles County, Md., $4,035.50. 

The Fifty-second Congress paid to William and Mary College, 
of Virginia, $64,000, and to First Methodist Church at Jackson, 
Tenn., $3,750. 

The Fifty-third Congress paid to Washington College (now 
known as Washington and Lee University), located at Lexing- 
ton, Va., $17,484, and to Presbyterian Church at Bethel Springs, 
Tenn., $400. 

The total amount authorized to be paid by Congress to churches 
and colleges since the late war is $208,128.59. 

The total amount of claims of this character, so far as can be 
ascertained by the Committee on War Claims, to whom such 
questions are referred, will not bein all $400,000. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania brands this claim as ‘‘robbery.” Mr. Chair- 
man, I have not yet seen a claim presented to this House that has 
not met his opposition. I have seen him oppose claims here that 
were evidenced by contracts made under the seal of the Govern- 
ment—claims which the Department having jurisdiction of the 
matter said were just and that the money was due the claimant. 

Yet the gentleman has opposed them. I have seen him oppose 
on this floor a claim the obligation of which was incurred under 
the white flag of truce, the Government having, under a flag of 
truce, guaranteed protection to the person and her property. Yes, 
I have seen the gentleman oppose even a claim of that kind. He 
is consistent in his opposition to all these claims. He has an an- 
tipathy, a hatred bordering on malice, it would seem, toward all 
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claims the payment of which will benefit the Southern ple. 
Absolutely, he is the assassin of such claims as these in this a 

Now, if this is a just and meritorious claim—and the gentleman 
does not dispute or deny it—where should the claimants go for 
relief? Where is their remedy except in Congress? This same 
claim has passed the Senate three times. It has been favorably 
reported by the Committee on War Claims of the House a number 
of times. There is no other tribunal than Congress to which the 
claimants can go, and if we undertake to establish a tribunal that 
may hear and determine cases of this character, the proposition 
always meets the opposition of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

When this property was injured or destroyed the war was over. 
It is true that, according to the technical construction of the 
courts, it was not over until 1866, but actual hostilities had ceased; 
the contending parties had laid down their arms; the soldiers had 
returned to their respective homes. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania does not deny the justice of 
this claim, and under the order known as Order No. 100, issued 
by President Lincoln, these parties should be reimbursed. 

I have examined a number of claims since I have had the honor 
to be a member of the Committee on War Claims, and I do not 
hesitate to say that this claim seems to be one of the most merito- 
rious claims of the character that has come under my observation. 
Thope this House will not follow the apparent reckless hate of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] toward one 
section of the country and vote in accordance with his views, but 
that they will vote their honest convictions upon this question, 
and when they do, after having examined into the merits of this 
claim, I am satisfied they will pass this just and meritorious 
claim. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. DALZELL having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr, PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had agreed 
to the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S, 
2781) to amend section 4440 of the Revised Statutes, authorizing 
the licensing of mates on river and ocean steamers, asked a con- 
ference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Fryr, Mr. ELkrs, and Mr. MILLs 
as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the bill (H. R. 2283) in relation to taxes and tax sales 
in the District of Columbia. 


NEWBERRY COLLEGE, NEWBERRY, 8&8. C. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Chairman, I ask ani to print in con- 
nection with the few remarks which I made the report of the 
committee to which I referred. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Moopy] asks permission to print a report in connection with his 
remarks. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, my genial friend from Texas 
{Mr. CoorEeR] who has just sat down said a good many things in 
the heat of debate that I think, perhaps, in his cooler moments he 
would not want to say about my attitude with respect to these 
claims. He does mea great injustice if he thinks that I entertain 
any malice toward any section of this country. I hold myself to 
be as true an American as he, without distinction as to any par- 
ticular section, and with no motive with respect to claims that I 
may be culled to vote upon, except that they shall be voted upon 
rightly from my standpoint. 

I have voted for a great many claims during the time I have 
been in Congress, some ten or twelve years. I have voted in favor 
of a great many claims that I have believed to be right, but I do 
not believe it is right that we should pass this bill. Now, my 
friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon] has fallen into an error, 
it seems to me, in seeking to find an analogy between the circum- 
stances of this case and of those dealt with by France in the treat- 
ment of her citizensand those dealt with by Germany in the treat- 
ment of her citizens. 

The very illustration that he adduced last with respect to the 
claim of Pennsylvania shows how he has fallen into error. After 
the disasters of the French war, when the French people were 
crippled by the acts of the Germans, the French Government gen- 
erously came to the aid of her own citizens to repair the damages 
inflicted upon them, not by France, but by her enemy, Germany. 
When the German nation came to deal with its citizens, following 
the policy of France, it paid out of the imperial treasury money to 
reimburse the German citizens for damages sustained at the hands 
of the French. 

Mr. MAHON. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. DALZELL. The case of Pennsylvania is a similar case, 

Mr. MAHON. Before he goes on, will the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania allow me to interrupt him? 





Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 

Mr. MAHON. The gentleman misunderstood me. In the ref- 
erence which I made to the French Government I stated it dis- 
tinctly as an illustration of the fact that a t government, 
although not legally bound to do so, can afford to be generous to 
its unfortunate people after a great war. 

Mr. DALZELL. A great government can always afford to be 
generous to its own citizens; but whether a great government 
should vote the taxes paid by its own citizens to reimburse the 
ange sustained by the enemy in the enemy’s country is an 
entirely different thing. 

Mr. MAHON. They were not enemies. 

Mr. DALZELL. Take thecase of the State of Pennsylvania—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does the gentleman contend 
that at the time this damage was inflicted this place in South Car- 
olina was in the enemy’s country? 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes; I do. 

Mr. LATIMER. And that this college was an enemy of tho 
Government at that time? 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly; it partook of the character of the 
section of course. I will come to that in a moment. 

Mr. FOX. When did the war end? [Laughter.] 

Mr. DALZELL. I think I shall have to refer the gentleman to 
some other tribunal to answer that question. 

Mr, FOX. We should like to know. 

Mr. LANHAM. Were there at the time the eS Were sus- 
tained any armed forces of the Confederacy in the State of South 
Carolina? 

Mr. DALZELL. That I do not know. 

Mr. LANHAM. And were there at that time any actual hos- 
tilities being carried on by any Confederate soldiers in that State? 

Mr. DALZELL. Ihave no doubt at all that actual hostilities 
had practically ceased, but there was a condition of things which 
led the Supreme Court to hold, and properly, I think, that the 
war had not then terminated. 

But now let me come back — to the case of the State of 
Pennsylvania, to which my friend [Mr, Manon] referred. I say 
I think he is casting an anchor to windward, andI should be very 
glad to help him to cast that anchor. Pennsylvania was a border 
State. She had reason to anticipate incursions upon her soil. 
Consequently, outside of the troops that she furnished to the 
Union armies, she raised a body of troops of her own, called the 
Pennsylvania Reserve. She equipped them and put them in the 
field at her own cost for the purpose of protecting her border. 
The Confederate troops moved upon the national capital. 

The National Government called upon Pennsylvania, took away 
the Pennsylvania Reserves, which had been raised for the defense 
of the border of that State, used them in the defense of the na- 
tional capital, and in their absence a number of counties, among 
them the county in which my friend resides, were raided and an 
immense deal of damage was done, I think thatisa case that cor- 
responds with the case presented by the action of the French Gov- 
ernment and by the action of the Gavuntan Government. In other 
words, it is a case where a nation owes something in equity to her 
own citizens for damagesincurred by reason of heract. Butthero 
is no analogy between that case and this; none whatever. 

Now, I hold that this is not a proper claim because, in the first 
place, it is not a legal claim. Itis aclaim for damages suffered 
in the insurrectionary territory during the pr of the war. 
It can not, therefore, stand upon a legal ground, and some of my 
friends recognize that fact. e gentleman from husetts 
[Mr. ee that fact. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. MAHON] recognizes that fact, and they talk about 
the generosity of a great government reaching out to help people 
who are unfortunate. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not hold, and I doubt whether, under 
other circumstances, any gentleman on that side of the Chamber 
could be found to hold, that there is any right in the American 
Congress to vote the money raised by taxa’ of the American 
people as a gift to any party, to any section, to any church, to any 
charity, I care not how meritorious it may be. 

Mr. MAHANY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 

Mr. MAHANY. The gentieman argues on the one hand that 
this is not a legal claim, owing to the time when the 
occurred; now, will he contend on the other that these people 


were enemies in the legal sense? 
Mr. DALZELL. Undoubtedly. I have already laid down that 
r. DINSMORE, Their loyalty has been proven in court, has 


proposition. 
it not? 
Mr. DALZELL. No, it has not, and I am coming to that. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. You can notimpute disloyalty 
to school trustees. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Judgment has been 
in a large number of 
diction, has it not? 


rendered in this case, or 
these cases, by a court of competent juris- 
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Not in this case. 
I should like 


Mr. DALZELL. 
Mr. LATIMER. 
ceased to be the 
“iaity, and I teauators t proposition laid 
judici am g my argumen on 
down by the Supreme Court of the United States. Itis not impor- 
tant as to just exactly what the date was. In this case it covers 
my contenti Now,I am = to this claim for another rea- 
son. It never has been adjudicated by any court. 
Mr. COOPER of Texas. 
adjudicated? 


enemies 


2 
af 
| 


To what court could they go to have 


. Mr. DALZELL. Youcould have a bill introduced here, as you 
have had hundreds of bills introduced, authorizing the examina- 
tion of this case by the Court of Claims. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. But itcan not adjudicate any- 


thing. 

Mr. DALZELL. Iam op to it because it is following a 

t that you established here three or four weeks ago, of 

voting money out of the Treasury of the United States upon the 
mere examination of the Committee on War Claims of this House. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. That precedent has been long estab- 
lished, has it not? 

Mr. DALZELL. No; Ithinkthere are very very, few precedents 
for it. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. The gentleman is in error about that. 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. ould you be willing to vote for 
it if it had passed the Court of Claims? 

Mr. DALZELL. That would depend on what the Court of 
Claims found. 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. On their finding, if they found the 
parties loyal, would you be willing to vote for it? 

Mr. DALZELL. I would be wi ing to vote for it. 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. Would you vote for any claim they 


found to be proper? 
Mr. DALZELL. No, not any claim. 


Mr. HENRY of a, If they found in favor of the loy- 
ality of the claimant and the justice of the claim would you vote 
it? 
Mr. DALZELL. Yes, I would; and the amount. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Has the gentleman ever voted 


for any Southern war claim that has been favorably adjudicated? 


Mr. DALZELL. Many of them. 

Mr. eee of Mississippi. That must have been before I 
came here. 

Mr. DALZELL. If you will refer to the records of the Fifty- 
first Congress you will find that I voted for a great many of them. 

Mr. MAHON. In the omnibus bill. 

Mr. MAHANY. Is it not a fact that the Lutherans constituted 
one of the most loyal denominations during the war? 

Mr. DALZELL. I do not care whether it is a Lutneran, a 
Methodist, or a Presbyterian church. This has no 
paver. noctene. to take money out of the Federal Treasury, raised 

y taxation, to pay a claim because the building belonged to an 


CK. neve & tariff, not by taxation. 

the gentleman a question for in- 
formation. What was the status of these a the proc- 
lamation of 1861, when Federal authority had reinstated? 

Mr. DALZELL. I have already stated what I believe on that 
subject. I have no intention to occupy the time of the committee 
unnecessarily, 1 am o to this specific case, and I am op- 
posed to paying claims of this character upon the mere findings 
of the Committee on War Claims without any other adjudication, 
which necessarily involves, and I have no doubt involved in this 
case, an adjudication upon purely ex parte testimony. 

Iam told that none of the iers who must necessarily have 
known the facts have testified in this matter. The testimony here 
was wholly ex parte, without any opportunity of cross-examina- 
tion of the interested party who is making this claim. There is 
no evidence, so far as I can see, that ought to be conclusive as to 
the amount of All these thi are minor things in- 
volved in the proposition that it is not right for us to pay claims 
of this character upon mere ex parte testimony furnished to the 

ttee on War Claims and upon their reports founded upon 
that testimony. 

Now, I have said about all that I care tosay. I am opposing 
this daim, not from the standpoint that Congress ought not to pay 
it, not because it belongs to any particular section or to any par- 
Soar ee but because it ought not in any event to be paid; 

l any 


an 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I would ask the tle- 
man if he does not think that he ought to withdraw what he 
, that he is a pretty fair man—that this 
tic party, with the aid of Southern 


Maar nie Gains tcnnichicees taat Heke? We chested 


it on this side, but it is not right to the Southern Republicans. 
[Laughter. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of ae You ought to at least with- 
draw it for the sake of the Southern Republicans. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DALZELL. I do not know, I would say to the gentleman 
from Tennessee, but that I may have said something in the heat of 
debate that ought to be revised in the Recorp. [Laughter and 
cries of ‘‘ Vote!” 

Mr. GAINES. Iho 
it. [Cries of “ Vote!” 

Mr. MAHON. I move that the bill be laid aside with a favora- 
ble recommendation. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask unanimous consent that general 
debate be closed on the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves 
that the bill be laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 


ROBERT SPAUGH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
294) for the relief of Robert Spaugh. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, 
authorized and direeted to pay to Robert Spaugh the sum of $750, out of any 
sums of money not otherwise reas , for money paid out by him on 
the 16th day of September, 1863, under certain confiscation proceedings 


against the propeasy of John Vogler, in the district court of the United States 
in the State of Indiana. 


Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. 
fore the House? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Chairman, this claim is based upon 
the facts as disclosed by the records of the Federal courts in the 
district of Indiana. In 1859 the beneficiary, Mr. Robert Spaugh, 
executed his note to a resident of North Carolina. In 1863 the 
Federal Government confiscated that note, based upon the claim 
that the holder was an abetter of the rebellion. Due process was 
issued and return made. A decree was made for the sale of the 
note. An agent of Spaugh purchased the note for him, paying 
the Government therefor $750. 

Mr. BRUCKER. What was the face of the note? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. The face of the note was $1,000. The 
individual was solvent, and had expected to pay the claim, and 
did pay it, as it transpired, under a legal process of the Federal 
court. In 1869, years after the close of the war, the original 
holder of the note proceeded to collect the same under the laws of 
the Government, and obtained judgment for $1,010. 

Spaugh pleaded as a defense the confiscation, sale, and payment 
of the note; but it was discovered and disclosed by the trial that 
the note never had passed from his possession, and the defense 
was not held to be — Consequently this man paid twice what 
he should have paid but once, and the Government has held that 
$750 ever since. This bill merely seeks to reimburse him the 
amount remaining under the control of the Government. These 
facts are not disputed, but are disclosed by the record of the court. 

I move that the bill be laid aside with a favorable recommenda- 
tion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

WILLIAM B, CALDWELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1935) for the relief of William B. Caldwell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed 
to enter the nameof William B. Caldwell as a private of Company ©, Ninth 
iment of Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, upon the rolls of said company, 


the gentleman will let it go in as he said 


I would like to know what is be- 


and as mustered into the service August 1, 1864, and honorably mustered out 
March 1, 1865, and to issne to him an honorable discharge accordingly: and 
the said William B. Caldwell shali be paid all the pay, allowances, and boun- 

ties due to a soldier regularly serving in said company between the dates 
aforesaid, and his claim for pension heretofore filed shall be adjudicated ag 
though said discharge had been granted before said claim was filed. 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order against 
that bill that the Committee on War Claims have no jurisdiction 
of this bill, it being a bill to remove, substantially, a charge of 
desertion, to correct a military record, the like of which should 
have gone to the Committee on Military Affairs; and also to grant 
him a pension, that portion of which should have gone to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The CHAIRMAN. There seems to have been a precedent inthe 
Fifty-fourth Congress, on the 12th of January last, which seems 
to cover this case. Mr. Hartman, from the Committee on Mines 
and a, the committee being called under the call of the com- 

ttees, z 


who ascribes to me any other motive does me | mi 


Mr. Speaker, I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 6780) to amend sec- 
tion 258 of the Rovised Statutes. 


was hy 
Mr. Dockery. Is that bill on the House Calendar? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that it is on the House Calendar. 
Mr. Dockzry. It aims indirectly to provide for the disposition of publie 


ds. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. It ought not to be on the House Calendar. 
Mr. Dockury. It seems to be a very important bill. 
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Mr. Ricuarpson. I make the point of order that it ought not to be on the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. HarkTMAN. Now—— 

The SPEAKER. What is the purport of the bill? 

Mr. HARTMAN. The purport of the bill is to permit applicants for mineral 
lands tomake their evidence before other officers than registers and receivers 
of the United States land office, and thereby to prevent the long travel which 


igs necessary in order to appear before those officers; and there is one other 
phase of the bill. 


Mr. DocKERY. But it does more than that. 


Mr. HARTMAN. 1 was about to say there was one other phase, but I can 
not say it all in one sentence. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, before this discussion proceeds, the chairman 
- 7 Committee on the Public Lands desires to raise the question of juris- 
ction. 


- Mr. Lacey. Ido not know that I desire to raise the question of jurisdic- 
oO 


m. 

The SPEAKER. All points are reserved. 

Mr. Lacgy. I reserve the point of order until I can hear further what is 
the nature of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is ety made. 

Mr. HARTMAN. The second purpose of the legislation is to establish a rule 
of procedure in contests between claimants to mineral and agricultural lands. 
The bill was introduced by the gentleman from Utah [Mr. ALLEN], and is 
favorably and unanimously reported , | the Committee on Mines and Mining. 
If further explanation of the bill is desired, I will yield to the gentleman 
from Utah, who is entirely familiar with it. 

Mr. Lacey. What I desire to ascertain is, why this bill was not sent to the 

roper committee having charge of matters of this kind. I do not see what 
Jariediction the Committee on Mines and Mining would have as to the dis- 
ition of lands that are mineral in their character. It would lead to end- 
ess confusion if there should be legislation proposed from two committees 
on the same subject. . 

Mr. HARTMAN. ngnenionalty the Committee on Mines and Mining has 
jurisdiction of legislation in respect to the business of mines and mining. 

Mr. Lacey. Certainly; but not as to the qustion of public lands. 

The SPEAKER. The rules prescribe that if by any error or misunderstand- 
ing a bill has been sent to the wrong committee, it is the duty of the com- 
mittee who desire jurisdiction to present the matter to the House for a 
change; and no question having been raised, and the committee having re- 

rted, the Chair thinks it is too late to raise the question of consideration. 

n the other point—of its being on the House Calendar—the Chair hardly 
knows where it could be but on that Calendar. 

Mr. Dockery. The ruling of the Speaker of the last House was that you 
could raise the question of jurisdiction at this point. But perhaps the rule 
of that House is different in this respect. 

he SPEAKER. The rules differ in some respects. 

Mr. LAcgy. At any rate, inasmuch as the Committee on Public Lands has 
been examining these questions and are responsible for this class of legisla- 
tion, and inasmuch as that committee had no knowledge of the existence of 
oy bill, I would at least like to hear a full statement of the merits of the 

ill. 

Mr. HARTMAN. In that case I will feces to the gentleman from Utah [Mr. 
Allen], the author of the bill, who will explain it fully. 

The Sreaker. Of course the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacry] can, if 
he desires, move at the proper time to refer the bill to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and if the House sees fit to do that, the mistake can bs rectified, 
if a mistake has been made. 


Mr. LOUD. If the Chair will indulge me, whatever the ruling 
the Chair may make I have no doubt the Chair wants to make a 
roper ruling, and from a proper basis. I think the Chair is con- 
tounding two propositions, a oe measure with a private meas- 
ure. Now,1 would not hold that you could at this late hour 
make a point of order against a public measure. The time has 
passed for that. 

But the Chair has repeatedly held in the case of a private bill, 
owing to the method of procedure in the introduction of private 
bills and the method of reporting upon private bills, that there is 
a distinction between public “a private bills. The Speaker pre- 
ceding the present one rendered a decision that under these con- 
ditions a private bill had never been presented so that a member 
could raise the point until the measure came before the House, 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think the rule expressly provides that an 
erroneous reference of a bill does not give the committee jurisdic- 
tion. 

Mr. LOUD. Whatever ruling may be made, I think the prem- 
ises that the Chair has just read would not apply to a private 
bill. Ido not know that I shall object to this bill, but it is a dan- 
gerous precedent. 

Mr. GIBSON. It is a very meritorious bill. 

Mr. LOUD. I hope the Chair will take this under advisement. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is true that the precedent I have read 
was a public bill, and it is true the rules make a distinction be- 
tween public and private bills in the way they are referred tocom- 
mittees and in the way they come into the House, and there ma 
be a distinction, as the gentleman from California [Mr. Loup 
says, between public and private bills in this particular. The 
question seems to be a new one, and #s there is no member of the 
committee who seems to be able to cite a precedent, if there is 
er in which the matter can go over, perhaps it would be 
well. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I would suggest that it is provided in the 
rule that an erroneous reference of a private bill does not give the 
committee jurisdiction. 

Mr. BAILEY. Let me suggest that with the point of order 

nding a motion for the committee to rise will leave it as unfin- 
ished business. 

Mr. MAHON. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to, 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker havin 


re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Paynz, from the Committee of the 


ole 


House, reported that the committee had had under consid 
the bill H. i —_ 


R. 294, for the relief of Robert Spaugh, Senate bill 
225, for the relief of Newberry College, South lina, and that 
committee had directed him to rt the same back to the House 
with the recommendation that they do pass; and that the com- 
mittee had also had under consideration House bill 1935, for the 
aa of William B. Caldwell, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the previous question 
be considered as ordered on the two bills just reported to the House, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks unani- 
mous consent that the previous question be ordered on the two 
bills recommended by the committee. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, as to-morrow is Washington’s 
birthday, I move that when the House adjourn to-day it adjourn 
to meet on Wednesday next. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr, 
DINGLEY) there were—ayes 88, noes 31. 

Mr. MAHON. Tellers, Mr. S er. 

ee were refused, not one-fifth of a quorum voting in favor 
thereof. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, no quorum. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. r. Speaker, it is too late to make a point 
of no quorum after tellers have been refused. 

The SPEAKER. It is too late to make a point of no quorum. 

Mr. DALZELL. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
House—— 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, in order to permit the House to 
vote upon the bills upon which the previous question has. been 
ordered, I will withdraw my motion that when the House adjourn 
it adjourn until Wednesday, and let them desecrate the birthday 
of the Father of our Country. imeem 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes the business of the House 
will not desecrate the birthday of Washington. The question is 
upon the third reading of Senate bill 225, upon which the previ- 
ous question has been ordered. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. COOPER, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. BAILEY. Inow move that when the House adjourns to- 


day, it adjourn to meet on Wednesday next. 
The SPEAKER (having put the question). 
h 


ave it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Division. 

The question ee taken, there were—ayes 82, noes 35. 

Mr. DALZELL. o quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point is made that there is no quorum 
present; and the hour of 5 o'clock having arrived —— 

Mr. BAILEY. I make the point of order that it is incompetent 

for the House now to take a recess. 
The SPEAKER. The recess is provided by the rules of the 


The ayes seem to 


KL — LT 


House. 

Mr. BAILEY. But the rules can not authorize the House todo 
at a given time what the House is not in a condition to do. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order—— 

Mr. BAILEY. I expected the Chair to overrule it. 

The SPEAKER (continuing). And announces that the House 
is in recess until 8 o'clock this evening. The gentleman from 
Iowa, Mr. HEPBURN, will take the Chair at the evening session. 





EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o’clock 
p. m., and was called to order by Mr. WiLu1aM J. BROWNING, 
Chief Clerk, who read the following: 

SPEAKER'S Room, House OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., February 21, 1898. 

Ihereby Gusignabe Wissen H. ee Massachusetts, toact as Speaker 

pro tempore during the y eve on. TB. ; ‘ 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (who, on taking the chair, was a) 
plauded). The House is in session this evening in accordan 
with paragraph 2 of Rule XXVI, which the Clerk will read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
The House shall on each Friday at 5 o'clock p. m. take a recess until 8 
‘ils, bills for the rem 
of ‘ion shall 


ore uci Mi ala Sowing Sante ot amet aly 
considered; said evening svesion mot | to extend beyond 10 o'clock and 30 - 
utes. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, before we go into iin evening’ 
the Whole, I ask unanimous consent that during this ev 8 
session all bills for the removal of charges of desertion or = 
litical disabilities be over, so that bills of a more m 
rious character may be reached and disposed of. I hope no one 
will object. 
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Mr. HICKS. I object. 


Mr. TALBERT. I trust my friend from Pennsylvania will not 
insist on that objection. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Before my friend from Pe lvania 

. Hicks] makes that re nae wre I should like to make sug- 

ion: The chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs [Mr. 

ULL], who has in a oe removing the charge of deser- 

on, and who necessarily knows about them and would be able 


to explain them if here, is to-night necessarily absent, having been 
called to Iowa. Passing over bills of that class to-night not 
prego them in any way. . 
r. TALBERT. 1 meant that they should be passed over with- 
out prejudice. 
Mr. RAY of New York. I therefore su to my friend from 


Pennsylvania that it would be very wise that the consent asked 
by the gentleman from South Carolina be granted. 

Mr. HICKS. I think if my friend from South Carolina will 
look over the bill which I expect to press on the attention of the 
House this evening, he will not insist on his objection. I have 
been waiting several weeks for an opportunity to have that bill 


considered. 

Mr. TALBERT. I want to say to the gentleman that there is 
not a quorum present to-night, and the Constitution requires the 
presence of a quorum for the transaction of business. 

The SPEA Be tempore. The Chair will state to the - 
tleman from South Carolina that among the first twenty bills 
upon the Calendar of to-night’s business there is but one of the 

aracter referred to. 

Mr. HICKS. That is the one I have the honor to represent. It 
is a very meritorious measure, upon which action has been long 
delayed. 

Me. TALBERT. I will, then, make the request that we 
over all bills of the classes I have named except that particular 
bill. 

Mr. HICKS. I thank the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from South Caro- 
lina modifies his request, and now asks unanimous consent that 
all bills removing political disabilities or charges of desertion, 
with the exception of House bill 4456, be over without 
prejudice during the session of the Committee of the Whole this 
evening. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is 
OT SIMS Mr. Speaker, I that it is th 

i, b r. Speaker, I suppose it is the purpose ot the 
entleman from New York, the chairman of the Committee on 
Fnvalid Pensions, to move that the House do now resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole. I wish to ask the gentleman 
whether it is his purpose to ask the previous question on bills that 
are reported here ove so as not to load up the Calendar of 
next Friday's private-bill day, as was done to-day and two weeks 
? 


0? 
“See LOUDENSLAGER. That is done afterwards. 

Mr. SIMS. We want to know. We are interested in private- 
bill day, and we want to know what this means—whether this 
thing is to be carried on as it has been on the last two private-bill 
days or not. 

r. UNDERWOOD. Ithink therequest of the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Sims] is a reasonable one. A great many of us 
on this side—not myself individually, but a great many members— 
are interested in seeing these private bills considered. These pen- 
sion bills ought to be considered and fully debated in the Commit- 
tee of the Whole. That is what we go into the Committee of the 
Whole for. The time of the House on next Friday ought not to 
be taken up with further discussion of them. That puts them in 
the way of other meritorious claims. I think this is a reasonable 
request. We come here to help the gentleman get a quorum on 
Friday night. We do not want to interfere with the transaction 
of business; but I think it is a reasonable request. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I do not want gentlemen, any of 
of them, to think that they can intimidate me, but I will ask that 
the committee rise—— 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Oh, we do not want to do that, and of 
course we do not intend to. 

Mr. RAY of New York. But I will ask that the committee rise 
at a reasonable time before half past 10, and then I will call up 
the bills and get the oo question on them, if I can. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is all we want. 

Mr. SIMS. .I wanted to understand whether the gentleman 
was going todo that. My question was whether he would ask 
for the previous question on bills reported here to night, so as to 
avoid Saomaten on next Friday, as they were discussed to-day. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Why, I say I will. 

Mr. SIMS. That was myinquiry. I did not propose to intimi- 
date the gentleman. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I said that I would. 

Mr. SIMS. I understand; but the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. UnpErwoop] was talking and I was talking, and I wanted 


the Sepenen to understand that I was simply asking a civil 
question. 
Mr. RAY of New York. I want to say that I have not the 


power, you know, to do aos except to ask it. 
Mr. SIMS. That is all I asked, whether the chairman would 
ask for it or not. 


Mr. RAY of New York. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the 

House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the pur- 
of considering business on the Private Calendar, under sub- 

vision 2 of Rule XXVI. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, with Mr. Lacey in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the first bill. 


JOHN Q. WASHBURN, 


The first business was the bill (H. R. 4167) to increase the pen- 
sion of John Q. Washburn. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Chairman, that bill has been read 
and debated, and we were ready for a vote when the committee rose 
the other night. I call for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee amendments are pending. 
The question is on the committee amendments, which the Clerk 
will report. 

The committee amendments were read, as follows: 


~ ie : strike out the word “seventy-two” and insert in lieu thereof the 
wo! . oe 

In lines § and 9 strike ont the words “from and after the passage of this 
act,”’ and from lines 10 and 11 strike out the words ‘under certificate num- 
bered seven hundred and sixteen thousand and seventy-two.” 


Mr. FARIS. Mr. Chairman, there are two or three of those 
amendments. I think two of them relate merely to the phrase- 
ology of the bill, and as to them there is no objection. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Chairman, I object to any fur- 
ther debate on this bill. I raise the point of order that the gen- 
tleman has been heard once, and I call for a vote. 

Mr. FARIS. Mr. Chairman—— 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thequestion is upon these amendments, and 
the Chair supposes that the gentleman should have an opportunity 
to be heard, for five minutes at any rate. 

Mr. FARIS. All I care to say, Mr. Chairman, is that on the 
previous Friday night I moved that the recommendation of the 
committee, changing the amount from $72 a month to $50 a month, 
be nonconcurred in, at which time I submitted my reasons for the 
motion. There is no objection to the other amendments of the 
committee. I supposed that I had the right to ask for a separate 
vote on these amendments. With that suggestion I am ready for 


a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. Aseparate vote is demanded on the amend- 
ments. The question will be first on the first amendment, to 
strike out ‘‘seventy-two ” and insert ‘‘ fifty.” 

Mr. FARIS. I move to nonconcur in that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is upon the committee amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The other amendments will be submitted 
in gross, if there be no objection. 

The other amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside, to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


LOUISA PASQUET. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1257) granting a pension 
to Louisa Pasquet. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to — upon the pension roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louisa Pasquet, 
widow of First Lieut. Alphonse Pasquet, late of Company I, Thirty-ninth 
Regiment New York Volunteers. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside to 
be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, 1 should like to hear the re- 
port read in that case. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
TALBERT] is recognized, and demands the reading of the report. 
The Clerk will read. 

The report (by Mr. BREWSTER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
1257) granting a pension to Louise Pasquet, have considered the same and 
the evidence relating thereto, and respectfully report: 

This bill proposes to pension at $17 per month Louise Pasquet, of the cit 
of New York, widow of First Lieut. Alphonse Pasquet, late of Company I, 
Thirty-ninth Regiment Volunteer Infantry. 

The soldier served from May 28 to September 13, 1861, and was honorably 

. He also served from November 2, 1861, to March 27, 1863, when 
he was honorably discha: 
bility incurred in the service, disease of lungs. 

e soldier was married to the beneficiary of this bill on the llth day of 
January, 1862. Early in October, 1866, he left his home in New York City to 


on tender of resignation on account of disa- 
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travel south for his health. He was heard from by the claimant soon there- 
after, but nothing has been heard of him since by her or by any of his numer- 
ous acquaintances and friends. His relations with his family were pleasant, 
and he had no reason for deserting his family or home. © was in very 

health at the time he started on this southern trip. It is established that the 
soldier went to Augusta, Ga., and was there in 1866 and a part of 1867, since 
which time no trace of him has been found. He was then suffering from 
chronic disease of the lungs, for which he was discharged in 1863, and as the 


——- was progressive it is a fair inference that the soldier died of such 
isease 


aeving no cause to desert his home or family, and having gone south for 
his health, and he not having been heard of or from by his wife, relatives, or 
friends for about thirty years, the presumption is that the soldier is dead. 
He never filed a claim for pension, nor can his prolonged absence be expiained 
upon any theory except that he isdead. The Pension Bureau has refused a 


gg to the claimant on the ground that there is no proof of the soldier's 
eat 


Your committee, being satisfied that the soldier is dead, have no hesitation 
in reporting this bill with the recommendation that it pass. 

Mr. TALBERT. It seems to me that the evidence in this case 
is very vague and uncertain. I should like to ask if the gentile- 
man who introduced the bill is present. 

Mr. RAY of New York. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
CUMMINGS] introduced the bill. The evidence is conclusive. I 
do not think there is a State in the Union where the presumption 
of death under these circumstances does not obtain. Bear in 
mind this man had a serious disease of the lungs, incurred in the 
service. He was not feeling well. He went South over thirty 
years ago. He had no trouble with his family, no difficulty what- 
ever, but had every reason to return. He has been heard of only 
once since, and he was then at a resort for his health, and that 
was over rs earsago. Now, is there not a fairand conclusive 
presumption that the man is dead? 

Mr. GIBSON. He never has applied for a pension. 

Mr. COWHERD. That is more convincing proof than the 
other fact. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside, to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


JOSEPH R. FINDLEY. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 4456) for the relief of 
Joseph R. Findley. 

The bill was wok as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the of 
ized and directed to revoke ead 
military service oft the United States as captain of Com: 

Regiment of Pe ae Volunteers, and to honora 

date from the 4th of October, 1864, and said Findl 

held and considered are, been pas dischar, 

vided, That nothing in this ac’ beso comeireed as to entitle him to saesbes 
any pay or emoluments in addition to those which he has heretofore received. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, the report in this case is a 
long one, and I will ask the gentleman who introduced it to make 
a statement about it. 

The CHAIRMAN, This does not appear to be a bill to remove 
the charge of desertion. 

Mr. HICKS. It is to give a man an honorable dischar; 

Mr. TALBERT. I do not think this isa case for consideration 
at a Friday night session. 

The CHAIRMAN. Would there be any jurisdiction to-night? 
It is not to remove the charge of desertion, to grant a pension, or 
to remove a political disability. Are not those the only bills in 
order? 

Mr. HICKS. It comes from the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is not in order at a Fri- 
day night session. 

Mr. HICKS. The chairman of the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs [Mr. HvuLL] understood it to be in order and uested me 
to be present at this session. No point of order has nm made 
against it. I ask unanimous consent that it be now considered. 
It isa very meritorious case. 

Mr. Chairman, the history of this case is simply this: In April, 
1861, Joseph R. Findley, a citizen of Altoona, Pa., who was then 
a young man attending a medical college in the city of Philadel- 
phia, enlisted in the first three months’ service, in response to the 
callof Abraham Lincoln. After his return from the three months’ 
service, from which he was honorably discharged, he assisted in 
raising the Seventy-sixth Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry Regi- 
ment, and served faithfully and courageously in that regiment, as 
the record shows, from the date of its organization, September 30, 
1861, or thereabouts, to about the middle of October, 1864, 

During the month of October, 1864, he was stricken with a 
severe illness, and was compelled to ask the surgeon of his regi- 
ment for leave of absence while on the march on that day. Dur- 
ing the night he overtook his regiment and lay within a ‘ort dis- 
tance of it. On the next morning, when the regiment was in the 
face of the enemy, he reported for duty and was there at his post 
ready to engage in whatever might occur. He was sent for by 
General Butler, who accused him of oe and of dishonorable 
and “in reponse oe on the da night previous. 

shoes produced the surgeon’s 


fcalo of disability, aut authorizing bin to =. absent from his 
Saat eral Butler would hear no excuse. He immedi- 
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ately took from the officer the certificate of the and 
surgeon, said 


at once that he could dismissed service, 
Young Findley had been promoted from lieutenant to captain 
and had filled all the various tions in his regiment to which 
he was assigned, shared in its ape andl Gengera, a0 ts 

by the testimony. He undertook to reason with General Butler, 
but the General would listen to no reason and at once made an 
order dismissing him from the service, thus placing upon him an 
undeserved stigma and disgrace. 

The evidence abundantly shows that he served faithfully and 
courageously from April, 1861, until October, 1864, never declin- 
ing to do his entire duty. This is proven not only the testi- 
mony of the officers, but by scores of privates in that gallant 
regiment of Pennsylvania volunteers, that has a most excellent 
record for faithful and courageous service, of which every citizen 
of Pennsylvania can be justly proud, from its first action on the 
Atlantic coast in South Carolina until the surrender at Appo- 
mattox. This ———_ did its full share of that t work, and 

ber, 1864, young Findley did his part. 
participated in the charge of his regiment at Fort Wagner; 
was in the battle of Cold Harbor, leading his company; took part 
in the action at Drurys Bluff; was active in the siege at Peters- 
burg; was frequently in charge of pend pen lines, and always 
con ucted himself with honor and credit to his command and 


positi 

All ‘of this is clearly established by the testimony of his com- 
manding and brother officers and scores of private soldiers of his 
regiment. The ——. unjustly placed upon him should be re- 
moved, Captain dley is now past the meridian of life and 
oa better treatment than that given him by his commanding 
genera 

This in substance, Mr, Chairman and gentlemen of the commit- 
tee, is the report. 

Cries of Vote!” Vote!”] 

r. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this bill is 
really subject to the point of order. It does not seem to be really 
a bill for the removal of a charge of desertion; it seems that it 
would relieve him of a certain kind of court-martial. 

Mr. HICKS. Se not raise the point of order, I 
think we can 

Mr. TALB Rr TS I do not make that 

The question was taken; and the bill 
favorable recommendation. 

ANNIE SAFFELL. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
187) for the relief of Annie Saffell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to to place the name of Annie Saffell, imbecile daughter 
of James Saffell, late of Company ~ ne hundred and seventy- fourth Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, on on the subject to the eeeyenens limita 


and 
tone of the pomsioa laws, ant to par er a pension at the rate of $12 per 
mon 


The amendments of the committee were read, as follows: 


Strike out the words “subject to the ons and limitations of the pen- 
sion — in lines 7 mes, 8, and — at tl end of line 9 the words“ same to be 
paid to her guardian, when appoin 
The amendments semen by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

BARBARA MILLER. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was nage (H.R. 


8212) 2 a an increase of pension to Barbara Miller 
ill was read, as follows: 


t. 
was laid aside with a 


isha etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. nnd t saad a fo hereby, 
authorized and directed to of e pension 


$12 
pw id ee Barbara Miller, widow of John Miller, ite of Company C See 
and forty-second Regiment New York Infantry, under 


The ie Gonedifieiaih recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


‘ flowing? all after the word “to,” in line 4, and insert in lieu thereof the 
OLOW 
the name of Barbara Miller, widow of John Miller, ake Semaaes O. 
One hundred and f rian New York Volunteer Infantry, on 


the pension roll and pay her a at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of 
the pension she is now receiving.” 
the to. 


The amendment recommended committee was agreed 
The bill as amended was te be laid aside with a favor- 


able sepemetenenediis. 
NANCY HOLLENBANK. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was ihe bill (H. R, 
4320) granting a pension to Nancy Hollenbank, an army purse 
during the war of the rebellion. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

it 

Be enocted, ste. T¥ Fit tte 


Sane 
eae ee aa 


Pension Foul at bo. ant fe beset v> 


Who was hn Army nuree during the 





1898. 
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Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to hear the report 
read in that case, to find out the service. 
The report (by Mr. WARNER) was read, as follows: 
bo anne bee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
to Nancy Hollenbank, respectfully 


4s) granting a pension submit the follow- 
Th to grant Nancy Hollenbank, of Decatur, Til, an army 
ee een 0 ra the rebellion, a eae Ser at the rate of $12 per 
eee on te shone tae tele Sietienbnnle aervedl-onam orang 


nanee, om under the eee and oe copeakee 

States Army, from some time in 

Ark., her — ae p 

labor as such nurse, was compe 

turn North; that her service as such nurse, from 1361 to 1864, was per 

in army hospitals at Paducah, GF ag Fort Henry, Tenn., Mound City, a and 
jena, Ark., in the order na her health has a ae ly re- 

stored, and that she is now old, oe and poor, and compelled to re 

upon the charitable assistance of others for the ordinary nee life. 

Your committee further report that she made regalar 2 plication 4 the 


ete as an army nurse e general law, 
but her was rejected on the solo ground that none of the ho itals in 
which she served as a nurse were De as gen- 

until after her service therein was terminated. Such being 


spirit genera! la 
Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill, and that the 
name of said ae Hollenbank be placed on the pension roll, and that she be 
ma a ppeasion » at the rate of $12 per month. Amend, however, as follows: 

a and 5, strike out th the words “at the rate of twelve dollars per 
mon 


From line 6, strike ont the words * who was an army nurse during the war 
of the rebellion,” and insert in lieu thereof the following: “and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $12 per mon 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


P. P. MINER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8132) for the relief of P. P. Miner, Company D, Twelfth Indiana 
Infantry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Powwiver of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
a De and instructed to increase the pension of P. P. Miner, late of Com- 

eye D, Twelfth Indiana Infantry, to $40 per month, the same to commence 
at tho time said Miner was granted a pe under the law of June 27, 1890. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read as 
follows: 

In line 4, strike out the words “increase the pension” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ place the name.” 

Strike out the word “to” in aaa of lines 6, 7, and 8, and 


insert in lien thereof the following: y him a pension at the rate of 
per month, in lieu of that he is now reosivion* = 


The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr, BRUCKER. Mr. Chairman, this bill was introduced by 
myself, and 1 find there was anerror. The title of the bill ought 
to read ‘‘ Company B” instead of ““Company D,” and in the body 
also I move that those amendments be made. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I would like to say that it is very es- 
sential that this description of the service should be correct or 
the F will not pay the pension. 

r. BRUCKER. It is absolutely correct. 

Mr. RAY of New York. You are sure about that? 

Mr. BRUCKER. Yes, sir; I have examined it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Committee of the 
Whole will recommend that the title of the bill be changed to 
correspond with the bill. 

There was no objection. 


CAREY H. RUSSELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4467) to increase the pension of Carey H. Russell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject otherwise A 
the limitations and provisions of the pension laws, the name of Care 
Russell, late first lie ceumantt of Company G, ——. -ninth Regiment of bab 


Volunteer Infant: , and pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
which he now receives. 


Mr. HICKS. Mr. Chairman, I call for the reading of the report, 
and while it is being read I desire to call the attention of the com- 
mittee to the same. Iintend to move an amendment as soon as 
the report is read, and I trustevery gentleman present will listen 
to the report, which I claim proves the right to a larger a 
than the committee allowed. Ny eat thad- Gao sepert bo nee 

The report (by Mr. Mrers of Indiana) was read, as follows: 


The ing the pet on Invalid Pensions, having considered the bill (H. R. at 
the pues of [Coren H. Russell, 
pany C. teen Twenty. 


eye 
ove Electra? (pease Pos de fonts Som 


omeet Gente . for three monthe in Compen 
Third Ivania Volunteer ee reenlisted Septem sbor i, aa 
A er ise eee Lonpantcr Wanker zas tion 
Glectvunets tnt at tenn During his first service he olechioenn 


XXXI-—126 


sunstroke and a severe attack of. pneumonia. He was wounded, left on the 
mee ee at the —— = Port “ee. s 
august, was paroled and rejoined comman © was with 
Sherman in the famous from Atlanta to the sea. While in the 
sevens = he —_ ffered from attacks of rheumatism, which disease has followed 
t ett ety and he is now ohanne helpless. Since leaving 
eee eneunse, and until recently has earned a 


eet a any act in caring for ‘himself with- 
others. He hasa wife and ono daughter, who are dependent 
wn labors for a livelihood. Their time is substantially taken up 
in caring fo or the soldier. The soldier is also afflicted with heart trouble. 

There has been filed with this committee evidence additional to that filed 
in the Pension Office, showing his financial condition, and also showing the 
origin of his disease, and w is convincing, and which shows that the 
troubles from which he now raulievs probably - inated in the service. [tis 
also shown that he has no property of his own, at least none of any account. 
It is not claimed that any part of his disability is the result of his own vicious 
habits. He isa man of good character, and his service was long and honor- 
able in every respect. 

The on Bureau has held that $12 is the total sum for which he shonld 
be — under the law for disabilities incurred in the service. 

our committee are of the opinion and find that from disease contracted 

in the service he has a disability which under the law entitles him to a pen- 
sion of $30 = month, and therefore report the bill back with the recom- 
mendation that it pass. 


STATE OF PENNSYLVANTA, County of Blair, ss: 


Before me personally came Carey H. Russell, pensioner of the United 
States, and an applicant for increase, who, being sworn in due form of 
law, saith that ‘‘ 1 was affected by a sunstroke in my first three months’ serv- 
ice, on the march between Greencastle, Pa., and Hagerstown, Md. In the 
three years’ service the most serious illness I had was an attack of typhoid 


Shortly after the battle of Gettysburg, when we were lying along the 
Rapidan, 1 was sent back to hospital at Alexandria, Va. I was at the hospital 
a month or six weeks, and then rejoined my regiment, upon its return from 
New York, in 1863. Wewere then sent west to Sherman's army, in the At- 
lanta ones on the Chattahoochee River. I was attacked with scurvy, 
and was laid up for quite a few days at field hospital of our division. After 
that [had health until my discharge 

“I first felt rheumatism in July, 1800 ¢ about = zee after my discharge. 
At that time it seemed to —s to treatment. believed then, as I do now, 
that the disease was the dregs of and was — to my army service. As I 
w older these attacks became more frequent, until about three years ago 
became entirely disabled and unable to perform any manual labor or help 
myself. From 1366 the rheumatism annoyed me more or less, and was most 
ones after I had performed labor of a severe character or had exposed 
myse 
TT am now entirely unable to do work of any kind, and am entirely depend- 
ent upon friends and others for help and support. 
y entire service in the Army covered a period of almost four years, 
— I ne never absent from my command except when a prisoner of war or 
back in the hospital. My service was in ompany I, Third Pennsytva- 
= % olunteer Infantry, and my other service in Company G, Twenty-ninth 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and as adjutant of my regiment. 

“ This statement was dictated by me to Hon. J. D. Hrc«s, and he reduced 
the same to writing in my presence, and I signed my name to the same in 
presence of said J. D. Hicks and the notary.’ 

CAREY H. RUSSELL. 


Sworn and subscribed before me this 8th day of January, 1893. 
[SEAL. ] D. R. MILLER, Notary Public. 


STaTEe OF PENNSYLVANIA, County of Blair, ss: 


Personally appeared before me, C. 8. W. Jones, proprietor of the Tyrone 
Herald, of Tyrone, Pa., whom I certify to “y entitled to credit, who, being 
affirmed in due form of law, doth depose and ~- 

That he has been personally acquainted with Carey H. Russell, who is a 

nsioner of the United States Government and is now receiving $12a month, 
bor the past twenty years, or thereabouts; that said Russell was for a long 
period of time an engineer on the Pennsylvania Railroad of the Tyrone divi- 
sion, and some time within re three years (deponent can not recall the 
exact date) he was stricken with rheumatism of a very severe type and char- 
acter, and since that time said Carey H. Russell has been entirely helpless. 

He was — by his family for treatment to the hospital in Philade elphia, 


but owin r indigent circumstances they were unable to keep him 
there, an is now at his home in Tyrone, Pa. 
Said C. H. Russell has a wife and one daughter, both of whom were depend- 


ent upon him for their support, and he now being entirely helpless,so much 
so that he can not even care for himself nor move himself in and out of his 
bed, they are compelled to help earn the living and are largely dep: — . 
upon friends for support and maintenance. Furthermore, their time 
very much occupied in taking care of the husband and father, and he is tn 
the condition as before stated—helpless, unable to dress or undress himself, 
or even to move himself in and out of his bed. His condition is indeed a 
veel one. 

Said C. H. Russell is possessed of no property, and has no income so far as 
is known to this deponent outside of his small pension of $12 a month, which, 
is entirely inadequate for his support. 

Deponent is an honorably discharged soldier from the United States Army 
of the war of the rebellion, asa member of the Second Pennsylvania Cavalry; 
is past commander of the Grand Army post of Tyrone; also an ex- member 
of the legislature of Pennsylvania, and is at the present time captain of the 
Sheridan Cavairy, connected with the National Guard of Pennsylvania, and 
he has personally and intimately known said Carey H. Russell for the past 
twenty years. 

8. W. JONES. 

Affirmed and subscribed before me this 28th day of Seceres 1896. 

(SEAL. } W. B. HICKS, Notary Public. 

RECORD AND PENSION Orricn, WAR DeraARTMENT, 
Washington City, February 1, 1895. 

Sir: Referring to your letter of yesterday, received to-day, in which you 
request the military record of * Russell, — lieutenant Compan y G, 
Twenty-ninth Massachusetts olunteers, I am directed by the Sec- 
retary of War to inform you as foliose 

The official records show that Carey H. Russell was enrolled and mustered 
into service September 30, 1861, as a private, with n Clemmer's com- 
y (subsequently Company G), -ninth -~ 3! try Volunteers, 
serve three years, and was sergeant thesameday. Hewas 
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ppointed sergeant-major of the regiment December 21, 1861; was mustered 
in as second lieutenant aospany G, to date April 13, 1862; as first lieutenant, 
Same company, June 3, 1863; and is regarded by this Department as having 
been mustered in as first lieutenant and adjutant, same regiment, to take 
effect from December 4, 1864. 


The muster rolls do not report him absent except as follows: June 30, 1862, 
to August 31, 1862, “Absent; missing since battle of Port Republic, Va., June 
9, 1862;"" August 31, 1863, ‘‘ In hospital at Alexandria, Va., August 17, 1863.” 

The prisoner of war records show that he was paroled by the enemy at 
Aikens Landing, Virginia, August 17, 1862, and the roll of his company October 
31, 1862, shows that he was exchanged September 21 and joined his regiment 
for duty October 24, 1862. 


The medica! records show that he was admitted to the regimental hospital 
Angust 11, 1863, with remittent fever, and to the second division general hos- 
= at Alexandria, Va.. August 16, 1863, with debility, from which latter 

ospital he was returned to duty September 13, 1863. 


e was mustered out of service on an individual muster-out roll April 3, 
1865, at Goldsboro, N. C. 

Under the provisions of the act of Congress approved June 3, 1884, and the 
acts amendatory thereof, he is considered by this Department as commis- 
sioned to the grades of second lieutenant and first lieutenant, Company G, 

enty-ninth Ohio Volunteers, to take effect from March 24, 1862, and San 
uary 21, 1863, respectively. 
Very ey, F. C. AINSWORTH, 
folonel, United States Army, Chief Record and Pension Office. 
Hon. J. D. Hicks, 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. HICKS. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend this bill by strik- 
ing out the word “thirty,” in line 8, and inserting the word 
“ fifty.” 

I very much dislike to disagree with the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, but if ever there was a meritorious case presented for 
the consideration of the House of Representatives, this is one. 

ere is a man who never applied for a pension before. 

Although he had four years of continuous and excellent army 
service, he never applied for a pension until he was absolutely 
helpless with a disease that he contracted in the service of his 
country. As long as he was able to stand on his engine board, not 
more than ten, twelve, or fifteen days in the month, his proud 
spirit never permitted him to ask for a pension. 

So long as he was able to earn a livelihood for himself and his 
family, and then even when stricken with rheumatism, when he 
was absolutely helpless, he did not apply for a pension until his 
friends urged him; and it was my privilege to carry his applica- 
tion to the Pension Office, to have it marked special, and to have 
a pension allowed to him at $12 a month. He is now absolutely 
helpless, and can not move a limb; and we heard this afternoon 
many cases where $50 had becn granted, and I am certain this 
committee can grant this man with good reason a pension of $50 
a month; and I trust the committee will vote with me on this 
amendment. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Chairman, it is not necessary for 
me to speak at any length in regard to this case. I do not know 
that I blame the gentleman from Pennsylvania from making this 
effort, because, of course, he.seeks to stand well in his district 
and to do all he can for this old soldier. But gentlemen here 

resent will notice that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 

ICKs]} himself introduced this bill, and he only asked $30. He 
knew, because he knows the soldier well; he resides in the same 
vicinity with him. 

He laid the bill before the committee, and came before the com- 
mittee and asked us to give $30. He knows perfectiy well that 
we would not report the bill at all before he had given us addi- 
tional evidence; and when he gave us additional evidence, we 
thought, after a complete and careful examination of all the papers 
then on file at the Pension Bureau and the additional evidence, 
that probably some of these disabilities rejected at the Pension 
Bureau came under army service; some of them they did not 
concede. 

That was the situation. That is, after a careful and patient in- 
vestigation of the facts, we found that he has established, in our 
judgment, a disability of service origin that entitled him to $30 a 
month—all Brother Hicks asked for. 

Now, having prevailed upon this committee to be good-natured, 
to deal justly with him, is it exactly fair for him to come in here 
and say, ‘‘ You have been so good to me, so clever, and so kind to 
this old soldier that I will test your good nature and see if I can 
not get alittie more. I will transfer my begging from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions to the Committee of the Whole.” 

Now, let me say to my brother this: The Committee on Invalid 
Pensions has given careful attention to these bills. In every in- 
stance we have done what we believe to be right, and, at the same 
time, we have acted in a conservative manner, and we have tried 
to be consistent. What I mean by that is, we have found a class 
of cases where we thought the old soldiers were entitled to $24, 
another class where we thought it should be $30, another class $40, 
and another class $50. 

We have kept them all in line, and to change this rate in this 
case under this evidence and these facts would be —— injustice 
to more than a dozen others that we have already acted upon, not 
only in the Committee of the Whole but in the House itself. Now, 
let me say in addition, that here is the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Faris] who had a case where the evidence showed that the 
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disability was total, and where it ap to us that the disabil- 
ity was entirely of service origin, and if there was no doubt about 
it that man should have had at the hands of this committee 
oa $72. a : 

e is given $50, and that is in line with a dozen other cases an 
on all fours with it. That is consistent. That is justice, That 
commends the work of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
it commends the work of the Committee of the Whole and of the 
House, and the moment you depart from it and start out on a sys- 
tem where your action is inconsistent with itself, you throw not 
only upon the committee but upon the House, a severe criticism, 
and you discredit all the work we can do in these special pension 
— and I do trust that gentlemen will not pass this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HICKS. I must insist on answering my friend. I will 
take the chairman at his own word, although he would not con- 
sent to $50a month. When I introduced the bill I asked for $30, 
and he insisted upon my furnishing additional evidence as to the 
character of the man’s disability and where it originated. I took 
the additional testimony at this man’s own home, and there Ifound 
that this disability did actually originate in the service of the 
United States. 

Wher I produced to my friend the additional testimony, I then 
informed him that I should have asked for $50a month. He said, 
“That is your fault,” and at that time did not raise any objec- 
tion. There can not be too much money paid to men like Carey 
Russell for services rendered our country. From 1864 down to 
the present time that man was entitled to a pension from the Gov- 
ernment, but his proud spirit would not permit him to ask for a 
pension until, as he used to say, ‘‘All his comrades would receive 
one.” 

This committee ought, in justice to this man, in justice to the 
evidence furnished the committee, to vote for this amendment 
cheerfully, so that he can go down to his grave in e, and in 
the meantime take care of his wife and daughters. The only wa 
he can do this properly, and as a soldier such as he was should, 
is to have this sum of $50 a month; he can not live on $30. 

The amendment was rejected, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


SARAH A. DENNY, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
722) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah A. Denny, an army nurse. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of Mrs. Sarah A. Denny. an army 
nurse, on the pension roll, and her a pension at the rate of $25 per month, 
subject to the provisions and tations of the pension laws. 

The committee recommended that the bill be amended by strik- 
ing out the word ‘ twenty-five,” in line 6, and inserting ‘‘ twelve” 
in lieu thereof. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


MARY E. HERD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4624) granting a pension to Mary E. Herd. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed or on the pension roll the name of Mary E. Herd, 
widow of Andrew J. Herd, late lieutenant-colonel of the Fourteenth Ken- 
tucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension of. $30 
usual allowance for her minor c 
which she may be now receiving. 


The committee recommended the following amendments: 


Line 4, after the word “roll,” insert the following: “subject to tie pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws;"’ in line 8, after the word * for," 
insert the word “her,” and after the word “children,”’ same line, insert the 
words “in addition thereto:” in line 9 strike out the words “ any which she 
may be now receiving” and insert in lieu thereof the ser “the pension 
she is now receiving.” Also amend the title so asto read: “A bill granting an 
increase of pension to Mary E. Herd.” 


The committee amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be favorably reported to 
the House. 


The amendment to the title was agreed to. 
GUSTAVUS A. KINDBLADE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
$524) granting a pension of $30 per month to Gustavus A. Kind- 
blade. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., Tate msion of per month be, and is hereby, al- 
lowed to Gustavus A. Kindblade, late o pamoeny ©, Fourth Iowa Infantry 
Volunteers, from and after ar of this act, for meritorious services 
and on account of permanent ties contracted while in the service of 
the United States, the same to be in lieu of pension certificate No. 216636. 

The committee recommended the following amendments: 


From lines 8 and 4 strike out the words “ta pension of $30 per month be, 


r month, with the 
ildren, such pension to be in lieu of any 
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f here! ” and insert in lieu thereof the following: “ 
wt» of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 


Shece the pension name of. 
Strike out all after the word “ Volunteers,” in line 5, and insert in lieu 


reof : “and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month, 
in lieu of he is now por. 


Amend the title so it will read: “A increasing the pension of Gustavus 
A. Kindblade.” 

Mr. TALBERT. I would like to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee if that claim has ever been submitted to the Pension Bureau 
for adjudication? 


Mr. RAY of New York. Certainly; this bill proposes to increase 
his sion from $17 to $30. It has been there and been thor- 
oughly e ed. Application was made for an increase and the 


difference arose between the committee and the Bureau as to 
whether certain of these disabilities arose in the service. The com- 
mittee is satisfied that they did, and therefore we reported it. 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The amendment to the title was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be favorably reported to 
the House, 

GEORGE D. COOK. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 345) granting an increase 

of pension to George D. Cook. 
e bill was , a8 follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to Pe on the pension roll, at the rate of $50 per 
month, the name of George D. Cook, iate a private of Company K, One hun- 
dred and tenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, the same to be in lieu of any pen- 
sion now being paid the said Cook. 

The amendments reported by the committee were read, as fol- 
lows: 


From lines 4 and 5 strike out the words ‘“‘at the rate of $50 per month.” 

From lines 7 and 8 strike out the words “ the same to be in lieu of ony yen. 
sion now being paid the said Cook” and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
“and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month, in lieu of the pension he 
is now receiving.” 


Mr. TALBERT. I wish to call the attention of the committee 
to articie 10 of the rules adopted by the Senate Committee on Pen- 
sions. the Invalid Pensions Committee of this House has 
adopted no rule on the subject, it seems to me that there may well 
be some observance here of the rules adopted by the Senate, for, as 
a matter of course, measures by the Committee of the 
Whole here on Friday nights must go before the Senate commit- 
tee before they can become laws, and therefore we ought to con- 
form our action somewhat to the rules followed in the Senate, for 
the reason that if we passa measure here that the Senate commit- 
tee, under this rule, will not consider, it is a useless expenditure 
on our part of time and trouble. 

One of the rules adopted by the Senate committee provides: 

Asa bills for original pensions will be given consideration in prefer- 
ence fey! md for increase. = P ” 

Now, I observe that nearly every bill acted on to-night is for an 
increase of pension. I iavite the attention of the committee, 
therefore, to this rule. Possibly it would be better for the Com- 
mittee of the Whole to take up measures coming within the pro- 
vis‘ons of the rules of the Senate committee than to go ahead and 
pass bills to be a slaughtered by that committee. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Let me say to my friend from South 
Carolina that in the great majority of these cases the applicant 
has a onable status at the Bureau. The Committee on In- 
valid Pensions has steadily declined to take up and consider cases 
co! directly to our committee, having a pensionable status at 
the Bureau, unless for some reason it is apparent that we should 
allow a larger rate of pensions than the Pension Office could. It 
has been our habit to say in cases where a pensionable status did 
not appear, ‘‘You must go to the Pension Office and establish 
your pensionable status.” 

be noticed, therefore, that we have very few cases of 
original pensions, and those are almost exclusively cases where 
relief could not be obtained at the Pension Bureau by reason of 
some technicality. We t increases only in cases of necessi- 
tous circumstances to soldiers, war widows, or the helpless chil- 
dren of soldiers, who have been in that condition from infancy, or 
in other cases of like nature. If gentlemen will look over the cases 
we have reported to the House, they will find that they are cases 
presenting an actual necessity for the relief which we propose to 


grant. 

The question being taken oh the amendments reported by the 

committee, they were agreed to. ; 

at bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
© House. 


JOHN F. HATHAWAY, 


The next business was the bill (S. 728) gran @ pension to 
John F. Hathaway. keg 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


thorized and directed lace on the pensi 11, sub; to the ae 
ani to on the on roll, su ° ons 
nd limitations of the la 5 


ws, the name of John F. Hathaway, late an 
t surgeon of the Fourth Regiment of fadians ¥. anteers, and later 


— 


assistant surgeon in the United States Army, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $17 per month. 
The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 


In line 7 strike out the words “Indiana Volunteers” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “Indian Brigade.” 


Mr. RAY of New York. The report in this case is not long. I 
desire to have it read in order that the Committee of the Whole 
ny Rp the reason for our action. 

e report (by Mr. BorKIN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill S. 728, 
and also the bill H. R. 4241, identical in purpose, have examined the same, 
the principle involved, and the evidence relating thereto, and after due con- 
sideration respectfully report the Senate bill. 

This bill proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John F. Hatha- 
wer late an assistant surgeon of the Fourth Regiment of Indian Brigade, 
and later assistant surgeon in the United States Army, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $17 per month. In effect the bill restores said Hathaway 
to the pension roll and increases his pension from $12 to $17 per month. 

John F. Hathaway served as an acting assistant or contract surgeon from 
November 15, 1863, to September, 1864, and from October 13, 1864, to July 20, 

This claimant is now 79 years of age, and by reason of physical disability is 
absolutely unable to support himself or to earn anything, and he has no prop- 
erty or income of any description, nor has he anzene upon whom he can 
depend for support. He relies wholly upon the charity of his friends and 
acquaintances. He rendered valuable service while acting as assistant sur- 
geon, and his > disabilities are quite largely due to that service. 

He applied for a pension under the act of June 27, 1890, on the 2lst day of 
July, , and he was allowed a pension of $12 per month for enlarged pros- 
tate gland, deafness of both ears, and senile debility. 

oner Raum and Assistant Secretary Bussey held that service of 

his character was —— under the act of June 27, 1890. On the 26th 

day of March, 1895, Hathaway’s name was dropped from the rolls under the 

technical decision made by Assistant Secretary Reynolds in the Shannon 
case. (See volume 7, Pension Decisions, 64.) 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions in the House of Representatives, and 
the House itself, have repeatedly declared that this class of service should be 
held to be pensionable under the act of June 27, 1890, and the legislation of the 
House has thus given a construction to that act favorable to the claimant. 

The rate of pension to which the claimant is entitled under that act is, 
however, $12 per month and not $17 yer month, and the increase from $12 to 

7is based, in the main, upon the fact that the probabilities are that the 

resent physical condition of the claimant is largely due to his army service. 

e increase is also d in part upon the utter inability of the claimant to 

rt himself, his poverty, and extreme old age. 
our committee therefore report the bill back with the recommendation 
that it pass, when amended as follows: 

In line 7 strike out the words “Indiana Volunteers" and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “Indian Brigade.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House. 


su 


BENJAMIN F. MOULTON, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 802) granting a pension to 
Benjamin F. Moulton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the oe meeney | of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Benjamin 
F. Moulton, late of Company —, Tenth New York Heavy Artillery, and pay 
him a pension of $50 per month. 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as fol- 
lows: 

In line 6 strike out the words“ of fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “at the rate of seventeen,” so as to read “‘and pay him a pension at 
therate of $17 per month.”’ 

Mr. TALBERT. I should like to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee whether this claimant has ever been before the Pension 
Bureau. : ; : 

Mr. RAY of New York. This case is precisely like the preced- 
ing one in every respect except the name of the beneficiary. 

The amendment was agreed to. — 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House. 


FRANCIS M, BRUNER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 3802) granting $72 per 
month pension to Francis M. Bruner. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized 
and directed to place the name of Francis M. Bruner, late a member of Com- 
pany A, Seventh United States Colored Infantry, on the pension roll at the 
rate of $72 per month, under the rules and re tions of the Pension Office, 
- — to be in lieu of the pension now drawn by him under certificate 

o. 142065. 


The amendments reported by the committee were read, as fol- 
lows: 

After the word “roll,” in line 6, insert the words “and pay him a pension.” 

In line 6strike out “seventy-two” and insert in lieu thereof * fifty.”’ 

In line 7 strike out “under” and insert in lieu thereof the words “subject 


OB out at the end of the bill the following words: “Under certificate 


ae the title of the bill so as to read: “A bill increasing the pension of 
Francis M. Bruner.” 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Chairman, I move a further 
amendment to correct the phraseology of the bill. In line 8 the 
word “office” should be stricken out and the word “ bureau” sub- 
stituted, so that it will read “‘ Pension Bureau” instead of ‘* Pen- 
sion Office.” 
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The CHAIRMAN. The guestion is first on the committee 
amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman focuh New York [Mr. Ray], tostrike out 
the word “office,” in line 8, and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“bureau.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I move another amendment, in line 
9, to strike out the words ‘‘ now drawn by him” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words ‘‘he is now receivi 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 9 strike ont the words “ now drawn by him” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “‘ he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be iaid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


VICTOR BEAUBOUCHER, 


The next business was the bill (H.R. 1387) to increase the pen- 
sion of Victor Beauboucher. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ishereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pro 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Victor Reanbaneber. 
late private Company E, hg ay A eighth Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, 
at the rate of $72 per month, in eu of the pension which he is now receiving. 


TheCommiitee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendments: 


a After the word “Infantry,” in line 7, insert the words *‘and pay him a pen- 
on. 


In line 8 strike out the words “‘seventy-two”™ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “fifty.” 


Mr. RAY of New York. I desire to have the report in that.case 
read for the information of this committee. It is not long. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read it. 

The report (by Mr. Drices) was read, as follows: 


Your committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1387) to increase a 
pension of Victor Beauboucher, have carefully examined all the evidence and 
seqpec tfully report: 

his bill proposes to increase from $30 to $50 per month the pension of Vic- 
tor Beauboucher, of the city of New York, late a private in Company E, 
Twenty-cighth Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry. 

The soldier served honorably from March 31, 1564, to January 6, 1865, when 
he was discharged because of amputation of left leg at middle third, made 
necessary by a gunshot fracture received in action at the battle of Cold 


r. 

It is evident that this soldier's Seoneiey from this wound and necessary 
amputation has constantly increased; for, pensioned at # per month about 
— ty y es 0, increases to $15 from Fok 1866; to $24 from March 15, 1875; 

to $31.25 ber aA 1878; to $50 from December 13, 1878, and $72 ‘from 
June 16, 1880.1 for loss of left 1 “s and diseased stump, requiring 
attendance, were successi vel, ied for and made. 

His case must have been roe arly and almost constantly under considera- 
tion at the Pension Bureau, and the facts must have been well known when 

the increase to $72 per month w as granted. In 1894 this pension was reduced 
to $30 per month. Such action on the part of the Bureau indicates eithera 
very rapid recovery, which is improbable, or that the Bureau of Pensions had 
been v a lax in the discharge of its duty, when in 1880 or thereabouts it ad- 
judica the claim at $72 per month. It is not necessary to discuss this part 


of the case to any great extent. 

There is much evidence to — a condition warranting a $72 
rate, but it is not satisfactory or convinci ing. On the other hand, the case 
is barren of evidence to show that the sudden drop to §30 was justified. As 
an application for restoration was made and denied and the case was.ap- 
pecied your a has _ the aid of — investigation made .-4 

rom an im 


others a can ial stand po: 

The uncontradicted evidence shows that the soldier es the wound 
lost his leg ny, amputation, and that the stum aoe bee a and 
has constantly grown worse. It also shows t on has 
serious] affeated the general health of the ye and that at ae in- 
tervals the condition is such as to cause excruciating pain. The soldier was 
sent abroad in 1865 as aa at Cairo, but resigned on account of his shattered 
health. He is now li Brussels, and his condition is such as to render 
his return to the Unite States very expensive as well as dangerous. 


The soldier is compelled to move about on crutches when he moves at all, 
and owing to his w and debilitated condition the frequent aid and attend- 
ant S eiete : Sete ell ized = auasey. and 
a condition of se e origin w asa 
ir committee does not hesitate to the bill back e recommen- 
ion that it pass when amended as 
—_ the he word “ Infantry, online a a the words “and pay him a 
In line 8 —— out the words “seventy-two” and insert in lieu thereof the 
The comuntttes Se were 
The bill as amended was ordered 


oboe iaid., aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable a amaiaainamen 


MARGARET ROWSELL. 


The next business was the bill (S. 856) granting a pension to 
Margaret Rowsell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., that the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
‘directed to ty tig | aan subject to to the 

and the pension laws, the name of 

Of Goceme Howsell late of Company D. Bourth Regiment United States in- 

fantry, at $12 per month. 
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The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended ; 
amendment: te following 


«Jp Hine 8, strike out the word “twelve” and insert in lien thereof the word 


The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation, 

CAPT, JOHN W. DODD. 

The next business was the bill (S. 141) granting an increase 
pension to Capt. John W. Dodd. 3 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it ted, etc., That the Soemieeped Interi 
outherianhand directed to place the pension rel roll, eubject tothe atom 

name a eee 


and limitations of the nae ong laws, the an Dodd, of 
Indianapolis, Ind., late a member of Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infanti yam hat he be paid pansion of 60 por month, in lieu of 
the amount he is a receiving. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensionsrecommended the following 


amendment: 
og ti line 8, strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


The committee amendment was mengguee ia 

The bill, as amended, was ordered be laid aside, to be reported 
to the Honse with a favorable recommendation. 

MARGARET CUSTER CALHOUN. 

The next business was the bill (S. 482) to increase the pension 
of Margaret Custer Calhoun. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Beit enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the owe an arenes $0 the limita- 


tions and provisions of the pension ie. — of Custer Cal- 
houn, widow of Lieut. Cc United States 


Ca and hera ~y wht - in lieu of that 
—T= pay pension eoerean. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside, to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recomm n. 
HENRY B. CONWAY. 
The next business was the bill (8. 123) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry B. Conway. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
B ig 
ot enantio, ae. Fuss the Secretary of eee eet. 
a = name of Henry B. ny late of 
ois ‘deuheors, Mexican war, at the rate "$20 per 
ny Tien of the pension he is now receiving. 
"The bill was ordered to be laid aside, to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


MRS. MARTHA TRANK. 

The next business was the bill (S. 485) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Martha Frank. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the pine upon te the Interior be, and he is eee. 


authorized and directed to — roll, af pensions, tho 
apna She pazment the — 4 


tions and poe men pope 
Mrs. Ma: Frank, widow —_—< eS ent 
@ pension rated 


= “John Littie in the Indian war of 16i8, and allow 
per mon 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside, to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


JO“MN A, ANDERSON. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 2950) to increase the pen- 
sion of John A. Anderson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tenet’, etc., oat Oe 


the Inhosice D9. bake bevebr, 
authorized an 


Secretary of 
directed to etieey eS the pension roll the name of John 
Anderson, lato a private in Battery I, Fifth U: States , and late 
of Compan fom — of Indiana pone! epee go e py 
hima ee rom and after this 
of the pension nn et te ere 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 


atten Gao enantine iene eth neet 
a een gee 
‘Fifty-first 


of commencement, b 
Hovised Statutes af the United States.” 

The The question is on the substitute. 
Mr. FARIS. Mr. ene in order that the record may dis- 
close what we understand to be the purpose of this bill, I desire 
to say that, as I understand it, theamendment proposed ‘the com- 
mittee opens the way for this soldier to file an for an 
increase of his on under the x own law in the usual way, 
and in that oes the Pension Office oe. 
attendant havirz attiomiontos a pension 
manner res judicata, so far as future application is concerned, for 
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the reason that the bill heretofore i this soldier declared 
the disabilities for which he be and is pensioned. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. And they decided against him on an appli- 
cation for 


increase. 
Mr. FARIS. Yes. This is a case where the soldier applied for 
a pension, and his claim was rejected by the Pension Bureau. He 
then a ed to , and by a special act was given a pen- 
sion 2amonth. This bill was introduced to increase that 
pension. In the wisdom of the committee it was deemed best that 
an amendment of this character should be made to the bill, open- 
ing the door for the soldier to apply for an increase under the gen- 
eral law before the Pension Bureau. 

Now, so far as I can see, it seems to me that the committee has 
dealt fairly and perhaps liberally with this soldier. If the effect 
of this amendment be that he may apply for an increase, be ex- 
amined as the amendment provides, his examination and the evi- 
dence which he m*y submit on the disabilities which the bill 


ones granting him the $12 a month recognizes him to be 
8 waren os to Sidsrsnine his measure of increase, then I admit 
that the amendment is a fair and liberal one to the soldier. 

This being a new business to me, I think it best to submit these 
observations and evoke,if I can, from the chairman of the com- 
mittee, in charge of this bill, the statement whether or not he un- 
derstands the purport of this amendment to be what I have indi- 
cated, and whether the soldier may now file his application for an 
increase and not be met at the Pension Bureau with any objection 
or obstacle that was heretofore raised against his being granted a 
pension at the hands of the Bureau. _ 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Chairman, I will say for the 
benefit of the gentleman that the amendment recommended-b: 
the Committee on Pensions does exactly what he understands it 
todo. ‘his soldier — for a — at the wp te ey and 
it was denied him, as they did not agree that the bility from 
which he was suffering was of service origin. He afterwards ap- 
plied to Congress for relief. He furnished the testimony of the 
medical ——e board which rated him for this disability, and 
in the judgment of the committee and of Con at that time 
they granted him a pension upon those disabilities as of service 


ori, 

ioe, this bill seeks to increase that pension by a certain grade, 
the committee deeming it wiser that he should be placed upon the 
ra roll under the general law; and that amendment so places 

im, so that the Pension Bureau has not the right to deny his ap- 
plication now on account of the disease not a of service ori- 
gin. The bill een Eases oe the list an een 
receive any increase of pension that it is possible to show that his 
increased bilities would entitle him to on account of the spinal 
disease for which he claims a pension. 

Mr. FARIS. No; on account of the spinal disease and general 
disability for which the bill pensions him. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Yes; that is it; whatever increased 
disability he can show coming from that disease. 

Mr. FARIS. So that, as between the soldier now and the Pen- 
sion Bureau, when he makes his application for the increase under 
this amendment, the question of his having spinal disease and 
general disability of service origin, for which he is now drawing 
a pension, is forever settled and adjudicated. 

r. LOUDENSLAGER. Yes. 

Mr. FARIS. He will be entitled toany increase from these a 
sionable causes which he may now show himself to be entitled to, 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Yes. 

Mr. FARIS. That is satisf ° 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. , in looking over that 
ae amendment, I desire to call attention to the b 

will first ask the gentleman if it was intended to grant any pen- 
= or increase of pension from any date anterior to the passage 

© act? 

Mr, LOUDENSLAGER. ‘The amendment, as I understand it, 
is to allow him the increase of pension, whatever is shown to be 
due, to commence at the date that it would under the general law. 

Mr. RAY of New York. To commence from some past date, 
some date that has gone by? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. No; some date yet to come. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Some date yet to come? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. That is what he would have to do 
under the general law. He would have to file his eae for 


an increase and have a medical examination o , and from 
the date of that medical examination showing the increased disa- 
bili sion would begin 


ty his increased s 
Mr. CONNOLLY. It would be granted from the date of the 


appli 
Mr. RAY of New York. I did not suppose it was your purpose 
to give any arrears of on. 
. LOUDENSLAGER. It is not. 
Mr. RAY of New York. Because that is against the policy of 
the Committee on Pensions as well as of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, That would not be the effect of the, 
amendment which the committee has reported. 
Mr. RAY of New York. Then it Se 


That he is found to be entitled to on account of disabilty arising from dis-, 
ease of spine and general debility, the said allowance to be the same as if his 
original pension had been granted under the provisions of the general pen- | 
sion laws, and to be governed, as to date of commencement, by the provi- 
sions of section 4698} of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

Now, in order that there may be no question as to the effect of 
that, I move the following amendment. 

Mr, LOUDENSLAGER, I beg ipeenen I would just like to 
say to the gentleman from New York that section 4698} of the 
Revised Statutes provides exactly when an increase of pension 
shall commence, and that is after he has filed his claim for in- 
crease and the Pension Bureau have ordered a medical examina- 
tion to be made; then, from the date of the report of that medical 
examination showing increased disability, the increase commences. 
There can be no better way of fixing it than this. It puts him in 
the same line as any other claimant under the general law, and 
therefore I do not see how there can be any better or more — 
able way of allowing him to get an increase of pension than that. 

Mr. FARIS. Ifthe gentleman will permit me, I will also state 
that I made we as to the a of the language referred to 
in that section. lam informed, and was proceeding upon that 
information, that it is the rule under the statute to fix the date 
the pension should commence on the day of the examination of 
the medical board. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Well, in order that there may be no 
question about that, I move the following amendment: 

Amend by adding, at the end of line 15, page 2, the following: 

Provided, That this act not be so construed as to give an increase 
from a date antecedent to the passage hereof.” 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER,. I hopethe gentleman from New York 
will not press his amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Ame: , 5 2, ing: 

Srenided : § That this S Chall not be Sees ve an increase 
from a date antecedent to the passage hereof.” 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I shall not oppose the amendment, 
I wish to say to the gentleman from New York. It only carries 
out the ak of the Committee on Pensions, and I believe the 
membership of the House, but I think it is possibly unnecessary, 
because I think the language of the amendment offered by the 
committee is the best way to fix it. The language of the statute 
was very carefully considered by the committee. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Certainly it will do no harm. 

_ LOUDENSLAGER. Certainly not; except to make more 
work. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr PARIS. Mr, Chairman, I should like to hear the amend- 


ment read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will again 
report the amendment, 

e amendment was again reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is upon the substitute 
offered by the committee. 

The question was taken; and the substitute was agreed to. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the title 
of the bill ought to be amended. I call the attention of the com- 
mittee to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. That will come later. 
ordering the bill laid aside. 

The question was taken; and the bill as amended was ordered 
to be laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Isuggest to the gentlemen interested in the 
bill that the title is ‘‘A bill to increase the pension of John A, 
Anderson.” That is not the purport of this bill. It should be “A 
bill to permit an increase of the pension of John A. Anderson.” 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I think that would be a very proper 
amendment. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I suggest that the title be amended so as to 
—_ “A bill to permit an increase of the pension of John A. An- 

erson.” 

Mr, FARIS, I simply wish to inquire of the chairman of the 
Committee on Pensions and the chairman of the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions if in their judgment that is a proper amendment 
to the title of this bill? They are experts themselves or have ex- 
perts at their sides? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Yes, sir; it certainly can not do away 
with the effect of any part of the bill. 

Mr. TAT. 1 ogee with that entirely. 

The CHAIR . Without objection, the bill will be reported 
with the recommendation that the title be amended. 


ESTHER BROWN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 152) 
to increase the pension of Esther Brown. 


The question is on 
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WILLIAM 8. ADAMS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7449) gran a pension to William S. Adams, late acting assist- 
ant surgeon, nited States Volunteers. 

The bill was read as follows: 

; ‘ by 
ao ftenect s at tha Seceeey of nttes tmnd beet 
Adams, late acting assistant surgeon, United States Volunteers, and nay him 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

e bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ELIZABETH CONNELLY. 


The next business on the pune Calendar ee oe we ( Be 
7355) granting an increase of pension to mnelly, 
aioe of John H. Connelly, late of Company F, Eighty-fourth 
New York Volunteers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to increase the pension of Elizabeth Connelly, widow 
of John H. Connelly, late of Company F, hty-fourth New York Volunteers 
(Fourteenth New York State tia), and to grant her a pension of $12 per 
month, in lieu of any she may now be receiving. 


The committee recommended the following amendment: 


In line 4, after the word “ to,” strike out the words “increase the pension” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “ place the name.” 

In line 7, after the word “ Militia,” strike out the words “and to grant” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “on the pension roll and pay.”’ 

In line 8, after the word “of,” strike out the words “ anyshe may now be” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “‘the pension she is now.” 

Amend the title so that it will read: “ granting an increase of pension 
to Elizabeth Connelly.” 


The committee amendments were agreed to, and the bill as 
amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

The amendment to the title was agreed to. 

MARTHA E. GRAVES. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2506) granting a pension to Martha E. Graves. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to on the pension roll, subject to the provision 
and limitations of the an een the name of Grav vhhew of 


Anthony B. Graves, la 24 ae of Company E, One hundred an thirtieth 
or 


ent of New olunteer Infantry, at the rate of $12 per month, 
and $2 94 month additional for each minor child of said Anthony B. Graves 
under the age of 16 years. 


The committee recommended the following amendment: 


In line 8, after the word “infantry,” insert the following: “‘ And pay her a 
pension.” 


The committee amendment was agreed to; and the bill as 
amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


HIRAM H, PALMER, 


The next business was the bill (S. 182) granting a pension to 
Hiram H. Palmer. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the ayers roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hiram H. Palmer, late a 
private in Company A of the Sixth Wisconsin Infantry, and to pay hima 
pension of $30 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


Mr. HICKS. I should like to hear the report in this case, 
The report (by Mr. Kerr) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
257) and also the Senate bill (S. 182) ting a pension to Hiram H. Palmer, 
have —_— the same and the evidence produced, and respectfully report 


the Senate 

The Senate bill proposes to increase from $12 to $30 per month the pension 
o— : Palmer. of Omaha, Nebr. = ™ 

iram H. Palmer served as a private in Company A, Sixth Wisconsin Vol- 

unteer Infantry, from December 11, 1863, to June 14, 1865, when he was honor- 
ably d He received a gunshot wound of the right thigh at Gravell 
Run, V: March 30, 1865, and was treated in hospital for that woun 
and also for remittent fever. It is conceded that these disabilities and their 
results are due to army se . It alsoa that he contracted chronic 
diarrhea while in the service, from which of the rectum has resulted. 
Hie bas diasenp of the heart, which is the legitimate outcome of the other dis- 
a 


He filed a claim under the general law January 20, 1888, and was first pen- 


sioned at $2per month. Thiswas increased to$é per month, and su nent] 
a eee ed under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per month eaten 


© soldier is now incapable of performing any manual labor whatever 
and for upward of twenty years he has been a charge upon and supported 
by some of his relatives. right leg is useless, and the combination of dis- 
eases from which he now suffers—all the legitimate outcome of his army serv- 
to be a case where justice has been denied the claimant at the 
ce. 

He requires the frequent and periodical attendance of another, and the 

case is one where $30 = month may rly be allowed. 
an annexed hereto and shows the service of the soldier 


The Senate bill is therefore reported back favorably, with the recommen- 
dation that it pass. 5 - 


on 


(Senate Report No. 206, Fifty-fifth Congress, first session. ] 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 182) grant- 


ing a pension to Hiram H. Palmer, have examined the same and report: 

A ilar bill was introduced in the Senate during the Fifty-fourth Con- 
gress, passed the Senate, and was reported favorably by the House. 

The Senate report wasas follows, which your committee adopt, and recom- 
mend the of the bill: 

“It is shown by the records of the War Department that Hiram H. Palmer, 
was enrolled and mustered into service December 11, 1863, at Baraboo, Wis., 
as a private in Company A, Sixth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers, and was 
mustered out of service on a detachment muster-out roll June 14, 1865, at 
Washington, D.C. He was wounded at Five Forks, Virginia, March 31, 1365. 
The muster roll shows that he was present with his company from Decem- 
ber 31, 1863, to February 28, 1865. —— March and A ori of 1865 he was ab- 
sent from his company’s roll, the records of the War Department showing 
‘absent, wounded, March 31, 1865." Further records of the Department indl- 
cate that the said Hiram H. Palmer was sick in the general hospital June 25, 
1864. The company reports of July 3, 1864, show said Hiram H. Palmer ‘re- 
turned to his company for duty.’ 

“ The evidence of comrades in arms shows that the said Hiram H. Palmer 
not only suffered from the gunshot wound of right thigh, making the limb 
utterly useless, received at Five Forks, Virginia, on the date above named, 
but that he was suffering from chronic diarrhea. And the widow of the late 
Dr. Charles Cowles, of Baraboo, Wis., testifies to the fact that her husband 
treated the said Hiram H. Palmer at intervals ‘since his discharge from the 
Army to the spring of 1880, when said Hiram H. Palmer removed to Ne- 
braska,’ and that to the best of her knowledge and belief he was treated for 
piles and fistula. 

“The claimant is entirely incapable of performing manual labor. For up- 
ward of twenty years he has n a charge upon his relatives, the pension of 
$6 per month being wholly inadequate for his support and that medical care 
which his unfortunate condition demands. 

“In view of these facts, and that the said claimant, Hiram H. Palmer, ac- 
quitted himself honorably upon the field and during his whole military 
career, we recommend that the bill do pass."’ 


Mr. HICKS. Mr. Chairman, I want it understood that I have 

not called for the reading of the report in this case for the pur- 

of making any objection to the bill or of consuming time. 

is is one of a class of bills for which I am very much pleased 

vote. There is, however, another class of cases to which I 

ih for a moment to call the attention of the committee. I refer 

to cases in which pension is claimed under the act of 1888, where- 

by widows are allowed to draw arrears uf pension after their remar- 

age, and where children are allowed to draw accrued pension, 

which was not drawn by them during the period of their minority, 
as was the real intent of the law. 

I am impressed by the fact that a great deal of money has been 
paid out by the Pension Department in this particular class of 
cases; and I wish respectfully to call the attention of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions to the act of 1888, as Lam assured by 
the Commissioner of Pensions that the larger amount of arrear- 
ages of pensions now paid is paid under this act. I have before 
me a memorandum of two or three cases which have been cited 
to me by the Commissioner of Pensions. 

In one case (minor’s original, No. 583268) the facts are these: 
The soldier died in 1868; the widow was pensioned from 1869 to 
1874, when she remarried. The minor applied for this back pen- 
sion in 1893, when 25 years of age, and was herself married prior 
to applying for pension. This case would carry $1,800. 

In another case (minors’ case, No. 448174) the soldier never ap- 
plied for a pension and the widow never applied. There were 
twominors, and they applied September 12, 1890, when the younger 
was 22 years of age. This case would carry $1,300. 

In another case (minor’s original, No. 503177) there was one 
minor. The soldier never applied for a pension, and the widow 
never applied. The minor applied in March, 1891, when 21 years 
of age, and was married three years before application was filed. 
This case would carry more than $1,500. These are the class of 
cases that eat into our appropriations, and not the amounts paid 
to the real soldier or his widow during her widowhood. 

Mr. Chairman, the country never complains of money being paid 
to the old soldier—to the man who was at the front performing 
his duty in the service. The case now pending is one of special 
merit, and I am surprised that the committee did not recommend 
a pension of $50 a month. But in such cases as I have cited per- 
sons have drawn pensions as minors after they have long passed 
their minority. 

The purpose of the law was not to pay pensions in cases like 
these or to widows who have remarried, having failed to obtain 
pensions during the time 7 were entitled to them. I cite these 
cases to show in part that the large annual appropriation is not 
consumed in payment of pensions exclusively to the soldiers. The 
amounts paid to widows after they have remarried and the amounts 
paid to the heirs of soldiers as pensions long after they have passed 
the proper age at which they were entitled to pensions deserves 
the closest scrutiny, as this clearly is not the intent of the law. 

The law was enacted to aid the widow and children during 
widowhood and minority. If they neglect to claim their rightor 
do not need the pension, I question the expediency of paying it 
after the proper and intended period it was enacted for is passed. 
This bill is one of great merit, and I shall vote for it most cheer- 
=. It is for a brave and deserving veteran. 

e bill was laid aside to be favorably reported to the House. 








2006 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





FEBRUARY 21, 





The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
anthorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Esther 
Brown, widow of James Brown, late a captain in Company C, Mormon Bat- 
talion Volunteers, Mexican war, at the rate of $12 per month, in lieu of the 
pension she now receives. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


MRS. JANE L. FAGG, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1826) 


anting an increase of pension to Mrs. Jane L. Fagg, widow of 
ol. John A. Fagg. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay Mrs. Jane L. Fagg, widow of Col. John 
Fagg, who was a soldier in the Mexican war, $12 per month, in lieu of $8 per 
month she is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


ELIZA HOUGHTON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4193) granting a pension to Eliza Houghton daughter of N. E. 
Houghton, a soldier of the Indian war, 1862. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza Houghton, daughter of 
N. E. ees Pe in a. William Bierbauer’s company, of the regi- 
ment commanded by Col. Charles E. Flandreau, during the second attack of 
the Indians on the town of New Ulm, State of Minnesota, on the 23d day of 
August, A. D. 1862, upon which date the said soldier was killed, and pay her 
@ pension at the rate of $15 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
Mr. CONNOLLY. Iask for the reading of the report in this 


e. 
The report (by Mr. Gipson) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4193) to pension Eliza Houghton, have considered the same, the evidence 
adduced and the principle involved, and respectfully report: 

This bill as amended proposes to pension Eliza Houghton, of Big Lake 
Minn., at the rate of $12 per month as the invalid and helpless daughter of 
Newel E. Houghton. 

In August, 1862, there was an outbreak of Sioux Indians in the State of 
Minnesota, and an attack was made by them upon the town of New Ulm, in 
said State. Acompany was organized and formed for the purpose of defense 
against said Indians and was known as the Mankato Company, and was com- 
manded by Capt. William Bierbauer. This company belonged to a regiment 
commanded by Col. Charles E. Flandrau, and participated in the suppression 
of said Indian outbreak, and was actively en aged at 

canine th 


ew Ulm on the 22d day 
of August, 1862, in defending that town © Indian attack. 


The compan rformed very valuable services and was exposed to at 
danger, oan aad Howe E. Houghton, while engaged in a charge u = the 
Indians, who had gained possession of a portios of the town, was shot and 
killed. He left him surviving this daughter, Eliza Houghton, then 10 years 
of age. The mother was dead. The father left no property, and the child, 
now about 47 co of age, is vay oor and needy. She is and always has 
been within the description of children to whom the act of 1890 gives a per- 
manent pension where the father died prior to their reaching the age of 16 
years. ‘Chis woman is not able to support herself. 
oo facts are abundantly sustained by records and the evidence of Colonel 
ndrau. 

It is not certain that under the provisions of sections 4692, 4693, and 4702 of 
the Revised Statutes this woman is not entitled toa pension of $12 per month 
from the date of her father’s death to the time she arrived at the age of 16, 
but under the circumstances of the case your committee will not require her 
to experiment with the Pension Bureau as to the proper construction and 
effect of these sections. 3 

Section 4692, above referred to, provides for the pensioning of any person 
disabled since March 4, 1861, by reason of disabilities incurred while a volun- 
teer and rendering service in engagement with rebels or Indians, and which 
—< is consequent upon wounds or injury received in the line of duty 

such temporary service. The section further provides that such claim 


must have been 

1874. It is clear that had the soldier left a widow she could have prosecuted 
the claim and could have obtained a pension on account of the death of this 
soldier. The father was never on the pension rol], and there is no mother to 


be pensioned. Noone applied for a pension for the infant while it was under 
16 years of age. 


nder the holdings of the Department, as neither the child nor the mother 
was on the pension roll, the child can not now be placed there.. The case is, 
however, within the spirit of the law and is an ae and meritorious 
One, and while this committee has frequently declare inst the pensioning 
of the children of soldiers who were not in this condition prior to reaching 
the age of 16 years, it has also as emphatically declared that those who were 
ina a condition prior to reaching that , and whose father lost his 
7 in the seperate of his country, should be aided and assisted by the General 

vernment. 


The bill is therefore favorably reported, with the recommendation that it 
be amended by striking out the word “fifteen,” in line 12, and inserting in 
lieu thereof the word “twelve,” and that when so amended the bill do pass. 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I would just like to ask the gentle- 
man from New York, is this the daughter of a soldier? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Certainly, it is. 

Mr. GIBSON. He was killed in battle by Indians, in a militia 
company. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Oh, certainly, he was a soldier. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER,. And this is an imbecile child, asI un- 
derstand? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. LOUDENSL 1GER. In full health? 


rosecuted to a successful issue prior tothe 4th day of July 


Mr. RAY of New York. Oh,no; thisis an imbecile child. Per- 
haps that is not the best way of describing it. I did not describe 
the child as an imbecile or an idiot, but said in this description 
this was the child that was feeble minded, It is not an idiot, but 
a feeble-minded child. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. There is a class of cases with 
much merit that is not allowed a pose under the general law 
coming closer to the description of the case mentioned here. [I 
would like to take an op nity, and deem it proper on this bill, 
to ask the chairman of the committee if there is not a bill pending 
before his committee with a view to rectifying the unfortunate 
omission of the law upon this subject, and whether there is likely 
to be a report upon that bill this session? 

Mr. RAY of New York. I will say that there is such a bill 
pending and there are members of that committee that will get it 
reported if they possibly can, but it meets with some opposition. 
It is intended to cover this defect. Without intending it, Con- 

ess, when it passed the law on this subject, said this: If a sol- 

ier had an imbecile or insane child who was such from infancy, 
or otherwise helpless, and in that condition from infancy, that if 
it arrived at the age of 16 years the day after the death of the 
father it should not have a pension. In the same act declaring 
that if the father died the day before the child arrived at that age, 
then the child should always draw a pension from the Govern- 
ment of the United States. The inconsistency, in fact, the silli- 
ness, of that law as it now stands is evident to everyone. 

This should be the law: Was the child feeble minded, idiotic, 
insane, or otherwise pees wees from infancy? If so, 
if now needy, it should draw a pension during life; in other words, 
be treated always as an infant. The question when the father 
died should not have anything to do with it whatever, because, 
you see, if the father died the 30th day of a certain month and the 
child was just under 16, it would draw a papeon: all through life, 
while another case next door, where the father died the day after 
the child arrived at the age of 16 years, that idiotic child gets no 
pension whatever. There is no justice in it, and it should be 
corrected. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. It should be corrected, and I 
would ask the members of the committee to make some report, 
and if there is opposition I think the House will correct that 
glaring omission of the law. 

Mr. RAY of New York. That matter will come up within the 
next week, or very soon. 

The committee amendment was agreed to, and the bill as 
amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

RACHEL KERN. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2377) granting a pension to Rachel Kern. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rachel Kern, foster mother 


of James M. Allen, late corporal of Com D, Twelfth Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Reserve Corps, at the rate of $12 oe oath. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation, 


R. A. BROWNING, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2924) granting an increase of pension to R. A. Browning. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre' of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed _to increase the pension of R. A. Browning, late a 
private in Company I, Fourth Regiment Tennessee Volunteers (Mexican 


war), from $12, the amount now received by said Browning under pension 
certificate No. 12601, to $25 per month. 


The committee recommended the following amendment: 


In line 9 strike out the word “five,” so as to fix the rate of pension at $20 
per month. 
to 


The committee amendment was 


agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


JOHN AMREIN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1614) granting a pension to John Amrein. 

The bill was read. as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Pensions be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of John Amrein, late captain Com- 


B, Twenty-eighth ment Ohio Infantry Volunteers, and captain in 
Fourth Re ment aby 4 Corps, on the pension roll of the United 
States, at the rate of $50 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


The committee recommended the following amendment: 


In line 8, strike out the word —_ "and insert in lieu thereof the word 

“thirty,” and in line 7, after the word “ States,” insert the following: “Sub- 

soot to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, and pay a pen- 
on.”” 


The committee amendment was to; and the bill as 


agreed 
amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation, 
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WILLIAM 8. ADAMS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7449) granting a pension to William S. Adams, late acting assist- 
ant surgeon, nited States Volunteers, 

The bill was read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place on the ; pension roll the name of William 8. 
Adams. late acting assistant surgeon, United States Volunteers, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month 


@ bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ELIZABETH CONNELLY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7855) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth Connelly, 
widow of John H. Connelly, late of Company F, Eighty-fourth 
New York Volunteers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to incrcase the pension of Elizabeth Connelly, widow 
of John H. rane, late of Company vs ae are New York Volunteers 
(Fourteenth New York State tia), and to grant her a pension of $12 per 
month, in lieu of any she may now be receiving. 


The committee recommended the following amendment: 


In line 4, after the word “to,” strike out the words “increase the pension” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “ place the name.” 

In line 7, after the word “ Militia,” strike out the words “and to grant” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘on the pension roll and pay.” 

In line 8, after the word “of,” strike out the words “ anyshe may now be” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “the pension she is now.” 

Amend the title so that it will read: “A bill granting an increase of pension 
to Elizabeth Connelly.” 


The committee amendments were agreed to, and the bill as 
amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


The amendment to the title was agreed to. 
MARTHA E. GRAVES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2506) granting a pension to Martha E. Graves. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the on laws, the name of Martha E. Graves, widow of 
Anthony B. Graves, late a private of Company E, One hundred and thirtieth 

ent of New York Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of $12 per month, 
and $2 per month additional for each minor child of said Anthony B. Graves 
under the age of 16 years. 


The committee recommended the following amendment: 


In line 8, after the word “infantry,” insert the following: ‘“‘ And pay her a 
ion.”” 


The committee amendment was agreed to; and the bill as 
amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


HIRAM H, PALMER, 


The next business was the bill (S. 182) granting a pension to 
Hiram H. Palmer. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the ponies roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hiram H. Palmer, late a 
private in Company A of the Sixth Wisconsin Infantry, and to pay hima 
pension of $30 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


Mr. HICKS. I should like to hear the report in this case, 
The report (by Mr. Kerr) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
257) and also the Senate bill (S. 182) ting a pension to Hiram H. Palmer, 
have examined the same and the evidence produced, and respectfully report 
ba rey to in f $12 to $30 th th nsi 

e Sena proposes to increase from per month the on 
of Hiram H. Palmer, of Omaha, Nebr. ” 

Hiram H. Palmer served as a private in Company A, Sixth Wisconsin Vol- 
unteer Infantry, from December 11, 1863, to June 14, 1865, when he was honor- 
ably d . Hereceived a gunshot wound of the aa thigh at Gravell 
Run, Vi March 30, 1865, and was treated in hospital for that woun 
and also for remittent fever. It is conceded that these disabilities and their 
results are due to army service. It also a that he contracted chronic 
diarrhea while in the service, from which of the rectum has resulted. 
2 pee disease of the heart, which is the legitimate outcome of the other dis- 

es. 

He filed a claim under the general law January 20, 1888, and was first pen- 
sionedat $2per month. Thiswas increased to $6 per month, and emeoqoendly 
eas a ioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per month from Decem- 
© soldier is now incapable of performing any manual labor whatever. 
and for upward of twenty years he has been a charge upon and supported 

y some of his relatives. right leg is useless, and the combination of dis- 
from which he now suffers—all the legitimate outcome of his army serv- 

w this to be a case where justice has been denied the claimant at the 
on Office. 


requires the frequent and periodical attendance of another, and the 
one where $30 _ month may ee ae 

Senate report is annexed hereto and the service of the soldier 
Senate 


bill is therefore reported back favorably, with the recommen- 
that it pass. 


Foeglst titty 


[Senate Report No. 296, Fifty-fifth Congress, first session. ] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 182) grant- 
ing a pension to Hiram H. Palmer, have examined the same and report: 

Asimilar bill was introduced in the Senate during the Fifty-fourth Con- 
gress, passed the Senate, and was reported favorably by the House. 

The Senate report wasas follows, which your committee adopt, and recom- 
mend the of the bill: 

“It is shown by the records of the War Department that Hiram H. Palmer, 
was enrolled and mustered into service December 11, 1863, at Baraboo, Wis., 
as a private in Company A, Sixth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers, and was 
mustered out of service on a detachment muster-out roll June 14, 1865, at 
Washington, D.C. He was wounded at Five Forks, Virginia, March 31, 1865. 
The muster roll shows that he was present with his company from Decem- 
ber 81, 1863, to February 28, 1865. During March and A ril of 1865 he was ab- 
sent from his company’s roll, the records of the War Department showing 
‘absent, wounded, March 31, 1865.°. Further records of the Department indi- 
cate that the said Hiram H. Palmer was sick in the general hospital June 25, 
1864. The company reports of July 3, 1864, show said Hiram H. Palmer ‘re- 
turned to his company for duty.’ 

“ The evidence of comradesin arms shows that the said Hiram H. Palmer 
not only suffered from the gunshot wound of right thigh, making the limb 
utterly useless, received at Five Forks, Virginia, on the date above named, 
but that he was suffering from chronic diarrhea. And the widow of the late 
Dr. Charles Cowles, of Baraboo, Wis., testifies to the fact that her husband 
treated the said Hiram H. Palmer at intervals ‘since his discharge from the 
Army to the spring of 1880, when said Hiram H. Palmer removed to Ne- 
braska,’ and that to the best of her knowledge and belief he was treated for 
piles and fistula. : 

“The claimant is entirely incapable of performing manual labor. For up- 
ward of twenty years he has been a charge upon his relatives, the pension of 
$6 per month being wholly inadequate for his support and that medical care 
which his unfortunate condition demands. 

“In view of these facts, and that the said claimant, Hiram H. Palmer, ac- 
quitted himself honorably upon the field and during his whole military 
career, we recommend that the bill do pass."’ 


Mr. HICKS. Mr. Chairman, I want it understood that I have 
not called for the reading of the report in this case for the pur- 
of making any objection to the bill or of consuming time. 
is is one of a class of bills for which I am very much pleased 
to vote. There is, however, another class of cases to which I 
wish for a moment to call the attention of the committee. I refer 
to cases in which pension is claimed under the act of 1888, where- 
by widows are allowed to draw arrears of pension after their remar- 
age, and where children are allowed to draw accrued pension, 
which was not drawn by them during the period of their minority, 
as was the real intent of the law. 

I am impressed by the fact that a great deal of money has been 
paid out by the Pension Department in this particular class of 
cases; and I wish respectfully to call the attention of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions to the act of 1888, as lam assured by 
the Commissioner of Pensions that the larger amount of arrear- 
ages of pensions now paid is paid under this act. I have before 
me a memorandum of two or three cases which have been cited 
to me by the Commissioner of Pensions. 

In one case (minor’s original, No. 583268) the facts are these: 
The soldier died in 1868; the widow was pensioned from 1869 to 
1874, when she remarried. The minor applied for this back pen- 
sion in 1893, when 25 years of age, and was herself married prior 
to applying for pension. This case would carry $1,800. 

In another case (minors’ case, No. 448174) the soldier never ap- 
plied for a pension and the widow never applied. There were 
twominors, and they —- September 12,1890, when the younger 
was 22 years of age. This case would carry $1,300. 

In another case (minor’s original, No. 503177) there was one 
minor. The soldier never applied for a pension, and the widow 
never applied. The minor applied in March, 1891, when 21 years 
of age, and was married three years before application was filed. 
This case would carry more than $1,500. These are the class of 
cases that eat into our appropriations, and not the amounts paid 
to the real soldier or his widow during her widowhood. 

Mr. Chairman, the country never complains of money being paid 
to the old soldier—to the man who was at the front performing 
his duty in the service. The case now pending is one of special 
merit, and I am surprised that the committee did not recommend 
a pension of $50 a month. But in such cases as I have cited per- 
sons have drawn pensions as minors after they have long passed 
their minority. 

The purpose of the law was not to pay pensions in cases like 
these or to widows who have remarried, having failed to obtain 
pensions during the time they were entitled to them. I cite these 
cases to show in part that the large annual appropriation is not 
consumed in payment of pensions exclusively to the soldiers. The 
amounts paid to widows after they have remarried and the amounts 
paid to the heirs of soldiers as pensions long after they have passed 
the proper age at which they were entitled to pensions deserves 
the closest scrutiny, as this clearly is not the intent of the law. 

The law was enacted to aid the widow and children during 
widowhood and minority. If they neglect to claim their rightor 
do not need the pension, I question the expediency of paying it 
after the proper and intended period it was enacted for is passed. 
This bill is one of great merit, and I shall vote for it most cheer- 
ony. It is for a brave and deserving veteran. 

e bill was laid aside to he favorably reported to the House. 
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MATTHEW B. NALE. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4548) granting a pension 
to Matthew B. Nale. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is pereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of 

. Nale, who served in the Sabine disturbances in the Indian wars, and that 
he be paid a pension of $8 per month. 


The bill was laid aside to be favorably reported to the House, 
ELISHA M, LUCKETT, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1381) granting an increase 
of pension to Elisha M. Luckett. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis here’ 
authorized and directed to place upon the pens‘.n roll the name of Elisha 
Luckett, second lieutenant Company B, Second Pennsylvania of Elisha Ht 


Mexican war, and pay him a pension of $25 per month, the same to be in lieu 
of the pension now drawn by him. 


The bill was laid aside to be favorably reported to the House, 
ELIZABETH M. TUMY. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 7827) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth M. Tumy. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereb: hy: 
authorized and directed to place on the —— roll the name of Eliza 

M. Tumy, widow of the late Solomon P. Tumy, late second sergeant a tho 
Third Indiana Regiment of Infantry in the Mexican war, subject to the pro- 
visions of the pension laws, and pay her a pension rated at $8 per month. 


The bill was laid aside to be favorably reported to the House, 
CORA ROBINSON, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6007) for the relief of Cora 
Robinson, of Centralia, Kans. 
The bill was read, as "follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior ect io the provision is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension wr erent 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of widow wlerat 
Leonidas L. Robinson, 
who was drowned June 4, 1891, at Icy Bay, Alaska, 
while attempting to land the Mount St: Elias exploring ee the 


U. 8. “\ogmeage steamer Bear, and to pay to her a pension at the ra’ 
mont. 


. The amendments reported by the committee were read, as fol- 
OWS: 


Add the initial ‘ L..” to the claimant's name, so as to read “Cora L. Rob- 


son 
Strike out the word ‘ ‘twenty,”’ in line 12, and insert the word “fifteen.” 
gq = the title so astoread: “A bill for relief of Cora L. Robinson, of Cen- 
tralia, Kans.’ 


The amendments were agreed to 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be favorably reported to 
the House. 


THOMAS LANE. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5083) 
to Thomas Lane for services in the Black Haw 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the july 2, 18 roll, soer: to the provision 
and limitations of an act a aoren es July 27 om entitled “An act granting 
pensions to the survivors of t 832 to 1842, ene known 
as the Black Hawk war, Creek te io aaene and the Semino! 
war,”’ except as to the provision and _ limitation in said act as to the time 
service, the name of omas Lane, late private in Capt. William Moore's 
company Illinois Militia, northwestern frontier disturbancesand Black Hawk 
war, and that he be allowed a pension from the date of the approval of said 
act of July 27, 1892. 


The Committee on Pensions recommended the following amend- 
ments: 


Strike out all after the word “Lane” in the title. 
Strike out the words “northwestern frontier disturbances and Black 


Hawk,” in lines 13 and 14, and substitute therefor the words “ Sac and Fox 
Indian.” 


a line 15, strike out the word “said and insert in lieu thereof the word 
‘th s.”’ 


prenting @ pension 


Strike out all after the word “act,” in line 15, and substitute therefor the 
words “at the rate of $8 per month.” 

Theamendments recommended by the committee wereagreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The amendment to the title recommended by the committee 
was agreed to. 


SARAH E, DAUB, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1547) granting a pension 
to Sarah E. Daub. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted. etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ishereby, au- 
and directed to to me pension roll the name of Sarah E. 
Daub, formerly widow of Nathan Foreman, late a private in 
Fifty-first Pennsylvania ee: Company B, One hundred and eighty- 
Pennsyivania Infantry, and Troop C, Second United States Cavalry, 


pay 
her a pension of $12 per month. 
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The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the follow 
ing amendments: 


In line 9, after ry.” tagert the following “and widoW in 
after the word “ca insert the widow of George 
Daub, late Company F : et Pennsyl Infantry.” 

The committee amendments were ai. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 


to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
R. G. ENGLISH. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 7008) gran & pension 
to R. G. English. ¢ ting 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That a mae Ag oe Daterior | is here 
guthortaed f° to Pls abet of ot 
Pension Office ene ot Der month, He R. otoelish: served in 
war known as 


a Committes on easind Sodeidicliiie following amend- 
ment: 


ie a ee word “twelve” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
The committee amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Chairman, in line 5 I move 
me out the word “office” and insert in lieu thereof the 
‘laws.” 
The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


“ae out the word “ office” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
ws.” 


agreed to. 
The @ bill las pope dos gs nyo ordered to be laid aside-to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


MRS, CALISTA HADLEY. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 3889) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Calista Hadley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the es eeirmareeras ponte 
auth seed inobind to 


ow, willow of of Smith adied, tates t- oe en ae 
of Ohio, at the + the ee $30 per month, the same to be in fon af ig, from 


oe iliac Pensions recommended the following amend- 
ment: 

inte strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“a we 

The amendment _ agreed to 

The ee the title recommended by the committee 
was . 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Chairman, ee that exhausts 
the business upon the Private Calendar that can be ly 
sidered to-night. I therefore move that the co ttee do nom 
rise, and report to the House the several bills that have been lai 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Moopy having re- 
sumed the ae te See tempore, Mr. Lacgy, 
of the Committee of House, that that co 

tee had had under Seabee divers and had directed him 
to to veneue the same back to the House, some with amendments 
some without nee and with the recommendation tha 


oe 


the same do p 
The following bills, r ae ne the Committee of the Whol 
without amen — wea the recommendation that the 


do pass, were considered, the House bills ordered to 
engrossed a satus nied time, and the Senate bills ordered to 


third , read the third time, and passed; and on motion 
Mr. Ray of lew York, a@ motion to reconsider the vote by w 
each bill {ss cxared to Ho on Son ees 

A bill ( a pension to Louisa Pasquet. 


A bill (H. R. fr 4450 for the Selice of J R. 
A bill (S. 482) to increase the pension Custer Cal 
oun. 

A bill (S, 126) granting an increase of pension to Henry B, 
Conway. 


sion to Mrs. Martha Frank. 
e pension of Esther Brown. 
eee 


Bs 182) mC slat 
. a 
Aé bill (H. RB. ) granting a pension to Matthew B. Nale. 

A bill (H. R. ior} srantiny a mn to eet ae 
— 1881) granting an increase of pension to 

a 
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following bills, reported from the Committee of the Whole 
with neanaianantn, end wile tea peapmenaniation tepbenesnnnled 





y passed i : 
(H. R. 4167) to increase the pension of John Q. Washburn. 
(H. R. 137) for the relief of Annie Saffell. 
(H. R. 3212) granting an increase of pension to Barbara 
(4 


-R. a gpatine a pension to Nancy Hollenbank, an 
y nurse during the war of the rebellion. 

A bill (H. R. 3132) for the relief of P. P. Miner, Company D, 
Twelfth Indiana Infantry. (Title amended.) 

A bill (H.R.722) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah A. Denny, 


an nurse. 
‘A bill (HL. R. 4624) granting a pension to Mary E. Herd. 
A bill (H. R. 345) granting an increase of pension to George D, 


Cook. 
A bill (H. R. 3524) granting a pension of $30 per month to Gus- 
tavus _ - yee (Title et aA on amide 
bi ) granting a pension to John F. way. 
bill a R, 802) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Moulton. 
bill (H. R. 3802) granting $72 per month pension to Francis 
M. Bruner. (Title amended.) 

i . R. 1887) to increase the pension of Victor Beauboucher. 
856) granting a pension to Margaret Rowsell. 
. 141) granting an increase of pension to Capt. John 
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(H. R. 2970) to increase the pension of John A. Anderson. 
amended 

nmting a on to Eliza Houghton, 


beret 
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(H. R. 4193) 
. E. Houghton, a soldier of the Indian war, 1862. 
. 2924) granting an imcrease of pension to R. A. 
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il 1614) granting a pension to John Amrein. 


(H. R. 7855) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
, widow of John H. Connelly, late of Company F, 
New York Volunteers. (Title amended.) 
. 2506) granting a pension to Martha E. Graves. 
. 5083) granting a pension to Thomas Lane for serv- | 
Hawk war. 

. 1547) granting a pension to Sarah E. Daub. 
. R. 7008) granting a pension to R. G. English. 
(H. R. 3889) granting a pension to Calistra Hadley. 
(Title amended. ) 

A bil" (H. R. 6007) for the relief of Cora L. Robinson, of Cen- 
tralia, Kans. (Title amended.) 

On motion of Mr. BRODERICK, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the last-named bill was passed was laid on the table. 
CAREY H. RUSSELL. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4467) to increase the pen- 
sion of Carey H. Russell. 

Mr. BIC Mr. Speaker, perhaps my friend has now relented 
and will now consent that the amendment to this bill prevail. 

Mr. RAY of New York. He never relents. . 

The bill was ordered to be and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. RAY of New York, a motion to reconsider 
the last v laid on the table. 

The SP R protempore. The hour of 10 o'clock and 30 
minutes p.m. having arrived, under the operation of the rule 
the House stands adjourned until 12 o'clock noon to-morrow. 
[Loud applause. } 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secretary of 
the , transmitting, for the consideration of Congress, a 
copy of a communication from the Attorney-General, submitting 
ap esti of appropriation for pay of special assistant attorneys 
for the fiscal year 1899, was taken from the Speaker's table, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


—_——— 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS. 


Under clause 20f Rule XIII, Mr. ZENOR, from the Committee 

on Indian Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House 

aa eee to amend an act entitled “‘An act to authorize the 

nison Northern eee toconstruct and operate 

a railway through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” 

the same with amendment, accompanied by a a 

o. 502); which said bill and report were referred to the - 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XLII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, de- 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5067) 
to increase the pension of Franklin Hull, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 491); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 619) to increase the pension of William N. 
Wells, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 492); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2363) granting a pension to Annie Fowler, 
a the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 498); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. STURTEVANT, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7536) granting 
a pension to Jane A. Wilkinson, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 494); which said bill and 
re were referred to the Private Calendar. 

r. WARNER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5006) to increase 
the pension of Edward Starr, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 495); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4247) to pension 
the widow of Gen. William J. Landram, of Kentucky, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 496); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 1034) 
granting a pension to William H. Byrum, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No.497); which said bill 
and report were re erred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2275) granting an 
increase of pension to Isaac B. Vail, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 498); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 290) to increase the pension of William 
H. Webster, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 499); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DRIGGS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 907) granting a 
pension to Emily J. Miller, blind and helpless child of Robert B. 
Miller, deceased, late of Company C, One hundred and ninth New 
York Volunteer Infantry, reported the same with amendment, ac- 





| companied by a report (No. 500); which said bill and report were 


referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. BARBER, from the Committee on Invalid Pension 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 368) for the r 


3. to 
lief 


| of Charlotte L. Walker, reported the same with amendments, ac- 
| companied by a report (No. 501); which said bill and report were 


referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3915) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Delia Elizabeth Woodward, reported the same with amend- 
ments, accompanied by a report (No. 505); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BOTKIN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3141) granting a 
pension to Price W. Hawley, late of Company B, Seventy-third 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 506); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calender. 

Mr. BREWSTER, from the Committees on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3798) granting a 
pension to Milton Iserman, of Thirty-third New Jersey Volun- 
teers (unassigned), reported the same with amendments, accom- 
panied: by a report (No. 507); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 





ADVERSE REPORT. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana, from 
the Committee on Banking and Currency, to which was referred 
the resolution of the House (House Res. No. 133) relative to the 
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First National Bank of Sedalia, Mo., reported the same adversely, 
accompanied by a report (No. 503); which said resolution and 
report were laid on the table. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H. R. 8429) for the establishment of a 
light-house and fog-signal station off Tail Point and at or near to 
the entrance to the channel in Fox River, Brown County, Wis.— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DORR: A bill (H. R. 8480) for the protection of rivers 
of West Virginia and Virginia by means of forest reservation— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. TERRY: A bil! (H. R. 8431) to establish a United States 
court at Tishomingo, Chickasaw Nation, Indian Territory—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BARBER: A bill (H. R. 8432) to further increase the 
naval establishment of the United States—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LOVE: A bill (H. R. 8433) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to make East Pascagoula.in the State of Mississippi,a 
port of delivery in the district of Pearl River”—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BEACH: A bill (H. R. 8478) to provide a national cur- 
rency—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas (by request): A bill (H. R. 8479) to 
provide pensions for freedmen—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 8480) providing for the 
sale of the surplus lands on the Pottawatomie and Kickapoo In- 
dian reservations, in Kansas, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 8487) making an appropria- 
tion to dredge the harbor and channel of Galveston, Tex.—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. _ 

By Mr. STARK: A joint resolution (H. Res, 159) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to exchange a battery and equipments with 
_ governor of the State of Nebraska—to the Committee on the 

ilitia. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A resolution (House Res. No. 229) for 
the erection of a monument at Fort Lafayette, New York Har- 
bor, in honor of the officers, sailors, and marines of the U. 8.8. 
Maine—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. DORR: A joint resolution (H. Res. 160) for the im- 
provement of Guyandotte River, West Virginia—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CHARLES W.STONE: A concurrent resolution (House 
Con. Res. No. 21) for the printing of extra copies of the report of 
the Director of the Mint—to the Committee on Printing. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXTJI, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referted as 
follows: 

By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 8434) for the relief of Mary McClel- 
land—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8485) for the relief of Amos B. Niles—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 8436) for the relief of Lo- 
renzo D. Hawley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 8487) for the relief of Charles 
Mitchell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8438) granting a pension to Mary A. Fuller- 
ton, widow of Hugh 8S. Fullerton, first lieutenant of Company C, 
First Regiment Ohio Heavy Artillery—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8439) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Nathan Loeb, alias Nathan Lyons, late a 

orivate of Company A, Fifteenth Regiment United States In- 
antry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8440) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Patrick Herrin—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8441) for the relief of Sarah J. Richardson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CODDING: A bill (H. R. 8442) to increase the pension 
of Hulce Lawrence—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVEY: A bill (H. R. 8443) for the relief of Amanda 
Owens—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DORR: A bill (H. R. ae ras a pension to J. W. 
Topping—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. FENTON: A bill (H. R. 8445) nting a pension 
Joseph N. Harmon, of West Union, Ohio--to the Committee 2 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK: A bill (H. R. 8446) for the relief of 
James L. May—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 8447) to con- 
fer jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims to determine the claim 
of Howard Fleming—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 8448) granting an increase of 
pension to William J. Percifield, of Nashville, Ind.—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8449) granting a pension to Joseph W. Evans, 
of Clarksburg, Decatur County, Ind.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8450) granting a pension to Daniel Sink, of 
Ohio County, Ind.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 8451) to increase the 
pension of James R. Pierce—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. HILBORN: A bill (H. R. 8452) granting a pension to 
W. C. B. Gilliam—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KING: A bill (H.R. 8453) granting a pension to Cath- 
erine A. Bradley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 8454) for the relief of Frank Harrigan—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KLEBERG: A bill (H. R. 8455) for the relief of George 
P. Knight—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 8456) 


wentes a@ pension to 
Barney Stone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8457) granting a pension to Romulus M. §, 


Hutchins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8458) granting a pension to James M. 
Spencer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8459) granting a pension to Josiah Drum- 
mond—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8460) granting a pension to William Scott— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8461) granting a pension to James Kenrick— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 8462) to place on the pension 
roll the name of C. H. Lanphere, late captain Battery G, Michigan 
Light Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCALL (by request): A bill (H. R. 8463) for the relief 
of Mary J. Cranston, of Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 8464) granting a pension to 
Samuel J. Oliver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8465) appropriating money for rent and 
value of certain buildings on the northwest quarter of the north- 
west quarter, section 2, township 13, range 13, Fort Crook, Nebr.— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MESICK: A bill (H. R. 8466) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Sophronia Cummins, Bellaire, Mich.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 8467) for the relief of Mrs. Cath- 
arine Childers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. NEWLANDS: A bill (H. R. 8468) for the relief of Car- 
rie E. T. Knox—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 8469) for the relief of Eliza- 
beth Weaver, dependent mother of William H. Weaver, late cap- 
tain Company D, Twelfth Pennsylvania Reserves—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8470) for the relief of Jane E. Wox, widow of 
Anthony Wox, late private Company K, Two hundred and tenth 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Iprvalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8471) authorizing the President to appoint 
and retire David McMurtrie Gregg, late captain, Sixth United 
States Cavalry, and late brevet major-general of United States Vol- 
unteers, with the rank and grade of captain--to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OTEY: A bill (H. R. 8472) for the relief of the heirs of 
Edward O. Watkins, deceased, late of the State of Virginia—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RIXEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 8478) for the relief 
of the legal representatives of James B. McNair, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8474) for the relief of the Presbyterian 
Church at Warrenton, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8475) for the relief of the trustees of Berea 
Baptist Church, of Stafford County, Va.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8476) for the relief of the estate 
of William Smallwood, of Loudoun County, Va.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 
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Also (by r 


uest), a bill (H. R. 8477) for the relief of Silas Gray- 
son, lateof Fairfax County, Va:—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. BRUMM: A bill (H. R. 8481) granting a pension to 
Jane L. Richards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill &. R. 8482) ew a pension to 
Mrs. Sarah J. Boles, widow of William H. Boles—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. _ : 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 8483) to correct the 
military record of Jacob Reinehardt—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8484) to increase the pension of J. W. Bunt- 
ing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8485) to correct the military record of San- 
ford Graham—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MUDD (by request): A bill (H. R. 8486) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to issue bonds to Albert V. Conway, 
substituted trustee, for certain registered United States bonds re- 
deemed or — by the Government upon forged assignments— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Resolutions of Bidwe'!-Wilkeson Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, expressing regret and sympathy in 
the loss of the war ship Maine—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Petition of 41 citizens of Bloomington, 
Wis., for the enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette 
laws by providing that cigarettes imported in original packages 
on entering any State shall become subject to its laws—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BELKNAP: Protest of the Polish Roman Catholic 
Union of the United States and the Polish National Alliance of 
the United States, against the passage of the Lodge bill—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Interstate Mississippi River Improvement 
and Levee Association, for the improvement of the Mississippi 
River—to the Committee on Levees and Improvements of the 
Mississippi River. 

By Mr. BELL: Petition of citizens of the State of Colorado, 
citizens of Pueblo and of Dolores County, Colo., native and for- 
eign born citizens of Leadville, Colo., and citizens of Colorado 
Springs, Colo., in favor of legislation to more effectually restrict 
immigration and prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and 
criminal classes to the United States—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, petitions of the Central! Woman's Christain Temperance 
Union, of Denver, Colo., and of Patterson Woman’s Christain 
Temperance Union, of Pueblo, Colo., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing 
that cigarrettes imported in original packages on entering any 
State shall become subject to its laws—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of Royal George Lodge, No. 59, Brotherhood 
of Locomotive Firemen, of Pueblo, Colo., in favor of the passage 
of certain bills believed by them to be in the interest of labor—to 
the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Resolution of the Pennsylvania Millers’ 
State Association, urging the enactment of the pure-flour bill—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BRENNER of Ohio: Petition of American and Ger- 
man laborers, all American citizens, of Montgomery County, 
Ohio, favoring the enactment of legislation to more effectually 
restrict immigration and prevent the admission of illiterate, pau- 
per, and criminal classes to the United States—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: Petitions of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance unions of Oneida, Kans., and Ashland, N. H., in 
favor of the passage of the Broderick bill to raise the age of pro- 
tection for girls to 18 years in the District of Columbia and the 

erritories—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Oneida, Kans., asking for the —— of a bill to forbid the sale 
of intoxicating beverages in all Government buildings, and for 
ma urposes—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

rounds, 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Oneida, Kans., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibit- 
ing interstate gambling by telegraph, telephone, or otherwise— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of 200 citizens of Montgomery County, Kans., for 
establishing a court at Nowata, in Indian Territory—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRUCKER: Petition of the Immigration Protective 
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League of New York, in an to the restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Cigar Makers’ Local Union of Saginaw, 
Mich., in favor of the passage of House bills 7389 and 6092, relat- 
ing to labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petitions of the United Commercial Travelers of America, 
of Detroit; Iron Ore Mine Workers’ Union No. 2, of Iron Moun- 
tain; International Longshoremen’s Association No. 62, of Muni- 
sing; Longshoremen’s Association No. 44, of Escanaba; Typo- 
—- nion No. 72, of Lansing, and Retail Clerks’ National 

otection Association of Manistee, all in the State of Michigan, 
against the passage of the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BRUMM: Petitions of Protective Council, No. 935, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of McKeansburg; 
Walter Trezise and 22 citizens of Minersville; Charles Keener and 
202 others, E. W. Bliasth and 22 others, Harry C. Evans and 57 
others, of Schuylkill County, all in the State of Pennsylvania, 

raying for the speedy passage of the Lodge immigration bill—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CALLAHAN: Petition of citizens of the Territory of 
Oklahoma, asking the Government to assume control and secure 
deep water at Aransas Pass Harbor, Texas—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: Resolutions of the St. Louis Mer- 
chants’ Exchange, asking for the passage of House bill No. 5359, 
and for other legislation—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreigs Commerce. 

By Mr. CLARKE of New Hampshire: Petition of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance unions of Lempster and Plymouth, N. H., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to substitute voluntary 
arbitration for railway strikes—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Lempster, N. H., urging the passage of a bill to prohibit the trans- 
mission by mail of newspaper descriptions of prize fights—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Lempster, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
hibiting kinetoscope reproductions of prize fights in the District 
of Columbia and the Territories—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of the Woman's Christian Temperence unions of 
Newport and Plymouth, N. H., for the passage of a bill to forbid 
interstate transmission of lottery and other gambling matter by 
telegraph—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Plymouth, N. H., in favor of a Sunday-rest law for the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CONNELL: Petition of the Methodist Preachers’ Meet- 
ing of Scranton, Pa., to raise the age of protection for girls to 18 
years in the District of Columbia and the Territories—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Preachers’ Meeting of Scranton, 
Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting kineto- 
scope reproduction of prize fights in the District of Columbia and 
the Territories—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Preachers’ Meeting of Scranton, 
Pa., for the passage of a bill to forbid the interstate transmission 
of lottery messages and other gambling matter by telegraph—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Preachers’ Meeting of Scranton, 
Pa., favoring the passage of a Sabbath law for the national capi- 
tal—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Preachers’ Meeting of Scranton, 
Pa., urging the passage of a bill to prohibit the sale of liquors in 
Government buildings—to the Committee on Public Bu‘ldings 
and Grounds. 

Also. petition of the Methodist Preachers’ Meeting of Scranton, 
Pa., urging the passage of a bill to prohibit the transmission by 
mail of newspaper descriptions of prize fights—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of V. H. Crisman, H. Richards, E. Williams, 
Adam Wernguard, and other citizens of Scranton, Pa., favoring 
the enactment of legislation to more effectually restrict immigra- 
tion and prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal 
classes to the United States—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. COWHERD: Petitions of Hoffman Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, of Kansas City, Mo., and Blake Avenue Bap- 
tist Church, of Kansas City, Mo., asking for the passage of a bill 
to forbid the sale of intoxicating beverages in all Government 
buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Milwaukee, 
Wis., relative to the su —- of ticket scalping—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
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By Mr. CRUMP: Petitions of Federal Labor Union No, 6736, 
Wire Workers’ Union of Ishpeming, and Journeymen Barbers 
Union of Bay City, all in the State of Michigan, against the pas- 
suge of the bill on ticket brokerage—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of foreign-born American citizens 
of Pittsburg, Pa., in favor of legislation to more effectually restrict 
immigration and prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and 
criminal classes to the United States—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Catholic clergymen of Pittsburg, Pa., in favor 
of the passage of the anti-scalping ticket bill—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Pennsylvania Millers’ State Association 
and Pittsburg Flour and Grain Exchange, in favor of the pure- 
flour bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petitions of A. H. Sargent and others and 
Arthur L. Merrill and others, all citizens of Phillips and Madrid, 
Me., in opposition to the admission of illiterate, pauper, and crimi- 
nal classes to the United States—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization, 

By Mr. EDDY: Resolutions of the Civic Federation of Duluth, 
Minn., opposing any modification of. the civil-service law—to the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Petitions of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of the First United Presbyterian Church, 
Portland, Oreg., and Dunbarton Avenue Methodist Episcopal 
Church, of Washington, D. C., asking for the passage of bill to 
forbid the saleof intoxicating beverages in all Government build- 
ings—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: Protests of 8. David & Bro. and other citi- 
zens of Charleston, 8. C., in opposition to the passage of House 
bill No, 7180, known as the anti-scalping ticket bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of the Waugh Chautauqua 
Literary and Scientific Society of Washington, D. C., favoring 
the passage of the Lodge bill—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Lea Bros. & Co., J. B. Lippincott Company, 
and other publishers of Philadelphia, Pa., indorsing the Loud 
en bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads, 

Also, resolutions of the Pennsylvania Society for the Advance- 
ment of the Deaf, and the Trades League of Philadelphia, Pa., in 
favor of the passage of the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill—to 
the Committee on Interstate and ores Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Pennsylvania Millers’ State Association, 
in favor of the passage of the pure-food bill—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Also, circular of the Quarantine Convention of the South Atian- 
tic and Gulf States, held at Mobile, Ala., February 9, 10, and 11, 
1898, relating to quarantine laws and regulations—toc the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolutions of the Grocers and Importers’ Exchange of 
Philadelphia, Pa., favoring Senate bill No. 624, for the creation 
of a department of commerce and industry—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the city council and Commercial League of 
Fort Smith, Ark., relating to a donation of land for public hos- 
pital—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, memorial of the homestead settlers on the Sisseton and 
Wahpeton Indian Reservation in South Dakota, in favor of the 
passage of a free-homestead bill—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, protest of the German Roman Catholic Central Society 
and others; also, protest of the Irish Emigrant Society of New 
York, and others, against the further restriction of immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, memorial of the Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 236, of Reading, 
Pa., favoring the passage of Senate bill No. 35, known as the anti- 
injunction bill; also, Senate bill No. 95 and House bill No. 1638, 
known. as the seaman’s bill—to the Committee on Labor: 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK: Parers to accompany House biil No, 
6781, relating to the case of Jonas Fields—to the Committee on 


Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill relating to the case of 
James L. May—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 7467, relating to the 


case of James Braiding—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 6298, bearing upon 
the claim of Jake T. Patrick—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Petition of William H. Johnson avd others 
of OhioCounty, Ind.,insupportof bill granting a ponsioa to Daniel 
B. Sink—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of William J. Percifield, of Company H, Eighty- 


second Indiana Volunteers, for increase of pension—to Com- 
— on ees o . = 
0, ition of Jose . Evans, to accom bill f ; 
diate Commaiiionam Invalid Pensions, = ee 
By Mr. GRIFFIN: Petition of lumbermen, steamboat owners, 
masters, and pilots on the Mississippi River; also 


on of 
lumbermen, steamboat owners, masters, and pilots of ly 
Wis.; also, resolution of Upper Mississippi River Pilots’ Associ- 


ation, favoring the construction of a pier in the Mississippi River 
— the village of Pepin, Wis.—to the Committee on Rivers and 


bors. 
By Mr. GROSVENCR: — to accompany House bill to in- 
crease the pension of Joseph R. Pierce—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Petitions of the Methodist Episcopal 
churches of Prairieville and Maple Grove, Baptist Church of 
Prairieville, Women’s Club of Hastings, and the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Saugatuck, all in the State of Michigan, 
in favor of the passage of the Broderick bill to raise the age of 
protection for girls to 18 years in the District of Columbia and 
the Territories—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petitions of the Methodist a churches of Prairie- 
ville and Maple Grove, Baptist urch of Prairieville, and 
Women’s Club of Hastings, and the Woman's Christian Tem- 
pg Union of Saugatuck, Mich., asking for the passage of a 

ill to forbid the sale of intoxicating beve in all Govern- 
ment buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, petitions of the Methodist Episcopal churches of Prairie- 
ville and Maple Grove, Baptist churches of Prairieville, and Wo- 
man’s Club of Hastings, Mich., praying for the enactment of 
legislation prohibiting kinetoscope reproductions of prize fights 
in the District of Columbia and the Territories—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of the Methodist Episco 
ville and Maple Grove, Baptist churc 
Women’s Club of Hastings, Mich., favoring a bill providing that 
cigarettes imported in origi packages on entering any State 
shall become subject to its laws—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of the Methodist Episcopal churches of Prairie- 
ville and Maple Grove and Women’s Club of Has » Mich., 
urging the passage of a bill prohibiting the publication of pictures 
an oe of suicides, except in scientific ‘areas or on 
judicial order for identification—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Saugatuck, Mich., favoring the passage of a Sabbath law for the 
national ee the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Saugatuck, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
hibiting the interstate transmission of newspaper descriptions of 
prize fights, etc.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Saugatuck, Mich., for the passage of a bill to substitute voluntary 
industria! arbitration for railway strikes—to the Committee on 


Labor. 

By Mr. HANDY: Petition of J. H. Bartlett and 75 other citi- 
zens of Lewes, Del., favoring the enactment of legislation to more 
effectually restrict immigration and prevent the admission of illit- 
erate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United States—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petitions of uel H. Darby and 20 other fruit growers, 
of Delaware, and A. N. Brown und 19 other fruit growers, of Kent 
County, Del., in favor of the ge of House bill 6994, relating 
to insect pests and the importation and handling of trees, vines, 
etc.—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: Petition of citizens of le Lake, State of 
Texas, asking the Government to assume contro! and secure deep 
water at Aransas Pass Harbor, Texas—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Resolution of the King’s Children's 
Society of the Brethrer. Church of Waterloo, Iowa, in fayor of the 

e of a bill to prohibit the sale of liquor in Government 
uildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, resolutions of the King’s Children’s Society of the Breth- 
ren Church of Waterloo, Iowa, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to raise the age of consent for girls to 18 years in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and the Territories—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, resolutions of the King’s Children’s Society of the Breth- 
ren Church of Waterloo, Iowa, pra: for the enactment of legis- 
lation prohibiting interstate gam’ by telegra: Myecin Os or 

an Com- 


churches of Prairie- 
of Prairieville, and 


otherwise—to the Committee on In 
merce. 
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Also, resolutions of the King’s Children’s Society of the Brethren 
Church of Waterloo, lowa, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to substitute voluntary art‘tration for railway strikes—to 
the Committee on Labor. 

Also, resolutions of the King’s Children’s Society of the Brethren 
Church of Waterloo, Iowa, for the passage of a bill to prohibit 
the transmission by mail or interstate commerce of newspaper 
descriptions of prize fights—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Forei . 

ain lutions of the King’s Children’s Society of the Brethren 
Church of Waterloo, Iowa, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion prohibiting kinetoscope reproductions of prize fights in the 
District of Columbia and the Territories—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the King’s Children’s Society of the Brethren 
Church of Waterloo, Iowa, praying for the enactment of a Sun- 
day-rest law for the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Also, resolution of the Scott oaane es aeete of a 

rt, lowa, protesting against the of the bill restricting 
vivieustien —40 the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, resolutions of Lodge No. 314, International Association of 
Machinists, of Waterloo, lowa, in favor of House bills Nos. 7389, 
6092, and 1638, relating to the interests of labor—to the Commit- 
tee on Labor. 

Also, resolutions of the King’s Children’s Society, of the Breth- 
ren Church of Waterloo, Iowa, in favor of a bill to limit divorce 
in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, resolutions of the King’s Children’s Society of the Breth- 
ren Church of Waterloo, Iowa, in favor of a bill for the appoint- 
ment of a commission to investigate labor problems—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

By Mr. HENRY of Indiana: Petition of James Fuller and 38 
citizens of Albany, Ind., favoring the enactment of legislation to 
more effectually restrict immigration and prevent the admission 
of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United States— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolution of Company F, Indiana Infantry, National 
Guard of Indiana, favoring an appropriation to promote the effi- 
ciency of the militia—to the Committee on the Militia. 

Also, resolutions of the Indiana Republican Editorial Associa- 
tion in favor of the passage of the Loud postal bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, letter of Albertson & Hobbs, of bes ats Ind., favoring 
the passage of House bill No. 6894, regarding importation and 
handling of trees, plants, vines, etc.—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Papers to accompany House bill granting 
a pension to Sarah J. Boas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HICKS: Petitions of L. O. Baldwin, C. W. Coleman, 
W. E. Dickey, Albert Baldwin, A. J. Weimer, and 42 others, of 
Somerset Township; Rev. J. I. G. Resler, C. C. Hays, J. M. Skea- 
lor (committee of Johnstown, Pa., Ministerial Association), Wil- 
liam Alcott, P. H. Sellers, and 84 others, of Ursonia, Confluence, 
and vicinity: T. H. Nicewonger, Theo. Burchfield. 8. B. Tipton, 
Stewart Hall, and 70 others, of Altoona; I. D. Leydig, O. M. 
Crosby, C. W. Martz, and 46 others, of Glencoe, all in the State 
of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation which 
will more effectually restrict immigration and prevent the ad- 
mission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United 
States—to the Committee on Immi ion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Petition of C. G. Strippel and other citizens 
of San Francisco, Cal., favoring the enactment of legislation to 
more effectually restrict immigration and prevent the admission 
of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United States—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Centenary Methodist Episcopal Church, of 
Napa, Cal., for the enactment of legislation to protect State anti- 
cigarette laws by providing that ci ttes im in original 
packages on entering any State shall become subject to its laws— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HiTT: Resolution of the commandery of the State of 
Tilinois, Military Order of the Loyal Legion, favoring the erection 
by the United States of monuments to mark the locations of 

nited States troops at all national military parks and at Gettys- 

—to the Committee on Affairs. 
resolution of Company M, Infantry Mlinois National 
Guard, in favor of the passage of House bill No. 2876—to the Com- 


mittee on the 
: Resolution of General Francis Marion Council, 
No. 95, of Brooklyn, N. Y., in relation to the destruction of the 
Maine, and calling for a thorough investigation—to 
ittee on Foreign Ts. 
By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of Bessie Gaskill and 99 other citi- 
zens of North Long Branch, N. J., in favor of the enactment of 











legislation which will more effectually restrict immigration and 
prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes 
to the United States—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: Petition of Silas B. Williamson 
and many other citizens of Richmond, Ind., asking for the enact- 
ment of legislation which will more effectually restrict immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. KNOX: Petition of the Young People’s Christian Union 
of the First Universalist Church, of Lowell, Mass., praying for the 
enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors 
in all Government buildings—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LEWIS of Georgia: Resolutions of the Macon (Ga.) 
Chamber of Commerce, in favor of the passage of the anti-scalping 
ticket bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LAMB: Petitions of B. W. Blackburn, O. A. Franklin, 
and others, of Henrico County; J. H. Stone, George Sale, and 
others, of the city of Richmond; W.J. Morrissette and others, of 
Manchester and Swansboro, all citizens of the State of Virginia, 
favoring the enactment of legislation to more effectually restrict 
immigration and prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and 
criminal classes to the United States—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, petitions of Charles B. French and 34 others,G. W. Wood- 
fin and 19 others, A. I. Rahm and 19 others, A. C. Allemong and 
19 others, J. M. Lewis and 19 others, Henry Flegenheimer and 18 
others, C. H. Phillips and 15 others, all citizens of the State of 
Virginia, against the ae of the so-called anti-scalping ticket 
bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LYBRAND: Petitions of citizens of Rawson, Hancock 
County, Ohio, in favor of legislation to more effectually restrict 
immigration and prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and 
criminal classes to the United States and the speedy passage of 
the Lodge bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of citizens of North Easton, Mass., 
for the passage of the monetary commission bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: Paper to accompany House bill No. 4274, 
for the relief of James Chapman—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Petition of the Christian Endeavor 
Society of the Presbyterian Church of Vincennes, Ind., for the 

of a bill to prohibit the sale of liquors in Government 
uildings-—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MILLER: Papers in support of House bill for the relief 
of Catharine Childers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON: Petition of L. R. Lawson, administrator of 
Russell Lawson, deceased, late of Bradley County, Tex., request- 
ing reference of his claim to the Court of Claims under act of 
March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEWLANDS: Two petitions of property holders in 
Virginia City, Nev., in favor of legislation to more effectually re- 
strict immigration and prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, 
anc criminal classes to the United States—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Virginia City, Nev., favoring the enactment of legislation to pro- 
tect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes im- 
ported in original packages on entering any State shall become 
subject to its laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of Nevada, praying for the passage of 
a bill for the relief of and granting a pension to Jerry B. Moore— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OTEY: Petition of citizens of Bedford City, Va., pro- 
testing against the passage of a general bankruptcy law—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Resolution of the Milwaukee Chamber of Com- 
merce, in favor of an international American bank—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, resolution of the Milwaukee Chamber of Commerce, in 
favor of legislation prohibiting ticket scalping—to the Committeo 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of Lodge No. 128, Brotherhood of Railroad Train- 
men, in favor of the eight hour and prison labor bills—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. RIXEY (by mame): Petition of the heirs of George 
Jackson, deceased, late of Fauquier County, Va., asking reference 
of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 

ms. 

Also, papers to accompany the war claim of John Poland’s 
estate, to accompany House bill No, 7857—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 
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Also, evidence in support of bill for the relief of Fairfax Lodge 
No. 48—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petitions of John A. Nicol and 23 others, 8. T. Weir and 
23 others, John Shannon and 14 others, James M. Nourse and 16 
others, William Huttle and 23 others, all citizens of Prince Wil- 
liam County, Va., favoring the enactment of legislation to more 
effectually restrict immigration and prevent the admission of illit- 
erate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United States—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: Petition of citizens of Beatty Station, Pa., 
in favor of the passage of a bill to suppress ticket brokerage—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Latrobe, Pa.; citizens of Green 
Township, Indiana County, Pa.; Meridian Sun Council, Junior 
Order of United American Mechanics, of Armstrong, Pa.; citizens 
of Tidal, Pa.; citizens of Bolivar, Pa., and vicinity, and citizens of 
Hempfield Township, Westmoreland County, Pa., in favor of the 
enactment of legislation which will more effectually restrict im- 
migration and prevent the admission of illiterate, pauper, and 
criminal classes to the United States—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of Wayne Division, 
No. 119, Order of Railway Conductors, of Fort Wayne, Ind. , against 
the passage of the bill prohibiting ticket brokerage—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SAYERS: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union, First Baptist Young People’s Union, and the session 
of the First Presbyterian Church, all of Austin, Tex., for the en- 
actment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by pro- 
viding that cigarettes imported in original packages on entering 
any State shall become subject to its laws—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of the First Baptist Church, session of the First 
Presbyterian Church, and Baptist Young People’s Union, of Aus- 
tin, Tex., urging the passage of a Lill to prohibit the sale of liquors 
in Government buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, petitions of the First Baptist Church, session of the First 
Presbyterian Church, and Baptist Young People’s Union, of Aus- 
tin, Tex., praying for the enactment of legislation raising the age 
of protection for girls to 18 years in the District of Columbia and 
the Territories—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petitions of the First Baptist Church, session of the First 
Presbyterian Church, and Baptist Young People’s Vnion, of Aus- 
tin, Tex., for the passage of a bil! to forbid interstate transmis- 
sion of lottery ar other gambling matter by telegraph—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: Four petitions of citizens of Macon, Gold- 
field, and Independence, State of Colorado, in favor of legislation 
to more effectually restrict immigration and prevent the admis- 
sion of illiterate, pauper, and criminal classes to the United 
States—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petitions of Girls’ Friendly Society of 
Newark, N. J.; Methodist Episcopal ministers of Rochester, N. 
Y.; Presbyterian clergymen of Rochester and Auburn, N. Y.; 
Business Men’s Association and Board of Trade; New York Ma- 
sonic Board of Relief, and Macon cd Chamber of Commerce, 
in favor of the passage of the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STARK: Papers toaccompany House bill No. 5804 grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Benjamin W. Walker, of German- 
town, Nebr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Petition of citizens of Ram- 
sey County, Minn., favoring the passage of a Sabbath law for the 
national capital—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Ramsey County, Minn., for the pas- 
sage of a bill to prohibit the interstate transmission of gambling 
matter by telegraph—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Petition of Decatur Council, 
No. 618, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Tarentum, 
Pa.,and citizens of Tarentum, Creighton, and vicinity; also peti- 
tion of W. C. Deetric and others, of Allegheny, Pa., favoring the 
passage of a bill that will more effectually restrict immigration 
and prevent the admission of the illiterate, criminal, and pauper 
classes—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petitions of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance unions of Gaines and Bergen, N. Y., for the passage 
of a bill to protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that 
cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any State 
shall become subject to its laws—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WEYMOUTH: Petition of the Congregational Church 
of Clinton, Mass., urging the passage of a bill to prohibit the sale 
of liquors in Government buildings—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 
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The Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MiLsury, D. D., offered the follow- 
ing prayer: 

O Li rd, Who hast been our dwelling place in all generations, we 
bless Thee for Thy gift to this continent of that man whose birth 
all Americans the world around this day commemorate with joy 
and gratitude, the man who has won deservedly the name of the 
Father of his Country, whose life and character stand before the 
world lofty and stainless as the monument which bears his name 
by the river he loved so well. 

Bestow upon the people of this country, old and young, foreign 
and native born, a larger measure of the grand and simple charac- 
ter of our beloved father, reverent toward things divine, humble, 
modest, firm, whose courage was tempered by moderation, whose 
nobility of character was gtorified by his devotion to his country 
and the best interests of his people. 

We pray, O Lord, that Thon wilt keep vs in the paths which he 
pointed out as wise and right; and may we, as we tread these 
— climbing the mountain side to loftier heights, feel that the 

lessing of the God of Washington rests upon this country and 
all its people. 

So give Thy blessing to the President and Vice-President of the 
United States, the members of the two Houses of Congress and of 
the Supreme Court, and to all that be in authority throughout the 
land. And may they and the people of the country work out the 
glorious destiny which Washington yearned for and which all true 
— seek. We humbly ask, through Jesus Christ our Saviour. 

men. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that 
the prayer of the Chaplain be printed as a part of the proceedings 
of to-day iu the Recorp. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is thereany objection to the request? 
The Chair hears none, and the order is made. The Secretary will 
read the Journal of yesterday's proceedings. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iask unanimous consent for the suspension of 
the reading of the Journal. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska asks 
unanimous consent that the reading of the Journal be dispensed 
with. Isthere objection? The Chair hears none, and the reading 
is dispensed with. 

READING OF WASHINGTON’S FAREWELL ADDRESS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the resolu- 
tion offered by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] and 
—— by the Senate on the 7th instant, known as resolution 

0. 267. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That on Tuesday, February 22, current, immediately after the 
reading of the Journal, Washington's Farewell Address be read to the Senate 
by Mr. Lopas, a Senator from the State of Massachusetts, and that there- 

ter the Senate will proceed with its business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Senators, in pursuance of this reso- 
lution, I have the honor to introduce to the Senate Senator Lopa@r, 
of Massachusetts, who will read the Farewell Address of President 
Washington. 


Mr. LODGE, at the Vice-President’s desk, read the address, as 
follows: 


To the people of the United States: 


FRIENDS AND FELLOw-CiT1zEns: The period for a new election 
of a citizen to administer the Executive Government of the 
United States being not far distant, and the time actually arrived 
when your thoughts must be employed in designating the person 
who is to be clothed with that important trust, it ap to me 
proper, aupootaets as it ae conduce to a more distinct expression 
of the public voice, that 1 should now apprise you of the resolu- 
tion [ have formed to decline being considered among the number 
of those out of whom a choice is to be made. 

I beg you at the same time to do me the justice to be assured 
that this resolution has not been taken without a strict regard to 
all the considerations appertaining to the relation which binds a 
dutiful citizen to his country; and that in withdrawing the tender 
of service, which silence in my situation might imply, I am infiu- 
enced by no diminution of zeal for your future interest, no defi- 
ciency of grateful respect for your past kindness, but am supported 
by a full conviction that the step is compatible with both. 

The acceptance of and continuance hitherto in the office to 
which your suffrages have twice called me have been a uniform 
sacrifice of inclination to the opinion of duty and to a deference 
for what appeared to be your desire. I constantly hoped that it 
would have been much earlier in my power, consistently with 
motives which I was not at liberty to disregard, to return to that re- 
tirement from which I had been reluctantly drawn. The strength 
of my inclination to do this previous to the last election had even 








the preparation of an address to declare it to you; but ma- 
ue reflection on the then exed and critical posture of our 
affairs with foreign nations and the unanimous advice of persons 
entitled to my confidence impelled me to abancon the idea. I re- 
joice that the state of your concerns, external as well as internal, 
no longer renders the pursuit of inclination incompatible with the 
sentiment of duty or ey. and am persuaded, whatever par- 
tiality may be retained for my services, that in the present cir- 
cumstances of our country you will not disapprove my determi- 
nation to retire. . 

The impressions with which I first undertook the arduous trust 
were explained on the proper occasion. In the discharge of this 
trust I will only say that I have, with good intentions, contributed 
toward the organization and administration of the Government 
the best exertions of which a very fallible judgment was capable. 
Not unconscious in the outset of the inferiority of my qualifica- 
tions, experience in my own eyes, perhaps still more in the eyes of 
others, has strengthened the motives to diffidence of myself; and 
every day the increasing weight of years admonishes me more and 
moréthat the shade of retirement is as necessary to me as it will be 
welcome. Satisfied that if -ny circumstances have given peculiar 
value to my services they were temporary, I have the consolation 
to believe that, while choice and prudence invite me to quit the 
political scene, patriotism does not forbid it. 

In looking forward to the thoment which is intended to ter- 
minate the career of my political life my feelings do not permit 
me to suspend the deep acknowledgment of that debt of gratitude 
which I owe to my beloved country for the many honors it has 
conferred upon me; still more for the steadfast confidence with 
which it has supported me, and for the opportunities I have thence 
enjoyed of manifestin ag my inviolable attachment by services faith- 
ful and -rocgenton ough in usefulness unequal tomy zeal. If 
benefits have resulted to our country from these services, let it 
always be remembered to your praise andasan instructive example 
in our annals that under circumstances in which the passions, agi- 
tated in every direction, were liable to mislead; amidst appear- 
ances sometimes dubious; vicissitudes of fortune often discourag- 
ing; in situations in which not unfrequently want of success has 
countenanced the spirit of criticism, the constancy of your support 
was the essential prop of the efforts and a guaranty of the plans 
by which they were effected. Profoundly penetrated with this 
idea, I shall carry it with me to my grave as a strong incitement 
to unceasing vows that Heaven may cuntinue to you the choicest 
tokens of its beneficence; that your union and brotherly affection 
. Inay be perpetual; that the free Constitution which is the work 
of your hands may be sacredly maintained; that its adiministra- 
tion in every department — bestamped with wisdom and virtue; 
that, in fine, the happiness of the people of these States, under the 
auspices of liberty, may be made complete by so careful a preser- 
vation and so prudent a use of this blessing as will acquire to 
them the glory of recommending it to the applause, the affection, 
and adoption of every nation which is yet a oes oy to it. 

Here, perhaps, I ought to stop. But a solicitude for your wel- 
fare which can not end but with my life,and the apprehension of 
danger natural to that solicitude, urge me on an occasion like the 
present to offer to your solemn contem lation and to recommend 
to your frequent review some sentiments which are the result of 
much reflection, of no inconsiderable observation, and which ap- 
pvar to me all-important to the permanency of your felicity as a 
people. These will be offered to you with the more freedom as you 
can only seein them the disinterested warnings of a parting friend, 
who can possibly have no personal motive to bias his counsel. 
Nor can I forget as an encouragement to it your indulgent recep- 
tion of my sentiments on a former and not dissimilar occasion. 

Interwoven as is the love of liberty with every ligament of your 
hearts, no recommendation of mine is necessary to fortify or con- 
firm the attachment. 

The unity of government which constitutes you one oom is 
also now dear to you. It is justly so, for it is a main pillar in the 
edifice of your real independence, the support of your tranquillity 
at home, om pence abroad, of your safety, of your prosperity, of 
that very li y which you so highly prize. But as it is easy to 
foresee that from different causes and from different quarters 
much pains will be taken, many artifices employed, to weaken in 
your minds the conviction of this truth, as this is the point in 
your political fortress against which the batteries of internal and 
external enemies will be most constantly and actively (though 
often covertly and insidiously) directed, it is of infinite moment 
that you should properly estimate the immense value of your na- 
tional union to your idledive and individual ha aon that you 
should « herish a cordial, habitual, and immovable attachment to 
it, accustoming yourselves to think and speak of it as of the pal- 
ladium of your oe safety and prosperity; watching for its 


preservation with jealous anxiety; See eee 
su, it even a suspicion that it can in any event abandoned, 
and indignantly frowning upon the first dawning of every attempt 


alienate any portion of our country from the rest or to enfee- 
© the sacred ties which now link together the various parts. 
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For this you have every inducement of sympathy and interest. 
Citizens by birth or choice of a common country, that country has 
a right to concentrate your affections. The name of American, 
which belongs to you in your national capacity, must always 
exalt the just pride of patriotism more than any appellation de- 


rived from local discriminations. With slight shades of differ- 

ence, you have the same religion, manners, habits, and political 

rinciples. You have in a common cause fought and triumphed 

ether. The independence and liberty you possess are the work 

of joint counsels and joint eficrts, of common dangers, sufferings, 
and successes. 

But these considerations, however powerfully they address them- 
selves to your sensibility, are greatly outweighed by those which 
apply more immediately to your interest. Here every portion of 
our country finds the most commanding motives for carefully 
guarding and preserving the union of the whole. 

The North, in an unrestrained intercourse with the South, pro- 
tected by the equal laws of a common government, finds in the 
productions of ine latter great additional resources of maritime 
and commerciai enterprise and precious materials of manufactur- 
ing industry. The South, in the same intercourse, benefiting by 
the same agency of the North, sees its agriculture grow and its 
commerce expand. Turning partly into its own channels the sea- 
men of the North, it finds its particular navigation invigorated; 
and while it contributes in different ways to nourish and increase 
the general mass of the national navigation, it looks forward to 
the protection of a maritime strength to which itself is unequally 
adapted. The East, in a like intercourse with the West, already 
finds, and in the progressive improvement of interior communica- 
tions by land and water will more and more find, a valuable vent 
for the commodities which it brings from abroad or manufactures 
at home. The West derives from the East supplies requisite to its 
growth and comfort, and what is perhaps of still greater conse- 
quence, it must of necessity owe the secure enjoyment of indis- 
pensable outlets for its own productions to the weight, influence, 
and the future maritime strength of the Atlantic sidé of the Union, 
directed by an indissoluble commurity of interest as one nation. 
Any other tenure by which the West can hold this essential ad- 
vantage, whether derived from its own separate strength or from 
an apostate and unnatural connection with any foreign power, 
must be intrinsically precarious. 

While, then, every part of our country thus feels an immediate 
and particular interest in union, all the parts combined can not 
fail to find in the united mass of means and efforts greater 
strength, ater resource, proportionably greater security from 
external danger, a less frequent interruption of their peace by 
— nations, and what is of inestimable value, they must de- 
rive from union an exemption from those broils and wars between 
themselves which so frequently afflict neighboring countries not 
tied together by the same governments, which their own rival- 
ships alone would be sufficient to produce, but which opposite 
foreign alliances, attachments, and intrigues would stimulate and 
embitter. Hence, likewise, they will avoid the necessity of those 
overgrown military establishments which, under any form of gov- 
ernment, are inauspicious to liberty, and which are to be regarded 
as particularly hostile to republican liberty. In this sense it is 
that your union ought to be cousidered as a main prop of your lib- 
erty, and that the love of the one »ught to endear to you the 
preservation of the other. 

These considerations speak a persuasive language to every re- 
flecting and virtuous mind, and exhibit the continuance of the 
Union as a primary object of patriotic desire. Is there a doubt 
whether a common government can embrace so large a sphere? 
Let experience solve it. To listen to mere speculation in such a 
case were criminal. We are authorized to hops that a proper 
organization of the whole, with the auxiliary agency of govern- 
ments for the respective subdivisions, will afford 4 happy issue to 
the experiment. It is well worth a fair and full experiment. 
With such powerful and obvious motives to union affecting all 
parts of our vountry, while experience shall not have demon- 
strated its impracticability, there will always be reason to distrust 
the patriotism of those who in any quarter may endeavor to 
weaken its bands. 

In contemplating the causes which may disturb our union, it 
occurs as matter of serious concern that any ground should have 
been furnished for characterizing parties by geographical dis- 
criminations—Northern and Southern, Atlantic and Western— 
whence designing men may endeavor to excite a belief that there 
is a real difference of local interests and views. One of the expe- 
dients of party to acquire influence within particular districts is 
to ee ea the opinions and aims of other districts. You can 
not shield yourselves too much against the jealousies and heart- 
burnings which spring from these misrepresentations; they tend 
to render alien to each other those who ought to be bound to- 
gether = fraternal affection. The inhabitants of our Western 
country have lately had a useful lesson on this head. They have 
seen in the negotiation by the Executive and in the unanimous 
ratification by the Senate of the treaty with Spain, and in the 
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universal satisfaction at that event throughout the United States 
a decisive proof how unfounded were the suspicions pro ted 
among them of a policy in the General Government and in the 
Atlantic States unfriendly to their interests in regard to the Mis- 
sissippi: They have been witnesses to the formation of two trea- 
ties—that with Great Britain and that with Spain—which secure 
to them everything they could desire in respect to our foreign 
relations toward confirming their prosperity. Will it not be their 
wisdom to rely for the preservation of these advantages on the 
union by which they were procured? Will they act henceforth 
be deaf to those advisers, if such there are, who would sever them 
from their brethren and connect them with aliens? 

To the efficacy and permanency of your union a government for 
the whole is indispensable. Noalliances, however strict, between 
the parts can be an adequate substitute. They must inevitably 
experience the infractions and interruptions which all alliances 
in all times have experienced. Sensible of this momentous truth, 
you haveimproved upon your first essay by the adoption of a Con- 
stitution of Government better calculated than your former for 
an intimate union and for the efficacious management of your 
common concerns. This Government, the offspring of our own 
choice, uninfluenced and unawed, adopted upon full investigation 
and mature deliberation, completely free in its principles, in the 
distribution of its powers, uniting security with energy, and con- 
taining within itself a provision for its own amendment, has a 
just claim to your confidence and your support. . Respect for its 
authority, compliance with its laws, acquiescence in its measures, 
are duties enjoined by the fundamental maxims of true liberty. 
The basis of our political systems is the right of the people to make 
and to alter their constitutions of government. But the constitu- 
tion which at any time exists till changed by an explicit and 
authentic act of the whole people is sacredly obligatory upon all. 
The very idea of the power and the right of the people to establish 
government presupposes the duty of every individual to obey the 
established government. 

All obstructions to the execution of the laws, all combinations 
and associations, under whatever plausible character, with the 
real design to direct, control, counteract, or awe the regular de- 
liberation and action of the constituted authorities, are destructive 
cf this fundamental principle and of fatal tendency. They serve 
to organize faction; to give it an artificial and extraordinary force; 
to put in the place of the delegated will of the nation the will of 
a party, often a small but artful and enterprising minority of the 
community, and, according to the alternate triumphs of different 
parties, to make the public administration the mirror of the ill- 
concerted and incongruous projects of faction rather than the 
organ of consistent and wholesome plans, digested by common 
counsels and modified by mutual interests. 

However combinations or associations of the above description 
may now and then answer popular ends, they are likely in the 
course of time and things to become potent engines by which 
cunning, ambitious, and unprincipled men will be enabled tosub- 
vert the power of the people, and to usurp for themselves the reins 
of government, destroying afterwards the very engines which 
have lifted them to unjust dominion. 

Toward the preservation of your Government and the perma- 
nency of your present happy state it is requisite not only that you 
steadily discountenance irregular oppositions to its acknowledged 
authority, but also that you resist with care the spirit of innova- 
tion upon its principles, however specious the pretexts. One 
ion of assault may be to effect in the forms of the Constitution 
alterations which may impair the energy of the system, and thus 
to undermine what can not be directly overthrown. In all the 
changes to which you may be invited remember that time and 
habit are at least as necessary to fix the true character of govern- 
ments as other human institutions; that experience is the surest 
standard by which to test the real tendency of the existing con- 
stitution of a country; that facility in changes upon the credit of 
mere hypothesis and opinion exposes to perpetual change, from 
the endless variety of hypothesis and opinion; and remember 
especially that for the efficient management of your common in- 
terests in a country so extensive as ours a government of as much 
vigor as is consistent with the perfect security of liberty is indis- 
pensable. Liberty itself will find in such a government, with 

were properly distributed and adjusted, its surest guardian. 

t is, indeed, little else than a name where the government is too 
feeble to withstand the enterprises of faction, to confine each mem- 
ber of the society within the limits prescribed by the laws, and to 
maintain allin the secure and tranquil enjoyment of the rights of 
person and property. 

I have already intimated to you the danger of parties in the 
State, with particular reference to the founding of them on geo- 
graphical discriminations. Let me now take a more comprehen- 
sive view, and warn you in the most solemn manner ag the 
baneful effects of the spirit of party generally. 

This spirit, unfortunately, is inseparable from our nature, hay- 
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ing its root in the strongest passions of the human mind. It exists 
under a in all governments, more or less stifled, con. 
trolled, or rep ; but in those of the popular form it is seen in 
its great st rankness and is truly their worst enemy. 

The alternate domination of one faction over another, sharpened 
by the spirit of revenge natural to party dissension, which in dif. 
ferent ages and countries has pees the most horrid enormi- 
ties, is itself a frightful despotism. But this leads at length to a 
more formal and permanent despotism. Thedisorders and miseries 
which result gradually incline the minds of men to seek security 
and repose in the absolute power of an individual, and sooner or 
later the chief of some prevailing faction, more able or more for- 
tunate than his competitors, turns this disposition to the purposes 
of his own elevation on the ruins of public ae 

Without looking forward to an canner | of this kind (which 
nevertheless ought not to be entirely out of sight), the common 
and continual mischiefs of the spirit of party are rnificient to 
make it the interest and duty of a wise people to discour:ge and 
restrain it. 

It serves always to distract the public councils and enfeeble the 
public administration. Itagitates the community with ill-founded 
jealousies and false alarms; kindles the animosity of one part 
against another; foments occasionally riot and insurrection. It 
opens the door to foreign influence and corruption, which find a 
facilitated access to the Government itself through the channels 
of party Seer es Thus the policy and the will of one country are 
subjected to the policy and will of another. 

There is an opinion that parties in free countries are useful 
checks upon the administration of the Government aid serve to 
keep alive the spirit of liberty. This within certain limits is prob- 
ably true, and in ee of a monarchical cast patriotism 
may look with indulgence, if not with favor, upon the spirit of 
party. But in those of the popular character, in government: 
purely elective, it isa spirit not to be encouraged. From their 
natural tendency it is certain there will always be enough of that 
spirit for every salutary purpose, and there being constant danger 
of excess, the effort ought to be by force of public opinion to mit- 
igate and assuage it. A fire not to be quenched, it demands a 
uniform vigilance to prevent its bursting into a flame, lest instead 
of warming it should consume. 

It is important, likewise, that the habits of thinking in a free 
country should inspire caution in those intrusted with its admin- 
istration to contine themselves within their respective constitu- 
tional spheres, avoiding in the exercise of the powers of one 
department to encroach upon another. The spirit of encroach- 
ment tends to consolidate the powers of all the departments in 
one, and thus to create, whatever the form of government, a real 
despotism. A just estimate of that love of power and proneness to 
abuse it which predominates in the human heart is sufficient to 
satisfy us of the truth of this position. The necessity of recipro- 
cal checks in the exercise of political power, by dividing and dis- 
tributing it into different depositories, and constituting each the 
guardian of the public weal against invasions by the others, has 
been evinced by experiments, ancient and modern, some of them 
in our country and under our owneyes. To rve them must 
be as necessary as to institute them. If in the opinion of the peo- 
ony the distribution or modification of the constitutional powers 

in any particular wrong, let it be corrected by an amendment 
in the way which the Constitution designates. But let there be 
no change by usurpation; for ugh this in one instance may be 
the instrument of good, itis .. customary weapon by which free 
governments are destroyed. The precedent must always greatly 
overbalance in permanent evil — partial or transient benefit 
which the use can at any time yiel 

Of all the dispositions and habits which lead to political pros- 
perity, religion and morality are indispensable su . Invain 
would that man claim the tribute of patriotism who should labor 
to subvert these great pillars of human happiness—these firmest 
props of the duties of men and citizens. mere politician, 
equally with the pious man, ought to respect and to cherish them. 
A volume conld not trace all ir connections with private and 
public felicity. Let it simply be asked, Where is the er. for 
property, for reputation, for life, if the sense of religious obliga- 
tion desert the oaths which are the instruments of investigation 
in courts of justice? And let us with caution indulge the sup- 
position that morality can be maintained withoutreligion. What- 
ever may be conceded to the influence of refined education on 
minds of peculiar structure, reason and experience both forbid us 
to expect that national morality can prevail in exclusion of 
religious principle. 

It is su ally true that virtue or morality is a necessar. 
spring of po government. The rule indeed extends wi 
more or less force to ereptes er Who that 
is a sincere friend to it can look with erence upon attempts 
to shake the foundation of the fabric? Mier wpe rn 0 ta 
ject of primary importance, institutions for the diffusion 
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